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IMPACT FEE CERTIFICATION 

The Utah Impact Fee Act requires certifications for the Impact Fee Facilities Plan (IFFP) and the 
Impact Fee Analysis (IFA). Hansen, Allen & Luce provides these certifications with the 
understanding that the recommendations in the IFFP and IFA are followed by City Staff and 
elected officials. If all or a portion of the IFFP or IFA are modified or amended, or if assumptions 
presented in this analysis change substantially, this certification is no longer valid. All information 
provided to Hansen, Allen & Luce, Inc. is assumed to be correct, complete, and accurate. 
 
IFFP Certification  
Hansen, Allen & Luce, Inc. certifies that the IFFP prepared for the wastewater collection system:  

1. includes only the costs of public facilities that are: 
a. allowed under the Impact Fees Act; and 
b. actually incurred; or  
c. projected to be incurred or encumbered within six years after the day on 

which each impact fee is paid; 
2. does not include: 

a. costs of operation and maintenance of public facilities; 
b. costs for qualifying public facilities that will raise the level of service for the 

facilities, through impact fees, above the level of service that is supported 
by existing residents; 

c. an expense for overhead, unless the expense is calculated pursuant to a 
methodology that is consistent with generally accepted cost accounting 
practices and the methodological standards set forth by the federal Office 
of Management and Budget for federal grant reimbursement; and  

3. complies in each and every relevant respect with the Impact Fees Act.  
 
IFA Certification  
Hansen, Allen & Luce, Inc. certifies that the IFA prepared for the wastewater collection system: 

1. includes only the costs of public facilities that are: 
a. allowed under the Impact Fees Act; and 
b. actually incurred; or 
c. projected to be incurred or encumbered within six years after the day on 

which each impact fee is paid; 
2. does not include: 

a. costs of operation and maintenance of public facilities; 
b. costs for qualifying public facilities that will raise the level of service for the 

facilities, through impact fees, above the level of service that is supported 
by existing residents; 

c. an expense for overhead, unless the expense is calculated pursuant to a 
methodology that is consistent with generally accepted cost accounting 
practices and the methodological standards set forth by the federal Office 
of Management and Budget for federal grant reimbursement; 

d. costs with grants or other alternate sources of payment; and  
3. complies in each and every relevant respect with the Impact Fees Act.

 
HANSEN, ALLEN & LUCE, INC.
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IMPACT FEE SUMMARY

 
PURPOSE OF STUDY 

The impact fees for the South Salt Lake (City) wastewater collection system were last updated as 
a part of the City’s 2014 master planning project. Since that time, construction costs have risen 
substantially due to a number of factors, including material shortages, labor shortages, and supply 
chain constraints. Further, an updated plan to redevelop the Downtown Area has increased the 
densities. To fund projects required to service the incoming development, the City entered into an 
interlocal sewer system agreement with the Downtown East Streetcar Sewer Public Infrastructure 
District (PID). The agreement outlines how the PID will fund projects required to service new 
development, and how Impact Fees will be used to reimburse project costs. To account for rising 
construction costs and increased development densities, South Salt Lake City (City) 
commissioned an impact fee update. 
 
The purpose of the IFFP and IFA is to comply with the requirements of the Utah Impact Fees Act 
by identifying demands placed on the existing wastewater collection system by new development 
and identifying the means by which the City will meet these new demands. The South Salt Lake 
City Sanitary Sewer Master Plan has been updated in support of this analysis. There are several 
growth-related capital improvements anticipated to be needed in the next 10 years, so the 
calculated impact fee is based on anticipated capital facility projects as well as existing excess 
capacity and documented historic costs.   
 
The impact fee service area is one service area as identified in the City’s Sanitary Sewer Master 
Plan.  
 
LEVEL OF SERVICE 

ERU Loading and Treatment 

• The established level of service for average daily flow is 165 gpd per Equivalent 
Residential Unit (ERU). 

 

Infiltration and Inflow 

• The established acceptable infiltration for the wastewater collection system is 0.8 MGD. 
• The established acceptable inflow for the wastewater collection system is 2.0 MGD during 

a major storm event. 
 

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION 

The impact fee unit for sewer use is based on ERUs. An ERU is equal to the average hydraulic 
loading of one residential connection. The method of using ERUs for hydraulic analysis allows for 
allocation of existing and future demands for non-residential land uses. 
 
The existing system served about 5,702 ERUs at the beginning of 2024.  Projected growth adds 
1,097 equivalent residential connections in the next 10 years for a total of 6,799 connections or 
equivalent. 
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The costs calculated for the capacity required for growth in the next 10 years come from the 
proportional historical buy-in costs of excess capacity in existing facilities and new projects 
required entirely to provide capacity for new development. The cost of providing capacity to 
resolve existing deficiencies is not included in the impact fee. However, excess capacity can be 
built into projects intended to solve existing deficiencies, and this excess capacity can be included 
in the impact fee. Likewise, available capacity in existing facilities and capacity that is created 
through new projects is included in the impact fee. In addition to the proportionate share of costs 
of existing facilities, the impact fee is based on infrastructure that will be constructed within the 
next 10 years.  
 
To ensure the requirements of the 2022 Interlocal Sewer System Participant Agreement between 
the City and the PID are met, an impact fee has been calculated for PID and non-PID members. 
Components of the impact fee for non-PID members are presented in Table S-1 and components 
of the impact fee for PID members are presented in Table S-2. These costs represent an increase 
from the previous impact fee. 
 

Table S-1 
Proposed Impact Fee by Component (Non-PID Members) 

 

Component Per Typical Residential Connection 

Collection $10,629 

Treatment $1,063 

Planning $97 

Total $11,789 

                      

Table S-2 
Proposed Impact Fee by Component (PID Members) 

 

Component Per Typical Residential Connection 

Treatment $1,063 

Planning $97 

Total $1,160 
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The City of South Salt Lake 1-1 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION 
 
PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

To ensure availability of funds for growth-related infrastructure projects, an IFFP and IFA were 

commissioned by the City.  

 

This report identifies those items that the Utah Impact Fees Act specifically requires, including 

demands placed upon existing facilities by new development and the proposed means by which 

the municipality will meet those demands.  

 

The impact fees for the South Salt Lake wastewater collection system were last updated as a part 
of the City’s 2014 master planning project. Since that time, construction costs have risen 
substantially due to a number of factors, including material shortages, labor shortages, and supply 
chain constraints. Further, an updated plan to redevelop the Downtown Area has increased the 
densities. To fund projects required to service the incoming development, the City entered into an 
interlocal sewer system agreement with the Downtown East Streetcar Sewer Public Infrastructure 
District (PID). The agreement outlines how the PID will fund projects required to service new 
development, and how Impact Fees will be used to reimburse project costs. To account for rising 
construction costs and increased development densities, South Salt Lake City (City) 
commissioned an impact fee update. 
 

IMPACT FEE COLLECTION 

An impact fee is a one-time charge on new development to pay for the portion of a public facility 

that is required to support new development. Impact fees enable local governments to finance 

public facility improvements necessary for growth, without burdening existing customers with 

costs that are exclusively attributable to growth. 

 

In order to determine the appropriate impact fee, the cost of the facilities associated with future 

development must be proportionately distributed. As a guideline in determining the “proportionate 

share”, the fee must be found to be roughly proportionate and reasonably related to the impact 

caused by the new development. 

 
MASTER PLANNING 

A sanitary sewer master plan was prepared in conjunction with this analysis and is incorporated 

by reference. The master plan for the City’s wastewater collection system is more comprehensive 

than the IFFP and IFA. It provides the basis for the IFFP and IFA and identifies all capital facilities 

required of the wastewater collection system for the 20-year planning horizon, including 

maintenance, repair, replacement, and growth-related projects. The recommendations made 

within the master plan comply with current City policies and standard engineering practices. 

 

A hydraulic model of the wastewater collection system was prepared to aid in the analyses 

performed to complete the sanitary sewer master plan. The model was used to assess existing 
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The City of South Salt Lake 1-2 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

performance, to establish a proposed level of service, and to confirm the effectiveness of the 

proposed capital facility projects to maintain the proposed level of service over the next 10 years.  
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The City of South Salt Lake 2-1 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

CHAPTER 2 SYSTEM DEMAND AND CAPACITY 
 
GENERAL 

The purpose of this section is to identify the current level of service, characterize the existing 
system facilities, and determine the remaining capacity of these facilities.   
 

The City’s existing wastewater collection system is comprised of force mains and gravity sewers, 
including laterals, collectors, interceptors, and outfalls. Wastewater from the City’s is treated at 
Central Valley Water Reclamation Facility (CVWRF). Figure 2-1 in the Sanitary Sewer Master 
Plan illustrates the existing wastewater collection system. 

  
EXISTING EQUIVALENT RESIDENTIAL UNITS 

In order to compare the relative quantities of wastewater loading between different types of land 
use, it is helpful to use a common unit of measure. The unit of measure used in this analysis is 
the ERU. The use of ERUs is a typical approach to describe the hydraulic loading imposed upon 
the wastewater collection system. An ERU is equal to the average hydraulic loading of an average 
residential connection. Once the ERU is established, non-residential uses can be quantified in 
terms of fractions or multiples of an ERU. For this analysis all residential connections, including 
townhouses and apartments, were equated to one ERU. The existing system served about 5,702 
ERUs at the beginning of 2024.  

 

For drinking water, the City has selected a 1-inch diameter water meter as the connection size for 
a residential service. Non-residential developments are assigned ERUs based on their meter size. 
Given that wastewater collection is not metered and wastewater loading is a product of water 
passing through the drinking water meter, the wastewater impact fee is also based on drinking 
water meter size. The number of wastewater ERUs designated for each property is the same as 
the number of ERCs designated for the drinking water system according to the meter size.  
  
LEVEL OF SERVICE 

The City has established a level of service for the wastewater collection system. It establishes the 

sizing criteria for the City’s collection and treatment facilities. The level of service standards are 

shown below: 

 

Level of Service 

 

The level of service designated for the wastewater collection system has been established by the 

City to provide adequate wastewater collection and treatment capacity. 

 

ERU Loading and Treatment 

• The established level of service for average daily flow is 165 gpd per Equivalent 
Residential Unit (ERU). 
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The City of South Salt Lake 2-2 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

Infiltration and Inflow 

• The established acceptable infiltration for the wastewater collection system is 0.8 MGD. 
• The established acceptable inflow for the wastewater collection system is 2.0 MGD during 

a major storm event. 
 

Sewer Capacity 

Existing 

• Pipeline capacity (12-in and smaller) – Peak flow in the pipe must be less than 50 percent 

of the depth over diameter ratio. 

• Pipeline Capacity (larger than 12-in) – Peak flow in the pipe must be less than 75 percent 

of the depth over diameter ratio. 

 

METHODOLOGY USED TO DETERMINE EXISTING SYSTEM CAPACITY 

The method for determining the remaining capacity in the wastewater collection system was 
based on the defined level of service in terms of ERUs. Both collection (pipes and lift stations) 
and treatment components of the wastewater collection system were assessed a capacity in 
terms of ERUs. The difference between the capacity of a facility and the existing demand 
(expressed as ERUs) is the remaining capacity. For example, to calculate the remaining capacity 
for treatment in ERUs, the required treatment for existing users in ERUs is subtracted from the 
capacity of the treatment plant in ERUs. 
 
A hydraulic model was developed for the purpose of assessing system operation and capacity.  
For pipelines, the model was used to calculate a capacity in terms of ERUs. Each pipeline was 
sized to maintain an appropriate depth over pipe diameter (d/D) ratio under projected future 
conditions. Capacity, demand, and remaining capacity are presented in the following paragraphs 
for each component of the sewer system. 
 

COLLECTIONS 

The existing wastewater collection system consists of nearly 38 miles of pipeline and over 557 
manholes. The pipes range in size from 6-inch diameter to 30-inch diameter. The system also has 
force main piping ranging from 4-inch diameter to 16-inch diameter.  Lift stations are used to pump 
wastewater where gravity flow sewers are not capable of conveying flow to the treatment plant. 
 
The City currently operates three lift stations. The lift stations lift the sewage to gravity lines which 
ultimately lead to the CVWRF outfall. These lift stations must therefore meet the level of service 
of 165 gpd/ERU. Currently, Lift Station #1 is not sized to service the buildout capacity of the 
system.  
 
The existing system served about 5,702 ERUs at the beginning of 2024. Projected growth is 
anticipated to add 1,097 ERUs in the next 10 years for a total of 6,799 ERUs by 2034. The 
estimated ERU value in 2064 is 14,190. 
 
TREATMENT 

The City’s wastewater is treated by the CVWRF, a regional facility serving multiple member 
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The City of South Salt Lake 2-3 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

agencies. The City is given a capital contribution rate (expressed as a percentage of total capital 
contributions required) based on annual flow volumes from the City that are treated by the 
CVWRF. Flow capacity from CVWRF was used along with the City’s capital contribution rate to 
calculate the portion of the CVWRF capacity funded by the City. 

 
CAPITAL FACILITIES TO MEET SYSTEM DEFICIENCIES 

The existing wastewater collection system is generally adequate to convey existing wastewater 
to the wastewater treatment plant. However, there are areas with inadequate capacity. These are 
described in the Sanitary Sewer Master Plan Update (2024). These projects are not eligible for 
impact fee reimbursement and are not discussed further in this report. 
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-1 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

CHAPTER 3 IMPACT FEE FACILITY PLAN AND ANALYSIS 
 
 
This section relies on the data presented in the previous sections to calculate a proposed impact 
fee based on an appropriate buy-in cost of available existing excess capacity previously 
purchased by the City, and the cost of projects needed to support projected growth.    
 
The projected costs of the wastewater collection system projects are presented. Also included in 
this section are the possible revenue sources that the City may consider to fund the recommended 
projects.     
 
GROWTH PROJECTIONS 

The development of impact fees requires growth projections over the next ten years. Growth 
projections for the City were made by incorporating the growth rate presented in the Sanitary 
Sewer Master Plan.  Total growth projections for the City through 2034 are summarized in Table 
3-1. Figure 5-1 and Figure 5-2 in the Sanitary Sewer Master Plan outline the project 10-year 
growth areas.  
 

Table 3-1 
Growth Projections 

 

Year ERUs 

2024 5,702 

2025 5,811 

2026 5,921 

2027 6,031 

2028 6,141 

2029 6,251 

2030 6,361 

2031 6,471 

2032 6,581 

2033 6,690 

2034 6,799 

10-year Difference +1,097 

 
 
The existing system served about 5,702 ERUs at the beginning of 2024. Projected growth adds 
1,097 ERUs in the next 10 years for a total of 6,799 ERUs. 
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-2 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

COST OF EXISTING FACILITIES 

Future growth can be served either by excess capacity in existing facilities or by constructing new 
facilities. The proposed impact fee will be based on both existing capacity and the projected cost 
of future construction projects. Although existing capacity is available in the collections system, 
costs attributable to existing collections facilities were not available and are not included in this 
analysis. Existing capacity exists in the treatment facilities and the costs attributed have been 
included in this analysis.  
 
Treatment 

 

CVWRF currently manages the treatment facilities and all upgrades. The City is given a capital 
contribution rate (expressed as a percentage of total capital contributions required) based on 
annual flow volumes from the City that are treated by the CVWRF. The 2025 capital contribution 
rate, provided by CVWRF, for the City is shown in Table 3-2. 
 

Table 3-2 
South Salt Lake Capital Contribution Rate 

 

Year Percent 

2025 4.5184% 

 
Table 3-3 is a summary of the treatment capacity provided by CVWRF. This includes the existing 
average treatment rate and the future design capacity after treatment upgrades are completed.  
 

Table 3-3 
CVWRF Capacity 

 

Condition 

WRF 

Flow Rate 

(MGD) 

South Salt 

Lake Capital 

Contribution 

Rate1 

South 

Salt 

Lake 

Capacity 

(MGD)2 

Capacity 

(ERUs)3 

Current average daily treatment rate 50 4.5184% 2.26 8,844 

Current average daily treatment design capacity 75 4.5184% 3.39 15,690 

Design average daily capacity after upgrades 84 4.5184% 3.80 18,154 

1. See Table 3-2 

2. Computed as the WRF flow rate multiplied by the South Salt Lake capital contribution rate 

3. Computed as the South Salt Lake Capacity minus average infiltration (0.8 MGD), divided by 165 

gpd/ERU. 

 

Table 3-4 includes a summary of costs for existing treatment capacity and percent eligibility. 
Existing capacity in CVWRF was paid for by bonds. Historic records of these bonds have been 
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-3 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

included in Appendix B. 
 

Table 3-4 
Cost and Impact Fee Eligibility of Existing Treatment Facilities 

 

Project Total Cost1 
% Impact Fee 

Eligible2 

Bonds Series 2020A and Series 2020B $9,248,000 33% 

1. See Appendix B. 
2. Capacity remaining in existing treatment facilities was computed as the portion of the 

total existing design capacity (75 MGD) not currently consumed by existing users. 
See Table 3-3.  

 
COST OF FUTURE FACILITIES 

Table 3-5 includes a summary of costs for future collections capacity and percent eligibility. A 
portion of the future collection capacity is planned to be paid for by bonds secured by the PID. 
Historic records of these bonds have been included in Appendix B. 
 

Table 3-5 
Cost and Impact Fee Eligibility of Future Collection Facilities 

 

Project 
Available 

Project Funds 
Finance 
Charges 

Interest Carry 
Cost 

Total 
% Impact 

Fee Eligible 

Series 2022A Senior Bonds 
and Series 2022B 
Subordinate Bonds 

$19,702,216 $11,945,784 $56,623,728 $88,271,728 100% 

1. See Appendix B. 
 
The facilities and costs presented in Table 3-6 and shown in Figure 3-1 are proposed projects 
essential to maintain the current level of service while accommodating future growth within the 
next 10 years. The facility sizing for the proposed projects was based on the proposed level of 
service, growth projections and hydraulic model results. Detailed information for these projects 
and estimated costs are included in the City’s sanitary sewer master plan. 
 

Table 3-6 
Estimated Cost of Future Facilities and Impact Fee Eligible Cost 

 

Project Map ID Cost % To Growth 
Eligible 

Collection Cost 
Capacity 
Added 

Downtown Sewer 
Pumping Station 

10-1 $13,455,000  100% $13,455,000  8,488 ERUs 

West Temple Downtown 
Sewer Improvements 

10-2 $4,534,309 100% $4,534,309 8,488 ERUs 

300 East Sewer 
Improvements 

10-3 $2,860,349 100% $2,860,349 8,488 ERUs 
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-4 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

Project Map ID Cost % To Growth 
Eligible 

Collection Cost 
Capacity 
Added 

Shelley Ave Sewer 
Improvements 

10-4 $336,418 100% $336,418 8,488 ERUs 

Welby Ave Sewer 
Improvements 

10-5 $462,575 100% $462,575 8,488 ERUs 

Total - $21,648,651 - $21,648,651 - 

1. See Appendix C for cost estimates. 
2. See Figure 3-1 for future project information.  

 
Available project funds from the bonds secured by the PID are insufficient to cover the total 
estimated cost of the future projects. Table 3-7 displays the additional funds needed to cover the 
total costs of the projects. 
 

Table 3-7 
Estimated Cost of Future Facilities Not Covered by Bonds 

 

Estimated Cost of Future 
Projects1 

Available Project Funds2 Additional Funds Needed 

$21,648,651 $19,702,216 $1,946,435 

1. See Appendix C for cost estimates. 
2. See Table 3-5. 

 
Table 3-8 shows the total impact fee eligible cost. 
 

Table 3-8 
Impact Fee Eligible Cost 

 

Bonds1 Additional Funds Needed2 Total Impact Fee Eligible Cost 

$88,271,728 $1,946,435 $90,218,163 

1. See Table 3-5. 
2. See Table 3-7. 

 
IMPACT FEE UNIT CALCULATION 

Wastewater Impact Fee Unit 

It is recommended that the City continue to use the ERU method to calculate a wastewater impact 
fee unit. The number of ERUs is determined by the size of the water meter. One impact fee unit 
is equal to one ERU, which corresponds to a ¾” or 1” drinking water meter. Larger meters 
correspond to a higher ERU count.  
 
 
Impact Fee Calculation 
 
The wastewater impact fee per unit has been calculated based on the value of the excess capacity 
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-5 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

in the system and the cost of predicted future projects over the next 10 years.  
 
Collections 
 
The collections portion of the impact fee unit is calculated as shown in Table 3-9. Collection 
projects have been sized to accommodate the buildout capacity of the system. Therefore, the fee 
was calculated by dividing the impact fee-eligible cost of existing and planned 10-year projects 
by the capacity of the future system. 
 

Table 3-9 
Collections Facility Costs by Time Period 

 

Time Period 
Total ERUs 

Served 

ERUs Towards 
Total Growth 

Capacity 

Proportion of 
Capacity Remaining 

Proportionate Cost 

Existing 
 5,702 0 0% $0  

10-year  6,799 1,0971 12.92% $11,659,911 

Beyond 10-year 14,190 7,3912 87.08% $78,558,252 

Total - 8,488 100% $90,218,163 

1. Based on Master Plan growth projections. See Table 3-1. 
2. A remaining capacity of 7,391 ERUs was calculated as the projected ERU count in 2064 (14,190) minus 

ERUs existing at the beginning of year 2034. See Table 3-1. 

 
The collections impact fee was calculated as shown in Table 3-10. 
 

Table 3-10 
Collections Impact Fee Unit Calculation 

 

 Total 

Impact Fee-Eligible Cost1  $11,659,911 

ERUs Served2 1,097 

Collections impact (per ERU)3 $10,629 

1. See Table 3-9 
2. Based on Master Plan growth projections. See Table 3-1 and 3-9 
3. Calculated as impact fee-eligible costs divided by the number or ERUs served.  

 
Treatment 

 

Treatment facility upgrades are managed by CVWRF, which is undergoing several upgrades to 
be compliant with new regulations aimed at minimizing effluent nutrients. The process upgrades 
will apply to both existing and future users.  
 
CVWRF provided a summary of upgrades for nutrient removal. See Table 3-11.  
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Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

 
Table 3-11 

Future Nutrient Removal Projects 

 

Project  Cost 

Existing 
Demand  
(MGD)1 

Planned Future 
Demand at Buildout 

(MGD)1 

% to New 
Growth 

Cost to New 
Growth 

Sidestream Phosphorus  $9,892,563 50 84 40% $4,004,133 

Sidestream Nitrogen  $22,249,315 50 84 40% $9,005,675 

BNR Basins  $125,602,969 50 84 40% $50,839,297 

Blower Buildings  $51,796,150 50 84 40% $20,965,108 

Thickening & Straining  $45,983,020 50 84 40% $18,612,175 

Dewatering $56,300,000 50 84 40% $22,788,095 

Total $311,824,017 - - - $126,214,483 

1. See Table 3-3. 

 

Costs for these upgrades are shared amongst the member agencies according to their capital 
contribution rate. The additional capacity added to the City’s wastewater collection system with 
the treatment plant upgrades is summarized in Table 3-12. 
 

Table 3-12 
South Salt Lake Remaining Treatment Capacity (after Treatment Projects) 

 

 Value 

Capacity Remaining (MGD)1 1.54 MGD 

ERUs Remaining2 9,311 ERUs 

1. Calculated as the difference between the City’s future treatment capacity after 

CVWRF projects are complete (3.80 MGD; see Table 3-3) and South Salt 

Lake’s existing average daily capacity (2.26 MGD; see Table 3-3). 
2. ERUs were found by converting the City’s flow contribution in MGD to ERUs 

with the LOS of 165 gpd/ERU.  

 
The total cost of the future treatment projects associated with new growth is summarized in Table 
3-13. 
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Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

 
Table 3-13 

Future Treatment Facilities’ Costs to New Growth 
 

Cost 

$3,712,191 / MGD1 

$3.71 / gpd 

$613 / ERU2 

1. Calculated as the total cost to new growth (see Table 3-10) divided by the 

difference between the future capacity after upgrades and existing treatment 

flows (84 and 50 MGD; see Table 3-3). 
2. ERUs were found by converting MGD to ERUs with the LOS of 165 gpd/ERU.  

 
The treatment portion of the impact fee unit is calculated as shown in Table 3-14.  
 

Table 3-14 
Treatment Cost by Time Period 

 

Time Period 
ERUs 

Served 
Buy-In Cost Growth Cost Total Cost 

Existing 5,702 $6,165,333 $0 $6,165,333 

10-year 1,0971 $493,961 $671,925 $1,165,886 

Beyond 10-year 7,3912 $2,588,706 $5,030,950 $7,619,656 

Total 14,190 $9,248,000 $5,702,875 $14,950,875 

1. Based on Master Plan growth projections. See Table 3-1. 
2. A remaining capacity of 7,391 ERUs was calculated as the projected ERU count in 2064 (14,190) minus 

ERUs existing at the beginning of year 2034. See Table 3-1. 

 
The treatment impact fee was calculated as shown in Table 3-15. 
 

Table 3-15 
Treatment Impact Fee Unit Calculation 

 

 Total 

Impact Fee-Eligible Cost1  $1,165,886 

ERUs Served2 1,097 

Treatment impact (per ERU)3 $1,063 

1. See Table 3-14. 
2. Based on Master Plan growth projections. See Table 3-1 and 3-14. 
3. Calculated as impact fee-eligible costs divided by the number or ERUs served.  

 
Planning 

The planning portion of the impact fee was calculated as shown in Table 3-16. Portions of the 
City’s 2024 master plan study attributable to growth (approximately 60% of total expenditures) 
are impact fee eligible. 100% of costs associated with the IFFP and IFA are impact fee eligible. 
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-8 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

 
It is assumed that the City will update impact fee analysis at an interval of every 3 years and the 
master plan at an interval of every 5 years. ERCs served by the master plan are those estimated 
to develop within these time horizons. 
 

Table 3-16 
Planning Component of Impact Fee 

 

Planning 
Document 

Cost 
% of Plan 

Associated to 
Growth1 

Cost 
Associated to 

Growth 

ERUs 
Served2 

Cost per ERU 

2024 Sanitary 
Sewer Master 

Plan 

$39,500  60% $23,700  549 $43 

2024 IFFP 
and IFA 

$17,900  100% $17,900 329 $54 

Total $57,400 - $41,600  - $97 

1. Percentages to growth for the master plan was based on a review of the scope of the plan and 

associated fees for tasks associated with the existing system and future growth. The IFFP and IFA 

are 100% associated with growth. 

2. ERUs served was defined as the amount of ERUs expected to develop during the 5-year life of the 

master plan and the 3-year life of the IFFP and IFA, respectively. See Table 3-1. 

 
All costs are anticipated to be recovered within the 10-year planning window. 
 
Facility Cost by Time Period 

Costs attributed to growth over the next 10 years are included in the impact fee. Table 3-17 is a 
summary of the existing and future facility costs by time period. Existing costs are those costs 
attributed to capacity currently being used by existing connections. Costs attributed to the next 10 
years are costs for the new capacity for the assumed growth. These costs are included in the 
impact fee.  
 

Table 3-17 
Facility Cost by Time Period 

 

Component Existing Next 10 Years Beyond 10 Years Total 

Collection $0 $11,659,911 $78,558,252 $90,218,163 

Treatment $6,165,333 $1,165,886 $7,619,656 $14,950,875 

Planning1 $0 $106,409 $0 $106,409 

Total $6,165,333 $12,932,206 $86,177,908 $105,275,447 

1. Planning costs were calculated as the cost per ERU in Table 3-15 multiplied by the number of ERUs 
expected in the next 10 years (1,097 ERUs).  
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The City of South Salt Lake 3-9 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

Per the interlocal agreement between the City and the PID, the impact fee has been developed 
for PID and non-PID members. Table 3-18 is a summary of the cost included in the impact fee 
calculation by component for non-PID members. Table 3-19 summarizes the impact fee costs for 
PID members. The unit cost per ERU is shown, which was calculated by dividing the impact fee 
eligible cost for the respective components by the total ERUs served.  
 

Table 3-18 
Proposed Wastewater Impact Fee Per ERU (Non-PID Members) 

 

Component 
Impact Fee-Eligible 

Cost 
ERUs Served Cost per ERU 

Collection $11,659,911 1,097 $10,629 

Treatment $1,165,886 1,097 $1,063 

Planning $106,409 1,097 $97 

Total $11,789 

 
Table 3-19 

Proposed Wastewater Impact Fee Per ERU (PID Members) 
 

Component 
Impact Fee-Eligible 

Cost 
ERUs Served Cost per ERU 

Collection $0 0 $0 

Treatment $1,165,886 1,097 $1,063 

Planning $106,409 1,097 $97 

Total $1,160 

 
 
Total Impact Fee Calculation for Various Meter Sizes  

Table 3-20 shows the recommended impact fee by meter size for non-PID members. Users 
requiring larger meters will individually be assessed an ERU capacity based on projected water 
use. The total proposed impact fee for a typical single-family residential connection non-PID 
member requiring a 1-inch drinking water connection is $11,789. For larger meter sizes, the fee 
scales proportionately according to the ERU capacity of the meter. The ERU count for each meter 
size is calculated based on American Water Works Association (AWWA) rated capacity for each 
meter size. This represents an equitable distribution of potential to use the City’s sewer system. 
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Table 3-20 
Proposed Wastewater Impact Fee Based on Meter Size (Non-PID Members) 

 

Drinking Water Meter 
Size 

ERUs Impact Fee 

 1” 1.0 $11,789 

1 ½” 3.33 $39,258 

2” 5.33 $62,836 

 
Table 3-21 shows the recommended impact fee by meter size for PID members. The total 
proposed impact fee for a typical single-family residential connection inside the PID requiring a 1-
inch drinking water connection would have an impact fee of $1,160. 
 

Table 3-21 
Proposed Wastewater Impact Fee Based on Meter Size (PID Members) 

 

Drinking Water Meter 
Size 

ERUs Impact Fee 

 1” 1.0 $1,160 

1 ½” 3.33 $3,863 

2” 5.33 $6,183 

 
Properties that use multiple meters should pay one impact fee corresponding to the meter size 
that would have been necessary if the property had used only one meter. 
 
It must be noted that water use varies even among customers with meters of similar size. The 
values in Table 3-16 are representative fees; however, it is recommended that it be specified in 
development agreements that customers whose water use exceeds the ERU value associated 
with their meter size be charged additional impact fees to account for actual water use.  
 
Alternatively, the City may calculate an impact fee for non-residential connections based on 
projected indoor water use according to the following formulas. 
 
 ERUs = (indoor water use, gpd) / (165 gpd per ERU) 
 
 Impact fee = ERU * $11,789 
 
For example, if a customer will use 10 gpm of water indoors, the impact fee may be calculated as 
follows: 
 
 Indoor water use = 10 gal/min * 1,440 min/day = 14,400 gpd 
 
 ERUs = (14,400 gpd) / (165 gpd per ERU) = 87.3 ERUs 
 
 Impact fee = 87.3 ERUs * $11,789/ERU = $1,029,180 
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REVENUE OPTIONS 

Utah Code 11-36a-302(2) requires a local political subdivision to generally consider all revenue 

sources to finance the impacts on system improvements, including grants, bonds, interfund loans, 

impact fees, and anticipated or accepted dedications of system improvements. This impact fee 

facilities plan considers each of these options. An expanded discussion on options the City has 

to generate revenue is included in this section for reference. 

 

Revenue options for the recommended projects include general obligation bonds, revenue bonds, 

State/Federal grants and loans, user fees, and impact fees.  Although this analysis focuses on 

impact fees, the City may need to consider a combination of these funding options.  The following 

discussion describes each of these options. 

 
General Obligation Bonds through Property Taxes 

This form of debt enables the City to issue general obligation bonds for capital improvements and 

replacement.  General Obligation (G.O.) Bonds would be used for items not typically financed 

through the Water Revenue Bonds (for example, the purchase of water source to ensure a 

sufficient water supply for the City in the future). G.O. bonds are debt instruments backed by the 

full faith and credit of the City which would be secured by an unconditional pledge of the City to 

levy assessments, charges or ad valorem taxes necessary to retire the bonds. G.O. bonds are 

the lowest-cost form of debt financing available to local governments and can be combined with 

other revenue sources such as specific fees, or special assessment charges to form a dual 

security through the City’s revenue generating authority. These bonds are supported by the City 

as a whole, so the amount of debt issued for the water system is limited to a fixed percentage of 

the real market value for taxable property within the City. G.O. Bonds must be approved through 

a citizen vote. For growth-related projects this type of revenue places an unfair burden on existing 

residents as they had previously paid for their level of service.  

 
Revenue Bonds 

This form of debt financing is also available to the City for utility related capital improvements.  

Unlike G.O. bonds, revenue bonds are not backed by the City as a whole, but constitute a lien 

against the water service charge revenues of a Water Utility. Revenue bonds present a greater 

risk to the investor than do G.O. bonds, since repayment of debt depends on an adequate revenue 

stream, legally defensible rate structure, and sound fiscal management by the issuing jurisdiction.  

Due to this increased risk, revenue bonds generally require a higher interest rate than G.O. bonds. 

This type of debt also has very specific coverage requirements in the form of a reserve fund 

specifying an amount, usually expressed in terms of average or maximum debt service due in any 

future year. This debt service is required to be held as a cash reserve for annual debt service 

payment to the benefit of bondholders.  Typically, voter approval is not required when issuing 

revenue bonds.  For growth-related projects this type of revenue places an unfair burden on 

existing residents as they had previously paid for their level of service. 
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State/Federal Grants and Loans 

Historically, both local and county governments have experienced significant infrastructure 

funding support from state and federal government agencies in the form of block grants, direct 

grants in aid, interagency loans, and general revenue sharing. Federal expenditure pressures and 

virtual elimination of federal revenue sharing dollars are clear indicators that local government 

may be left to its own devices regarding infrastructure finance in general. However, state/federal 

grants and loans should be further investigated as a possible funding source for needed water 

system improvements. 

 

It is also important to assess likely trends regarding federal / state assistance in infrastructure 

financing. Future trends indicate that grants will be replaced by loans through a public works 

revolving fund. Local governments can expect to access these revolving funds or public works 

trust funds by demonstrating both the need for and the ability to repay the borrowed monies, with 

interest. As with the revenue bonds discussed earlier, the ability of infrastructure programs to 

wisely manage their own finances will be a key element in evaluating whether many secondary 

funding sources, such as federal/state loans, will be available to the City. 

 

Not charging impact fees, or significantly lowering them could be viewed negatively from the 

perspective of State/Federal funding agencies. Charging a proper impact fee signals to these 

agencies that the community is using all possible means to finance the projects required to provide 

vital services to their residents. 

 
User Fees 

Similar to property taxes on existing residents, user fees to pay for improvements related to new 

growth-related projects place an unfair burden on existing residents as they had previously paid 

for their level of service. 

 
Impact Fees 

As discussed in Chapter 1, an impact fee is a one-time charge to a new development for the 

purpose of raising funds for the construction of improvements required by the new growth and to 

maintain the current level of service. Impact fees in Utah are regulated by the Impact Fee Statute 

and substantial case law. Impact fees are a form of a development exaction that requires a fee to 

offset the burdens created by the development on existing municipal services. Funding the future 

improvements required by growth through impact fees does not place the burden on existing 

residents to provide funding of these new improvements. 

jbiesinger
Draft



 

 

The City of South Salt Lake R-1 Wastewater Impact Fee Facility 
Plan and Impact Fee Analysis 

REFERENCES 

 
State of Utah. 2014C. Utah Code Annotated, Section Utah Code 11-36a: Impact Fees Act 
 
Hansen, Allen & Luce. 2024. “Sanitary Sewer Master Plan Update.” 
 
 
 
 

jbiesinger
Draft



APPENDIX A

Master Plan Information

jbiesinger
Draft



!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! ! ! ! !

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

! !!

! !
!

!
!

!!

!!

! ! ! !

!

!

!

!

! ! ! ! ! ! !

!

! !

!

!

! ! !

!
!

!!! !!!!

!

!
!

!! !
! !

!

!

!

!

! !

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!! !

! ! !

! ! !

!! ! !!

! !
! !

!

!

!

!

! ! !

! ! !

! ! !

! ! !
!
!

! !

! !! ! !
!
!

! !!
!!

!!
!

!

!

! !

! ! !

! ! ! ! !

!

! !

!

!

!

! !

!!!!

!

!

!
!
!

!
! !!

!

! !!

!

!

! !

! !!! !

!

!

!

! !!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

!

!!!!!!

! ! !
!

!

!

!

!
!

!

!

!!

! ! ! !

!

! !

!

!

!

!

!

!

!!

!

!

! ! !! ! ! !!

!

!!

! !

!

!

!

!

!

!

!! !!!!!

!

!

!!!!!!

!

!! !!!!! !!!!!!!

!

!

!

! ! !

!

!

!

!

!

! !!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! ! !
!

! ! !

!

!

!
!

!

!

!

!
!

!

! !

!

!!

! ! !

! !
!

!

! ! !

! !

!

!

! !

!! !

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !
!

! ! ! ! !

!

!!!

! !

! ! !

!

!

!

!

! !

!

! ! !

!

!

!

!!

! ! !

!

! ! !

! !

!

! ! ! !

!

! ! !

! ! ! ! ! !!

!

! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! !

! ! !! ! !

!

!! ! !

!
!

!

!

!
! !

!

! !

!

!

!!!!!

!

! !!!! !! ! !
!
!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !!!!

!!

!

!!!!

! !

!!

!

!

!

!

! ! !
!

! ! !

!
! !

! !

!! ! ! !!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

! ! ! !

!

!

!

!

!!

!

! ! !

!

!

!

!!

!

! !

!

!

!! !

! !
! ! !

! ! !
!

! ! ! !

!!

!

!! !

!

!

!
!

!

! ! !

!! !

!

!!

!

!

!

!!

!

!

! !

!!

!!

!

! !

!

!

!

!

!!

!

! !

! !!

!

!

!

!

!

!!

! !

!
! !

!
! ! !!!

!

!

!

! !! !!!!

!

!!!

!!
!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!=

!=

!=

I-15

I-80

2100 South

2700 South

Central Valley Water
Reclamation Facility

900 West

500 East

Lift Station 
1

Lift Station 
2

Lift Station 
3

SOUTH SALT LAKE CITY
SANITARY SEWER MASTER PLAN UPDATE EXISTING SYSTEM

FIGURE
2-1

Legend
!= Lift Station
! Manholes

Sewer Pipes
DIAMETER

6" Pipe
8" Pipe
10" Pipe
12" Pipe
14" Pipe
15" Pipe
18" Pipe
21" Pipe
24" Pipe
28" Pipe
30" Pipe
SSLC Boundaries

0 1,500 3,000750 Feet
¦

Do
cu

me
nt 

Pa
th:

 H
:\P

roj
ec

ts\
12

6 -
 So

uth
 Sa

lt L
ak

e C
ity

\63
.10

0 -
 Sa

nit
ary

 Se
we

r M
as

ter
 Pl

an
 U

pd
ate

\G
IS\

Fig
ure

 2-
1 E

xis
tin

g S
ys

tem
.m

xd
Da

te:
 10

/21
/20

24

State Street

jbiesinger
Draft



APPENDIX B

Bond Information

jbiesinger
Draft



���������� ����	
���
���
����	������

���������������������������� ���!�"#$#!� ��%�$�&�'����������(�'���)�!�&�%����*�'���+��,-�,�%�,''&���+�)�����&�%�)�����,�)��-����)���,�����.&�������'��������������,��/�0��&��$�%�����1234!�,'�,���%�%!�
����������'��������� ��%'��'��*)�&%,5��������+��''���)����������%��,����)�����,*��&���'�'!�,�%��'�����,�����������,*���������)�������&���'�'����������%��,��,�����,��0�������&���,*#�� ��%�$�&�'����'�,�'���������
����������,������������'��������� ��%'��'��*����������6�,������7�,����%�0�%&,����)�����,*�'#�� ��%�$�&�'�������'���,�������,*�8�,�'�5�+�����+�,�����(�)��5���91!�:;::!�������'��������� ��%'��,8�5����)�&%�%����
<=>?@AB=CDE<EFG<HC@A<ABIBEACGEFJIBCJKC<LLHGF<MHBCFJNLJN<AGJE@CKJNCL?NLJ@B@CJKC=BABNIGEGEOCAPBC<LLHGF<MGHGAQC<E=C<IJ?EACJKCAPBCKB=BN<HCFJNLJN<ABC<HABNE<AGRBCIGEGI?ICA<STCCUBBCVWXYCZXWW[\U]CGECAPG@ĈGIGAB=C
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ÈÀÌµÄ½Êç·́µ¶·¾Â½·Ä́¾ºÄ¿́Ë¾ºÀµ·À¿·Ë½Á¾́ºµ·À¾Â½Á·ËÀµ¶º¾ºÀµÄÅ··9ºÊÑÀÁ½·D·Ã½ÊÊç·̧ÅÈÅç·ấÊ¾·ǻÏ½·Èº¾¹ç·7¾́Âç·ẤÄ·́ÊÄÀ·́Ë¾½¶·́Ä·ÆºÄËÊÀÄÌÁ½·ÈÀÌµÄ½Ê·¾À·¾Â½·ÆºÄ¾ÁºË¾Å··È½Á¾́ºµ·Ê½»́Ê·Ñ́¾¾½ÁÄ·ÉºÊÊ·Î½·Í́ÄÄ½¶·ÌÍÀµ·Î¹·âµÀÉ·<½µÄ½µ·
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jbiesinger
Draft



���

���������	�
���������
�		������	�������������������������������	�������
������������		������������
������� !"#"$%&'"()*+%)*,--./"0�1�

����2��������������3����3��4�2������
�		��������5��
����������������2����������
��3����
���
�����6�����2������3������
�		�����������3����
��������6�����2����������	���������3�������
����
���23��7�
���������7������������������3����
�����������������3������7���2�����2�����	��������3����
��������6�����2�
�	��������3�8�2������	���6�������������3�9::�;�2�7���2�����2���������22���������������������������	����
������<����������=:==�����3��������������
��������6�����27��������2������������������������
���������
�3��
����3�>��������
�=:==�����2����������
��3����
��������6�����2��2��������������������������3��
����3�
>��������
�=:=?������������	��������@�6������=:=9���3��A�6�������4����������>����2��3��4�2���������
����	�����3����
��������6�����2����4��������9B7�=:=C���������D;�4������� A�6�������4��������
���3���E�����2�����F���������2�1�

�����������7��3��4�2�����������3�������3�6����������������3������������	���	��������������2���
���3�
�3������2��������������2����
3��3�
����������������
���2�������6�	����27�
3�2�����������
�2��������	�����
����3��������	����������2��
��3��4�2������G��������������2�����
��3����3��4�6�	������H����������������22��������
�2���
��3����
��������6�����2���������D;�4������� I������	����������2��
��3��4�2����� JK)L*
M()"/$%NO$*,P/""'"()�1��
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./.B CC D�����EBBF/EG CC CC D����EBBF/EG

./.H CC IF�BBFGEE CC CC IF�BBFGEE

./.G CC IF�BBFGE� CC CC IF�BBFGE�

./.J CC IF�BBFGEE CC CC IF�BBFGEE

./.� CC IF�BBFGE� CC CC IF�BBFGE�

./.E CC IF�BBFGEE CC CC IF�BBFGEE

./.� CC IF�BBFGE� CC CC IF�BBFGE�

./B/ D������IHGF/// IF�BBFGEE CC CC IFE�EFGEE

./BI I�/F/// IF�.GF.G/ CC CC IF�IGF.G/

./B. .H/F/// IF�IHFB.G CC CC IF�GHFB.G

./BB .�GF/// IF�//FG.G CC CC IF��GFG.G

./BH BG/F/// IFJEBFGJ. CC CC .F/BBFGJ.

./BG HIGF/// IFJJBFHBE CC D�����B..FG.. .FH//F�J/

./BJ HE/F/// IFJB�FG�G CC JB�FI/E .F�GJFJEB

./B� GG/F/// IFJIIF��G CC JH�F�E. .FEIIF�G�

./BE J.GF/// IFGE/FBG/ CC JJ.F�EJ .FEJEFBBJ

./B� �/GF/// IFGHHFHI. CC J�JFHB/ .F�.GFEH.

./H/ ��/F/// IFG/BFE�G CC J�/FJ.G .F�EHFG//

./HI EE/F/// IFHGEFHG/ CC �/GFEE/ BF/HHFBB/

./H. �E/F/// IFH/�FEG/ CC �I�FG/J BFI/GFBGJ

./HB IF/E/F/// IFBGIFG// CC �BJFI/B BFIJ�FJ/B

./HH IFI�GF/// IF.EJF�// CC �H�FB�G BF.BIF/�G

./HG IFB./F/// IF.IGF/// CC �J/FEG� BF.�GFEG�

./HJ IFHHGF/// IFIBGFE// CC �EIFIIH BFBJIF�IH

./H� IFGEGF/// IF/H�FI// CC ��GFI�B BFH.�F.�B

./HE IF�BGF/// �GHF/// CC E/�F/IE BFH�EF/IE

./H� IFE�/F/// EH�F�// CC E.EF.I� BFGJEFII�

./G/ .F/J/F/// �BJFG// CC EHBFI.I BFJB�FJ.I

./GI .F.H/F/// JI.F�// CC EG�FJGH BF�I.FGGH

./G. .FHB/F/// H�EFG// CC E�EFHHG BF�EJF�HG

./GB GFGHGF/// BB.F�// .FH�EF/// IFBIGFIEG �FJ�/FEEG
K��%" D.�FI�/F/// DH.F./HFBEG D.FH�EF/// DIHFHI�FBHB DEEF.�IF�.E

LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL�
I�0((,-�(�!���2� �!%"���'�-2� �!(�2� ������-%�,� �34��M $,��(��%)��&��!���,!'�'4�
.�N� !* 2%"�%!'� !����(���!�������� �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(�%���2%3%&"��(�"�"3����-�%!'���������O��!������,&��' !%���N"�'$�'�P�)�!,�4��
K�����%���!��(*��',"�'�2� !* 2%"�2%3-�!�(��!�������� �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(�,!� "�� !%"�-%�,� �34��K���%-�,!�(�(������������� !����"�*��
����2��Q�*��'�2%3-�!�(��!�������� �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(�%(�(��������� !�����M !%!* %"�M���*%(�F�&%(�'�,2�!�����%((,-2� �!(�-����
2%�� *,"%�"3�(�������������� !4��R��%((,�%!*�� (�$ )�!���%������"�)�"�����,&��' !%���N"�'$�'�P�)�!,��2��Q�*��'� !�����M !%!* %"�M���*%(��# ""�&��
%*� �)�'F������%��2%3-�!���������2� !* 2%"������� !����(���!�������� �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(�# ""�&��2% '�%(�(��������� !��� (��%&"�4��M% ",���
���2%3�����%-�,!�(�(���������%&�)��# �����(2�*������������ �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(�# ""�!���*�!(� �,���%!��)�!�����'��%,"��,!'�������
�,&��' !%���S!'�!�,��4������TPS�U�M0VKWP�XP (Y(�S!����!�� !�M !%!* %"�M���*%(��%!'�Z%�Y�����,'3F[�TK\]��]PS]��./..1�
�̂ 1WP_SR0K]�1WR_�XTV%(��M"�#[�R%�,��������� �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(F[�TX��*,� �3������������ �(�./..1��,&��' !%���1�!'(F[�
%!'�����M !%!* %"�M���*%(��%��%*��'�%(�0NN]R_S̀�0�������4�
��,�*�a�K���̂!'��#� ����%!'�����M !%!* %"�M���*%(�

jbiesinger
Draft



 

Closing Memorandum 2020B (5).docx 
8709198/ETH 

CLOSING MEMORANDUM 

CITY OF SOUTH SALT LAKE 

$6,835,000 
TAXABLE SEWER REVENUE BONDS, 

SERIES 2020B 

CLOSING DATE:  February 28, 2020 

The documents specified will be delivered as a condition precedent to the issuance and 
purchase of the $6,835,000 Taxable Sewer Revenue Bonds, Series 2020B (the “Bonds”) of the 
City of South Salt Lake (the “Issuer”).  The Bonds will be sold to the State of Utah, Department 
of Environmental Quality, Water Quality Board (the “Purchaser”). 
 
DOCUMENT NUMBER 

A.  BASIC DOCUMENTS 

Certified copy of Resolution No. 10, adopted September 18, 2019 (the “Bond 
Resolution”), authorizing the issuance of the Bonds ...........................................................  

 
A-1 

Escrow Agreement among the Issuer, the Purchaser, and the Utah State Treasurer, as 
escrow agent (the “Escrow Agent”), relating to the deposit of Bond proceeds ...................  

 
A-2 

B.  DOCUMENTS FURNISHED BY THE ISSUER 

Publisher’s affidavit, with newspaper clippings attached, evidencing the publication of the 
Notice of Bonds to Be Issued ................................................................................................  

 
B-1 

Minutes of the public hearing held on September 18, 2019, including publisher’s affidavit 
with newspaper clipping attached, evidencing (i) publication and (ii) distribution to 
residents of the Issuer, of Notice of the Public Hearing ........................................................  

 
 

B-2 

Publisher’s affidavit, with newspaper clippings attached, evidencing the publication of the 
Notice of Public Hearing .......................................................................................................  

 
B-3 

General Certificate and Request of the Issuer .......................................................................  B-4 

Specimen Bond .....................................................................................................................  B-5 
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JUNE 1 

2025 
2026 
2027 
2028 
2029 
2030 
2031 
2032 
2033 
2034 

JUNE 1 

2025 
2026 
2027 
2028 
2029 
2030 
2031 
2032 
2033 
2034 

SERIES 2020A 

PRINCIPAL 
MATURING JUNE 1 

$120,000 2035 
120,000 2036 
120,000 2037 
120,000 2038 
120,000 2039 
120,000 2040 
120,000 2041 
121,000 2042 
121,000 2043 
121,000 2044 

SERIES 2020B 

PRINCIPAL 
MATURING JUNE 1 

$341,000 2035 
341,000 2036 
341,000 2037 
341,000 2038 
341,000 2039 
342,000 2040 
342,000 2041 
342,000 2042 
342,000 2043 
342,000 2044 

PRINCIPAL 
MATURING 

$121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 
121,000 

PRINCIPAL 
MATURING 

$342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 
342,000 

(2) The Series 2020 Project (as defined in the Notice of Public Hearing to which this 
Addendum A is attached) is expected to have the following impacts on the Issuer's sewer system 
(the "System") and System users: 

The project is to upgrade and improve the system at the Central Valley Water Reclamation 
Facility in order to meet new water treatment rules, regulations, and permit requirements. Also, 
aging infrastructure at the treatment facility will be replaced and upgraded. 

(3) User charge rates and connection fees are estimated to be as follows: 

South Salt Lake's sewer utility user's fee in fiscal year 2019 was $7 .00/ 1,000 gallons of 
discharged water. South Salt Lake estimates the sewer utility fee will increase by approximately 
$1.30/1,000 gallons of discharged water in order to meet the debt payment obligations. 

-18­ 

jbiesinger
Draft



EXHIBIT A 

FORM OF STATE AGENCY BONDS 

CITY OF SOUTH SALT LAKE, UTAH 
TAXABLE SEWER REVENUE BOND 

SERIES 2020[A ][B] 

$[2,413,0001[6,835,000] 

The City of South Salt Lake, Utah (the "Issuer"), a political subdivision and body politic 
of the State of Utah, acknowledges itself indebted and for value received hereby promises to pay, 
but solely in the manner and from the revenues and sources hereinafter provided, to the registered 
owner hereof or registered assigns, the principal amount of $[2,413,000][6,835,000]. Principal 
shall be payable in registered installments on June 1 of each of the years as set forth in the 
following repayment schedule: 

PRINCIPAL PRINCIPAL 
[JUNE 1 MATURING JUNE 1 MATURING 

2025 $120,000 2035 $121,000 
2026 120,000 2036 121,000 
2027 120,000 2037 121,000 
2028 120,000 2038 121,000 
2029 120,000 2039 121,000 
2030 120,000 2040 121,000 
2031 120,000 2041 121,000 
2032 121,000 2042 121,000 
2033 121,000 2043 121,000 
2034 121,000 2044 121,000] 

A-1 
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PRINCIPAL PRINCIPAL 
[JUNE 1 MATURING JUNE 1 MATURING 

2025 $341,000 2035 $342,000 
2026 341,000 2036 342,000 
2027 341,000 2037 342,000 
2028 341,000 2038 342,000 
2029 341,000 2039 342,000 
2030 342,000 2040 342,000 
2031 342,000 2041 342,000 
2032 342,000 2042 342,000 
2033 342,000 2043 342,000 
2034 342,000 2044 342,000] 

Except as provided in the next succeeding paragraph, principal payments, whether at 
maturity or by redemption, shall be payable upon surrender of this bond (the "Bond" or "Series 
2020[AJ[BJ Bond") at the offices of the Paying Agent, or of any successor Paying Agent. 
Payments of interest on delinquent payments shall be made to the Registered Owner thereof and 
shall be paid by check or draft mailed to the Registered Owner thereof at his address as it appears 
on the registration books of the Issuer maintained by the Registrar, or at such other address as is 
furnished to the Registrar in writing by such Registered Owner. 

As long as the State of Utah, Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Water 
Quality, Water Quality Board (the "State Agency") is the registered holder of this Bond, 
installment payments shall be made by check or draft mailed to the State Agency as the registered 
holder at the address shown on the registration books maintained by the Registrar. 

If any installment payment of Bond principal is not paid when due and payable, the Issuer 
shall pay interest on the delinquent installment at the rate of 18% per annum from said due date 
until paid. All payments shall be made in any coin or currency which on the date of payment is. 
legal tender for the payment of debts due the United States of America. All payments shall be 
applied first to interest, if any, and then to principal. 

THE ISSUER IS OBLIGATED TO PAY THE PRINCIPAL AND REDEMPTION PRICE OF THIS BOND 
SOLELY FROM THE REVENUES (THE "REVENUES") OF THE SYSTEM (AS DEFINED IN THE HEREINAFTER 
DEFINED BOND RESOLUTION) AND OTHER FUNDS OF THE ISSUER PLEDGED THEREFOR UNDER THE 
BOND RESOLUTION, SUBJECT TO PAYMENT OF THE PRIOR BONDS AND THE TERMS OF THE BOND 
RESOLUTION. THIS BOND IS NOT A DEBT OF THE ISSUER WITHIN THE MEANING OF ANY 
CONSTITUTIONAL OR STATUTORY LIMITATION ON INDEBTEDNESS. PURSUANT TO THE BOND 
RESOLUTION, SUFFICIENT REVENUES HA VE BEEN PLEDGED AND WILL BE SET ASIDE INTO SPECIAL 
FUNDS BY THE ISSUER TO PROVIDE FOR THE PROMPT PAYMENT OF THE PRINCIPAL OF AND INTEREST, 
IF ANY, ON THIS BOND. 

A-2 
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APPENDIX C

Future Cost Estimates
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Item Unit Unit Price Quantity Total Price

Downtown Sewer Pumping Station

(Based on Condie Construction bid on June 5, 2024)

Construct new pump station LS 13,455,000$ 1 13,455,000$        

Total 13,455,000$        

Total to Downtown Sewer Pumping Station 13,455,000$        

West Temple Downtown Sewer Improvements

(Based on Condie Construction bid on June 5, 2024)

Install 30" gravity line LS 4,534,309$   1 4,534,309$          

Total 4,534,309$          

Total to West Temple Downtown Sewer Improvements 4,534,309$          

300 East Sewer Improvements

(Based on actual construction cost)

Install 12" gravity line LS 2,860,349$   1 2,860,349$          

Total 2,860,349$          

Total to 300 East Sewer Improvements 2,860,349$          

Shelley Ave Sewer Improvements

Install 10" gravity line LF 421$             800 336,418$             

Total 336,418$             

Total to Shelley Ave Sewer Improvements 336,418$             

Welby Ave Sewer Improvements

Install 10" gravity line LF 421$             1100 462,575$             

Total 462,575$             

Total to Welby Ave Sewer Improvements 462,575$             

Total Costs 21,648,651$   

10-3.

10-4.

10-5.

10-2.

City of South Salt Lake Capital Facility Plan
Wastewater 10-Year and Buildout Recommended Improvements

Preliminary Engineers Cost Estimates

10-1.

12/18/2024
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