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Introduction

In 2024, the Utah Legislature passed House Bill 280 (HB 280). Among other things, this bill
created the Water Infrastructure Fund, a new approach to funding water infrastructure projects
in the state of Utah. The Water Infrastructure Fund is intended to improve the process of
funding water infrastructure by engaging in proactive infrastructure planning and greater
collaboration between funding agencies.

Implementation of the new funding process can be broken into three initial components:

¢ Integration of Existing Funds Study — HB 280 required the completion of two studies.
The first study was completed in October of 2024 to analyze and recommend
consolidation of existing funds available for water infrastructure projects. This study
provides a more detailed outline of funding approach changes envisioned by HB 280.

¢ Infrastructure Fee Study — The second study authorized by HB 280 will consider whether
to impose a new fee to fund water infrastructure projects. The study will consider
current funding sources and mechanisms, where shortfalls exist, how a new fee might be
assessed and how the revenue might be equitably distributed statewide. It is scheduled
to be completed by October 31, 2025.

¢ Unified Water Infrastructure Plan — The studies above will inform the creation of a new
Unified Water Infrastructure Plan (UWIP). The UWIP will be a comprehensive prioritized
list of water infrastructure projects that will be used to determine which projects will be
eligible for future funding from the Water Infrastructure Fund and/or state agency funds.

This document will focus on the UWIP process and results for the Utah Division of Water Quality
for Fiscal Year 2027.

Unified Water Infrastructure Plan

The UWIP is being created as a comprehensive prioritized list of water infrastructure projects
that will potentially need financial assistance through state funds within the next 20 years. This
plan will be created and administered by the Water Development Coordinating Council (WDCC).
The relevant agencies included in the council (as defined in Utah Code 73-10g-601) provide
financial assistance for a large portion of water infrastructure projects in the state. These
agencies that will be most involved in the UWIP include:

¢ Division of Water Resources (WRe) through the Board of Water Resources

e Division of Drinking Water (DDW) through the Drinking Water Board

+ Division of Water Quality (DWQ) through the Water Quality Board




UWIP - Division of Water Quality Agency Plan

The plan will improve coordination between these agencies and simplify the process for entities
that are seeking funding for water infrastructure projects. The plan will allow the state to
assemble water infrastructure needs and priorities in a single, comprehensive location. The list
of projects identified will help the council determine where funds should be allocated and when
additional funds need to be requested from the state. All water infrastructure entities that
currently need and/or expect to request funds from the relevant agencies will need to have
their projects included in the UWIP to receive consideration for future funding.

Agency Plan

Each UWIP relevant agency (WRe, DDW, DWQ) will submit an agency plan to the WDCC by June
30 annually. The purpose of each agency plan is to propose the agency’s recommended projects
and corresponding prioritization. The same template is being used for each of the agencies to
establish consistency and similarity in format and content for submission to the WDCC.

This document will act as the agency plan for DWQ.

Plan Creation

The Divisions of Water Resources, Drinking Water and Water Quality have retained Bowen
Collins & Associates (BC&A) and Brown and Caldwell (BC) to assist in compiling the Unified
Water Infrastructure Plan.

Following outreach via email, social media and professional organizations, a UWIP project
submission form was opened April 8, 2025, and was available for the submission of proposed
projects until May 9, 2025. The goal of this effort was to gather water entity data on projects
within the next 20 years anticipating state funding needs. Eligible projects included
infrastructure associated with the supply, control, measurement, treatment, distribution,
storage, or transport of water. Water infrastructure projects submitted to the UWIP were
assigned one of several project categories: agricultural off-farm, drinking water, reuse,
secondary water, stormwater/flood control, wastewater and water supply (watershed
protection and raw water source development).

Once the submission form was closed, the project team ran quality control and assurance on
the received data and reached out to water entities as needed for data completion. This data
was then distributed amongst the UWIP relevant agencies for further analysis and prioritization.

In total, 3,664 proposed water infrastructure projects totaling $17.56 billion were submitted by
255 entities from throughout Utah. The spatial distribution of these project submissions, their
water infrastructure type, and total requested state funding is displayed in Figure 1. Figure 2
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provides more context on the specific distribution of project infrastructure types by count
throughout the state.
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Water infrastructure projects were submitted to the UWIP from across the state of Utah, with a
majority of state funding requested between Provo and Ogden. Most projects by count were
identified as drinking water projects whereas the water supply - watershed protection category
received the fewest project submissions. These summaries provide an insight into the projects
emphasized within the state at this time.

These projects were distributed to their relevant funding agencies as listed in Table 1 for further
analysis and prioritization. Following the distribution of projects based on water infrastructure
type, the relevant agencies reviewed projects in more detail to ensure each project was
distributed to the correct agency. The specific project and prioritization process is further
described in the “UWIP Project Submission Summary” and “Initial Project Evaluation Process”
sections of this document.

Table 1: UWIP Project Distribution to Relevant Agency

Infrastructure type Agency

Agriculture Off-Farm Division of Water Resources
Drinking Water Division of Drinking Water
Reuse Division of Water Quality

Secondary Water Division of Water Resources
Stormwater/Flood Control Division of Water Quality
Wastewater Division of Water Quality

Water Supply - Raw Water Source Development Division of Water Resources
Water Supply - Watershed Protection Division of Water Quality

Figure 3 provides more context for the distribution of projects across the relevant agencies and
over the projected construction timeline (1-2 years, 3-5 years, 6-10 years, 11-20 years and 21+
years). This agency plan will focus on the near-term projects (1-5 years) for prioritization, but a
summary of all submitted projects with their associated construction timeline are provided here
to better understand the coming need. It should be noted that these summaries are strictly
from the UWIP submissions; there is a small community budget (described further in the “Small
Community Budget” section of this document) that will be incorporated into WIF needs.

Out of the total $17.56 billion cost of submitted water projects within the next 20 years, the
state requested funding assistance for these projects totaled $5.76 billion. A majority of this
funding request ($3.56 billion, about 62%) of the state requested funding is within the six-to-
twenty-year window. Slightly under S2 billion ($1.98 billion) is anticipated to be requested from
the relevant agencies within the near future (1-5 years).
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DWQ Agency Plan

Mission

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 as a
result of improper disposal of human, animal, or industrial wastes while giving reasonable
consideration to economic impact.”

One of the major functions of the division is to manage the water quality revolving loan
program, which is comprised of the following:

1. Utah Wastewater Loan Program (State Funds): The Utah Wastewater Loan Program
provides loans or interest-rate buy-downs to political subdivisions for the financing of
eligible wastewater projects. In addition, this funding is used to meet federal program
match requirements of the Clean Water State Revolving Fund.

2. Clean Water State Revolving Fund (Federal Funds): The Clean Water State Revolving
Fund is a financial assistance program that provides low-cost financing for treatment
works, sewerage systems, storm water projects, decentralized systems and nonpoint
source projects.

3. Hardship Grant Program: (State and Federal Funds): The Hardship Grant Program is
used to provide grants or advances to loan recipients for planning and design of systems
that qualify for the Water Quality Board’s hardship criteria. The criteria, defined in rule,
are based on the total project cost and the local median adjusted gross income.
Hardship funds are also used to provide up to $1 million in nonpoint source grants.

Funding Structure

The following list shows the current funding sources that WQB has available to provide financial
assistance.

e Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF)

¢ Utah Wastewater Loan Fund (UWLF)

¢ Hardship Grant Fund (HGF)

¢ Non-point Source (NPS) Grants

One purpose of this agency plan is to identify the funds that will be provided into a consolidated
fund that will be available to assist with funding of UWIP projects that the WDCC will oversee.
The current intent is to include unauthorized UWLF funds in this consolidated fund. The CWSRF,
HGF and NPS Grants are Federally generated funding and not eligible for consolidation.
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UWLF State funds are derived from:
e A portion of the 1/8th sales tax revenue designated for water projects with an annual
maximum of $3,587,500
¢ Repayments on principal from previously awarded loans

Federal funds are derived from:
¢ Federal capitalization grants appropriated to the Clean Water SRF
e Repayments of principal and interest from previously awarded loans

Hardship funds are derived from:
¢ Interest from state-funded loans
¢ Hardship assessments fees charged on federally-funded loans

Historic Funded Projects

Historically, the Water Quality Board has funded water quality related projects such as:
¢ Sewer & wastewater treatment planning and design
e Sewer rehabilitation, repair and replacement construction
e Wastewater Treatment plant upgrades and construction
e Wastewater reuse construction
¢ Groundwater aquifer studies and septic density standard development
¢ Non-point Source Projects

Typically, entities come to the Water Quality Board after trying to procure grants from other
funding sources because funding from the Board is generally provided as a “loan” to the entity.
Funding to municipalities is provided through the purchase of a bond.

Over the past few years, Water Quality Board has been provided several one-time grant funds
from federal and state funds to help with specific projects that have not been typically provided
in the past. These funds have been designated for specific project types that have had a short-
term application and awarding process. These are not regularly recurring funding sources, so they
are not included as a potential funding source for the UWIP projects.

During FY25, the Water Quality Board authorized funding for seven (7) projects summarized in
Table 2.
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Table 2: FY25 DWQ Funding Authorizations

Recipient Project Type County Amount Funding Type
Town of Fairfield Planning Utah $33,290 Grant
North Fork Special Wastewater Facility

Service District Upgrade Lzl 33,551,000 Lot
Corinne Cit C(::clllgzt';l;r;:tnd Box Elder 34,000,000 Grant (PF)
y . $500,000 Loan
improvements
Wast ter Facilit
Grantsville City astewater .aCI Y Tooele $16,000,000 Loan
Construction
. Wastewater Facility $2,500,000 Grant (PF)

Provo City Upgrade Utah $4,500,000 Loan
Town of Hinckley Design Millard $267,000 Advance
Ash Creek Special Design Washington $230,400 Grant

Service District

UWIP Project Submission Summary

Water infrastructure projects submitted through the UWIP process were distributed to the
relevant agencies, including DWQ. This section describes spatial and statistical distributions of
the data used to prioritize projects assigned to DWQ based on legislative criteria identified in HB
280 and HB 285, as well as the provisional scoring procedures. As part of the consulting team

assisting with this preparation of this plan, Brown and Caldwell produced a technical

memorandum on this topic providing further details about how the data was used to score

projects and meet legislative criteria (Brown and Caldwell, 2025).

Figure 4 shows the spatial distribution of projects, project cost and requested state funding for
DWAQ. The projects attributable to DWQ funding are spread throughout out the state with larger
projects in Utah, Salt Lake and Weber Counties.

Table 3 and Table 4 further describe the types of projects brought to the DWQ by anticipated
construction timeline and project type. Out of the 1,293 projects assigned to DWQ 487 are in
the near term (1 - 5 years) totaling nearly $3.0 billion in project costs and $784 million in
anticipated state funding assistance. The six-to-twenty-year timeframe estimates an additional
757 projects estimated at nearly $5.1 billion with $1.3 billion in state anticipated assistance.

About 57 percent of the near-term projects are regarding wastewater with nearly 42 percent for

storm water by count. Moving into the six-to-twenty-year window there is a similar distribution

of project types. Repair/replacement/improvement projects account for about 27 percent and

18 percent of anticipated state funding requests in the near-term and six-to-twenty-year

timeframe, respectively.

Table 5 summarizes the project impact by size of population and cost statistics for projects

assigned to DWQ.

10
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Figure 5 summarizes the estimated Median Adjusted Gross Income (MAGI) within the service
areas of the entities that submitted projects as a percentage of the state average MAGI, as well
as the cumulative proportion of the total funding requested of the state in each bin of the
histogram. The distributions suggest that most of the funding requested of the state originated
from communities near or below the state average MAGI. The projects identified in this agency
plan are therefore geared toward helping those most likely to need state assistance to fund

their water needs.

11
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Table 3: DWQ Projects by Timeline and Infrastructure Type

. Requested
. . Project Est:|mated State
Project Timeline and Type Project Cost .
Count (Million $) Assistance
(Million $)
Ready for construction (1-2 years)
Reuse 3 $276.3 $103.2
Stormwater/Flood Control 55 S$172.8 $77.6
Wastewater 98 $1,256.9 $139.3
Water Supply - Watershed Protection 1 $0.3 $0.0
Ready for construction (1-2 years) Subtotal 157 $1,706.3 $320.1
Planning for construction (3-5 years)
Reuse 4 S44.9 $21.9
Stormwater/Flood Control 149 $180.5 $63.0
Wastewater 176 $1,042.6 $378.9
Water Supply - Watershed Protection 1 $1.3 $0.3
Planning for construction (3-5 years) 330 $1,260.1 $464.1
Subtotal
Near-future projects (6-10 years)
Reuse 10 S417.7 S$173.1
Stormwater/Flood Control 216 $400.2 $93.8
Wastewater 188 $1,226.7 $265.6
Water Supply - Watershed Protection 1 $0.2 $0.1
Near-future projects (6-10 years) Subtotal 415 $2,044.8 $532.5
Mid-future projects (11-20 years)
Reuse 1 $948.9 S474.5
Stormwater/Flood Control 129 $193.0 S73.7
Wastewater 210 $1,887.4 $233.6
Water Supply - Watershed Protection 2 s2.1 $0.5
Mid-future projects (11-20 years) Subtotal 342 $3,031.3 $782.3
Distant-future projects (21+ years)
Stormwater/Flood Control 32 S44.1 S2.0
Wastewater 17 $307.0 $95.5
Distant-future projects (21+ years) 49 $351.1 $97.5
Subtotal
DWQ Total 1,293 $8,402.6 $2,196.5

13
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Table 4: DWQ Projects by Timeline and Project Type

. Requested
. . Project Est:lmated State
Project Timeline and Type Project Cost .
Count (Million $) Assistance
(Million $)
Ready for construction (1-2 years)
New infrastructure 63 $1,351.3 $230.2
Repair/replacement/improvement 80 $270.2 $55.8
Both 14 $84.8 S34.1
Ready for construction (1-2 years) 157 $1,706.3 $320.1
Subtotal
Planning for construction (3-5 years)
New infrastructure 130 S749.4 $271.2
Repair/replacement/improvement 167 $448.1 $158.4
Both 33 S71.7 S34.4
Planning for construction (3-5 years) 330 $1,260.1 $464.1
Subtotal
Near-future projects (6-10 years)
New infrastructure 168 $1,400.9 S361.4
Repair/replacement/improvement 213 $519.7 $143.2
Both 33 $124.1 $27.9
Not Specified 1 S0.1 S0.0
Near-future projects (6-10 years) Subtotal 415 $2,044.8 $532.5
Mid-future projects (11-20 years)
New infrastructure 84 $1,913.1 S$577.5
Repair/replacement/improvement 233 $913.8 $95.2
Both 25 $204.4 $109.6
Mid-future projects (11-20 years) Subtotal 342 $3,031.3 $782.3
Distant-future projects (21+ years)
New infrastructure 18 $82.0 S21.8
Repair/replacement/improvement 28 S174.1 S2.2
Both 3 $95.0 $73.5
Distant-future projects (21+ years) 49 $351.1 $97.5
Subtotal
DWQ Total 1,293 $8,402.6 $2,196.5

14
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Table 5: DWQ Submitted Project Statistics

Population Served

Infrastructure type Statistic 500- 1,000- 10,000- 30,000- 65,000 -
Blank <500 ;500 10,000 30,000 65000 100,000 > 100000 Total

Project Count 0 0 0 5 0 6 0 7 18

% of Projects 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 27.8% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 38.9% 100.0%

Min Project Cost $0.00 M $0.00 M $0.00 M $1.20M S0.00M S$5.00M S0.00M S$7.17M $1.20M

Reuse Average Project $229.43

Cost S0.00 M S0.00 M S0.00M $4.92M $S0.00M $9.54M $0.00 M M $93.77 M

Max Project Cost PEMEED hnich

S0.00 M S0.00 M $0.00 M$15.50 M $0.00 M $20.00 M $0.00 M M M

Project Count 11 50 189 170 58 72 27 4 581

% of Projects 1.9% 8.6% 325% 29.3% 10.0% 12.4% 4.6% 0.7% 100.0%

Stormwater Min Project Cost  $0.15M $0.02 M $0.02M $0.02M S0.00M $0.02M S0.11M $0.76 M $0.00 M
/ Flood Control Average Project

Cost $2.49M S0.63M S$1.37M $1.58M $2.61M S1.79M S$2.22 M $16.39M $1.70 M

Max Project Cost $18.00 M $5.00 MS$50.00 M$36.92 M$23.00 M $10.00 M $12.84 M $60.00 M $60.00 M

Project Count 30 34 36 240 57 59 11 222 689

% of Projects 4.4% 4.9% 52% 34.8% 8.3% 8.6% 1.6% 32.2% 100.0%

Min Project Cost $1.19M $0.04 M $0.02M $0.02M S0.03M $0.16 M S1.25M $0.02M $0.02 M
Wastewater Average Project

Cost S11.00M S1.88M S2.29M S3.47 M S6.38 M S$7.76 M $29.69M $14.70M $8.30 M

Max Project Cost $124.19 $150.00 S413.39 $413.39

$38.13 MS$16.53 M$15.00 M$80.00 M$35.30 M M M M M

Project Count 2 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 5

% of Projects 40.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 60.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Water Supply Min Project Cost $0.30 M $0.00 M S0.00 M $0.00 M $0.20M S$0.00M S0.00M S$0.00M $0.20 M
Watershed Protection Average Project

Cost S0.45M S0.00M S0.00M $S0.00M $S0.98 M S0.00M S$S0.00M S0.00M $0.77 M

Max Project Cost $0.60 M $0.00 M $0.00 M $0.00 M $1.50M $0.00M S0.00M $S0.00M $1.50 M
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Small Community Budget

Often small communities with populations less than 10,000 have less available planning
resources for their systems. Correspondingly, these communities are often less able to submit
detailed information on project needs than larger systems with more resources. With a history
of smaller communities applying for state funding assistance, the State would like to include an
allowance for unknown small community needs not submitted through the UWIP process.

DWQ has included an annual funding allowance of $12.0 million in the recommended budget to
account for unknown small community needs. BC&A recommended this allowance based on an
analysis described in a technical memorandum titled “Small Community Project Needs”
addressed to WRe (Bowen Collins & Associates, 2025).

Initial Project Evaluation Process

HB 280 (and as modified by HB 285) lists several project-focused characteristics that the WDCC
should consider in the prioritization process. During the development of the UWIP database,
project data were collected from water providers and managers that can be used to evaluate
projects against the project-specific prioritization criteria described in legislation. This agency
plan will focus on the near-term projects (1-5 years) for ranking and prioritization for UWIP.

Six criteria were derived from the language in HB 285, and they were used to calculate an initial
evaluation score, or “Provisional Score”, for each project in the UWIP. Agency representatives
provided feedback on the importance of each criterion and the rubric used to score each
project. The table below describes the criteria and their weights. The most important criteria for
prioritizing project-specific funding have higher weight values. Projects with higher Provisional
Scores would, in concept, be higher priorities for funding.

More detail on recommendations for prioritizing projects are provided in a technical
memorandum entitled “Recommendations on Prioritization Process for Project Funding”
addressed to WRe and Bowen & Collins Associates (Brown and Caldwell, 2025).
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Table 6: Provisional Score Criteria and Overall Weighting

Criterion
Criterion Description .
P Weight
Hardship Degree to which a project represents an economic hardship referencing 18%

criteria of DDW and DWQ

Degree to which a project addresses a critical need, such as protection of
Critical issue public health and safety or compliance with a state and/or federal water 22%
quality standard

Degree to which a project increases water conservation and the efficient

Water efficiency 18%
use of water
Sound design Degree to which a project is fully developed and designed 14%
Applicant priority Importance of a project to the' proponentc, based on their self-ranking of 16%
projects submitted
Population benefitted Number of people that will benefit combined with the amount of non-state 129%
()

and nonstate funding funding anticipated for a project

Future Agency Ranking Adjustments

While useful for initial evaluation and sorting, provisional scores are not the source for the final
ranking of projects. Each project is subject to additional review to ensure the automated scoring
process has accurately captured the intent of HB 280: to aid in the funding of critical water
infrastructure meeting UWIP criteria. This additional review provides an opportunity for the
funding experts to collect additional information as necessary, give feedback on the ranking
process, and document any score changes. It should be noted that, given the limited timeline
for assembling this initial plan, changes to provisional scores and ranking in this iteration of the
plan were limited but are expected to be more significant in the future. In future UWIP cycles,
all details of alterations to provisional scoring and ranking would be recorded in this portion of
the Agency plan.

As part of this initial iteration of the plan, several areas of potential improvement in the process
were identified. While time was not available to address these areas as part of this initial
submission, it is expected that these issues will be considered and incorporated into subsequent
efforts to future refine the plan and project priorities. Three main areas of expected adjustment
are described below:
e Data Validation of Self-Ranking Criteria. One shortcoming of the provisional scoring
method was in the absence of data validation regarding the “self-ranking” criteria. HB
280 specifies that project rankings should incorporate the ranking of the applicant to
ensure that UWIP and entity prioritization align. In some instances, submitting entities

19
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ranked all their projects as number one, providing a high score in the “self-ranking”
criteria that skewed their overall UWIP provisional scores relative to other entities. In
other case, it appears that submitting entities may have grouped several large projects
together in order to maintain a higher self-ranking for all their projects. With these
challenges occurring in only a few instances, no corrections were made in this initial
iteration. However, it is recommended that future iterations of the UWIP define clearer
expectations for when and how projects can be combined, and that each project
receives a discrete ranking within an entity. These changes should also be implemented
in updated rankings as additional data is collected and the UWIP is finalized.

Data Validation of Community Resources. The data request associated with this initial
iteration included a request to report total revenue and total connections served. It was
believed that this could be used to calculate the burden of cost to customers and inform
the WDCC regarding the ability of each entity to use their own resources to fund their
projects. Unfortunately, the revenue information provided was incomplete or inaccurate
in many cases. Correspondingly, the provisional rankings were limited to looking at
median adjusted gross income in the area as the only measure of ability to pay. It is
recommended that additional data regarding rates and cost of service be collected as
part of subsequent evaluation efforts and this information be implemented in updated
rankings.

Exclusion Criteria. HB 280 specifies that emergency and/or small water infrastructure
projects should be excluded from the UWIP process. A small water infrastructure cost is
defined as a project that “receives less than an amount of water infrastructure fund
money established by rule.” This project cost cut-off is to be determined by the WDCC
and as such was not applied in this first iteration of the UWIP process. Correspondingly,
this agency plan includes a number of small projects that will likely be excluded once a
rule is established.

Provisional Project Rankings and Budget Recommendations

Figure 6 summarizes the distributions of projects, scores, and state-funding costs from the

UWIP database to help with allocating funds for the next 10 years. The graph panels in this

figure provide an idea of how many projects and the level of provisional score are associated

with a given amount of available funding. For example, if $100M of funding were available for

projects ready for construction (1-2 years), the first panel suggests 12 projects with provisional
scores of 74 or above could be funded.

Tables 7 - 9 show individual projects, sorted highest to lowest by the provisional score total.

Only projects with anticipated state funding needs are shown in the tables and figures following

this page. All DWQ projects and project data are shown in Appendix A, sorted by Project ID.
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Table 7: Project Recommendations for WDCC, Ready for Construction (1-2 years)

. Pct of . . . SCORE: SCORE: SCORE: SCORE: .
Project Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name Nearfzst State Estimated cost State funding SCORE.' s.c 0 RF' Water Sound Entity Pop and R s
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
Ogden City ,
17 Corporation Wastewater Van Buren M Maintenance Ogden 84% $1,104,804 $552,402 15 22 18 14 16 10 95
1998 Cvgﬁgsrrvz]isc';[\)’\(:ttﬁ;t Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;ZlFlOOd Willard Canal Lining Willard ~ 120%  $60,000,000 $24,000,000 6 22 18 14 16 12 88
Weber Basin Water Reuse Project at Central Marriott- 0
2073 Conservancy District Reuse Weber WCE Staterville 129%  $215,700,000 $53,925,000 6 22 18 14 16 12 88
967 Spanish Fork City Wastewater SW AMI Tower Spanish Fork 111% $31,877 $15,939 6 22 18 14 16 5 81
583 Richfield City Wastewater RE(A:C? ([)\1 SIT\IF;U((ZJTCSEIIE_\II_VSE)R Richfield 88% $6,000,000 $4,500,000 15 16 14 9 16 10 80
Vineyard City Public ~ Stormwater/Flood Shotcrete Storm Water . 0
671 A Control Outfalls Vineyard 98% $200,000 $50,000 10 22 18 9 16 5 80
2190 Bicknell Town Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Tlf]ﬁgs‘;‘;fgl‘j’:;’;,”;azf'ln Bicknell ~ 86% $3,200,000  $960,000 15 22 0 14 16 12 79
1527 goﬁii?a%';‘; Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘; ZlFlOOd 22nd and Adams dipstone ~ Ogden  84% $66,000  $33,000 15 22 14 14 0 12 77
1772 La Verkin City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j 100 East Trunk Line LaVerkin  80% $4,571,000 $4,113,900 15 22 0 14 16 10 77
3183 Lewiston Utah Wastewater Sewer Lagoon Upgrades Lewiston 100% $6,145,000 $1,843,500 10 22 0 14 16 12 74
784 ngséera%'x Wastewater Channel#2 UVinstallation  Tooele  98% $3,000,000 $2,400,000 10 22 18 3 16 5 74
1555 Cedar City Corporation Reuse Type;;g:ﬁ:gg?;i?;”mp Enoch  98% $5,000,000 $2,000,000 10 22 18 3 16 5 74
973 Spanish Fork City Wastewater New MBR Plant Spanish Fork 111% $124,186,978 $62,093,489 6 22 18 14 7 5 72
974 Spanish Fork City Wastewater New Solids Handling Spanish Fork 111% $4,925,903 $2,462,952 6 22 18 14 7 5 72
943 City Of Orem Wastewater Biosolids Handling Facility Orem 80% $17,000,000 $8,500,000 15 22 0 14 16 2 69
975 Spanish Fork City Wastewater New Plant Inf/Eff Lines Spanish Fork 111% $4,616,210 $2,308,105 6 22 18 14 4 5 69
588 Vineyard City Wastewater Lift Stat'(;rr'o’jfcgpgrades Vineyard  98% $192,000  $48,000 10 22 0 14 16 5 67
Washington County
1552 Water Conservancy Reuse Phase | Reuse La Verkin 80% $55,624,915 $47,208,865 15 0 18 3 16 12 64
District
. Stormwater/Flood .
2263 Hanksville Town Stormwater Master Plan Hanksville $40,000 $40,000 22 0 14 16 12 64

Control
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Project . . Nearest oof Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  CORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0pp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost . s Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
959 Washmgtgn Terrace  Stormwater/Flood 5000S.300W Re.—de3|gn. Washington 95% $563,896 $563,896 10 0 18 9 16 10 63
City Control storm water detention basin Terrace
16 Ogden City Wastewater Lot to 13thWashington (east ., g4, $1,500,000  $750,000 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
Corporation side)
Ogden City .
18 ST Wastewater 3rd & Jefferson Capacity Ogden 84% $431,800 $215,900 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
19 Ogden City Wastewater 51515 Harrison Blvd Ogden  84% $690,688  $345,344 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
Corporation Maintenance
Powder Mountain Cross Country Sewer Line
548 Water And Sewer Wastewater y Eden 157% $1,250,000 $625,000 0 22 0 14 16 10 62
- Replacement
Improvement District
578 Richfield City Stormwater/Flood Install Drainage Channel - o, ey g0 $1,700,000 $1,275,000 15 16 0 3 16 12 62
Control Piping
624  SaratogaSprings  SormWater/Flood o pits DebrisBasins 20088 1500, $23,000,000 $9,200,000 0 22 0 14 16 10 62
Control Springs
2133 Fillmore City Corp. Storm&a:tiglﬁow Storm Water Filmore  86% $100,000  $100,000 15 16 0 3 16 12 62
3635 Clinton City Wastewater Sewer Lining Clinton  125% $5,161,200 $2,580,600 6 16 0 14 16 10 62
Corporation
Upsize and replace sewer line
2059 Payson City Wastewater on east side of I-15from 400N  Payson 98% $2,600,000 $2,470,000 10 22 0 3 16 10 61
to Utah Avenue
2105 Fillmore City Corp. Wastewater Sewer Lagoon Primary Cell Fillmore 86% $4,250,000 $2,975,000 15 16 0 3 16 10 60
1726 Cedar City Corporation >rormwater/Flood — GreensLakeDam2,3and4 oo\ o 7900 $16,650,000 $3,330,000 15 16 0 3 16 10 60
Control Rehabilitation
Murray City Public -
Wy ey e e CMISIEI RO A o $3,600,000 $1,800,000 10 0 14 14 16 5 59
L Control to Wood Oak Lane
Division
s . Stormwater/Flood L .
579 Richfield City Control Install New Storm Drain Piping Richfield 88% $1,275,000 $956,250 15 16 0 3 13 12 59
Ogden City . .
15 ST Wastewater 12th St Trunk Line Capacity Ogden 84% $6,806,685 $3,403,343 15 0 18 3 16 5 57
Construct a regional retention
2052 Payson City Stormwater/Flood basin and storm drain Payson  98%  $14,000,000 $12,600,000 10 0 18 3 16 10 57
Control trunckline for a flooding issue
on 800 West.
779 Tooele City Wastewater Secondary Clarifier #2 Tooele  98% $1,250,000 $1,000,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
Corporation Improvements
783 Tooele City Wastewater Channel #1 electrical Tooele  98% $680,000  $544,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
Corporation improvements
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Project Nearest Coof State funding SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE: o 0,pp
J Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost N N Water Sound Entity Pop and )
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
Tooele City ,
788 Corporation Wastewater Retrofit solar dryer - bay 1 Tooele 98% $6,500,000 $5,200,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
Tooele City .

789 Corporation Wastewater Retrofit solar dryer - bay 2 Tooele 98% $6,500,000 $5,200,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
1446 goﬁii?a%'x Storm(‘;"(’) antter ZlFlOOd 1150 Nozzzen”gzr;;f NOrth  ogden  8a% $3,450,000 $1,725,000 15 22 0 9 0 10 56
944 City Of Orem Wastewater ?;'gf;:/‘;%i';f: Orem  80% $8,661,000 $4,330,500 15 22 0 3 13 2 55

. Lower Weber River Wilson
1453 goﬁdzr:a%'x Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Diversion, Dog Park, Kayak ~ Ogden  84% $700,000  $350,000 15 22 0 3 0 12 52

P Park
2255 Gunnison City Wastewater ~ -28°0" 'mpro‘fme”ts Phase  cunnison  88% $1,256,000 $314,000 15 0 0 9 16 10 50
2320 Salina Town Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd '”d‘ﬁittri:ga;t?;:kpioocj Salina  84% $850,000  $425,000 15 0 0 9 16 10 50
1593 Heber City Corporation  Wastewater S'OSISe;?;C\éVnitn“:’swer Heber City  114% $1,186,000 $1,008,100 6 0 0 14 16 12 48
Stormwater/Flood Increase the Capacity of the
1723 Cedar City Corporation Control Cross Hollow Detention Basin Cedar City  79% $1,300,000 $650,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
Inlet

Stormwater/Flood Create Conveyance on the
1724 Cedar City Corporation Control East Side of [-15 at the CedarCity 79% $1,760,000 $880,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44

Crossing of University Blvd

Stormwater/Flood Install a 36” HDPE Trunkline
1725 Cedar City Corporation Control Along Cody Drive with CedarCity 79% $1,915,000 $957,500 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
Sidewalk and Curb and Gutter
2103 Grasr':r\ma;i\rgif:;"er Wastewater Hwy 1F?elp‘?aex:;24nat'”“”e Moab  84% $1,500,000  $450,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
1718 Heber City Corporation Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;zlﬂoo‘j 100|Vn\1’2?25;’;2"n¥\5’ater Heber City  114% $900,000  $765,000 6 0 0 9 16 12 43
3151  Town Of Hideout Wastewater oW V@ ?;ff;bj;it’:st Station jeout  255% $290,000  $72,500 O 0 0 14 16 12 42
North Village Special . . . .
1429 Service District Wastewater UVU Regional Lift Station Heber City 114% $4,290,065 $1,716,026 6 0 0 14 16 5 41
, . American
2953  American Form City Wastewater 400 West Reroute Fork 107% $671,098 $167,775 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
. . American

2959  American Form City Wastewater 200 South TOD Improvements Fork 107% $1,897,016 $948,508 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
674 Vineyard City Public ~ Stormwater/Flood  GIS Mapping for Stormwater Vineyard 98% $50,000 $25,000 10 0 0 9 16 5 40

Works Department

Control

Maintenance Tracking
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Project . . Nearest oof Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  CORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0pp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost . s Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
1359 Highland City Wastewater Dry Creek Improvements Highland  163% $500,000 $250,000 0 0 0 14 16 10 40
1394  ordanelle Special Wastewater Manhole Restoration Hideout  255% $600,000  $180,000 0 22 0 9 4 5 40
Service District
. . American
2956 American Form City Wastewater Lakeshore, 100 W to 300 W Fork 107% $4,900,452 $1,225,113 10 0 0 3 16 10 39
3150  Town Of Hideout Wastewater ~ ScaningHawkto SSDSewer o000 o550 $274,000  $68,500 0 0 0 14 13 12 39
Connection
ARl Lefty's Canyon Gravity Sewer
549  Water And Sewer Wastewater y yLme y Eden  157%  $17,500,000 $8,750,000 0 0 0 14 13 10 37
Improvement District
Powder Mountain
550 Water And Sewer Wastewater Grinder Station Upgrade Eden 157% $750,000 $375,000 0 0 0 14 13 10 37
Improvement District
394 Lindon City Wastewater Orem Wa;‘;:jilamat'o” Lindon  118% $6,890,692 $3,445346 6 0 0 9 16 5 36
. Stormwater/Flood  Channel Cleaning 2000N to 0
3081 Ballard City Control 1000N Ballard 123% $50,700 $25,350 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
. Stormwater/Flood Channel Cleaning Hwy 40 0
3082 Ballard City Control North to 1000 N Ballard 123% $61,300 $30,650 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
3204 North Logan City Wastewater 2500 N -300-400 E North Logan 111% $900,000 $540,000 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
3207 North Logan City Wastewater 2500 N Pipe Burst North Logan 111% $2,000,000 $1,200,000 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
3645 Clinton City Stormwater/Flood 5, \vest Replacement  Clinton  125% $676,000  $338,000 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
Corporation Control
3637 Clinton City Wastewater ~ Lo00 North: 2000Wt0 2400 0 4550 $198,000  $99,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
Corporation W Lateral Reconfiguration
2270 Hanksville Town Wastewater Sewer Master Plan Hanksville $40,000 $40,000 0 0 14 7 12 33
3206 North Logan City Wastewater 2500 N - 1250-1600 E North Logan 111% $2,000,000 $1,200,000 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
3205 North Logan City Wastewater 2500N-1250E North Logan 111% $400,000 $240,000 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
. Stormwater/Flood Channel Cleaning Hwy 40 0
3083 Ballard City Control South Past City Building Ballard 123% $27,200 $13,600 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
3152  City Of Holladay Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j Storm Drain Cleaning Holladay  145% $500,000  $400,000 2 0 0 9 16 5 32
945 City Of Orem Wastewater Grit removal upgrade Orem 80% $2,200,000 $1,100,000 15 0 0 3 10 2 30
Powder Mountain
552 Water And Sewer Wastewater I&l Reduction Eden 157% $3,000,000 $1,500,000 0 0 0 3 16 10 29

Improvement District
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Project . . Nearest oof Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  CORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0pp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost . s Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total

MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding

1063 Draper City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;ZlFlOOd Lasso Ct to Hole 12 Draper  136% $2,000,000 $1,000,000 2 0 0 3 13 10 28

2116 Syracuse City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 3000 South 2400 West ~ Syracuse  148% $155,000  $124,000 2 0 0 3 16 5 26

2119 Syracuse City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘; ZlFlOOd 2700 South 3000 West ~ Syracuse  148% $3,026,000 $2,420,800 2 0 0 3 16 5 26

2120 Syracuse City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 2500 West 435 South Syracuse  148% $2,094,000 $1,675,200 2 0 0 3 16 5 26

2123 Syracuse City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘; ZlFlOOd 2700 South 3230 West ~ Syracuse  148% $4,948,000 $3,958,400 2 0 0 3 16 5 26

2121 Syracuse City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 1900 West 3300 South ~ Syracuse  148% $2,733,000 $2,186,400 2 0 0 3 13 5 23

3002  American FormCity  orormwater/Flood 2022005 Conveyance & American o, $2,539,000 $634,750 10 0 0 3 0 10 23

Control trunk line Fork
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Table 8: Project Recommendations for WDCC, Planning for Construction (3-5 years)

. Pct of . . . SCORE: SCORE: SCORE: SCORE: .
Project Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name Nearfzst State Estimated cost State funding SCORE.' s.c 0 RF' Water Sound Entity Pop and R s
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
968 Spanish Fork City Wastewater Main St Sewer 500 N-900 N Spanish Fork 111% $1,065,000 $532,500 6 22 18 14 16 10 86
432 Mt Pleasant City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;ZlFlOOd Pleasant Creek Debris Basin Pfg::;';t 89% $7,000,000 $3,500,000 15 16 14 14 16 10 85
969 Spanish Fork City Wastewater Hamilton Sewer Line Project Spanish Fork 111% $84,018 $42,009 6 22 18 14 13 10 83
. . Stormwater/Flood . .
952 Spanish Fork City Control 760 S 770 E 820 S Storm DrainSpanish Fork 111% $280,000 $140,000 6 16 18 14 16 12 82
954  Spanish Fork City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j 1100 E 1100 S Storm (1/2 LID) Spanish Fork 111% $350,000 $175,000 6 16 18 14 13 12 79
970 Spanish Fork City Wastewater 200 E900 N - Williams Lane Spanish Fork 111% $1,250,000 $625,000 6 22 18 14 13 5 78
. Stormwater/Flood .
1442 Parowan City Control 300 East Storm Drain Parowan 84% $1,100,000 $1,100,000 15 22 18 3 10 10 78
582 Richfield City Wastewater ~ REPLACE AGING SEWERPIPE Richfield  88%  $12,000,000 $9,000,000 15 16 14 9 13 10 77
Vineyard City Public ~ Stormwater/Flood  Sunset Beach Storm Water . 0
670 Works Department Control Outfall Improvements Vineyard 98% $500 $125 10 22 18 9 13 S 77
1556 Cedar City Corporation Reuse Typel Effllgsetgtuzzlfne Pipeline cedarcity  79%  $15,000,000 $6,000,000 15 22 18 3 13 5 76
2908 Torrey Town Storme’r) antter :)/lFlOOd Sand Creek Flood Mitigation ~ Torrey ~ 86% $1,500,000  $375,000 15 22 0 9 16 12 74
793 Town Of Alta Wastewater Sewer(;"srli\?:ﬁf;ee”;)e H2 At 71% $204,000  $102,000 15 22 0 9 16 12 74
792 Town Of Alta Wastewater ~ S0"e" L'?gl\':gp;;me”t LT 71% $386,000  $193,000 15 22 0 9 16 12 74
780 gg?;g?a%'x Wastewater Se;‘q’g?oirgn?éirt':er Tooele  98%  $13,375,000 $10,700,000 10 22 18 3 16 5 74
Tooele City _— ) ,
778 Corporation Wastewater Oxidation Ditch Construction Tooele 98% $29,625,000 $23,700,000 10 22 18 3 16 5 74
781 gg?;g?a%'x Wastewater RAS/ chﬁf’sfr‘:r:t?osrfat'o” Tooele  98% $4,250,000 $3,400,000 10 22 18 3 16 5 74
982 Wast':\‘jvgfgr%its’ision Wastewater St Streetgﬁ;‘;ﬁ WdtoMain ey 98% $3,800,000 $1,900,000 10 22 0 14 16 10 72
955  Spanish Fork City Storm&a:ﬁzlﬂow River Point Land Drain  Spanish Fork 111% $15,000 $7,500 6 16 18 9 10 12 71
956 Spanish Fork City Storm&a:ﬁglﬁow Cemetery 400 S LID Overflow Spanish Fork 111% $350,000  $175,000 6 16 18 9 10 12 71
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Project Nearest Coof State funding SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE: o 0,pp
J Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost N N Water Sound Entity Pop and )
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
2267  Hanksville Town Wastewater ~ -2800N Preg;i?lti?;e”t Grinder |- nksville $650,000  $260,000 22 18 3 16 12 71
3491 Pro;gs(;'z:g:ter Wastewater Phasej:é?:('jdeftream Provo  70%  $49,000,000 $19,600,000 18 22 0 3 16 12 71

971  Spanish Fork City Wastewater Line EXprszi"ll’Sr‘]’eL” SeWer o anish Fork 111% $1,382,495  $124,425 6 22 18 9 10 5 70
972 Spanish Fork City Wastewater Upper Mapleton Trunkline  Spanish Fork 111% $1,750,000 $875,000 6 22 18 9 10 5 70
3080 A;Zﬁirszlgissﬂ‘:i‘é'tal Wastewater o Creekv;’::jlritse‘:lamat'on Hurricane  91%  $140,000,000 $70,000,000 10 0 18 14 16 12 70
2134 Wastewater Sewer Treatment Plant Moroni 82% $6,000,000 $1,500,000 15 0 14 14 16 10 69
2952  American Fork City Reuse TSCSO?IS:(;;Z?] \t/\éagler AmFirr'Ea” 107% $7,222,103 $2,166,631 10 16 14 3 16 10 69
957  Spanish Fork City Storm&a:tiglﬁow S””CS(e);:ZrC';itnorm Spanish Fork 111% $250,000  $125,000 6 16 18 9 7 12 68
980 Washlngtgn Terrace Wastewater SS-10. 4900 South. Repl'ace Washington 95% $345.735 $345.735 10 59 0 9 16 10 67

City the sanitary sewer main Terrace
Ogden City .
45 Corporation Wastewater Monroe Maintenance Ogden 84% $1,635,565 $817,783 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Ogden City .
43 S Wastewater 28th & Wall Capacity Ogden 84% $438,551 $219,276 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Ogden City .

44 Corporation Wastewater El Monte Maintenance Ogden 84% $467,658 $233,829 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
1468 goﬁc:j;a%'x Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Quincy & 24th Ogden  84% $66,000  $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
1469 goﬁc:)f;a%'x Storme"(’) antte; ZlFlOOd Harrison & 7th Ogden  84% $66,000  $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
1470 goﬁc:j;a%'x Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Polk & Douglas Ogden  84% $66,000  $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66

Ogden City Stormwater/Flood  20th / Ogden Outfall/ Swale 0
1471 Corporation e Benid Walmart Ogden  84% $5,000,000 $2,500,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
1472 goﬁc:j;a%'x Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Parker Dr. / City Limits Ogden  84% $66,000  $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
3617 Richmond City Wastewater WWTP Improvements Richmond 111% $9,476,200 $4,738,100 6 22 14 3 16 5 66
51 goﬁii?a%'x Wastewater 1025 East Maintenance Ogden  84% $257,660  $128,830 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Ogden City .
55 Corporation Wastewater 25th & Washington Manhole Ogden 84% $36,330 $18,165 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Ogden City .
54 Wastewater 26th & Ogden Maintenance Ogden 84% $138,362 $69,181 15 0 18 14 7 10 64

Corporation
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Ogden City .
53 . Wastewater 1225 North Maintenance Ogden 84% $138,362 $69,181 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Corporation
Ogden City . .
52 . Wastewater Union Ave Maintenance Ogden 84% $613,382 $306,691 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Corporation
Ogden City . .
48 Corporation Wastewater McKay Dee Hospital Capacity  Ogden 84% $418,860 $209,430 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Ogden City . .
47 ST Wastewater 36th & Quincy Capacity Ogden 84% $120,966 $60,483 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
46 Ogden City Wastewater 2nd St & Harrison Ogden  84% $587,740  $293,870 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Corporation Maintenance
24 Ogden City Wastewater ~ ClPSOn&21stSt&ReevesAve o, gag $161,502  $80,796 15 0 18 3 16 12 64
Corporation Capacity
Ogden City .
22 Corporation Wastewater 25th & Adams Maintenance Ogden 84% $442,498 $221,249 15 0 18 3 16 12 64
Ogden City . .
49 . Wastewater Canfield Capacity Ogden 84% $2,031,574 $1,015,787 15 0 18 14 7 10 64
Corporation
1440 Parowan City Stormwater/Flood 200 South StormDrain o o0 gag $3,000,000 $1,500,000 15 22 0 3 13 10 63
Control Trunkline
2222 BigWater Municipal Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;zlﬂoo‘j Stormwater Diversion  BigWater  79% $771,225  $771,225 15 16 0 3 16 12 62
Ogden City .
21 Corporation Wastewater 27th & Jefferson Maintenance  Ogden 84% $419,007 $209,504 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
23 Ogden City Wastewater 1000 NMaintenance (Phase —— g4g, $1,019,498  $509,749 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
Corporation 1)
Carbon Water Water Supply - Regulating Gate Replacement . 0
209 Conservancy District Watershed Protection Project Scofield 82% $1,250,000 $312,500 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
Wastewater Lagoon
1444 Parowan Wastewater Parowan 84% $10,000,000 $10,000,000 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
Improvements
Ogden City
63 . Wastewater 24th & Van Buren Manhole Ogden 84% $18,165 $9,083 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Corporation
Ogden City .
62 . Wastewater Custer Ave Maintenance Ogden 84% $35,852 $17,926 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Corporation
Salt Lake City .
2472 Department Of Public >rormwater/Flood — Northwest Drain BypassTo  Saltlake ), $1,350,000 $337,500 10 16 0 14 16 5 61
- Control Jordan River City
Utilities
64 Ogden City Wastewater Washington Sth to 7th Ogden  84% $1,176,760  $588,380 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Corporation Maintenance
Ogden City .
61 Wastewater Orchard Ave Maintenance Ogden 84% $315,518 $157,759 15 0 18 14 4 10 61

Corporation
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60 goﬁii?a%';‘; Wastewater Nolf/tlgijr] igﬁ;‘r’;:"e Ogden  84% $408,265  $204,133 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Ogden City Grandview Acres Phase 2 & 0
59 Corporation Wastewater 930 E 40th St Maintenance Ogden 84% $2,755,820 $1,377,910 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Ogden City .
58 Corporation Wastewater 32nd & Kiesel Manhole Ogden 84% $18,165 $9,083 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Ogden City
57 Corporation Wastewater 4th & Jefferson Manhole Ogden 84% $18,165 $9,083 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
Ogden City .

56 Corporation Wastewater 2202 Harrison Manhole Ogden 84% $18,165 $9,083 15 0 18 14 4 10 61
1283  Eagle Mountain City Wastewater 4MGD WWTP Expansion ngﬁiin 138%  $120,000,000 $60,000,000 2 6 14 14 16 8 60
1566 Cedar City Corporation Wastewater Airport Road Upgrades CedarCity 79% $897,100 $179,420 15 16 0 3 16 10 60
3088 Imp?{fvtanrq‘lx\t/a[;?srtrict Wastewater Ballard City SewerPhase 1 Ballard  123% $1,635,000 $817,500 6 22 0 3 16 12 59

179 Z'°§'et4v?§§§i'5”trﬁ§fal Reuse Phase 2 Water Reclamation ii{me{ $15,500,000 $11,625,000 0 18 14 16 10 58
678 Centerfield City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j Storm Water Drainage ~ Centerfield  93% $1,500,000  $600,000 10 16 0 9 13 10 58

. Stormwater/Flood e
942 City Of Orem Control Canal Closure Mitigation Orem 80% $12,837,000 $6,418,500 15 22 0 3 16 2 58
Provo City Water . .
3508 RESOUICes Wastewater 620 N to NW Lift Station Provo 70% $9,000,000 $4,500,000 18 0 0 14 16 10 58
Provo City Water .
3509 RESOUICES Wastewater Harbor Park to Skipper Bay Provo 70% $5,000,000 $2,500,000 18 0 0 14 16 10 58
3232 Providence City Wastewater Logan Treatment Plant Providence 125% $4,377,000 $3,939,300 6 22 0 3 16 10 57
. . Stormwater/Flood . .
3229 Providence City Control Spring Creek Parkway & 300 E Providence 125% $277,378 $249,640 6 22 0 3 16 10 57
1441 Parowan City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 1375 V[\)/;nlg?o?:gtsmrm Parowan  84% $750,000  $750,000 15 22 0 3 7 10 57

390 Lindon City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;zlﬂoo‘j Gillman Lane 24" Storm Drain ~ Lindon  118% $400,000  $200,000 6 16 0 9 16 10 57

392 Lindon City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j Lakeview ';(;:;:]15 Storm - indon 118% $560,000  $280,000 6 16 0 9 16 10 57

20 goﬁii?a%';‘; Wastewater 2o Streettg‘\)/c;l\:v ashington  hojen  84% $2,500,000 $1,250,000 15 0 18 3 16 5 57
1390  ‘ordanelle Special Wastewater ~ \cetiey Lift Station Expansion o o550 $3,978,000 $1,989,000 0 22 0 14 16 5 57

Service District

and Influent Pipeline Upsize
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Vineyard City Public ~ Stormwater/Flood Storm Water Inlet Hood . 0
672 Wit e Control s Vineyard 98% $125,000 $31,250 10 22 0 9 10 5 56
Tooele Cit New dewatering building and
787 Cor oratioB:I Wastewater solids handling tank Tooele 98% $17,375,000 $13,900,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
P improvements
East Outfall line Upsized to

2060 Payson City Wastewater the wastewater treatment Payson 98% $1,500,000 $1,425,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56

plant.

2937 Elk Ridge City Storme’r) antti :)/lFlOOd Stormwgitjer E:caé'isr SOUth  EyRidge  159% $2,200,000  $440,000 0 16 0 14 16 10 56
1568 Cedar City Corporation Wastewater 4500W Upgrades 2 of 2 CedarCity 79% $5,673,000 $1,418,250 15 16 0 3 16 5 55
1294 ~ Cranger-Hunter Wastewater Pleasant Valley Lift Station  West Valley - g, $4,881,000 $1,220,250 15 0 0 14 16 10 55

Improvement District Replacement City
1567 Cedar City Corporation Wastewater 4500W Upgrades 1 of 2 CedarCity 79% $5,626,300 $1,406,575 15 16 0 3 16 5 55
Stormwater/Flood Expand the Pheasant Brooke
389 Lindon City Control Detention Basin to Add Lindon 118% $400,000 $200,000 6 16 0 9 13 10 54
Capacity
. . Stormwater/Flood .

3230 Providence City Control 300N 300E Providence 125% $138,962 $125,066 6 22 0 3 13 10 54
128 Vernal City Wastewater Sewer Rehabilitation Vernal 95% $5,000,000 $1,250,000 10 0 14 9 16 5 54
368 Hyde Park City Wastewater Sh;r:sli‘g;fgn"t'”e Hyde Park 134%  $19,526,000 $17,573,400 2 22 0 3 16 10 53
587 Vineyard City Wastewater ~ >oWer Dry'rl';%:’jzgts Expansion . ovard  98% $360,000  $90,000 10 22 0 3 13 5 53

2936 Elk Ridge City Wastewater Wastewater Treatment Plant  Elk Ridge  159% $20,000,000 $4,000,000 0 0 18 9 16 10 53
476 Ngg\l,je\ivgitsetrﬁd Wastewater Sewelrn'qr;‘:;‘; i;ne”ts Neola  95% $91,000  $91,000 10 0 0 14 16 12 52

Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 36th St and Mnt Ogden 0

1450 Corporation Control Intersection to Polk Ave Storm Ogden 84% U0 e 15 22 0 3 0 12 52

1451 Ogden C.Ity Stormwater/Flood Lake Sj[ to 24th mterchange Ogden 84% $900,000 $450,000 15 20 0 3 0 12 52
Corporation Control detention storm installation

1452 Ogden C.Ity Stormwater/Flood Ogden Rlver.8f quroe Bank Ogden 84% $300,000 $150,000 15 29 0 3 0 12 52
Corporation Control Stabilization

3584 Coalville City Wastewater WWTP Expansion Coalville 120% $12,000,000 $6,000,000 6 16 0 3 16 10 51

3231 Providence City Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 5005200W grsoo SGarden o vidence  125% $652,977  $587,679 6 22 0 3 10 10 51

3087 Ballard City Storm&a:tiglﬁow Detention/Debris Basins ~ Ballard  123% $1,009,000 $504,500 6 22 0 3 10 10 51
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Stormwater/Flood Install Pretreatment
388 Lindon City e Structures Throughoutthe  Lindon  118% $200,000  $100,000 6 16 0 9 10 10 51
City
418 Mapleton City Stormwater/Flood —Infiltration Improvement . ion 15204 $1,000,000  $500,000 O 16 14 3 13 5 51
Control Projects
. Stormwater/Flood PN12 - Stormwater Saratoga 0
623  Saratoga Springs e Conveyance and Outiall  Springe 152% $2,000,000 $1,700,000 O 22 0 3 16 10 51
2266 HanksvileTown ~ Srormwater/Flood — Bull Creek WaterCrossing -\ oo $950,000  $237,500 22 0 9 7 12 50
Control Bridge Replacement
2094 OPringvileDrainage  Stormwater/Hlood . o0 ik Drain Pipeline  Springville  104% $8,045,000 $1,609,000 10 16 0 3 16 5 50
District Control
2264  HanksvileTown ~ Srormwater/Flood — Town-Wide Storm Drain 1\ o e $3,200,000 $1,280,000 22 0 3 13 12 50
Control System Phase 1
1449 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood  pep <torm pipe upsize Ogden  84% $800,000  $400,000 15 22 0 3 0 10 50
Corporation Control
369 Hyde Park City Wastewater 4400 North Line Hyde Park  134% $2,570,000 $2,313,000 2 22 0 3 13 10 50
408 Town Of Manila Wastewater Sewer Improvements Manila 93% $1,285,000 $1,285,000 10 0 0 14 16 10 50
393 Lindon City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j 900 E Road Project Lindon  118% $15,000 $7,500 6 16 0 9 7 12 50
Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Sullivan Pond Outfall to Weber 0
1447 Corporation Control River Outfall Mainline Repairs Ogden 84% UL 2,70 00 15 22 0 3 0 10 S0
387 Lindon City Stormwater/Flood  Lindon Ditch Improvements - .0 1189, $3,000,000  $750,000 6 22 0 3 10 8 49
Control Phase 2
2909 Torrey Town Storm(‘;"(’) antteerFlOOd Floodplain Mapping Torrey  86% $250,000  $100,000 15 0 0 9 13 12 49
1397  Jordanelle Special Wastewater Tuhaye Lift Station Hideout — 255% $1,500,000  $750,000 O 22 0 3 13 10 48
Service District
Powder Mountain
551 Water And Sewer Wastewater Lift Stations 1-6 Structures Eden 157% $1,800,000 $900,000 0 22 0 3 13 10 48
Improvement District
635  Saratoga Springs Wastewater o2/ ~RedwoodRoad Sewer  Saratoga ), $1,230,000 $738,000 0 22 0 3 13 10 48
Trunkline Part 2 Springs
2170 City Of St. George Reuse SGRWRF Reuse Upgrade St. George  89% $7,165,706 $2,149,712 15 0 18 3 0 12 48
2926  East Carbon City Wastewater Wastewater Screen System o carbon 6% $420,000  $420,000 18 0 0 3 16 10 47
and Headworks
2265  HanksvileTown  Srormwater/Flood  Bull Creek Wash Armoring & o\ cie $1,800,000  $450,000 22 0 3 10 12 47
Control Debris Removal
370 Hyde Park City Wastewater CMPO Road Line Hyde Park  134% $808,900  $728,010 2 22 0 3 10 10 47
221 Redmond Town Stormg‘(’) antter:)/lFlOOd Drainage Redmond  100% $950,000  $475,000 10 0 0 9 16 12 47
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Ogden City I

50 Corporation Wastewater 20th St Consolidation Ogden 84% $866,779 $433,390 15 0 0 14 7 10 46
627  Saratoga Springs Storm(‘;"(’) antter ZlFlOOd DBS3 Debris Basin S;F:fitnoggsa 152% $2,296,300 $1,951,855 0 22 0 3 16 5 46
634  Saratoga Springs Wastewater 20 ?;dn"lﬁsg E;)ratdlsewer S;;fitnoggsa 152% $2,380,000 $1,428,000 O 22 0 3 16 5 46
590 Vineyard City Wastewater Ra':g;faizxirnkme Vineyard  98% $1,345,000 $336,250 10 0 0 14 16 5 45
2058 Payson City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Grounpdr(\)/;’:;figioume Payson  98% $700,000  $560,000 10 0 18 3 4 10 45

Clinton City . .
3636 Corporation Wastewater Annex Area Sewer Expansion  Clinton 125% $12,000,000 $3,000,000 6 16 0 3 10 10 45
2927 East Carbon City Wastewater Wastewater Building East Carbon 66% $71,000 $71,000 18 0 0 3 13 10 44
2253 Gunnison City Wastewater Collection Upgrades Phase 1 Gunnison 88% $695,000 $173,750 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
2243 Gunnison City Storme"(’) a:ﬁZlFlOOd West Side Storlmwater Phase  unnison  88% $850,000  $425,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
1731 Cedar City Corporation Stormg‘(’) antter:)/lFlOOd '”Creasest:]:ricsoenx\zance " CedarCity 79% $960,000  $480,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
1732 Cedar City Corporation Storm&a:tiglﬁow Add Curb & Gutteron 275N  Cedar City ~ 79% $95,000  $47,500 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
) . Stormwater/Flood Increase Conveyance .
1729 Cedar City Corporation Control o O S CedarCity 79% $830,000 $415,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
1728 Cedar City Corporation Storme"(’) a:ﬁZlFlOOd 'gg:zietfg:‘g’f;;e CedarCity  79% $2,410,000 $1,205,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
1727 Cedar City Corporation Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd ImV\r/) ;?(‘)’;Cl%”z":,{lat”ocze 400”04’\? O Gedarcity 79% $5,185,000 $2,592,500 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
) ) Stormwater/Flood Increase Conveyance . 0

1730 Cedar City Corporation Control Capacity on Northfield Rd CedarCity 79% $1,030,000 $515,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
3588 Coalville City Wastewater flow monitoring Coalville 120% $100,000 $50,000 6 0 14 3 10 10 43
2104 Grasr':r\ma;i\rgif:;"er Wastewater ~ 0°" Dr“"*’;‘:\r";reek Bridge  Moab  84% $450,000  $360,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
3274 Roosevelt City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘; ZlFlOOd Boﬂnizsrz\‘j’::]:r:n?sra'” Roosevelt  100% $685,000  $342,500 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
3273 Roosevelt City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 602;2?;3::\:?”?;"’"” Roosevelt  100% $1,096,000  $548,000 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
3272 Roosevelt City Storm(‘;"(’) antter ZlFlOOd 400 I‘Qr’gsrt:vit;;”;tg AN Roosevelt  100% $82,000  $41,000 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
3267 Roosevelt City Wastewater Sewer Improvement Phasel Roosevelt 100% $842,000 $277,860 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
3266 Roosevelt City Wastewater Sewer Line Upgrade Roosevelt 100% $308,000 $101,640 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
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2954  American Form City Wastewater 300 EaDSitVl;f;Zr']”g and AmFirr'Ea” 107% $352,302  $88,076 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
2250 Gunnison City Wastewater Headworks Expansion Gunnison 88% $890,000 $222,500 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
) ) Stormwater/Flood Install a 36” Storm Drain Pipe . 0
1738 Cedar City Corporation Control Along Cottontail Drive CedarCity 79% $870,000 $435,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
2928 East Carbon City Wastewater Line Inspection East Carbon 66% $500,000 $500,000 18 0 0 3 10 10 41
1736 Cedar City Corporation Storme"(’) antte; ZlFlOOd Improve Clozr;’:i’lsnce Along  ogarcity  79% $365,000 $182,500 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
) . Stormwater/Flood Increase Conveyance from N . 0
1735 Cedar City Corporation Control PR Ete ) e B CedarCity 79% $1,015,000 $507,500 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
Stormwater/Flood Increase Conveyance Along
1734 Cedar City Corporation Control the West Side of I-15 South of Cedar City  79% $1,025,000 $512,500 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
University Blvd.
Stormwater/Flood Increase Conveyance along
1737 Cedar City Corporation Control 1100 Wfrom800Sto425Sto CedarCity 79% $1,560,000 $780,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
1275 W
Stormwater/Flood Increase Conveyance Along
1733 Cedar City Corporation Control 800 W from 400 S to Coal CedarCity 79% $3,081,000 $1,540,500 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
Creek
1445 Parowan Wastewater Rle‘;?gc\’evnf:xegrt'jgit Parowan  84% $2,000,000 $2,000,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
1389 Oggfvr;sg%issﬁfiz'tal Wastewater WRF Phase 2 HeberCity 114%  $35,300,000 $28,240,000 6 0 0 14 16 5 41
Construct 1200 South Parallel
398 Lindon City Wastewater Force Main from 800 W to Lindon 118% $1,358,500 $679,250 6 0 0 9 16 10 41
1100W
397 Lindon City Wastewater Lakeview Road Pipe Upsizing  Lindon 118% $1,450,000 $725,000 6 0 0 9 16 10 41
274 Enoch City Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Exca"::tzr;ggﬁlzcs?nl\lorth Enoch  98% $80,000  $48,000 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
391 Lindon City Storm&a:tiglﬁow Master Plan Projects Lindon  118% $4,573,808 $2,286,949 6 16 0 9 4 5 40
400 Lindon City Wastewater S00E-653 Sewer Lindon  118% $55,000  $27,500 6 0 0 9 13 12 40
Replacement (Road Project)
3613 Myton City Wastewater Asset Management Plan Myton 82% $20,000 $20,000 15 0 0 3 10 12 40
2955  American Form City Wastewater Lakeshore, 570 W to 700 W AmFirr'Ea” 107% $3,255,902  $813,976 10 0 0 3 16 10 39
. Stormwater/Flood .
3271 Roosevelt City 200 South Detention Ponds  Roosevelt 100% $231,000 $115,500 10 0 0 3 16 10 39

Control
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586 Vineyard City W o FO;CE::;;” dLe'ft SEUEI e e $1,147,000 $286,750 10 0 0 14 10 5 39
1628 Spring City Wastewater Spr'ﬂiga’oﬁ?on Spring City ~ 96% $950,000  $902,500 10 0 0 3 16 10 39
. . Gillman Lane Pipe Upsizing .
399 Lindon City Wastewater > TP TV PN Lindon  118% $625,000  $312,500 6 0 0 9 13 10 38
3278 Roosevelt City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 2%25:;:;0[)?0?::;::3:(1 Roosevelt  100% $951,000  $475,500 10 0 0 3 13 12 38
3615 Myton City Wastewater Camera existing lines Myton 82% $50,000 $25,000 15 0 0 3 7 12 37
1358 Highland City Wastewater Hollows Overwatch & Bypass Highland  163% $250,000 $125,000 0 0 0 9 16 12 37
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood 300 South - 1300 East to . 0
1001 e ter Department e Sartor Greak Bountiful  116% $850,000  $170,000 6 0 0 3 16 12 37
3303 Fairfield Town Wastewater 1600 W Sewer Main (C-3)  Fairfield  123% $1,852,100 $1,111,260 6 0 0 3 16 12 37
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood 1300 East - Granada to Stone . 0
999 o tor Departmont e e Bountiful ~ 116% $650,000  $130,000 6 0 0 3 16 12 37
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Channel Upgrade - ) 0
998 Water Department Control 1100 East and Upstream Bountiful - 116% $300,000 $60,000 6 0 0 3 16 12 37
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood Outlets to Mill Creek Rebuild - . 0
1000 Water Department Control Davis to Bountiful Blvd. Bountiful - 116% AL HILL e 6 0 0 3 16 12 37
268 Enoch City Wastewater WaSte‘f;aSt; ruzlgg"nMeterS Enoch  98% $800,000  $560,000 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
269 Enoch City Wastewater G”msgz‘;"l:s;';i‘nizoo N Enoch  98% $620,000  $496,000 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
3275 Roosevelt City Storme"(’) a:ﬁZlFlOOd S50 W/ thv;sz:o betention ¢ osevelt  100% $530,000  $265,000 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
3276 Roosevelt City Storm&a:ﬁglﬂo‘)d Rodeo Detention Facility ~ Roosevelt  100% $219,000  $109,500 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
3277 Roosevelt City Storme"(’) a:ﬁZlFlOOd Lagogztset;;zﬁi?g East  poosevelt  100% $392,000  $196,000 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
3639 gg:;g?aggz Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 2300N: Cra;lzﬂzt]d toHoward  inton  125% $840,000  $420,000 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
Wolf Creek Water & Sewage Line upgrade (IFFP
3662  Sewer Improvement Wastewater g2022 #fi 4) Eden 157% $5,300,504 $795,076 0 0 0 9 16 10 35
District Y
i Main Connection to Eagle i
3302 Fairfield Town Wastewater . Fairfield ~ 123% $3,412,800 $682,560 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
401 Lindon City Wastewater P28 Z'(')D(')”,ﬁ SO” j(fooﬁw oM indon  118% $1,500,000 $750,000 6 0 0 9 10 10 35
3279 ey CCUELEHATE AU EISUISISE oo $39,000  $19,500 10 0 0 3 10 12 35

Control

Drain Improvements
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Project Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name Nearfzst State Estimated cost State funding SCORE.' s.c 0 RF' Water Sound Entity Pop and R s
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MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
3281 Roosevelt City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd La|i?§?o§$?n?$$ Eer"’l"” Roosevelt  100% $273,000 $136,500 10 0 0 3 10 12 35
Upsize Piping on Center St
402 Lindon City Wastewater from Geneva Rd to Western Lindon 118% $1,935,000 $967,500 6 0 0 9 10 10 35
Coil
1002 Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood 400 North - 400 East to 600 Bountiful ~ 116% $525,000 $105,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
Water Department Control East
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood Ashley Detention Basin . 0
1003 T e — Control Rebuild Bountiful  116% $350,000 $70,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
1004 Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood 400 North - 650 Eastto 1100 Bountiful ~ 116% $725.000 $145,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
Water Department Control East
1364 Highland City Wastewater Greens Bldgs Improvements  Highland  163% $100,000 $50,000 0 0 0 9 13 12 34
275 Enoch City Storm&a:gglﬁow Ravine drainage piping Enoch  98% $818,000  $490,800 10 0 0 3 10 10 33
395 Lindon City Wastewater Orem Wa;ﬁ;?j;lamat'on Lindon  118% $3,824,021 $1,912,011 6 0 0 9 13 5 33
3280 Roosevelt City Storme"(’) arltteerFlOOd K'”gArth“rF?o r:;e Detention ¢ osevelt  100% $25,000  $12,500 10 0 0 3 10 10 33
3283 Roosevelt City Stormg‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd N Poﬁ;'zig’\/eeizzrr:s')ra'” Roosevelt  100% $463,000  $231,500 10 0 0 3 7 12 32
3641 Clinton Qlty Stormwater/Flood Land Drain Dlschgrge Clinton 195% $352.000 $176,000 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
Corporation Control Upgrades Cranefield
3640 Clinton Qlty Stormwater/Flood Howard Slough Culvert Clinton 195% $400.000 $200.000 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
Corporation Control Upgrades
3282 Roosevelt City Storme"(’) antter ZlFlOOd 120(12‘;‘:;35;%:13'”53'” Roosevelt  100% $438,000  $219,000 10 0 0 3 7 12 32
2247 Gunnison City Stormg‘(’) antter:)/lFlOOd 200 EaStSf:SSSJ :g't'gat'on Gunnison  88% $1,250,000  $625,000 15 0 0 3 4 10 32
1363 Highland City Wastewater Lining w/SR 92 Highland  163% $429,000 $214,500 0 0 0 9 13 10 32
1282  Eagle Mountain City WeerEy EXpres;‘;";gfewer Line ngﬁi‘zm 138%  $11,500,000 $5,750,000 2 6 0 3 13 8 32
273 Enoch City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j Piping M'dvaége;:d' toEnoch — poch  98% $1,200,000  $720,000 10 0 0 3 7 10 30
Virgin River/Bloomington
2172 City Of St. George Wastewater Interceptor Sewer Main St. George  89% $15,605,000 $4,681,500 15 0 0 3 0 12 30
Replacement Project-- Phase |
Virgin River/Bloomington
2173 City Of St. George Wastewater Interceptor Sewer Main St. George  89% $15,755,000 $4,726,500 15 0 0 3 0 12 30

Replacement Project-- Phase |
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ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
3284 Roosevelt City Storm(‘;"(’) antteerFlOOd Brighton ESFt,ztne; Detention  p Josevelt  100% $391,000 $195,500 10 0 0 3 7 10 30
. East Expressway Sewer Line Eagle
1284  Eagle Mountain City Wastewater e Moo 138% $8,500,000 $4,250,000 2 6 0 3 10 8 29
3084 Ballard City Storm(‘;"(’) antter ZlFlOOd Up-sizing Culverts Ballard  123% $347,640  $260,730 6 0 0 3 10 10 29
3208  North Logan City Wastewater 2200 N-400-600E  NorthLogan 111% $1,400,000  $840,000 6 0 0 3 10 10 29
3210  North Logan City Wastewater 1800 N 400 E North Logan 111% $300,000  $180,000 6 0 0 3 10 10 29
2268 Hanksville Town Wastewater EXpNaor:ZT:r:rlv\f\t’si‘:;’V;;‘ifon Hanksville $6,100,000 $1,830,000 0 0 3 13 12 28
271 Enoch City Storm(‘;"(’) antteerFlOOd Old Hwy 91/BLM Pond Enoch  98% $160,000  $96,000 10 0 0 3 4 10 27
. Stormwater/Flood
13 Layton City o 3150 N & 1350 E (DBE2) Layton  113% $1,343,200  $805,920 6 0 0 3 16 2 27
8 Layton City Wastewater SugarSt.-Northof Kroger .\ 143y $1,250,000 $750,000 6 0 0 3 16 2 27
(WWMP 8.2)
3209 North Logan City Wastewater 2200 N - Trunk Line North Logan 111% $3,400,000 $2,040,000 6 0 0 3 7 10 26
3211 North Logan City Wastewater Metering Station North Logan 111% $300,000 $180,000 6 0 0 3 7 10 26
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood High School Runoff - Orchard . 0
1013 Water Department Control Dr 629 S to Mill Creek Bountiful 116% $550,000 $110,000 6 0 0 3 4 12 25
2269 Hanksville Town Wastewater Exs;)rl:;?:r:r:/v\ll}t/r?i?twsiz:on Hanksville $2,500,000  $750,000 0 0 3 10 12 25
2987  American Form City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 11352#523,2?]2?;:36& AmFirr'Ea” 107% $441,000 $110,250 10 0 0 3 0 12 25
9 Layton City Wastewater Fa'rf'ela F(‘ngg'\'lgo 3000\ ovon  113% $2,230,000 $1,338,000 6 0 0 3 13 2 24
14 Layton City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd Fairfield RO("’[‘)dBaEg‘; Lovelane | vton  113% $668,000  $401,340 6 0 0 3 13 2 24
Powder Mountain . .
555  Water And Sewer Wastewater Reb“”f::fﬁé?;: Aging Eden  157% $500,000  $250,000 0 0 0 3 10 10 23
Improvement District
3015  American Form City Storme"(’) antte; ZlFlOOd 214570 W Outfall line AmFirr'Ea” 107% $596,000  $149,000 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
. . Stormwater/Flood . American
3014  American Form City Control 213570 W conveyance pipe Fork 107% $2,176,000 $544,000 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
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3000  American Form City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j 126N Cou”t‘l’is: conveyance AmFirr'Ea” 107% $1,993,000 $498,250 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
2996  American Form City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘; ZlFlOOd 122 g?gsii‘:’]tga;?psgreet AmFirr'Ea” 107% $2,872,000  $718,000 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
2986  American Form City Stormc"‘(’) antterzlﬂoo‘j 112 Center St“rﬁgt conveyance AmFirr'Ea” 107% $547,000 $136,750 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
2117 Syracuse City Storm(‘;"(’) antt‘c‘;zlﬂoo‘j 700 South 2750 West Syracuse  148% $1,176,000  $940,800 2 0 0 3 13 5 23
Powder Mountain .
554  Water And Sewer Wastewater POWdeLrir':l(’;:tf;Z:;aei tsewer Eden  157% $4,000,000 $2,000,000 O 0 0 3 10 10 23
Improvement District P
N Collection System Shop
474 Magna Water District Wastewater Building Magna 84% $750,000 $600,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
464  MagnaWater District  Wastewater eotoide ;::;l::gon Project  \jagna  84% $2,750,000 $2,200,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
463  MagnaWater District  Wastewater eotoide Eﬁgfggon Project  \aona  84% $2,500,000 $2,000,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
. . Stormwater/Flood . . . .
338 Herriman City Control Storm Drain Retrofit Projects Herriman  130% $2,000,000 $200,000 2 0 0 3 13 5 23
Powder Mountain .
556 Water And Sewer Wastewater POWdi:rﬁo;:tfggx\:; tsewer Eden  157% $1,000,000  $500,000 O 0 0 3 10 10 23
Improvement District P
2124 Syracuse City Stormc"‘(’) antter ZlFlOOd 1700 South 4000 West ~ Syracuse  148% $1,721,566 $1,377,253 2 0 0 3 10 5 20
Powder Mountain
557 Water And Sewer Wastewater SCADA Upgrades/Updates Eden 157% $250,000 $125,000 0 0 0 3 7 10 20
Improvement District
2115 Syracuse City Storme"(’) arltteerFlOOd 435 South 3000 West Syracuse  148% $1,875,000 $1,500,000 2 0 0 3 10 5 20
. . Stormwater/Flood  Regional Stormwater Pond- . 0
511 Nibley City e o ot oo Nibley  136% $325,000  $81,250 2 0 0 3 4 10 19
2113 Syracuse City Storme"(’) arltteerFlOOd 650 South 3500 West Syracuse  148% $672,000  $537,600 2 0 0 3 7 5 17
. Stormwater/Flood
2114 Syracuse City Control 600 South 3175 West Syracuse  148% $1,128,000 $902,400 2 0 0 3 7 5 17
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Table 9: Project Recommendations for WDCC, Near Future (6-10 years)

Project . . Nearest ool Statefunding SCORE: SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0hpp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost . e Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
433 MtPleasantCity ~ Srormwater/Flood oL e eks Storage Reservoir U™ ggu, $6,000,000 $3,000,000 15 16 14 14 13 10 82
Control Pleasant
673 Vineyard City Public  Stormwater/Flood Stormwater. Master Plan Vi 98% $7.046,000 $1,761,500 10 29 18 14 13 5 8o
Works Department Control Projects
ggp 'VashingtonTerrace  Stormwater/Flood oo petention Basin oo nBON - g5g $800,000  $800,000 10 16 18 14 13 10 81
City Control Terrace
795 Town Of Alta Wastewater Sewer Line Replacement #3b Alta 71% $302,000 $151,000 15 22 0 14 13 12 76
1813 isonArch Special -y o vater East Sewer Upgrades LaSallct  84% $995,000  $497,500 15 16 14 3 16 12 76
Service District
3611 Myton City Wastewater I&l Reduction Myton 82% $3,500,000 $1,750,000 15 16 14 3 16 12 76
794 Town Of Alta Wastewater Sewer Line Replacement #3a Alta 71% $33,000 $16,500 15 22 0 14 10 12 73
796 Town Of Alta Wastewater Sewer Line Replacement #3c Alta 71% $388,000 $194,000 15 22 0 14 10 12 73
25 ((;) fr‘:)i?a%';‘r’] Wastewater 21st Street Capacity Ogden  84% $2,162,880 $1,081,440 15 0 18 14 16 10 73
2910 Torrey Town Wastewater Torrey Town Wastewater Torrey  86% $12,450,000 $3,112,500 15 0 14 14 16 12 71
Collection and Treatment
3494  "rovoCity Water Wastewater Phase 2 Liquid Stream Provo  70% $72,275,000 $28,910,000 18 22 0 3 16 12 71
Resources Upgrades
3495  |rovoCity Water Wastewater Phase 2 Solids Stream Provo  70%  $194,407,500 $77,763,000 18 22 0 3 16 12 71
Resources Upgrades
Ogden City . .
34 Corporation Wastewater Washington & Larson Capacity  Ogden 84% $490,633 $245,317 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
1531 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 24th and Taylor Ogden  84% $66,002 $33,001 15 22 18 3 0 12 70
Corporation Control
1529 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 40th and Fowler Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 18 3 0 12 70
Corporation Control
35 Ogden City Wastewater 970 Adams Manhole Ogden  84% $18,165 $9,083 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
Corporation Replacement
Ogden City .
33 Corporation Wastewater E 1050 North Maintenance Ogden 84% $3,820,489  $1,910,245 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
1530 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 35th and Adams Ogden  84% $66,001 $33,001 15 22 18 3 0 12 70
Corporation Control
Ogden City . . .
31 Corporation Wastewater 15th St Capacity/Infiltration Ogden 84% $3,090,079  $1,545,040 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
Ogden City .
30 ) Wastewater 22nd St Capacity Ogden 84% $846,025 $423,013 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
Corporation
Ogden City .
27 Wastewater Fowler Capacity Ogden 84% $1,911,273 $955,637 15 0 18 14 13 10 70

Corporation
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32 é) fr‘:)i?a?i';‘; Wastewater ~ 2nd & Washington Capacity ~ Ogden  84% $1,351,374  $675,687 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
Ogden City .
26 Corporation Wastewater 29th & Adams Capacity Ogden 84% $1,620,089 $810,045 15 0 18 14 13 10 70
1557 Cedar City Reuse Type 1EffluentReuse Storage o g $20,000,000  $8,000,000 10 22 18 3 10 5 68
Corporation Reservoir Installation
Ogden City . .
41 Corporation Wastewater Quincy & 24th Capacity Ogden 84% $1,156,993 $578,497 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Ogden City .
40 ) Wastewater North St Capacity Ogden 84% $2,206,567 $1,103,284 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Corporation
Ogden City . .
39 Corporation Wastewater Washington & North Capacity = Ogden 84% $445,098 $222,549 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Ogden City .
42 . Wastewater Fowler Ave Capacity Ogden 84% $755,076 $377,538 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Corporation
37 Ogden City Wastewater 12th St & Washington Ogden  84% $347,170  $173,585 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Corporation Capacity
Ogden City .
36 T Wastewater 9th St & Grant Maintenance Ogden 84% $395,411 $197,706 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
Ogden City .
38 Corporation Wastewater 500 N/North St Maintenance Ogden 84% $652,764 $326,382 15 0 18 14 10 10 67
1485 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 28th & Van Buren Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1528 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Tyler and Boughton Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1526 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 28th and Adams Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1525 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 30th and Hawthorne Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1524 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Pierce and Doxey Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1492 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Beus Pond Ogden  84% $300,000  $150,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1491 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood . cpinston Bivd /875 North ~ Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1490 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood . pinston Blvd. /Larsentn  Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
1489 Ogden C.|ty Stormwater/Flood Pioneer Road / Marriott- Ogden 84% $66,000 $33,000 15 29 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control Slaterville
1488 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 24th & Quincy Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
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1487 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Ogden Ave & 4th Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1486 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 28th & Quincy Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1484 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 3rd & Harrison Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1523 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 31stand Porter Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1482 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 16th & Jefferson Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1455 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 5 1 creek acrossRailYard  Ogden  84% $3,000,000 $1,500,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1456 Ogden C.|ty Stormwater/Flood  21st- Wallto River Past RR Ogden 84% $5,000,000  $2,500,000 15 29 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control Tracks

1458 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Adams and 800 N Ogden  84% $800,000  $400,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1467 Ogden C.|ty Stormwater/Flood Aztec/Iroquois - Shadow Valley Ogden 84% $500,000 $250.000 15 29 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control to Navajo

1473 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 31st & Parker Dr. Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1483 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Fillmore & Stowe Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1475 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Ogden Nature Center Ogden  84% $30,000 $15,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1474 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 28th St. / Rail Road Ogden  84% $66,000 $33,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1477 Ogden City Stormwater/Food  jor waive -Wallto 14th  Ogden  84% $1,500,000  $750,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1478 Ogden City Stormwater/Food o o tisonto Foothill  Ogden  84% $1,500,000  $750,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1480 Ogden City Stormwater/Flood 1 south of Wall Viaduct  Ogden  84% $800,000  $400,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control

1481 Ogden City stormwater/Food . inaton - 6th to 9th Ogden  84% $800,000  $400,000 15 22 14 3 0 12 66
Corporation Control
Cedar Cit Type 1 Effluent Reuse

1558 . y Reuse Intermediate Booster Pump Enoch 98% $5,000,000 $2,000,000 10 22 18 3 7 5 65
Corporation . .

Station Installation
2077 Springville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 1 Springville  104% $59,693 $17.908 10 29 0 3 16 19 63

District

Control

enlargement for 500 cfs event
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ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
1790 Twélgzigksi;?i?al Wastewater 12003 CO””;:;'O” toHeber  ehercity  114% $626,000  $313,000 6 16 0 14 16 10 62
Vineyard City Public Stormwater/Flood  Extend Sleepy Ridge Storm . 0
677 W DR TR Control Water Extension Vineyard 98% $240,000 $60,000 10 22 18 3 4 5 62
1559 C(i)er‘;i:;:zyn Reuse PhOSprnosr; ‘ilsa tTir:r?tme”t Enoch  98% $5,000,000  $2,000,000 10 22 18 3 4 5 62
Washington County
1553 Water Conservancy Reuse Phase Il Reuse St. George 89% $281,246,952 $150,467,119 15 0 18 3 13 12 61
District
3612 Myton City Wastewater flow monitoring Myton 82% $100,000 $50,000 15 0 14 3 16 12 60
417 Mapleton City Stormé"c’) itSZlFlOOd Maple Canyon Outfall  Mapleton 152%  $13,420,000 $2,684,000 0 16 14 3 16 10 59
2135 Wastewater Sewer Collection System Moroni 82% $3,000,000 $750,000 15 0 18 3 13 10 59
3587 Coalville City Wastewater &l Reduction Coalville 120% $6,000,000 $3,000,000 6 16 14 3 10 10 59
675 Vineyard City Public  Stormwater/Flood Public Work§ Expansion Vineyard 98% $325,000 $162,500 10 29 0 14 7 5 58
Works Department Control Project
Washington Terrace Washington
981 City Wastewater SS-18 500 west Terrace 95% $510,000 $510,000 10 16 0 9 13 10 58
Stormwater/Flood Remove and replace culverts
2056 Payson City Control in the Dry Creek and Spring Payson 98% $4,000,000 $3,200,000 10 22 0 3 13 10 58
Creek Channels.
3510 Pro&’gsi'gcvgzter Wastewater 1680 N - 115 to Geneva Provo  70% $6,000,000  $3,000,000 18 0 0 14 16 10 58
469 Magna Water District Wastewater WRF Aeration Expansion Magna 84% $3,800,000  $3,040,000 15 16 18 3 0 5 57
2053 Payson City Stormé"c’) itSZlFlOOd '”Sta“s;nTeptzr”year the Payson  98% $1,600,000 $1,280,000 10 0 18 3 16 10 57
L ) Dry Creek Reach 1
2084 Sp””g‘[’)'ilﬁri[irta'”age Storm(;"c’)"’:]tterglﬂo‘)d enlargement for 100-year  Springville  104% $213,516 $64,055 10 22 0 3 10 12 57
1200 cfs event
Springyville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 4 L 0
2078 District Control enlargement for 500 cfs event Springville - 104% W2 HZLEk 10 22 0 8 16 ° 56
Springyville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 5 L 0
2079 District Control enlargement for 500 cfs event Springville  104% $34,438 $10,331 10 22 0 8 16 ° 56
Tooele City
785 Corporation Wastewater Channel #1 UV replacement Tooele 98% $2,875,000 $2,300,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
777 g‘;‘r’s(lﬁai';‘r’] Wastewater S?&t;rg:\/z;c:r:\;lsng Tooele  98% $781,250  $625,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56
790 Tooele City Wastewater ~ Corectionbuildingandtruck o\ ggq, $6,375,000  $5,100,000 10 22 0 3 16 5 56

Corporation

loading improvements
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MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
L ) Dry Creek Reach 2
2085 Sp””g‘[’)'ilﬁri[irta'”age Storm(;"c’)"’:]tterglﬂo‘)d enlargement for 100-year  Springville  104% $21,942 $6,583 10 22 0 3 10 10 55
1200 cfs event
Salt Lake City L .
2492 SR Stormwater/Flood  Emigration Creek Detention Salt'Lake 91% $2.300,000 $575.000 10 16 0 3 13 19 54
i e Control System Improvements City
Public Utilities
3610 Myton City Wastewater Infrastructure deficiencies Myton 82% $5,000,000 $2,500,000 15 0 14 3 10 12 54
Vineyard City Public  Stormwater/Flood  Grove Park Detention Basin . 0
676 L Control e Vineyard 98% $1,000,000 $250,000 10 22 0 9 7 5 53
Springyville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 7 L 0
2080 District Control enlargement for 500 cfs event Springville  104% $24,059 $7.218 10 22 0 3 13 S 53
Springyville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 8 L 0
AN District Control enlargement for 500 cfs event Sl et $33,879 $10,164 20 2 e . 5 2 =
28 Ogden City Wastewater _ /thstreet Ogden  84% $840,643  $420,322 15 0 0 14 13 10 52
Corporation Maintenance/Capacity
Ogden City . .
29 Corporation Wastewater Pennsylvania Ave Maintenance  Ogden 84% $632,519 $316,260 15 0 0 14 13 10 52
Powder Mountain
545 Water And Sewer Wastewater MBR Treatment Plant Eden 157% $40,000,000 $20,000,000 0 22 0 3 16 10 51
Improvement District
2054 Payson City Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd Install i;?OpsvlgliZO Sand — poson 9% $1,200,000  $960,000 10 0 18 3 10 10 51
Wolf Creek Water & Willowbrooke Lane Sewage
3663 Sewer Improvement Wastewater Plant expansion g Eden 157% $32,176,100 $28,958,490 0 0 14 14 13 10 51
District P
. . . American
2951  American Fork City Reuse Low to High Booster Fork 107% $3,510,859 $702,172 10 0 14 3 13 10 50
L ) Dry Creek Reach 3
2086 Sp””g‘[’)'ilﬁri[irta'”age Storm(;"c’)"’:]tterglﬂo‘)d enlargement for 100-year  Springville  104% $40,622 $12,187 10 22 0 3 10 5 50
1200 cfs event
1719 g'oergzgi';yn Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd Seliitrel Hesgjgﬁw Control i eberCity  114% $18,000,000 $8,100,000 6 16 0 3 13 12 50
Ogden City Stormwater/Flood Jefferson - Patterson to 29th St 0
1448 Corporation Control & 29th - Madison to Jefferson Ogden 84% $1,500,000 $750,000 15 22 0 8 0 10 50
477 Nggtje\:vgf;rrfc:d Wastewater Sewfnrt:::ni;oc;’i‘;?;e”ts Neola  95% $133,000  $133,000 10 0 0 14 13 12 49
Springville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 9 . 0
2082 District Control enlargement for 500 cfs event Spanish Fork 111% $692,876 $207,863 6 22 0 3 13 5 49
2254 Gunnison City Wastewater Resue Project Phase 1 Gunnison 88% $2,800,000 $700,000 15 0 14 3 7 10 49
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MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
2171  City Of St. George Reuse SGRVQE::;E:? Plant st George  89% $14,350,383  $4,305,115 15 0 18 3 0 12 48
3616 Myton City Wastewater Clean lines Myton 82% $100,000 $50,000 15 0 14 3 4 12 48
Powder Mountain
541 Water And Sewer Reuse Winter Storage Facilities Eden 157% $2,300,000 $1,725,000 0 0 18 3 16 10 47
Improvement District
L ) Dry Creek Reach 4
p0gy PringvilleDrainage - Stormwater/Flood oo ontfor 100-year  Springville  104% $182,294 $54,688 10 22 0 3 7 5 47
District Control
1200 cfs event
L ) Dry Creek Reach 5
o0gg PringvilleDrainage  Stormwater/Flood .\ oo ontfor 100-year  Springville  104% $126,273 $37,882 10 22 0 3 7 5 47
District Control
1200 cfs event
L . Dry Creek Reach 6
209 oPringvilleDrainage - Stormwater/Flood - o ontfor 100-year  Springville  104% $126,333 $37,900 10 22 0 3 7 5 47
District Control
1200 cfs event
L , Dry Creek Reach 7
2090 SPringvilleDrainage - Stormwater/Flood o\ o entfor 100-year  Springville  104% $96,483 $28,945 10 22 0 3 7 5 47
District Control
1200 cfs event
2321 Salina Town Stormwater/Flood Industrial Park Flood Salina  84% $1,650,000  $825,000 15 0 0 9 13 10 47
Control Mitigation P-2
3608 Myton City Stormé"(’) antter ZlFlOOd Asset Management Plan Myton  82% $20,000 $20,000 15 0 0 3 16 12 46
3586 Coalville City Wastewater Capacity upgrades Coalville 120% $2,000,000 $1,000,000 6 0 14 3 13 10 46
Strawberry Lakeview
1623 Special Service Wastewater Sewer Pump Station Upgrade  Fruitland 84% $100,000 $50,000 15 0 0 3 16 12 46
District
Springville Drainage  Stormwater/Flood Dry Creek Reach 10 . 0
2083 District Control enlargement for 500 cfs event Spanish Fork 111% $110,419 $33,126 6 22 0 3 13 2 46
1591 Heber City Wastewater 5-048 Central Heber HeberCity 114%  $15,635,000 $13,289,750 6 0 0 14 13 12 45
Corporation Replacements Ph 2 - Sewer
Powder Mountain
542 Water And Sewer Reuse Golf Course Transmission Line Eden 157% $2,100,000 $1,575,000 0 0 18 3 13 10 44
Improvement District
1344 Helper City Wastewater Railroad Sewer Crossing Helper 82% $1,000,000 $500,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44
L . Dry Creek Reach 8
2091 SPringvilleDrainage - Stormwater/Flood - o ontfor 100-year  Springville  104% $235,232 $70,570 10 22 0 3 4 5 44
District Control
1200 cfs event
2245  GunnisonCity ~ SrormWater/Flood e o Side Stormwater Phase 1 Gunnison  88% $850,000  $425,000 15 0 0 3 16 10 44

Control
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Pct of

SCORE:

SCORE: SCORE: SCORE:

Project Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name Nearfast State Estimated cost State funding SCORE.: SCO RF: Water Sound Entity Pop and o e
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
3638 gg:‘;g?aggﬁ Wastewater Meado;‘; Sp'f:g'; Qr::tsewer Clinton  125% $3,931,200 $1,965,600 6 16 0 3 7 12 44
1595 CHoergf):ii'zyn Wastewater S-041PW gzsvae”rs'on Ph2- lebercity 114% $1,422,000 $1,208,700 6 0 0 14 10 12 42
3511 Pro;{’gs%'zcvggter Wastewater 36 Inch Parallel Line Provo  70% $10,000,000  $5,000,000 18 0 0 3 16 5 42
3618 Richmond City Wastewater WWTP Fine Screening Upgrade Richmond 111% $1,325,800 $662,900 6 0 14 3 13 5 41
3531  Toquenville City Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd Extend St(\’/rizqwd;?'” OnRIM  roquerville  104% $150,000 $75,000 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
2251 Gunnison City Wastewater West Lift Station Gunnison 88% $525,000 $131,250 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
2244 Gunnison City Stormé"(’)it;glﬂo‘)d West Side Stormwater Phase 2 Gunnison  88% $850,000  $425,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
. Increase the Size of the Cody
1741 (fo erdf):;i;;yn Stormé"(’;ttergflwd Drive Greenbelt Detention ~ CedarCity ~ 79% $620,000  $310,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
P Basin
1742 CedarC!ty Stormwater/Flood Increase the Capacity along Cedar City  79% $3,850,000  $1,925,000 15 0 0 3 13 10 a1
Corporation Control Cross Hollow Road
Cedar City Stormwater/Flood Increase the Capacity of the . 0
1739 Corporation Control Mill Hollow Detention Pond CedarCity - 79% $962,500 $481,250 15 0 0 8 13 10 41
1572 CCO erg?):;;;yn Wastewater 15" new 'git.imzn westof  edarcity  79% $3,936,000  $984,225 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
Powder Mountain
543 Water And Sewer Reuse Secondary Pump House Eden 157% $1,200,000 $900,000 0 0 18 3 10 10 41
Improvement District
Carbon Water Water Supply - Dam intake structure ice . 0
210 Conservancy District Watershed Protection protection R 82% AV 0 15 0 0 8 13 10 41
1740 (g)ergf):;:;yn Stormé"(’;tterglﬁo"d Install a 5AF Detention Basin  Cedar City ~ 79% $1,125000  $562,500 15 0 0 3 13 10 41
628  Saratoga Springs Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd DBS5 Debris Basin S;prztnoggsa 152% $1,875500 $1,406,625 0 22 0 3 10 5 40
629  Saratoga Springs Stormé"(’) antter ZlFlOOd DBS2 Debris Basin S;prztnogia 152% $2,133,000 $1,599,750 0 22 0 3 10 5 40
L . Dry Creek Reach 9
2092 Sp””g‘g:ﬁrﬂamage Stormcv‘(’;tterglﬁow enlargement for 100-year  Spanish Fork 111% $2,059,109  $617,733 6 22 0 3 4 5 40
1200 cfs event
591 Vineyard City Wastewater Lift s;tl';:e?;‘imp Vineyard  98% $192,000 $48,000 10 0 0 14 10 5 39
1792 Heber City Stormwater/Flood  D-028 PW Expansion Ph 2 - Heber City  114% $820,000 $697.000 6 0 0 14 2 19 39

Corporation

Control

Storm Water
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Project Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name Nearfast State Estimated cost State funding SCORE.' SCO RF' Water Sound Entity Pop and o e
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
Canyonlands Upgrade airport wastewater
1952 Regional Airport Wastewater Pe fasilities Moab 84% $2,000,000 $1,600,000 15 0 0 3 16 5 39
Ut10014
Cedar City Stormwater/Flood  Improve Quichapa Drainage ) 0
1748 SormeEten Control from 200 N to 6300 W CedarCity  79% $7,350,000 $3,675,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
3268 Roosevelt City Wastewater Sewer Improvement Phase 2 Roosevelt 100% $1,260,000 $415,800 10 0 0 3 13 12 38
2252 Gunnison City Wastewater Desludge Gunnison 88% $456,000 $114,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
2246 Gunnison City Stormé"(’;tterglﬁo"d East Side Stormwater Phase 2 Gunnison  88% $850,000  $425,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
. Reduce Street Flows Along
1747 g) erd?):;;zyn Stormé"c’) itSZlFlOOd Wedgewood Lane and Wagon CedarCity ~ 79% $950,000  $475,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
P Trail Drive
580 Richfield city ~ Srormwater/Flood — Dredge the Dairy Canyon ;g ggo $2,000,000 $1,500,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
Control Stormwater Detention Basin
Cedar City Stormwater/Flood Install a 30” Storm Drain Pipe . 0
1745 SoreEEn Control ST el e e BE Cedar City  79% $1,015,000 $507,500 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
1744 C(i)er‘;i:;:zyn Storm(;"c’)"’:]tterglﬂo‘)d Install an 8AF Detention Basin Cedar City ~ 79% $1,030,000  $515,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
Cedar City Stormwater/Flood Install Detention basin on the . 0
1743 Corporation Control North Side of Glen Canyon Dr. CedarCity /9% B 250200 e 00 15 0 0 8 10 10 38
1995  Oranger-Hunter Wastewater 3500 South Additional  West Valley g, $7,489,000 $1,872,250 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
Improvement District Capacity City
. Conveyance Ditch Along the
1746 &erdf):;;;yn Stormc"‘(’;tterglﬁo"d Hill that Flows into the Glen  Cedar City ~ 79% $340,000  $170,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
P Canyon Development
630  Saratoga Springs Stormé"(’) antter ZlFlOOd DBS6 Debris Basin S;prztnogia 152% $1,278,800  $959,100 O 22 0 3 7 5 37
o ) Dry Creek Reach 10
2093 Sp””g‘[’)'il:iri[lrta'”age Stormé"(’)itterglﬂo‘)d enlargement for 100-year  Spanish Fork 111% $331,568 $99,470 6 22 0 3 4 2 37
1200 cfs event
. . American
2958 American Form City Wastewater 1400 W, 100 S to Lakeshore Fork 107% $3,965,472 $991,368 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
Cedar City . .
1575 Corporation Wastewater 4500 W Line Upgrades 2 of 2 CedarCity 79% $5,700,400 $1,425,100 15 0 0 3 13 5 36
. . American
2957  American Form City Wastewater 1300 W, 100 S to Lakeshore Fork 107% $5,532,084  $1,383,021 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
985 Was:g:v:fgr%i%’ision Wastewater 500 West 553000u‘:’r? uthto 5800 ey 98% $1,600,000  $800,000 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
Cedar City . .
1574 Wastewater 4500 W Line Upgrades 1 of 2 Cedar City 79% $4,615,700 $1,153,925 15 0 0 3 13 5 36

Corporation
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MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
581 Richfield city ~ rormwater/Flood - Dredge the Cottonwood g0y ggop $3,000,000 $2,250,000 15 0 0 3 7 10 35
Control Stormwater Detention Basin
3304 Fairfield Town Wastewater 2500 N Sewer Main (C-4) Fairfield 123% $4,637,300 $927,460 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
1392 Oggfvﬂsgzissﬂfi‘;al Wastewater Ross Creek Force Main Hideout  255% $564,000  $282,000 0 0 0 14 10 10 34
3089 Imp?j\}lean;‘lx\:asiesrtrict Wastewater Ballard City Sewer Phase2 ~ Ballard  123% $1,791,000  $895500 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
3306 Fairfield Town Wastewater 200 E Sewer Main (C-6) Fairfield 123% $1,590,400 $111,328 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
1577 C(i) i‘;i;;?ﬂ Wastewater 27" Outfall Line Upgrades  Cedar City ~ 79% $9,292,500 $2,323,125 15 0 0 3 10 5 33
3285  RooseveltCity ~ orormwater/Flood  Lagoon StreetStormDrain oo e 1000 $791,000  $395,500 10 0 0 3 7 12 32
Control Improvements Phase
3305 Fairfield Town Wastewater Le“"Fa'rf'El(dCF_{:)sewer M Fairfield  123% $2,748,100  $549,620 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
2248 Gunnison City Stormé"c’) itSZlFlOOd 200 Wes;;f;ﬂ:g'“gat'o” Gunnison  88% $450,000  $225,000 15 0 0 3 4 10 32
278  Grantsville City Wastewater Nortg‘évslztggrtﬁ;::ptor Grantsville 121% $12,316,321 $4,064,386 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
928 Oakley City NeEaTE et ﬁﬁfjﬂﬁfg SYSM - godey  127% $500,000  $200,000 6 0 0 3 13 10 32
2249  Gunnison City Storm(;"c’)"’:]tterglﬂo‘)d >00 EaStStF:SSSJ :'t'gat'on Gunnison  88% $850,000  $425,000 15 0 0 3 4 10 32
1005 BV(\)/::;IrfBlei?r/t:;T Stormé"c’) itSZlFlOOd Medford Pond Rebuild Bountiful  116% $325,000 $65,000 6 0 0 3 10 12 31
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood City Shop Drain - 300 West to . 0
1007 " tor Department e Vil Croot Bountiful  116% $325,000 $65,000 6 0 0 3 10 12 31
1062 Draper City Stormé"(’)itterglﬂo‘)d Maple Hollow Draper  136% $6,000,000 $3,000,000 2 0 0 3 16 10 31
1357 Highland City Wastewater 10480 S5 - 12" Highland  163% $425,000  $212,500 0 0 0 14 7 10 31
3308 Fairfield Town Wastewater 75 N Sewer Main (C-8) Fairfield 123% $838,700 $503,220 6 0 0 3 10 12 31
3583 Coalville City Storm(;"c’) itterglFlOOd Infrastructure deficiencies  Coalville  120% $500,000  $250,000 6 0 0 3 10 12 31
109 Oranger-Hunter Wastewater Decker Main Lift Station - West Valley g, $16,369,000 $4,092,250 15 0 0 3 7 5 30
Improvement District Replacement City
3646 gg?;g?agg;’ Storm(;"c’) "’:]tter ZlFlOOd 1000 West Replacement  Clinton  125% $676,000  $338,000 6 0 0 3 10 10 29
929 Oakley City WesnEy oS EREIEERIRISEE e e g $500,000  $200,000 6 0 0 3 10 10 29

Improvements
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Powder Mountain
547 Water And Sewer Wastewater Lagoon Transition Eden 157% $500,000 $250,000 0 0 0 3 16 10 29
Improvement District
Powder Mountain
546 Water And Sewer Wastewater Lagoon Abandonment Eden 157% $800,000 $400,000 0 0 0 3 16 10 29
Improvement District
. . Additional Pump at Hansen .
483 Nibley City Wastewater Sewer Lift Station (C ) Nibley — 136% $151,000 $75,500 2 0 0 3 13 10 28
485 Nibley City Wastewater SO”thWEStS;iig(')?]”(aBl)sewer Mt Nibley  136% $1,941,000  $970,500 2 0 0 3 13 10 28
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood  Deborah Dr. - Claremont to . 0
1008\ ter Demartment e 900 Eact Bountiful  116% $425,000 $85,000 6 0 0 3 7 12 28
1064 Draper City Stormé"(’)itterglﬂo‘)d South Mountain Golf Course ~ Draper  136% $10,000,000 $5,000,000 2 0 0 3 13 10 28
1393  Jordanelle Special Wastewater Twin Peaks Pump Skid Hideout  255% $850,000  $425,000 0 0 0 9 7 12 28
Service District Replacement
3286  Roosevelt City Stormé"c’) itSZlFlOOd 500 West Detention Ponds ~ Roosevelt  100% $210,000  $105,000 10 0 0 3 4 10 27
3287  Roosevelt City Storm(;"c’) itterglFlOOd Highway 102ull\i Sr‘;” Course  poosevelt  100% $393,000  $196,500 10 0 0 3 4 10 27
el Willowbrooke Lane Sewage
3664 Sewer Improvement Wastewater Plant upgrades 8 Eden 157% $5,000,000 $4,500,000 0 0 14 3 0 10 27
District Pe
3642 gg?;g?aggz Stormé"(’;ttergflwd Storm Drain Expansion Clinton  125% $5,725,000 $2,862,500 6 0 0 3 7 10 26
3643 gg?;g?aggz Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd 2300 North Replacement ~ Clinton  125% $1,404,000  $702,000 6 0 0 3 7 10 26
3085 Ballard City Stormé"(’;tterglﬁo"d Upsizing Storm Drain Pipe ~ Ballard  123% $188,980  $141,735 6 0 0 3 7 10 26
499 Nibley City Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd 1200 \Sl\ﬁsg sPl)pui: Ffﬁ'ng a Nibley  136% $67,000 $16,750 2 0 0 3 10 10 25
Bountiful City Storm  Stormwater/Flood  Property Line Runoff - Davis . 0
1006 Water Department Control Blvd. 2025 South to Lewis Park Bountiful - 116% $350,000 $70,000 6 0 0 8 4 12 25
1065 Draper City Stormcv‘(’;tterglﬁow Draper Town Center Drainage  Draper  136% $6,000,000 $3,000,000 2 0 0 3 10 10 25
1666 Springville City Stormé"(’;ttergflwd Hobble Crei';(;lgftd Protection o inaville  104%  $35,000,000 $7,000,000 10 0 0 3 0 12 25
1361 Highland City Wastewater Generator Replacement Highland  163% $200,000 $100,000 0 0 0 9 10 5 24
3024  American Form City Storm(;"c’)"’:]tterglﬂo‘)d 223 50 E Outfall Line Ame)rr'Ea” 107% $1,984,000  $496,000 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
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Wolf Creek Water &
3661 Sewerlmprovement  Wastewater Expand Wolf Creek Reuse Eden  157% $7,000,000 $3,500,000 0 0 0 3 10 10 23
L Storage Pond
District
3644 Clinton City Stormwater/Flood 500 \West Replacement  Clinton  125% $1,248,000  $624,000 6 0 0 3 4 10 23
Corporation Control
3086 Ballard City Stormc"‘(’) itteerFlOOd New Culverts Ballard  123% $110,550 $82,913 6 0 0 3 4 10 23
. . Stormwater/Flood . American
3026 American Form City Control 225500 E Outfall Line Fork 107% $5,382,000 $1,345,500 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
2126  Syracuse City Stormcv‘(’) itter :)/lHOOd 2200 South 3720 West ~ Syracuse  148% $800,307  $640,246 2 0 0 3 13 5 23
472  Magna Water District Wastewater 7200W, 3500 St03100S Magna 84% $1,500,000 $1,200,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
467 Magna Water District Wastewater 7600 West Diversion, Reach1l  Magna 84% $1,000,000 $800,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
466 MagnaWater District ~ Wastewater eotoide sﬁ;l:;gon Project  \agna  84% $3,500,000 $2,800,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
465 MagnaWaterDistrict ~ Wastewater ' eot>ide Eﬁgfgzon Project  \agna  84% $3,600,000 $2,880,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
. . Stormwater/Flood . American
3019 American Form City Control 218 Storrs Ave Outfall Line Fork 107% $3,157,000 $789,250 10 0 0 3 0 10 23
. Oakridge Dr-2200 E to 2650 E 0
10 Layton City Wastewater (WWMP 3.1 and 3.2) Layton 113% $3,110,000 $1,866,000 6 0 0 3 10 2 21
2129 Syracuse City Stormé"(’) antter ZlFlOOd 3000 West 1000 South  Syracuse  148% $2,475,000 $1,980,000 2 0 0 3 10 5 20
Powder Mountain
558 Water And Sewer Wastewater 4200 N Lift Station Eden 157% $1,500,000 $750,000 0 0 0 3 7 10 20
Improvement District
2122 Syracuse City Storm(;"c’) itterglFlOOd 2700 South 3720 West ~ Syracuse  148% $1,522,000 $1,217,600 2 0 0 3 10 5 20
. . Pheasant Hollow Sump .
1362 Highland City Wastewater - Highland ~ 163% $150,000 $75,000 0 0 0 3 4 12 19
3212 North Logan City Wastewater Master Plan Update North Logan 111% $80,000 $40,000 6 0 0 3 4 5 18
11 Layton City Wastewater | anield f;; ':(;Sne(;"’;‘;‘; (WWHMP | ayton  113% $2,100,000 $1,260,000 6 0 0 3 7 2 18
2118 Syracuse City Storm(;"c’) itterglFlOOd 2500 South 2675 West ~ Syracuse  148% $3,413,000 $2,730,400 2 0 0 3 7 5 17
2127 Syracuse City Stormé"c’) itterglFlOOd 3700 South 1425 West ~ Syracuse  148% $2,096,000 $1,676,800 2 0 0 3 4 5 14
. Stormwater/Flood
2125 Syracuse City e 1700 South 4300 West ~ Syracuse  148% $1,964,610 $1,571,688 2 0 0 3 4 5 14
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2128 SyracuseCity  -rormwater/Flood 700 West Bluff Road Syracuse  148% $5,151,000 $4,120,800 2 0 0 3 4 5 14

Control
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Appendix A:
DWQ Project Data

Clean data for all projects (including projects that did not request or anticipate funding from the
state) identified through the UWIP submission process and assigned to DWQ can be accessed
via this link:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1xVxFLRPHZbGnZZj6ewxqoc 32vq5R2 H/edit?usp=sh
aring&ouid=117964177612172708628&rtpof=true&sd=true. The link is live, and data is up to
date as of June 30, 2025.

Data collected during the first UWIP submission process is hosted on Google Drive within the
State’s system. Eric Dixon (ericdixon@utah.gov) may be contacted for questions or access to raw
data.
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