
CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 
 AGENDA FOR REGULAR MEETING 

Kyle Arthur, General Manager 
12500 Alameda Dr 
Norman, OK 73026 

TIME: 6:30 P.M.  
THURSDAY, October 7, 2021 

TO ACCOMMODATE THE PUBLIC, INCLUDING PRESENTERS OF AGENDA ITEMS, WHO WISH TO PARTICIPATE BUT 
NOT TO ATTEND THE MEETING IN PERSON, VIDEOCONFERENCE AND TELECONFERENCE CAPABILITY IS BEING 
MADE AVAILABLE.  ALTHOUGH THIS ACCOMMODATION IS PROVIDED, MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC INCLUDING 
PRESENTERS ARE WELCOME TO ATTEND THE MEETING IN-PERSON. 

TO PARTICIPATE AND LISTEN TO THE MEETING BY TELEPHONE, CALL TOLL FREE, 1-866-899-4679 ENTER ACCESS 
CODE: 383-971-237 

TO PARTICIPATE AND LISTEN VIA A COMPUTER, SMARTPHONE, OR TABLET, GO TO 
HTTPS://GLOBAL.GOTOMEETING.COM/JOIN/383971237   

BOARD MEETING PACKET CAN BE FOUND ON WEBSITE: COMCD.NET.  THIS AGENDA WAS POSTED IN THE NOTICE 
ENCLOSURE OUTSIDE THE COMCD OFFICE GATE AT 4:30 PM ON SEPTEMBER 30, 2021. 

FOR ALL THOSE ATTENDING THE MEETING IN PERSON, FACE MASKS AND SOCIAL DISTANCING WILL BE 
REQUIRED TO PROTECT YOURSELF AND OTHERS ATTENDING. 

A. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

B. STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN MEETING ACT

C. ADMINISTRATIVE:

1. FINAL DRAFT REPORT AND PRESENTATION FOR THE SHORELINE STABILIZATION/FLOATING WETLANDS
PROJECT BY THE OKLAHOMA WATER SURVEY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA

2. REPORT OF ANNUAL MONITORING RESULTS BY THE OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCES BOARD

D. ACTION:  PURSUANT TO 82 OKLA. STATUTES, SECTION 541 (D) (10), THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS SHALL PERFORM
OFFICIAL ACTIONS BY RESOLUTION AND ALL OFFICIAL ACTIONS INCLUDING FINAL PASSAGE AND ENACTMENT OF
ALL RESOLUTIONS MUST BE APPROVED BY A MAJORITY OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS PRESENT, A QUORUM
BEING PRESENT, AT A REGULAR OR SPECIAL MEETING.THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED
AND APPROVED, DISAPPROVED, AMENDED, TABLED OR OTHER ACTION TAKEN:

3. MINUTES OF THE REGULAR BOARD MEETING HELD ON THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 2021, AND
CORRESPONDING RESOLUTION

4. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS FOR OPERATING ACCOUNT FOR AUGUST 2021, AND CORRESPONDING RESOLUTION

5. DISTRICTS’ SCHEDULE OF REGULAR MEETINGS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2022

6. ANNUAL REPORT FOR FY 20-21 TO CLEVELAND COUNTY COURT

7. ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURE IN EXCESS OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT AMOUNT FOR MATTHEWS
TRENCHING PERTAINING TO THE DEL CITY PIPELINE PROJECT, AND CORRESONDING RESOLUTION

E. DISCUSSION:

8. LEGAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

9. GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORT



10. NEW BUSINESS (ANY MATTER NOT KNOWN PRIOR TO THE MEETING AND WHICH COULD NOT HAVE BEEN
REASONABLY FORESEEN PRIOR TO THE POSTING OF THE AGENDA)

F. ADJOURN



Item C.1.



Utilizing Floating Wetland 
Breakwaters for Reducing 

Shoreline Erosion in Reservoirs

Maxwell O’Brien, Grant Graves, Saliou Diallo, Jason Vogel
University of Oklahoma, Civil Engineering & Environmental Science

Steve Patterson, Bio x Design
Dan Storm, retired, Oklahoma State University, Biosystems and Agr. Engr.



Background



Constructed floating wetlands

Chesapeake Bay Stormwater Network

(Photo: Martin Ecosystems)

Chicago River (Image: Martin Ecosystems) Proposed: Dallas, Trinity Lakes (Image: WRT)



Pollutant Removal 
Summary 
(from Chesapeake Bay Report FINAL REPORT)

• Majority of pollutant removal in
the biofilm associated with roots

• Enhanced particulate settling
(dominant removal mechanism)

• Biosorbance of P and dissolved
metals

• Favorable microbial growth enhances
N removal processes

• Net source of organic matter
enhances the formation of flocs



Pollutant Removal Summary 
(from Chesapeake Bay Report FINAL REPORT)

• Denitrification can occur in the mat
• Plant uptake not a major player, although this is variable
• Need at least 10% coverage to improve nutrient and sediment removal.



Floating Wavebreaks

• Add info here…

Mishina, 1979

wavebrake.com

Fuller, 1979



Lake Thunderbird Floating Wetland 
Breakwaters

PROJECT BACKGROUND
• Shoreline erosion is a significant problem in many reservoirs 

in Oklahoma, including Lake Thunderbird, due to highly 
erodible and unstable shorelines with sparse vegetative 
cover that are exposed to continuous wave action.

• Traditional shoreline restoration approaches are often costly 
and produce varied results (e.g. rip-rap/artificial breakwater)

• Floating wetland breakwaters may be an alternative 
approach to reducing shoreline erosion by dissipating wave 
energy before impacts occur near the shore.

• They also can provide habitat, ecological and recreational 
benefits.

Heavily eroded shoreline at Lake Thunderbird 
(OWRB).



Lake Thunderbird Floating Wetlands

PROJECT GOAL

•Design, optimize, implement and monitor 

a floating wetland breakwater for wave 

reduction to reduce overall shoreline 

erosion at Lake Thunderbird.
Heavily eroded shoreline at Lake Thunderbird 
(OWRB).



Project Outline
• Full-scale Mesocosm (OU Aquatic Research Facility) 

Aug 2018 – Mar 2019
• Test various frame parameters (# of pipes, pipe length) for wave 

height and energy reduction
• Optimize and develop field frame design

• Laboratory (Carson Engineering Center)
Jul 2019 – Apr 2020

• Scaled models of mesocosm design, using frame ratios (pipe length, 
# of pipes)

• Laboratory flume tests (wave height and energy reduction)
• Test similarity of response at different scales

• Field (Lake Thunderbird) Apr 2019 - Feb 2021
• Install a 200-foot section of floating wetland frame
• Monitor and analyze wave height and energy reduction, shoreline 

erosion, and biological metrics (opportunistically) to evaluate 
performance

Floating wetland frame at 
the OU Aquatic Research 
Facility

Floating wetland 
frame testing at the 
OU Aquatic Research 
Facility (left)



Step 1: Testing at the OU Aquatic 
Research Facility (ARF)



Full-scale Controlled Mesocosm System



Full-scale Controlled Mesocosm System



Wave Measurement Techniques

Pond Measurements
•Pressure Transducers
•Pitot tube w/ 

transducers
•GoPro video (staff 

gauge)



Testing Scenarios
•Pipe length

•0, 1, 2, 3
•Number of pipes

•0, 6, 11
•Rows

•1, 2



FWB Design Wave Height Comparisons
(all waves)
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Wave Energy

E = 1/16ρgHmo
2

• E = mean wave energy density 
per horizontal area (J/m2)

• Hmo = critical wave height (m)

• Source: Holthuijsen, Leo H. (2007). Waves in 
oceanic and coastal waters. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-86028-4

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Standard_Book_Number


FWB Design Wave Energy Comparisons
(critical waves)
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Energy Comparisons for a Six Inch Wave

Design Configuration Energy Reduction from [0,0] (J/m2)
[0 pipes,0 feet] --
[6 pipes, 2 feet] 0.4  (4%)
[6 pipes, 3 feet] -1.4  (-15%) **

[11 pipes, 1 foot] 0.9  (9%)
[11 pipes, 2 feet] 3.2 (34%)
[11 pipes, 3 feet] 4.3  (45%)

** limited wave range tested



Materials Cost Analysis on a 10 ft section
Design Configuration Estimated Material Cost 

per 10 ft section
Cost per Energy 

Density Reduction
[0 pipes,0 feet] $2,080 $424
[6 pipes, 2 feet] $3,040 $573
[6 pipes, 3 feet] $3,145 $898

[11 pipes, 1 foot] $3,190 $550
[11 pipes, 2 feet] $3,205 $396
[11 pipes, 3 feet] $3,220 $354



Step 2: Laboratory Scale Model 
Studies



Experimental setup



Scale comparison wave height
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Scale comparison wave energy density
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Conclusions
• Similar wave height and energy density reduction between prototype 

and model scale
• 3.0 ft, 11 pipes configuration significantly different at prototype scale  

for energy reduction
• Metal connectors used at prototype scale could have affected wave 

reduction through weight and submergence of the frames (force 
similitude) (Ozeren, 2009)

Significance
• Smaller versions of FWB frames can be utilized to predict 

performance at larger scales, paying special attention to force 
similitude.



Step 3: Lake Thunderbird Implementation



Lake Thunderbird Site Location 



Floating Wetland Implementation

•Installed late May 2019
•Replanted June 2020 (in bold 

below)
•200-foot long section
• Plants

• Common Rush (Juncus effuses)
• Water Willow (Justicia americana)
• Pennywort (Hydrocotyle verticillata)
• Water Primrose (Ludwigia)
• March Mallow (Hibiscus laevis)



Floating Wetland Implementation/ 
Planting 



Field Wave Height Reduction Results
(11 pipes, 3 ft long)
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Field Wave Energy Reduction Results
(11 pipes, 3 ft long)
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Field and ARF (Mesocosm) Wave Energy 
Reduction Results
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Comparison to Other 
Floating Wavebreaks

Wave Transmission Coefficient (Kt) range

DescriptionSource
Prototype 

scale
Model 
scale

Field 
Scale

Neelamani (2018) 0.6 - 0.8 NA NA
Pontoon floating breakwater with varying skirt 

wall sizes

Uzaki (2011) NA 0.3 - 1.0 NA Steel pontoon floating breakwater with trusses

Ozeren (2011) 0.2 - 0.9 NA NA Cylindrical floating breakwater

Webb (2014) NA 0.4-1.0 NA Biohaven floating wetland breakwater, no plants

FWB [0.0 ft, 0 pipes] 0.5-1.0 0.7-0.9 NA Floating Wetland Breakwater with no ballast

FWB [1.0 ft, 11 pipes] 0.5-0.9 0.3-0.9 NA Floating Wetland Breakwater with pipe ballasts

FWB [2.0 ft, 6 pipes] 0.3-1.0 0.3-0.7 NA Floating Wetland Breakwater with pipe ballasts

FWB [2.0 ft, 11 pipes] 0.4-0.8 0.4-0.9 NA Floating Wetland Breakwater with pipe ballasts

FWB [3.0 ft, 11 pipes] 0.3-0.8 0.5-0.8 0.2-0.5 Floating Wetland Breakwater with pipe ballasts

Kt = 𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐 𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘 𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑
𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊 𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘𝒘 𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑𝒑



Jet Erosion Test (JET)

• A Jet Erosion Test (JET) estimates critical 
shear stress using a jet of water sprayed 
at a known pressure into the soil, and 
measuring the scour hole that is formed.

• Using linear wave theory, the critical 
shear stress for the soil to begin the 
process of detachment erosion on our 
study bank equates to the energy from a

3.1 inch wave



Wave Reduction Compared to JET Test Results for 
Days with a SW to SE wind

No 
Wavebreak

With Floating Wetland 
Wavebreak,

11 Pipes, 3-ft Length [Field]
Incoming 5-minute Average 
Wave Height for outgoing 
wave (in), estimated from 

regression Percentile Outgoing Wave Height (in)
3.1 66% 0.8

11.4 96% 3.1

13.0 97% 3.5

47 100% 13



Plant Survival in Growth Material
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Fish Surveys
Lake Thunderbird Fish Survey Results (November 2019)

Floating Wetland Breakwaters (FWBs) Control
Species Count Mean Length (mm) Species Count Mean Length (mm)

Bluegill 2 158 Bluegill 0 --
Channel Catfish 1 372 Channel Catfish 0 --
Common Carp 1 508 Common Carp 1 660

Flathead Catfish 0 -- Flathead Catfish 1 710
Gizzard Shad 2 223 Gizzard Shad 6 216

Largemouth Bass 9 351 Largemouth Bass 2 450
Silverside 2 76 Silverside 7 51
Saugeye 0 -- Saugeye 2 272

White Bass 0 -- White Bass 6 216
White Crappie 1 234 White Crappie 0 --

Total 21 (7 types) Total 18 (7 types)



Fish Surveys
Lake Thunderbird Fish Survey Results (August 2020)

Floating Wetland Breakwaters (FWBs) Control
Species Count Mean Length (mm) Species Count Mean Length (mm)

Bluegill 1 147 Bluegill 0 --
Channel Catfish 1 290 Channel Catfish 0 --
Common Carp 0 -- Common Carp 0 --

Flathead Catfish 0 -- Flathead Catfish 0 --
Gizzard Shad 15 185 Gizzard Shad 40 216

Largemouth Bass 2 329 Largemouth Bass 0 --
Silverside 0 -- Silverside 0 --
Saugeye 0 -- Saugeye 0 --

White Bass 2 250 White Bass 1 216
White Crappie 0 -- White Crappie 0 --

Total 25 (4 types) Total 41 (2 types)



Design Modifications and 
Lessons Learned

•Leaky Seams

•Support Braces

•Plant Establishment

•Wave Measurement



Preliminary Materials Cost per Day of No 
Erosion over a 20 year design life

BMP
Material Cost 

per 10 ft section
Cost per Day of  No Erosion over 
20-yr Design Life *** ($/day/ft)

Rip Rap $1,000-$22,000 $0.013-0.30

Living Shoreline $1,000-$5,000 Not Determined

Retaining Walls $3,800-$17,000 $0.052-0.23

Biohaven Floating
Wetland Breakwater

$2,700 $0.047  (78% of the days)

Floating Wetland 
Breakwater

[11 pipes, 3 feet]
$3,200 ** $0.046 (96% of the days)

Rip-rap Cost: various internet sources
Living Shorelines Cost Source: https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/insight/understanding-living-shorelines ; reduction of erosion days cannot be estimated
Concrete Walls Cost Source: http://southatlanticalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/17-Hoffman-The-Costs-of-Shoreline-Stabilization.pdf
Biohaven FWB Cost Source: Company quote; Percent wave reduction calculated based on Webb, 2014
** NOTE: Preliminary estimation that does not include installation, maintenance or time value of money; FWB costs should be reduced significantly with roto-mold

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/insight/understanding-living-shorelines
http://southatlanticalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/17-Hoffman-The-Costs-of-Shoreline-Stabilization.pdf


Next Steps
• Develop Roto-mold for one-piece frame

• Additional demonstration site with new 

frame, allowing ample time for plant 

establishment (entire season?)

• Focus on Poly-Flo media 

• Continue researching best plants for these 

situations



Questions??

Acknowledgements:
Central Oklahoma Master 
Conservancy District

US Bureau of Reclamation
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Item C.2.



Lake Thunderbird 2020 Water Quality

Curt Dikes
October 7th, 2021



Outline

• Watershed Overview

• Updated Bathy – BOR

• Water Quality Results

Updates:

• 20 Year Trends

• Internal Loading



Thunderbird Watershed › Continued 
development 
underscores need for 
LID and BMPs



›Updated bathymetric 
data, 2015 Bureau of 
Reclamation
• 5,556 ac, +117 ac

• 105,278 AF, (560)

• Total Volume loss of 
11%

› 50 yr. sedimentation rate 
of 428 AF/yr.



Chlorophyll 
› Chlorophyll a
↗ Increased

• Lake wide avg, 30.75 
µg/L

• 3x SWS criteria, 10 µg/L

› Taste & Odor

• 75% increase over 
2019

• MIB & Geosmin



Phosphorous
› Total Phosphorus
↗Increased



› Total Nitrogen
↗IncreasedNitrogen



Turbidity
› Turbidity
• Improvement, sort of

• 20.01 NTU

• 10 yr. avg., 24.40 NTU

• Still fails to meet criteria 
due to riverine sites 
exceeding OWQS



2020 Lake Monitoring

• Data collected in 2020 fails to meet OWQS criteria for 
chlorophyll and turbidity

• High levels of nutrients from external and internal 
loading continue to drive algal growth



20 Year Trend Update

• Majority of Exploratory Data 
Analysis completed, including 
partial draft

• Preliminary model development for 
trend analyses underway

• Finalizing Trend Models for 
different parameters in October

• Draft to include BMP options



Internal Loading
Baylor University
• Nine sediment cores, July 26th

– Three representative subgroups
• Oxic
• Hypoxic
• Anoxic

• Bubble with custom gases to simulate 
representative conditions
– Samples collected for

• Dissolved Inorganic Phosphorous
• Dissolved Inorganic Nitrogen

– Results analyzed and graphed using linear 
regression, slope represents release or 
consumption from sediment

• Initial results expected December 2021



Recommendations
❑ Nutrient sampling at all sites

❑ Minimize data gaps

❑ Incorporate results from Trends & Internal 
Loading studies to guide decision making

❑ Implement in-lake and watershed level 
BMPs

❑ Continue active leadership role within 
watershed



QUESTIONS?
• Curt Dikes – Lakes Monitoring 

Specialist

– curt.dikes@owrb.ok.gov

– 405.530.8929 office

– 405.620.7219 cell



Thank You

SDOX

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KxAIZ6lBI3w&ab_channel=NateSleight
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Executive Summary 

 

Lake Thunderbird is a multi-purpose reservoir located in the Cross Timbers Ecoregion of south-

central Oklahoma in Cleveland County. It serves as the terminal reservoir for a largely 

agricultural 256 square mile watershed. Constructed by the Bureau of Reclamation, Lake 

Thunderbird began operation in 1966. The lake boasts a large state park with many recreational 

opportunities including two marinas, multiple campgrounds with recreational vehicle sites, two 

swim beaches, multi-use trail systems, and a nature center. The lake itself is also a source of 

recreational activities, including a large boating presence, swimming, kayaking, jet skiing, and 

fishing. Under the authority of the Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District (COMCD), 

Lake Thunderbird also serves as a major drinking water supply to three large metropolitan areas 

- Del City, Midwest City, and the City of Norman. COMCD has contracted with the Oklahoma 

Water Resources Board (OWRB) to monitor the lake for a variety of water quality parameters 

over the past twenty years. In 2020, monitoring was conducted to continue identification of any 

water quality concerns and an assessment of water quality standards. Assessment of the 

Supersaturated Dissolved Oxygen System (SDOX) efficacy was not part of 2020 monitoring and 

reporting as in years past. 

In 2020, OWRB documented a typical thermal stratification pattern in the lake with the onset of 

stratification occurring in June and mixing in late September. The hypolimnion experienced 

anoxic conditions throughout the summer sampling season; the metalimnion also experienced 

anoxia from June to mid-September. While common in the hypolimnion, anoxia in the 

metalimnion highlights excessive algal growth and large oxygen demand of lake bottom 

sediments. Nutrient concentrations were high throughout the sampling season, reaching peak 

levels in late summer. Hypolimnetically stored nutrients also accumulated through the 

monitoring season because of sequestration below the density gradient, internal release from 

anoxic sediment, and organic material buildup. Riverine nutrient concentrations were higher than 

in lacustrine areas, likely due to stormwater inflows and wind mixing through these shallow 

areas that allow for continuous resuspension.  

Chlorophyll, a measure of algal biomass, increased relative to previous monitoring years and 

remained excessive. In 2020, chlorophyll at Site 1 ranged from relatively low at 1.92 µg/L in 

April to the peak of 47.2 µg/L in late September. Taste and odor complaints collected by the City 

of Norman drinking water facility tallied 16 in 2019, but saw a 75 percent increase in 2020 to 28, 

12 in July alone. Geosmin and 2-methylisoborneol (MIB), both algal compounds related to taste 

and odor problems, were also responsible for six complaints between November and December 

2020, indicating active algal processes are occurring in winter.  
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Many stakeholders have a vested interest in Lake Thunderbird and its watershed, including the 

recently formed Lake Thunderbird Watershed Alliance. Efforts such as the Watershed Based 

Plan (WBP) (OCC, 2010), the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) study (ODEQ, 2013), and 

COMCD’s support of in-lake management measures and continued water quality monitoring 

have been implemented for the lake. These plans and actions provide a foundation, which could 

be the impetus to mitigating poor water quality conditions in this critical waterbody. Additional 

investigative research is warranted to improve understanding of water quality issues and avenues 

of potential remediation.  

In general, implementation of in-lake and watershed mitigation measures should be implemented 

in tandem to provide the greatest opportunity to improve water quality. Lake Thunderbird 

experienced prolonged periods of hypereutrophic conditions in 2020. Additionally, the lake fails 

to meet designated beneficial uses of Fish and Wildlife Propagation due to turbidity and 

dissolved oxygen, and Public and Private Water Supply from elevated levels of chlorophyll-a. A 

modernized comprehensive plan emphasizing both active in-lake and watershed best 

management practices could help Lake Thunderbird meet water quality standards for turbidity, 

dissolved oxygen, and chlorophyll-a. Continued exploration of other technologies for in-lake 

mitigation of water quality are critical to the success of improving water quality at Lake 

Thunderbird. 
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Introduction 

 

Lake Thunderbird is a multi-purpose reservoir in the Cross Timbers Ecoregion of south-central 

Oklahoma in Cleveland County and has extensive history with water quality issues, documented 

in the long-term dataset from water quality monitoring conducted by OWRB. It continues to be 

listed as impaired in the latest approved Oklahoma Integrated Water Quality Report for the 

Public and Private Water Supply beneficial use due to exceedance of chlorophyll-a criterion, and 

the Fish and Wildlife Propagation beneficial use due to low dissolved oxygen conditions and 

increased turbidity (ODEQ, 2018). In response to these long-term water quality impairments, 

OWRB has provided water quality based environmental services for COMCD since 2000 and 

continues to conduct water quality monitoring at the lake and provide analysis on lake condition. 

This report presents data and analysis from the 2020 sample year. 

In 2010, the COMCD gained funding to implement an in-lake mitigation infrastructure to 

address various aspects of impairment. An SDOX system was selected and began adding oxygen 

to the deepest portion of the lake’s anoxic hypolimnion near the dam while maintaining thermal 

stratification. This added oxygen was thought to limit the transfer of nutrients from the 

hypolimnion to surface waters and decrease the internal load of phosphorus, among other 

ancillary benefits. After years of operation, the system failed catastrophically in June of 2020 and 

is no longer operational. For additional information on the SDOX system, please refer to 

previous Thunderbird Water Quality Reports at www.owrb.ok.gov/reports and click on “Lake 

Restoration.” As such, assessment of the SDOX system is not included in this report. 

Sampling Regime 
 

In 2020, water quality sampling occurred from April 13 through October 14. Additional profiles 

and chlorophyll samples were collected at Sites 1 and 4 in November and December 2020, and 

January 2021, to aid in understanding winter algal activity after lake mixing. Monitoring was 

conducted for the parameters listed in Table 1 at the sites indicated in Figure 1. Sites 1, 2, and 4 

represent the lacustrine, or open water zones of the lake where consistent summer stratification 

and an underlying hypolimnion are common features. Sites 6, 8 and 11 represent riverine zones 

of their respective tributaries. Finally, Sites 3 and 5 represent the transition zones between 

riverine and lacustrine portions of the lake. All zones of the lake are represented to allow for 

whole lake analysis, beneficial use assessment, and comparison between riverine and lacustrine 

zones.  

  

http://www.owrb.ok.gov/reports
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Table 1. 2020 Water quality sampling parameters. 

SAMPLE VARIABLES 

General Water Quality 

Chlorophyll-a Nephelometric Turbidity Secchi Disk Depth 

Nutrients 

Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen (TKN) Ortho-Phosphorus (ortho-P) Total Phosphorus (TP) 

Nitrate, as Nitrogen (NO3-) Nitrite, as Nitrogen (NO2-) Ammonia, as Nitrogen (NH3) 

 Total Organic Carbon (TOC)  

Profile Parameters 

Dissolved Oxygen (DO) concentration Dissolved Oxygen % saturation Temperature 

Specific Conductance (SpC) Oxidation Reduction Potential (ORP) pH 

Environmental Observations 

Air Temp Wind (Direction/Speed) Cloud Cover 

Precipitation Wave Classification Barometric Pressure 

Site Depth Surface SpC Sample Collection Time 
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Figure 1. 2020 Lake Thunderbird sampling sites. The lacustrine zone is comprised of Sites 1, 2, and 4. Riverine zones are 

represented at Sites 6, 8, and 11. Sites 3 and 5 represent the transitional zone from riverine to lacustrine.  

 

Data for water quality indicators were collected following OWRB’s standard operating 

procedures (SOPs) for water quality samples (OWRB, 2018a). Variables such as pH, Dissolved 

Oxygen (DO), water temperature (°C), Specific Conductance (SpC), and Oxidation-Reduction 

Potential (ORP) were monitored in-situ utilizing a YSI® multi-parameter sonde. In accordance 
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with manufacturer’s specifications and published SOP’s, all parameters were calibrated weekly 

and verified daily with appropriate standards. Measurements were recorded at each sampling 

station on the lake in the form of a vertical profile. Readings begin 0.5 m below the surface of 

the water and continue in whole-meter intervals to lake bottom. During periods with anoxic 

conditions (DO < 2.0 mg/L), an additional reading is taken 0.5 m above the first depth with 

measured anoxia to narrow down the point of transition. A final reading is recorded 0.2 m above 

the lake bottom. 

Water quality samples were collected utilizing a depth-integrated sampler (DIS) and churn 

splitter. A DIS is designed to collect a representative sample of the water column to a targeted 

depth, which is calculated by first measuring the Secchi disc depth (cm) at each site. The Secchi 

disc depth is doubled to represent the photic, or light penetrating zone of the water column and is 

the targeted DIS depth. For instance, if a Secchi disc depth is 80cm, the targeted depth for 

collecting a DIS is 160cm. The DIS is marked every 10cm from 50cm until 200cm. If the 

doubled Secchi disc depth is less than 50cm, a surface water grab is collected 0.5m below 

surface. More information on DIS procedures can be found in OWRB’s Standard Operating 

Procedure for the Collection of Water Quality Samples in Lakes (2019). 

Other field observations such as Secchi disk depth, surface chlorophyll, and turbidity samples are 

collected at all sites. Nutrient samples are only collected at the surface of Sites 1, 6, 8, and 11. 

Additional sampling occurred at Site 1, including surface Total Organic Carbon (TOC) and at-

depth nutrient samples collected with a Van Dorn sampler at 4.0m, 8.0m, 12.0m, and 0.2m above 

the bottom sediment-water interface. More information on Van Dorn sampling can be found in 

the SOP listed above. Sediment cores were also collected pre-and-post stratification to determine 

phosphorous release. Environmental conditions were also recorded for each site and can be 

found in Table 1 below. Nutrient analyses performed on these samples included both a 

phosphorus (P) and a nitrogen (N) nutrient series, as listed in Table 1.  
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Watershed 

 

Lakes do not exist in isolation but interact as part of a complex ecosystem contained within a 

watershed. A watershed is the area of land that drains rainfall and streams to a “pour point,” 

which in Oklahoma is often a reservoir. Figure 2 presents Lake Thunderbird’s Hydrologic Unit 

Code 8 (HUC 8) watershed, encompassing 256 square miles in the Cross Timbers Ecoregion of 

central Oklahoma. Lake Stanley Draper lies within the same HUC 8 watershed, but their 

hydrologic connection to each other is negligible. Lake Stanley Draper is highly managed for 

Oklahoma City’s water supply and does not release downstream.  

In 2015, the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) conducted a bathymetric survey of the reservoir and 

calculated the top of the conservation pool at 1039.0 feet above sea level (Bureau of 

Reclamation, 2020). At this elevation, the lake surface area extends to 5,556 acres with a 

volumetric capacity of 105,278 acre-feet (Bureau of Reclamation, 2020). The BOR concluded 

that total volume of the lake has declined by 11% since construction in 1965, with an annual 50-

year sedimentation rate of approximately 428 acre-feet per year (Bureau of Reclamation, 2020).  

Lake Thunderbird is a Bureau of Reclamation multi-use reservoir. Major tributaries to the lake 

are the Little River to the west, Dave Blue Creek to the southwest, and Hog Creek to the north. 

The Little River serves as the longest flow path through the watershed, starting in the 

northwestern portion of the watershed and draining substantial amounts of the City of Moore 

before entering Lake Thunderbird near Site 6 (U.S. Geological Survey, 2021). Water is released 

below the dam into the Little River, which has a confluence with the Canadian River roughly 85 

miles downstream.  
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Figure 2. Lake Thunderbird HUC 8 Watershed. (U.S. Geological Survey, 2021) 

Land uses in the watershed are important when determining potential sources of nutrients, 

sediment, or other forms of pollution. Table 2 presents land use in the Lake Thunderbird 

watershed. Grasslands and deciduous forest make up over 70 percent of land use and are the 

dominant categories while developed land makes up roughly 18% of the watershed. The majority 

of which is in the northwest portion and encompasses portions of Oklahoma City, Moore, and 

Norman. New land cover data collected in 2016 was made available for this report and the 

percent change column represents the increase (+) or decrease (-) from previous data collected in 

2011. 
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Table 2. Land Use Acreage in Lake Thunderbird HUC 8 Watershed. (U.S. Geological Survey, 2021) 

 

Continuing development in the watershed underscores the need for Best Management Practices 

(BMPs) and opportunities for Low Impact Development (LID) measures that would support 

greater long-term watershed integrity.  

Climate  

 

Knowledge of potential climatological influences is critical when assessing the water quality of a 

waterbody. The hydrology and physical processes of a given reservoir significantly influence 

internal chemical and biological processes. For example, stormwater inflow influences nutrient 

content and composition, sediment loading, sediment suspension, and stratification patterns. In 

addition, changes in lake volume due to climactic events like rain or drought affect the extent of 

anoxia in the hypolimnion and alter oxidation-reduction potentials. Anoxia, in turn, influences 

chemical and biological processes. 

Figure 3 provides a graphical representation of Lake Thunderbird’s rainfall, elevation, inflow, 

and sampling dates for calendar year 2020. Annual precipitation at Lake Thunderbird dam in 

2020 totaled 30.24 inches, as reported by the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 

(USACE, 2021), less than the lake’s long-term average of 38 inches (U.S. Geological Survey, 

2021). Peak rainfall events correspond to increases in lake elevation. Inflow volumes were 

significantly lower in 2020 when compared to 2019, leading to the lake experiencing somewhat 

stable elevations throughout the year, with a low of 1037.76ft and high of 1039.41ft. This 
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becomes important when examining increasing nutrient levels and non-algal turbidity witnessed 

in the reservoir.  

In addition to hydrology, air temperature can influence lake characteristics such as thermal 

stratification and nutrient availability, which subsequently influences primary productivity, 

which serves as proxy for algal growth or biomass. Figure 4 compares monthly mean 

temperatures in 2020 to the long-term monthly mean using 2002-2020 data from the Oklahoma 

Mesonet’s Norman station, which is approximately 27 kilometers west of Site 1 at Max 

Westheimer Airport (Mesonet, 2021). For 2020, monthly mean temperatures were slightly lower 

than long-term averages, with five cooler than average months, including April-May and August-

October. Peak air and water temperature again occurred in July, coinciding with the lake’s 

strongest stratification. Slight climatological variances from normal were observed in 2020, yet 

the lake’s typical pattern and duration of thermal stratification was maintained.  
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Figure 3. 2020 Inflow, Rainfall, and Elevation Data for Lake Thunderbird, with Sample Dates Indicated. 
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Figure 4. 2020 and Long-Term Average Monthly Temperature at the Norman Mesonet Station. (Mesonet, 2021) 

Hydrologic Budget  
 

A hydrologic budget, or water balance, is of considerable importance in water quality analyses 

and management. A general and simple hydrologic budget equation for a given waterbody can be 

defined by:  

Eq. 1  
ΔV

Δt
= Qin − Qout + PAs − EvAs −Ws 

 

Where  V is lake volume (acre-feet), 

𝑨𝒔 is lake surface area (acres),  

𝑸𝒊𝒏 and 𝑸𝒐𝒖𝒕 are net flows into and out of the lake due to tributary inflows and 

gated releases, 

𝑷 is the rainfall directly on the lake (feet), 

𝑬𝒗 is the lake evaporation (feet), 

 𝑾𝒔 is the water exported for water supply use (acre-feet). 

 

In layperson terms, the rate of change in volume of water stored is equal to the rate of inflow 

from all sources, minus the rate of outflows. The input or inflows to a lake may include surface 

inflow, subsurface inflow, and water imported into the lake. The outputs may include surface 
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evaporation and sub-surface outputs and water released downstream or exported as water supply 

from the lake. For Lake Thunderbird, subsurface and groundwater flow is assumed close to 

calculated error and insignificant, based on the relatively impermeable lake substrate.  

The inputs to Lake Thunderbird include precipitation and inflow from the tributaries -

encompassing all surface runoff in the basin. Because the USACE reported inflow term includes 

direct rainfall, we use their reported inflow minus calculated direct rainfall volume as the runoff 

term for the budget. Precipitation was calculated from the direct rainfall measurement data 

provided by the USACE. The precipitation contribution to the total inflows is derived by 

multiplying the daily rainfall amounts by the surface area of the lake on each date, as shown by:   

Eq. 2  𝑸𝒑= P*𝑨𝒔 

Where Qp is precipitation, 

P is rainfall amount, 

and 𝑨𝒔  is the surface area of the lake. 

Water outputs from Lake Thunderbird include gated dam releases, water supply withdrawals, 

and evaporation; USACE reports releases and withdrawals. Daily evaporation rates are 

calculated and reported by the USACE; their calculations relate solar radiation, wind speed, 

relative humidity, and average daily air temperature to estimate daily evaporation. The OWRB 

multiplies this rate by the daily average surface area of the lake to give the volume of water 

evaporated per unit time.  

Eq. 3  𝑸𝒆 = 𝑬𝒗*𝑨𝒔 

Where Qe is evaporation, 

𝑬𝒗 is the evaporation rate, 

and 𝑨𝒔 is the surface area of the lake. 

The lake volumes, corrected to elevation, were calculated and the daily differences summed to 

account for the change in volume for each month. To estimate reservoir volume more accurately, 

the 2020 water budget used results from the BOR’s 2015 bathymetric survey elevation-capacity 

tables (Bureau of Reclamation, 2020).  

A summary of monthly water budget calculations for Lake Thunderbird is below, where “Total 

Inputs” is the sum of all the flows into the lake and “Total Outputs” is the sum of all the outflows 

from the lake (Table 3). From Equation 2, the difference between the inputs and the outputs 

must be the same as the change in volume of the lake for an error free water budget so both input 

and output terms were calculated then compared. The difference between the inputs and outputs 

is in the I-O column and the monthly change in volume, calculated as the sum of daily volume 
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changes, is in ΔV column. Examination of the 2020 water budget shows nearly two-thirds of the 

total inputs to the lake occurred between January and June and is represented in peak inflow and 

elevation. Figure 5 provides a visual summary of water gains and losses. Overall, inputs and 

outputs controlled an equal number of months, however, outputs in the latter half of the year 

came from water supply withdraw and evaporation rather than gated releases downstream. 

Inflows were highest in January, March (peak inflow), April and May and largely released 

downstream until June, where any subsequent inflow was held in the reservoir.  

Table 3. 2020 Lake Thunderbird Water Budget Calculations expressed in Acre-feet. Parentheses indicate a negative 

value. Values taken from USACE, 2021. 

Month 

Inputs Outputs Error Term 

Inflow Rainfall 
Total 

Inputs 
Evaporation 

Water 

Supply 
Releases 

Total 

Outputs 
I-O ∆V Error 

Jan 9,696 1,156 10,852 1,261 925 4,189 6,375 4,476 5,611 1,135 

Feb 4,702 445 5,147 1,477 - 8,840 10,317 (5,170) (5,611) (441) 

Mar 16,717 1,868 18,585 2,280 - 13,811 16,091 2,494 1,670 824 

Apr 10,589 102 10,691 2,870 536 10,187 13,594 (2,903) (2,775) 128 

May 6,544 1,985 8,529 3,584 1,450 3,431 8,465 64 1,660 (1,596) 

Jun 3,322 1,051 4,374 5,258 1,811 647 7,715 (3,342) (1,654) 1,688 

Jul 1,911 1,223 3,134 4,511 1,989 - 6,500 (3,366) (2,179) 1,187 

Aug 1,539 384 1,924 4,458 2,000 - 6,458 (4,534) (3,208) 1,326 

Sep 2,298 2,026 4,324 2,400 1,772 - 4,172 152 (532) (380) 

Oct 5,527 2,219 7,745 2,340 1,684 - 4,024 3,722 3,765 (43) 

Nov 922 308 1,230 1,741 1,239 - 2,980 (1,750) (544) 1,206 

Dec 3,106 1,099 4,205 1,397 1,105 - 2,502 1,703 2,738 (1,035) 

Total 66,873 13,866 80,739 33,576 14,511 41,105 89,193 (8,454) (1,059) 3,997 
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Figure 5. 2020 Lake Thunderbird Water Input and Output sources by month, expressed as the percent of total. 

Once a hydrologic budget is constructed, additional features of reservoir dynamics such as 

hydrologic retention time can be estimated. Tau (Τ), the hydrologic retention time, is the ratio of 

lake capacity at normal elevation to the annual exiting flow. This represents the theoretical time 

it takes a given molecule of water to flow through the reservoir. Lake Thunderbird’s water had a 

T value 1.90 years in 2020. Considerably lower than the average T (1995 to 2020) of 3.47 years. 

The lower value in 2020 may be attributed to the lowest volume of gated releases since 2017.  

Total monthly error is the difference between the change in elevation-based lake volume and 

change in lake volume based on inputs-outputs. Utilizing 2015 BOR survey data, the 2020 

cumulative annual error is 3,997 acre-feet, averaging to a monthly error slightly over 333 acre-

feet. Without the updated bathymetry data, the annual error rate increases to 5,234 acre-feet or 

roughly 436 acre-feet per month. While seemingly negligible compared to overall reservoir 

volume, this demonstrates an increase in accuracy by reducing the number of unknowns.  
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According to the bathymetric survey completed by BOR in 2015, the average sedimentation rate 

below the spillway crest is approximately 428 acre-feet per year since impoundment 1965 

(Bureau of Reclamation, 2020). This amount equates to roughly 11% of lost storage as original 

designed. The potential distribution of deposited sediment has consequences for in-lake 

processes such as sediment suspension and nutrient flux and is considered high (Reclamation, 

2006).  

Any groundwater loss and gain to the lake is assumed negligible for this analysis and any actual 

measurable changes are aggregated into the inflow variable. It is possible to verify the exchange 

of groundwater (loss or gain) with the lake by performing seasonal groundwater level surveys 

and reviewing the geology of the area. However, such a survey is a considerable undertaking and 

is beyond the scope of work for this project. 

Water Quality Evaluation 

Thermal Stratification, Temperature, and Dissolved Oxygen 

 

Warming of the lake surface throughout spring marks the onset of thermal stratification, which 

occurs when an upper, less dense layer of water (epilimnion) forms over a cooler, denser layer 

(hypolimnion). The metalimnion, or thermocline, occurs between the epilimnion and 

hypolimnion and is the region with the greatest temperature and density gradient (Figure 6).  
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Figure 6. A typical Temperature and Dissolved Oxygen vertical profile for Lake Thunderbird during stratification. 

Boundaries between the Epilimnion, Metalimnion and Hypolimnion are approximated for illustrative purposes. 

Stratification strengthens as the upper, epilimnetic waters warm throughout summer, while the 

hypolimnion stays cool. Because of these differences, thermal resistance to mixing prevents the 

epilimnion and hypolimnion from coming in contact during stratification. Thus, ongoing 

decomposition processes in the hypolimnion deplete dissolved oxygen and it is not replenished. 

The OWRB has documented this process at Lake Thunderbird each monitoring year since 2000. 

Stratification and hypolimnetic anoxia are inevitable and common processes across Oklahoma 

reservoirs, even without the extreme influence of outside forces. 

Isopleths are a graphical method to illustrate lake dynamics as they interpolate hundreds of data 

points into one figure to show variation in measured parameters over depth and time. The 

isopleths of temperature and DO, while not exact, illustrate the process of thermal stratification 

and the impact of stratification on DO. Figure 7 displays all temperature and DO data from Site 

1 over the monitoring period. Each line represents a specific temperature or DO value. More 

vertical lines indicate a completely mixed water column; when lines run horizontally, some 

degree of stratification is present. On the temperature plot, warmest temperatures are red, 

graduating to blue as temperature gets cooler, while on the DO plot, the lowest DO values are 
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colored red, graduating to purple at the highest DO. A few profiles of temperature and DO with 

respect to depth at Site 1 are included to highlight some elements of the sampling season and 

illustrate lake stratification layers (Figure 67). The remaining temperature and DO profile plots 

from Site 1 are contained in Appendix B. 

 

 

Figure 7. 2020 Isopleths of Temperature (°C) and Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) versus Depth (m) at Site 1. 



 

23 

 

Little thermal difference with depth was observed on the first sample date, April 13, 2020, 

indicating a well-mixed water column. By the second sample event on May 11, 2020, thermal 

stratification had slightly increased with only a 1.74°C temperature gradient from surface to 

bottom. By June of 2020, DO dynamics began setting up for the season with mostly anoxic 

hypolimnetic waters. As the season progressed, epilimnetic warming continued until reaching a 

peak temperature of 29.177°C on July 28, 2020 (Figure 8). Evident at this sampling event is the 

push of anoxic water upwards, creeping into the metalimnion and dominating the hypolimnion. 

This is evidence of increased organic load, and a high hypolimnetic water and sediment oxygen 

demand. Anoxic water in the metalimnion was observed throughout the lacustrine and transition 

zones during the summer and into September. 

 

Figure 8. A Temperature and Dissolved Oxygen vertical profile for Lake Thunderbird (July 28, 2020) highlighting a 

mostly anoxic metalimnion and anoxic hypolimnion. 
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Epilimnetic water began to cool in September, deepening the epilimnion, although slight 

stratification persisted with some hypoxia in the hypolimnion. This marks the onset of lake 

mixing and by the October event, the water column was nearly isothermal (Figure 9). 

 

Figure 9. Temperature and Dissolved Oxygen profile at Site 1 for October 14, 2020 showing a nearly isothermal water 

column. 

Metalimnetic anoxia experienced throughout the lacustrine and transition zones on Lake 

Thunderbird in 2020 is indicative of a eutrophic system, driven by a high organic load created 

largely by algal growth and die-off. As algal cells die and settle out, hypolimnetic bacteria 

require an electron acceptor for survival and feed on the dead algae. When strong anaerobic 

conditions are present, elements other than oxygen function as terminal electron acceptors in the 

decomposition process, resulting in the release of nutrients and other constituents from the 

sediment. When mixing events occur, these released nutrients migrate to the surface waters 

where they can further stimulate algal growth.  
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Relative thermal resistance to mixing (RTR) calculations inform on the strength or intensity of 

stratification. This is a unit-less measure of temperature-based density differences, indicating 

how likely the layers are to mix. RTR calculations aid in determining the size of the epi-, meta- 

and hypolimnion layers and can be found in Appendix C.  

pH and Oxidation-Reduction (redox) Potential 

 

Lake Thunderbird exhibited increases in surface pH during the summer months indicating high 

rates of photosynthesis. High rates of photosynthesis will temporarily elevate pH as carbon 

dioxide is stripped from the epilimnion, while catabolism of the settling algae depresses pH in 

the hypolimnion (Figure 10). Sinking organic matter in summer months, due to high algal 

production or influx of organic material from the watershed, stimulates decomposition processes 

in the hypolimnion, driving pH and ORP down. In general, and as seen in 2020 data, peaks of 

high epilimnetic and low hypolimnetic pH correspond with peaks in algal productivity.  

 

It is also important to note that, although not documented by our sampling regime, it is 

commonly accepted that epilimnetic pH has a daily variation of daylight elevation and nighttime 

lowering. Daily pH shifts follow oxygen concentration driven by algae, daytime photosynthesis, 

and nighttime respiration. In either case, carbon dioxide is either produced (respiration) or 

consumed (photosynthesis) faster than replaced via atmospheric diffusion. Without any 

impinging biological processes such as photosynthesis and respiration, baseline pH for Lake 

Thunderbird would be the common pH of bicarbonate buffered systems of 8.2.   

 

 
Figure 10. 2020 Isopleth of pH (S.U.) Versus Depth (m) at Site 1. 
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In 2020, anoxia of the hypolimnion was not observed until the June sampling event (Figure 7), 

and by July, oxidation-reduction potential (ORP) dropped below 200 mV in anoxic conditions 

(Figure 11). Under oxygenated conditions, redox potentials remain highly positive (+300-500 

mV) as oxygen is readily available as an electron acceptor during bacterial respiration. Normally, 

aerobic bacterial communities consume oxygen to the point of hypolimnetic anoxia, the bacterial 

community then shifts to an anaerobic one that uses nitrate as the final electron acceptor for 

respiration. During this bacterial community composition shift, the water maintains a relatively 

positive redox. Generally, as the ORP drops towards 100mV or lower (indicating strongly 

reducing conditions), sediment-bound phosphorus dissolves into the water column. The duration 

and extent of strong hypolimnetic reducing conditions are related to the accumulation of these 

compounds in the hypolimnion. Finally, low ORP conditions slow the oxidation (breakdown) of 

organic materials such as the contents of dead and dying algal cells providing another source of 

nutrients to accumulate in the hypolimnion.  

 

Figure 11. 2020 Isopleth of Oxidation-Reduction Potential (mV) versus Depth (m) at Site 1. 

Nutrients    

 
High nitrogen and phosphorus loading, or nutrient pollution, has consistently ranked as one of 

the top causes of degradation in U.S. waters. In fact, lakes with excess nutrients are 2.5 times 

more likely to have poor biological health (EPA, 2009). Excess nitrogen and phosphorus lead to 

significant water quality problems including reduced spawning grounds and nursery habitats for 

fish species, hypoxic (<4.0 mg/L O2) / anoxic (<2.0 mg/L O2) conditions, fish kills, harmful algal 

blooms, taste and odor problems in finished drinking water, public health concerns related to 

recreation, and increased organic content of drinking water sources.  
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Dissolved nutrient concentrations consist of nutrients that are available for algal growth, such as 

ortho-phosphorus, ammonia, nitrate, and nitrite. High dissolved nutrient concentrations in the 

epilimnion generally indicate that nutrients are immediately available and therefore not limiting 

algal growth; while hypolimnetic concentrations are nutrients that could be available for future 

algal growth, especially during lake turnover in the fall. In general, when both nitrogen and 

phosphorus are readily available, neither is a limiting nutrient to algal growth, and excessive 

chlorophyll-a values can be expected. When high phosphorus concentrations are readily 

available in comparison to low nitrogen concentrations, algal growth may be nitrogen-limited 

and vice versa.  

Site 1 is examined to represent lacustrine nutrient values; additionally, nutrient levels in riverine 

areas are also examined as nutrient levels vary spatially and seasonally. Nutrient graphs are 

presented here as a time series across three years to provide context across recent years. 

Phosphorus – P  

 

Total phosphorus (TP) is a measure comprised of particulate phosphorus and ortho-phosphorus 

and represents all phosphorus in the water sample. Ortho-phosphorus (ortho-P) is the 

bioavailable, dissolved form of phosphorus, used by algal communities for photosynthesis.  

Epilimnetic TP was present in comparable levels to previous years through the beginning of the 

monitoring season before increasing in the late summer and fall. Values ranged from 0.0075 

mg/L to a high of 0.069 mg/L in September. Predictably, epilimnetic ortho-P was below the 

laboratory reporting limit for much of the year, including the summer; this is the height of the 

growing season where algae will consume all ortho-P (Figure 12).  
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Figure 12. 2020 Surface Phosphorus variables as TP and Ortho-P (mg/L) at Site 1. Most Ortho-P values represent half the 

laboratory reporting limit of 0.0025 mg/L. Dashed lines represent detection limits for Total Phosphorus (brown) and 

Ortho-P (green). 

Physical characteristics, such as stratification driven by thermal dynamics and DO depletion, 

influence numerous chemical and biological lake processes. Differences in water temperature 

and densities keep nutrients sequestered in the hypolimnion where they often accumulate through 

the season. Anoxic water and reducing conditions in the hypolimnion also create an environment 

favorable to sediment nutrient release. Hypolimnetic ortho-P accumulated throughout the 

stratification period, driving increased TP, before a decrease after lake mixing. (Figure 13).  
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Figure 13. 2020 Site 1 Ortho-phosphorus at Surface and Bottom depth. 

 

Riverine sites are much shallower than lacustrine sites and therefore do not stratify as readily, 

allowing nutrients to continuously cycle through the water column for algal uptake. Wind mixing 

drives nutrient and sediment resuspension, throughout these shallow, turbid zones. Lacustrine 

and riverine sites’ nutrient concentrations are often distinct from each other; riverine values are 

consistently higher than in open water sites (Figure 12 and Figure 14). In 2020, Site 8 and 11 

behaved similarly and exhibited TP values slightly higher than the lacustrine sites. Site 6, north 

of the Alameda Drive Bridge on the Little River arm, had the highest TP value at 0.186 mg/L in 

April. Peaking early, concentrations remained high all sampling season. The largest inflow of the 
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year was recorded in March and may have contributed to an early influx of phosphorus into the 

system (Figure 5). 

 

Figure 14. Surface Phosphorus (mg/L) from the three riverine sites, 2018-2020. 

 

Site 1 surface TP and ortho-P values are consistent with those seen in eutrophic and 

hypereutrophic lakes and shows a slow increase over previous years, as indicated in Figure 12. 

Common in eutrophic systems, the buildup of hypolimnetic ortho-P is evidence of organic 

material settling from the epi- and metalimnion, in addition to active release from the anoxic 

sediment (Figure 13). 

Riverine areas (Figure 14) are susceptible to wind mixing and resuspension of sediment and 

nutrients as they display greater impact from storm and high-flow events, likely driving the early 

peak in TP in Spring. Site 6 usually exhibits the highest phosphorus concentration, likely due to 

stormwater bringing in nutrients and sediment from the highly urbanized area upstream. These 
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higher levels of phosphorus represent a greater risk for elevated phosphorus in the main lake 

body, potentially leading to increased algal growth. 

Nitrogen – N 

 
Total nitrogen (TN) is a measure comprised of Kjeldahl nitrogen, nitrate (NO3), and nitrite 

(NO2), representing all organic and inorganic nitrogen compounds in each sample. Values at Site 

1 ranged from 0.63 mg/L to 0.995 mg/L, increasing throughout the season and primarily driven 

by organic nitrogen present in algae (Figure 15). Of note is the gradual increase of TN over 

previous years. 

 

Figure 15. 2020 Surface Total Nitrogen (mg/L) over time at Site 1. Of note, samples in 2018 were processed by a lab with a 

lower Ammonia detection limit. 2019-present Ammonia samples are present below the detction limit of 0.1 mg/L and are 

graphed at half the detection limit (0.05). 

The typical pattern for Lake Thunderbird surface water has been seasonal increases of Kjeldahl 

nitrogen with ammonia, nitrate, and nitrite falling below reporting limit in subsequent order. In 

2020, epilimnetic nitrate and nitrite fell below reporting limit in June and remained undetectable 

until briefly making an appearance at the September 16th sampling event (Figure 16). It again 

fell below reporting limit in late September before reappearing in October. This may correspond 
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with lake mixing in the Fall. Ammonia was not detectable at the surface throughout the season, 

likely due to ammonia being preferentially used by algae and thus follows quick depletion in a 

eutrophic to hypereutrophic reservoir. 

 

 

Figure 16. 2018-2020 Surface Nitrate-Nitrite and Ammonia (mg/L) at Site 1. Of note, samples in 2018 were processed by a 

lab with a lower Ammonia reporting limit. 2019-present Ammonia samples are present below the reporting limit of 0.1 

mg/L and are graphed at half the reporting limit (0.05 mg/L). 

Hypolimnetic total nitrogen peaked in September, coinciding with hypolimnetic ammonia 

accumulation. Examination of ammonia distribution with depth and over time showed a general 

increase of ammonia in the hypolimnion during summer months, when hypolimnetic waters were 

anoxic, followed by a sharp decrease below reporting limit in the fall (Figure 17).  
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Figure 17 2020 Site 1 Ammonia at Surface and Bottom Depths. Surface ammonia samples are present below the reporting 

limit of 0.1 mg/L and are graphed at half the reporting limit (0.05 mg/L). 

Compared to the lacustrine zone, riverine total nitrogen levels were higher, suggesting the 

tributaries are an important source of nitrogen (Figure 18). Nitrogen in the riverine sites 

increased throughout the season and generally varied together, except for higher values observed 

in April at Site 6.  

Lacustrine and riverine sites’ nutrient concentrations are often dissimilar from each other, as 

riverine values are consistently higher than those reported in open water sites. In 2020, Sites 8 

and 11 behaved similarly and exhibited TN values slightly higher than the lacustrine sites. 

Nitrogen concentrations followed a similar peak and fall pattern at all riverine sites. Site 6 had 

the highest TN values lake-wide, peaking early in April at 1.3 mg/L. 
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Figure 18. 2020 Surface Total Nitrogen Variables as N (mg/L) from the three riverine sites. 

Average Site 1 epilimnetic total nitrogen values were similar to previous years and are in the 

range of eutrophic reservoirs in Oklahoma. Epilimnetic ammonia was not detected throughout 

the monitoring season, in contrast to previous years. It is important to note that starting in 2019, 

the ammonia detection limit increased from 0.05mg/L to 0.1 mg/L with the implementation of a 

new reporting laboratory. However, this falls in line with biological principles as energetics of 

nitrogen assimilation by algae orders ammonia first; ammonia requires less energy for uptake, 

followed by nitrite, nitrate, and finally dinitrogen.  

Hypolimnetic ammonia accumulated through the season, due to sequestration by the density 

gradient and release from lake-bottom sediments. The stepwise breakdown of thermal 

stratification in the fall mixed the nutrient rich hypolimnetic waters to the surface, decreasing the 

hypolimnetic concentration (Figure 19). 
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Figure 19. Bottom ammonia concentrations throughout the 2020 sample year. 

Riverine nitrogen concentrations peaked at the same time as lacustrine values and were measured 

as slightly higher than in lacustrine areas throughout the season. Site 6 exhibited the highest 

nitrogen values, likely attributed to storm water bringing nutrients into this shallow area of the 

lake. 

In general, nutrients behaved similarly to previous years with riverine inorganic nutrients 

generally greater than lacustrine values, hypolimnetic accumulation of dissolved nutrients such 

as ortho-phosphorus and ammonia, and seasonal buildup of epilimnetic total phosphorus and 

nitrogen.  
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Algae 

 

Chlorophyll-a is a pigment common to all photosynthetic plants and is used as a proxy for 

measuring algal biomass in aquatic ecosystems. Primary production is a term often associated 

with photosynthesizing organism, including algae. Algal biomass and subsequently biological 

production can have several impacts to overall water quality, including ecosystem stability, 

drinking water suitability, and recreational impacts related to water transparency. Increasing 

eutrophication in Oklahoma reservoirs has amplified the frequency and severity of blue-green 

algae blooms, which result in measurable amounts of cyanotoxins in affected waterbodies and 

can often lead to human health concerns and loss of recreational opportunities. Monitoring for 

blue-green algal blooms was not included in the scope of this project; however, the detection of 

taste and odor compounds, Geosmin and MIB, in recent years, confirms presence of nuisance 

blue-green populations in Lake Thunderbird.  

Trophic state is a common designation used to classify lakes and reservoirs according to their 

level of productivity or algal biomass (Carlson, 1979). The process or rate at which lakes receive 

nutrients is known as eutrophy. Therefore, trophic state is a measure of a lake’s productivity. 

Recently, Lake Thunderbird’s classification has ranged from eutrophic to hypereutrophic, 

meaning it experiences high to excessively high algae growth. Characteristics of hypereutrophic 

systems include an anoxic hypolimnion, possible taste and odor issues in finished drinking water, 

and potential for algal scum and low transparency due to high algal biomass. These concepts will 

be explored in an upcoming section. Understanding and limiting the pathway for excessive 

nutrient loading is critical for effective water quality management and delivery of high-quality 

water.  

Algal Biomass 

 

Chlorophyll concentrations vary spatially and seasonally, and therefore, are presented as 

lacustrine and riverine sites over time. Lacustrine chlorophyll values began the monitoring 

season at relatively low levels, mostly lower than the 10 µg/L OWQS criterion until June when 

the lake began to stratify. Warmer epilimnetic waters and a greater amount of sunlight and 

nutrients lead to increased production of algae during summer months. This is a trend observed 

each year on Lake Thunderbird as well as others across Oklahoma. Chlorophyll values were 

relatively similar among lacustrine sites throughout the spring and early summer and all 

gradually increased (Figure 20). After the May 11 event, all lacustrine samples measured above 

OWQS until December. Interestingly, chlorophyll decreased across all sites in late summer (late 

August) before rebounding to their peak in September, corresponding with fall turnover.  
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Figure 20. 2020 Lake Thunderbird surface chlorophyll (µg/L) at lacustrine sites. Bottom dashed red line indicates SWS 

criteria of 10 µg/L. Top dashed line represents values corresponding with a hypereutrophic reservoir. 

Chlorophyll in riverine sites followed somewhat similar patterns as lacustrine, although at a 

higher magnitude (Figure 21). All sites started the season at or above the 10 µg/L criterion. Site 

8 and Site 11 gradually increased over early summer while Site 6 increased sharply through July. 

Site 6 receives stormwater from the most urbanized portion of the watershed and may account 

for such sharp uptick. Peak chlorophyll values occurred in late July and began to subside through 

August and September before increasing a second time, likely due to influence from upland 

watershed dynamics. Nutrient availability is greater in riverine areas, providing algae more 

production potential. Inorganic turbidity is higher in these areas as well, due to inputs from the 

tributaries and watersheds, which likely suppresses algae from blooming to even higher levels.  
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Figure 21. 2020 Lake Thunderbird surface chlorophyll (µg/L) at riverine sites. Bottom dashed red line indicates SWS 

criteria of 10 µg/L. Top dashed line represents values corresponding with a hypereutrophic reservoir. 

Winter monitoring of chlorophyll at Site 1 and Site 4 was new in 2020 and allowed further 

understanding of winter dynamics. Profile and water samples were collected in November and 

December 2020 and January 2021. Results show a return of chlorophyll below the 10 µg/L 

criterion in December rebound to near or above criteria in January 2021 (Figure 22). This 

rebounding effect above OWQS indicates algal activity throughout winter month and may 

warrant additional monitoring. 
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Figure 22. Chlorophyll dynamics throughout the year at Sites 1 & 4. Bottom dashed red line indicates SWS criteria of 10 

µg/L. Top dashed line represents values corresponding with a hypereutrophic reservoir. Chlorophyll sampling in 

November-January 2021 were new in 2020. 

 

Algal Limitation 

 

Understanding causal factors of excessive algae growth is critical in developing effective 

mitigation measures. To this end, the OWRB has employed a variety of diagnostic tools to 

examine the relationship between algal macronutrients (light, phosphorus, and nitrogen) and 

measures of algal biomass.  
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Nutrients 

 

Phosphorus is desirable as the limiting nutrient for most freshwater systems because under 

phosphorus limiting conditions, green algae will typically be the predominant algal community. 

This is opposed to a blue-green algae predominance, which, while less common, can cause a 

multitude of issues ranging from human health and recreation, to drinking water supply, and fish 

community structure. A common tool for examining the limiting nutrient relationship is the ratio 

of Total Nitrogen to Total Phosphorus (TN:TP). 

TN:TP ratios are used to predict whether nitrogen or phosphorus is the most likely nutrient to 

limit algal growth. Dzialowski et al. (2005) has divided the molecular ratio of total nitrogen to 

total phosphorus into three ranges, wherein a TN:TP ratio of less than or equal to 18 indicates a 

nitrogen-limited waterbody, ratios of 20-46 indicate a co-limitation of nitrogen and phosphorus, 

and waters having ratios greater than 65 are regarded as phosphorus-limited. In most eutrophic 

Oklahoma reservoirs, a co-limitation prediction turns out to be no chemical nutrient limitation, 

because both nutrients are readily available in significant amounts and produce high algal 

productivity.  

Historically, Lake Thunderbird has been in the co-limitation range with both nutrients readily 

available for algal growth. However, 2020 data shows much of the lake was in the indeterminate 

zone for much of the year, including the growing season (Figure 23). 
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Figure 23. 2020 Lake Thunderbird TN:TP by sample event. 

Light 

 

Turbidity and Secchi disk depth are ways of measuring water clarity and amount of suspended 

particles in a lake. In pristine and natural lakes, Secchi disc depths can measure in several 

meters. However, in most Oklahoma lakes, it is common for Secchi depth to be less than one 

meter. Secchi disk depth can provide information on light’s ability to penetrate and influence the 

water’s productivity.  

In 2020, Lake Thunderbird’s non-algal turbidity was calculated to examine its effect on algal 

limitation using the equation below, derived from BATHTUB model (Walker, 1999). Non-algal 

turbidity generally describes turbidity associated with material originating elsewhere and was 

brought in or introduced to the system. This material is often referred to as allochthonous in 

geology.  
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Eq. 5  T = 1/ ZSD – 0.025 Chl a 

   

Where SD is Secchi Depth in meters 

and Chl a is extracted chlorophyll a result value in mg/L. 

Of the samples analyzed for non-algal turbidity (T) influence on algal growth, 61 percent were 

found to have a T value greater than one, indicating allochthonous particulates are potentially 

important and the expected algal response to nutrients is likely low. Meaning turbidity from 

particles brought into the system is potentially more important in limiting light’s ability to drive 

excessive algal growth, regardless of excessive nutrients in the system.  

Five instances in the lacustrine portion of the reservoir had T values below 0.4, which indicates 

turbidity from allochthonous particles are unimportant and high algal response to nutrients is 

expected. This follows as the lacustrine portion of Lake Thunderbird traditionally has greater 

secchi disk depths than riverine portions. Despite the presence of high nutrient concentrations, 

chlorophyll values were lower than would be expected due to turbidity from non-native particles. 

Trophic State Index – TSI 

 

A common method of classifying lakes based on biological response to nutrients is trophic state, 

which indicates the amount of biological activity sustained in a waterbody at a particular time. 

Lakes that have high nutrient concentrations and productive plant growth are described as 

eutrophic, whereas low nutrient concentrations and low plant growth lakes are characterized 

oligotrophic (Water on the Web, 2004). Lakes that exhibit moderate levels of nutrients and plant 

growth are termed mesotrophic. Carlson (1977) developed the most widely used biomass based 

Trophic Status Index (TSI) to classify and describe lakes. The Carlson chlorophyll TSI metric 

has long been used by OWRB to determine lake trophic status. Table 4 below presents the 

various trophic states and associated descriptions.  

Table 4. Carlson's Trophic State Categories. 

Trophic State TSI Value Description 

Oligotrophic < 40 Low primary productivity and/or low nutrient levels 

Mesotrophic 41-50 Moderate primary productivity with moderate nutrient levels 

Eutrophic 51-60 High primary productivity and nutrient rich 

Hypereutrophic > 60 Excessive primary productivity and excessive nutrients 

 

This concept has been expanded over time to classify each lake into a particular trophic state 

based on a series of metrics. These metrics in turn are used to assess biological processes and 
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water quality trends; comparing each metric can shed light on what drives algal growth. 

Chlorophyll is the most relatable TSI metric, as it is the most direct measure of algal biomass, 

which is the measure of primary productivity that the trophic state seeks to classify. Figure 24 

displays Lake Thunderbird’s TSI (Chl-a) levels at Site 1, beginning the season as oligotrophic 

and ran the full gamut of trophic statuses, quickly accelerating to hypereutrophic by July and 

remained into November.  

 

Figure 24. Site 1 Chlorophyll TSI in 2020. Dashed lines represent the divisions of trophic states. 

The advancement of lakes toward a eutrophic or hypereutrophic condition is often accelerated by 

anthropogenic activities that introduce excess nitrogen and phosphorus into lakes. This is 

commonly referred to as cultural eutrophication. 

In a similar pattern as Site 1, TSI (Chl-a) at the riverine sites increased throughout the season and 

were mostly in the eutrophic and hypereutrophic ranges. Chlorophyll TSI varied between 

individual sites and were consistent with measured chlorophyll in the system. Figure 25 displays 

riverine TSI throughout the 2020 sample year. 
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Figure 25. 2020 Carlson's Trophic State Index values for riverine Sites (Sites 6, 8, and 11) for Lake Thunderbird. Dashed 

lines delineate ranges for trophic states. 

Total Organic Carbon – TOC  

 
Total organic carbon (TOC) is a measure of carbon containing compounds present in a water 

sample, allowing insight to the amount of organic material present. Sources of these organic 

compounds include soil and plant detritus and to a lesser degree, even carbon present in living 

material such as bacteria and plankton (Wetzel, 2001). Wetzel presents median organic carbon 

content for eutrophic lakes as 12.0 mg/L, oligotrophic lakes as 2.2 mg/L, and rivers as 7.0 mg/L 

(2001). In 2020, Lake Thunderbird surface TOC values at Site 1 ranged from 5.07 to 6.79 mg/L 

with a mean value of 5.81 mg/L (Table 5). TOC is an especially important measure for water 

treatment plants to inform on potential creation of Disinfection By-Products (DBPs). Chlorine 

compounds used in disinfection can react with organic matter to creating by-products that could 

be carcinogenic (TCEQ, 2002). Reducing TOC in the source water could lead to a reduction in 

treatment cost for finished drinking water.  
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Table 5. 2020 Lake Thunderbird Total Organic Carbon (mg/L). 

Total Organic 

Carbon (mg/L) 

04-13-2020 5.07 

05-11-2020 5.12 

06-08-2020 5.7 

07-13-2020 6.33 

07-28-2020 6.79 

08-12-2020 5.67 

08-26-2020 5.5 

09-16-2020 6.38 

09-30-2020 5.87 

10-14-2020 5.74 

Taste and Odor Complaints  

 
The City of Norman has provided data on the number of taste and odor complaints for the period 

of record (2000 – 2020) and more recently included taste and odor compound analysis. Annual 

data has indicated that changes in lake water quality correlates with customer complaints in the 

final finished drinking water. Consumers at the tap can detect taste and odor causing compounds 

in extremely low concentrations (~ 5 ηg/L) (Graham et al 2008). Algae produce the majority of 

taste and odor compounds (T&O) found in Oklahoma reservoirs. The most common drinking 

water T&O that are problematic are Geosmin and 2-methylisoborneol (MIB). Both of which are 

produced primarily by Cyanobacteria.  

Taste and odor complaints in 2020 exhibited a different pattern from previous years, with 

relatively few until July, when 12 grievances were registered (Figure 26). In past years T&O 

complaints coincided with lake mixing events, cycling hypolimnetic chemicals into the water 

column. However, in 2020, Geosmin did not peak until November, while MIB spiked in late 

August (Figure 27). Overall measured annual averages for both parameters where lower than 

2019. Additional sampling events were conducted throughout the winter at Sites 1 and 4 to better 

understand algal and chlorophyll dynamics. Results from October 2020 through January 2021 

indicate chlorophyll fell below or near the OWQS threshold of 10 µg/L.  
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Figure 26. 2018-2020 City of Norman compiled monthly Taste and Odor complaints. Data is from personal 

communication with R. Croft, City of Norman, March 25, 2021. 
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Figure 27. 2020 City of Norman monthly raw water laboratory analysis for MIB and Geosmin. MIB was less than 2.0 

ng/L (nanograms/Liter or parts per trillion) March-May and again October-December. Geosmin and MIB were not 

evaluated in September. Data is from personal communication with R. Croft, City of Norman, March 25, 2021. 

Water Quality Standards  

 
All Oklahoma surface waters are subject to Oklahoma’s Water Quality Standards (OAC 785:45) 

and Implementation Rules (OAC 785:46), designed to maintain and protect the quality of waters 

of the state. Oklahoma Water Quality Standards (OWQS) are rules adopted by Oklahoma in 

accordance with the federal Clean Water Act, applicable federal regulations, and state pollution 

control and administrative procedure statutes. Identification and protection of beneficial uses are 

vital to water quality standards implementation. Beneficial use designations for Lake 

Thunderbird are Public and Private Water Supply (PPWS), Fish and Wildlife Propagation 

(FWP), Agriculture, Recreation, and Aesthetics.  
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Lake Thunderbird is listed in the latest approved Oklahoma Integrated Water Quality Report as 

impaired due to low dissolved oxygen, excessive turbidity, and excessive chlorophyll (ODEQ, 

2018). In order to address these impairments, Lake Thunderbird has undergone Total Maximum 

Daily Load (TMDL) development by the ODEQ with the resultant report approved by the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 2013. The TMDL analysis requires a 35% long-term 

average load reduction of total nitrogen, total phosphorus, and total suspended solids from the 

2008-2009 watershed load estimates in order to restore the lake’s beneficial uses. 

Implementation of the TMDL is underway and point source and non-point source measures are 

outlined in the Final TMDL Report (Dynamic Solutions, 2013). 

 

The Oklahoma Water Quality Standards Implementation Rules contain Use Support Assessment 

Protocols (USAP) for Oklahoma waterbodies. This USAP is the statewide methodology for 

integrated report water quality assessments (i.e., 305(b) and 303(d) reports). The 2020 water 

quality data was assessed in accordance with the USAP to evaluate current conditions relative to 

OWQS attainment or nonattainment. Physical, chemical, and biological data on Lake 

Thunderbird were used to assess the lake condition and determine if lake water quality supports 

its designated beneficial uses and are outlined below.  

Dissolved Oxygen – DO 

 

Dissolved oxygen criteria are designed to protect the diverse aquatic communities found 

throughout Oklahoma waterbodies. For warm water aquatic communities, such as Lake 

Thunderbird, two assessment methodologies apply to protect Fish and Wildlife Propagation 

beneficial use: surface and water-column/volumetric (OAC 785:46-15-5). Surface water DO 

criteria for not supporting is a seasonal threshold of 4.0 mg/L during the summer months and 5.0 

mg/L in spring and fall. Accordingly, no surface DO readings fell below either thresholds for not 

supporting in 2020.  

Volumetric criteria for fully supporting the Fish and Wildlife Propagation beneficial use has a 

threshold of less than 50% of the cumulative lake volume measuring anoxic (< 2 mg/L DO). 

2020 proved to be a favorable year for dissolved oxygen at Lake Thunderbird with no months 

exceeding the 50% lake volume criteria. Average percent of oxygenated lake volume between 

April and December 2020 was over 88%. However, previous reports for 2018 and 2019 sample 

years highlight occurrences of the lake failing to meet volumetric criteria. 
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Chlorophyll-a  

 

Oklahoma surface water drinking supplies are vulnerable to eutrophication and communities can 

experience substantial hardship and excessive costs to treat water affected by eutrophication. 

Specifically, blue-green algae (cyanobacteria) blooms are considered a principal source of 

compounds that cause T&O complaints. Blue-green algae also produce several toxic and 

carcinogenic compounds such as microcystin – a known hepatotoxin that can cause liver 

damage. The OWQS have provided additional protections from new point sources and protection 

against additional loading from existing point sources by identifying these at-risk reservoirs as 

Sensitive Water Supplies (SWS). Lake Thunderbird has this SWS designation and as such, is 

required not to exceed the long-term average chlorophyll concentration of 10 µg/L at a depth of 

0.5 meters. In 2020, the lake wide chlorophyll average in Lake Thunderbird was 30.75 µg/L, 

with over 84% of samples exceeding 10 µg/L, whereas samples collected in 2019 had a lake 

wide average of 24.3 µg/L, with 75% of samples exceeding (Figure 28). The long-term ten-year 

lake-wide average is 26.0 µg/L, with 82% of samples exceeding 10 µg/L. Based on these 

calculations, Lake Thunderbird’s beneficial use of Public and Private Water Supply would be 

considered as non-supporting and impaired with respect to chlorophyll.  
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Figure 28. 2020 Lake Thunderbird chlorophyll-a (µg/L) by site. Boxes represent 25% of the data distribution both above 

and below the median (horizontal black line), and lines (or whiskers) represent the other 50% of the data distribution 

bounded by minimum and maximum values. 

Water Clarity  

 

Turbidity and Secchi disk depth are methods of measuring water clarity and the amount of 

suspended particles in a lake. Typical Secchi disk depths of eutrophic Oklahoma reservoirs 

measure one meter or less. In Lake Thunderbird, 2020 secchi disk depths ranged 5 centimeters 

(cm) at Site 6 to 125 cm at Site 1. Whole lake average of Secchi depth was 48.76 cm, a slight 

improvement from 2019’s average of 49.01 cm. The lacustrine sites had the deepest Secchi 

depths while the riverine sites had the shallowest, as is typical of Oklahoma reservoirs (Figure 

29). 
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Figure 29. 2020 Lake Thunderbird Secchi Disk Depth (cm) by site. Boxes represent 25% of the data distribution both 

above and below the median (horizontal black line), and lines (or whiskers) represent the other 50% of the data 

distribution bounded by minimum and maximum values. Depth starts at 0 to represent the surface of the water. 

The OWQS criterion for turbidity for the protection of the of Fish and Wildlife Propagation 

beneficial use, is 25 Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTU). If at least 10% of collected samples 

exceed this value in the most recent 10-year dataset, the lake is not supporting its beneficial use, 

and is thus impaired for turbidity. For the 2020 sampling season, the lake wide turbidity average 

in Lake Thunderbird was 20.01 NTU, with 26.3% of the samples exceeding 25 NTU, all of 

which were in the riverine portions of the lake (Figure 30). The long-term, ten-year, lake-wide 

average is 24.4 NTU, with 26.5% of those samples exceeding 25 NTU. Based on these 

calculations, Lake Thunderbird is not supporting for the Fish and Wildlife Propagation beneficial 

use with respect to turbidity. 
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Figure 30. 2020 Lake Thunderbird Turbidity (NTU), by site, on a logarithmic scale. Boxes represent 25% of the data 

distribution above and below the median (horizontal black line), and lines (or whiskers) represent the other 50% of the 

data distribution bounded by minimum and maximum values. Dashed line indicates the 25 NTU OWQS for turbidity. 

Discussion  

Since 2000, OWRB has monitored the water quality of Lake Thunderbird and documented the 

continued degradation of water quality from cultural eutrophication. As time passes, impacts 

become increasingly severe. From rapid urban development in the watershed to excessive levels 

of nitrogen and phosphorus–especially in riverine areas, to progressively higher levels of 

measurable chlorophyll. All of which contribute and culminate in the loss of beneficial uses.  

Climactically, Lake Thunderbird experienced a slightly cooler April-May and August-October 

than average in 2020. Epilimnetic water temperature peaked in early June. Water level, in terms 

of elevation, remained rather stable the entire year. Maximum elevation was observed in June 

and was below normal elevation the remainder of the year. The overall pattern of stratification 

remained comparable to previous years. Thermal stratification began to set up by the May 

sampling event, coinciding with a small anoxic volume in the hypolimnion. Indicative of a 

hypereutrophic system, anoxia was creeping into the metalimnion by July and persisted through 

the summer until thermal mixing in late September. This recent trend of metalimnetic anoxia 
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underscores the excessive algal growth and high sediment oxygen demand and the need for 

addressing the water quality impairments in the lake. Reducing conditions in the hypolimnion, 

indicated by low ORP values, occurred from July to September and encompassed a large volume 

of water, slowing the breakdown of organic materials. This provides a larger amount of material 

mixed into the surface water following the disruption of thermal stratification.  

Dissolved and total forms of nutrients, primarily nitrogen and phosphorus, were examined with 

respect to their spatial and temporal trends, as well as their role in limiting algal growth. Total 

phosphorus values were consistent with those typically reported in Lake Thunderbird during 

recent years but are higher than optimum to effectively curb excess biological productivity. Late 

summer and early fall hypolimnetic phosphorus values were high, stemming from the effect of 

thermal stratification and internal release from anoxic sediment. In fall, hypolimnetically stored 

nutrients mixed into the water column resulting in higher epilimnetic values. Ortho-P, the 

biologically available form of phosphorus, was not detectable in the epilimnion, likely due to 

uptake by algae. Hypolimnetic ortho-P accumulated throughout the season before mixing into 

the water column in the fall. Lacustrine phosphorus concentrations were generally lower than 

riverine surface phosphorus, suggesting substantial loading of phosphorous is entering the 

system as runoff from the watershed. Riverine areas also allow constant cycling and 

resuspension of nutrients due to their shallow depths and susceptibility to wind mixing.  

Nitrogen, another nutrient important for algal growth, was also readily available for algae in 

2020. Ammonia, nitrate, and nitrite are forms of nitrogen available to algae; at the surface all 

remained below the detection limit for much of the season. This indicates a significant amount of 

algal production is occurring in the lake. Lacustrine nitrogen measures were generally lower than 

riverine nitrogen, again suggesting tributaries are an important source of both nitrogen and 

phosphorus inputs. Hypolimnetic accumulation of ammonia was evident in summer and into 

early fall, stemming from the effect of thermal stratification over anoxic sediment. The anoxic 

conditions in the hypolimnion promote the release of ammonia from the sediments and 

decomposition of organic matter also contributes to increased ammonia concentrations. Because 

oxygen is not present, nitrification reactions do not occur; thus, the increase of hypolimnetic 

ammonia concentrations was both typical and expected. Upon fall turnover of the lake, oxygen 

was introduced which triggers nitrification, creating nitrite, which is readily further oxidized to 

nitrate. This phenomenon was observed September to October by a dramatic decrease in 

ammonia and measurable increase in nitrate concentrations. Data collected in 2020 and 

documented relationships in scientific literature demonstrate the connection from excess 

nutrients to degraded raw water quality, therefore it remains imperative to meet nutrient 

reduction targets outlined in the TMDL. 

Nutrient and sediment load reduction targets were developed in the 2013 TMDL that, if met, 

would improve water quality in the lake such that designated beneficial uses can be attained. It 

suggests a 35% load reduction rate for Total Nitrogen, Total Phosphorus, and Suspended Solids. 
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This waste load allocation is divided amongst the three primary municipalities in the watershed: 

Moore, Norman, and Oklahoma City (ODEQ, 2013). 

Chlorophyll-a is used as a proxy to measure algal biomass and it is important to understand the 

factors driving growth, due to its potential to cause drinking water and recreation issues. Lake 

Thunderbird’s SWS classification requires average chlorophyll to be less than 10 µg/L; however, 

lake wide chlorophyll concentrations in 2020 are over three times this number.  

In 2020, average chlorophyll-a values increased from 2019 values, and remained excessive, 

representing a need to mitigate conditions driving increased algal biomass. Riverine sites 

experienced higher chlorophyll-a levels than lacustrine areas, but high turbidity likely limited 

algal growth and prevented even higher chlorophyll values. To control biological populations, it 

is important to understand what is driving their growth. In 2020, Walker’s (1999) analysis on 

non-algal turbidity was employed to look at light’s effect on algal growth. Results indicate non-

native particles had a limiting effect on algal growth by minimizing the ability of light to 

penetrate the water column to drive productivity. Thunderbird’s TSI was examined using the 

most stable index, Chl-a TSI, and determined the lake ranged from oligotrophic in April to 

hypereutrophic by July, where it remained until November. During this same time frame, TN:TP 

ratios indicate the lake as indeterminate or co-limiting, suggesting factors other than nitrogen or 

phosphorus are driving productivity and algal growth.  

Another consequence of cultural eutrophication that can lead to environmental problems is the 

proliferation of Harmful Algal Blooms (HABs). Several species of Cyanobacteria, or blue-green 

algae - a known contributor to HABs, occur in and dominate phytoplankton communities in 

many Oklahoma waters, including Lake Thunderbird. Taste and odor causing compounds such 

as Geosmin and MIB are released from blue-green algal cells following lysis, or senescence, and 

decomposition. The removal of elevated T&O compounds significantly increases the cost of 

producing palatable drinking water. The City of Norman has historically received T&O 

complaints in finished drinking water in September following significant lake mixing events. 

These mixing events contributed to T&O complaints through the process of hypolimnetically 

stored compounds mixing up and releasing into the epilimnion. Taste and odor complaints 

increased from 16 in 2019, to 28 in 2020. Geosmin peaked November while MIB in late August. 

Additional monitoring between October 2020-January 2021 indicated chlorophyll declined to 

near SWS criteria (10 g/L). Aside from their causal relationship to T&O events, blue-green 

algae have the capability to produce multiple toxins that can cause skin irritations or lethality to 

humans, livestock, and pets that drink from untreated contaminated water sources.  

Lake Thunderbird is on Oklahoma’s 2018 303(d) list of the Water Quality Integrated Report as 

impaired due to low dissolved oxygen, turbidity, and chlorophyll-a, with the driver of 

chlorophyll and dissolved oxygen impairments identified by the ODEQ TMDL as excess 

nitrogen and phosphorus.  
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Monitoring data collected in 2020 were added to the data set and analyzed for beneficial use 

impairments in accordance with the USAP (OAC 785:46-15) of the OWQS and Lake 

Thunderbird was found to be not supporting its Fish and Wildlife Propagation beneficial use due 

to turbidity. Additionally, Lake Thunderbird continues to exceed the 10 g/L chlorophyll 

criterion for SWS and is thereby not supporting for its Public and Private Water Supply 

beneficial use. Nutrient and solids reductions are necessary for the lake to meet these water 

quality standards. Observed, continued eutrophication of Lake Thunderbird highlights the need 

for mitigation to meet impaired beneficial uses, as well as to improve and sustain suitability of a 

major drinking water source.  

To improve water quality, dynamic in-lake and watershed level activities should be implemented 

in tandem and designed to facilitate effective, measurable mitigation in the future. Hypolimnetic 

oxidation is a worthwhile exercise to not only provide aerobic lake habitat, but also improve the 

quality of raw drinking water for municipalities and reduce recreational health risks due to the 

growth of harmful algae. Unfortunately, ongoing eutrophication indicates hypolimnetic 

oxygenation alone will not provide the relief Lake Thunderbird needs to recover its attainment of 

beneficial uses. 

Recommendations 

In past years, the monitoring strategy has been modified several times for a multitude of reasons, 

not the least of which is budgetary concerns. This has led to a somewhat disjointed monitoring 

plan that does not always address areas of concern. To that end, the water quality monitoring 

strategy was improved in 2020, at no cost to COMCD. The OWRB recommends those 

monitoring efforts be continued and expanded to include nutrients across all sites as they 

provided valuable information and minimize data gaps.  

With the SDOX no longer operational, the COMCD should continue to explore and investigate 

other strategies or in-lake technologies to mitigate anoxic conditions in the hypolimnion. In 

2021, the COMCD contracted an additional study to quantify the lake’s internal nutrient load. 

Such study can yield an important amount of information on existing/baseline conditions and 

additional sources of nutrients brought into the reservoir. Prior to this study, this information has 

only been estimated through sediment P concentrations. Results of internal loading should be 

included and considered to better understand a more accurate nutrient budget and could lead to 

improved management decisions and in selecting in-lake measures. 

When watershed events continue to deliver non-point source pollutants above numeric targets 

and load allocations prescribed in a TMDL, the efficacy of in-lake measures may be diminished. 

Vigorous watershed BMP implementation is necessary to reduce nutrient and solids movement 

to waterways and into Lake Thunderbird where in-lake measures can further reduce pollutant 
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concentrations. Watershed level BMPs and in-lake mitigation strategies are not mutually 

exclusive and should be implemented in tandem. Elevated nutrients and low water transparency 

of the riverine sites underscore this need to meet TMDL reduction targets. General ways to 

accomplish this include: 

• Incorporating wetlands into the landscape to ameliorate NPS pollutant runoff and

sediment erosion further contributing to nutrient loads.

• Planning new vegetated swales and infiltration basins and retrofitting existing vegetated

swales and infiltration basins.

• Target the retention of precipitation and runoff to reduce the impact of impervious

surfaces in the watershed.

• Adopt Low Impact Development (LID) into COMCD’s practices for maintenance and

construction.

• Encourage municipalities within the watershed to incorporate LID into any new

construction within the watershed (Low Impact Development Center, 1999).

• Encouraging community involvement through outreach, education, Watershed

Management Groups such as the Lake Thunderbird Watershed Alliance, grassroots

neighborhood “Protect our Lake” groups, river cleanups etc.

Another avenue to improve Lake Thunderbird’s water quality health is to continue to foster 

cooperation and collaboration between all stakeholders – including municipalities and the 

recently formed Lake Thunderbird Watershed Alliance – to assist in reducing runoff from 

construction activities and urban land uses within the watershed. The COMCD continues to be 

an active leader in the management of Lake Thunderbird and initiate improvements to water 

quality.  
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Appendix A 
Quality Assurance and Quality Control Data 

Water quality sampling followed the agency-specific Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) 

(OWRB, 2017 and 2018). Several types of Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) 

measures were employed to ensure quality data as part for the 2020 monitoring year, in the 

categories of collection, post-processing, and laboratory checks. These include: 

• Timely review process of SOPs

• Calibration of field equipment

• Acid-washing and blanking Van Dorns before sample collection

• Sampler training and audits for field collection and sample processing

• Geographic site and depth verification to locate all sites

• Multiple stage review process for profile, field and lab data flowing to database

• Reviewing analytical lab data for flags and abnormal data

• QA/QC sample collection

QA/QC samples were collected in 2020 and included replicates and analytical blanks. Replicate 

samples primarily control for the collection of a representative sample, but these results also 

include a measure of uncertainty from laboratory analysis. Analytical blanks control for cleaning 

the equipment, such as the dissolved integrated samplers and Van Dorns.  

Replicate samples were collected at the surface of the Site 1 for each parameter and designated 

as Site 1(12) and Site 1(22) for environmental and replicate samples respectively (Table 6).  

Table 6. Summary of 2020 Replicate Sample Results Designated as 1 (12) & 1 (22) 

1(12) TKN Ammonia NO2/NO3 Total P 
Ortho-
P Chlorophyll 

(mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (µg/L) 

4/13/2020 0.62 <0.1 0.23 0.034 0.009 1.92 
5/11/2020 0.52 <0.1 0.11 0.028 <0.005 5.57 

6/8/2020 0.77 <0.1 <0.05 0.038 <0.005 13.0 
7/13/2020 0.86 <0.1 <0.05 0.037 <0.005 43.6 
7/28/2020 0.97 <0.1 <0.05 0.038 <0.005 38.9 
8/12/2020 0.92 <0.1 <0.05 0.045 <0.005 32.2 
8/26/2020 0.89 <0.1 <0.05 0.043 <0.005 26.0 
9/16/2020 0.78 <0.1 0.1 0.062 <0.005 37.3 
9/30/2020 0.97 <0.1 <0.05 0.069 <0.005 47.2 

10/14/2020 0.86 <0.1 0.11 0.064 <0.005 32.4 
11/10/2020 NS NS NS NS NS 24.6 
12/8/2020 NS NS NS NS NS 4.78 
1/21/2020 NS NS NS NS NS 10.3 
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1(22) TKN Ammonia NO2/NO3 Total P 
Ortho-

P Chlorophyll 

  (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (µg/L) 

4/13/2020 0.59 <0.1 0.23 0.033 0.009 3.1 
5/11/2020 0.58 <0.1 0.11 0.026 <0.005 5.77 
6/8/2020 0.67 <0.1 <0.05 0.033 <0.005 14.2 
7/13/2020 0.87 <0.1 <0.05 0.038 <0.005 43.2 
7/28/2020 0.95 <0.1 <0.05 0.037 <0.005 41.7 
8/12/2020 0.91 <0.1 <0.05 0.046 <0.005 30.2 
8/26/2020 0.86 <0.1 <0.05 0.039 <0.005 28.0 
9/16/2020 0.81 <0.1 0.1 0.054 <0.005 38.6 
9/30/2020 0.96 <0.1 <0.05 0.066 <0.005 45.4 
10/14/2020 0.84 <0.1 0.12 0.056 <0.005 33.0 
11/10/2020 NS NS NS NS NS 23.7 
12/8/2020 NS NS NS NS NS 5.3 
1/21/2020 NS NS NS NS NS 9.61 

 

NS – not sampled 

The relative percent difference (RPD) statistic is calculated to describe the precision of each 

laboratory parameter based on the comparison of replicate and duplicate sample pairs.  

Eq. 6 RPD = xS1(12) – xS1(22)/  𝑥̅ (xS1(12), xS1(22)) x 100 

Equation 6 was applied to each replicate sample for each reported parameter. In Table 7, the 

acceptable precision limit for each parameter and the percent of sample events meeting that limit 

are listed.  

Table 7. Acceptable Limits for Laboratory Precision of Contract Laboratory Measured Parameters and Percent of 

Samples meeting those based on Relative Percent Differences of Replicate Samples at Site 1. 

Parameter 
Acceptable precision 

for laboratory 
replicates 

Number of 
Sample Events 
Meeting RPD 

Threshold 

Percent of Sample 
Events Meeting RPD 

Threshold 

Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen ± 20% 10 100% 

Nitrate/Nitrite ± 10% 10 100% 

Ammonia ± 20% 10 100% 

Total Phosphorus ± 10% 7 70% 

Ortho-Phosphorus ± 20% 10 100% 

Chlorophyll-a, Sestonic 
Replicate ± 10% 11* 85% 

*Chlorophyll-a sampled 13 times 

Chlorophyll replicates met precision limits for the majority of the time but were still higher than 

other parameters. Chlorophyll is a biological parameter that is extracted under extreme care, 
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however, a high degree of variability in the chlorophyll pigment and other pigments between 

various algal species and individual algal cells is expected. Additionally, chlorophyll is analyzed 

using optical methods (i.e., spectrophotometric or fluorometric), which at times may over or 

underestimate chlorophyll concentrations due to the overlap of absorption and fluorescence 

bands of co-occurring pigments. Thus, it is not unexpected that a greater percentage of samples 

would not meet the RPD threshold for chlorophyll. 
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Appendix B 

Temperature and Dissolved Oxygen with Depth 
Temperature is denoted as Red Diamond Markers while Dissolved Oxygen is denoted as Blue Circle Markers. 

Site 1 and 12 in April and May 
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Site 1 Only 
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 Appendix C 

Relative Thermal Resistance Plots 
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MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

Thursday, September 2, 2021 

6:30 P.M. 

Location: 12500 Alameda Dr, Norman, OK 73026 

A. Call to Order

President Amanda Nairn called the meeting to Order at 6:30 pm. 

Roll Call: 
Board Members Present: 
President Amanda Nairn  
Vice President Casey Hurt
Treasurer Jann Knotts 
Secretary Michael Dean  
Board Member Kevin Anders 
Board Members Absent: 
William Janacek 
Roger Frech 

Staff Present:   
Kyle Arthur, General Manager 
Kelley Metcalf, Office Manager 
Tim Carr, Operations & Maintenance Supervisor 

Others Present: 
Collins Balcome 
Anna Hoag 
Mark Roberts 
Chris Mattingly 
Alan Swartz 

Virtually: 
William Janacek 
Don Maisch 
James Allard 
Matthew Warren 
Geri Wellborn 

B. Statement of compliance with Open Meeting Act

Kelley Metcalf, Office Manager, stated the notice of the monthly board meeting had been posted in compliance 
with the Open Meeting Act. 

C. Administrative

C.1.  Status report of the Del City Pipeline Project from Alan Plummer Associates, Inc. (Alan Swartz, Oklahoma
Area Leader)
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Alan Swartz reported: 

 The record drawings are done 

 Working thru the final pay application with the contractor 

 Negotiating costs associated with weather delays 

 Work is complete! 
 

   

C.2. Presentation of initial Yield Model results and next steps for the Norman Project 

 
Mr. Arthur introduced the Bureau of Reclamation guests.  James Allard and Matthew Warren attended the 
meeting virtually.  Collins Balcome and Anna Hoag attended in person.  Mr. Balcombe thanked Mr. Arthur for 
inviting them and taking the reins on this project.  Mr. Balcombe stated that the hope is to inform decision 
making and improve drought resiliency for the District.  Mr. Arthur stated that the 3 cities have seen the 
presentation, although there have been some new additions made, particularly the next steps.  Those include 
some of the things that are planned to help better inform our management of the water supply in Lake 
Thunderbird and it is a work in progress.   

As a matter of background at the beginning of the presentation, Mr. Arthur stated he was approached by Chris 
Mattingly, City of Norman, not long after arriving in the General Manager’s position with a long‐standing 
question regarding the firm yield of Lake Thunderbird.  Mr. Arthur consulted with the Bureau of Reclamation 
and requested that the Norman Project be put on the priority list for evaluation.  Mr. Arthur thanked the Bureau 
of Reclamation for doing just that and for the quick delivery of the initial modeling results.   

Please see the presentation included in the Board packet for more detailed information.  Mr. Arthur stated that 
the actual firm yield of the reservoir itself was never originally calculated.  What was calculated, however, was a 
“conjunctive” firm yield of approximately 21,500 ac‐ft which included not only the reservoir, but also the 
available supply from the three cities’ groundwater wells at the time.   Since then, while the cities manage their 
supply sources conjunctively, COMCD’s management of deliveries from the lake does not directly take into 
account the groundwater supplies.  The District has a water right from the reservoir for 21,600 ac‐ft (no one 
knows where that exact number came from) and currently manages deliveries using that volume.  The 
expectation of the member cities has been that this volume will be routinely available unless drought conditions 
limit it. 

Two model scenarios were run:  (1) permit availability and (2) firm yield.  The permit availability result showed 
that the 21,600 ac‐ft could have been delivered in 89% of years and 96% of months over the historical period of 
record.  There would have been 10 years where that volume was not deliverable.  The second scenario showed a 
firm yield of 12,700 ac‐ft driven by the drought of record in the 1950s.   

Mr. Arthur then discussed the path forward given these results.  He stated that his recommendation and intent 
is to continue to manage water deliveries around the permit number of 21,600 ac‐ft because the results show 
that in most years, at least in the past, that would have been deliverable.  Furthermore, in most years, if the 
District limited deliveries to the firm yield, there would be tremendous volumes of water not put to beneficial 
use each year.  He believes we should maximize use when it is there.  However, we should be prepared for how 
we will respond to years when there are shortages—and that will be the focus of the upcoming work. 
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The intent is to seek at least two grants from BOR to do four major tasks:  (1) determine risk exposure, (2) 
evaluate risk tolerance, (3) perform drought preparedness planning and finally (4) develop a drought response 
plan.  The vision is to create a tool that will inform the development of lake level triggers which, when combined 
with short term forecasts, will help to stretch and preserve to the greatest extent possible existing supplies 
during times of drought. 

Mr. Arthur stated that the Partner Advisory Group, including the District, BOR and the cities, will continue to 
provide input and engagement to upcoming work. 

 

C.3.  Report of FY 2021 Budget results and projection for FY 2022 

Please see document titled “FY 2021 Year‐end budget vs. actual in the packet. 

Mr. Arthur stated the FY 20‐21 O&M budget was $1,258,565.00.  Expenditures were $981,073.51.  Costs 
associated with several categories were under budget, such as personnel, professional, maintenance, 
administrative, and purchasing of assets.    Mr. Arthur gave a few examples of why there were certain categories 
under budget, for example the resignation of an employee during the year and a change in billing frequency for 
workers comp created a surplus in the Personnel category, not operating the SDOX unit created a surplus in the 
Water Quality category and being more prudent about necessary expenditures significantly saved in the 
Maintenance category.   

 
Mr. Arthur then presented information on the forecast through FY 2022.  He reminded the Board that in 
November 2020, a Budgeting Policy was passed  to establish a process by which any carryover, or lack thereof, is 
considered when determining the O&M assessments to each member city annually.  “Carryover funds” refer to 
those monies that are forecasted to be remaining in the operating accounts at the close of the current fiscal year.  
The policy states that operating accounts total balance carryover shall be maintained between $750,000 and 
$1,250,000.  FY 20‐21 the carryover was $1.6 million.  In the future, if that is the case, the assessment to the 3 
cities would be decreased.  President Nairn mentioned that in the last 2 years the District had several expenses 
that were not assessed to the cities.   

Mr. Arthur pointed out 4 items on the projected expenses for FY 22.  

1.  Additional Del City Pipeline costs of approximately $115,000  beyond the original Matthews contract and 
corresponding OWRB loan amount. This is due to weather related issues on the project.  Mr. Arthur stated 
that the District could have borrowed more money than the $5.6 million contract, but the Board chose to 
only borrow the actual amount. Therefore, Board approval of additional expenditures will be sought.  
Negotiations are currently being held as to the final additional cost. This issue will be on a future board 
meeting agenda for the board to vote on.   

2. Retirement contribution adjustment for $20,500.  Mr. Arthur explained the Defined Benefit Plan is over 
funded, therefore for FY 22 the District will not be contributing.  However, on the Customized Manager 
Option, the District still must match 15%.  The $20,500 was missed during the development of this year’s 
budget.  However, it will not result in an increased assessment to the member cities; the District will pay for it 
out of surplus funds. 

3. Worker’s Comp adjustment.  There was a billing change within the work comp company.  The District was 
previously invoiced annually, in April, and somehow the District’s billing frequency was changed to monthly.    
This occurrence made the “timing” off, therefore $11,000 will not be included in the FY 20‐21 expenses, but 
rather in the FY 2022 budget. 
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4. Possible new hire.  The District has had 2 employees out for several weeks.  One employee with his own 
health issues and the other with a son that is very ill.  Both are eligible for retirement.  Mr. Arthur stated he is 
trying to be proactive and should the decision to hire a  new employee be reached, he would seek Board 
approval.  Mr. Carr, (District supervisor) is currently working on a job description.   

In conclusion, Mr. Arthur stated that the current forecast is to have approximately $900,000 in carryover at the 
end of FY 2022 which is in line with the Budgeting Policy target guidelines of desired carryover. 

Mr. Arthur informed the Board that the District is now invoicing the member cities monthly vs. quarterly. By 
doing this it provides more steady cash flow.   

Mr. Arthur stated he and Treasurer Knotts spoke about taking some of the operating account balance and moving 
it into a money market to earn a better interest rate.  The District’s bank will be sending the paperwork to start 
this process.   

Mr. Dean, at the August meeting, had inquired if the District uses a positive pay system with the bank.  Mr. Arthur 
spoke to Treasurer Knotts, and she supports the District using this service.  It is a check writing and ACH fraud 
protection service.  The cost is nominal, $80 set up fee, and approximately $50.00 a month.  The District’s bank 
will be sending the paperwork to start the service soon. 

 

 

D.  Action: PURSUANT TO 82 OKLA. STATUTES, SECTION 541 (D) (10), THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS SHALL 
PERFORM OFFICIAL ACTIONS BY RESOLUTION AND ALL OFFICIAL ACTIONS INCLUDING FINAL PASSAGE AND 
ENACTMENT OF ALL RESOLUTIONS MUST BE APPROVED BY A MAJORITY OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
PRESENT, A QUORUM BEING PRESENT, AT A REGULAR OR SPECIAL MEETING.  THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE 
DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND APPROVED, DISAPPROVED, AMENDED, TABLED OR OTHER ACTION TAKEN: 

D.4.  Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held on Thursday, July 15, 2021, and corresponding Resolution  
Treasure Knotts asked for permission to move this item to follow item # D.6.  With no objection President Nairn 
postponed D.4. to follow D.6. 

                                            
D.5. Financial statements for operating accounts for June 2021, and corresponding Resolution  
Treasurer Knotts pointed out June 2021 is the end of the fiscal year.  The Del City Pipeline project expense 
increased by $51,220.36.  Mr. Swartz stated there will be one more payout for approximately $16,000.00. 

 

  Finding the financial statement in good order as presented, Jann Knotts made a motion seconded by Casey Hurt 
to approve the Resolution. 

Roll call vote: 

President Amanda Nairn    Yes 
Vice President Casey Hurt    Yes 
Treasurer Jann Knotts    Yes 
Secretary Michael Dean    Yes 
Member William Janacek    Absent 
Member Roger Frech    Absent 
Member Kevin Anders    Yes 
 

  Motion Passed 
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D.6. Financial statements for operating accounts for July 2021, and corresponding Resolution 

   Finding the financial statement in good order as presented, Jann Knotts made a motion seconded by Kevin 
Anders to approve the Resolution. 

 

Roll call vote: 

President Amanda Nairn    Yes 
Vice President Casey Hurt    Yes 
Treasurer Jann Knotts      Yes 
Secretary Michael Dean     Yes 
Member William Janacek    Absent 
Member Roger Frech      Absent 
Member Kevin Anders      Yes 

Motion Passed 

 

D.4. (postponed from earlier)  Minutes of the Regular Board Meeting held on Thursday, July 15, 2021, and 
corresponding Resolution  
The minutes were reviewed and finding those in good order as presented, Michael Dean made a motion 
seconded by Kevin Anders to approve the Resolution.  

 

Roll call vote: 

President Amanda Nairn    Yes 
Vice President Casey Hurt    Abstain 
Treasurer Jann Knotts      Yes 
Secretary Michael Dean     Yes 
Member William Janacek    Absent 
Member Roger Frech      Absent 
Member Kevin Anders      Yes 

Motion Passed 

 

E.  Discussion 

 

E.7.  Legal Counsel’s Report 

 
July 15  Attended monthly meeting of COMCD board 

July 19  Confirm with Kyle, General Manager, that termination date for temporary water use contracts with 
member cities coincides with termination date of USBOR contract with COMCD 
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July 27  Conference call with Alan Swart, Amanda Nairn and Kyle Arthur about the Del City Pipeline Project 
additional costs claims from Aegion and Matthews Trenching 

July 27  Conference call with Krystina Phillips, attorney for Arbuckle Master Conservancy District (manager 
Steven Jolly) about position taken by Oklahoma Water Resources Board filed in a case involving stream 
water permits and interference 

July 28  Review copy of Matthews Trenching contract 

Aug 23  Confirm with Kyle Arthur that the COMCD can mandate masks for public meetings 

Aug 26  Draft resolution about change order for Del City Pipeline Project additional cost claims 

  Aug 27    Draft Legal Counsel report 

 

Mr. Dean inquired if the District owes for the additional costs associated with the weather delays, on the Del City  
Pipeline Project.  Mr. Couch stated discussions and negotiations are being held about the contract and the 
contract language and acts of God, and how that ties in and to what extent. 

President Nairn requested that a written detailed explanation be given to the Board at the next meeting.  
Mr. Arthur stated it was originally planned to be on the agenda at this meeting, but he caught a technicality that 
needs to be addressed. 

             
 

E.8.  General Manager’s Report 
Please see document titled “Manager’s Report” in the packet. 

 

E.9.  President’s report 

 President Nairn invited all to sign a card for the James Neyman family.  Mr. Neyman is an employee at 
the District and his son is very ill.   
 

 President Nairn, recently, introduced Scott Martin to Mr. Arthur.  Mr. Martin is the City of Norman 
Chamber of Commerce President.  The Chamber has spoke about enhancements at Lake Thunderbird.  
President Nairn requested that the Chamber keep the other two cities in the loop on all future plans.  
Mr. Arthur provided Mr. Martin with Midwest City’s and Del City’s City Manager contact information.   

 

 President Nairn stated the final Wetlands Project presentation is scheduled to be presented at the next 
board meeting.  As soon as the presentation is available it will be emailed prior to the board meeting.  

 

 

 The fish fry, that was supposed to take place on October 14th, will be postponed, due to the Delta 
variant.  The hope is to reschedule the event soon. 
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E.10.  New business (any matter not known prior to the meeting, and which could not have been reasonably 
foreseen prior to the posting of the agenda) None 

 

 

  F.  Adjourn 

 
There being no further business, President Nairn adjourned the meeting at 9:07  P.M. 



Resolution 

OF 

CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

REGARDING OFFICIAL ACTION 

WHEREAS, a quorum of the Board of Directors of the Central 

Oklahoma Master Conservancy District met in a regular 1neeting and 

considered approval of minutes of a previous meeting. 

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that minutes of the regular 

board meeting held on September 2, 2021 are approved. 

APPROVED by a majority of Board members present on this 7th

day of October, 2021. 

1 



Item D.4.
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CENTRAL OKLAHOMA
MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
A NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATION
12500 ALAMEDA DRIVE
NORMAN OK 73026

COMCD
Account Number: 

 Activity Statement

Values as of August 31, 2021

Your Financial Advisor: Robert Lockard Sr
580-221-5250 | rob.lockard@LPL.com
310 W Main St
Ardmore, OK 73401

Value on January 1, 2021 Value as of last statement 07/31/2021 Value on August 31, 2021

$4,317,124.97 $4,352,458.64 $4,346,340.67

Account Summary Quarter to Date
07/01 - 08/31/2021

Year to Date
01/01 - 08/31/2021

Starting Value $4,332,866.95 $4,317,124.97

Total Change in Value of Assets $13,473.72 $29,215.70

Inflows — —

Outflows ($13,148.57) ($58,773.07)

Dividends $607.71 $4,625.10

Interest $13,153.97 $71,426.46

Capital Gains — $2,043.00

Other Distributions — —

Market Fluctuations 1 $12,860.61 $9,894.21

Total Ending Value (August 31, 2021) $4,346,340.67 $4,346,340.67

Account Holdings As of August 31, 2021

Cash and Cash Equivalents

Description
Interest / Dividend

Paid in August
Interest / Dividend

Rate3 Current Balance

Insured Cash Account 4

Tristate Capital Bank $246,502.09
Cash and Cash Equivalents continued on next page...

1 Market Fluctuations reflects the impact of changes in the value of securities held in your LPL Financial account, as well as the impact of any transfers of securities into or out of your account
during the statement period.
3 Bank Deposit Sweep interest is the current rate. Money Market Sweep dividend is a 30-day yield.
4 Bank Deposit Sweep Accounts are FDIC insured, are not obligations of LPL Financial or SIPC, and are not available for margin purposes. See message section for further information.
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Account Holdings As of August 31, 2021 Continued

Cash and Cash Equivalents Continued

Description
Interest / Dividend

Paid in August
Interest / Dividend

Rate3 Current Balance

JPMorgan Chase Bank NA $41,928.92

HSBC Bank USA NA $33,599.97

Wells Fargo Bank NA $0.04

Total Insured Cash Account $2.74 0.010% $322,031.02
Total Cash and Cash Equivalents $322,031.02

ETPs, Mutual Funds, Exchange-Traded Closed-End Funds and Interval Funds

Security ID / Description
Quantity
Price ($) Market Value ($)

Cost Basis ($)
Purchase Cost ($)5

Unrealized
Gain / Loss ($)

Estimated Annual
Income ($)a

Est 30-Day Yielda

ABALX AMERICAN BALANCED
CL A R

11,575.086
$33.51

387,881.13 363,979.29
350,005.00

23,901.84
4,628

1.19%

MIAQX AMERICAN
MULTISECTOR INCOME CL A R

4,549.591
$10.82

49,226.57 50,005.00
50,005.00

(778.43)
1,848

3.75%

ABNDX BOND FUND OF
AMERICA CL A R

1,807.664
$13.58

24,548.07 25,005.00
25,005.00

(456.93)
357

1.46%

CAIBX CAPITAL INCOME
BUILDER CL A R

709.421
$69.36

49,205.44 50,005.00
50,005.00

(799.56)
1,418

2.88%

CWGIX CAPITAL WORLD
GROWTH & INCOME CL A R

446.894
$66.34

29,646.94 30,005.00
30,005.00

(358.06)
331

1.12%

EALDX EATON VANCE SHORT
DURATION GOVT INCOME CL A R

31,114.289
$8.02

249,536.59 252,338.27
250,005.00

(2,801.68)
4,019

1.61%

AIBAX INTERMEDIATE BOND
FUND OF AMERICA CL A R

1,806.358
$13.86

25,036.12 25,005.00
25,005.00

31.12
196

0.78%

AWSHX WASHINGTON
MUTUAL INVESTORS CL A R

1,191.895
$57.70

68,772.34 70,005.00
70,005.00

(1,232.66)
1,029

1.50%

Total of ETPs, Mutual Funds, Exchange-Traded
Closed-End Funds and Interval Funds 883,853.20

866,347.56
850,040.00

17,505.64
13,826

R Dividends and/or capital gains distributed by this security will be reinvested.

5 Purchase Cost equals Cost Basis of Equities and Mutual Funds less any reinvested dividends and interest.
a Refer to the statement message titled ESTIMATED ANNUAL INCOME (EAI) AND ESTIMATED YIELD (EY) for information on how this figure is calculated.



Not FDIC Insured | No Bank Guarantee |
May Lose Value | Not a Deposit |
Not Insured by any Federal Government Agency

COMCD

Page 3of 10

Account Holdings As of August 31, 2021 Continued

Corporate Bonds

Security ID / Description
Quantity
Price ($) Market Value ($) Cost Basis ($)

Unrealized
Gain / Loss ($)
Accrued Int ($)

Estimated Annual
Income ($)a

Est 30-Day Yielda

002824BB5 ABBOTT LABS SR
NOTE CPN 2.950% DUE 03/15/25
DTD 03/10/15 FC 09/15/15 CALL
12/15/24 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: A2 S&P RATING: A+

312,000
$107.0926

334,128.91 314,561.37
19,567.54

4,244.07
9,204

2.75%

097023BK0 BOEING CO SR
NOTE CPN 3.300% DUE 03/01/35
DTD 02/20/15 FC 09/01/15 CALL
09/01/34 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA2 S&P RATING: BBB-

44,000
$101.5794

44,694.93 44,865.81
(170.88)

726.00
1,452

3.25%

097023BR5 BOEING CO SR
NOTE CPN 2.250% DUE 06/15/26
DTD 05/18/16 FC 12/15/16 CALL
03/15/26 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA2 S&P RATING: BBB-

150,000
$102.2475

153,371.25 150,854.99
2,516.26

712.50
3,375

2.20%

05565QDM7 BP CAP MKTS PLC
GTD NOTE CPN 3.588% DUE
04/14/27 DTD 02/14/17 FC 10/14/17
CALL 01/14/27 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: A2 S&P RATING: A-

150,000
$110.9939

166,490.85 162,061.81
4,429.04
2,048.15

5,382
3.23%

10922NAC7 BRIGHTHOUSE FINL
INC SR NOTE CPN 3.700% DUE
06/22/27 DTD 12/22/17 FC 06/22/18
CALL 03/22/27 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA3 S&P RATING: BBB+

250,000
$109.709

274,272.50 246,119.20
28,153.30

1,772.92
9,250

3.37%

20826FAA4 CONOCOPHILLIPS
CO GTD NOTE CPN 2.400% DUE
12/15/22 DTD 12/07/12 FC 06/15/13
CALL 09/15/22 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: A3 S&P RATING: A-

175,000
$102.1291

178,725.92 172,680.20
6,045.72

886.67
4,200

2.35%

36966TDN9 GENL ELECTRIC
CAP CORP INTERNOTES
SURVIVOR OPTION CPN 4.300%
DUE 11/15/25 DTD 11/03/11 FC
05/15/12 MOODYS RATING: BAA1
S&P RATING: BBB+

300,000
$110.1322

330,396.60 300,000.00
30,396.60

3,798.33
12,900
3.90%

38143C6D8 GOLDMAN SACHS
GROUP INC MEDIUM TERM NOTE
NO SURVIVOR OPTION CPN
3.000% DUE 08/15/29 DTD 08/04/16
FC 09/15/16 CALL 08/15/28 @
100.000 MOODYS RATING: A2 S&P
RATING: BBB+

161,000
$100.7662

162,233.58 161,049.84
1,183.74

214.67
4,830

2.98%

500255AS3 KOHLS CORP NOTE
CPN 3.250% DUE 02/01/23 DTD
09/25/12 FC 02/01/13 CALL 11/01/22
@ 100.000 MOODYS RATING:
BAA2 S&P RATING: BBB-

200,000
$102.6927

205,385.40 200,365.48
5,019.92

541.67
6,500

3.16%

Corporate Bonds continued on next page...

a Refer to the statement message titled ESTIMATED ANNUAL INCOME (EAI) AND ESTIMATED YIELD (EY) for information on how this figure is calculated.
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Account Holdings As of August 31, 2021 Continued

Corporate Bonds Continued

Security ID / Description
Quantity
Price ($) Market Value ($) Cost Basis ($)

Unrealized
Gain / Loss ($)
Accrued Int ($)

Estimated Annual
Income ($)a

Est 30-Day Yielda

594918BB9 MICROSOFT CORP
NOTE CPN 2.700% DUE 02/12/25
DTD 02/12/15 FC 08/12/15 CALL
11/12/24 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: AAA S&P RATING: AAA

76,000
$106.5525

80,979.90 75,332.36
5,647.54

108.30
2,052

2.53%

594918BC7 MICROSOFT CORP
NOTE CPN 3.500% DUE 02/12/35
DTD 02/12/15 FC 08/12/15 CALL
08/12/34 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: AAA S&P RATING: AAA

165,000
$117.4184

193,740.36 171,140.71
22,599.65

304.79
5,775

2.98%

655664AS9 NORDSTROM INC
SR NOTE CPN 4.000% DUE
03/15/27 DTD 03/09/17 FC 09/15/17
CALL 12/15/26 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA3 S&P RATING: BB+

250,000
$104.75

261,875.00 255,985.40
5,889.60
4,611.11

10,000
3.82%

682680AQ6 ONEOK INC NEW
NOTE CPN 4.250% DUE 02/01/22
DTD 01/26/12 FC 08/01/12 CALL
11/01/21 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA3 S&P RATING: BBB

95,000
$100.5945

95,564.77 91,265.00
4,299.77

336.46
4,037

4.22%

717081DM2 PFIZER INC SR
NOTE CPN 3.400% DUE 05/15/24
DTD 05/15/14 FC 11/15/14 MOODYS
RATING: A2 S&P RATING: A+

132,000
$107.6779

142,134.82 133,002.48
9,132.34
1,321.47

4,488
3.16%

718549AB4 PHILLIPS 66 PRTNRS
LP SR NOTE CPN 3.605% DUE
02/15/25 DTD 02/23/15 FC 08/15/15
CALL 11/15/24 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA3 S&P RATING: BBB

107,000
$107.4988

115,023.71 106,937.86
8,085.85

171.44
3,857

3.35%

844741BC1 SOUTHWEST ARLNS
CO NOTE CPN 3.000% DUE
11/15/26 DTD 11/04/16 FC 05/15/17
CALL 08/15/26 @ 100.000 MOODYS
RATING: BAA1 S&P RATING: BBB

150,000
$106.8253

160,237.95 150,618.20
9,619.75
1,325.00

4,500
2.81%

88165FAG7 TEVA PHARM FIN
CO BV SR NOTE CPN 2.950% DUE
12/18/22 DTD 12/18/12 FC 06/18/13
MOODYS RATING: BA2 S&P
RATING: BB-

240,000
$100.50

241,200.00 240,093.28
1,106.72
1,435.67

7,080
2.94%

Total of Corporate Bonds 3,140,456.45 2,976,933.99 163,522.46
24,559.22

98,882

a Refer to the statement message titled ESTIMATED ANNUAL INCOME (EAI) AND ESTIMATED YIELD (EY) for information on how this figure is calculated.
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Account Holdings As of August 31, 2021 Continued

Total Account Holdings
Market Value ($)

Cost Basis ($)
Purchase Cost ($)6

Unrealized
Gain / Loss ($)

Estimated Annual
Income ($)a

4,346,340.67
4,165,312.57
1,172,071.02

181,028.10
112,708

Cash Activity Summary
Since last statement

08/01 - 08/31/2021
Year to Date

01/01 - 08/31/2021

Securities Purchased ($250,030.00) ($250,030.00)

Securities Sold $257,245.85 $542,245.85

Cash Inflows — —

Cash Outflows ($12,746.07) ($58,773.07)

Dividends $308.80 $4,625.10

Interest $12,748.81 $71,426.46

Capital Gains — $2,043.00

Other Distributions — —

Reinvestments ($308.80) ($6,668.10)

Account Activity August 1 - August 31, 2021 (Since last statement)

Date Transaction
Type Description/Security ID

Price($)

Quantity
Amount

08/02/2021 Cash
Dividend

EATON VANCE SHORT DURATION GOVT INCOME CL A
073021 31,075.83300 EALDX AS OF 07/30/21

—
—

$308.80

08/02/2021 Dividend
Reinvest

EATON VANCE SHORT DURATION GOVT INCOME CL A
REINVEST AT 8.030 EALDX

—
38.456

($308.80)

08/02/2021 Interest
KOHLS CORP NOTE CPN 3.250% DUE 02/01/23 DTD 09/25/12
FC 02/01/13 CALL 11/01/22 @ 100.000 080121 200,000
500255AS3 AS OF 08/01/21

—
—

$3,250.00

08/02/2021 Interest
ONEOK INC NEW NOTE CPN 4.250% DUE 02/01/22 DTD
01/26/12 FC 08/01/12 CALL 11/01/21 @ 100.000 080121
95,000 682680AQ6 AS OF 08/01/21

—
—

$2,018.75

Account Activity continued on next page...

6 Purchase Cost equals Cost Basis less any reinvested dividends, interest, Fixed Income and Alternative Investments.
a Refer to the statement message titled ESTIMATED ANNUAL INCOME (EAI) AND ESTIMATED YIELD (EY) for information on how this figure is calculated.
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Account Activity August 1 - August 31, 2021 (Since last statement) Continued

Date Transaction
Type Description/Security ID

Price($)

Quantity
Amount

08/03/2021 Sweep
(Deposit)7 INSURED CASH ACCOUNT —

—
$5,268.75

08/12/2021 Interest
MICROSOFT CORP NOTE CPN 3.500% DUE 02/12/35 DTD
02/12/15 FC 08/12/15 CALL 08/12/34 @ 100.000 081221
165,000 594918BC7

—
—

$2,887.50

08/12/2021 Interest
MICROSOFT CORP NOTE CPN 2.700% DUE 02/12/25 DTD
02/12/15 FC 08/12/15 CALL 11/12/24 @ 100.000 081221
76,000 594918BB9

—
—

$1,026.00

08/13/2021 Sweep
(Deposit)7 INSURED CASH ACCOUNT —

—
$3,913.50

08/16/2021 Interest
GOLDMAN SACHS GROUP INC MEDIUM TERM NOTE NO
SURVIVOR OPTION CPN 3.000% DUE 08/15/29 DTD 08/04/16
FC 09/15/16 081521 161,000 38143C6D8 AS OF 08/15/21

—
—

$402.50

08/16/2021 Interest
PHILLIPS 66 PRTNRS LP SR NOTE CPN 3.605% DUE
02/15/25 DTD 02/23/15 FC 08/15/15 CALL 11/15/24 @ 100.000
081521 107,000 718549AB4 AS OF 08/15/21

—
—

$1,928.68

08/17/2021 Sweep
(Deposit)7 INSURED CASH ACCOUNT —

—
$2,331.18

08/25/2021 Purchase AMERICAN MULTISECTOR INCOME CL A MIAQX $10.99
4,549.591

($50,005.00)

08/25/2021 Purchase BOND FUND OF AMERICA CL A ABNDX $13.83
1,807.664

($25,005.00)

08/25/2021 Purchase CAPITAL INCOME BUILDER CL A CAIBX $70.48
709.421

($50,005.00)

08/25/2021 Purchase CAPITAL WORLD GROWTH & INCOME CL A CWGIX $67.13
446.894

($30,005.00)

08/25/2021 Purchase INTERMEDIATE BOND FUND OF AMERICA CL A AIBAX $13.84
1,806.358

($25,005.00)

08/25/2021 Purchase WASHINGTON MUTUAL INVESTORS CL A AWSHX $58.73
1,191.895

($70,005.00)

08/26/2021 Interest
RAYTHEON CO NOTE CPN 2.500% DUE 12/15/22 DTD
12/04/12 FC 06/15/13 CALL 09/15/22 @ 100.000 RAYTHEON
CO 755111BX8

—
—

$1,232.64

Account Activity continued on next page...

7 Bank Deposit and Money Market Sweep transactions reflect the net of all transfers of free cash balance to and from your sweep on the date referenced.
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Account Activity August 1 - August 31, 2021 (Since last statement) Continued

Date Transaction
Type Description/Security ID

Price($)

Quantity
Amount

08/26/2021 Redemption RAYTHEON CO NOTE CPN 2.500% DUE 12/15/22 DTD
12/04/12 FC 06/15/13 CALL 09/15/22 @ 100.000 755111BX8

—
(250,000)

$257,245.85

08/27/2021 Sweep
(Deposit)7 INSURED CASH ACCOUNT —

—
$8,448.49

08/31/2021 Interest INSURED CASH ACCOUNT 083121 322,031 —
—

$2.74

08/31/2021
Sweep
(Interest
Deposit)7

INSURED CASH ACCOUNT —
—

$2.74

08/31/2021 Sweep
(Withdrawal) 7 INSURED CASH ACCOUNT —

—
($12,746.07)

08/31/2021 ACH Funds INCOME DISTRIBUTION TRACE # 021000010001249 —
—

($12,746.07)

7 Bank Deposit and Money Market Sweep transactions reflect the net of all transfers of free cash balance to and from your sweep on the date referenced.
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Messages From LPL Financial

PAPERLESS STATEMENTS

Go paperless and view your monthly statements and trade confirmations online. Monthly statements are available online within three business days, and trade
confirmations are available the next business day after the trade is executed. To go paperless, click on the LPL Account View link accessible through your
financial professional or institution website. Paperless statements are convenient, secure, fast and environmentally friendly. Enjoy the many benefits of free
paperless statements and sign up today.

ESTIMATED ANNUAL INCOME (EAI) AND ESTIMATED YIELD (EY)

EAI is calculated by taking the indicated annualized dividend and multiplying by the number of shares owned. EY is calculated by taking the EAI and dividing by
the aggregate value of the shares owned. If no dividend information is available, no EAI or EY numbers will be generated. EAI and EY for certain types of
securities could include a return of principal or capital gains in which case the EAI and EY would be overstated. EAI and EY are estimates and the actual income
and yield might be lower or higher than the estimated amounts. Additionally the actual dividend or yield may vary depending on the security issuer's approval of
paying the dividends. EY reflects only the income generated by an investment. It does not reflect changes in its price, which may fluctuate.

NON-TRANSFERABLE SECURITIES THAT ARE WORTHLESS

As part of our continuing effort to provide exceptional service, please be advised that LPL Financial will remove any non-transferable securities that are worthless
from customer accounts. Your account may or may not be affected. Should you have any questions or concerns, please contact your financial professional.

SETTLEMENT FEE

LPL passes through certain regulatory fees incurred by LPL as a result of executing the transaction on your behalf. This includes fees charged under Section 31
of the Securities Exchange Act for sell transactions in equities and options.

POLICY FOR BENEFICIARY ACCOUNTS

Beneficiaries are required to open an account to receive any securities or cash from a deceased client's account. LPL generally will divide all securities and cash
proportionately among the designated beneficiaries based on the allocations indicated by the account holder. However, this policy and procedure address
specific situations, such as the treatment of securities remaining after the proportionate division of assets. You may visit lpl.com to learn more.

ICA INFORMATION

Your balances in the Insured Cash Account (ICA) Program are allocated to each depository institution on the Priority Bank List in increments of $246,500 for
individual and trust accounts and $493,000 for joint accounts. As always, you should review your cash positions with various depository institutions to
determine whether your cash is within the FDIC insurance coverage limits. For more information about FDIC insurance limits, please contact your financial
professional or go to www.fdic.gov

Please be advised that the Priority Bank List for the ICA Program may change from time to time. These changes include the order of priority in which banks are
listed as well as the addition and removal of banks. Please be sure to consult your financial professional or LPL.com periodically throughout the month for
recent updates and information regarding how these changes may impact your account.
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Resolution 

OF 

CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

REGARDING OFFICIAL ACTION 

WHEREAS, a quormn of the Board of Directors of the Central 

Oklahoma Master Conservancy District met in a regular meeting and 

considered approval of financial statements for the operating account for 

a previous n1onth. 

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that financial statements for 

operating account for August 2021 are approved. 

APPROVED by a majority of Board n1e1nbers present on this 7th day of 

October, 2021. 

1 



Item D.5.



2022 CALENDAR YEAR 
SCHEDULE OF REGULAR MEETINGS 

Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District 
Name of Board/Commission/Committee 

DATE  TIME  PHYSICAL LOCATION 

January 6, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

February 3, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

March 3, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

April 7, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

May 5, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

June 2, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

July 7, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

August 4, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

September 1, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

October 6, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

November 3, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 

December 1, 2022  6:30 PM  12500 Alameda Drive, Norman, OK 



Resolution 

OF 

CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

REGARDING OFFICIAL ACTION 

WHEREAS, a quorum of the Board of Directors of the Central 

Oklahoma Master Conservancy District met in a regular 1neeting and 

considered approval of the Districts' Schedule of Regular Meetings 

for calendar year 2022. 

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that Central Oklahoma Master 

Conservancy Districts' Schedule of Regular Meetings for calendar 

year 2022 are approved. 

APPROVED by a majority of Board members present on this 7th

day of October, 2021. 

1 



Item D.6































































































































































Resolution 

OF 

CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 

REGARDING OFFICIAL ACTION 

WHEREAS, a quorum of the Board of Directors of the Central 

Oklahoma Master Conservancy District met in a regular 1neeting and 

considered approval of the Annual Report for FY 20-21 to Cleveland 

County Court. 

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Annual Report for FY 

20-21 to Cleveland County Court is approved. 

APPROVED by a majority of Board members present on this 7th 

day of October, 2021. 

1 



Item D.7



Background 
 Matthews Trenching Co., Inc. (the District’s construction contractor), and its subcontractor Aegion, have 

submitted a request for reimbursement of costs associated with unforeseen delays during the Del City 
Pipeline project.  The amount requested is in excess of the original Matthews contract and the 
corresponding OWRB loan amount. 

 
Key Dates and Events 

 
Original Aegion Mobilization Date: October 19, 2020 
Original Aegion Completion Date: January 2, 2021 
Actual Aegion Completion Date: April 12, 2021 (due to delays detailed below) 
 
Difference between Original and Actual Completion Dates: 89 Days 
Actual Time Onsite/Working during those 89 Days: 28 Days according to Aegion submitted schedule 
 
First Project Delay/Demobilization for Ice Storm: October 2020 

Second Project Delay/Demobilization for Extreme Cold Event: February 2021 
Third Project Delay/Demobilization for Locating Transition and De-watering for I-240 pull: March 2021 

 
 

 
Original Contract    
OWRB Loan Amount $5,643,680.00   
Matthews Contract Amount ($5,643,680.00)   
Total Change Order Credit to Contract  $125,065.64    

    
Aegion additional charges ($226,596.72)   
Matthews additional associated costs ($33,989.51)   
  (includes mark-up and downtime for crew) 
     
Amount Remaining Over Loan Amount ($135,520.59)   

    
Percentage over Original Contract Amount 2.4%   

    

    
    

Breakdown of Additional Aegion Charges 
 
                            Item       Number             Unit Rate             Cost 
Additional Crew Mobilization              3 occurrences $28,000 $84,000.00 
Third Party Rental Equipment Charge     28 days                $632.74 $17,716.72 
Equipment Stand-by       28 days 

• Wireline unit 

• 50-ton winch 

• Picker truck 

• T500 fusion machine #1 18’ pipe 

• T500 fusion machine #2 18’ pipe 

• 824 fusion machine 21/24” pipe 



• 18’ roller box  

• Total for equipment stand-by                   $124,880.00 
 
Total Additional Charges for Aegion                   $226,596.72 
 
 
Breakdown of Additional Matthews Charges 
 
5% mark-up allowed by contract for subcontractors                   $11,329.84 
Associated downtime costs for crew                      $22,659.67 
 
Total Additional Charges for Matthews                     $33,989.51 
 
 
Total Additional Charges and Credit 
Grand total additional charges                    $260,586.23 
Total Change Order credit                  ($125,065.64) 
 
Total for Requested Additional Amount                   $135,520.59 
 



RESOLUTION 
OF 

CENTRAL OKLAHOMA MASTER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 
REGARDING DEL CITY PIPELINE MATTHEWS CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER 

 
 WHEREAS, the Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District (District) borrowed 

$5,643,680.00 from the Oklahoma Water Resources Board for the Del City Pipeline Project; and 

 WHEREAS, the District entered into a primary construction contract for the Del City 

Pipeline Project with Matthews Trenching Company, Inc., herein Matthews, for a total amount of 

$5,643,680.00; and 

 WHEREAS, Matthews subcontracted with Aegion Corporation (Aegion or subcontractor) 

to perform services for certain portions of the pipeline improvement project; and 

 WHEREAS, due to delays and necessary equipment demobilizations caused by the area-

wide ice storm in October 2020, the frigid temperature period in February 2021, and the March 

2021 location transition and dewatering for the Interstate 240 pipeline pull, Aegion incurred 

significant cost overruns relative to their subcontract amount with Matthews; and 

WHEREAS, the Project Engineer, Alan Swartz of Alan Plummer & Associates, reviewed 

all invoices and time statements from Matthews and Aegion relating to the cost overruns due to 

unforeseen delays and demobilizations and the contract with Matthews regarding contingencies; 

and 

WHEREAS, the Project Engineer negotiated reduced allowable total claims for unforeseen 

delays to $260,586.23, which includes $226,596.72 for the Aegion claim and $33,989.51 for mark-

up and additional related costs for Matthews; and 

WHEREAS, after crediting an unused original amount of $125,065.64 from the original 

contract with Matthews, an additional amount of $135,520.59 is requested by Matthews and 

recommended by the Project Engineer. 



WHEREAS, a quorum of the Board of Directors of the Central Oklahoma Master 

Conservancy District met in regular meeting, discussed and considered approval of the additional 

amount to the primary contract with Matthews Trenching Company, Inc., herein Matthews, 

relating to the Del City Pipeline Improvements Project. 

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the additional amount for the Matthews contract in the 

total amount of $135,520.59 is hereby approved. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that Matthews will pay to Aegion the total sum of 

$226,596.72 in full settlement of the claimed overrun costs of Aegion, and that Matthews will 

retain a total of $33,989.51 in full settlement for its mark-up and additional associated costs claim. 

APPROVED by a majority of Board members in regular meeting on this 7th day of 

October, 2021. 

 
      
Amanda Nairn, President 



Item E.8



LEGAL COUNSEL REPORT – September 2021 

October 7, 2021 

September 2 - Attended monthly board meeting 

September 13 – Review Legal Addendum draft prepared by Kelley Metcalf for inclusion in 
annual report 

September 27 – Review annual report to be filed with Cleveland County District Court and 
communication with Kelley Metcalf about need for board approval before filing 

September 28 – Review draft October agenda sent from Kelley Metcalf 

September 30 - Video conference call with Kyle Arthur and Alan Swartz about Matthews request 
for change order delay costs of Aegion and Matthews due to weather and related events for Del 
City pipeline project 



Item E.9



Manager’s Report – October 2021 

 
 Generator replacement project 

 Replaced breaker on automatic transfer switch 
 Power transferred correctly when line power lost, however did not switch all 

generators off when line power restored 
 As of publication, we have a schedule visit from ESO to investigate further 

Monday/Tuesday of the week of October 4 
 Generators can still be manually switched on/off 
 Good news:  while testing new breaker, all 8 pumps were able to run with the 

new generators 
 District Manager’s retreat 

o Montana the week of September 20th 
o Visit with Reclamation Regional Office staff in Billings 
o Also discussed policy issues to tackle for the upcoming year; specifically possible 

introduction of legislation 
 Mowing coming to an end for the season 

o In good shape 
 Dave Carpenter has been working on some upgrades to our SCADA/telemetry system 

o Battery back‐ups installed in several locations to help with issues related to power 
pumps or losses – results in communication errors when it happens 

o Reprogramming Del City SCADA; simplifying and updating 
o Working with Paul Cunningham with Worth Hydrochem, as needed 

 BOR grant application 
o Working with BOR on Applied Science grant application 
o Will be for the risk exposure work, specifically the paleohydrology analysis within the 

new yield model 
 Bureau of Reclamation zebra mussel vulnerability assessment  

 Lake Thunderbird does not have a zebra mussel population, to our knowledge 
 Many lakes in Oklahoma do 
 This was a voluntary inspection offered to help the District assess vulnerability 

of our infrastructure and assets should an infestation occur 
 External stakeholder engagement 

o Held zoom interview with a reporter from the OU Daily newspaper to discuss Norman 
water supply and the District (Chris Mattingly from Norman also participated) 

o Request to present to principal investigators and students working on the NSF/EPSCOR 
Sustainable Solutions for Oklahoma (S3OK) research project 

o Will be participating in a stakeholder interview to discuss the District with the OU 
Institute for Quality Communities  
 This institute is evaluating opportunities for enhancements at Lake Thunderbird; 

working in conjunction with the Norman Chamber and Visit Norman   



o Participated, along with Tim Carr, in the annual C.A.S.T. for Kids at Thunderbird 
o Will be meeting with Big Brothers/Big Sisters representative (Jeff Moody) to discuss 

opportunities to participate with that organization on October 5th  
 Schedule Plant Manager lunch meeting on October 12th 

o Jay Snapp (DC), Mark Roberts (MWC) and Geri Wellborn (Norman) 
 Meetings scheduled for October 5th and 6th with OARP members to discuss 

o ARPA stimulus funds and possible opportunities 
o Legislative strategy for upcoming session 

 Met with Neal Shock of Shermco to discuss future patronage 
o Had been with another company, now with Shermco 
o Will be refurbishing our old ATS breaker 

 Worked on finalizing job descriptions and drafted job opening announcement 
 Positive Pay participation and opening a money market account awaiting signatures on 

documents after this Board meeting 
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