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TABLE 1.1: l~frACT FEE PER ERC

TOTAL COST TO

CITY
TO GROWTH

COST To ERes FEE PER

o...........~ ..:. ~R9l'0'I~.
J.-ioi~

S~~ EE~ El~~ .
ExcessCa~ aci!'y (B~ r.ln C~ J?onent)

Storage $ 2, 965, 747 13. 0% $ 3S5,547 1, 046 $ 369

Distribution (Total Minus Dev $
7,546,670 11. 8% 5890,507 1. 046 $ 851

ntr~ ution~)

Cost to Future Growth

Source $ 1, 030,000 100.0% $ 1, 030,000 1, 593 5646

Outstanding Debt (Interest) $ 979,088 24.5% $ 239,877 1, 593 $ 151

Oth~r

Professional Expense $ 10.040 100.0% 510,040 1, 046 SIO

Total 512,531, 545  $ 2,555,971  $ 2,027

COST TO NEW GROWTH CALCULA TIO;\lS:

Excess Caoacitv Storage: Estimated ERCs in the planning horizon are anticipated to be 1, 046. Using a level of service of 540

gallons per ERe, approximately 564,840 gallons would be required in the planning horizon, or 13 percent of the current

storage capacity of 4,330,000. This same 13 percent is applied to the total cost of existing storage improvements to calculate

the cost of growth included in the impact fee.

Excess Capacity Distribution: The distribution system is anticipated to serve through buildout or approximately 8,883

ERes. The ERCs anticipated in the planning horizon (1, 046) make up 11.8 percent of the total buildout projection. Thi~

percentage is applied to the total cost of existing distribution improvements to calculate the cost of growth included in the

impact fee.

Cost to Future Growth Source: 100 percent of the costs for source are considered growth related. However, the future

source improvements are anticipated to serve more ERCs than projected within the planning horizon. Future source

improvements will serve approxim,1tely 1, 593 ERCs, thus the total cost to growth is spread over this amount.

Cost to Future Growth Debt: The future cost to growth for source improvements makes up 24.5 percent of the total par
amount for the Series 2012 bonds. This same percentage is applied to the interest cost for the Series 2012 bonds and is

included in the impact fee.

Other: 100% of the cost to update the IFFP and IFA in the planning horizon (through 2019) is attributed to growth.

TABLE 1.2: l\U' ACT FEE PEI~ j\.tETER SIZE

3/ 4

1

11/ 2

2

3

4

1.00

2.50

6. 00

10.00

22.50

62.50

IMPACT FEE PER

METER SIZE

2. 027

5, 068

512, 162

520,270

45,608

126,688

EXISTING IMPACT FEE CHANGEMETER SIZE (INCHES) ERC MULTIPLIER

1, 200

3.000

57,200

12,000

27.000

75. 000

69')lu

69%

69%

69%

69%

69%

Source: ERe Multipliers provilkd by Center-villI' City

NON. STANDARD CULINARY WATER IMPAcr FEES

The City reserves the right under the Impact Fees Act to assess an adjusted fee that more closely matches the true

impact tnat tne land use will have upon public facilities.! This adjustment could result in a lower impact fee if the

City determines that a particular user may create a different impact tnan what is standard for its land use. To

determine tne impact fee for a non-standard use, the City should use tnc following formula:

fORMUl,\ FOH ND:'ol- ST..\ND.o\IW WATER IMrACT FEES:

L Eslimated Usage ( GPM) 1 0.50 ( GPM) . 52,027 = Impact Fee
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SECTION 6: CULINARY WATER IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

The calculation of impact fees relies upon the information contained in this analysis. Impact fees arc calculated

based on many variables centered on proportionality and level of service. The City currently provides culinary
water to its residents and businesses. As a result of new growth, the culinary system is in need of expansion to

perpetuate the level of service that the City has historically maintained. The CenterviJIe City Culinary Water

System Master Plan Update 2010 outlines the recommended capital projects that will maintain the established

level of service,

PROPOSED CULINARY WATER IMPACT FEE

PLAN BASED (FEE BASED ON DEFINED CIP)

Impact fees can be calculated based on a defined set of costs specified for future development. The

improvements arc identified in a capital plan as growth related projects. The total project costs are divided by
tl1e total demand units the projects are designed to serve. Under tl1is methodology, it is important to identify the

existing level of service and determine any excess capacity in existing facilities that could serve new growth.
Impact fees are then calculated based on many variables centered on proportionality share and level of service.

CULINARY WATER IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

The culinary water impact fees proposed in this analysis will be assessed within all areas of the City. The tables

below illustrate the appropriate buy- in component, the fee associated with projects occurring in the next six

years and the applicable costs related to the conveyance of new water sources. The impact fee calculations also

include any debt related expense. The proportionate share analysis determines the proportionate cost assignable
to ne'..... development based on the proposed capital projects and the estimated ERe demand served by tl1e

proposed projects, in this case, the ERCs over the next six years.

I

TABLE 6. 1: CALCULATION OF PRorORT101"A TE IMPACT FEr

TOTAL COST TO

CITY
o TO GROWTH

2,965,747

7,546,670

13. 0%

COST To ERes FEE

PE.:JCRO",,"'TH ?.! R VEP ..~ ~ .. E~ S

385.547 1, 046 $ 369

890,507 1, 046 $ 851

1. 030,000 1, 593 $ 646

5239,877 1, 593 $ 151

10.040 1, 046 $ 10

Excess Capacity (Buy- In Component)

StoraFe
Distribution (Total Minus Dcv

Contributions)

Cost tr;)Jut~re Gnnvth

Source

Outstanding Debt (Interest)

Other

Professional Expense

11. 8%

51, 030,000

979,088

100.00/0

24.5%

Total

COST TO NEW GROWTH CALCULATIONS:

Excess Capacity Storal!e: Estimated ERes in tht.' planning horizon are anticipated to be 1, 046. Using a level of service of 540

gallons per ERe, approximately 564,840 gallons would be required within the planning horizon. This makes approximately
13 percent of the current storage capacity of 4,330,000. This same 13 percent is applied to the total cost of existing storage

improvements to calculate the cost of growth included in the impact fee.

Excess Caoacitv Distribution: The distribution system is anticipated to serve through buildout or approximately 8, 883

ERCs. The ERes anticipated in the planning horizon (1, 046) make up 11. 8 percent of the total buildout projection. This

percentage is applied to the total cost of existing distribution improvements to calculate the cost of growth included in the

impact fee.

Cost to Future Growth Source: 100 percent of the costs for source are considered growth related. However, the future

source improvements are anticipated to serve more ERCs than projected within the planning horizon. Future source

improvements \vill serve approximately 1, 593 EI{ Cs, thus the total cost to growth is spread over this amount.

Cost to Future Growth Debt: The future cost to growth for source improvements makes up 24.5 percent of the total par

amount for the Series 2012 bonds. This same percentage is applied to the interest cost for the Series 2012 bonds and is

included in the impact fee.

9the~: WO'Y" of the cost to update the IFFI' and IFA in the planning: horizon (through 2019) is attributed to g! owth.

SIO,040

12, 531,545

100. 00;',

2, 555, 971 2,027
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