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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 (WIF) 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
Resources 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

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

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

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 below. Figure
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2 provides more context on the specific distribution of project infrastructure types 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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WRe Agency Plan

Mission
“Plan, conserve, develop and protect Utah’s water resources.”

WRe is a crucial authority for water planning, conservation, development and protection in the
state of Utah. Through conservation and development efforts, the division raises water
consciousness and fosters water security under uncertain conditions. Through planning and
protection efforts, the division confronts water challenges and looks ahead to find solutions to
complex water-related problems. The Board of Water Resources is the policy-making body of the
division.

Funding Structure

The following list shows the current funding sources that WRe has available to provide financial
assistance:

¢ Revolving Construction Fund (RCF)

¢ Conservation and Development Fund (C&D)

e Water Infrastructure Restricted Account (WIRA)

The Cities Water Loans Fund (CWL) was recently repealed and all remaining funds, along with
future repayments, were consolidated into the Water Infrastructure Fund.

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 Board of Water Resources has the authority to allocate a portion of the C&D funds to the
Water Infrastructure Fund, considering the need to fund loans or grants that were authorized in
the previous fiscal year and the state water projects specified in statute.

Historical Funded Projects

Historically, the Board of Water Resources has funded a large variety of water related projects
such as:
e Agricultural storage reservoirs, diversion dams, pressurization ponds, canals, ditches and
pipelines
¢ Canal and ditch lining, enclosure and piping projects
¢ Municipal drinking water treatment plants, storage tanks, distribution and metering
systems




UWIP - Division of Water Resources Agency Plan

¢ Water distribution line and meter replacement

e Secondary irrigation systems, including water meters

e Remote sensing and measuring devices for agricultural, municipal and secondary
systems

e Dam safety upgrades

¢ Hydropower facilities

e Storm water system components

Figure 4 shows the location of historic projects funded by the Board of Water Resources.

Typically, entities come to the Board of Water Resources after trying to procure grants from other
funding sources because funding from the board is generally provided as a “loan” to the entity.
Funding provided for non-municipal projects is not a loan, but rather the funds are used to build
a project that the board takes ownership of (through a purchase agreement) until the funds are
repaid by the entity. Funding to municipalities is provided through the purchase of a bond.

Over the past few years, WRe 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.

At the beginning of FY 2025, there was just over $250 million available for projects in the C&D
Fund, with $95 million set aside for Colorado River Reuse Projects. The board has contracted
about $45 million to fund 19 projects and obligated approximately $36 million for an additional
19 projects. This leaves an unobligated balance of about $75 million in the C&D Fund.
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Figure 4 Historic Projects Funded by WRe

10
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UWIP Project Submission Summary

Water infrastructure projects submitted through the UWIP process were distributed to the
relevant agencies, including WRe. This section describes spatial and statistical distributions of
the data used to prioritize projects assigned to WRe 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 5 shows the spatial distribution of projects, project cost and requested state funding for
these projects. The projects attributable to the WRe funding are spread throughout the state,
with larger projects in Utah and Salt Lake Counties.

Table 2 and Table 3 further describe the types of projects brought to WRe by anticipated
construction timeline and project type. Out of the 518 projects assigned to WRe, 294 are in the
near term (1 - 5 years) totaling nearly $1.1 billion in project costs and $382 million in anticipated
state funding assistance. Six-to-twenty-year timeframe includes $1.5 billion in project costs and
$805 million in anticipated state funding assistance. Based on state requested funding in the
near-term, 55 percent and 36 percent of project requests were attributable to secondary water
and agriculture off-farm, respectively. Repair/replacement/improvement projects account for 48
percent and 73 percent of anticipated state funding requests in the near-term and six-to-
twenty-year timeframe, respectively.

Table 4 summarizes the project impact by size of population and cost statistics for projects
assigned to WRe.

Figure 6 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 2: WRe Projects by Timeline and Infrastructure Type

Estimated Requested

. .. Project Project State
Project Timeline and Infrastructure Type Fem— ot Assistance
(Million $) (Million $)

Ready for construction (1-2 years)

Agriculture Off-Farm 54 S74.9 S31.7

Secondary Water 78 $182.8 $85.9

Water Supply - Raw Water Source Development 4 $33.3 $15.0
Ready for construction (1-2 years) Subtotal 136 $291.1 $132.5
Planning for construction (3-5 years)

Agriculture Off-Farm 40 $403.2 $105.8

Secondary Water 111 $349.4 $125.3

Water Supply - Raw Water Source Development 7 $41.2 $18.0
Planning for construction (3-5 years) Subtotal 158 $793.7 $249.1
Near-future projects (6-10 years)

Agriculture Off-Farm 22 $183.3 $88.2

Secondary Water 105 $280.5 $136.7

Water Supply - Raw Water Source Development 14 $608.1 $303.6
Near-future projects (6-10 years) Subtotal 141 $1,071.9 $528.5
Mid-future projects (11-20 years)

Agriculture Off-Farm 17 $155.8 $70.3

Secondary Water 38 $107.3 $56.1

Water Supply - Raw Water Source Development 10 $226.8 $150.1
Mid-future projects (11-20 years) Subtotal 65 $489.9 $276.5
Distant-future projects (21+ years)

Agriculture Off-Farm 11 S34.5 S18.3

Secondary Water 5 S31.8 S24.0

Water Supply - Raw Water Source Development 2 $3.2 $0.9
Distant-future projects (21+ years) Subtotal 18 $69.5 $43.1
UWIP Total 518 $2,716.0 $1,229.8
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Table 3: WRe Projects by Timeline and Project Type

Estimated Re::ested
Project Timeline and Type Project Count Project Cost . ate
(Million $) Ass.ls‘tance
(Million $)
Ready for construction (1-2 years)
New infrastructure 37 $92.4 S37.4
Repair/replacement/improvement 84 $155.8 $76.2
Both 15 S42.9 $18.9
Ready for construction (1-2 years) Subtotal 136 $291.1 $132.5
Planning for construction (3-5 years)
New infrastructure 63 $410.5 $119.7
Repair/replacement/improvement 72 $283.1 $107.6
Both 22 $99.3 S21.6
Not Specified 1 $0.9 $0.3
Planning for construction (3-5 years) 158 $793.7 $249.1
Subtotal
Near-future projects (6-10 years)
New infrastructure 66 $182.6 $80.8
Repair/replacement/improvement 69 $795.9 $400.5
Both 6 $93.4 S47.3
Near-future projects (6-10 years) Subtotal 141 $1,071.9 $528.5
Mid-future projects (11-20 years)
New infrastructure 31 $194.8 $86.7
Repair/replacement/improvement 32 $287.2 $183.5
Both 2 $7.9 $6.3
Mid-future projects (11-20 years) Subtotal 65 $489.9 $276.5
Distant-future projects (21+ years)
New infrastructure 4 $36.6 S17.9
Repair/replacement/improvement 14 $32.9 $25.3
Distant-future projects (21+ years) Subtotal 18 $69.5 $43.1
UWIP Total 518 $2,716.0 $1,229.8

14
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Table 4: WRe Submitted Project Statistics

Infrastructure
type

Agriculture
Off-Farm

Secondary
Water

Water Supply -
Raw Water
Source
Development

Values

Project Count
% of Projects
Min Project Cost
Average Project
Cost

Max Project Cost

Project Count
% of Projects
Min Project Cost
Average Project
Cost
Max Project Cost
Project Count
% of Projects
Min Project Cost
Average Project
Cost

Max Project Cost

Population Served

Blank

0
0.0%
$0.00 M

$0.00 M

$0.00 M

8
2.4%
$0.15 M

$8.06 M

$40.00 M
2

5.4%
$0.75 M

$3.63M

$6.50 M

<500

26
18.1%
$0.06 M

$2.36 M

$20.00 M

37
11.0%
$0.00 M

$1.57 M

$15.51 M
0

0.0%
$0.00 M

$0.00 M

$0.00 M

500 -

1,000
26
18.1%
$0.25M

1,000 -
10,000

10,000 -

30,000
34 11
23.6% 7.6%
$0.04M $S0.10M

$8.52M $6.66 M $22.17 M

$81.82 M $43.89 M$125.00 M

48
14.2%
$0.01 M

147 55
43.6% 16.3%
$0.11M $0.04 M

$2.17M S2.95M $2.63 M

$20.00 M $50.00 M $10.00 M
1 2 5

2.7% 5.4% 13.5%
$0.67M S0.50M $0.08 M

$0.67M S5.25M $4.05M

$0.67 M $10.00 M $16.00 M

30,000 -
65,000
4
2.8%
S2.46 M

$18.52 M

$55.90 M

38
11.3%
$0.16 M

$3.42M

$20.50 M
0

0.0%
$0.00 M

$0.00 M

$0.00 M

65,000 -
100,000
0 43

0.0% 29.9%
$0.00M $0.02M

> 100,000

$0.00 M $0.72 M

$0.00 M $10.07 M

2 2
0.6% 0.6%

$1.00 M $4.00 M
$5.97M S$5.50 M

$10.94M S$S7.00M
0 27

0.0% 73.0%
$0.00 M $0.25 M

$0.00 M $32.37 M

$0.00 M$500.00 M

Total

144
100.0%
$0.02 M

$5.96 M

$125.00
M

337
100.0%
$0.00 M

$2.84 M

$50.00 M
37
100.0%
$0.08 M

$24.66 M

$500.00
M

15
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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.

WRe has included an annual funding allowance of $17.1 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 the 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 5: 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' proponenfc, based on their self-ranking of 16%
projects submitted
Population benefitted and Number of people that will benefit combined with the amount of non- 12%
(]

nonstate funding state 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
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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 cases, 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 7 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 is available for projects

ready for construction (1-2 years), the first panel suggests 102 projects with provisional scores
of 53 or above could be funded.

Tables 6 - 8 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 WRe projects and project data are shown in Appendix A, sorted by Project ID.
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Table 6: Project Recommendations for WDCC, Ready for Construction (1-2 years)

Project . . Nearest ' Etimated Statefunding SCORE: SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o.qpp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State . e Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
3383 West Cachelrigation i iture Off-Farm T ooter Planand Engineering o i 6104 $324,200 $129,680 10 22 18 14 16 12 92
Company Services
) BRI SeE ey L Roagisei?na; company ey 86%  $1,500,000 $750,000 15 16 14 14 16 12 87
2278 Junction Irrigation Company Secondary Water Piping of West Canal P1 Junction 66% $937,200 $702,900 18 16 18 9 16 10 87
2106 Sterling Irrigation Company Secondary Water Transite Line Replacement Sterling 102% $1,000,000 $950,000 10 22 14 9 16 12 83
3387 West %ii:g;:;gat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Weston Flume Cornish  91% $15,000 $6,000 10 22 18 3 16 12 81
West Cache Irrigation . .
3386 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Deep Creek Flume Cornish 91% $15,000 $6,000 10 22 18 3 16 12 81
West Cache Irrigation . , .
3388 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Hurren Spillway Cornish 91% $80,000 $32,000 10 22 18 3 16 12 81
West Cache Irrigation . .
3384 ST Agriculture Off-Farm Central SCADA system Cornish 91% $190,000 $76,000 10 22 18 3 16 12 81
560 Vineyard City Secondary Water | ressurized glggnanon Master  \ineyard  98% $100,000  $50,000 10 22 14 14 16 5 81
3385 West %ii\:‘g;:;ga“o” Agriculture Off-Farm  Tim Lunday Metering Cornish  91% $100,000  $40,000 10 22 18 3 16 12 81
1543 Horseshoe Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm  Freeman Allred Reservoir ~ Spring City 96%  $11,095,600 $2,219,120 10 16 14 14 16 10 80
3389 WestCachelmigation o iture Off-Farm  verdale Diversion & Cornish  91% $110,000  $44,000 10 22 18 3 13 12 78
Company Measuring Device
3390 West %ii:g;:;gat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Riverdale Spillway Cornish  91% $410,000  $164,000 10 22 18 3 13 12 78
West Cache Irrigation . . .
3391 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Newton Lateral Pump Station  Cornish 91% $45,000 $18,000 10 22 18 3 13 12 78
3392 West Cachelrigation i iture Off-Farm ~ CUtErDVersion=Pump o o 010 $25,000  $10,000 10 22 18 3 13 12 78
Company Station
3393 West %ii\:‘g;:;ga“o” Agriculture Off-Farm Hansen & Ezola Pump Station  Cornish ~ 91% $45,000  $18,000 10 22 18 3 13 12 78
West Cache Irrigation . . , .
3397 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Riverdale IWS Traveling Screen Cornish 91% $25,000 $10,000 10 22 18 3 10 12 75
West Cache Irrigation . . . .
3398 Company Agriculture Off-Farm  Benson Lateral Diversion Cornish 91% $80,000 $32,000 10 22 18 3 10 12 75
West Cache Irrigation . .
3396 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Buttars Lateral Cornish 91% $1,200,000 $480,000 10 22 18 3 10 12 75
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Project . . Nearest '°"  Etimated Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0qpp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State . e Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
L 3500 West Main Line
2074 Roy Water Conservancy District Secondary Water Replacement Roy 98% $7,000,000 $5,950,000 10 16 18 3 16 12 75
3394 West Cachelrigation i iture Off-Farm ~ Vorth &SouthLitzPump o o 6104 $25,000  $10,000 10 22 18 3 10 12 75
Company Station
3395 West Cachelrigation o i iture Off-Farm ~ AMaga DiversionPump o ion o106 $46,000  $18,400 10 22 18 3 10 12 75
Company Station
3366 VePerBox 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $2,082,500 $1,041,250 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3376 VeberBox 'élidsfrri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $2,436,000 $1,218,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3375 VeberBox 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $1,254,000  $627,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3374 VeberBox 'élidsfrri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $5467,000 $2,733,500 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3373 VeberBox 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $7,224,750 $3,612,375 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
337y VeberBox 'élidsfrri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $2,944,500 $1,472,250 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3371 VeberBox 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $2,322,000 $1,161,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3370 VeberBox 'élidsfrri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $3,816,000 $1,908,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3369 Veber-Box 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $5,299,200 $2,649,600 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3368 VeberBox 'élidsfrri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $4,945740 $2,472,870 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3367 Veber-Box 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $7,917,750 $3,958,875 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3365 VeberBox 'élidsfrri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $40,205  $20,103 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3323 South Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $847,000  $423500 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
33p7  South Ogdgi:tﬁg?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $532,000 $266,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
336 South Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $420,000  $210,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3325  South Ogdgi:tﬁg?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $470,000  $235,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3324  South Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $154,000  $77,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
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Project . . Nearest o'°  Ectimated Statefunding SCORE: SCORE: “CORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE: (..o,
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State . e Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
3364 VeperBox 'élidsfrri;onservat'o” SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $2,966,860 $1,483,430 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3322 oouth Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $936,000  $468,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3320  South Ogdgi:tﬁg?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $3,160,800 $1,580,400 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3317 oouth Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $4,594,200 $2,297,100 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3316 ooUuth Ogdgi:tﬁg?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $12,650,000 $6,325,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3315 South Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $2,154,750 $1,077,375 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3314 SoUth Ogdgi:tﬁg?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84% $741,200  $370,600 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
3313 oouth Ogdgiztﬁz?servat'on SecondaryWater  Service Line Replacement ~ Ogden  84%  $4,830,000 $2,415,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
2099 Syracuse City Secondary Water  Secondary Meter Conversions Syracuse 148% $4,000,000 $3,200,000 2 16 18 9 16 12 73
3399 West %icr:s;:;’gat'on Agriculture Of-Farm  Naegle Lateral Diversion  Cornish  91% $80,000  $32,000 10 22 18 3 7 12 72
sa00 Ve %icr:s;:;gat'on Agriculture Off-Farm  Town Lateral Diversion  Cornish ~ 91% $80,000  $32,000 10 22 18 3 7 12 72
3401 West %icr:s;:;’gat'on Agriculture Off-Farm  Highline Lateral Diversion  Cornish  91% $80,000  $32,000 10 22 18 3 7 12 72
sa02 e %icr:s;:;gat'on Agriculture Off-Farm  Pitcher Lateral Diversion  Cornish ~ 91% $80,000  $32,000 10 22 18 3 7 12 72
3403 West %icr:s;:;’gat'on Agriculture Of-Farm  Ransom Hollow Spillway ~ Cornish ~ 91% $205,000  $82,000 10 22 18 3 7 12 72
3137  Farm Creek Canal Company Agriculture Off-Farm Falgzhgg?leit';gs:al Tabiona  84%  $5,000,000 $2,000,000 15 0 14 14 16 12 71
2186 Bicknell Town SecondaryWater  6ation L:D”Uen:fm Pondto  picknell  86% $95,000  $57,000 15 0 18 9 16 12 70
3604 Myton City Secondary Water metering Myton 82% $2,000,000 $2,000,000 15 16 14 3 10 12 70
3408 West Cciai‘sa::;gat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Jorgensen Spillway Cornish  91% $205,000  $82,000 10 22 18 3 4 12 69
West Cache Irrigation . . .
3407 ST Agriculture Off-Farm Cantwell Spillway Cornish 91% $205,000 $82,000 10 22 18 3 4 12 69
West Cache Irrigation . . .
3406 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Hubs Spillway Cornish  91% $205,000  $82,000 10 22 18 3 4 12 69
West Cache Irrigation . . .
3405 ST Agriculture Off-Farm Mels Spillway Cornish  91% $205,000  $82,000 10 22 18 3 4 12 69
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Project . . Nearest o'°  Ectimated Statefunding SCORE: SCORE: “CORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE: (..o,
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State . e Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
2232 Gunnison City Secondary Water Irrigation Pond Expansion Gunnison  88% $1,250,000 $937,500 15 0 14 14 16 10 69
3331 Uintah Indian Irrigation Project Agriculture Off-Farm Lower Bench Canal Pipeline Dutl::l(:(;tsne 59% $4,800,000 $1,920,000 18 0 14 9 16 12 69
426 Mt Pleasant City Secondary Water | ressurelmigationSystem - Mount oo, o1 560 000 $5,250,000 15 0 14 14 16 10 69
Upgrade Pleasant
West Cache Irrigation . . .
3404 ST Agriculture Off-Farm Frew Spillway Cornish 91% $205,000 $82,000 10 22 18 3 4 12 69
431 Mt Pleasant City Secondary Water Well Equipping Prg(a)u:g;t 89% $400,000 $300,000 15 0 14 14 16 10 69
2029 ManuCityCreekWaterUsers ... iture Off-Farm  Pipeline Improvements Manti  89% $800,000  $400,000 15 0 18 9 16 10 68
Mutual Association
3106 Cac“:g':fg:g;ir\fvater Agriculture Off-Farm Black Pipe Smithfield 116%  $3,302,000 $990,600 6 22 14 3 13 10 68
3200 Moonkzggc\’i\fﬂfg Users  ariculture Off-Farm Coyote Canal Neola  95%  $1,803,000 $270,450 10 16 0 14 16 12 68
3620  Western Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm 6 Turnouts Ogden 84% $101,000 $80,800 15 0 18 14 16 5 68
0g79 casdale 8&5‘;\:[5:;;" Imgation o condaryWater  Irrigation System Master Plan  Teasdale  77% $40,000  $12,000 15 0 18 9 13 12 67
3527 Uinta h&a;g;;;ganon Agriculture Off-Farm North Pipeline Pond Myton  82% $967,000  $386,800 15 0 14 9 16 12 66
524 Pleasant Creeklrrigation ., 0\ iture Off-Farm  Transmountain Pipe Line Mount = gq9, $50,000  $37,500 15 0 14 14 13 10 66
Company Pleasant
858 Timpanogos Canal Company  Secondary Water Timpanogos Canal Meters Provo 70% $1,000,000 $700,000 18 0 14 9 13 12 66
2032 Moroni Irrigation Company  Agriculture Off-Farm Ag Meter Improvements Moroni 82% $250,000 $125,000 15 0 14 9 16 12 66
0g76 casdale &Cilr‘:sae;;y Imigation o0 ondaryWater  Line Teasdale Head Ponds ~ Teasdale  77%  $1,500,000  $600,000 15 0 14 9 16 12 66
33zp  ontahindependentDitch .. e Off-Farm MOGPENdeNtDItch &Diversion o - o500 $1100,000  $440,000 10 0 14 14 16 12 66
Company Improvements
3622  Western Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm 7th to 5th Ave Ogden 84% $2,227,000 $1,781,600 15 0 18 14 13 5 65
2217 Fremont Irrigation Company Secondary Water Master Plan Fremont 63% $40,000 $40,000 18 0 14 14 7 12 65
637 Redmond Town Secondary Water Secondary Water Phase 1 Redmond 100% $850,000 $807,500 10 0 18 9 16 12 65
882 Hurricane CanalCo.  Agriculture Off-Farm  urricane CanalCo.pipe oo e 919  $3,000,000 $1,500,000 10 0 18 9 16 12 65

installation
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Project . . Nearest '°"  Etimated Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0qpp.
Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State . e Water Sound Entity Pop and
ID location cost cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
p031 MantiCity Creek WaterUsers . 1t Off-Farm  Farm Meter Installation Manti  89% $600,000  $300,000 15 0 18 9 13 10 65
Mutual Association
883 Grover Irrigation Company  Agriculture Off-Farm Beaver Dam Reservoir Grover 79% $850,000 $722,500 15 0 18 3 16 12 64
Improvements
. . Filtration and Sediment ,
2233 Gunnison City Secondary Water Control Gunnison  88% $245,000 $183,750 15 0 14 9 16 10 64
82 Springyville Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm SwensonFF)’:gjil(l::e Sliptine Springville 104% $250,000 $100,000 10 0 18 9 16 10 63
1545 Horseshoe Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm North Fields Ditch Spring City 96% $1,150,000 $230,000 10 0 14 14 13 12 63
2033 Moroni Irrigation Company  Agriculture Off-Farm  City Diversion Improvements  Moroni 82% $700,000 $350,000 15 0 14 9 13 12 63
3201 Moonkzgsc\/i\;atits; USers  agriculture Ofi-Farm  South Boneta Canal Boneta  98%  $1,000,000 $150,000 10 0 14 14 13 12 63
2189 Bicknell Town Secondary Water Water Master Plan Bicknell 86% $40,000 $40,000 15 0 14 14 7 12 62
1534 Heber City Corporation Secondary Water 100 WestPressurizedIrrigation /oo 19406 $500,000  $250,000 6 0 14 14 16 12 62
Improvements
2034 Moroni Irrigation Company  Agriculture Off-Farm Canal and Ditch Piping Moroni 82% $5,500,000 $2,475,000 15 0 14 9 10 12 60
1544 Horseshoe Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm Point Ditch Spring City  96% $609,000 $121,800 10 0 14 14 10 12 60
119 BearRiverWaterConservancy oo 0o water  SummentandNewSecondary g o 10706 $1,200,000  $420,000 10 0 18 3 16 12 59
District Water System
386 Lindon City Secondary Water Pl Loop Lindon 118% $800,000 $400,000 6 0 18 9 16 10 59
1377 La Verkin City Secondary Water In-Town Replacements LaVerkin  80%  $10,025,000 $2,506,250 15 0 14 3 16 10 58
2107 Sterling Irrigation Company Secondary Water Agricultural Line Meters Sterling  102% $500,000 $475,000 10 0 14 9 13 12 58
2307 Mayfield Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm Agricultural Line Meters Mayfield 91% $500,000 $475,000 10 0 14 9 13 12 58
2035  Moroni Irrigation Company  Agriculture Off-Farm Spring Diversion Moroni  82% $100,000  $50,000 15 0 14 9 7 12 57
Improvements
. Secondary Mainline and Valve .
2187 Bicknell Town Secondary Water Bicknell 86% $3,070,162 $1,074,557 15 0 14 3 13 12 57
Replacement
. 100 E Transmission Line ,
1378 La Verkin City Secondary Water La Verkin 80% $2,487,000 $621,750 15 0 14 3 13 10 55
Improvement
3332 Uintah Indian Irrigation Project Agriculture Off-Farm Arcadia Farms Pipeline Upalco 104% $9,000,000 $3,600,000 10 0 14 3 16 12 55
3199 Moon Lake WaterUsers i utture Off-Farm 'L owstone Feeder Canal 1 $3,100,000  $465,000 0 14 14 16 10 54

Association

Lining Phase I
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Project Nearest '°"  Etimated Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0qpp.
J Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State N N Water Sound Entity Pop and ’
ID location cost cost Hardship Criticality . . . . . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
1882  Lake Creek Irrigation Company Agriculture Off-Farm ;ae';‘i;r:;';ﬁf;'#ti’ HeberCity 114%  $9,000,000 $7,650,000 6 0 18 3 16 10 53
3126 Enoch City Secondary Water ﬁ]afrr::t?upjtﬂ(rzvsrtfel‘: Enoch  98%  $1,600,000 $1,280,000 10 0 14 3 16 10 53
1379 La Verkin City Secondary Water Nort:'rl?rgf/?r:;i: Line | aVerkin  80%  $2,364,000  $591,000 15 0 14 3 10 10 52
, Water Supply - Raw
2157 Cvgﬁgg:viisc'”;\i/:tt;;t Water Source Turf buyback Programs Layton  113% $30,000,000 $15,000,000 6 0 14 14 4 12 50
y Development
425 Moroni City Secondary Water  Secondary Water Master Plan  Moroni 82% $105,000 $26,250 15 0 0 9 16 10 50
3378 VeberBox 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” Secondary Water Two PRV Stations ggodrg:] 130%  $500,000  $200,000 2 0 18 3 16 10 49
2100 Syracuse City SR Pay?eiltr\%?rsyracuse Syracuse  148% $12,000,000 $8,400,000 2 0 14 14 13 5 48
3379 VeberBox 'E)lids‘:rri(ionservat'o” SecondaryWater  Traveling Screen at 900 West Plf/"i";;”t 139% $75,000  $37,500 2 0 18 3 13 10 46
3104 Cacr‘:g':fg;g;ir\]'vater Agriculture Off-Farm Hydegstri':n'\i';;rttigr?a”al Hyde Park 134%  $3,467,000 $936,090 2 0 14 3 16 10 45
1888 Grantsville Irrigation Secondary Water Matthews Lane pipeline Grantsville 121% $196,000 $78,400 6 0 14 3 10 10 43
3607 Myton City Secondary Water Asset Management Plan Myton 82% $20,000 $20,000 15 0 0 3 10 12 40
3105 Cac“:g':fg;g;ir\fvater Agriculture Off-Farm Bury Hollow Ravine Hyde Park 134%  $336,000 $168,000 2 0 14 3 10 10 39
ogp  Davis&WeberCounties Canal o 4o water  K@Y-ProlectNewl:Replace e 15005 $3,000,000 $2,550,000 0 16 14 3 0 5 38
Company reservoir concrete liner
689 W‘I)rl; grffekn\q/\éitfgitsr ﬁ:"t"er SecondaryWater  Drillsecondarywell (SR-1)  Eden  157%  $883,417 $706,734 0 0 0 3 16 10 29
2095 Syracuse City Secondary Water 2700V\S/§::?08§(f(§)(r)]3\725)2400 Syracuse  148%  $1,200,000 $960,000 2 0 0 3 16 5 26
2096 Syracuse City Secondary Water 30020\/:;55238gdsaorzt(hl)mo Syracuse  148%  $2,000,000 $1,600,000 2 0 0 3 10 5 20
g5  Davis&WeberCounties Canal - o 0o \ater  CHWP-ProjectNewl:Replace .0 10500 $1200000 $1,020,000 6 0 0 3 0 5 14

Company

pipes on 2000 West

26



UWIP - Division of Water Resources Agency Plan

Table 7: 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
Eremont Irrigation Cottonwood Canyon Box
2215 Com alf Secondary Water  Culvert and Canal Protection  Bicknell 86% $450,000 $157,500 15 22 18 9 13 12 89
pany Structure
99 Beaégnggjnal Agriculture Off-Farm Mac“; gj:jlls/ﬁé%r?at'on Tremonton  107% $6,566,527 $2,823,607 10 22 18 14 13 10 87
1610 Strg;"nbaelréyo:'q'ﬁgrﬂne SecondaryWater  SHLCC Residential Metering ~ Payson  98% $150,000  $75,000 10 22 18 9 16 12 87
98 Beaégnggjnal Agriculture Off-Farm PL'SifOT:C(iiSO xvsltaerrfhed Fielding  116%  $55,900,550 $8,385,083 6 22 18 14 16 10 86
2306 Mayg?:qg;'fjt'o” Agriculture Off-Farm  South Hollow Reservoir ~ Mayfield ~ 91% $8,000,000 $3,600,000 10 22 14 9 16 12 83
2216 Fremc(;nntqg;'fjt'on Secondary Water Loa Town Ditch Piping Loa 88%  $11,000,000 $3,300,000 15 22 14 9 10 12 82
3353 Covr\llseebr?/:ﬁg’; 'élgfrrict Secondary Water Concr(;teeSLe':VZiEX'St'”g Ogden  84% $1,000,000  $850,000 15 22 18 3 13 10 81
2880 Tler;;ggéen&cil:\:fae;;y Secondary Water  Rebuild Middle Reservoir Dam Teasdale  77% $2,800,000 $1,120,000 15 16 18 9 10 12 80
2212 Emery Town Secondary Water Storage Reservoir Emery 73% $723,000 $578,400 15 0 18 14 16 12 75
2877 Tﬁf;gggfng(‘:i‘::s:;;y Secondary Water Donkey Reservoir Dam Repair Teasdale  77% $395,000 $158,000 15 22 0 9 16 12 74
South Ogden . .
3318 Conservation District Secondary Water Service Line Replacement Ogden 84% $3,048,000 $1,524,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
South Ogden . .
3319 Conservation District Secondary Water Service Line Replacement Ogden 84% $1,143,000 $571,500 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
South Ogden . .
3321 Conservation District Secondary Water Service Line Replacement Ogden 84% $1,248,000 $624,000 15 16 14 3 16 10 74
371 Centerfield City Agriculture Off-Farm  Agriculture Irrigation Meters Centerfield 93% $500,000 $200,000 10 16 18 9 10 10 73
2310 M“ddycirr?%';:;'gat'o” Secondary Water Diversion Upgrades Emery  73% $150,000  $142,500 15 0 18 14 13 12 72
100 Beaégnggjnal Agriculture Off-Farm Hammonifoe}zzf'p'”g SFP Honeyville  113% $2,457,084 $1,056,546 6 22 14 14 10 5 71
Carbon Canal . L . .
1029 Company Agriculture Off-Farm Carbon Canal Pipeline Project Price 84% $81,815,345 $16,363,069 15 0 14 14 16 12 71
3256 Roosevelt City Secondary Water Secondary Water Phase IV Roosevelt 100% $3,335,050 $1,100,567 10 0 18 14 16 12 70
2875 Tﬁg;:g:)eng(‘:i‘;:sae;;y SecondaryWater  Raise Left Hand Fork Dam  Teasdale  77% $3,500,000 $1,050,000 15 0 18 9 16 12 70
522 PleasantCreek o jcutture Off-Farm " casant CreeklongTerm —— Mount = o0, $6,400,000 $1,600,000 15 0 14 14 16 10 69
Irrigation Company Storage Reservoir Pleasant
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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
2279 ) ””Cé'g:qg;'fjt'on SecondaryWater  Pipingof WestCanalP2  Junction  66% $4,884,000 $3,174,600 18 0 18 9 13 10 68
2318 Salina Town ey LUl SyStelm ExpansionP- o e 84% $1,950,000 $1,560,000 15 0 18 9 16 10 68
3621 Wesée(:;g;'fj“o” Agriculture Off-Farm 8 Turnouts Ogden  84% $135,000  $108,000 15 0 18 14 16 5 68
Teasdale & Bullberry . . -
2878 Irrigation Company Secondary Water Winter Ditch Piping Teasdale 77% $325,000 $146,250 15 0 18 9 13 12 67
33gy  VeberBoxElder o ndarywater 2900 North24"Concrete o oaden 130% $1,800,000 $1,440,000 2 22 18 3 16 5 66
Conservation District Transmission Line
Minersville Reservoir
845 And Irrigation Agriculture Off-Farm west fields lateral Minersville  89% $650,000 $390,000 15 0 14 9 16 12 66
Company
1546 Hmseé:;ig:fat'o” Agriculture Off-Farm Strategic Metering SpringCity ~ 96% $440,000  $220,000 10 16 0 14 16 10 66
3102 Big6Canal  Agriculture Off-Farm >0 %iigil”ia')t'i‘ﬂs'on Neola  95% $390,000  $195000 10 0 14 14 16 12 66
Strawberry High Line . -
1608 Canal Company Agriculture Off-Farm Piping of Lateral 34 Genola 107% $4,000,000 $1,000,000 10 0 18 9 16 12 65
2188 Bicknell Town Secondary Water Seco”daré:gj'fstt'o” Meter  gicknell  86% $1,200,000  $480,000 15 0 18 9 10 12 64
2238 Gunnison City Secondary Water  San Pitch System Connection Gunnison 88% $1,250,000 $937,500 15 0 14 9 16 10 64
427 e e TCi I Se oA e =2 ;teggfjgif’torage PTZ:‘;;‘; . 8% $6,400,000 $1,600,000 15 0 14 14 10 10 63
1538 Price Wellington Canal Agriculture Off-Farm Price Wellington Canal Piping Price 84% $43,887,176 $8,777,435 15 0 14 14 10 10 63
3528 U'”tahciani';a';;ga“o” Agriculture Off-Farm Gray Mountain Canal Lining Bridgeland ~ 84% $4,369,000  $655,350 15 0 14 9 13 12 63
3329 Coni’gf\:ﬂg ﬁdI;irs],trict Secondary Water ¢ \0Cate We\t/’\fsrjas'” Teinat  nogen  84% $500,000  $250,000 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
3623 Wesée(:;g;'fj“o” Agriculture Off-Farm 5th to 1st Ave Ogden  84% $9,434,000 $7,547,200 15 0 18 14 10 5 62
South Ogden . .
3312 Conservation District Secondary Water Stub Lines Automation Ogden 84% $200,000 $100,000 15 0 18 3 16 10 62
Manti City Creek Water Pond Maintenance and
2030 Users Mutual Agriculture Off-Farm Improvements Manti 89% $150,000 $75,000 15 0 18 9 10 10 62
Association P
2072 Price City Agriculture Off-Farm  PPer Price RiverReservolr 84%  $125,000,000 $27,500,000 15 0 18 3 16 10 62

Project
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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
. Water Supply - Raw
p156 veberBasinWater -ty Source Ogden Valley Canal Huntsville 148%  $16,000,000 $12,000,000 2 16 18 14 7 5 62
Conservancy District
Development
1536 Price Wellington Canal Agriculture Off-Farm  Canal Metering Upgrades Price 84% $10,447,750 $5,223,875 15 0 18 3 13 12 61
2239 Gunnison City Secondary Water Irrigation Meter Replacement Gunnison 88% $750,000 $562,500 15 0 14 9 13 10 61
gggy reasdaledBullberry o o darywater  ePlacePressureReducing o ciae 770 $160,000  $72,000 15 0 18 9 7 12 61
Irrigation Company Valves
325 Herriman City S o P:?uﬁpssi"’:'gon 2O man 150% $250,000  $200,000 2 0 18 14 16 10 60
1537 Price Wellington Canal Agriculture Off-Farm Canal Lining Project Price 84% $2,182,125 $872,850 15 0 14 3 16 12 60
1884  Grantsville Irrigation ~ Secondary Water East side holding pond Grantsville 121% $1,558,912 $623,565 6 0 14 14 16 10 60
1885 Grantsville Irrigation Secondary Water East side well Grantsville 121% $650,000 $260,000 6 0 14 14 16 10 60
o160  HowellBlueCreek o darywater ~ DueCreeklmgationcanal o gge  $15,507,000  $930,420 15 0 14 3 16 12 60
Irrigation Company piping
gggy reasdaledBullberry o o darywater  MountainDitchPipingat . ciae 770 $350,000  $140,000 15 0 14 9 10 12 60
Irrigation Company Sam's Millset
3602 Myton City Secondary Water System tie in's Myton 82% $2,000,000 $600,000 15 0 14 3 16 12 60
305 Gregg‘:;‘;g;”al Agriculture Off-Farm  Greendale Piping Project  Dutch John — 89% $6,200,000 $2,480,000 15 0 18 14 0 12 59
424 Moroni City Secondary Water Seco”darygiiz:n')'smb“t'o” Moroni  82%  $20,000,000 $5,000,000 15 0 18 3 13 10 59
Wolf Creek Water & .
690  Sewerlmprovement  SecondaryWater -0 AC Lakeu[:]"’i'? Repairand — cqon  157% $7,710,691 $6,168,553 0 16 14 3 16 10 59
District g
414 Mapleton City Secondary Water  Zone 1 Dogwood Connection Mapleton  152% $3,640,000 $728,000 0 16 18 3 16 5 58
gg  opringvilelrmigation . itire Off-Farm  SWeNSOn PipelineSlipline o o iie 104% $200,000  $80,000 10 0 18 3 16 10 57
Company Project Phase 2
1388 Gle”"cvfj‘;fp';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm  Mainline pipe replacement ~ Glenwood ~ 111% $1,000,000 $1,000,000 6 0 14 9 16 12 57
1886 Grantsville Irrigation Secondary Water Boxelder catch basin Grantsville 121% $450,000 $180,000 6 0 14 14 13 10 57
oggy casdaledBullberry o o darywater  BullberrystreamtoHead e 770 $2,750,000 $962,500 15 0 14 9 7 12 57
Irrigation Company Pond Piping
p  KaysCreeklmigation o 1 dary Water Hobbs Reservoir Dam Layton  113%  $10,044,450 $8,755,560 6 0 18 14 16 2 56
Company Reconstruction
Hill Field Road Secondary
12 Layton City Secondary Water Waterline - 2200 Westto Cold  Layton 113% $995,000 $796,000 6 0 18 14 16 2 56
Creek Way (S5)
385 Lindon City Secondary Water Irrigation System Projects Lindon 118% $1,143,000 $571,500 6 0 18 9 13 10 56
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Project . . Nearest ool Statefunding SCORE:  SCORE:  SCUORE:  SCORE:  SCORE: — SCORE:  o0ipp.
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
638 Redmond Town Secondary Water Secondary Water Phase 2 Redmond 100% $4,215,000 $1,896,750 10 0 18 3 13 12 56
. Water Supply - Raw  Automated low flow check
3pp3  OBdenRiverWater . orSource  structureinSouthHighline  Ogden  84% $500,000  $250,000 15 0 18 3 10 10 56
Users' Association
Development Canal
Weber-Box Elder . -
3341 . o Secondary Water  Storage Reservoir for Irrigation ~ Ogden 84% $3,000,000 $1,500,000 15 0 18 3 10 10 56
Conservation District
Davis & Weber .
238 Counties Canal  Agriculture Off-Farm Segme”tczli;/:'ger 0B ginset  86% $604,000  $513,400 15 0 14 14 0 12 55
Company
Davis & Weber .
239 Counties Canal  Agriculture Off-Farm Segme”tczjl;/'é'ger ©BOX  ginset  86% $596,000  $506,600 15 0 14 14 0 12 55
Company
Davis & Weber .
240 Counties Canal  Agriculture Off-Farm Segme”tczli;:'zer 0B ginset  86% $1,128,000  $958,800 15 0 14 14 0 12 55
Company
413 Mapleton City Secondary Water Foothills Distribution Line Mapleton  152% $9,140,000 $1,828,000 0 16 18 3 13 5 55
2240 Gunnison City Secondary Water Peacock Transmission Line  Gunnison 88% $2,750,000 $1,100,000 15 0 14 9 7 10 55
oggq rcasdaledBullberry o o iarywater  [OMSHeadPondStorage o0 770 $875,000  $306,250 15 0 18 9 0 12 54
Irrigation Company Improvements
84 Sp””g‘g:fp';:sat'o” Agriculture Off-Farm Sage Creek Dam Springville  104% $80,000  $40,000 10 0 18 3 13 10 54
2213 Emery Town Secondary Water D'St”b“t'orl';:’;’ier Upgrades ooy 73% $1,125,000  $900,000 15 0 0 14 13 12 54
Water Supply - Raw
127 Vernal City Water Source Water Rights Acquisition Vernal 95% $1,000,000 $500,000 10 22 0 3 13 5 53
Development
North Village Special I . .
1428 . o Secondary Water  Pipeline to Jordanelle Ridge Heber City 114% $464,400 $232,200 6 0 18 3 16 10 53
Service District
3127 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Well #1 Enoch 98% $1,750,000 $1,225,000 10 0 14 3 16 10 53
3131 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Tank 1 (1 MG) Enoch 98% $2,000,000 $1,400,000 10 0 14 3 16 10 53
3133 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Booster 1 Enoch 98% $750,000 $525,000 10 0 14 3 16 10 53
Chalk Creek Hoytsville
3550 Water Users Secondary Water Boyer Dam Rehabilitation Coalville 120% $1,146,400 $401,240 6 16 0 3 16 12 53
Corporation
412 Mapleton City Secondary Water Zone 2 & 3 Pumps Mapleton 152% $320,000 $128,000 0 16 18 3 10 5 52
3182 Lakegg;f;ggat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Flow Meters Altamont ~ 125% $450,000  $180,000 6 0 14 3 16 12 51
p31q uddyCreeklrrigation o o dary Water Regulating Pond Emery  73% $750,000  $600,000 15 0 0 14 10 12 51

Company
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. 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 SCORE:
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
85 Sp””g‘g:fp';:sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Ditch #1 Dam Springville  104% $60,000  $30,000 10 0 18 3 10 10 51
Hyrum Blacksmith
313 ForklIrrigation  Agriculture Off-Farm o/ C 442? ;Oum Canal  Nibley  136% $500,000  $450,000 2 0 18 3 16 12 51
Company ping
Davis & Weber Segment 23a-Liner to Box
242 Counties Canal Agriculture Off-Farm g Culvert Riverdale 95% $1,636,000 $1,390,600 10 0 14 14 0 12 50
Company
. Water Supply - Raw .
p155 ~ JveberBasin Water -, o Source Gateway Canal Slide Peterson  159% $6,000,000 $3,000,000 O 22 0 3 13 12 50
Conservancy District Mitigation
Development
3132 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Tank 2 (1 MG) Enoch 98% $2,000,000 $1,400,000 10 0 14 3 13 10 50
Central Utah Water
Conservancy District Water Supply - Raw
2312 (Cuwcd)-For North Water Source Highland Gravel Pit MAR Highland  163% $8,310,000 $2,077,500 0 0 18 3 16 12 49
Utah County Aquifer Development
Council (Nucac)
1346 Highland City Secondary Water  Upper Pond Concrete Rehab  Highland  163% $200,000 $100,000 0 0 14 14 16 5 49
324 Herriman City Secondary Water Nﬁg::"n‘:i jgz‘fiﬁes(tg\r/?/geozr;d Herriman  130%  $10,900,000 $8,720,000 2 0 18 3 16 10 49
323 Herriman City Secondary Water Tg?}‘gﬁgi:ﬁg?ﬁj rgi) Herriman  130% $6,950,000 $5,560,000 2 0 18 3 16 10 49
416 Mapleton City Secondary Water South Zone 2 Distribution Mapleton 152% $1,610,000 $322,000 0 16 18 3 7 5 49
87 Sp””g‘g:fp'ar:sat'o” Agriculture Off-Farm District 4 Pipeline Springville  104% $420,000 $168,000 10 0 18 3 7 10 48
113 COBniaerrS;‘;e;yvl\g?;f:ict Secondary Water 1cMnS Ne";xg;ﬂdary Water o\ otcher  141% $975,000  $341,250 2 0 18 3 13 12 48
327 Herriman City Secondary Water Future Secondary Well #1 Herriman  130% $2,400,000 $1,920,000 2 0 18 3 13 12 48
641  WashingtonCity  Secondary Water t?;r:zrr:gsr?onnkl?::s Washington ~ 96% $8,040,570 $2,010,143 10 0 14 14 0 10 48
642 Washington City Secondary Water Kirkland pond expansion  Washington 96% $10,989,326 $2,747,332 10 0 14 14 0 10 48
857 T'mpggsqg;;nia”al SecondaryWater o0 R[')‘i’\‘:;'i?r? Canal Provo  70% $3,000,000 $1,500,000 18 0 0 3 16 10 47
2236 Gunnison City Secondary Water Upper zone storage res. Gunnison 88% $1,896,000 $1,422,000 15 0 0 9 13 10 47
Davis & Weber Y
241 Counties Canal  Agriculture Off-Farm Segme”ﬁ?ﬁ%‘;ﬁlggm CMP Layton  113% $644,000  $547,400 6 0 14 14 0 12 46
Company
326 Herriman City Secondary Water 0000 WZone 2 Transmission o o 1300 $5,100,000 $4,080,000 2 0 18 3 13 10 46

Line (SW2.04)

31



UWIP - Division of Water Resources Agency Plan

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
948 Spanish Fork City Secondary Water 300 W 1600 N - 2050 N 12" PI Spanish Fork 111% $265,000 $132,500 6 0 14 3 13 10 46
Farnsworth Canal . Farnsworth Diversion
3141 T Agriculture Off-Farm Structure Rehabilitation Talmage $1,300,000 $520,000 0 18 3 13 12 46
3g30  organsecondary o oo Water Pump House Rebuild Morgan  146% $275,000  $137,500 2 0 14 3 16 10 45
Water Association
3138 ramsworthCanal o iture Off-Farm  Farnsworth Canallining o e $1,115,000  $446,000 0 14 3 16 12 45
Company Phase |
521  NorthwestIrrigation  SecondaryWater \orthwestlrmigation Ditchto  Mountain o, $1,263,600  $505,440 0 0 14 3 16 12 45
Pipe Conversion Green
Mountain Green . .
423 SecondaryWater  SecondaryWater | CoWC PipeReplacement  Mountain o, $1,209,000  $483,600 0 0 14 3 16 12 45
Project Green
Company
328 Herriman City Secondary Water Future Secondary Well #2 Herriman 130% $4,300,000 $3,440,000 2 0 18 3 10 12 45
2235 Gunnison City Secondary Water Booster Pumps Gunnison 88% $655,000 $491,250 15 0 0 9 10 10 44
3359 VeberBoxElder o ondaryWater  Expand Lower HReservoir | cocant  qag0, $2,000,000  $200,000 2 0 14 3 13 12 44
Conservation District View
33eg  veberBoxElder o ondarywater ~ CnClosePropertyaround o osden 130% $500,000  $200,000 2 16 0 3 13 10 44
Conservation District irrigation reservoirs
949 Spanish Fork City Secondary Water 2050 N Main St-300 W 12" Pl Spanish Fork 111% $375,000 $187,500 6 0 14 3 10 10 43
cap GO G WA PIESIO SO $200,000  $80,000 0 18 3 10 12 43
Company and Farnsworth Flume
aggo  veberBoxtlder o o ndary water Reservoir Tie-In North Ogden 130% $300,000  $150,000 2 0 18 3 10 10 43
Conservation District
447 Magna Water District  Secondary Water 3100 S, Dayton St to 7900 W Magna 84% $1,000,000 $800,000 15 0 18 3 0 5 41
448 Magna Water District ~ Secondary Water 3100S, 7900 W to 7600 W Magna 84% $1,200,000 $960,000 15 0 18 3 0 5 41
3113 DY ché‘;:'p';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm  Class C Canal Pipeline Upalco  104%  $15,000,000 $6,000,000 10 0 0 3 16 12 41
Wolf Creek Water &
691 Sewer Improvement  Secondary Water Lining Irrigation Ponds Eden 157% $1,766,835 $883,418 0 0 14 3 13 10 40
District
3p03 VipleyBlacksmith Fork o 1tire Of-Farm System Optimization Nibley ~ 136% $550,000  $291,500 2 0 14 3 16 5 40
Irrigation Company
) Upsize PI pipe from 6" and 8" 0
2047 Payson City Secondary Water pipes to 10" and 12" pipes Payson 98% $1,400,000 $1,120,000 10 0 0 3 16 10 39
Moon Lake Water . Mountain
3190 . Agriculture Off-Farm Lake Fork-Yellowstone Feeder 95% $3,000,000 $1,200,000 10 0 0 3 16 10 39
Users Association Home
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. 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 SCORE:
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Desigh  Priority Funding
3342 COV:::;ES’; ';li‘tarrict Secondary Water  >'0128® Reser‘ljlo'r New Upper Plsfjv?/”t 139%  $3,000,000  $450,000 2 0 14 3 10 10 39
Provo River Water Water Supply - Raw SLA, JA & PRA Redundanc Pleasant
565 - Water Source ' y 102% $350,000 $175,000 10 0 0 3 13 12 38
Users Association Interconnect Study Grove
Development
3114 OV Gé‘:;:'p';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm  Class B CanalPipeline  Altamont  125% $5,500,000 $2,200,000 6 0 0 3 16 12 37
Duchesne County
2102  Water Conservancy Secondary Water Replace Transmission Line Upalco 104% $50,000,000 $17,500,000 10 0 0 3 13 10 36
District
3343 eberBoxElder o ndaryWater FumpStationfromlowerHto - Pleasant o0, $250,000  $37,500 2 0 14 3 7 10 36
Conservation District New upper H reservoir View
3344 ~ eberBoxEler o darywater ~TransmissionMaintoNew  Pleasant .5, g 000000  $150,000 @ 2 0 14 3 7 10 36
Conservation District Upper H Reservoir View
1789 Twélﬁzizlgi;?g'al Secondary Water  "2K¢ Creegi’)‘j‘ggy Filtering 1 opercity  114% $500,000  $125,000 6 0 0 3 16 10 35
3578 Coalville City Secondary Water Asset Management Plan Coalville 120% $20,000 $20,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
1347 Highland City Secondary Water Granite Well Rehab Highland  163% $150,000 $75,000 0 0 0 14 10 5 29
1348 Highland City Secondary Water Provo Res Well Rehab Highland  163% $150,000 $75,000 0 0 0 14 10 5 29
1350 Highland City Secondary Water ' 'entand Glii”ngansm'ss'on Highland  163% $155,000  $77,500 0 0 0 3 16 10 29
1351 Highland City Secondary Water Beacon Hills PS Upgrade Highland  163% $500,000 $250,000 0 0 0 3 16 10 29
3116 DOV Gé‘(l)‘r::p';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Elk Farm Ditch Roosevelt  100% $250,000  $100,000 10 0 0 3 4 12 29
Davis & Weber . AP
255 CountiesCanal  Secondary Water CLWP'PrgjggtN“O'rf: PIPEON \yest Point  143% $500,000  $425000 2 0 0 14 0 5 21
Company
1354 Highland City Secondary Water  Canterbury PS Improvements Highland  163% $1,000,000 $500,000 0 0 0 3 13 5 21
1356 Highland City Secondary Water Mainline Meter Installation ~ Highland  163% $250,000 $125,000 0 0 0 3 13 5 21
Wolf Creek Water & Construct additional
692 Sewer Improvement  Secondary Water secondarv well Eden 157% $883,417 $706,734 0 0 0 3 4 10 17
District y
. Antelope Drive Secondary
2097 Syracuse City Secondary Water (3000 West to 4000 West) Syracuse  148% $2,300,000 $1,840,000 2 0 0 3 7 5 17
Davis & Weber . )
257 CountiesCanal  Secondary Water CLWPi' Pergfstll\;%‘gzl\i(ifﬁ 8 Glinton  125% $3,200,000 $2,720,000 6 0 0 3 0 5 14
Company PIp
2098 Syracuse City e L e $1,500,000 $1,200,000 2 0 0 3 4 5 14

West to Doral Drive)
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Table 8: Project Recommendations for WDCC, Near-Future (6-10 years)

Project . . Nearest o°f Statefunding SCORE: SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE: ~ SCORE:  o0npp.
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
2214 Fre”é%”n:g;'fjt'on Secondary Water Highline Ditch Piping lyman  79%  $20,000,000 $6,000,000 15 22 18 9 16 12 92
884 UintahWater o iculture Off-Farm St maker service Canal Vernal  95%  $68,000,000 $27,200,000 10 22 18 14 16 10 90
Conservancy District Enclosure Project
. Water Supply - Raw
gp13 OBdenRiverWater o o Source Canal Enclosure Ogden  84%  $80,000,000 $44,000,000 15 22 14 3 16 12 82
Users' Association
Development
2198 Circleville Town Secondary Water  Secondary System Expansion  Circleville 68% $2,500,000 $1,125,000 18 0 18 9 16 12 73
Bear River Canal Macro
101 Agriculture Off-Farm  Automation/Measurement Tremonton 107% $9,166,667 $4,125,000 10 22 18 9 7 5 71
Company L
(Individual Gates)
Roy Water o
2075 — Secondary Water AC Main Line Replacement Roy 98% $13,000,000 $11,050,000 10 22 18 3 13 5 71
Conservancy District
. Water Supply - Raw
p15g9 VeberBasinWater . Source  AqueductReplacementProject Ogden  84%  $500,000,000 $250,000,000 15 16 14 14 0 12 71
Conservancy District
Development
Chalk Creek
3551 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water Boyer Dam Rehabilitation Coalville 120% $12,000,000 $3,840,000 6 16 18 3 16 12 71
Users Corporation
3257 Roosevelt City Secondary Water Secondary Water Phase V Roosevelt 100% $4,138,450 $1,365,689 10 0 18 14 16 12 70
Minersville Reservoir Minersville Irrigation Regulatin
846 And Irrigation Agriculture Off-Farm ind 8 8 Minersville  89% $4,754,000 $2,139,300 15 0 18 14 10 12 69
Company P
2076 RoyWater oo condaryWater ~ COMCreteResemoirbining oo iole o5%  $15,000,000 $12,750,000 10 22 18 3 10 5 68
Conservancy District Replacement
429 Mt Pleasant City Secondary Water Penstock Supply Line ngl;;:n 89% $600,000 $150,000 15 0 14 14 13 10 66
2319 Salina Town Secondary Water Irrigation System Expansion P-2  Salina 84% $2,280,000 $1,824,000 15 0 18 9 13 10 65
2280 ° “”Cé'g:qg;'rgljt'on SecondaryWater  Piping of West Canal P3 Junction  66% $2,191,200 $1,205,160 18 0 18 9 10 10 65
559 Vineyard City Secondary Water Water Reuse Vineyard 98% $8,400,000 $2,100,000 10 16 18 3 13 5 65
Chalk Creek
3560 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water  Boyer Reservoir Improvements  Coalville 120% $500,000 $160,000 6 16 14 3 13 12 64
Users Corporation
Weber-Box Elder Replace old concrete lined
3360 Conservation Secondary Water P North Ogden 130% $10,000,000 $8,000,000 2 22 18 3 13 5 63

District

reservoirs
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Project Nearest  FoLof Statefunding SCORE: SCORE: ~CORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0qpp.
J Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost g N N Water Sound Entity Pop and ’
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
1609 Stgzvnbaﬁréyo';'ig#;”e Agriculture Off-Farm Piping of Lateral 30 Payson  98% $8,000,000  $2,000,000 10 0 18 9 13 12 62
Saratoga Springs Saratoga
620 City Secondary Water  PI-02 New Jacobs Ranch Well Springs 152% $4,800,000 $2,400,000 0 22 18 3 13 5 61
430 Mt Pleasant City Secondary Water Well and Pump Station PTZZ:;:“ 89% $1,200,000 $900,000 15 0 14 14 7 10 60
1532 CHO‘?EE:;;V” Secondary Water "O‘T’r?]s;z:;l:nigirh'g'_gitl'on Heber City  114% $5,296,000 $4,501,600 6 0 14 14 13 12 59
Central Utah Water
Conservancy District Water Supply - Raw . . ) .
1o C e r o N o /aler S ol e e Fms ebris Basin AmFirr'Ea” 107% $3,440,000  $860,000 10 0 18 3 16 12 59
Utah County Aquifer Development
Council (Nucac)

3624 Wesée;;g;'ﬁjt'on Agriculture Of-Farm  Washington to HVC Ogden  84%  $22,472,000 $17,977,600 15 0 18 14 7 5 59
621 Saratoi?tjp””gs SecondaryWater |1 00 Nevé’qvx;sr:;ﬁ];mmg and S;;;tnoggsa 152% $5,739,000 $2,869,500 0 22 18 3 10 5 58
428 Mt Pleasant City Secondary Water  Twin Creeks Storage Reservoir Pll::l;;]:lt 89% $9,300,000 $2,325,000 15 0 14 14 4 10 57

. Water Supply - Raw Y Y
3218 ngfsr,' ES'Z?CYZ?.?J Water Source 72 ar;;j ?gc:quea:ts gate Ogden  84% $250,000  $100,000 15 0 14 3 13 12 57
Development P
3333 Ir:iJgIZ:[[?ohn"I;(rjcl)?:ct Agriculture Off-Farm D”Chesr;?pﬁﬁ]‘ler Canal  chesne  84%  $14,000,000 $5,600,000 15 0 14 3 13 12 57
. Water Supply - Raw .
3220 ngresr,' ES“;?CYZ;?; Water Source EStab“S;'lg;O pcear:l‘;f’soundary Ogden  84% $6,500,000 $3,250,000 15 22 0 3 4 12 56
Development g
Davis & Weber .
243 Counties Canal Agriculture Off-Farm segme”tc?’uita';er OBOX  Clearfield  86% $1,308,000 $1,111,800 15 0 14 14 0 12 55
Company

2241 Gunnison City Secondary Water Peacock Spring Redevelopment Gunnison 88% $950,000 $712,500 15 0 14 9 7 10 55

1565 Cedar City Secondary Water 000Ster Pumpto CedarMiddle o\ i 7g0, $100,000 $80,000 15 0 14 3 10 12 54

Corporation School Installation

. Water Supply - Raw . .
gp19 OdenRiverWater oy o Source 72" and 60" Inlet gates Ogden  84% $2,000,000 $1,000,000 15 0 14 3 10 12 54
Users' Association structures at the dam
Development

Uintah Indian . L
3334 Irrigation Project Agriculture Off-Farm  US Dry Gulch Canal Pipeline Myton 82% $14,000,000 $5,600,000 15 0 14 3 10 12 54
3128 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Well #2 Enoch 98% $1,750,000 $1,225,000 10 0 14 3 16 10 53
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Project Nearest coof Statefunding SCORE: SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  SCORE:  o0,pp.
J Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name . State Estimated cost g N N Water Sound Entity Pop and ’
ID location cost Hardship Criticality . . . .. . Total
MAGI Efficiency Design  Priority Funding
3135 Enoch City Secondary Water >ccondany Wfi;egsﬂa”sm'ss'on Enoch  98% $3,000,000 $2,100,000 10 0 14 3 16 10 53
86 Sp””i‘g:fp';:sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Island Dam Springville  104% $40,000 $20,000 10 0 18 3 10 10 51
114 Coiiaerrs;‘;egyvg?;f:ict Secondary Water  Canand Ne"s"yssfg;”dary Water  -orand  105%  $14,000,000 $4,900,000 10 0 18 3 10 10 51
Uintah Indian . . .
3335 Irrigation Project Agriculture Off-Farm Gray Mountain Heading Myton 82% $1,000,000 $400,000 15 0 14 3 7 12 51
3605 Myton City Secondary Water  Infrastructure improvements Myton 82% $1,800,000 $540,000 15 0 14 3 7 12 51
Weber-Box Elder Future pump stations and
3362 Conservation Secondary Water reservoirs in Southern Box Elder  Willard 120% $10,000,000 $4,000,000 6 0 18 3 13 10 50
District County
3136 Enoch City Secondary Water Secgr;ii?r’ui‘iis;:vo” Enoch  98% $4,000,000 $2,000,000 10 0 14 3 13 10 50
3134 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Booster 2 Enoch 98% $750,000 $525,000 10 0 14 3 13 10 50
3129 Enoch City Secondary Water Secondary Well #3 Enoch 98% $1,750,000 $1,225,000 10 0 14 3 13 10 50
1883 oke gfni';g;fat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Rt?f:;ﬁi'; tF sg'gt}’E) HeberCity 114%  $12,800,000 $10,880,000 6 0 18 3 13 10 50
1564 ciigirr;:gyn SecondaryWater 200 N;S:;/‘;?opnita“o” CedarCity  79% $500,000  $400,000 15 0 14 3 13 5 50
. Water Supply - Raw .
sgp | TOvORIerwater oy o Source PRA Provo River Overshot Provo  70% $750,000  $525,000 18 0 0 3 16 12 49
Users Association Rehabilitation
Development
Connect a new Pl line from the
2050 Payson City Secondary Water ﬁi?ﬁrgtrliteatwﬁ tg:cocurzzz Payson  98% $1,300,000 $1,040,000 10 0 18 3 13 5 49
Channel to the Lower Pl pond.
Weber-Box Elder
3355 Conservation Secondary Water  Harrisville Pump Station North  Harrisville  116% $5,000,000 $1,500,000 6 0 18 3 10 12 49
District
Weber-Box Elder
3356 Conservation Secondary Water  Harrisville Pump Station South Harrisville 116% $2,000,000 $1,000,000 6 0 18 3 10 12 49
District
643  WashingtonCity  Secondary Water Transm'ss'?igllér;es ©OSOUth  \\ashington  96% $6,715405 $1,678,851 10 0 14 14 0 10 48
644  WashingtonCity  Secondary Water Q”a'lTra”SZ;Stsi;‘)r]” andpump v chington  96% $5,819,633 $1,454,908 10 0 14 14 0 10 48
3336 Irrlijér;f'ohn'g‘:;?:ct Agriculture Off-Farm Ducms&:ﬁ?:ger Canal 1 chesne  84% $1,000,000  $400,000 15 0 14 3 4 12 48
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D Lead entity Infrastructure type Project name location State Estimated cost cost Hardship Criticality \{Va!ter Sou.nd Eptl'fy Pop a.nd Total
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Chalk Creek
3556 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water Asset Management Plan Coalville 120% $20,000 $14,000 6 0 14 3 13 12 48
Users Corporation
o WWEEESSRENEL e e Rerleesriemiier FRR e S Ch 5 $500,000  $250,000 6 0 18 3 10 10 47
Service District
Weber-Box Elder Replace reservoir outlet
3381 Conservation Secondary Water structures North Ogden 130% $1,800,000 $900,000 2 0 18 3 13 10 46
District
3264  RooseveltCity  SecondaryWater = Perade SOOPVI;/\G/St TSR o oeomely 1069 $120,000 $60,000 10 0 0 14 10 12 46
3601 Myton City Secondary Water Pump station Myton 82% $2,000,000 $800,000 15 0 0 3 16 12 46
415 Mapleton City Secondary Water North Zone 2 Distribution Mapleton 152% $2,070,000 $414,000 0 16 18 3 4 5 46
3260 Roosevelt City Secondary Water 200 North 525 West PRV Roosevelt 100% $200,000 $100,000 10 0 0 14 10 12 46
88 Sp””i‘g:fp';:sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Baptismal Dam Springville  104% $80,000 $40,000 10 0 18 3 4 10 45
Weber-Box Elder
3345 Conservation Secondary Water Perry North Reservoir Perry 139% $3,000,000 $1,200,000 2 0 14 3 16 10 45
District
Weber-Box Elder Transmission Main from North
3346 Conservation Secondary Water Res Perry 139% $4,000,000 $1,600,000 2 0 14 3 16 10 45
District
Weber-Box Elder
3348 Conservation Secondary Water Perry South Reservoir Perry 139% $5,000,000 $2,000,000 2 0 14 3 16 10 45
District
Weber-Box Elder Transmission Main from South
3349 Conservation Secondary Water Res Perry 139% $2,000,000 $800,000 2 0 14 3 16 10 45
District ’
Chalk Creek
3557 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water Water Conservation Plan Coalville 120% $10,000 $7,000 6 0 14 3 10 12 45
Users Corporation
Chalk Creek
3558 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water Master Plan Coalville 120% $40,000 $28,000 6 0 14 3 10 12 45
Users Corporation
3579 Coalville City Secondary Water Infrastructure improvements Coalville 120% $8,000,000 $4,000,000 6 0 14 3 10 12 45
3603 Myton City Secondary Water reservoir rehabilitation Myton 82% $1,500,000 $450,000 15 0 0 3 13 12 43
3262 Roosevelt City Secondary Water 600 East 250 North PRV Roosevelt 100% $200,000 $100,000 10 0 0 14 7 12 43
Weber-Box Elder Pump Station from Lower J to
3351 Conservation Secondary Water North Ogden 130% $600,000 $300,000 2 0 18 3 10 10 43

District

New Upper J Reservoir
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3111 OV Gé‘(l)‘r::p';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Silky Ditch Pipeline Whiterocks ~ 66% $3,000,000 $1,200,000 18 0 0 3 10 12 43
1887 Grantsville Irrigation  Secondary Water West Street pipeline Grantsville 121% $1,716,000 $686,400 6 0 14 3 10 10 43
3261 Roosevelt City Secondary Water 200 South 525 West PRV Roosevelt 100% $200,000 $100,000 10 0 0 14 7 12 43
1535 Heber City SecondaryWater 02/ PWEXpansionPh2- o city  114% $150,000  $127,500 6 0 0 14 10 12 42
Corporation Pressurized Irrigation
. Water Supply - Raw .
gppp OgdenRiverWater oy Source ~ AutomationandScadaforall o aq, $670,000  $167,500 2 0 18 3 7 12 42
Users' Association Canal Turnouts
Development
Chalk Creek
3552 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water  Ditch & Canal Improvements  Coalville 120% $1,000,000 $320,000 6 0 14 3 7 12 42
Users Corporation
3580 Coalville City Secondary Water Pumphouse rehabilitation Coalville 120% $400,000 $200,000 6 0 14 3 7 12 42
446 Magna Water District Secondary Water Shallow Groundwater Magna  84% $1,000,000  $800,000 15 0 18 3 0 5 41
Development
449 Magna Water District Secondary Water 3500 S, Montclairto 7200 W Magna 84% $1,500,000 $1,200,000 15 0 18 3 0 5 41
450 Magna Water District Secondary Water 8000 W Booster Piping Magna 84% $1,250,000 $1,000,000 15 0 18 3 0 5 41
452 Magna Water District Secondary Water 3100 S, 7600 W to 7200 W Magna 84% $1,000,000 $800,000 15 0 18 3 0 5 41
318 oonLakeWater i ture Off-Farm  'clowstone FeederCanal $2,500,000  $1,000,000 0 14 3 13 10 40
Users Association Lining Phase I
331 HermimanCity  SecondaryWater 0400 V\zsz\‘/)vr;e&?'pe“”e Herriman  130% $1,000,000  $800,000 2 0 18 3 7 10 40
950 Spanish Fork City ~ Secondary Water 200 E 16" Pl Trunkline Spanish Fork 111% $2,500,000 $1,250,000 6 0 14 3 7 10 40
1889 Grantsville Irrigation  Secondary Water Shelly Lane pipeline Grantsville 121% $594,750 $237,900 6 0 14 3 7 10 40
3263 Roosevelt City Secondary Water 200 North SummerallLn Prv Roosevelt 100% $200,000 $100,000 10 0 0 14 4 12 40
3581 Coalville City Secondary Water flow monitoring Coalville 120% $150,000 $105,000 6 0 14 3 4 12 39
Weber-Box Elder
3350 Conservation Secondary Water Upper J Reservoir North Ogden 130% $3,500,000 $1,750,000 2 0 14 3 10 10 39
District
329 HerrimanCity  Secondary Water RosecreSt(zsvzsog%S Pipeline 1o riman  130% $4,500,000 $3,600,000 2 0 18 3 10 5 38
gog  rweasantCreek ... ihire Off-Farm Pleasant Creek PRV Mount = o0 $100,000 $75,000 15 0 0 3 10 10 38
Irrigation Company Replacement Pleasant
3110 DY Gé‘;::‘p';rr'sat'o” Agriculture Off-Farm  Class D Canal Pipeline Roosevelt 100%  $15,000,000 $6,000,000 10 0 0 3 13 12 38
332 HerrimanCity  SecondaryWater  DiovaeDr.zonedPipeline o0 9300 $3,700,000 $2,960,000 2 0 18 3 4 10 37

(SW4.03)
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Wolf Creek Water &
688  SewerImprovement Secondary Water Expa”gt\g\/r(;lff;ii';Reuse Eden  157% $7,000,000 $3,500,000 0 0 14 3 10 10 37
District g
1890 Grantsville Irrigation Secondary Water Williams Lane pipeline Grantsville 121% $1,716,000 $686,400 6 0 14 3 4 10 37
3139 Famé‘c’)";r;grila”al Agriculture Off-Farm ' 2/nsWorth Carl‘lal LiningPhase 1. mage $1,500,000  $600,000 0 14 3 7 12 36
3631 :/"V(;rtg;l‘:’:g;r;fzg’ SecondaryWater  Inlet Structure Replacement ~ Morgan  146% $200,000  $100,000 2 0 14 3 7 10 36
Davis & Weber CLWP-Project 5: 1300N
258 Counties Canal Secondary Water  Hopfenbeck Reservoir/Pump  West Point  143% $5,000,000  $4,250,000 2 0 14 14 0 5 35
Company Station
. ) Mirabella Zone 3 Pipeline .
0 ’ ’ ) ’
330 Herriman City Secondary Water (SW3.06) Herriman  130% $3,100,000 $2,480,000 2 0 18 3 7 5 35
3112 PV Gé‘:;:'p';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm Class F Brown's Draw Pipeline  Neola ~ 95% $3,000,000 $1,200,000 10 0 0 3 10 12 35
1787 ng"srcvﬁg';;?i?al S ey O H'uspiszge Deficiency \\opercity  114% $1,200,000  $600,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
) Water Supply - Raw .
sga  rOvoRNerwater Ty e Source NewBuildingat Duchesne . o 123% $500,000  $400,000 6 0 0 3 13 12 34
Users Association Tunnel Outlet
Development
2048 Payson City Secondary Water New Pl mainto loop under|-15  Payson 98% $1,500,000 $1,200,000 10 0 0 3 10 10 33
) Water Supply - Raw ) N
sez | rovoRNerwater e Source PRAPipe Rehabilitation ) 1016 136%  $1,800,000  $1,260,000 2 0 0 3 16 12 33
Users Association Beneath the Jordan River
Development
. Water Supply - Raw . .
see | rovoRVerwater ) i erSource Kamas City Bridge to Box Kamas ~ 123%  $1,200,000  $600,000 6 0 0 3 10 12 31
Users Association Culvert Conversion
Development
) Water Supply - Raw .
g7 |TOvoRverWater -y o Source Deer Creek Spilway Flow i spurg— 113% $500,000  $250,000 6 0 0 3 10 12 31
Users Association Measurement
Development
Horseshoe Irrigation . Shern's pond diversion . .
1549 T Agriculture Off-Farm rehabilitation Spring City ~ 96% $60,000 $30,000 10 0 0 3 4 12 29
3115 OV Gé‘(l)‘r::p';rr'sat'on Agriculture Off-Farm C2sSAand [’:;Fn”;mons Canal  ptamont  125% $1,500,000  $600,000 6 0 0 3 7 12 28
1349 Highland City Secondary Water 11800 Well Rehab Highland  163% $150,000 $75,000 0 0 0 14 7 5 26
Provo River Water Water Supply - Raw Mountain Stabilization
570 Water Source Retaining Wall at Deer Creek  Wallsburg  113% $1,500,000 $1,200,000 6 0 0 3 4 12 25

Users Association

Development Dam
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Chalk Creek
3562 Hoytsville Water Secondary Water Legal Administration Coalville 120% $50,000 $15,000 6 0 0 3 4 12 25
Users Corporation
451 Magna Water District Secondary Water 8000WB°°§$‘;:;:mp Station  \aena 84% $500,000  $400,000 15 0 0 3 0 5 23
Davis & Weber 8 o C1ED GyfIT "
259  CountiesCanal  Secondary Water CLWPP'iPZ)SJ%Cnt fé(l)g ;\lzo‘:t’h& 30" \estPoint  143% $1,661,000 $1,411,850 2 0 0 14 0 5 21
Company P
Wolf Creek Water & . . . L
693  SewerImprovement SecondaryWater CU\C add;zzgzlr“r;i%"”gat'on Eden  157% $5,007,209  $4,005,767 0 0 0 3 7 10 20
District P
Davis & Weber . R
e CRURCHEl  Sesmr ey ijosr?h Plpeon200 - oville  152% $1,285,000 $1,092,250 0 0 0 14 0 5 19
Company
Davis & Weber , Cdon b .
264  CountiesCanal  Secondary Water Kay'PrOJeCtS'Sltg PipeonFlint —\ vevile  152% $1,174,000  $997,900 0 0 0 14 0 5 19
Company '
1355  HighlandCity  Secondary Water L;E)ap:srnlilesasfg:lﬂrllts Highland  163% $468,000  $234,000 0 0 0 3 4 10 17
1352 HighlandGity  SecondaryWater  10denQaks, CrossCover .oy 1630 $200,000  $100,000 0 0 0 3 4 10 17

Bridge WL
1353 Highland City Secondary Water Dry Creek Bench Well Highland  163% $1,584,000 $792,000 0 0 0 3 7 5 15
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Appendix A:
WRe 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 WRe can be accessed via
this link:

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1xVxFLRPHZbGnZZj6ewxgoc 32vg5R2 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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