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MIDVALLEY SEWER DISTRICT 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES MEETING AGENDA 

Date: Wednesday, September 9, 2026 
Time: 5:00 PM 
Location: Midvalley Sewer District 
                      160 East 7800 South 
                      Midvale, Utah 84047 

 

1. Call to Order 
2. Public Comments, Ceremonies, and Presentations 
3. Approval of Minutes 

a. Approval of August 12, 2026, Board Meeting Minutes 

4. Attorney Report 
a. Update and Discussion of Pending Legal Matters 

5. General Manager Report 
a. District Bond Policy – Discussion Only 
b. IFFP, IFP & Master Plan Update ‒ Discussion / Approval 
c. 8000 South Sewer Replacement Project ‒ 2027 Planning ‒ Discussion Only 
d. 2026 Facility Maintenance and Improvement Projects ‒ Discussion / 

Approval 
e. Update on Pending Matters 

6. South Valley Water Reclamation Facility Report 
a. North Trunk Line ‒ Conveyance of District Interest to South Valley Water 

Reclamation Facility ‒ Discussion / Approval Resolution 2026-09-08A 
b. Update on Pending Matters 

7. Review, Approval, and Ratification of Cash Disbursements 
a. August 2026  

8. Office Report 
a. Card Processing Fees 
b. Update on Pending Matters 

9. Chief Financial Officer Report 
a. Financial and Accounting Matters 
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10. Supervisor’s Report 
a. Construction Activities Within the District – Discussion Only 
b. Update on Pending Matters 

11. Trustee Reports 
a. Trustee Updates and Discussion of Pending Matters 

12. Closed Meeting (If Necessary) 
The Board may convene in a Closed Meeting for purposes authorized under 
Utah Code Annotated § 52-4-205. 

13. Adjourn 
 

The order of agenda items may be changed at the discretion of the Board. Board members may participate electronically. In compliance 
with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), individuals requiring special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids 
and services) during this meeting should notify Midvalley Sewer District at (801) 255-7321 at least three (3) working days prior to the 
meeting. 
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES, MIDVALLEY 
SEWER DISTRICT, HELD AT 160 EAST 7800 SOUTH, MIDVALE, UTAH 84047 
ON AUGUST 12, 2026, AT THE TIME OF 5:00 PM, PURSUANT TO NOTICE. 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES PRESENT 
BLAKE ROEMMICH ‒ CHAIR 
RON SPERRY – VICE-CHAIR 
ALEX HANSEN ‒ TRUSTEE  

OTHERS PRESENT 
JARED SYME ‒ GENERAL MANAGER 
BRENT CHRISTENSEN ‒ CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER, DISTRICT CLERK 
RICK CECALA – OPERATIONS SUPERVISOR 
ZETH DOCTER ‒ TREASURER 
RYAN RICHARDS ‒ ATTORNEY 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting was called to order at 5:00 PM by Chair Roemmich. 

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS/CEREMONIES/PRESENTATION 
No one was in attendance.  

3. MINUTES – APPROVAL 
a. June 10, 2026, minutes 
Upon Motion made by Mr. Sperry, seconded by Mr. Hansen, and passed 
unanimously, the Board accepted June 10, 2026, minutes as written. 

YEA  NAY  ABSTAIN/ABSENT 

Mr. Roemmich  X 
Mr. Sperry  X 
Mr. Hansen  X 

4. ATTORNEY REPORT 
a. Update and Discussion of Pending Legal Matters 
Mr. Richards provided the Board with an update on the North Interceptor project. 
He reported that the South Valley Water Reclamation Facility is in the process of 
finalizing the agreement involving West Jordan, Midvale City, and Midvalley Sewer 
District. Mr. Richards indicated that a draft document will be prepared for 
presentation at the next Board meeting. 

5. GENERAL MANAGER REPORT 
a. Ratify Server Purchase 
Mr. Syme informed the Board about acquiring the Scale Computing server 
infrastructure. He explained that after requesting approval via email from all Board 
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members, he went ahead with the purchase. Mr. Syme now recommends the Board 
ratify this previously authorized purchase, totaling $56,779.70. 
 
Upon Motion made by Mr. Sperry, seconded by Mr. Hansen, and passed 
unanimously, the Board approved the purchase of the Scale Computing server 
infrastructure in the total amount of $56,779.70, consisting of $36,979.70 for 
hardware and installation and $19,800.00 for the required five-year software 
licensing and warranty, as unanimously approved by the Board via email on July 17, 
2026. 

YEA  NAY  ABSTAIN/ABSENT 

Mr. Roemmich  X 
Mr. Sperry  X 
Mr. Hansen  X 

b. Fleet Update  
Mr. Syme reported that the District has acquired a 2026 Toyota Tacoma and a 2026 
Chevrolet Silverado 1500. He further indicated that the 2025 Chevrolet Silverado 
1500 was sold after receiving a full bid offer. Mr. Syme confirmed that the District 
does not expect to make any additional vehicle acquisitions or place further orders 
for vehicles for the remainder of the 2026 calendar year. 

c. District Boundary Update 
Mr. Syme explained that, following four years of planning, research, and 
collaboration, the District has successfully completed its boundary correction 
project. He noted that the Utah Lieutenant Governor’s Office issued an official 
Certificate of Approval confirming the adjustment. 
 
Mr. Syme added that the District is now receiving property tax revenue from parcels 
that were previously assigned to the wrong taxing entity. Most affected parcels were 
corrected for the 2026 tax year, but a few could not be processed in time and will be 
updated starting with the 2027 tax year. 

d. CUES Software Renewal 
Mr. Syme explained that as the annual renewal approached, he was concerned 
about the quoted renewal price of $30,328.00, especially since Midvalley Sewer 
District operates only one camera truck. He reached out to CUES to discuss their 
situation and inquire about potential flexibility in pricing. 
 
Mr. Syme stated that after multiple conversations, CUES agreed to lower the annual 
GraniteNet renewal price to $20,004.47, providing a savings of $10,323.53. Mr. 
Syme noted this represents a significant cost reduction for the District while 
allowing continued use of the software that best meets their operational needs. 

e. Sewer Main Repair 
Mr. Syme reported that a routine CCTV inspection by the District camera crew 
revealed a separated pipe joint in the sewer main at 430 E. 6815 S. which posed a 
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risk of imminent collapse. To prevent potential failure and the need for emergency 
repairs, staff recommended a proactive spot repair as the most suitable solution. 
Mr. Syme further noted that the District was not obligated to engage its emergency 
on-call contractors and instead sought competitive bids in alignment with District 
policy. Quotes were received from WATTCO, Spade Excavation, and Cliff Johnson 
Excavation, with WATTCO submitting the lowest responsive bid of $21,904.73.  
He stated that given WATTCO's successful history of repair work for the District, 
their proposal was accepted. A formal construction contract, reviewed by District 
legal counsel Ryan Richards, was duly carried out by the contractor. Mr. Syme 
stated that all procurement requirements were met prior to commencement of the 
project. 

f. Update Pending Matters 
No report currently. 

6. SOUTH VALLEY WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (SVWRF) (Information & Update) 
a. Update on pending matters 
No report currently. 

7. REVIEW, APPROVE AND RATIFY CASH DISBURSEMENTS 
a. June 2026 
Upon Motion made by Mr. Hansen, seconded by Mr. Sperry and passed 
unanimously, the Board approved June 2026 cash disbursements for 
$436,588.64. 

YEA  NAY  ABSTAIN/ABSENT 

Mr. Roemmich  X 
Mr. Sperry  X 
Mr. Hansen  X 

b. July 2026 
Upon Motion made by Mr. Hansen, seconded by Mr. Sperry and passed 
unanimously, the Board approved July 2026 cash disbursements for 
$384,324.54. 

YEA  NAY  ABSTAIN/ABSENT 

Mr. Roemmich  X 
Mr. Sperry  X 
Mr. Hansen  X 

8. OFFICE REPORT 
a. Card Processing Fees 
No report currently. 
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9. CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER REPORT 
Mr. Christensen stated that Board members had received the quarterly financial 
reports and the Certified Tax Rate information via email prior to the meeting for their 
review. 

a. Certified Tax Rate 
Mr. Christensen reported that during the Board meeting on June 10, 2026, the Salt 
Lake County Auditor’s Office had not yet finalized the certified tax rate for the 
District for 2026. Accordingly, the Board adopted a resolution to authorize approval 
of the certified tax rate upon its calculation and publication by the County via the 
District’s account at TaxRates.Utah.gov. 
 
Mr. Christensen indicated that, as of June 22, 2026, the District submitted the 
approved certified tax rate of .000395 through its TaxRates.Utah.gov account and 
provided the County with documentation of the Board’s resolution. The certified tax 
rate declined again this year, attributable to rising property values. 
 
Mr. Christensen reviewed several graphs that illustrated the increase in property 
values within the District’s boundaries and the decrease in the certified tax rate. He 
stated that over the past decade, as property values have increased, the certified 
tax rate has decreased. For individual residents, this means that as their property 
values increase, the District’s portion of their property taxes generally remains the 
same. 

b. Balance Sheet Report for June 30, 2026 
Mr. Christensen presented the Balance Sheet Two-Year Comparison as of June 30, 
2026. He indicated that most accounts remained consistent with the previous year, 
with no unforeseen variations. Mr. Christensen observed that the District’s savings 
and investment account balances increased by over $800,000 compared to the 
prior year. This increase was primarily attributed to the absence of significant 
construction costs or pipe-lining project expenditures during the current fiscal year. 

c. Profit & Loss -Comparison to Prior Year Report for 2nd Quarter 2026 
Mr. Christensen reported on the Profit & Loss YTD Comparison to Prior Year report 
for January through June 2026. He reviewed the following significant changes 
between the current and prior years. 
 
Mr. Christensen reported that sewer service fee revenue increased by 17.26%, 
attributing this growth to a 10% rate adjustment, ongoing development within the 
District over the past year, and updated water meter readings for all commercial 
accounts, which led to higher assessed fees. He further indicated that, following 
the recent fire at North Union Apartments, annual sewer service fee revenue is 
projected to decrease by approximately $100,000. 
 
He also noted that depreciation expense is higher this year because the District 
began depreciating the 7500 South Sewer Line Project and $261,000 in contributed 
sewer lines in January. 
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Mr. Christensen explained that the $255,151 decrease in Gain or Loss on Sale of 
Assets was primarily due to the District recognizing significant gains in the prior year 
from the sale of the CCTV camera truck and the VACTOR jet cleaning truck. The 
current year’s gain resulted from the sale of three pickup trucks. 

d. Profit & Loss -Budget vs Actual Report for 2nd Quarter 2026 
Mr. Christensen presented the Profit & Loss YTD – Budget vs. Actual report for the 
period from January through June 2026. Mr. Christensen stated that most accounts 
were generally in line with the budgeted amounts.   
 
He noted that, as anticipated, two significant variances were observed in Impact 
Fee Income and Interest Income, both of which are inherently difficult to forecast.  
Mr. Christensen explained that the District takes a conservative approach when 
budgeting for interest income, given the uncertainty surrounding future interest rate 
fluctuations. 
 
Mr. Christensen briefly reviewed several smaller variances between actual and 
budgeted amounts among various report line items. He noted that the District 
intentionally budgets higher amounts in certain expense categories as a 
conservative measure to ensure adequate funding is available for emergencies and 
unexpected costs. 

e. Financial and Accounting Matter. 
No report currently. 

10. SUPERVISOR’S REPORT 
Mr. Cecala stated that development in the District is steady. He stated that 9 single 
family units are planning on being developed at 886. E 7800 S. 

11. TRUSTEES 
No report currently. 

12. CLOSED MEETING– (if Necessary) – For the purpose(s) described in U.C.A. 52-4-
205 

No closed meeting currently. 

13. ADJOURN 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:48PM and the next Board meeting will be on 
September 9, 2026, at 5:00 PM. 



BOARD MEETING 
ISSUE SUMMARY 
 
Date: 09-09-2026 
 

Subject: Developer Improvement Assurance and Warranty Policy 

  

Background: During the District’s recent review of developer construction bond releases and 
the treatment of interest associated with cash deposits, staff identified the need for a more 
comprehensive written policy establishing consistent procedures for administering developer 
financial assurances. 

Staff has been working on a Developer Improvement Assurance and Warranty Policy that would 
establish requirements for financial security associated with developer-installed sewer 
infrastructure from the time plans are approved through construction completion and final 
warranty release. 

The proposed policy is intended to address items such as completion assurances, warranty 
security, cash deposits, irrevocable letters of credit, applicable interest, construction inspections 
and testing, closeout documentation, releases, defaults, warranty inspections, and final 
acceptance. 

The proposed policy would also establish a clear starting point for the District’s two-year 
warranty period based on the date identified in the District’s written Preliminary Construction 
Approval and construction release rather than tying the warranty period to development 
occupancy. 

Existing financial assurances would continue to be administered under the agreements, policies, 
procedures, and applicable law in effect when they were accepted unless otherwise lawfully 
modified. 

The draft policy is currently being reviewed and refined, including review by District legal 
counsel. Staff plans to bring the final proposed Developer Improvement Assurance and Warranty 
Policy, along with an adopting resolution, to the Board for consideration at the October Board 
meeting. 

No action is requested from the Board at this time. 

Recommendation: None 

Suggested Motion: None 

 



BOARD MEETING 
ISSUE SUMMARY 

Date: 09-09-2026 

Subject: Sewer Master Plan, IFFP & Impact Fee Analysis Update 

Background: The District’s Wastewater Master Plan, Impact Fee Facilities Plan (IFFP), Impact 
Fee Analysis (IFA), and Rate Study were last completed in 2022 by Bowen, Collins & 
Associates. With the District’s current rates extending through 2027, staff believes it is 
appropriate to begin the next update so the necessary planning and financial analyses can be 
completed during 2027 and any recommended changes can be considered for implementation for 
the next rate period. 

Although Midvalley Sewer District is largely built out, redevelopment continues throughout the 
service area, with some properties being redeveloped at substantially higher densities than 
historically existed. The updated Master Plan will allow the District to determine whether the 
existing sewer collection system has adequate capacity to accommodate this redevelopment and 
identify improvements that may be necessary to maintain adequate system capacity and 
reliability. 

Bowen Collins completed the District’s previous Master Plan, IFFP, IFA, and rate work and is 
already familiar with the District’s collection system, historical information, planning 
methodology, and existing sewer model. The proposed update will build upon that previous work 
rather than beginning a new planning effort from the ground up. 

As part of the Master Plan update, Bowen Collins will review updated District GIS and 
collection-system information, historical wastewater flows, recent and anticipated development 
and redevelopment, Residential Equivalent information, and the District’s existing Aqua Twin 
sewer model. They will also coordinate with Midvale City, Murray City, Sandy City, Salt Lake 
County, SVWRF, and other applicable stakeholders to obtain updated population, land-use, 
zoning, redevelopment, and density projections. 

The District has also already completed a significant portion of the water-usage data collection 
that will be needed for the study. The Treasurer has been collecting commercial water-usage 
information for approximately the past two years, providing Bowen Collins with much of the 
commercial usage data necessary for the analysis. As a result, the District will primarily need to 
obtain additional high-density and multi-family water-usage information from the cities within 
the District to assist with calibration of the sewer model. Having this commercial data already 
collected reduces the amount of additional data gathering required and has helped keep the 
proposed cost of the study lower. 

Using the updated information, Bowen Collins will calibrate and evaluate the District’s sewer 
model under existing conditions and projected future conditions, including 10-year and buildout 



scenarios. This analysis will identify pipelines or areas of the collection system that may not 
meet recommended operating-capacity criteria and allow the District to better understand where 
future improvements may be required. 

The Master Plan will also include an updated Capital Facilities Plan addressing growth, 
maintenance, rehabilitation, replacement, and other asset-management needs. Recommended 
projects will be prioritized, planning-level cost estimates will be developed, and an 
implementation plan will be prepared for projects anticipated within the next ten years. This will 
provide the District with an updated basis for long-term capital budgeting and infrastructure 
planning. 

The IFFP and IFA portions of the study will evaluate available capacity in existing District 
facilities, determine which future improvements may be attributable to new development, and 
establish the basis for an updated and legally defensible sewer impact fee. Bowen Collins will 
prepare the required reports and certifications and assist the District with the applicable public 
hearing and adoption process. 

The Rate Study will evaluate the District’s existing sewer rates in conjunction with operating and 
maintenance expenses, treatment costs, billing and usage information, capital needs, and other 
relevant financial data. The purpose of this work is to determine whether existing rates remain 
adequate and to establish a cost-of-service basis for any future rate adjustments necessary to 
provide sufficient revenue to operate, maintain, rehabilitate, and replace District infrastructure. 

Bowen Collins has proposed to complete the full Master Plan, IFFP, IFA, and Rate Study for a 
not-to-exceed amount of $106,000. The proposed cost consists of approximately $61,000 for 
the Master Plan, $13,000 for the IFFP, $13,000 for the IFA, and $19,000 for the Rate Analysis 
and fee update. 

The work is anticipated to take approximately nine months. The proposed schedule is intended to 
have the updated studies and any recommended impact fee or sewer rate changes available for 
Board consideration during 2027, with the goal of completing the necessary adoption process in 
time for implementation for the next rate period. 

 
 
Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Board approve Bowen, Collins & Associates 
to complete the District’s Wastewater Master Plan, Impact Fee Facilities Plan, Impact Fee 
Analysis, and Rate Study for an amount not to exceed $106,000. The update will provide 
the District with current information regarding system capacity, higher-density 
redevelopment, future capital needs, impact fees, and sewer rates and will establish an 
updated basis for the District’s long-term infrastructure and financial planning. 
 
 
Suggested Motion: “I move that the Board approve the proposal from Bowen, Collins & 
Associates to complete the Wastewater Master Plan, Impact Fee Facilities Plan, Impact Fee 
Analysis, and Rate Study for an amount not to exceed $106,000, and authorize the General 
Manager to execute the necessary agreement and related documents”. 



Exhibit B
Midvalley Sewer District

2026 Wastewater Mater Plan, Impact Fee Facility Plan,

Impact Fee Analysis, and Rate Study

Engineering Fee Estimate
Last Updated 8/30/2026

Subtotal Hours Subtotal Labor
Subtotal 

Expenses
Total Cost

Labor Category Office Editor PE 4 PE 6 QA/QC PM

Staff Baker Williams Andersen McKinnon Larson Packer

Labor Rate $92 $92 $178 $199 $251 $238

Task 

No. Task Description

Phase 1 - Master Plan Development

1.1 Collect and Review Existing Information from the District 20 20 4 4 48 9,496$                       $0 9,496$                       

1.2 Collect and Review Information from the Cities within the District & SVWRF 70 40 4 6 120 22,852$                     $0 22,852$                     

1.3 Identify Existing & Future Sewer Collection System Deficiencies 30 20 2 2 54 10,298$                     $0 10,298$                     

1.4 Prepare Capital Facilities Plan 4 5 30 20 6 6 71 13,082$                     $0 13,082$                     

1.5 Meetings (3) 10 10 6 26 5,198$                       $74 5,272$                       

Phase 1 Subtotal 4 5 160 110 16 24 319 60,926$                     74$                       61,000$                     

Phase 2 - Impact Fee Facilities Plan

2.1 Assemble Existing Facilities Inventory and Determine Excess Capacity 10 4 14 2,576$                       $0 2,576$                       

2.2 Calculation of Capacity in Future Improvements 10 4 14 2,576$                       $0 2,576$                       

2.3 Document Results 2 4 10 4 4 2 26 4,608$                       $0 4,608$                       

2.4 Meetings (2) 8 4 4 16 3,172$                       $68 3,240$                       

Phase 2 Subtotal 2 4 38 16 4 6 70 12,932$                     68$                       13,000$                     

Phase 3 - Impact Fee Analysis

3.1 Develop Impact Fee Analysis 10 4 14 2,576$                       $0 2,576$                       

3.2 Document Results 2 4 10 4 4 1 25 4,370$                       $0 4,370$                       

3.3 Coordination with Stakeholders 10 4 14 2,576$                       $0 2,576$                       

3.4 Meetings (2) 8 4 4 16 3,172$                       $306 3,478$                       

Phase 3 Subtotal 2 4 38 16 4 5 69 12,694$                     306$                     13,000$                     

Phase 4 - Rate Analysis

2.1 Rate Analysis 5 6 30 10 6 4 61 10,800$                     $100 10,900$                     

2.2 Fee Update 20 10 6 4 40 8,008$                       $92 8,100$                       

Phase 4 Subtotal 5 6 50 20 12 8 101 18,808$                     192$                     19,000$                     

Total Cost 13 19 286 162 36 43 559 105,360$                   640$                     106,000$                   

Expenses include:

Mileage reimbursement at $0.75/mile

10% Markup on Outside Services

Rates shown are 2026 rates

Office/Support Engineers



Exhibit A 
     Midvalley Sewer District 

Master Plan, Impact Fee Facility Plan, 
Impact Fee Analysis, and Rate Study 

Scope of Services 

PROJECT UNDERSTANDING 

Midvalley Sewer District (MSD or District) is seeking assistance to prepare an updated Wastewater Master 
Plan (MP), Impact Fee Facility Plan (IFFP), Impact Fee Analysis (IFA), and Rate Study (RS). These studies 
were last completed in 2022 by Bowen, Collins & Associates (BC&A). Even though the District is primarily 
built out, redevelopment is occurring in the District with higher densities. The District wants to determine 
if existing facilities will be adequate to handle future redevelopment or would like to plan improvements 
necessary so that it can accommodate future redevelopment. The District also would like to update their 
impact fees and rates based on recent costs at the District’s wastewater treatment plant and for any 
redevelopment infrastructure needed. 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The following is a summary of the major tasks we propose to complete as part of this project. 

PHASE 1 – MASTER PLAN UPDATE 

Objective: Identify system deficiencies from the calibrated sewer model provided by the District and 
develop a capital facilities plan. 

Task 1.1 – Collect and Review Existing Information from the District. BC&A will meet with the District 
in a kick-off meeting to collect and discuss existing information provided by the District. We will review the 
project schedule and associated deliverables. We will collect and review any new information that changed 
since 2022 from the District such as: 

• Recent District Annual Reports
• Updated existing sewer system maps and attributes in GIS format including pipe location, age,

material, and locations and sizes of existing manholes and flow monitors, etc.
• Digital files containing aerial mapping and topographic data of the sewer system service area
• GIS shape files of current District boundaries, sewer system service area, collection system sub- 

basins, and parcel boundaries with required attributes
• Historic flows and patterns collected from the wastewater treatment plant and District flow meters
• Existing Aqua Twin Sewer Model
• Past District Residential Equivalent (RE) calculations
• Recent development or planned new development or redevelopment within the District

Task 1.2 – Collect and Review Information from the Cities within the District and SVWRF 
(Stakeholder Engagement). BC&A will contact each of the entities (Midvale City, Murray City, Sandy City, 
Salt Lake County) within the District boundary to collect the following information: 

• Population projections
• Land Use and Zoning Maps

o Future development and/or redevelopment area (especially to understand where higher
densities are planned to occur)



 

o Hillcrest High School changes 
o Union Middle School 

• Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZ) density projections published by the Wasatch Front Regional Council 
to compare and include with the data. 

• Salt Lake County Assessor’s office to obtain property values. This is to assist in identifying potential 
areas for redevelopment. 

• Winter water use data from Midvale City, Murray City, and Sandy City for commercial connections 
and multi family connections for existing sewer model calibration. Single family residential data 
will not be collected.  

 
We will prepare a database to collect and organize data received from each city. A draft map of areas of 
redevelopment will be delivered to the District and affected cities to obtain feedback on redevelopment 
areas and densities. A summary of the results will be included in the final masterplan report. 

 
Task 1.3 – Identify Existing and Future Sewer Collection System Deficiencies. BC&A will use the 
computer model provided by the District to simulate operating conditions of the existing sewer system. 
BC&A will use non-residential and multi-family residential winter water use data to calibrate the existing 
conditions model. We will review computer output from the existing condition model simulations to 
determine if the existing collection system meet recommended operating capacity criteria. Recommended 
operating criteria will be based on minimum State criteria and our recommendations based on experience 
with other sewer systems. We will identify which pipelines do not meet the desired operating criteria. 

 
BC&A will revise the projected sewer flows in the sewer system model to include future sewer system 
demands at 10 year and buildout intervals. We will use the computer model to simulate operating 
conditions of the existing sewer collection system under projected future wastewater production. We will 
review computer output from the model simulations and identify pipelines that do not meet desired 
operating criteria. We will provide a list of existing sewer pipelines that will need to be improved in order 
to meet desired operating criteria for projected future sewer production under various demands, variables, 
and scenarios listed above. 

 
Task 1.4 – Prepare Capital Facilities Plan. Based on the results of the analysis, we will develop a capital 
facilities plan for budgeting and planning purposes. This will include consideration of growth, maintenance, 
and asset management (rehabilitation and replacement) issues. Improvements in the plan will be 
prioritized based on criteria established by the District. Cost estimates will be assembled for all projects 
and a detailed implementation plan will be assembled for projects needed in the next ten years. The capital 
facility plan and all results of the master planning activities will be documented in a final master plan 
report. 

 

Task 1.5 – Meetings. BC&A will meet with District staff to collect information, review analysis results, 
report progress, and to receive draft report review comments. It is estimated that 3 meetings will be 
needed to complete the Masterplan Development phase of the project. 

 

PHASE 2 – IMPACT FEE FACILITIES PLAN 
 

Objective: To develop a sewer system facilities plan that can be used by District personnel both for 
budgeting and planning purposes and for the calculation of impact fees and service charges. 

 

Task 2.1 – Assemble Existing Facilities Inventory and Determine Excess Capacity. We will work with 
District staff to assemble a system inventory. We will coordinate between master plans to develop a 
consistent methodology for calculating excess capacity in existing infrastructure. We will then use this 
methodology to calculate the excess capacity in each utility. 
 

 



 

Task 2.2 – Calculation of Capacity in Future Improvements. From the recommended list of 
improvements in each system master plan, we will identify which projects are needed within the allowable 
10-year planning window of the IFFP. For the improvements within the 10-year planning window, we will 
use the methodology developed in the 2022 study for dividing projects between expenses eligible for 
impact fees and expenses not eligible for impact fees. This will include consideration of capacity used by 
growth within the 10-year planning window and capacity used by growth beyond the 10-year planning 
window. 

 

Task 2.3 – Prepare Impact Fee Facilities Plan. We will document the results of the CFP and IFFP 
evaluation in a report containing all elements required in Utah Code 11-36a. To facilitate District review 
and most cost effectively complete the required documentation, we have assumed that we will follow the 
same general approach and format that was developed with the District in 2022 (for both the IFFP and the 
IFA as described in the next section). Included in this report will be a written certification of the IFFP in 
accordance with the requirements of the law. We will present results and conduct required public hearings 
prior to the adoption of the IFFPs in accordance with State law. 

 

Task 2.4 – Meetings. BC&A will meet with District staff to review analysis results, report progress, and to 
receive draft report review comments. It is estimated that 2 meetings will be needed to complete the 
Impact Fee Facility Plan phase of the project. 

 

PHASE 3 – IMPACT FEE ANALYSIS 
 

Objective: To prepare an impact fee analysis based on selected funding alternative in accordance with Utah 
Code. 

 

Task 3.1 – Develop Impact Fee Analysis. With the development of a defensible IFFP and other data 
contained in the master plans, BC&A will have the information necessary to develop an IFA subsequently. 
This will include identifying the impact of anticipated development, considering the method of financing 
existing and future facilities, determining the cost of existing capacity that will be recouped, determining 
the cost of system improvements that are related to new development activity, and calculating an 
appropriate and defensible impact fee. We are proposing to use BC&A staff to author and prepare the IFA 
ourselves (i.e. we will not be bringing in a separate financial subconsultant). However, we will need to 
work with your current financial advisor to collect some of the important financial data to be included in 
the plan. Included in this task will be coordination as necessary with the District’s financial advisor. This is 
the same approach that was used in 2022. 

 

Task 3.2 – Prepare Impact Fee Analysis. We will document the results of the first task in an IFA report. 
Included in this chapter will be a written certification of the IFA in accordance with the requirements of 
Utah Code 11- 36a. We will present results and conduct required public hearings prior to the adoption of 
the IFAs in accordance with State law. 

 

Task 3.3 – Coordination with Stakeholders. We will distribute copies of the draft IFFP and IFA to 
stakeholders identified by the District, and will organize, prepare for and attend a meeting including 
stakeholders to obtain comments. 

 

Task 3.4 – Meetings. BC&A will meet with District staff to review analysis results, report progress, and to 
receive draft report review comments for both the Impact Fee Analysis and Rate Analysis. It is estimated 
that 2 meetings will be needed to complete this task. 

 

PHASE 4 – RATE ANALYSIS 
 

Objective: The objective of this task is to prepare a report that provides the necessary support services to 
adopt and implement new monthly sewer rates for the District. 

 



 

Task 4.1 – Rate Analysis. We will meet with District stakeholders to review your existing rates, discuss 
policy objectives, and collect financial and system data (O&M costs, billing data, use trends by customer 
class, etc.). Based on the information gathered and direction from stakeholders, we will develop a rate 
approach tailored to meet the unique needs of the District. This analysis will be based on cost-of-service 
principles and Utah law to establish legal, fair, and equitable rates that will provide the District with the 
revenue required to run the system, while still providing good value for its customers. Based on our 
understanding of the District’s needs, we have assumed that this rate study (as well at the previous impact 
fee studies) will not include a detailed re-examination of RE classifications. 

 

CERTIFICATION OF BC&A 

BC&A shall execute the certification required under state law (the “Certification”) that the analyses, plans, 
and impact fees and charges were prepared and enacted according to the law in effect on the date of the 
Certification. 

 

FEE 
 

BC&A proposes to complete the scope of work described above based on time and expenses for $106,000 
(see attached Exhibit B, Engineering Fee Estimate). 

 
SCHEDULE 

 

We understand that the District desires to implement the new District impact fees and rates by the end of 
2027, so the new impact fees and rates will need to be adopted in the September board meeting.  



BOARD MEETING 
ISSUE SUMMARY 
 
Date: 09-09-2026 
 
Subject: 8000 South Sewer Replacement Project – 2027 Planning 
  
Background: District staff has identified approximately 2,300 linear feet of existing concrete 
sanitary sewer pipe along 8000 South in Sandy City, from approximately 150 East to 300 
East, as a priority for potential replacement in 2027. 

This section includes aging infrastructure and known capacity deficiencies. There is also 
potential for additional upstream development that could increase future flows through this 
portion of the system. 

The anticipated project would replace the existing concrete sewer with new PVC pipe, upsize the 
line as appropriate based on engineering analysis, and replace the existing manholes within the 
project area. Staff also believes there may be an opportunity to eliminate or consolidate some 
existing manholes as part of the redesign, depending on final alignment, grades, and system 
requirements. 

To begin planning, the General Manager sent a project-specific request to the engineering firms 
already qualified and appointed to the District’s approved engineering pool. The request asks 
each firm to provide a proposed scope, schedule, and engineering cost for design and 
construction-related services. 

Once an engineer is selected and the project design is completed, the construction work would be 
competitively bid in accordance with District procurement requirements. The construction 
contract and recommended bidder would then be brought back to the Board for consideration and 
approval. 

The current goal is to complete design and preparation work in advance of construction in 2027. 

 

 

 

Recommendation: None 

Suggested Motion: None 

 





BOARD MEETING 
ISSUE SUMMARY 
 
Date: 09/09/2026 
 
Subject: District Facility Maintenance and Meeting Room Improvements 
 
  

Background: Staff has been reviewing several maintenance and improvement needs at the 
District facilities and has obtained contractor pricing for exterior building painting, parking lot 
maintenance, and gutter/snow-retention improvements. Staff has also been evaluating 
replacement of the Board meeting room table and chairs and future acoustic improvements 
within the administrative office. 

Several existing gutters have deteriorated, leaked, become detached, or have already been 
removed because they were no longer serviceable. Inadequate roof drainage has contributed to 
moisture exposure, deterioration, and efflorescence on portions of the exterior masonry. The 
proposed painting and gutter work is intended to correct these conditions and help protect the 
buildings from further deterioration. 

The parking lot is still relatively new; however, some cracking is beginning to develop. At the 
time of installation, the District was advised that a protective surface treatment should be 
completed within approximately three years to help preserve and extend the useful life of the 
asphalt. The proposed work includes crack sealing, seal coating, and restriping. 

Staff is also recommending snow-retention improvements in areas where accumulated snow and 
ice can shed from the metal roofs near building entrances and pedestrian-access areas. These 
improvements are intended to better control the release of snow and ice and reduce potential 
safety and liability concerns. 

Exterior Building Painting 

Staff contacted four painting contractors and received proposals from all four: 

• ProCom Painting – $15,150.00 
• Platinum Painting – $20,486.00 base proposal 
• Man Power Painting – $21,380.60 
• The Hive Painting – $37,569.00 

ProCom Painting submitted the lowest-priced proposal at $15,150.00. The proposal identifies 
Rodda Protector XL Exterior for the exterior walls and Rodda PROTECH Metal Master DTM 
for the overhead and man doors. 



However, the ProCom proposal provides limited information regarding the overall scope of 
work. It does not provide sufficient detail regarding items such as surface preparation, number of 
coats, specific building areas included or excluded, and warranty information. Because of the 
limited scope information, staff was unable to determine that the ProCom proposal was directly 
comparable to the more detailed proposals received. 

Although this project is within the District's small-construction procurement threshold, staff 
obtained multiple proposals in order to compare pricing, materials, scope, and overall value. 

Staff recommends proceeding with Platinum Painting based on its clearly defined scope of 
work, specified preparation and coating system, and the greater certainty provided regarding the 
work to be completed. 

Platinum's base proposal is $20,486.00. Staff also recommends including the following options: 

• Upgrade the exterior masonry coating from Sherwin-Williams SuperPaint to premium
Sherwin-Williams Duration

• Paint the previously excluded back side of the north building

With these additions, the recommended painting total is: 

Platinum Painting – $23,396.15 

The District buildings are estimated to have gone approximately 30 years without a 
comprehensive exterior repainting. Staff believes completing the additional wall while the 
contractor is mobilized and utilizing the upgraded Duration coating will provide a more 
comprehensive and durable finished project. 

Staff also contacted UTOPIA regarding its building attached to the District's new shop near the 
roadway. UTOPIA has agreed to have its building painted at the same time and in the same color 
as the District buildings, at UTOPIA's expense. 

Once the painting contractor is selected, staff will request pricing for the additional UTOPIA 
work through a change order or contract addition. The cost associated with painting the UTOPIA 
building will be billed to UTOPIA and is not included in the District's $23,396.15 painting 
amount. 

Staff Recommendation: Approve Platinum Painting in the amount of $23,396.15, including 
the Sherwin-Williams Duration paint upgrade and painting of the back side of the north building. 
Although ProCom submitted a lower-priced proposal, staff recommends Platinum based on the 
completeness and clarity of its proposed scope, specified preparation and coating system, and the 
greater certainty that the work will meet the District's facility-maintenance objectives. 

Parking Lot Maintenance and Striping 

Three proposals were received: 



• Beehive Blacktop – $9,454.85
• Eckles Paving – $10,347.40
• Under Pressure – $10,438.00

Beehive Blacktop submitted the lowest proposal and provides the requested scope of work, 
including crack sealing, two coats of sealcoat, and restriping. 

Because the parking lot has not previously been seal coated and some cracking is beginning to 
develop, staff believes completing this preventative maintenance now will help protect the 
District's investment and extend the useful life of the asphalt. 

Staff Recommendation: Approve Beehive Blacktop in the amount of $9,454.85. 

Gutters and Snow Retention 

Staff contacted three contractors and requested proposals for gutter, downspout, and snow-
retention improvements. Two contractors submitted proposals, while the third contractor did not 
provide a bid. 

• Preferred Roofing & Exteriors – $12,728.00
• B&D Architectural Metals – $13,789.22
• Vortex Roofing -- No Bid Received

The proposed work will replace or improve deteriorated gutters and downspouts, restore proper 
roof drainage, and help reduce continued moisture exposure to the exterior masonry. 

The work also includes snow-retention improvements intended to better control snow and ice 
shedding from the metal roofs, particularly near building entrances and other pedestrian-access 
areas. 

Based on the proposals received, staff recommends proceeding with the lowest proposal from 
Preferred Roofing & Exteriors. 

Staff Recommendation: Approve Preferred Roofing & Exteriors in the amount of 
$12,728.00. 

Total Recommended Facility Maintenance Cost 

Project Recommended Contractor Amount 
Exterior Building Painting Platinum Painting $23,396.15 
Parking Lot Maintenance & Striping Beehive Blacktop $9,454.85 
Gutters & Snow Retention Preferred Roofing & Exteriors $12,728.00 
Total Recommended Facility Maintenance Cost $45,579.00 

The $45,579.00 total does not include painting of the UTOPIA building. That work will be added 
separately and billed to UTOPIA. 



Board Meeting Room Table and Chairs 

Staff has also been evaluating replacement of the existing Board meeting room table and chairs. 
The existing Board table is estimated to have been in service for approximately 40 years or 
more, and staff believes replacement is appropriate. 

Commercial Contract Group (CCG) has prepared a design package and several furniture 
alternatives available through State contract pricing. 

The table options presented are: 

• Foundation Tapered Drum EX – $16,890 
• Odyssey – $20,910 
• Equilibrium – $21,661 

The chair options presented are: 

• Veda – $630 each 
• Zody LX – $999 each 
• Zody II – $1,053 each 

Staff recommends the Equilibrium table and Zody LX chairs. However, because the table and 
chairs will be long-term fixtures in the Board meeting room, staff recommends leaving the final 
selection of both models to the Board. 

Applicable shipping, delivery, and installation costs will be added to the selected furniture 
purchase. 

The Board meeting room furniture is not included in the $45,579.00 facility maintenance 
total. 

Staff Recommendation: Approve replacement of the Board meeting room table and chairs 
through Commercial Contract Group using the table and chair models selected by the Board, 
including applicable shipping, delivery, and installation costs. 

Administrative Office Acoustic Improvements 

Staff has also been evaluating acoustic improvements within the administrative office area. This 
issue has previously been discussed with the Board and has been raised by office personnel due 
to the amount of echo and sound transmission within the existing office space. Telephone calls 
and conversations can frequently be heard between offices, increasing the overall noise level and 
reducing conversational privacy. 

Staff has been working with CCG to evaluate acoustic wall panels and related treatments. Final 
pricing is not yet available because the office space must first be CAD-drawn and evaluated so 
an appropriate acoustic-panel layout and design can be developed. 



Staff intends to continue working on this item and return to the Board with a specific design and 
cost once that information is available. 

No approval of the acoustic-panel work is being requested at this time. 

Overall Recommendation 

Staff recommends approval of the District facility maintenance projects as presented, including: 

• Platinum Painting – $23,396.15 
• Beehive Blacktop – $9,454.85 
• Preferred Roofing & Exteriors – $12,728.00 

for a total facility maintenance cost of $45,579.00. 

Staff also recommends replacement of the Board meeting room table and chairs through 
Commercial Contract Group. Staff recommends the Equilibrium table and Zody LX chairs, 
with the final table and chair models to be selected by the Board. 

The administrative office acoustic improvements will continue to be developed and will be 
brought back to the Board separately once the design and pricing are complete. 

 

Suggested Motion – Facility Maintenance: “I move to approve the District facility 
maintenance projects as presented, including Platinum Painting in the amount of $23,396.15, 
Beehive Blacktop in the amount of $9,454.85, and Preferred Roofing & Exteriors in the amount 
of $12,728.00, for a total amount of $45,579.00.” 

 

Suggested Motion – Board Meeting Room Furniture: “I move to approve the replacement of 
the Board meeting room table and chairs through Commercial Contract Group, selecting the 
__________________ table and __________________ chairs, including applicable shipping, 
delivery, and installation costs.” 

 



BOARD MEETING 
ISSUE SUMMARY 

Date: 09-09-2026

Subject: North Trunk Line – Conveyance of District Interest to South Valley Water 
Reclamation Facility 

Background: As the Board has been kept informed over the past several months, the 
District has been working with South Valley Water Reclamation Facility (SVWRF), the other 
participating member entities, and legal counsel to resolve the ownership and long-term 
responsibility for the North Trunk Line. That process has now reached its final stage, and 
the necessary legal review and supporting documents have been completed for the Board’s 
consideration and approval. 

The North Trunk Line, also referred to as the North Interceptor, is a regional sewer line that 
conveys wastewater from Midvalley Sewer District, Midvale City, and West Jordan City to the 
SVWRF treatment facility. Historic agreements and conveyance documents resulted in divided 
ownership of portions of the line and created uncertainty regarding responsibility for future 
operation, maintenance, rehabilitation, and replacement. 

On August 19, 2026, the SVWRF Board adopted Resolution No. 08-19-2026(A), establishing 
SVWRF as the intended owner of the North Trunk Line and establishing a flow-and-load 
methodology for allocating future operation, maintenance, and rehabilitation costs among the 
participating entities. 

District General Counsel has completed his review of the historical ownership documents, 
easements, SVWRF resolution, and proposed conveyance and recommends that the District 
approve the transfer. 

Under proposed Resolution No. 2026-09-09A, Midvalley Sewer District would: 

• Convey the District’s interest in the North Trunk Line to SVWRF;
• Retain ownership of the District’s underlying easements;
• Grant SVWRF a perpetual, irrevocable, nonexclusive license to use those easements as

necessary to access, operate, maintain, repair, rehabilitate, improve, replace, and
administer the North Trunk Line;

• Authorize the Board Chair and General Manager to execute any additional documents
necessary to complete the conveyance; and

• Make the transfer effective only upon completion of the corresponding actions by the
other participating member entities.



The transfer of ownership will not eliminate the District’s responsibility for its proportional share 
of future North Trunk Line costs. Routine maintenance costs will be allocated using five years of 
historical flow and load, while major repairs and rehabilitation will be allocated using twenty 
years of historical flow and load. 

The proposed ownership structure will eliminate the uncertainty associated with divided 
ownership and place responsibility for the regional interceptor with SVWRF, while Midvalley 
retains ownership of its underlying easements and continues to participate financially based on 
its actual use of the system. 

Recommendation: Staff and General Counsel recommend approval of Resolution No. 
2026-09-09A, conveying Midvalley Sewer District’s interest in the North Trunk Line to South 
Valley Water Reclamation Facility under the terms outlined in the resolution. 

Suggested Motion: “I move to approve Resolution No. 2026-09-09A, conveying Midvalley 
Sewer District’s interest in the North Trunk Line to South Valley Water Reclamation Facility, 
retaining the District’s underlying easement interests, granting SVWRF the necessary 
perpetual access rights, and authorizing the Board Chair and General Manager to execute 
the documents necessary to complete the conveyance”. 
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MIDVALLEY SEWER DISTRICT 
LEGAL MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of Trustees, Midvalley Sewer District 
FROM: Ryan Richards, General Counsel 
DATE: September 1, 2026 
RE: Conveyance of the District’s Interest in the North Interceptor to SVWRF 

 

ISSUE PRESENTED 
The issue before the Board is whether Midvalley Sewer District (the “District,” formerly Midvalley 

Improvement District) should convey the District’s interest in the North Interceptor—also called the 
North Trunk Line and, for the 36-inch segment, the C-2 Interceptor—to South Valley Water 
Reclamation Facility (“SVWRF” or the “Facility”), retain the District’s underlying easements, grant 
SVWRF a perpetual license to use those easements, and authorize execution of the instruments needed 
to complete the transfer. 

BACKGROUND 
The North Interceptor is the regional pipeline and associated facilities that convey wastewater from 

West Jordan City, the District, and Midvale City to the SVWRF plant. SVWRF has acknowledged 
ownership of the 48-inch segment from the headworks confluence structure to the junction box near 
70th South. Questions have remained regarding the 36-inch C-2 Interceptor from approximately 700 
West to the Jordan River and the siphon under the Jordan River. Historic instruments, including 
Resolution No. 02-17-2010 and the related quitclaim deed, used language and drawings that left it 
unclear whether the siphon was included in the 2010 transfer. 

This is a reconveyance, not a first transfer of a line the District has always solely owned. SVWRF 
constructed the C-2 Interceptor (Project 2C). Because of EPA and State construction-grant conditions, 
the original easement was taken in SVWRF’s name. By Resolution No. 02-17-2010 and the Quit Claim 
Deed recorded May 5, 2010 as Entry No. 10946858, SVWRF quitclaimed its interest in the C-2 
easement and related facilities to the District and Midvale City as tenants in common—85 percent 
District and 15 percent Midvale City. Shortly thereafter, the line was realigned through Parcel A when 
the FL Smidth / Junction at Midvale site was developed. That realignment is documented in the 
Memorandum of Understanding recorded as Entry No. 11079272 (Resolution No. 10-0502010 / R-
33). The 2010 quitclaim exhibit described the alignment from 700 West to the east bank of the Jordan 
River. It did not describe the siphon or the later Parcel A reroute. The MOU supplied a separate metes-
and-bounds description of the rerouted easement of approximately 18,650 square feet (0.428 acre). 

The South Interceptor presented a similar divided-ownership problem. That line, previously held 
by West Jordan City, Sandy Suburban Improvement District, and Jordan Basin, has been conveyed to 
SVWRF. That transfer simplified governance, unified maintenance and rehabilitation responsibility, 
and created a single structure for capital planning. The prior owners are not the same as on the North 
Interceptor, but the operational problem is the same. 

On August 19, 2026, SVWRF adopted Resolution No. 08-19-2026(A), attached to the District 
resolution as Exhibit B. That resolution defines the “North Interceptor” or “North Trunk Line” as 
extending from the SVWRF headworks confluence to the 700 West junction box where Midvalley and 
Midvale flows combine, accepts ownership if the member entities convey their interests, and 
establishes the formula for allocating future operation, maintenance, and rehabilitation costs by flow 
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and load, using a five-year lookback for routine work and a twenty-year lookback for large-scale 
repairs. 

DISCUSSION 
1.  The District would convey only its undivided interest.  The District is not the sole owner of the 
C-2 package. The 2010 instruments allocated an 85 percent undivided interest to Midvalley and a 15 
percent undivided interest to Midvale City. West Jordan is a flow contributor on the 48-inch North 
Interceptor; it was not a 2010 C-2 grantee. The proposed District resolution therefore conveys only the 
District’s interest. The transfer is incomplete until Midvale City acts and, as SVWRF has framed the 
matter, until West Jordan acts with respect to any segment in which it holds an interest. The draft 
resolution correctly makes effectiveness contingent on those companion conveyances. 

2.  The resolution conveys the pipe and keeps the easements.  The draft District resolution does two 
different things, and they should not be collapsed. First, it conveys the District’s interest in the physical 
North Trunk Line—pipe, manholes, and related facilities—to SVWRF. Second, it retains the District’s 
ownership of the underlying real-property easements and grants SVWRF a perpetual, irrevocable, 
nonexclusive license to use those easements to own, inspect, operate, maintain, repair, rehabilitate, 
improve, replace, and administer the line. The Board would not be deeding away the corridors. The 
District would continue to own the easements. SVWRF would have the use rights it needs to perform 
the work. 

3.  Exhibit A is a compilation of recorded descriptions, not a new survey.  Exhibit A to the draft 
resolution combines (a) the 2010 quitclaim centerline description from 700 West to the east bank of 
the Jordan River and (b) the 2010 MOU description of the Parcel A reroute. That is the best description 
that can be assembled from recorded District instruments without a new survey. It still does not 
describe the Jordan River siphon or the 48-inch segment west of the river. SVWRF’s 2026 resolution 
acknowledges that the 2010 drawings and text were ambiguous on whether the siphon transferred. 
Section 2 of the SVWRF resolution directs SVWRF administration to survey and prepare a complete 
legal description. The Board can convey the District’s interest in the asset as SVWRF defined it, while 
treating Exhibit A as a compilation of existing recorded descriptions. A surveyed description prepared 
by SVWRF may later be substituted or recorded as a supplement. 

4.  Unified ownership remains the better operating structure.  The age of the line, the 85/15 split, 
and the layered 2010 instruments create uncertainty over who must plan, bid, and pay for the next 
repair. SVWRF has the technical staff, plant-adjacent operational control, and existing flow-and-load 
allocation machinery. If bonding is later required for rehabilitation, a single owner simplifies the 
financing documents. Those are the same reasons the South Interceptor was moved to the Facility. 

5.  Cost allocation after transfer is governed by Exhibit B, not by ownership of the pipe.  
Conveying the District’s interest does not end the District’s obligation to pay its share of North 
Interceptor costs. After closing, the District remains a member entity using the line. Capacity and 
connection rights serving District customers should continue. Section 4 of SVWRF Resolution No. 08-
19-2026(A) (Exhibit B to the District resolution) provides that all future maintenance, operational 
expenses, and rehabilitation costs “shall be assessed by flow and load” in one of two ways, calculated 
separately for each section of the pipeline: 

A.  Routine maintenance.  Every five years, starting January 2020, each entity’s use is calculated 
from the flow and load carried through each section of the pipeline during the previous five years. 
Those percentages allocate costs for the next five years. Exhibit B identifies jetting and televising 
as examples of routine work in this bucket. 
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B. Large-scale repairs and rehabilitation.  The same flow-and-load method is used, but the
lookback is increased to twenty years of historical use through the individual sections of the
pipeline. This bucket is intended for major structural work, lining, replacement, and similar capital
rehabilitation.

Exhibit B states the current percentages as follows. “Midvalley ID” in the tables is this District. 

5-Year Historical Use (routine maintenance — current percentages)
Section Midvale City Midvalley ID West Jordan City 

Siphon 38% 62.0% 0% 
North Sewer Interceptor 27.1% 43.9% 29.0% 

20-Year Historical Use (large-scale repairs and rehabilitation — current percentages)
Section Midvale City Midvalley ID West Jordan City 

Siphon 34.4% 65.6% 0% 
North Sewer Interceptor 23.3% 44.1% 32.6% 

On the current tables, the District’s share is 62.0 percent of siphon routine-maintenance costs and 43.9 
percent of North Interceptor routine-maintenance costs, and 65.6 percent and 44.1 percent of the 
corresponding twenty-year rehabilitation shares. West Jordan has no allocated siphon share because it 
does not contribute flow through that section. Midvale City and the District share the siphon; all three 
entities share the North Interceptor. These percentages are not locked in perpetuity. They will be 
recalculated on the five-year cycle from measured flow and load through each section. Adopting the 
District resolution accepts this Exhibit B methodology. After transfer, SVWRF will bill the District as 
a user under that formula. Ownership of the pipe and the obligation to pay a share of O&M remain 
separate questions. 

6. Authority, deed form, and grant history.  Utah Code Title 17B authorizes a special district to
dispose of property when the board determines the disposition is in the district’s interest. The 2010
reconveyance to Midvalley and Midvale used a quitclaim deed for nominal consideration. A matching
quitclaim—or a bill of sale of the fixtures together with the easement license—is the conservative way
to reconvey the same interest back to SVWRF. Returning operational title to SVWRF is also consistent
with the original EPA and State grant rationale for placing the easement in the Facility’s name. Counsel
has not identified a recorded restriction that prohibits the reconveyance. If a grant-condition question
arises, it should be confirmed with SVWRF before recording.

7. A District vote does not by itself close the transaction.  Closing depends on (i) adoption of the
District resolution, (ii) companion action by Midvale City and, as applicable, West Jordan, (iii)
execution of the conveyance and license instruments, and (iv) recording. Coordinating those
companion conveyances is SVWRF’s role, not the District’s.

RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that the Board adopt the attached Midvalley Sewer District resolution. That 

resolution, if adopted: 

1. Conveys the District’s undivided interest in the North Trunk Line, as defined in SVWRF Resolution
No. 08-19-2026(A), to SVWRF;
2. Retains District ownership of the related easements and grants SVWRF a perpetual, irrevocable,
nonexclusive license to use those easements for ownership, operation, maintenance, rehabilitation, and
replacement of the line;
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3.  Makes the conveyance effective only when the other participating member entities have conveyed 
their respective interests; 
4.  Authorizes the Chair and General Manager, with assistance of counsel, to execute and record the 
deeds, bills of sale, licenses, and related instruments necessary to complete the transfer; and 
5.  Acknowledges that, after transfer, the District’s share of North Interceptor operation, maintenance, 
and rehabilitation costs will be allocated under the flow-and-load formulas and current percentage 
tables in Exhibit B. 

The District should not undertake to obtain conveyances from West Jordan or Midvale City. After 
adoption, District staff and counsel should deliver executed originals to SVWRF, cooperate on a 
surveyed legal description if SVWRF prepares one, and confirm that the five-year and twenty-year 
flow-and-load tables in Exhibit B will be the basis on which SVWRF bills the District for operation, 
maintenance, and rehabilitation of the North Interceptor. 

A proposed District resolution is attached for the Board’s consideration at the September 9, 2026 
meeting. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ryan Richards 
General Counsel 
Midvalley Sewer District 

























BOARD MEETING 
ISSUE SUMMARY 

Date: 9/9/26 

Subject: Card Processing Fees 

Background: The District currently absorbs credit and debit card processing fees associated with 
customer payments. Staff have been reviewing options to reduce these expenses, particularly for 
monthly and commercial accounts where individual payments can be significantly larger than 
typical residential payments. 

Staff received a proposal from PathPoint Services that would allow the District to offer credit 
card payments with a 3.5% customer-paid processing fee. 

Staff is considering using PathPoint only for all monthly and commercial accounts, rather than 
replacing the District's existing payment system for all customers. Customers choosing to pay by 
credit card through PathPoint would pay the 3.5% processing fee instead of the District 
absorbing the associated card-processing expense. 

Customers could continue to have alternative payment options, such as ACH or check, to avoid 
the credit card processing fee. 

The purpose of this discussion is to receive Board direction regarding whether staff should 
continue evaluating PathPoint as a cost-recovery option for these accounts, including potential 
District savings, customer notification requirements, and implementation procedures. 

Recommendation: None 

Suggested Motion: None 



Year plans 
submitted Name Address/location

Total 
Connections Connected Comments Contact

2023 Midvale Mills Phase 2 264 E 8000 S 48 Still under construction 09/26 Jake Ballstaedt (801) 455-5131
2023 Midvale Mills Phase 3 264 E 8000 S 11 Under construction 09/26 Jake Ballstaedt (801) 455-5131
2022 Woodhaven 7635 S 300 E 24 8 units complete; no occupancy 09/26 Fry Development
2023 MADD Apartments 7488 S Casa Blanca Dr 8 Buildings under construction; no occupancy yet 09/26
2024 Torson Residence 972 E Casa Roja St 1 Building still under construction 09/26
2025 KV Larsen Sub 963 E 8600 S 8 Pipe and manholes in; building under construction 09/26
2024 Ottoson Duplex 461 E 7200 S 2 Still under construction 09/26
2025 Trailside Reserve 6766 S 300 E 27 Under construction as of 9/26
2025 Union Row 7309 S 180 W 224 Under construction; main line being installed 31 Units currently built and occupied 
2025 Charlottes Fields Sub 6755 S Perrine Dr 8 Laterals connected; units under construction 09/26
2025 Latitude 40 Sub 160 E 7200 S 18 Still under construction 09/26
2025 Aaron Condos 7444 S State St 28 Buildings under construction 09/26
2025 Tate Wood Sub. 7800 S 489 E 1 Lateral tied in 04/26
2025 First Watch Restaurant 924 Fort Union Blvd 1 Open as of 9/26
2025 Office Building 7865 S 700 E 1 No construction 08/26
2025 Sharp Sub 7615 S 120 E 3 Connections complete; still under construction 09/26
2026 Bordeaux Duplex 852 E Bordeaux Dr 2 Still under construction 09/26
2026 Take 5 Oil Changers 39 W 7200 S 1 Construction started 08/26
2026 Lotus Embers 195 W 7200 S 106 No construction yet 09/26
2026 Hubert Flag Lot 910 E 7800 S 1 Notified of plan; no plans submitted yet 04/26
2026 McDougal Flag Lot 300 E 8080 S 1 Plans submitted 05/26
2026 Gutierrez Property 886 E 7800 S 9 Plans approved 07/26
2026 HCI Bus Garage 85 E 7420 S 1 Construction started 08/26
2026 Ivory Apartments 38 W Center St 144 Design under review 08/26

Total 678

Development in the District

9/9/2026
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