
IOAN FUNDS

FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS

4th qtr tY 2016 1st Qtr FY 2017 2nd Qtr FY 2017 3rd Qtr tY 2017 4th Qtr FY 2017 1st Qtr FY 2018
2016

2,049,347

STATE REVOLVING FUND

SRF - 1st Round (LOC) 2014 Cap Grant

Less: 2014 Principal ForgivenessAmount
SRF - 1st Round (LOC) 2015 Cap Grant
SRF - 1st Round (LOC) 2016 Cap Grãnt
State Match

SRF - 2nd Round

lnterest Earnings at 0,6%

Loan Repayments

Proiect ObliSat¡ons

Eurêka c¡ty
Francis c¡ty
Logan City

None at this time
Antlclpat€d Projects

Ammonia Prcjects

Phosphorus Projects

Bear Lake SSD

Kamas C¡ty

lvlorgan City

Payson City

Provo City

Salem City

Spanish Fork

Town ofTrop¡c
Total Obligâtlons

SRF unobl¡ßated Funds

UTAH WASTEWATER LOAN IUND

113,525,823

4th Qtr FY 2016 1st Qtr FY 2017
2076

2nd Qtr tY 2018
Oct - Dec 2017

3rd Qtr FY 2018
lån - MãÌ 2018

3rd Qtr FY 2018
lan - Mar 2018

4th Qtr FY 2018 1st Qtr FY 2019
June 2018

4th Qtr FY 2018 1st Qtr FY 2019
June 2018 J 2018

2018

(9,169,031) (7,tt0,84r1 (5,71s,328)

(13,647,000)

123,377,s01l

l37,O24,SOOÌ

2nd Qt.FY2019 3rdQtrFY2019
Oct-Dec 2018 Jan-Már 2019

2nd Qtr FY 2019 3rd Qtr FY 2019
Oct-Dec 2018 lan-Mar 2019

6,924,OOO

6,611,000

2,467,354

91,965,561

137,944

2nd Qtr FY 2017
Oct - Dec 2016

3rd Qtr FY 2017 4th Qtr FY 2017 1st Qtr FY 2018 2nd Qtr FY 2018

UWIF

Sales Tax Revenue

Loan Repayments

General Obligatlons
State Match Transfer

DWQ Administrative Expenses

Proiect Obligat¡ons

HelperCity
Murray City

Eâgle Mountain City - White H¡lls

Planned Prc¡ects
*Duchesne City
*Moab City

Well¡ngton City

iune 2016

5 L7,749,s74

fatalFundsAEllabl! 18¡8q887

12,867

11,7s7

) t2,5O7,204 s 13,578,554
896,875 896,875

15,189,509

(339,s2s) (339,s25)

(339,525) (339,s2s1

rL2,487,423
140,610

1 gq1 601

!05,449,O34

131,811
1 6)) 40)

95,203,244

tLg,O04
¿ 645 456

70,108,108

a7,635
a 72^ ))1 3.417 .O43

(!2,9a6,073)63,923,964

79,905

1.974.509

55,974374
69,973

1.195.332

47,243,643

59,055

4.7|L.749
114,580,034 tO7,2Og,24A 100,008,108 7a,923,964

(9,131,000) (10,000,000) (10,000,000) (19000,000)

(9,131,000' (12,000,000) (29,900,000) {f0,000,000)
4 los ¿¿g oî¿ q gE ?o? ,¿c q 70 1oa 1oR ( 6? q?3 q64

(2,000,000)

(6,900,000)

(13,000,000)

65,978,378 57,24t,68J 52,013,927 (9,169,031)

(10,000,000) (10,000,000) (10,000,000)

(10,000,000) (10,000,000)

S ss,978,328 S 47,243.683 S 19.169.0311

(30,000,000)

(8,000,000)

(8,000,000)

(8,000,000)

{1,000,000)
(65,000,000)

112-986.073t s

13,013,008 s
896,875

469,333

13,889,216 s
896,875

426,OOO

4,217,566
896,875

736.080

5,s10,996

896,875

1.455.404

s 6,023,750 5
896,875

506.433

7,087,533

896,875
507.000

8,151,883 s
896,875
704.080

9,4t3,313
496,875

1.504.657

!1.,47s32r
896,875
474 S?3

s

5,450,527 7,464,275

(339,52s) (339,s2s) (339,s2s)

(490,000)

(490,000)

t4,319,216 
',5,272,æt

S 13.889.216 S

(1,s00,000)

(1,839,525)

6.O23.750

(2s0,000)

(10,40s,000)

(10,994,525) (339,52s)

4.2L7.566 s s.s10.996 3

9,752,838 11,814,846 L2,8/'6,729

(339,s2s) (339,s2s) (339,52s) (339,s2s)

S 7.087.533 S a lsl aa3 S 9 ¿1t 11î \ il aTsa)1 < 1) soi )oL

7,427,0sA 8,491,¡108

(339,s2s)

(339,525) (339,s2s) (339,525) (339,525) (339,s25)Total Obllgatlo¡t

,Prcjects belng pr€s€nted totheWQB
Date Pilntedr 4/18/2016
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HARDSHIP GRANT FUNDS

FINANCIAT PROJECT¡ONS

3rd Qtr FY 2017

Jan - Mar 2017

4th Qtr FY 2017 1st Qtr FY 2018

June 2O!7 2077

2nd QtrFY2018 3rdQtrFY2018
Oct - Dec 2017 Jen - Mer 2018HARDSHIP GRANT FUNDS

Avallable
Beginn¡ng Balance

Federal HGF Beginning Balance

State HGF Beginning Balance

2014 Principal Forgiveness Amount
lnterest Earnings at 0.6%

UWLF lnterest Earnings at 0,6%

Hardship Grant Assessments

lnterest Payments

Advance Repayments

Proiect Obllgatlons
Dwq-Central Utah Pulic Health Dept - Plann¡ng crant
Eagle Mountain City - White H¡lls - Construction G¡ånt
Emigration Sewer lmp Dist - Planning Grant
Eureka City - Construction Grant

Francls City - Construction Grant
Tooele County - Planning Grañt
Welllngton City - Planning Advance

Planned Pfoiects
*Blg Plains - Planning Grant
*Duchesne C¡ty - Construction Grant
Kamas City - Planning Advance
*Stonegate - Construction Grant

Non-Po¡nt Source proiect Obllgatlons
(FY11) Gunnison lrrigation Company
(FY11) DEQ - Willard spur Study
(FY12) Utah Department of Agr¡culture
(FY13) DEQ - G¡eat Salt Lake Adv¡sory Council
(FY14) UACD

(FY15) DEQ - Ammonia Crlteria Study
(FY15) DEQ - Nltrogen Transformat¡on Study
(FY15) DEQ - San luan Riv€r Mon¡tor¡ng

FY 2012 - Remalning Payments

FY 2013 - Remaining Payments

FY 2014 - Remaining Payments

FY 2015 - Remaining Payments

FY 2016 Allocation
FY 2017 Allocatlon
FY 2018 Allocation
FY 2019 Allocation

None at thistime

HGF Unobllgated Funds

Totål obllSåtloß

4th qtr FY 2016 1stQtrFY2017 2ndQtrFY2017
2076

5,629,539

800,290

600,934

9,645

26,625

930,197

777,396

I,174þ26

(s0,000)

(60 ooo)

(9s,000)

(32,000)

(38,000)

(227,000l.

(48,s87)

(t73,326J.

(777,3s71

s

4th Qtr FY 2018 1stqtrFY2019 2ndqtrFY2019 3rdQtrFY2019
2079

s 1,911,s66 s 7,328,384 s 7,444,247

2,389

L4,344

356,ÐA
43,906

z,*9,3u

(1,000,000)

(t"000,0001

1,660

15,634

98,569

1,805

16,973

158,498

22,694

s 4344,ss4 5 2,s96,787 5 742,173 S 19O,S2O

108,319

5,431

76,266

402,201,

s133s

178
s,272_

43,2s7

239

6,889

860,865

203,074

3,245
77,362

s 1,261,88s 5 tZg,ttZ 5 842,38L S r"067,101

L,577

¿s30
409,454

48,667

1,053

10,190

180,346

33,732

7,334

17,167

7A7,O57

44,3I3

911

t 85:

703,497

(1,87s,000)

(1,000,000)

{s2\1s, 2,ñE,Lts rgoÉm \26\W

(s80,000)

(646,000)

(608,000)

(100,000)

842,S1 \osr,70L 1911"5661,7?9,773

(1,000,000)

l¿225,&01 (as83,oool
S 2.s96.ta7 S 142.1l.3 S 190-s2o s 1.261.sas

(1,æ0,@l
S 7)9 1't? q a¿? cß1 ( 1 067 io1 ( I qr 1 q66

*Projects be¡ng pres€nted to the WQB
Date Print€d: 4/18/2016
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State of Utah
Wastewater Project Assistance Program

Project Priority List

1 Logan City x 159 50 39 1 Planninq
2 Price River Water lmprovement Distr¡ct X 145 70 4i 7 20 Desion
3 Coalville City x 142 4t 4 2 60 Construction
4 Moab Citv 5l 24 6 40 Desion
5 Eureka Citv x 8 50 0 I 60 Construct¡on
6 White Hills - Eaole Mountain x 106 40 5 'l 60 Design
7 Granger-Hunter lmprovement District x 105 35 0 10 Construction
8 Salem City x 94 50 18 Planninq
9 Helper City x 83 40 40 Planninq
10 .onq Vallev Sewer lmprovement District x 79 1 7 2 60 Construction

Murrav Citv x 7 0 I 60 Gonslruction11 (Tie)
Wellinqton Citv x 78 35 1 2 40 Plann¡no

13 Stoneqate 76 70 5 I 0 Design
14 Francis Citv X 72 10 0 2 60 Design
15 Payson City x 70 10 13 7 4 Plannlnq
l6 Duchesne City 52 10 0 2 40 Desiqn

4/t8/20t612:32 PM
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STATE OF UTATI
WATER QUALITY STATE REVOLUNG FUND
ANNUAL REPORT & FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

State Fiscal year 2015

(Francis City - Expansion of Lagoon System)
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Executive Summary
The Utah Water Quality Board (the Board) administers financial assistance progra¡ns through the
Division of Water_ Qgutitv including the Clean Water State Revolving-Fund, the Utah
Wastewater Loan Fund, ffid the Ha¡dshþ Grant Funds. The Board is 

-comprised of nine
members who are appointed by the Governor. The Board's primary responsibilities in
administering financial assistance funds include developing administrative däs for program
implementation, authorizing loan and hardship granVprincipal forgiveness amounts,-and
determining interest rates and loan terms.

The Division of Water Quality (DWQ) serves as stafffor the Board and manages the day-to-day
operations of the financial assist¿nce progtarns. Those responsibilities inclide administerini
19ryt, providing construction assistance, and managing funà transactions. DWe coordinatei
their efforts with the Department of Environmental- Quality - Offrce of Support bervices, the
Utatr Division of Finance, the Utah Attorney General's Office, and the Statj'ireasurer's Offrce
in order to meet all federal and state requirements.

Both direct and indirect costs are incurred by DWQ for the administration of the financial
assistance pfograms. Those costs are funded with program revenues, which include Clean Water
State Revolving Fund (SP.F) adminishative dollars and loan origination fees. Department of
Environment¿l Qualrty employees charge time for eligible admlnistrative work on the SRF
program. Those employees are covered by the State of Utah personnel benefits plan. Indirect
costs for general state expenses are also charged through a cost allocation plan.

Key program results at the end of Fiscal year 2015 were:

o One hundrèd and fifteen (ll5) loans have been closed since August l9B8; one hundred
and nine (109) of those projects having completed construction.

. As of June 30,2015,the total loans receivable amount was $170,g9g,701.

I Durin8 FYts, a total of $5,501,619 was drawn from the federal line of credit (LOC) for
proj ects under construction.

o SRF activity in FYl5 included total loan disbursements of $7,587,000; principal loan
repayments of $11,503,559; and, loan interest and penaþ payments orgaii,gls.'

o The Federal Hardship fund activity included hardship grant disbursements of 55,763,762;
advance disbursements of $175,300; advance and loan repayments of $1,504,195; and,
hardship assessment fee and penalty payments of $ 1,735,761 .

o Construction was completed on two SRF loan projects: Salt Lake City wastewater
treatment plant and the Echo Sewer SSD large underground system. Construction began
on three sRF loan projects: Ephraim cit¡ Eureka city, and Fiancis city.

Program History
Utah's Clean Water SRF was established pursuant to Title VI of the Federal Clean Water Act of
1987. The SRF provides low interest rate loans for the funding of water quality and wastewater

3
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infrastructure projects in Utatr. The State of Utah - Department of Environmental Quality
receives Capitalization Grants from the EPA and provides 20Yo in state matching funds for
obligated grants. The SRF receives revenue from principal loan repayments, interest payments,
and interest earned on the investment fund. Expenses for projects under construction are then
disbursed from the SRF.

DWQ also operates a state loan program, which provides an alternative source of funding for
certain wster quolity projccts, providing additional flexibility for projcct dcvelopmcnt without
some of the funding conditions or restrictions that accompany the SRF funds. State matching
funds for the SRF are generated from this state loan program.

With approval from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the State of Utah established a

Federal Hardship Grant Program in 1993. This grant program is funded through hardship
assessment fees charged in lieu of interest on SRF loans. The hardship grant assessment fees a¡e
deposited into a Federal Hardship Crrant Fund, which is separate from the SRF. These monies
are used to provide grants to communities that are otherwise financially unable to implement
clean water projects with support from the loan programs.

Mission Statement
The mission of the Division of Water Quality is to protect, maintain, and enhance the quality of
Utah's surface and underground waters for appropriate beneficial uses; and protect the public
health through eliminating and preventing water related health hazards which can occur ar¡ a
result of improper disposal of human, animal or industial wastes while giving reasonable
consideration to the economic impact.

Program Goals
Projects in the state that preserve and protect water quahty are considered for financial
assistance. Funded projects may include construction of publicly owned treatment works
(POTWs), nonpoint source projects, stormwater projects, energy and water effïciency initiatives,
construction of publicly or privately owned decentralized systems, and technical assistance.

Lons-Term Program Goals

1. Provide a permanent funding source for water quality construction projects that
supplements a community's own resources and/or other funding sources.

o All projects receiving loans through the SRF are required to make an annual
repayment of principal beginning one year after project construction is complete.
Since its inception, the fund balance has steadily increased. Cash flow projections
indicate that the fund will continue to generate a repayment stream for the funding of
future projects.

2. Distribute SRF funds to projects with the highest ûater quality and infrastructure needs
by evaluating and prioritizingproposed projects throughout the state.

All projects receiving funding through the SRF meet a critical need as defined by the
Utah State Project Priorþ System.

o
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3. Support EPA's Sustainability Policy by balancing a conrmunity's economic and water
quality needs with the perpetuity of the SRF program.

o All projects receiving firnding through the SRF a¡e evaluated for their ability to solve
critical public lealth and water quality needs while recognizing community economic
conditions. Projects are funded in a manner that will be protective of the environment,
affordable to the community, ând consistent n'ith EPA's Sustainability policy.

o The DWQ conducts financial feasibility reviews of all proposed project that are based
on engineering studies and facility plans conducted by SRF applicants prior to
requesting V/ater Quahty Board authorization to obligatê Sn¡ fun¿s. This review
includes an analysis of the value and prionty of each project and of the construction
loan amount and rate of interest that should be applied-. The result of these reviews is
to ensure that all funded projects will use loan funds effectively and that the
applicants can reasonably afford to repay their loans while ptop..ly maintaining
constructed systems and meeting their water quality objectives. Loans will not bã
authorized unless applicants are capable of repaying them.

Jhe Hardship Grant Program was created specifically to provide supplemental
funding for important water quality projects where the applicantr *. nót uUìr to
secure sufñcient loan funds due to financial hardship and other constraints.

o

4. Assist communities with all phases of a project, including sufficient planning, project
design, environmental work, and construction-

r The Water Quality Board assists communities to address the need for adequate
wastewater infrastructure. The Board recognizes that wastewater facilities must meet
community *9 ryuto quality needs throughout their design life and that these
facilities must be flexible to accommodate growth and changi;g requirements within
that period. Therefore, when helping communities provide *uJt.*åtrt infrastructure
for existing and future users,-the Bgard supports and requires strong community
plTning efforts to establish fìnancial sustain^ability, coordlinui.¿-Ë.*th, and cost
effective development and provision of wastewater sêrvices.

Short-Term Program Goals

l. Present eligible projects to the Water Quality Boa¡d for authorization by increasing the
profile of the SRF program as a potential funding source and by assistiíg communities
thnough the application and award process.

o Engineering Section stafiworks closely with communities to ensure facility planningsatisfies quality needs and prggram requirements. Staff supports 
-upptir*ti

during application preparation to simplifu this process, reduce'paperwoik, and
minimize delays and red tape.

5
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2. Collaborate with other agencies (i.e. Utah Permanent Community Impact Boards, US
Department of Agriculture Rural Development, and US Army Corps of Engineers) in
order to sufficiently fund projects.

Engineering Section staff assists each community from the beginning stages of
application, planning, and design and coordinates funding partnerships, particularly
for large projects, with other public and private funding entities.

3. Solicit and fund eligible nonpoint source and stormwater projects.

4. Provide funding, equal to at least ten percent (10%) of the capitalization award for
recycled water and water reuse projects.

Program Accomplishments
During FY15, the Boa¡d authorized funding for four (4) loan projects, namely Francis City,
Helper City, Price River Water Improvement District, and Willard City.

o Francis City was identified as a disadvantaged community and, therefore, the Board
authorized a combination of loan and hardship grant funding. The loan is for
$5,500,000 with an interest rate of zero percent (0%) and repayable over twenty-five
years. The principal forgiveness/hardship grant is $2,275,000. The funding will be
used to expand the existing wastewater treatment lagoon system.

r Helper City received authorization for a $2,314,000loan atzeto percent (0%) interest
and repayable ovet 30 years to complete a sewer main replacement project

r Price River V/ater Improvement District received authorization for a $600,000 loan at
one percent (1%) interest and repayable over twenty ye¿lrs. This funding allowed the
District to replace its facilities which were either lost or damaged during a flooding
event along the Price River.

¡ V/illa¡d City received authorization to refinance its existing loan. Due to a lack of
growth in the community, principal payments became unaffordable. The Board
restructured the annual principal payments for $10,740,000 remaining principal at
zero percent (0%) interest and repayable over thify years.

In addition, the Board authorized $417,600 for planning studies in seven (7) communities;
$1,600,000 for nonpoint source and study activities.

State Revolving Loan and Utah Wastewater Loan funds are not fully obligated until bonds a¡e
purchased by the Board; therefore, funds for construction are unavailable to communities until
loan closing occurs. During Fiscat Year 2015, the Board held closings for three (3) projects:
Ephraim City, Eureka City, and Francis City.

Ephraim City closed on a $2,553,000 loan at two percent Q%) intercst and repayable
over twenty years. Ephraim City used its SRF loan fi¡nding in conjunction with a
Community Development Block Grant and a local contibution for construction of its
wastewater lagoon improvements.
Eureka City closed on a $1,300,000 loan at zero percent (0%) interest and repayable
over thirty years as well as a $1,146,000 princþal forgiveness/hardship grant agreement.

O

o

o
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The rehabilitation of its existing wastewater collection and treaûnent system is an
example of multiple funding agencies coordinating to fi¡nd aproject. In addition to SRF
monies, Eureka City received funding from the Communþ Impact Board (CIB), the
U.S. Departrnent of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Development program, and the U.S.
Army Corp of Engineers.

o Francis Cþ closed on a $5,500,000 loan at zero percent (07o) interest and repayable
over twenty-five yeaf,s as well as a $2,200,000 principal forgiveness/hardshþ grant.
SRF monies are for the upsizing of the City's existing wastewater üeaünenl ligoon
system.

All funds committed through the SRF are categorized by the EPA "Needs Category." Figure I
shows the total a¡nount of sRF dollars committed byNeeds category.

IVB- New
lnterceptors,

$41,849,562.00

Utah CWSRF Funding by Needs Category
Vll- NonPoint

Source,

$10,092,032.00

IVA - New Collector
Sewers,

iltA -
lnfiltration/lnflow,

s3,135,000.00

FÍgure t

L.9T.*d hardship grant monies rre disbursed from financial assist¿nce program accounts for
eligible projects costs including stud¡ planning, design, and consh¡ction,-state matoh, and
program adminishation. A total of $20,224,767 was disbrnsed from resticted acoounts during
Fiscal Year 2015 and is summarized below.
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Utah CWSRF Disbursements by Fiscal Year
S5o,ooo,ooo.oo

s45,000,ooo.oo

s40,000,000.00

s35,000,000.00

s30,000,000.00

s25,000,000.00

s20,000,000.00

$15,ooo,ooo.oo

s1o,o00,00o.oo

s5,000,000.00

s-
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II
ITItTtrII¡lrl

ItIII rtl

o SltF Disbursements - A total of $7,587,000 was disbursed for SRF projects under
construction during FYl5. Figure 2 shows the annual dollar amor¡nt of disbursements
made from the SRF. Since 1989, total disbursements are 9404,695,447.

Figwez

t UWLF Disbursements - A total of $6,503,745 was disbursed including $1,472,400 in
state matching funds, $3,661,000 for projects under construction, and $1,370,345 for
Division administrative costs.

o Hørdshíp Grant Funds Dísburseme¿fs - The Board may use hardship gtant monies to
award plaming advances, design advances, planning grants, consfruction hardship grants,
and non-point source grants. In FY15, 96,134,022 was disbursed from the Hardship
Grant Funds. Figure 3 demonstrates the total dollar amount and percentage of
disbrnsements made by project t¡pe.

I
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HGF Disbursements by Project Type
Planning Advances,

S175,300 Plannlng Grants,

$25,000

FÍgures

Three consüuction projects rvere completed during the year ended June 30, 2015.

o Echo sewer ssD - Large underground rvastewater Disposat system. Salt Lake City - Digester Cover Replacement
o Washington Terrace - Backyard Sewer project

For the year ended June 30, 2015, there \ilere a total of lt! loans funded through the Utatr
CWSRF prograrn with 109 of those projects having completed construction. For further details
of CIù/SRF loans, please see Table l.

0perating Agreement Conditions
The State of Utah has twenty-four conditions in the SRF Operating Agreement with the EpA that
set forth program, management, and financial policies and procedureJto Ur implemented. The
first twelve conditions have been met and require no furthei descrþion:

l. Agreementto Accept Payments
2. State Laws and Procedures
3. State Accounting and Auditing procedures
4. Recipient Accounting and Auditing procedures
5. Use of the federal Letter of Credit (LOC)
6. Repayments
7. Annual Audit
8. Amual Report
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9. Annual Review
10. Anti-lobbying
11. Drug Free Worþlace
12. Rural Area Business Enterprise Development Plan

The remaining twelve conditions in the Operating Agreement have also been met and are
described below:

13. Provide State Match - State match funds are derived from sales tax dollars that are

deposited into the Utah Wastewater Loan Fund. As prescribed in the Intended Use Plan,
the Division of Water Quality uses the total amor¡nt of state match required toward
eligible project costs before making draws from the EPA Capitalization Grant.

14. Repayment Begins within One Year of Construction End - Principal and interest
repayments of loans made tlrough the SRF begin within one ye¿lr of construction
completion. This time allows revenue accumulation for one annual loan repayment.

15. Extended Term Financing - Utah ensures that the long-term revolving nature of the fund
is protected. Based on Clean Water NIMS data, the three-year rolling average of annual
loan commitments for 2013, 2014, and 2015 is $10,117,000, which is below the
est¿blished baseline of $ I 0,770, I 55.

16. Expeditious and Timely Expenditure - Utah has disbursed all cash draws in a timely and
expeditious manner. Construction has begun on all SRF projects within a short period
after loans are closed. For details on federal cash draw details, please see Table 2 on
page23.

17. First Use for Enforceable Requirements - Prior to receiving the Capitalization Grant,
Utah had met the requirements of Section 1382(b) (5) of the Clean V/ater Act. This
section requires that all Capitalization Grant funds be used in a manner that assures

maintenance of progress toward compliance with enforceable deadlines, goals, and
requiremenls of the Clean Water Act.

18. Eligible Activities of the Fund - All projects that have received SRF loans have expended
loan proceeds for eligible costs.

19. Compliance with Title II Requirements - In accordance with Section 1382 (b) (6) of the
Clean Water Act, the SRF is required to meet sixteen specific Title II "equivalency"
requirements for wastewater treatment projects under Section 212 wh¡chhave been
constructed, in whole or part, before October 1,1994, with funds "directly made
available by the Capitalization Grant." The State has met equivalency requirements up to
October 1,1994 and documented that compliance in previous annual reports. Since there
was no requirement under this statute beyond the October 1,1994 date, there has been no
additional reporting for equivalency in this report.

20. DBE Requirements - The State negotiated fair share utilization goals with Region VIII
for panicipation on activities financed by the SRF. During the state fiscal year, the SRF

1()
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program has met or exceeded the minimum Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
utilization program requirements. Construction projectJ have either impleàented fair'
share utilization goals for DBE participation or havã demonstrated thatä good faith ef;fon
was made to provide opportunity for qualified DBE involvement.

21. Other Federal Authorities - The State and all recipients of SRF funds, which were made
available directly by the Capitalization Grant, have complied with applicable federal
authorities. Recipients of SRF assistance agreed to thisãs a conditiôn of the bond
agreement between the loan recipient and the State.

22. StateEnvironmental Review Process - During the fiscal year, the State was actively
involved in assisting.ryoteltial SRF projects with planning. Environmental impacts are
being carefully considered with elch plan. No loans are õlosed with a.ornrn*ity until a
Categorical Exclusion, Finding ofN'o Significant Impact, or Environmental Impact
Statement is issued.

23. Cash Draw Procedures - Table 2 of this report includes the amount of funds drawn from
the federal Letter of Credit (LOC) and from the state match for loan projects and ,

administration during the fiscal year.

Z+. 
QutlgV Projections - The FYl5 Intended Use Plan (IUP) projected draws for loans from
the federal Loc equal to86,767,113. Dwing sFy'2013ã totat of $s,779,363 was
actually drawn, which is approximately tl%ofthe projected amount.

Additional Subsidization
Not less than 20o/o but not more than 30Yo of the funds made available through the 2013 and
2014 Clean Water SRF capitalization grants must be used to provide additlonal subsidy to
eligible recipients in the form of forgiveness of principal, negátive interest loans, or grants.
Howeler, this requirement only applies to the portion oi the federal appropriation that exceeds
$1 Billion. The minimum and mæ<imum amounts that may be usôå tóward the additional
subsidization requirement are :

Minimum Amount Maximum Amolmt
FY 2013 Capftalization Grant $330,013 -$495^0ß.-..-
FY 2014 Capitalization Grant $400,623 $600,934

Ut¿h has met the FYt3_requirgmgnt by providing a total of $495,019 in principal forgiveness to
two (2) projects: Echo sewer ssD ($251,000) and Er¡reka city ($244,019).

Urah has not yet met the minimum requirement for FYl4. However, Francis City has been
identified as a disadvantaged community and will draw upon principal forgiveness monies once
the community's loan has been expended.

The additional subsidization requirement for the 20lS,Clean Water SRF capitalization grant does
not obligate the State to a minimum requirement. However, not more ttran 30% of tle award,
which is 82,197 ,200, may be used in the form of forgiveness of principal, negative interest loans,
or grants. The State-.has not begun expending its FYl5 award, but ti,itt ptÑiae information on
any additional subsidization provided in subsequent Intended Use Plans and Annual Reports,
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Green Project Reserve
To the extent that there are sufficient eligible projects, not less than 10% of the funds made
available through the 2013, 2014, and 2015 Clean Water SRF capitalization grants shall be used
for projects to address green infrastruoture, water or energy effrciency improvements, or other
environmentally innovative activities. The minimum amounts to be used toward the green
poject rcscrve rcquiremcnt are:

Amount
FY 2013 Capitalization Grant $700,600
FY 2014 Capitalization Grant $736,200
FY 2015 Capitalization Grant $737,300

The State of Utatr has met the FYl3 green project reserve requirement as it has awarded a total
of $700,600 to two (2) projects: Echo Sewer SSD (and $231,600) and Ephraim Crty ($231,600).

Utah has not yet applied any project funding toward the FYl4 or FYIS green project reserve
requirement. Potential projects will be identified in subsequent Intended Use Plans and Annual
Reports.

Current Program Status
Since its inception, the State Revolving Fund has been steadily increasing and has grown into a
permanent source of financial assistance for the construction of water quatity projects throughout
the State of Utah.

Each year, there are water quallty projects in Utah that do not receive funding directly from the
SRF. Utah encourages community selÊreliance through prudent planning and cooperative efforts
to utilize other sources of available financial assist¿nce.

Many of the larger wastewater treatment facilities located in high population areas of the State
are able to afford construction financing without utilization of the State Revolving Fund.
Medium-sized communities rely heavily on the SRF to provide additional assistance, making
wastewater treatment affordable to their citizens. To achieve efficient and affordable public
health and water qualtty solutions, communities with small populations use the USDA Rural
Development and Utah Wastewater Project Assistance Program financing for loans and grants
for their wastewater projects. The Utatr Community Impact Board funding is used by
communities located within impacted (mineral extacting) counties.
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UTAH DEPARTMENT OT' EI\TVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIYISION OX'WATER QUALITY - STATE RDVOLVING X'UND

UNAUDTTED STATEMENT OT'NET ASSETS
June 30, 2015

ASSETS

CI]RRENT ASSETS
Cash & Cash Equivalents
Receivables:

Amount due from EPA
Amount due from State

Loan interest

Hardship assessments

Loans Receivable

Total current assets

NONCURRENT ASSETS
Loans receivable

TOTAL ASSETS

LIABILITIES AIìD NET ASSETS

LIABILITIES
CURRENT LIABTLITIES

Deposits

Due to State

Due to Other Funds

Accounts Payable

TOTAL LIABILITIES

I\[ET ASSETS
Unrestricted

$ 87,856,106

15,368

3

663,555

507,224
11,025,683

100,067,939

159,873,018

259,940,957

100,915

89,996

tl3,l27

304,039

259,636,919

g 259,636,919TOTAL NET ASSETS

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.
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UTAH DEPARTMENT Otr' EI\TVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DMSION OÍ'IVATER QUALITY - STATE REVOLVING FUNL
UNAUDITED STATEMENT OF REVENUES, E)(PENSES ANI)

CHANGES IN FUND NET ASSETS
Juno 30, 2015

OPERATING REVENUES
Loan interest

Hardship assessments

I¿te Fees

EPA Program Administration Fees

Loan Origination Fees

Total Operating Revenues

OPERATING EXPENSES
Hardship grants

Principal Forgiveness

EPA Program Administration
Total OPerating ExPenses

oPDRATING INCOME (LOSS)

NONOPERATING RAVENUES (n'XPENSES)

Investment income

EPA capitalization grants - Loans

BPA capitalization grants - Principal Forgiveness

State match

Transfers in
Transfers out

Total nonoperating revenues(expenses)

CHANGE IN NET ASSETS

NET ASSETS, BEGINNING OF YEAR

NBT ASSETS, END OF'YEAR $

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.

14

Total

$ 634,405

1,692,239

5,494
287,041

93,530

2,7t2.709

5,812,308
244,019

287,042
6,3 -ê69

434,567

5,257,600
244,0t9

1,472,400

(58.993)

7,349,593

3,718,93!

255,9t7,986

9
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UTAII DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIVISION OF}VATER QUALTTY. STATE REVOLVING FUNI)

UNAUDIÎED STATEMENT OT' CASII FLOWS
Junc 30,2015

$

Tot¡l
CASH Í'LOWS FROM OPERATING ACTTVITIES

Cash received from loan interest and penalties

Cash received from hordship assessments

Loan origination fces received
Loans disbr¡rsed

Hardship grants disbursed
Principal received on loans receivable
Principal forgiveness disbursed
Grant awards
Program administration
Charges for services

Project adminisüation
Net cash (required) by opøating activities

CASH FLOWS FROM NONCAPITAL
FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Funds received from EPA capitalÞation grants - Loans
Funds received from EPA capitalization grants - Principal Forgivencss
Tran¡fers in
Transfers out
Funds received from State ofUtah

Net cæh provided by noncapital
financing activities

CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTNTTTES
Net investment income receivcd

Net cæh provided by invcsting activities

NET INCREASE IN CASEAND CASH EQUTVALENTS
CASII AND CASH EQUTVALENTS,
BEGINNTNC O['YEAR

CASIIAND CASHEQUTVALENTS, END OF YEAR

RNCONCILIAÎION OF OPERATTNG INCOME TO
NET CASIIPROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES

Operating income (loss)

Changar in assets and liabilities related to operations:
(Increale/Decreæe in lo¿n interest receivable
(Increase/Deorease in hardship assessments receivable
(lnøease/Decrease in amount due from EPA
(Dcøease)/Increase in amount due from Stato

@ecrease/Increæc accounts payable
(Decrease/lncrease in amount deposits
(Decrease/lncrease in amount due to State

@ecrease/Increase ir¡amount due to Other Funds
(horeæe)/Decrease accorurts receivable
(Inøease/Decreæe loans receivable

Net cash (required) by operating activities

632,986

1,735,750

93,530
(7,762,300)
(5,163,762)
t3,007,754

Q44,019)
277,744

(203,582)

t,?14,10t

5,2s1,600

244,019

(58,993)

6,915,026

434,567

434,567

9,t23,694

18,732,412

$ 87.856.106

-
$ (3,630,ó60)

(6,e12)

4?,512
(e,2e8)

1,000

(25,979)

83,460

79,175.

5.239,803

-!--.lt11J9r-

The accompany¡ng notes are an ¡ntegral part of the financial statements.
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UTAH DEPARTIVIENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DMSION OF WATER QUALITY - STATE RE'VOLVING FLINI)

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
June Bo, 2tl15

Unaudited

NOTE 1 - DEX'INITION OT'REPORTING ENTITY
The Utah Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Water Quality - State Revolving

Fund (SRF or Fund) program was established pursuant to tbderal action in order to provide low
interest rate loans to public wastewater systems for presenration and protection projects that meet

eligibility requirements. The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) allows up to

four percent (4%) of the Capitalization Grant award to be used for administrative costs incuned by

the program. Funding from the 4%o aÃministrative portion of the capitalization grant and from the

collection of loan origination fees allows for the supervision of the SRF program as well as for

oversight of individual projects.

The Water Qualrty Board (the Board) is comprised of nine members appointed by the Governor.

The Board deVelops policies and procedures for program implementation and authorizes loans

under the SRF program. The Utah Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and the Board
jointly mânage the SRF program. DEQ - Division of Water Quality reviews loan applications

for eligibility, prioritizes eligible projects, monitors loan disbursements and repayments, and

conducts project inspections. Through the Utah Code, the legislature has given the Board rule

making authority that meets federal law requirements. The Board reviews each loan applicant to

determine its ability to repay the loan, its readiness to proceed with the project, and its ability to
complete the project.

The SRF progra¡n receives assistance and support from the Department of Environmental

Quality - Office of Support Services, the Department of Administrative Services - Division of
Finance, the Utah Attorney General's Offrce, and the State Treasurer's Offrce. Salaries and

benefits of employees, as well as indirect costs based on direct salary costs, are accumulated in
the state's general fund and charged to the SRF based on actual time spent on SRF activities.

Employees who charge time to the SRF are covered by the State of Utah personnel benefits plan.

fne Sp¡ program is funded by a series of capitalization grant awards from EPA. Grant

conditions require States to provide twenty percent (20o/o) matching funds to the federal

Capitalization Grant.

The Fund follows the Govemmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) accounting

pronouncements which provide guidance for determining which governmental activities,

organizations and functions should be included within the financial reporting entity. GASB

prõnounce*ents set forth the financial accountability of a governmental organization's elected

governing body as the basic criterion for including a possible component governmental

organization in a primary govemment's legal entity. Financial accountability includes, but is not

limited to, appointment of a voting majority of the organization's governing body, ability to
impose its will on the organization, a potential for the organization to provide specific financial

benefits or burdens and fiscal dependency.
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UTAII DEPARTMENT OF ENTVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DTVISION OF \M,{TER QUALITY - STATE REVOLVING FTJND

NOTES TO FINAIYCIAL STATEMENTS
June go, 2ots

Unaudited

The SRF progtam and activities are included in the Utah Comprehensive Annual Financial
Report (CAFR) as part of the Proprietary Funds (Water Loan Programs). The SRF assets,
liabilities, and net assets are combined with other state programs and are not separately
identifiable.

NOTE 2 - SUMMARY OF'SIGNIX'ICA¡IT ACCOT'NTING POLICIES
The accounting policies of the Fund conform to generally accepted accounting principles as
applicable to a governmental unit accounted for as a proprietary enterprise fund. The enterprise
fund is used since the Fund's powers are related to those operated in a manner similar to a for
profït business where an increase in net assets is an appropriate determination of accountability.

Basis of Accounting
The SRF financial statements are presented as an enterprise fund. Revenuos are recorded when
earned and expenses are recorded when the related liability is incurred, regardless of the timing
of the cash flows. All assets and liabilities associated with the operation of the SRF a¡e included
in the statement of net assets. The SRF has elected to follow the accounting pronouncements of
the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB), as well as statements issued by the
Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) on or before November 30, 1989, unless the
pronoulcements conflict urith or contradict GASB pronouncements.

Cash and Cash Equivalents
In accordance with the Money Management Act, Section 5l-7 of the Utah Code, the State
Treasurer administers cash and manages invesünents in the State. The Money Management Act
specifies the investments that may be made, which are only high-grade securities. Invesünents
include variable rate corporate notes and obligations of U.S. govemment agencies that base their
rates on standard quoted money market indexes that have a direct correlation to the federal funds
rate. Therefore, there is very little market risk because the investments follow the normal swings
of interest rates. Cash equivalents are generally considered short-term highly liquid investments
with maturity of three months or less from the purchase date.

All funds deposited with the Treasurer are considered to be cash or cash equivalents regardless
of the actual maturities of the underlying investments in the statement of cash flows.
Investments in debt and equity securities are reported at fair value in the statement of net assets,
and all investment income, including changes in the fair value, are reported in the statement of
revenue, expenses, and changes in fund net assets.

Operating Revenues and Expenses
The SRF distinguishes between operating revenues and expenses and non-operating items in the
statements of revenues, expenses and changes in net assets. Operating revenues and expenses
generally result from carrying out the purpose of the SRF, which is to provide low interest loans
to communities and provide assistance for prevention programs and administration. Operating
revenues consist of loan interest repayments from borrowers. Operating expenses include
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UTA}I DEPART]VIENT OF ETWIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DWTSTON OFWATERQUALITY- STATE REVOLVING FUND

NOTES TO FINAIVCIAL STATEMENTS
June 3<l, 2<115

Unaudited

allocated direct salary costs and benefits, allocated indirect costs and allowance for bad debt. All
revenues and expenses not meeting this definition are reported as non-operating revenues and

expenses or capital contributions.

The EPA capitalization grant and the associated State match are recorded as capital

contributions,lxcept for principal forgiveness which is reported as non-operating revenue, and

the  yoadministrative match which is reflected as operating revenue.

When both restricted and unrestricted resouroes are available for use, it is the Fund's policy to

follow the State of Utah's policy as defined in the State of Utah Comprehensive Annual

Financial Report.

Hardship Assessments
The Board has the option to charge a hardship assessment in lieu of interest on loans made ftom

the repayment stream (2nd Round). Hardship assessments are calculated and paid in the same

muntrèr as interest. The restriction for the use of hardship assessments differs from the

restriction for the use of interest. Hardship assessments can be used for pu{poses other than

loans, including grants to disadvantaged communities.

Loan Origination Fee
Tlre \Mater Quality Board may charge a Loan Origination Fee up to lVo of the principal loan

amount. This fee may be used for any allocable activities under the Act and administration of
the loan progam.

Budgets
The BRF, as an enterprise fund of the State, does not require appropriation, and therefore, the

SRF is not included in Utah's annual appropriation.

Use of Estimates in Preparing Financial Statements
The preparation of financial statements in conformity with generally accePted accounting

princçteì requires management to make estimates and assumptions that 3{fgtt the reported

a-ouñts of assets and liabilitíes and disclosures of contingent assets and liabilities at the date of
the financial statements and the reported amounts of revenues, expenses, gains, losses and other

changes during the reporting period. Actual results could differ from those estimates.

Loans Receivable
Loans are funded by capitalization grants from the EPA, State matching funds, loan repayments

and interest earnings. Interest is calculated from the date that funds are advanced' After the final

disbursement has been made, the loan agreement is adjusted for the actual amounts disbursed.

Loans are amortized for up to 30 years. Loan repayments must begin within one year of
construction completion and are made on an annual basis. For projects receiving principal
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IITATI DEPARTMENI OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DMSTON OF \MATER QUALrry - STATE REVOLVTNG FUND

NOTES TO FINAI{CIAL STATEMENTS
June Bo, go15

Unaudited

forgiveness grants, monies are advanced and forgiven as each disbursement occurs. Loan
agreements require repayment of the forgiven loan if all prograrn requirements are not met.

Allowance for Bad Debts
The allowance for bad debts is established as losses are estimated to have occurred through a
provision for bad debts charged to earnings. Loans receivable are charged against the allowance
for bad debts when management believes that the uncollectibility of the principal is probable.
The allowance for bad debts was $0 at June 30,2015.

NOTE 3 - CASH AND INVESTMENTS
All monies of the SRF are deposited with the Utah State Treasurer and are considered cash and
cash equivalents. All cash deposited with the State Treasurer is maintained by the Treasurer in
various pooled investment funds. The State Treasurer invests the deposited cash, including the
cash float, in short term securities and other investments.

The Ut¿h State Treasurer's Office operates the Public Treasurer's Investment.Fund (PTIF)
investment pool. The PTIF is available for investment of funds administered by any Utah public
treastuer. Participation is not required and no minimum balance or minimum/maximum
transaction is required. State agencies and frrnds that are authorized to eam interest also invest in
the PTIF as an intemal invesünent pool. No separate report as an external investment pool has
been issued for the PTIF. Details of the investments of the PTIF can be obtained from the State
Treasurer.

The PTIF is not registered with the SEC as an investment company and is not rated. The PTIF is
authorized and regulated by the Utah Money Management Act, (Utah Code Title 51, Chapter 7).
The Act establishes the Money Management Council, which oversees the activities of the State
Treasurer and the PTIF. The Act lists the invesûnents that are authorized which are high-grade
securities which minimizes credit risk except in the most unusual and unforeseen circumstances.

Deposits in the PTIF are not insured or otherwise guaranteed by the State of Utatr, and
participants share proportionally in any realized gains or losses on investments.

Income, gains and losses, and net of administration fees of the PTIF are allocated to participants
on the ratio of the participants' share of the total funds in the PTIF based on the participant's
average daily balance. The PTIF allocates income and issues statements on a monthly basis.
Twice ayear, at June 30 and December 31, the invesünents are valued at fair value. The SRF
has adjusted the PTIF funds to fair value as of June 30, 2015.
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UTAH DEPARIII{ENT OF ET\I\rIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DMSION OFWATERQUALITY - STATE REVOLVING FUND

NOTES TO FINAIVCIAL STATEMENTS
June 3or 2tl15

Unaudited

Investments in PTIF are not categorized because they are not evidenced by securities that exist in

physical or book entry form. Cash and cash equivalents a¡e presented below:

Pooled cash held by State Treasurer
Public Treasurer' s Invesünent Fund

Total cash and cash equivalents

$ 185,987
87.670.119

$87,856,106

NOTE 4 - LOANS RECEIVABLE
Loans are made to qualiffing entities for projects that meet eligibility criteria. The SRF loan

awards are comprisèd of the foltowing funding sources: (1) the federal EPA Capitalization

Gmnts; (2) Statcmatch funds; (3) loan repayments; (4) interest payments; and (5) SRF interest

earnings. Projects are funded through the purchase of incremental disbursement bonds and

proc"eds are deposited into an escro\¡v account based on a quarterly schedule of anticipated costs.

Loan interest begins accruing when funds are deposited in the escrow account. Principal

repayment must begin no later than one year after the completion of the project. Effective

inlerest rates and hardship assessments on loans vary between 0.0 and 5.0 percent and are

generally repaid over 20-30 years. The interest rates on the loans are generally lower than

mark* iateJand, in some cases, are non-interest bearing. Loans mature at various intervals and

recipients make annual payments.

Loans mature at various intervals through June 30, 2043 anóthe scheduled principal repayments

on loans follows:

LOAI\S RECEIVABLE
Year Endine June 30, Amount

2016 11,025,682

2017 10,927,652

2018 10,847,2I9

2019 Ll,296,023

2020 11,374,302

2021 -2025 55,200,324

2026 -2030 41,458,009

203r -2035 13,644,747

2036 -2040 4,178,000

2041 -2043 946,743

$170,898,701
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UTATI DEPARTMENT OF EIVYTRONMENTAL QUALITY
DMSTON OF WATER QUALrry - STATE REVOLVING FttND

NOTES TO FINAI$CHL STATEMENTS
June Bo, sol5

Unaudited

Loans to Major Local Agencies
The Fund has made loans to the following major local agencies. The aggregate outstanding loan
balances for each of these agencies exceed 5 percent of total loans receivable. The combined
outstanding loan balances at June 30, 2015 of these major local agencies represent approximately
38 percent of the total loans receivable and are as follows:

NOTE 5 - DUE TO STATE OF' UTAH
Due to State of Utah balances are an aggregation of amounts due to employees for salaries and
benefits and/or vendors and miscellaneous suppliers paid by the state.

NOTE 6. CAPITAL CONTRIBUTIONS
The following table summarized the activity of the State's Clean Water Revolving Loan Fund by
award year:

LOANS TO MAJOR LOCAL AGENCIES

Borrower
Authorized

Loan Amount
Outstnnding
Loan Balance

Cenüal TVeber Sewer Improvement $10,050.000 89,224,569
Hooper City 12.66s.000 10,595.000
North Davis County Sewer 21,650,000 17.933.000
Orem City 11,889,000 10,107,000
South Valley Water Reclamation 22,110,000 18.454.000
Totsl $78,364,000 $66.3r3.s6S

CAPITAL CONTRIBUTIONS

Year

1988 - 2005

Grant
Award

$135,393

Funds
Drawn as of

June 30,2014

$t

Funds Drawn
During Year

Ended
June 30,2015

$

Total
Funds Drawn
as ofJune 30,

20t5

$13s

Available
Funds as of

June 30 2015

$
2006 4.560.700 4,560,700 4.560.700
2007 5.596.300 5.596.300 5.596.300
2008 3.52r.700 3.521.700 3.521.700
2009 3.s21.600 3.s21.600 3.521,600
2OO9 ARRA 20,649,900 20.649"900 20,649;900
2010 10,736,000 10,736,000 10.736.000
20tt 7,759,000 7,759,000 7.759.000
2012 7.422.000 7,422,000 7.422.0A0
2013 7.006.000 2.993.401 4,012,599 7.006.000
2014 7.362.000 1,,776,063 1.776,063 s.585.937
20r5 7,324,000 7,324,000

Totals $220,852,294 $202,153.695 $5.788.662 s207.942.357 $12,909,937
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UTAI{ DEPAIITMENT OF EI\I1rIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIVISION OF WAÏER QUALITY - STATE REVOLVING FUND

NOTES TO TTNEUCIAL STATEMENTS
, June 3<r' 2<115

Unaudited

The following table summarizes the amount of state contributions made to meet match

requirements of the EPA grant:

State match paid as of June 30,2014
State match paid during the year ended June 30, 2015

State match paid as of June 30, 2015

$38,115,244
1.4

s39,587,644

NOTET-RISKMANAGEMENT
The SRF is included in Utah's Risk Management Fund, which provides instlrance.in case of loss or

"r"iÀ, 
against the SRF. The State has Jected, with a few exceptions, to be self-insured against

io* o, liability. There have been no signifìcant reductions in insurance coverage from the prior

ñ In addition, settled claims have íot exceeded insurance coverage in the last tluee fiscal

i;r. R.f", to tíe State's Risk Management disclosure in the June 30,2aß Comprehensive

Annual Financial RePorts.

NOTE 8 - CONTINGENCIES AI\ID SUBSEQUENT EVENTS

Às of June 30, 2015, the total remaining draws for SRF projecls with closed loans was

$4,288,981. Draws wiû be completed during future fi_sca_l V1ars in order to complete wastewater

prójr.t, in these communities. As of June-3O,2015, thè Board had authorized an additional
'$id,ooo,oog in loan funding for one community. Ho*.u"t,loan closing had not been completed

for the projects'

NOTEg-NETASSETS
Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 34 provides for three components of

net assets: invested in calitd assets, net of related debt, resüicted and unrestricted. As of June

¡ó, iOfS, the Fund had no resüicted net assets or net assets invested in capital assets, net of

related debt. Unrestuicted net assets consists of net assets that do not meet the definition of

invested in capital arr"ts,net of related debt or resticted. Although the Fund reports unrestricted

net assets on the face of the statements of net assets, unrestricted net assets are to be used by the

Fund for the payment oiobtigations incurred by the Fund in carrying out its statutory powers and

duties and are to remain in the Fund.
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UTAH DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DMSTON OF WATER QUALITY - STATE REVOLVING FUNI)

UNAUDITED COMBInIING STATEMENT OF'NET ASSETS

June 30' 2015

SRF
ß'und

f,Oan
Origination

X'ee ['und
Hardship

Fund Total

ASSETS

CURRENT ASSATS

Cash & Cash Equivalents

Receivables:

Amount due from EPA
Amount due from State

Loan interest

Hardship assessments

Loans Receivable
Total ounent assets

NONCURRENT ASSETS

Loans receivable

TOTAL ASSETS

93,190,502 469,487 6,407,950 100,067,939

158,737,891 l, 135,127 r 59.873.018

2sr 93 469,487 7,543,077 259,940,957

100,915 100,915

89,99689,996
n3 127 113 t27

100,915 203,123 304,038

251,827,478 469,487 7,3 39,954 259.636.919

$ 81,538,335 $ 469,487 $ 5,848,284 $ 87,856,106

15,368

3

663,555
507,224

52,442

15,368

3

663,555

507,224

11,025,683I

LIABILITIES A¡ID NET ASSETS

LIABILITIES
CURRENT LIABILITIES

Deposits

Due to State

Due to Other Funds

Accounts Payable

TOTAL LIABILITIES

NET ASSETS
Unrestricted

TOTAL NET ASSETS $ 2sl 7 78 $ 469 $z 39

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements.
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UTAII DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALTTY
DrvIsIoN oF tvATER QUALTTY - STATE RDVOLVING FUNI)

UNAUDTTED COMBINTNG STATEMENT OF RJVENUES, EXPENSES A¡tn
CHANGES IN FUND NET ASSETS

June 30,2015

SRF
Lo¡n Fund

Loan
Orlglnation

Fee Fund
Hordship

f'und Total

OPERATING EXPENSES
Hardshíp grants

Principal Forgiveness

EPA Program Administration
Total Operating Expenses

oPERATTNG TNCOME (LOSS)

NONOPERATTNG REVENUES (EXPENSES)
Investment income
EPA capitalization grants - Loans

EPA capitalization grants - Principal Forgivenes

OPERATING REVENUES
Loan interest
Hardship assessments

Late Fees

EPA Program Administration Fees

Loan Origination Fees

Total Operating Revenues

State match
Transfers in
Transfers out

Total nonoperating revenues(expenses)

CHANGE IN NET ASSETS

NET ASSETS, BEGINNING OF YEAR

NET ASSETS, END OF YEAR

531.061 5.812.308 6.343.369

395.868 93,530 (4"120.058) (3,630,660)

$ 634,405 $

5,483

287,041

$ $
1,692,239

ll

634,405

1,692,239

5,494
287,44t
93,53093,530

926.929 93,530 1.692.2s0 2,712,709

244,019
287.042

5,812,308 5,812,309
244,0t9
287"042

403,159

5,257,600
244,019

1,472,400

31,409 434,567

5,257,600
244,0t9

1,472,400

158.9931 ts8.9931
7,377.1'.77 (58.993) 31,409 7.349"593

7.773.045 34,537 (4.088.649) 3,718,933

244.054.433 434,950 11.428.603 255,917,986

s 2s1.827.478 $ 469.487 $ 7.339.9s4 $ 259,636.919

The accompanying notes are an ¡ntegral part of the financial statements.
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UTAH DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIVTSION OT 1VATERQUALITY - STATE REVOLVING FUNI)

T'NAT'DITED COMBIMNG STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
June 30' 2015

SRF
Lo¡n Fund

Lo¡n
Orlglnrtion

Fee f'und
Hardshlp

Fund Tot¡l

CASH FLOWS PROM OPERÀTING ACTIVITTES
Cæh received from loan interest and poralties

Cash recelved from hardship assessmênts

loan origination fees rcceived
Loans disbursed

lladship grants disbursed

Principal reoeived on loans receivable

Principal forgiveness disburscd

Grant awards

Progam administration
Charges for services

Project administration
Net cash (required) by operating activities

CASH Í'LO\ryS FROM NONCAPITAL
TIINANCING ACTIVITIES
Funds received ftom EPA oapitalization grants 'Loans
Funds rec€íved ftom EPA capitalization grants 'Principal Forgivencss

Transfers in
Transfers out
Net fr¡nds received from St¡te ofUtah

Net cash provided by noncapital

fÌnancing activities

CASH TT.O\ryS FROM INVESTTNG ACTIVITIES
Net investment income necoived

Net cash provided by investing activitiee

FIET INCREASE IN CASH AND CASH EQT'IVALENTS

CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS,
BEGINNING OF YEAR

CASHAND CASH EQTITVALENTS, END OF YEAR

RDCONCILIATION OT' OPERATING INCOME TO

NETCASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES
Operating inoomo (loss)

Changes in assets and liabilities related to operations:

(Increasc)/Decreæe in loan interest rcceivable

(Inorease)/Deoreæe in hardship assessments rec€ivable

(Increase/Decreasç in amount due from BPA

(Decrease/Increase in amount due from State

(Decrease/Increase accounts payable

(Decreæe)/Increase in dePosits

(Decrease)/lncreæe in amount due to State

(Deøease/tncreaso in amount due to Other Funds

(Increæe/Decrease accounts recæivable

(lnorease/Decrease loans receivable

Net cash (required) by operating activities

(58,e93) (58,993)
.472.400

6-974.019 ts8-993ì 6.915-026

11,756,854 34,531 (2,667,691) 9,123,694

$ 395,868 $ 93,530 $ (4,120,058) $ (3,630,6ó0)

$ -$632,97s $

93,530

ll $
1,735,750

(175,300)
(5,763,762)

r,504,195

632,986
1,735,750

93,530
(7,762,300)
(5,763,762)

13,007,154

Q44,019\
277,744

(203,58Ð

(7,587,000)

I 1,503,559
(244,019)

277,744
(203,582)

5,257,600
244,019

5,257,600
244,019

3l

106

(6,912)

(9,298)

83,460

43,512

1,000
(25,979)

79,t15

(6,912)
43,512
(9,2981

1,000
(25,979)

83,460

79,175

3

The accompanying notes are an ¡ntegral part of the financial statements.
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TABLE 2
UTAH STATE REVOLVING FUND

CASH DRAW SCHEDULE FOR STATE FISCAL YEAR 2OI5
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CWSRF Bencfit¡ RePortlng

Lo¡n: UÎõg

Bonowên Ephralm Clty

A¡slrtåncâlypc: Loan

LoânAmountt: $2'353'000

fl FhalAmount

u Entry Completc

Loen Exrcution Oatr:

Loan lntcr.at Râtc:

R.yprymrnt P.rlod:

% Fundêd by CWSRF:

lraoking#¡ l9l Other#:

lncrcmôntalFunding: N Phasc#l 0

OrlglnalTråcklng #; Llr{<ed to Tnoklngfl

Samc Envlþnmcntal Rssult¡: tr

ARRAFundhg: tl

0uoefi¿o'l4

2.O00h

20

850¿

Mulüpb nonpolnt lource ptoJec.ts with rlmllar Envlronm€ntal Rrsult¡: tr Totel NPS Ptoþds: 0

# of NPS Pro¡cc'ts' u
Prdcct: I of I CWNecd¡SurveyNumbor :

ProJcctDgrcrlptlon:conlruo{onofwattcw.trrlagoon¡mprovríicnb

F¡ctllty N!ne: Ephrålm CltY lågoon

Populrtlon Scrvcd (Cunent) :

h, thê Prol€cÊl 8,174

bY lh. Fâcillty: 8'171

wlltowrtrrvolume (Design Flow) :

by th. Prolrct 1,1700m9d Volumc Effilúlãt'rÜConsrrvld:

bY tho Fsoility: f 'l700mgd

O,ll00mgd

Dlrchrrge lnfornetlon:

E Oocan oufal¡ El Eltuary/coârtål Båy El Wcuan¿ E Surlace waor

tf Orrcr/Rou¡c E Ellmlnatcr D¡sdr.rgc E No Changa / No Dþdrargc

NPDES Pcmit Numb€r: UT002588¡t E No Npoes permlt

Olh€r Prrmit Tvpâ: Othcr Pomlt Numb€r:

Attect d W.û¡rbodlet: !flrhËorulü¡f,r Wd¡rtrodu tD

Prlmary lmpaot€d ' Ssn Pitch Rlvrr 10030004

Ohôr lmplcted :

ProJtct lmprovêmcnlrlirlntenrncc of W.tlr Ourllry:

a, Conlrlbutct þ wåtlr quallty Not Appllcablc

b, Allorv¡ thc rystrm to Malntaln Compllsncc.

o. Aúodrd wat tbody i¡ lmPaircd'

d. Alloìrl/s thc rystem to addrc$.,.'...' Etr e¡omg ÎUOL E Pro¡€cttd TI'DL

Dorlgnrtcd Sudrce W¡lor Urcr (Selectld): proræ'on:

Clas¡ 28 - Srcondâry contåctrGcrcdlon Sccondsry

Cla¡s 3C - NoFg.mc llsh end oth.r ¡qu.tlc llfc Sêcond!ry

Ctess 3D - lMldllfc htb¡tat SGcondqry

Cltt!4-Aerlcultur.l " Sccondary

Oth0rurer tnd Outcomcr (gclected)l piôråôüotr¡

lnfrrrtruc[urr lñþÉvâmônt

Wâtâr R.u¡ô/Rrsydlng/Côniorvåüon Pdm'ry

CommenÛ¡: Ul.h Wrctol¡vlt€r Loin - S200'000

Loaål Contrlþutlon' ì21s'327

E Groundwatcr

E ¡.¡ep stu¿y

Strr.WdortQdvlP

E Wat€ßhrd Managcmqrt Phn

Rarto[ülI¡

E¡¡¡oa$gIr
Prlmary

tr Lsnd Appllcåt¡on

El Seaeonal D¡$ùargc

Roo.lYho WrtcröQút

ET

E

Pag! f ol 1
312øn018
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CWSRF Benefit¡ Reportlng

Lo¡n: UT80

Borowar:

Asslst¡ncc Typc:

Loan Amount t:

Euroka Clty

Lotn

$1,54¡1,019

fl FtnatAmount

n Enty compl€te

Lorn Ex€cutlon Drlc:

Loan lnbrcat R¡to:

Rcypsymont Pcrlod:

% Fundod by CWSRF:

ost01t2015

0.00%

30

1g%

1râddnq#: lsg Olher#:

lncrumcnlrlFundho: N Ph¡¡cf: o

Orlgiml Tracldng #: Llnkcd to Treoklng#:

S¡mc Envlronrunlll Ro!ult!: tr

ARRAFundlng: tr

Mulüplc nonpolnt aourcc prolcc'tr wlh iimll¡r Environmcntrl Ra¡ults: t] Total NpS projrctr: 0

Prolectr I of

Prdoct Dercrlptlon:

Frclllty llrme:

Popuhtlon Scruod

Þy tl¡c Prol.cl:

by the Facility:

Wrstewrûrr volums

by th6 Prolsct

by lhr F.dllg:

CW Nccd¡ Suwoy Numbcr r

Rdrablllteüor of cxl3tlng wqrta¡v¡târ colllcüon rnd lrr¡lmcnt systsm

Eufrke Lagoon

(Cunent) r

474

674

# of NPS Pro¡.c,tli 0

(Deslgn Flow) :

0.2340m9d

0.2340mgd

Volum. Ellmlnat d/Contcñrêd: 0,0000m9d

Dlsch¡rgc lnfortnrüon:

E occan outfall

E othcrncuse

NPDES Pcrmlt Numbcr:

OÚl.t PanYilt Typ.:

Aff¡ctod W¡t¡rbodlc¡: Wrbúodv Nrmr

Plmary lmpactsd

Othcr lmplctcd :

PrdGGt lmprovomont lllt¡ntcnlnc. of W¡tc? Qurllty:

a. ConHbutos to w€tcr quallty Not Applcabl.

b. Anoìils thr syst6m lo Malnt¡ln Compll.nca.

o Alfcdcd watorbody le Not Appllcablo

d. Alld,vs ür systcm to addr€!!.,...... tr Ef¡tlng ÎMDL

Derlgn.tod Suil¡ce Ulrter U¡e¡ (Sclccted):

Cla¡¡ 28 - S¿condary contNcd ßdc¡tlon
Clas¡ 4 - Agrloultural

Othôr Uso. ¡nd Outoomer (Selected):

lnfrartructurc lmpþvemcnt

Commont!:

E wclan¿ E surfaccw¡tor

E NoChango/ No Dladrarge

E No NPDes pe¡mlt

Oth€r P.mlt Numbcr:

lylt.Ëq.lv lP

16030003

E Proi¡ctcd Tmol

Prot cllon:

Proiacdon:

E Ertuary/CoartalBry

El Ellmlnatcr Dlrctrargc

uT0024001

E oroundwalrr

E neesuay

$¡ro Wrt¡rbodu lD

ff waterrhcd Managcment Pl¡n

Rerûonüon:
Prlmary

Prlmrry

Re.torrtloñ:
Primary

tr Lan<l Appllcation

E Sca3onrlDisdr¡rgê

Eædg¡¡.w¡u[dv.

E¡

tr

Pâgc I of I 312812016
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CWSRF Beneflt¡ RePortlng

Lo¡n: UTOI

Bonoì^ran

Aisletanca Typa:

Loan Amount $:

Fnncls Clty

Loan

t5,750,S81

E Entrycompletc

Loln Exocutlon OaL:

Loan lnt6lctt Ratc:

Rcypaymcnt Pcrlod:

% Fundcd by CWSRF:

Mulüplc nonpo¡nt sourcü projcc.tlB wlth 3lmllar Envlrünmontral Rêsullt: t] Tot¡l NPS Ptoieds: 0

0¡l/15/2015

0.00%

25

t00%

Tracking#:107 Othcr#:

lncnmÊntal Fundlng: N Phase #: 0

Orlginal Tråcklng #: Linked b Tracking#:

Samo Envlronmcntål Rc¡ult¡: E]

ARRAFundlng: Efl FtnetAmount

*otNPS Proiccts: 0Prolect! { of I CWNeedaSurvryNumbcr :

ProloctDorcrlptlon:Uprlzlngofwaatcwatcrbcatmentlagoonsyst6m

Frclllty l{rme: Frånols clty

Populrtlon Scrvcd (Current) :

bythcProlcol 1,1f4

byfìè Fecllltyl 1,114

Wr¡towrte? Volumc (Design Flow) :

by thc Proloct 0.3800m9d VolurE Êllmlnatêd/Conlcw.d:

bY thr Faclllty: 0'3600m9d

DI.chrrge Inform¡tlon:

E Ocean outfall

E othe¿Rcusc

NPDES Pcrmit Numbôr:

Olhcr Pemlt TYPc:

Aflcctcd W.tarbodlct: W¡teÉödv l{fll.

Prlmery lmpaatad:

Othcr lmPactcd :

Prolcct lmprovomont flll¡ntcn¡nce of Wlt.r Qu¡llty:

a,Contrlbutstowatrrqulllty NotApplloåblô

b. Allowr th! systcm to Malntaln Compllancc.

c, Affcdad wâtcrbody l! Not ApPllcablc

d.Allowsücsy8t mto.ddru33...,,... E Ex¡3tlngTMDL

Other Ure¡ ¡nd Outcom¡¡ (Sohct¡d):

lnfrastruc,luro lmprov€mcnt

W¡tcr Reusc/Rccyclln g/Conslrveüon

Comment¡:

0.0000mgd

tl Wcuano E surfacâWrt r

El No change / No D¡sdtargê

[f ¡to l.¡PDEs Pcrmtt

Othcr Permlt Numbcr:

Wrl.ÉodvlD

E Pro¡ôctad TMOL

Prctrct¡onl

E Estuary/CoastalBay

E EümlnåtcsDllcharûc

E Groundwatcr

[f ¡leP stu¿y

qr|rôw¡t€rùody lo

E Waurghe¿ MonaccmontPlm

Ra¡torrüon!
Prlmary

Prlmary

E Land Appllcaliorl

ff Searonal Dircharge

R.oc¡vln{ W¡tirbodr

Pågr I of I st28,t2016

40

40



State of Utah

GARYR. HERBERT
Governor

SPENCER J. COX
Lieutennnt Governor

TO:

THROUGH:

Department of
Environmental Quality

Alan Matheson
Execulive Director

DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY
Walter L. Baker, P.E.

Directol

Utah Water Quality Board

Walter L. Baker, P.E.

Water Quality Board
Myron E. Bateman, Chair

Shane E. Pace, Vice-Chair
Clyde L. Bunker
Steven K. Eæley

Gregg A. Galecki
Jennifer Grant

Michael D. Luers
Alan Matheson

Walter L. Baker
Executive Secretary

MEMO AND UM

FROM: Emily Cantón
Administrative Services Manager

DATE: April 15,2016

SUBJECT: Request for Public comment on the FY 2016 Intended use Plan & project
Priority List

The Division of Water Quality is requesting approval from the Utah V/ater Quality Board to go to
public comment for feedback regarding the FY 2016 Intended Use Plan (IUP) and Project Priority
List (PPL).

As a condition of CWSRF funding, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requires that the
State of Utah provide an annual IUP and PPL. The IUP identifies both long- and short-term goals
and addresses specific program requirements such as additional subsidy, green project reserve,
and proportionality of state match. The PPL shows cuffent projects ranked using criteria like
project need, potential improvement, and population affected. However, due to the dynamic
nature of wastewater projects, the documents will be updated on an ongoing basis throughout the
fiscal year. The Water Quality Board will be apprised of these updates by way of the Financial
Status Report, the Project Priority List, and feasibility reports.

The Division of V/ater Quality will publish a notification in the newspaper to advertise the IUp
and PPL and will also send notification to interested parties. Staff will post both documents on
the Division of water Quality's website for public review and comment.

Following the public comment period, the IUP and PPL will be submitted to EPA as part of the
2016 CWSRF Capitalization Grant application.

195 North 1950 West. Salt Lake City, UT
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 144870. Salt Lake City, UT B4ll4-4870

Telephone (801) 536-4300 . Fax (801) 5364301. T.D.D. (801) 903-397S
www.deq.utah.gov

Printed on l00olo recyoled paper
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STATE OF UTAH
CLEAN WATER STATE REVOLVING FUND
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TNT'RÛDUCTXOT{
As required under Sections 606(c) and 610(b) of the Clean Water Act, the State of Utah has
prepared an Intended Use Plan (IUP) for the Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF)
program. The purpose of the IUP is to facilitate the negotiation process for the Fiscal year 2016
CWSRF Capitalization Grant agreement. This IUP outlines the short-term and long-term goals
of the program and proposes a schedule of payment between the Department of Environmental
Quality - Division of V/ater Quality and the Environmental Protection Agency - Region 8. This
document also describes the intended uses for: the State Revolving Fund (SRF), the Utah
Wastewater Loan Fund (UWLF) and the Hardship Grant Funds (HGFs). All data provided in the
2016 IUP are projections of funding for the listed projects. Ultimately, the Utah Water euality
Board will determine loan amounts and fînancing terms as projects are presented for
authorization.

The CWSRF is a financial assistance program that provides low-cost financing for treatment
works, sewerage systems, storm water projects, decentralized systems, and nonpoint source
projects. The operation of Utah's CWSRF program is coordinated betweên the Utah Water
Quality Board (the BoarQ and the Department of Environmental Quality - Division of Water
Quality. Projects financed through the State Revolving Fund may receive funding from the
following sources: (a) SRF Capitalization Grants; (b) SRF loan repayments; and (c) State
matching funds. Occasionally, an SRF-eligible project will be financed through the Utah
Wastewater Loan Program or Hardship Grant Funds. If this occurs, the project may be removed
from the SRF Project Priority List. Similarly, if an SRF-eligible project does not proceed, it may
be removed from this list. The Intended Use Plan includes any project listed on the Fy 2016
Project Priority List as well as any unanticipated projects that may be added during the year.
Projects are listed on the Project Priority List prior to being presented to the Water euality Board
for authorization. Projects will be considered for funding according to their priority and
readiness to proceed.

PROGRAIþ{ OPER-AT'I ONS
Since its inception in 1989, Utah's CWSRF program has received appropriations from the
federal government through capitalization grants. For FY16, Utah estimates its capitalization
grant award will be approximately $7,200,000.

In addition to federal dollars, The Department of Environmental Quality - Division of V/ater
Quality is required to provide a twenty percent (20%) state match. Utah has met the state match
requirement by using money from the Utah Wastewater Loan Fund GfWLF). Revenues into the
UWLF are comprised of principal repayments from state loans and from state sales taxes. For
FY16, Utah anticipates receiving its full measure of sales tax dollars, which is $3,587,500. The
entire 20Yo state matching amount will be used toward eligible project costs before draws are
made from the capitalization grant. Once the requirement is met, draws will be made from the
federal letter of credit (LOC) as a 100% federal share.

The Department of Environmental Quality - Division of Water Quality will use SRF
administrative funds of up to $400,000 for costs associated with administering the program. In
addition, loan origination fees, equal to Io/o of the principal loan amount, are charged to loan
recipients. That revenue may also be used for program administration expenses. The Division of
Water Quality estimates that $750,000 will be collected from loan origination fees by the end of

J
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Fiscal Year 2016.
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EXTENDEÐ FTNANCTNG TERMS
As of July l, 2015, the Utah Water Quality Board has provided extended financing agreements
to eight SRF recipients: Bear Lake SSD, Nibley CiW, Fairview City, Hooper City, Stockton
Town, Mona City, Elwood Town, and Eureka City. The Division of lVater Quality estimates
that the long term impact of extended financing on the SRF program is less than a lolo revolving
level reduction over 60 years. This estimate does not include an adjustment for inflation.

In cases of extreme hardship, the maximum affordable loan amount may not provide suffîcient
capital to cover project costs. In these cases, the Board would be requested to provide a hardship
grant funds to make these projects feasible. Extended-term financing can increase the loan
amount that a community qualifies for under the L4Yo median adjusted gross household income
(MAGÐ affordability guideline. The extended terms also benefit the SRF program by replacing
an award of grant dollars with additional loan repayments, albeit in years zT-30.

ADDITIONAL SUtsSIÐXZATION
The FY16 capitalization grant allows states to provide additional subsidization in the form of
principal forgiveness and negative interest loans. Minimum and maximum additional
subsidization amounts will be outlined in the programmatic terms and conditions of the award.
The Water Quality Board uses principal forgiveness agreements as its mechanism for awarding
additional subsidization.

Additional subsidy may be provided to disadvantaged communities, communities addressing
water-efficiency or energy-efficiency goals, communities mitigating storm water runoff, or to
encourage sustainability. For the W'ater Quality Board to qualiff a community as disadvantaged,
the estimated annual cost of sewer service must exceed I.4% of the MAGL Currently, two
projects have been identified as disadvantaged: Eureka City and Francis City. However, the
Water Quality Board may authorize principal forgiveness to additional projects presented for
authorization during the year.

GREEN PTEOJECT RESERVE
The FY16 capitalization grant allocation requires that, to the extent there are sufficient eligible
projects applications, not less than I0% of the SRF funds shall be used for projects that address
gleen infrastructure, water or energy efficiency improvements, or other environmentally
innovative activities. The state of utah will meet this objective by identi$ring projects that meét
green infrastructure requirements and providing funding, in whole or in part, as they proceed to
construction.

PRÛ GR,AM .&S S {JR,A"T{CE S
The State of Utah must comply with its Operation Agreement with EPA and Utah Administrative
Code. R-317-102, Utah Wastewater State Revolving Fund (SRF). Assurances include:

o Section602(a)-EnvironmentalReviews
¡ Section 602(bx3)-Certifr binding commitments within one year
o Section 602(bx4)-Certiff expeditious and timely expenditures
o Section 602(bx5)-First use for enforceable requirements

5
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The Division of Water Quality will complete the one-page worksheet through the Clean Benefits
Reporting database for all binding commitments in the quarter that they are made.

FY16 CWSR.F FEROJECT FUNDTI\G
Eligible projects to be funded by the SRF include loans closed with remaining draws, authorized

loans, and anticipated loans. Loans closed with remaining draws are projects that are currently
under construction. Authorized loans are projects that have been authorized by the Utah Water

Quality Board and are in the design phase. Anticipated loans are projects that are in the

beginning stages of planning.

Funding through the SRF can include federal dollars from the capitalization grant awards,

principal repayments, interest payments, and investment fund interest earnings. Figure I shows

the proposed projects that are expected to be funded from the Clean Water SRF. Projects must

meet specific programmatic requirements including federal cross cutters and "super cross-

cutters," Davis-Bacon wages, American Iron and Steel (AIS), NEPA-like environmental review,

Single Audit Act, Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE), and Architectural and Engineering

Services procurement.

As determined by the Utah Water Quality Board, SRF loan recipients may be charged a hardship

grant assessment in lieu of interest. Upon collection, the hardship grant assessment will be

placed into the Federal Hardship Grant Fund. If a hardship grant assessment is derived from a

loan funded directly by EPA Capitalization Grant loans (1" Round), the assessment shall be used

for purposes identified in 40 CFR Part 3I.25. If a hardship grant assessment is derived from a

loan funded by SRF loan repayments (2'd Round), the assessment may be used to provide grants

to communities for projects that are economically unfeasible without grant assistance.

LONG.TERM GO,{LS
1. Provide a pennanent funding source for water quality construction projects that supplements a

community's own resources and/or other funding sources.

2. Distribute SRF funds to projects with the highest water quality and infrastructure needs by
evaluating and prioritizing proposed projects throughout the state.

3. Support EPA's Sustainability Policy by balancing a community's economic and water quality

needs with the perpetuity of the SRF program.

4. Assist communities with all phases of a project, including sufficient planning, project design,

environmental work, and construction.

SHORT-TER,M GOAI,S
1. Present eligible projects to the Water Quality Board for authorization by increasing the profile
of the SRF program as a potential funding source an{ by assisting communities through the

application and award process.

2. Collaborate with other agencies (i.e. Utah Permanent Community Impact Board, U.S.

Department of Agriculture Rural Development, and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) in order to

sufficiently fund proj ects.

3. Solicit and fund eligible nonpoint source and storm water projects

6
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4. Provide funding, equal to at least ten percent (I0%) of the capitalization award, for recycled
water and water reuse projects.

7
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Figure 1: FY16 List of SRF Projects

F'Vã6 ãJT^AE{ W"AST'E,WATER. LTAN PROGRAM
The Utah Wastewater Loan program is a state-funded loan program similar to the SRF. Revenue

for the Utah Wastewater Loan program is derived from sales tax dollars and principal

8

Loan Recipient Permit
Number

Needs Category Assistance
Amount

Interest
Rate

Term
(Yrs)

Additional
Subsidy
Amount

Green
Project
Reserve
Amount

Binding
Commitmen
t

Loans Closed with Draws
Eureka City ur0024601 IV(a) -New Collector

Sewers
$1,300,000 0% 30 s244,019 $0 ill4ar 2015

Mar 2015

Logan City ur002t920 II - Advanced
Wastewater Treatment

$70,000,000 0.7s% 20 $0 $0 I|lfiar 2016

Loans
Bear Lake SSD nla IV(a) -New Collector

Sewers
$2,000,000 UNKNOW}i

UNKNOWN

UNKNOWN

UNKNOWN

UNKNOWN

UNKNOWN

UNKNOWN

UNKNOWN

$2,000,000$495,000200%$4,300,000

$8,000,000

$8,000,000

$6,900,000

$30,000,000

s13,000,000

$8,000,000

$1,000,000

I - Secondary
Wastewater Treahent

I - Secondary
Wastewater Treatment

I - Secondary
Wastewater Treatment

II - Advanced
'Wastewater Treatment

II - Advanced
Wastewater Treatment

I - Secondary
Wastewater Treatment

I - Secondary
'Wastewater Treatment

I - Secondary
Wastewater Treatment

nla

ur0020966

ur0020893

ur0020427

uT0021717

uT0020249

uT0020109

nJa

Francis City

Kamas City

Morgan City

Payson City

Provo City

Salem City

Spanish Fork Cþ

Town of Tropic
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repayments. Monies may be authorized in the form of loans or interest-rate buy downs.

Projects eligible for funding through the Utah Wastewater Loan program have been divided into
three categories: closed loans with remaining draws, authorized loans, and anticipated loans.
Closed loans with remaining draws are projects that have held loan closing and are currently
under construction. Authorized loans are those projects which have received authorization from
the Utah Water Quality Board, but have not yet held loan closing and are still in the planning or
design phase. Anticipated loans are those projects that may be presented to the Utah Quality
Board for authorization in the next fiscal year.

Please refer to Figure 2 for a list of proposed projects to be funded from the Utah Wastewater
Loan
Fund.

Figure 2: FY16 List of UWLF Projects

F'Vî6 F{ARDSFXËP GRANT FUNÐETqG
The Hardship Grant Funds receive revenue from hardship grant assessment fees charged in lieu
of an interest rate on certain SRF loans, interest payments charged on UWLF loans, and
investment fund interest earnings.

The State of Utah provides hardship grants for several types of projects. First, hardship grant
funds may be authorized as planning advances or grants and design advances. Advances are
repaid once construction funding has been secured through a loan closing. Second, funds may be

9

Loan Recipient Assistance Amount Interest
Rate

Term
(Yrs)

Binding
Commitment

Loan Closed w/ Remaining Draws

Helper City $2,314,000 0o/o 30 Oct 2015

Long Valley Sewer
Improvement District

$1,150,000 0% 30 Oct2014

Munay City s2,626,000 25% 20 June2012

Price River Water ID $600,000 Io/o 20 Apr 2015

Authorized Loans

Eagle Mountain City $490,000 t% 20 Unknown

Anticipated Loans

Moab City $10,450,000 UNKNOWN

Duchesne City $250,000 UNKNOWN

Wellington City $1,500,000 UNKNOWN
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awarded as hardship construction grants to entities that may not otherwise be able to afford to
complete an eligible project. The Water Quality Board may consider authorizing a hardship

grant when the estimated annual cost of sewer service exceeds 1A% of the local MAGI. Third,

hardship grants may be awarded to entities for non-point source projects that improve water
quality, including water quality studies and educational outreach efforts. Projects eligible for
Hardship Grant Funds are added to the list once authorization has been received from the Board.

Please refer to Figure 3 for a list of proposed projects to be funded from the Hardship Grant
Funds.

Figure 3: FY15 List of Hardship Grant Projects

Recipient Assistance Amount Type

Hardship Grants

Big Plains 38,000 Planning Grant

Duchesne City 608,000 Construction Grant

Eagle Mountain City (White Hills) 580,000 Construction Grant

Emigration Sewer Improvement District 60,000 Planning Grant

Eureka City 646,000 Construction Grant

Francis City 1,875,000 Construction Grant

Kamas City 100,000 Planning Advance

Stonegate 22r,000 Construction Grant

Summit County - Interceptor Project 200,000 Planning Advance

Tooele County 95,000 Planning Grant

Wellington City 32,000 Planning Advance

Non-Point Source Grants

DEQ - Ammonia Criteria 75,000 NPS Grant

DEQ - Willard Spur Study I13,326 NPS Grant

DEQ - Nitrogen Transformation Study 150,000 NPS Grant

DEQ - San Juan River Monitoring 200,000 NPS Grant

Great Salt Lake Advisory Council 339,418 NPS Grant

Gunnison Irrigation Company 48,587 NPS Grant

UACD 47,394 NPS Grant

Utah Department of Agriculture 717,35r NPS Grant

FY12 - FY16 Remaining Payments r,569,041 Various NPS Grants

10
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J

PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Utah's Clean Water SRF has met "first use" requfuements of Section 602(bX5). SRF funds will
be distributed using the method, cnteria, and eligible activities that are outlined in Section R-
317-I0l and 102 of the Utah Adminishative Code. The methods and criteria provide affordable
assistance as well as maximum benefit to the long-term viability of the fund.

If the dollar amount of projects in the FY 2016 Intended Use Plan exceeds the actual amount of
funds available during the planning period, one of the following may occur:

Projects listed may not be funded.
Projects may be funded using available credit enhancement techniques.
Projects may need to be delayed until funds are available.

Please see the attached Cash Flow Projections for the detail of revenue and expenses for the State
Revolving Fund, Utah Wastewater Loan Fund, and Hardship Grant Funds.

U:\DIRECTOR\McaseVUP\FY 201 6 IUP.doc
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LOAN FUNDS FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS

Gash FIow Projections -

STATE REVOLVING FUND (SRF)

SRF Capitalization Grant Funds Available
FY14 Award - Remaining Balance

FY15 Award - Remaining Balance

FY16 Award (estimate)

20% State Match Requirement for FY15 & FY16 Awards

Total Capitalization Gnnt Funds Availabte

General Obligations
DWQ Administrative Costs

Loans Closed w/ Remaining Draws

Eureka City

Francis City

Authorized Loans
None at this time

Anticipated Loans
Payson City

Salem City

Fork

nd" Funds Available
Beginning Balance

lnterest Earnings (0.6%)

Loan Repayments

Total'Swnd Round' Funds Avaílable
Loans Closed ú Remaining Draws

Logan City

Authorized Loans
None at this time

Anticipated Loans
Bear Lake SSD

Kamas City

Morgan City

Provo City

ïown of

CURRENT

FUND

STATUS

759

2017 OcrDec2017 Jan-l\¡1ar20182017

$ (100,000) $ (100,000) $ (100,000) $

$

$

$

ü

$

$

$

$

Þ

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

713,735b,

735

13,7356,8

6,813,6,913,

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

735

$

$

$

$

$ 6,6r3,735

(100,000)

6,713,735

(8,

(30

(10,000,000)

50,395,024

75,593

4,711,189

55,181,S05

$ 59,111,025 $

$ 88,667 $

$ 1,195,332 $

$ 60,395,024 $

(10,000,000) $

-$

67,035,962

100,554

1,974,509

69,111,025

(10,000,000) $

-$

$ 73,197,944 $

$ 109,797 $

$ 3,728,221 $

$ T7,035,962 $

$ (10,000,000) $

$$

197

2016 0ct-Dec2016 Jan-Ma¡20172016

19,251,735 $

(100,000) $

(400,000) $

(638,000) $

-$
-$
-$
-$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

18,013,18,1 13,73519,251 ,735

7353,18,

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

0

0

0

0

26,913,735

(100,000)

$ (6,900,000)

$ (13,0oo,ooo)

7,500,000

1,500,000

27,013,735

(100,000) $

-$
-$

-$

(100,000) $

-$
.- $

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

(2,000,000)

(1 0,000,000)

78,394,497

117,592

4,685,856

83',197,9M

88,639,136 $

132,959 $

1,622,402 g

s,394,497 $

(10,000,000) $

-$

95,675,022 $

143,513 $
1 ,951,601 $

97,770,136 $

$ (9,131,000) $

$$

$ 91,965,561 $

$ 137,948 $

$ 3,571 ,513 $

$ 95,675,022 $

111

$

$

ü

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

2,049,381

7,324,000

7,011 ,000

2,867,354

19,251,735

s

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

91,965,561

91,965,561

nt

Unobl SRF "Second

printed 4/L8/2Ot6
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LOAN FUNDS FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS

Utah Wastewater Loan Fund (UWLF)
GURRENT

FUND

STATUS

Funds Available
UWLF Beginning Balance

Sales Tax Revenue

Loan Repayments

Total Funds Available

General Obligations
20% State Match Transfer to SRF

DWQ Administrative Expenses (TMDL, etc.)
Loans Glosed w/ Remaining Draws

Helper City

Munay City

Authorized Loans
Eagle Mountain City

Anticipated Loans
Duchesne City

Moab City

Wellington City

Total Funds

9,970,6628.709.2327.644.882s 6.5E1.099

Apr-June 2017 July-Sept 2017 OclDec 2017 Jan-Mar 2018

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-$

$

$

$

$

(339,525)

{339.525)(339.525)

(339,525)

1339.525)

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

6,068,345

896,875

1,455,404

8,420,624

(339,525)

$ 8,709,232

$ 896,875

$ 704,080

$ 10,310,187

7,644,882

896,875

507,000

9,ù48,757

(339,52;)

$ 6,581,099 $

$ 896,875 $
$ 506,433 $
$ 7,984,407 $

$$
$$
$ (1,5oo,ooo) $

$ (1.839.52$ $

AprJune 2016 July-Sept 2016 OctDec 201ô Jan-lVlar 20'17

(339,525)

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

(339,525)(829,525)(2,606,525)

$

$

$$ (4e0,000) $$

$

$

$

$

4,774,915

896,875

736,080

6,407,870

$

$(1
$

$(1

14,446,565 $

896,875 $

426,000 $

15,769,440 $

(250,000) $

0,405,000) $
-$

0,994,52Ð $

13,909,882 $

896,875 $

469,333 $

15,276,090 $

$ 14,882,520 $

$ 896,875 $
$ 737,012 $

$ 16,5'16,407 $

$ (1,157,000) $

$ (1,110,000) $

-$
(339,525) $

-$
(33e,525) $

-$
(339,525) $

$ 13,909.882 $ 14,446.565 S 4.774,915 $ 6.068.315

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

17,749,874_

17,749,874

(2,867,354"

Q.867.1il\,

$ 14,882,520ated UWLF Amount

printed 4/t8/2o!6
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CASH FLOW PROJECTIONS.

Hardship Grant Funds

Beginning Balance
Federal HGF Beginning Balance

Hardship Grant Assessment Fees

State HGF Beginning Balance

lnterest Earnings

lnterest Earnings from UWLF

UWLF lnterest Payments

Hardship Advance Repayments

Total Hardship GrantPF Funds Availabla
Project Obli gations/Authorizations

DWQ-Central Utah Public Health Dept - Planning Grant

Eagle Mountain City - White Hills - Construction Grant

Emigration Sewer lmprovement Dist - Planning Grant

Eureka City - Construction Grant

Francis City - Construction Grant

Tooele County - Planning Grant

Wellington City - Planning Advance

Planned Projects

Big Plains - Planning Grant

Duchesne City - Construction Grant

Kamas City - Planning Advance

Stonegate - Construction Grant

NPS Project Obligations/Authorizations

Gunnison lnigation Company

DEQ - Willard Spur Study

Utah Department of Agriculture

DEQ - Great Salt Lake Advisory Council

UACD

DEQ - Ammonia Crieteria

DEQ - Nitrogen Transformation Study

DEQ - San Juan River Monitoring

FY 2012 - Remaining Payments

FY 2013 - Remaining Payments

FY 2014 - Remaining Payments

FY 2015 - Remaining Payments

FY 2016 - Remaining Payments

FY 2017 Allocation

FY 2018 Allocation

GRANT FUNDS FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS

AprJune20'16 July-Sept201ô OclDec2016 lan-Ma12017

CURRENT

FUND

STATUS 2017 July-Sept2o17 Oct-Dec2017 Jan-l\rar2018

$

ü

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

180,346

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

ô

$

$

ü

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

ü

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

8,21

000),000,

7

$

$

$

$

$

$

8,859

103,497

ß79,4n1

409,454

7,530

48,667

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

860,865

6,889

203,074

(655,759)

(ee1,783)(4s7,434)

(457,4U\

1 0,1 90

33,132

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

5,272

43,257

(1,1

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

o

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

ô

$

$

$

56,209

,875,000)

2,

(1,000,000)

(1

3,776,021

402,201

5,66;
I 6,266

s3,335

4,253,487

(580,000)

(646,000)

(50,000)

(60,000)

(95,000)

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

6,429,829

3,041

17,362

108,319

$ (38,000) $

$$
$$
$ (221,000) $

(895,1 67)

(48,587)

(1 13,326)

(717,351)

(339,418)

(47,394)

(75,000)

(150,000)

(200,000)

(5e,540)

(56,769)

(227,101)

(404,018)

$

$

$

$

$

$

$$
$ 930,197 $

$$
$ 9,645 $

$ 26,625 $

$ 177,396 $

$$
$ 7,573,692 $

(608,000)

(100,000)

5,629,539

6,429,829

$

ô

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

ü

$

$

$

$

800,290

Total Gnnt Funds
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State of Utah
Wastewater Project Assistance Program

Project Priority List

Planning

Planninq
Plannino

Plann¡no

Plann¡nq

Des¡on

Desion
Des¡on

Desiqn
Construc'tion
Desiqn
Construction

Construct¡on

Construction
Construc{ion

Desiqn

60
20
60
40
60
60
60
20
40
60
60
40
0

60
40
40

10
7
2
6
I
1

10
6
3
2
I
2
1

2
7
2

39
48
40
24
0
5
0
18
0
7

1

5
0
13
0

50
70
40
50
50
40
35
50
40
10
10

35
70
10
10
10

159
145
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APPLICAIIT'S REOUEST:

Big Plains Water & Sewer Special Service District is requesting a hardshin nlannine eranf in tfe
amãunt of üE¡¡g¡q to develop a wastewater management plan for the two communities served by the

District Apple Valley and Cedar Pointe.
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Big Plains

Water & Sewer

APPLICANT'S LOCATTON

Big Plains Water & Sewer Special Service District is located approximately 50 miles south of Cedar
City and 30 miles east of St. George.
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PROJECT NEED

Big Plains Water & Sewer Special Service District was formed in 2011 with the combination of
two water companies: Cedar Pointe and Apple Valley Water Companies. Wastewater from both
communities is currently disposed using onsite systems that are not managed by the District.

Growth and plans for subdivision development in the District have raised concerns over
protection of groundwater quality, particularly in Apple Valley where good water is in short
supply and found only in the upper (shallow) aquifer. The 1997 Washington County Water
Conservancy District county-wide study (known as the .'HAL study") established septic density
guidelines for Apple Valley (5 to 7 acres per ERU) but not for Cedar Pointè which is
hydrologically separated and different. The District needs to understand how to apply these or
other guidelines to the expected growth in these communities and then develop plans for its long-
term management of wastewater.

t
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The purpose of the proposed engineering study is to develop coÍìmunity wastewater information

and 
-engineering 

,"co--"trdations that will guide community development decisions and

establish the need and direction for wastewater management in the District. The project scope is

as follows.

I. Project Technical Data Development
II. 'Water 

Quality and Public Health Risks Analysis
m. Environmental Review
IV. AltemativesAnalysis

a. Onsite and Alternate SYstems

b. Regionalization
c. Hybrid Options
d. Lagoon Treatment

V. Engineering Report

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE:

The project will be completed by September 2016.

COST ESTIMATE:

Data Development
Risk Analysis
Environmental Review

$

$

$

$

$

9,600
4,700
4,500

17,200
2,000

Total

The Median Adjusted Gross Income (MAGÐ in Apple Valley is $32,468, which is 77 percent of

the statewide average. For the zip code the MAGI is $35,479 and 85 percent of the statewide

average.

STAFF' COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATION:

This project is being presented as a request for planning grant authorization to the'Water Quality

Board. The District does not currently provide sewer services or have sewer revenue with which

to repay these funds nor and it is likely that aconstruction loan will result from the project. Staff

has had detailed discussions with the District and its engineer about this project and is supportive

of the need for an engineering evaluation that will address growth, groundwater protection, and

the need for wastewater management that will responsibly protect water resources in a regional

sense, consistent with the HAL study objectives. Staff has reviewed and discussed the financial

position of the District and has concluded that the County has no reserve capacity with which to

$ 38,000
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conduct the project absent grant assistance. Staff recommends the Board authorize the amount
requested as a hardship planning grant to assist the District in completing these planning efforts.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

1. The Division of 'Water 
Quality must approve the engineering agreement and plan of study

before the advance will be executed.
2. This Planning Advance is a grant and will not be repaid.
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APPLICANT'S REOUEST:

Moab City is requesting a 20 years term construction loan from the Utah Water Quality
Board in the amount of $10.400.000 to construct a new wastewater treatment plant.

195 North 1950 West. Salt Lake City, UT
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 144870 . Salt Lake City, UT B4ll4-4g70

Telephone (801) 903- 3978 . Fax (801) 536-4301 . T.D.D. (801) 903-3978
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APPLICANTO LOCATION:

Moab City is located in Grand County (south eastem region of Utah) east of the Colorado River

Arches Nâtional park, Canyonlands National Park and Deadhorse Point State Park are all with

30 miles of Moab City.

OF

PROJECT NEED:

The Moab City wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) was originally constructed in the 1950s to

provide primaiy treatment of the Moab area domestic wastewater. Secondary treatment trickling

filt"r, wère added in 1967 . Additional modifications have been completed over the life of the

plant with the latest expansion being completed in 1996. Today, the City's WWTP provides

iegional service to Moãb City, Grand'Water & Sewer Service Agency (GWSSA), and septage

harulers. In the future, the new WV/TP must also accommodate loads received from the planned

Utah State University Extension campus (USU) and San Juan Spanish Valley Special Services

District (SJSVSSD).

Area wastewater treatment and disposal needs have been met by the WWTP since the beginning.

population growth, and increased rècreation and tourist visitation to nearby national and state

Proposed

WWTP SitE

Mo¡b
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parks and lands, have produced organic loadings that exceed the WWTP's capacity, resulting in
a number of treatment performance limitations, discharge permit parameter exceedances, and
odor complaints. In spite of much effort to overcome these problems with engineered and
operational solutions, several permit violations have occurred.

Moab City's WWTP plant accepts approximately 1.5 million gallons of hauled (septage) waste
per year. Much of this waste is derived from nearby National and State Park facilities; however,
as the only publically owned mechanical WWTP in the entire southem quarter of the state, it has
been the most reliable (available) point for legal disposal of residential and commercial septage
from an area well beyond its City and County bounàaries. The characteristics of septage matõ it
difficult and expensive to treat.

Moab City's willingness to accept septage regionally benefits the state because affordable
disposal contributes to better management of onsite wastewater systems which, in tum reduces
the number of failed systems. Failed onsite systems are a public health hazardand a nonpoint
source (NPS) thleat to water quality. Accepting septage has contributed to the treatment
capacity, performance, and operational challenges of the plant.

Septage receipt facilities, biological treatment, and sludge management components of the
WWTP need to be upgraded to ensure full compliance with the City's discharge permit. Several
other components are 50 years old, have exceeded their useful life, and need replacement to
establish reliable service.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Moab City and its engineering consultant prepared a Wastewater Treatment Facilities Master
Plan in 2015 that evaluated alternatives to address problems with aging infrastructure, treatment
performance, and growth. Alternatives evaluated included taking no action, upgrading existing
facilities, and constructing a new WW'TP. The recommended altemative is to build a new
mechanical WWTP on raw land that is adjacent to the existing facility. The proposed facility will
incorporate new headworks and septage receiving station, a sequencing batch reactor (SBR)
secondary treatment process, effluent equalization, ultraviolet light (UV) disinfection, biosolids
holding and dewatering, and associated infrastructure. The existing WIVTP will be demolished
following the new construction.

The proposed V/V/TP will treat an average daily flow rate of 1.5 MGD with an annual average
daily BOD concentration of 345 mglL. The plant capacity was established to accommodate tñe
20'year planning period loads from Moab City, GWSSA, SJSVSSD, USU, and area hauled
wastes. The facility will be designed to produce effluent quality that consistently meets Utah
secondary standards, a total phosphorus concentration of 1.0 mg/L and a total nitrogen
concentration of 10 mg/L.

In addition to the Facilities Plan, the City and its consultants have completed a geotechnical
evaluation of the proposed project site and are finishing up two necessary studies: Cost of
Services (COS) study and an Environmental Assessment (EA). The geotechnical evaluation
indicates that the site soils are suitable and groundwater is manageable during and after
construction. Work on the COS study was applied in updating the City's progressive rate
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structure for both residential and commercial users. New user fees have been adopted by the

City. The EA has established, with the general concunence of the State Historical Preservation

Officer (SHPO), the mitigation requirements for protection of historic and archaeological

resources for the two sites. Other environmental (cross-cutting) issues, such as for rehabilitation

of the outfall pipeline, are being addressed and are expected to be resolved within the remainder

of the design period.

POSITION ON PROJECT PRIORITY LIST:

This project is ranked No. 4 of l6 projects on the Wastewater Treatment Project Priority List.

POPULATION GROWTH

The population of Moab City is projected to grow at an annual rate of l.l%by the Govemor's

Office of Planning and Budget. Growth in GWSSA is estimated tobe2 percent. Current

populations and associated effective residential units (ERUs) are shown in the table below.

The hauled waste ERUs are included in the Moab City ERUs

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND DEMONSTR{TION OF PUBLIC SUPPORT:

Moab City and GWSSA have held several public meetings regarding the treatment plant project.

The community has expressed strong support for the project throughout this process. Moab City

Council has adopted and implemented a sewer fee structure that increased residential and

commercial service fees in preparation for funding the project. GWSSA has also increased its

rates.

Moab City and GV/SSA have worked closely to update their existing Interlocal Agreement for

treatment of wastewater delivered by GWSSA to Moab's WV/TP. The framework of the

Interlocal Agreement has been established in a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between

the two parties that, among other things, establishes a date certain for completion of the

Interlocãl Agreement. The MOU was undergoing final review at this writing. Additional public

meetings with be required for facility plan adoption and bonding once funding is authorized.

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE:

The planned schedule for implementation of the Moab City WWTP construction project is as

follows:

WQB Introduction

V/QB Funding Authorization:

Facility Plan Approval:

Issue Construction Permit

Jvne24,2015

April27,2016

l|/lay 2016

September 2016

Moab City GWSSA Hauled Waste Total

2014 Population 5,140 5,550 10,690

ERUs 5,467 2,503 2,300' 7,790
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Bid Opening

Complete Construction

December 2016

May 2018

APÌLICANT'S CURRENT USER CHARGE:

The2l!4median adjusted gross income (MAGI) for Moab City is $3I,g22,which is 24 fercent
lower that the state average of $41,923.

The City has implemented user fee increases in anticipation of the WWTP project. In 2013, user
fees were increased 5 percent and in June 2015, residential rates were increased an average bill
of $16.90 per month to $20.28 per month (about 20 percent). Commercial rates were similarly
increased to about 526.12 per month. Grand V/ater & Sewer Service Agency also raised their
rates in this timeframe, resulting in the current rate shown below.

Moab Residential: $12.00/month + 91.40/1,000 gal. winter water use
Moab Commercial: $15.90/month + 91.55/1,000 gal. winter water use
Moab Septage Tipping Fee: $0.14lgal. (planned))
GWSSA: $27.20lmonth; commercial varies

Moab City uses a graduated rate schedule to support conservation efforts and reduce wastewater
loadings to the WWTP.

COST ESTIMATE:

The estimated cost of the proposed WWTP project is outlined in the following table. Staff
prepared a static cost model for this project that is attached.

Item Moab City
Contribution

Funded Project
Cost

Legal/Bonding $ 50,000
DViQ Loan Origination $ 104,000
Engineering - Planning $ 47,000
Engineering - Design $ 657,000
Engineerins - CMS $ 700,000
Site Prep./Property &
ROV/

$ 800,000

Construction $ 9,150,000
Contingency $ 996,000
Total $ 1,504,000 $ 11,000,000

Proiect Cost $ 12,504,000

The cost model shows a significant increase in operations and maintenance (O&M) costs for
sewer service (treatment and collections). These higher costs are due to two principal factors.
First, in conjunction with replacing the V/V/TP, the City has implemented a sewer upgrade and
repair program that has added $425,000 per year to the cost of managing its sewers. These
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sewers were constructed 50 to 60 years ago and have many serious problems. At this increased

level of funding, the City can restore about one or two miles of sewer per year. They have 34

miles. Second, the new WWTP is technologically more advanced than the existing plant and will
require more skilled labor to operate and maintain. This new system will also require

significantly more electricity than the current plant to achieve the desired capabilities for
advanced treatment.

COST SHARING:

The City has paid for development of the Facilities Plan and will complete the design without
need of financial support. The City intends to expedite site preparation and complete acquisition

of the site and rights-of-way prior to loan closing and at its own expense to expedite the project.

The City will also invest $600,000 cash in the project. In total, the City will bring $2,104,000 in
local contribution to the project.

Funding Source
Local Contribution (upfront expenses)
Local Contribution (cash)

Cost Sharing
$ 1,504,000

$ 600,000
$ 10,400,000

Percent ofProject
l2Yr
5%
83%WQB Loan

Total $ 12,504,000 r00%

STAFF ST]PPORT & RECOMMEIIDATIONS:

Staff supports the new Moab City WWTP project. It is an important water quality project that

will enable the City to consistently meet secondary standards and future total phosphorus and

nitrogen limits when necessary. The existing facilities have insufficient capacity to treat current

loads and their condition is that of a facility that has exceeded its useful life. The proposed new

treatment train is modem, flexible, and effrcient. Building the new WWTP on an adjoining
property is most cost effective because the land is inexpensive, operational complications from
upgrading (replacing) a plant while keeping it running are avoided, interferences and old buried

utilities can be avoided, and hence, construction can be simplified, expedited, and cost effective.

The attached static cost model shows that the required user rates will be below the Board's

affordability criteria of 1.4% of MAGI, i.e., a loan is affordable at interest rates that exceed those

of the current market. To establish an appropriate interest rate for this loan, staff reviewed the

City's recent financial statements, its bonding capacity (rating), "hardship" status, several bond

indexes, the SRF portfolio status and its recent lending history.

Current rates at other funding agencies (USDA Rural Development and the Community Impact

Board) and municipal bond indices (Municipal Market DaIa,ll-Bond, 2O-Bond, etc., indices)

are currently between 2.20% and2.5Yo for comparable borrowers. Staff recommends the Board

discount its rate by 1.0-1.25o/obased on the following factors:

l. The project's need, including water quality protection and regional importance;

2. Costs to Moab City associated with the Board's loan such as programmatic costs, Davis-

Bacon wages, American Iron & Steel, and DBE requirements;
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3. Community support of the project including interlocal agency cooperation, graduated
rates that support water conservation, and fair commercial/septage user fees; and

4. "Green reserve" contribution, i.e., NPS minimizationvia regional and affordable septage
disposal service.

Staff recommends the Board assign an interest rate of 1.15 percent on this 20 years term
loan in the amount $10,4000000 to Moab City with the following special conditions:

1. Moab City must agree to participate annually in the Municipal Wastewater Planning
Program (MV/PP).

2. Moab City must maintain an updated Water Conservation and Management Plan.
3. Moab City must execute an Interlocal Agreement with GWSSA for treatment of

wastewater collected by and delivered to Moab by GWSSA.

Attachment: Moab City Cost Model DWQ-2016-008682

DWQ-2016-008681.docx
File: Moab, Admin, Section I
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STATIC COST MODEL
MOAB CITY 2016

Costs

Applicant Contribution

Applicant's Upfront Expenses

WQB Loan

ESTIMATED COST OF Sf,\üER SER!'ICE

$

$

$

$

600,000

1,504,000

10,400,000

Current Customer B¡se & User

Conditions

Upfront Expenses (planning/design, site prep)

Legal/Bonding

DWQ Loan Origination Fee

Engineering - Special

Engineering - CMS

Property, Easements, & R.O.W

Construction

$

$

$

$

$

$

700,000

9,1 50,000
15% const.

1,504,000

50,000

104,000

sCost:Total

ERtls Moab City
ERUs GWSSA

Total ERfIs
MAGI Moab:

Affordable Monthly Rate at 1.4%o

Current Impact Fee (per ERU):
rMoab 

Cunent Monthly User Fee (per ERU)
GWSSA Cunent Monthly User Fee (per ERU)

Existing O&M expenses Treatment & Collection
New O&M expenses Treatrnent & Collection

$23

$2,81

Sewer Debt Service

5,467

2,503

7,970

fi31,922

$37.24

$27.20

$1,12s,000

$1,525,000

$0

$Cost:
Term:

Period: 6

20Repayment

Reserve

WQB Loan

Amount

10,400,000

I 0,400,000

10,400,000

l 0,400,000

10,400,000

10,400,000

I 0,400,000

10,400,000

I 0,400,000

10,400,000

I 0,400,000

10,400,000

10,400,000

WQB Loan

Interest Rate

WQB Loan

Debt Service

s20,000

533,758

547,731

s61,919

576,319

585,062

590,932

605,756

620,789

636,030

6s1,478

667,130

682,986

WQB Loan

Reserve

130,000

133,439

136,933

140,480

144,080

146,265

147,733

151,439

15s,197

1s9,007

162,869

166,783

170,746

Annual Sewer

O&M Cost

1,525,000

1,525,000

1,525,000

1,525,000

1,s25,000

I,525,000

1,525,000

1,52s,000

1,525,000

1,525,000

1,525,000

1,525,000

1,525,000

Existing Sewer

Debt Service

Total Annual

Sewer Cost

2,175,000

2,192,191

2,209,664

2,227,398

2,24s,399

2,2s6,327

2,263,665

2,282,195

2,300,986

2,320,037

2,339.347

2,358,913

2,378,732

Monthly Sewer

CoslERU
Sewer Cost as a

% of I\4,A.GI
0.00%

0.2s%

0.50o/o

0.75%

1.00o/o

1.15%

1.25o/o

1.s0%

l.7sYo

2.O0o/o

2.25%

2.50o/o

2.75%

3.00o/o

22.74
t) o)

23.10

23.29

23.48

23.59

23.67

23.86

24.06

24.26

24.46

24.66

24.87

25.08

0.85o/o

0.86%

0.87%

0.88%

0.88%

0.89%

0.89%

0.90%

0.90%

0.91o/o

0.92%

0.93o/o

0.93%

0.94o/o
761
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APPLICANT'S REOUEST:
Duchesne City is requesting financial assistance in the amount of $627'500 grant and a

S250,000 loan at an interest rate of 2.5"/" repayable over 20 years for rehabilitation of the

existing lagoon wastewater treatment system.

APPLICANT'S LOCATION:
Duchesne City is located in Duchesne County

MAP OF'APPLI NT'S LOCATION
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BACKGROUND:

Duchesne City owns and operates a25-acre, four cell lagoon system for treatment and disposal

of the community's wastewater. The wastewater treatment plant was originally constructed in
1968 as a non-discharging system. The system was later converted to a discharging lagoon

system with discharge to the Duchesne River under a UPDES permit. The need to discharge is

intermittent and infrequent. The system was last upgraded in 1985 and has a design flow rate of
420,000 gallons per day (gpd). Lagoon Cell 1 provides primary treatment and Cells 2,3 and 4

provide secondary treatment.

In 2014, staff assisted the City with an evaluation of accumulated sludge in the lagoon system.

Three to four feet of sludge was present in the six feet deep lagoon Cells I and 2. This amount of
sludge accumulation causes treatment limitations and nuisance conditions at certain times of year

and needs to be remediated. To minimize the impa'cts of this situation, the City has stopped

receiving hauled septage which, although protective of the treatment system, is restrictive to

septic tank maintenance objectives of the county and state.
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The Duchesne City wastewater treatment lagoons are located immediately adjacent to the
Duchesne River. High Spring flow in 2011 threatened the embankment that protects and contains
Cell 1 of the system. The City's engineering analysis indicates that to ensure the lagoons are
protected from such high flows, the stream bed should be re-routed at the point where the river
intersects the lagoon bank.

PROJECT NEED:

Lagoon Cells I and 2 need to be remediated to preserve the facility's capacity and correct
treatment deficiencies. To implernent these corrective measures, the City needs to install pipes
and gates that will allow it to bypass Cells I and2 independently. This will allow the City to take
a cell offline for rehabilitation. This proposed infrastructure will also provide the City with long-
term flexibility in operating the lagoons, which will help relieve the solids accumulation problem
in the future and improve treatment performance.

The facility's septage receiving capabilities need to be improved so this waste can be better
distributed into the lagoons and receive treatment. Past practice was to release the hauled waste
on the lagoon bank which allowed local accumulation, poor treatment, and deteriorated the bank.

The City needs to protect its lagoon treatment plant infrastructure from high Duchesne River
flows. If the City can gain approval to modify the stream route slightly, long-term protection can
be achieved.

ALTERNATVES EVALUATION

The City and its consulting engineer prepared an engineering evaluation and facilities plan for
upgrading the lagoon system. The follow alternatives were analyzed.

1. No action
2. Sludge reduction by proprietary supplement
3. Cleaning and Maintenance of Cell 1 only
4. Cleaning Cells 1 and2 and Infrastructure Upgrades
5. Add a Cell, Clean Cells 1 and2, and Infrastructure Upgrades
6. Land application
7. fuver Realignment
8. Analyze collection System Impacted by Duchesne county Event center

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The recommended alternatives were as follows:
o Dredging Cells I and2
o Headworks upgrade, addition of diversion manholes, and cells bypass piping
o River realignment

POSITION ON PROJECT PRIORITY LIST:
The Duchesne City project is ranked No. 16 out of 16 projects on the FY 2016 Wastewater
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Treatment Project Priority List.

POPULATION GRO\ilTH:

Population growth through the year 2040 was estimated to be 1 .3Yo in the funding application.

Current Population
Design Population:

Public Meeting
Apply to WQB for Funding:
WQB Funding Authorization:
Public Hearing:
Advertise EA (FONSI):
Engineering Report Approval
Commence Design:
Issue Construction Permit:
Bid Opening:
Commence Construction:
Complete Construction:

COST ESTIMATE:

Task

March 22,2016
April2016
June 2016
July 2016
August 2016
August 2016
September 2016
May 2017
June2017
Iuly 2017
IuIy 2021

Cost Estimate

Year
2016
2040

Total
1,876
2,336

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND DEMONSTR{TION OF PUBLIC SUPPORT:

On March 22,2016, the City held a public meeting to inform the community about the project

and its intention to pursue funding for the project The City will hold a public hearing in June

20t6.

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE:

Engineering - Facility Plan
Engineering-Design
Engineering - CMS
Construction
In-Kind Service
Contingency
DWQ Origination Fee

Legal and bonding

$40,000
$156,000
$180,000

$2,135,000
$30,000

$ 1 18,000

$2,500
$20,000

Total: $2.681.s00
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COST SHARING:
Duchesne City requests the following cost sharing approach for the project:

Funding Source Amount Percent of Proiect
Duchesne City
CIB Grant
CIB Loan
WQB Grant
WOB Loan

Total Amount:

$70,000
$1,480,500
$250,000
$631,000
$2s0.000

$2,681,500

3%
55%
9%

24%
9%

t00%

ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST FOR SEWER SERVICE:

Operation & Maintenance - Annual
WQB Debt Service (2.5o/o;20 yrs)
WQB Required Reserves (l%pmtl6 yr)
Existing Sewer Debt Service
Total Annual Cost
Monthly Cost / ERU
Cost calculated as % of MAGI (546,236)
* Using requestedfunding assistance level

$156,000
$16,000

$4,000
$82,000

9274,000
s29.06
$s3.94

STAFF COMMENTS:

This assistance request is being presented as an introduction of the project. Staff comments and
recornmendations will be provided at the request for funding authorization Vy'ater Quality Board
Meeting.

U:\ENG-WQ\BWONDIMTAWP\DUCHESNE CITY\FEASIBLITY INTRODUCTION DUCHESNE.DOCX
File: Duchesne City, Admin, Section I
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STATIC COST MODEL
Duchesne City - Water Quality Board

Costs

Local

I cte I-o-
CIB Grat
WQB Lom

Grilt

ESTIMATED COST OF SEWER SERVICE

$

$

$

$

70,000

250,000

1,480,500

250,000

Cunent Customer B¡se & User

Conditions

63

Tot¡l Prcjæt Cost: 2.681,s00$

Plming & Equipment

LegaL/Bonding

DWQ Loa Origination Fee

Engineering - Design

Engineering - CMS

Construction

Contingency (-5oó const. cost)

70,000

20,000

2,50Q

156,000

180,000

2,135,000

I 18.000

Total ERU's

MAGr (2014):

Affordable Monthly Rate at 1.4%

CEent Impact Fee (per ERU):

Cment Monthly Fee (per ERU)

Sewer Debt Service

786

s46,236

$53.94

$5,500.00

$21.00

$156,000

s1 56,000

Existing O&M expenses Treatnent & Collection

New O&M expenses Treat¡nent & Collection

2,681,s00$Cost:Totsl

20

6

Loæ Repayment Tem:
Period:Reserve

WQB Græt WQB Lom
Amout

WQB Loæ

Interest Rate

WQB Loæ

Debt Seruice

WQB Lom
Reserve

Annual Sewer

O&M Cost

Existing

Debt Service

New CIB

Debt Servicel

Total Amual

Sewer Cost

Monthly Sewer

Cost/ERU

Sewer Cost as a

% ofMAGIAmout
63r,000 2s0,000

63r,000 250,000

631,000 250,000

631,000 250,000

631,000 250,000

631,000 250,000

190,500 440,s00

190,500 440,500

190,500 440,500

190,500 440,500

2.500

0.00o/o

1.00%

2.0Qo/o

2.SQo/o

3.00o/o

0.00%

LOï%

2.ÙQo/o

3.Qïo/o

0.00%

|.00o/o

L25o/o

1.s0%

2.00%

2.50Vo

3.00o/o

16,037

12,500

13,854

15,289

16,037

16,804

22,02s

24,4t0

26,940

29,609

44,050

48,82t

50,059

5 1,3 14

53,879

56,514

59,217

4,009

3,125

3,463

3,822

4,009

4,20t
5,506

6,103

6,735

7,402

I 1,013

12,205

12,515

t2,829

13,470

t4,128

14,804

35,275

36,t79

37,097

38,027

38,9',11

39928

40,897

41,880

1s6,000

1s6,000

1s6,000

156,000

156,000

l5ó,000

156,000

156,000

156,000

1s6,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

82,000

$16,037

s100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

s100,794

274,083

354,419

3s6,rt2
357,906

358,840

359,799

366,325

369,307

372,469

375,805

29.06

37.58

37.76

37.95

38.04

38.15

38.84

39. l5
39.49

39.84

4t.76

42.39

42.55

42.72

43.06

43.41

43.77

43.93

44.4t

44.90

4s.39

45.89

46.40

46.9t

47.43

0.7syo

0.98%

Q.98o/o

0.98%

0.990/0

0.99%

t.ot%
1.020/0

1.02%

1.03%

- 2,61t,500 0.75% l4l,l0l
- 2,61i,s00 t.00% t44,717

- 2,61 1,500 t.25yo 148,386

- 2,6tt,500 t50% t52,t09
- 2,61t,500 t.750/o 155,884

- 2,61 1,500 2.000/o t59,7tl
- 2,611,500 2.2s% 163,590

- 2,61 1,500 2.500/o 167,520

I CIB Debt Service based on $1,730,500 loæ; 20 yea tem at l.5oó Effectíve interest

881,000

881,000

881,000

881,000

881,000

881,000

881,000

156,000

156,000

156,000

1s6,000

156,000

156,000

156,000

$100,794

$r00,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100,794

$100.794

393,857

399,820

401,368

402,937

406,143

409,436

412.816

r.o8%

Ll0o/o

t.t0%
1.tl%
r.t2%
t.l3%
l.l4o/o

t.t4%
l.l 5o/o

t.t7%
t.t8%
Lt9%
1.20%

1.22%

1.23%

156,000

156,000

156,000

156,000

r56,000

156,000

l 56,000

156,000

414,376

418,896

423,483

428,t36

432,855

437,638

442,487

447,400

s0

$0

$0

s0

s0

$0

$0

$0
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Application Number:
Date Received:
Presented to WQB:

April2016
April27.2016

WATER QUALITY BOARD
FEASIBILITY REPORT FOR NONPOINT SOURCE POLLUTION PROJECT

INTRODUCTION

APPLICANT:

PRESIDING OFFICIAL:

CONTACT PERSON:

TREASURER

TriCounty Health Department
133 S 500 E
Vernal Zip Code:84078
435-247-1t72

Jordan D. Mathis - Health Officer

Jordan D. Mathis - Health Officer

Wendi Long (Uintah County Treasurer)

CONSULTING ENGINEER: Aaron Averett
363 East Main Street
Sunrise Engineering Inc
Vernal, UT 84078
435-789-7364

CITY ATTORNEY: Jared Tingey
Duchesne County Attorney
PO Box 206
Duchesne, UT 84021
435-738-t236

APPLICANT'S REOUEST:

TriCounty Health Department requests a hardship grant in the amount of $4421000 to construct
a land drain to address public health and water quality problems from failing onsite systems
caused by high groundwater at Stonegate.
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TriCounty Health Department - Grant Request
April27,2016
Page2

APPLICANT'S LOCATION

The Stonegate Subdivision is located in unincorporated Duchesne County approximately one mile
west of Roosevelt City.

BACKGROUND

The Water Quality Board (WQB) authorized a planning grant on April27,2015, to the TriCounty
Health Department (TriCounty) for the commission of a facility plan. The purpose of this plan
was to evaluate various alternatives to address public health and water quality issues in the
Stonegate subdivision, located in the Hancock Cove area of Duchesne County just to the east of
Roosevelt City (the City). This subdivision (comprised of - 49 residences) has experienced
multiple failed septic tanks associated with high groundwater and it is suspected that others are

not operating as intended.

The facility plan was completed at the end of 2015 and the recommended alternative was to install
gravity sewer in the Stonegate subdivision and connect it to Roosevelt City's sewer system.
However, the City's policy is that they don't provide extra-territorial service for sewer and
Stonegate would need to be annexed into the City to receive this service. A public meeting with

Roosevelt
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TriCounty Health Department - Grant Request
Apnl27,2016
Page 3

the residents of Stonegate was held on November 10, 2015, to present the results of the planning
effort including the alternatives evaluated. Roosevelt City stated that they wanted to be a good
neighbor to the residents of Stonegate and should they choose to be annexed into the City, the City
would sponsor funding efforts for and provide sewer service to the subdivision. In December
2015, residents submitted an annexation plan that was accepted by the City.

In January 2016, the City prepared and submitted funding applications to both the Division of
Water Quality (DViQ) and the Permanent Community Impact Board (CIB) to fully fund the sewer
construction project. However, on February ll,2016, before funding requests were presented to
either agency, fifteen residents in Stonegate filed a claim informing five government entities that
they intend to sue. Roosevelt City and TriCounty were two of those named entities. Roosevelt
City subsequently withdrew their funding applications from both agencies and informed the
residents of Stonegate that they would not move forward until the residents waive their right to
sue Roosevelt City.

TriCounty continues to work diligently to address the public health concems and potential
groundwater contamination associated with the failing and poorly functioning septic tanks in this
subdivision. As a preliminary and mitigating step in ultimately resolving this problem, TriCounty
is proposing to install a land drain on the property to the east of Stonegate. Historical data as
well as engineering analysis indicate that groundwater in the subdivision is consistently 2-3 feet
from the ground surface and the expectation is that this land drain will help lower the water table
and improve the functioning of the septic tanks.

Duchesne County is equally committed to addressing this problem and is supportive of this
project. The County is going to provide the gravel for the land drain, which accounts for nearly
20Yo of the total project cost.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

This project was not the recommended alternative according to the facility plan. However,
incorporating similar drainage was a component of that alternative. While sewering the
subdivision remains the long-term goal, installing a land drain now will provide immediate
improvement in the functioning of the affected septic tanks.

TriCounty intends to construct a 10-12 foot deep land drain to be located up gradient on the
private property adjacent to Stonegate. The drain will be located in an easement located 100-ft
west of the property line and TriCounty is in the process of finalizing this easement. The land
drain will be approximately three thousand feet long and will outfall into an existing wash to the
southeast of the property.

TriCounty and Duchesne County afe both directly involved and committed to resolving this
problem. However, TriCounty is taking the lead as the funding applicant and sponsoring
govemment body because of the significant and immediate public health concerns.
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TriCounty Health Department - Grant Request
April27,2016
Page 4

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE:

WQB Funding Authorization:
Complete Design:
Issue Construction Permit
Bid Opening
Complete Construction

PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

April27,2016
Iuly 2016

November 2016
December 2016

July 2017

StoneGate

Proposed
Land Drain
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TriCounty Health Department - Grant Request
April27,2016
Page 5

This project is currently ranked 13th out of l6 projects.

COST ESTIMATE:

Engineering (Planning)
Engineering (Design)
Engineering (other)
Engineering (CMS)
Construction
Contingency ( ll%)
Rights of Way, Easements, Misc.
Geotech, mapping

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

7,000
37,000

8,000
33,000

405,000
45,000

6,000
9,000

Total

COST SHARING:

Funding Source
Local Contribution (gravel donated by Duchesne County)
Local Contribution (cash)

WQB Grant

s 550,000

Cost Sharing
$ 93,000
$ t5,000
$ ¿42,000

Total $ 550n000

STAFF COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATION:

This assistance request is being presented as an introduction of the project. Staff comments and
recommendations will be provided at the request for funding authorization Water Quality Board
Meeting.

eDocs: DWQ-2016-008698
File: TriCounty Health Dept - Stonegate, Admin, Section I
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