R5 X AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING CHAPTER 110 OF THE CODE OF THE
CITY OF MIAMI BEACH ENTITLED "UTILITIES," AMENDING ARTICLE IV,
ENTITLED "FEES, CHARGES, RATES AND BILLING PROCEDURE," BY
AMENDING SECTION 110-167 THEREOF, ENTITLED "WATER IMPACT FEE"; BY
AMENDING SECTION 110-169 THEREOF, ENTITLED "SEWER IMPACT FEE";
AND FURTHER, AMENDING APPENDIX A OF THE CITY CODE, ENTITLED "FEE
SCHEDULE," TO INCREASE THE WATER IMPACT FEES AND SEWER IMPACT
FEES IMPOSED BY THE CITY PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 110-167, 110-169, AND
APPENDIX A; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; REPEALER; SEVERABILITY;
AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Applicable Area:
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COMMISSION MEMORANDUM

TO: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Commission
FROM:  Eric Carpenter, City Manager
DATE: June 25, 2025 10:55 a.m. Second Reading Public Hearing

TITLE: AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING CHAPTER 110 OF THE CODE OF THE
CITY OF MIAMI BEACH ENTITLED "UTILITIES,” AMENDING ARTICLE 1V,
ENTITLED "FEES, CHARGES, RATES AND BILLING PROCEDURE," BY
AMENDING SECTION 110-167 THEREOF, ENTITLED "WATER IMPACT FEE"; BY
AMENDING SECTION 110-169 THEREOF, ENTITLED "SEWER IMPACT FEE";
AND FURTHER, AMENDING APPENDIX A OF THE CITY CODE, ENTITLED "FEE
SCHEDULE," TO INCREASE THE WATER IMPACT FEES AND SEWER IMPACT
FEES IMPOSED BY THE CITY PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 110-167, 110-169, AND
APPENDIX A; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; REPEALER; SEVERABILITY;
AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

RECOMMENDATION

The Administration recommends approving on Second Reading Public Hearing, the proposed
increase to the water and sewer impact fees as presented to the Mayor and City Commission
(City Commission) at its March 19, 2025 meeting.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The Public Works Department engaged GovRates, Inc. to conduct a utility rate study, which is
now completed.

A presentation of the formulation of the proposed rates, as well as public comments, were offered
at the February 21, 2025, Finance and Economic Resiliency Committee (FERC) meeting. The
Administration recommended that the Committee consider adopting the proposed adjusted water
and sewer impact fees as discussed in Section 2 of the Utility Rate Study (Attachment A).

At the conclusion of the presentation and discussion, FERC members made a motion to proceed
to the City Commission with a favorable recommendation to adjust the impact fees with
implementation to start upon approval by the City Commission.

On May 21, 2025, City Commission members had the title of the Ordinance read into the record.
Sponsoring Commissioner Tanya Bhatt stressed that the current water and sewer impact fees
had not been adjusted in 30 years, and they needed to become current. Any approved fee
increase would affect new developments, typically paid for by developers. There were no
members of the public present in person or via zoom to speak on behalf of or against the item.
Commission members voted unanimously to move the item to the June 25, 2025 City Commission
meeting for approval on Second Reading Public Hearing.

ANALYSIS



The City of Miami Beach owns, operates, and maintains water and sewer utility systems that
provide essential water and sanitary sewer services to residences and businesses 24 hours per
day, 365 days per year.

The City is constructing water and sewer infrastructure to support and provide future capacity
within the City's utility service area. Water and sewer impact fees can be used to help fund
growth-related capital projects and growth-related debt service. The water and sewer impact fees
were last adjusted in the 1990’s and have not been increased to reflect the City's current costs of
providing water and sewer capacity.

The City retained the firm GovRates, Inc. (GovRates) to assist in the determination of revised
water impact fees and sewer impact fees. GovRates has recommended right-sizing water and
sewer impact fees to accurately recover the cost of transmission capacity. Separate impact fees
are paid to Miami-Dade County for water and sewer treatment capacity. The City now has a
higher cost per unit of capacity than what was calculated 30 years ago due to inflation, new
treatment technology, increased government regulations, and changing capital needs. The
purpose of assessing impact fees is to assign the proportionate share of growth-related capital
costs to new customers benefiting from such additional costs.

The City’s existing water and sewer impact fees are based on water meter size and were adopted
by the City Commission on May 17, 1995, pursuant to Ordinance No. 95-2990 for water and
Ordinance No. 95-2991 for sewer. Level of service standards, which indicates the capacity per
unit of demand for each public facility or service, were established in order to ensure that adequate
facility capacity will be provided for future development and for the purposes of issuing
development orders or permits pursuant to Section 163.3202(2)(g) of the Florida Statutes. The
level of service that is commonly used in the industry is the capacity (service) allocable to an
Equivalent Residential Connection (ERC) — known as an equivalent residential unit (ERU) or
equivalent dwelling unit (EDU) — expressed as the amount of usage (gallons) allocated. Since
Miami-Dade County provides the City's water supply and sewer treatment, the proposed impact
fees for the City were developed assuming the County's level of service standard of 210 gallons
per day for units under 3,001 square feet.

To evaluate the availability of the existing utility assets to meet future capacity needs, the existing
utility assets were reviewed and assigned to functional categories. The functional cost categories
are based on the purpose of the assets and the service that such assets provide. The City’s
reported utility asset information served as the basis of the functionalization of the existing utility
assets.

The City’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) through the Fiscal Year 2034, as prepared and
estimated by City staff and its Consulting Engineers, outlines a number of capital improvements
for the water and sewer systems. These capital projects include i.) upgrades of existing assets
to accommodate new and existing customers; and ii.) replacements of existing assets or projects
which generally benefit current users of the system.

Based on the fair share apportionment rule identified by case law, only backbone transmission
costs were recognized in the water and sewer impact fee calculations. General transmission and
distribution/collection project costs were not recognized because they i.) generally are not system-
wide costs (i.e., distribution/collection project costs tend to benefit specific customers); ii.) in many
instances, are funded by a specific charge applied to a customer (e.g., line extension charges,
etc.); and iii.) are usually contributed to the City as part of the development process (e.g., it would
not be equitable for a developer who has contributed the distribution/collection assets to pay an
impact fee which includes recovery of distribution/collection projects).



The current impact vs. increased impact fees that will primarily affect developers/new
developments, and not City residents, is shown in the table below.

Water impact Sewer impact

fee, per meter Current Proposed fee, per meter Current Proposed

size in inches: Fee Fee size in inches: Fee Fee
%% 5155 51,630 e 5235 52,030
3 5230 N/ 3% 5350 N/
1 5385 54,075 1 5EES 55,075
1% 5775 58,150 1% 51,175 510,150
2 51,240 513,040 2 51,880 516,240
3 52,480 526,080 3 53,760 532,480
4 53,875 540,750 4 55,E75 550,750
E 57,750 581,500 B £11,750 £101,500
B £12,400 £130,400 B 518,800 $162,400
10 5187,450 10 $233,450
12 5350,450 12 5436,450

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The proposed increased water and sewer impact fees shown in the table above will be effective
upon approval.

Does this Ordinance require a Business Impact Estimate? Yes

If applicable, the Business Impact Estimate (BIE) was published on: 6/11/2025
See BIE at: https://www.miamibeachfl.gov/city-hall/city-clerk/meeting-notices/

CONCLUSION

The Administration recommends approving on Second Reading Public Hearing, the proposed
increase to the water and sewer impact fees as presented to the City Commission at its March
19, 2025 meeting.

Applicable Area

Citywide

Is this a “Residents Right to Know” item, Is this item related to a G.O. Bond
pursuant to City Code Section 2-17? Project?

Yes No

Was this Agenda Item initially requested by a lobbyist which, as defined in Code Sec. 2-481,
includes a principal engaged in lobbying?

If so, specify the name of lobbyist(s) and principal(s):
Department

Public Works

Sponsor(s)


https://www.miamibeachfl.gov/city-hall/city-clerk/meeting-notices/

Commissioner Tanya Bhatt

Co-sponsor(s)

Commissioner Joseph Magazine

Condensed Title

10:55 a.m. 2nd Rdg, Increase Water Impact/Sewer Impact Fees. (Bhatt/Magazine) PW

Previous Action (For City Clerk Use Only)

First Reading Public Hearing on 5/21/2025 - R5 V



ORDINANCE NO. 2025-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING CHAPTER 110 OF THE
CODE OF THE CITY OF MIAMI BEACH ENTITLED "UTILITIES,"
AMENDING ARTICLE IV, ENTITLED "FEES, CHARGES, RATES AND
BILLING PROCEDURE,"” BY AMENDING SECTION 110-167 THEREOF,
ENTITLED "WATER IMPACT FEE"; BY AMENDING SECTION 110-169
THEREOF, ENTITLED "SEWER IMPACT FEE"; AND FURTHER,
AMENDING APPENDIX A OF THE CITY CODE, ENTITLED "FEE
SCHEDULE," TO INCREASE THE WATER IMPACT FEES AND SEWER
IMPACT FEES IMPOSED BY THE CITY PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 110-
167, 110-169, AND APPENDIX A; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION;
REPEALER; SEVERABILITY; AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Miami Beach owns and operates utility systems that provide
essential water and sanitary sewer services to residences and businesses, and that operate 24
hours per day and 365 days per year; and

WHEREAS, the operational and financial sustainability of the utility systems is vital to the
public health and safety of the City's residents; and

WHEREAS, the City has constructed water and sewer infrastructure to support and
provide water and sewer capacity to meet both current demand and future growth within the
City's utility service area; and

WHEREAS, water and sewer impact fees, which are assessed as “connection fees’
based on the size of the meter, can be used to fund growth-related capital projects and growth-
related debt service; and

WHEREAS, Section 163.31801, Florida Statutes (the “Florida Impact Fee Act”), imposes
specific requirements on the adoption, collection, and use of impact fees; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 163.31801(12), Fla. Stat., the Florida Impact Fee Act
does not apply to water and sewer connection fees; and

WHEREAS, the City's water and sewer connection fees were last adjusted in the 1990s
and have not been increased to reflect the City's current costs of providing water and sewer
capacity to growth; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 110 of the Code of the City of Miami Beach (“City Code”), entitled
"Utilities" and Appendix A to the City Code establish the City's potable water rates for all water
users; the sanitary sewer rates for all sanitary sewer users except sewer rates for wholesale
customers established through contract; and the stormwater rates for all users of the stormwater
system; and



WHEREAS, through a formal procurement process, the City retained the firm of
GovRates, Inc. (GovRates) to assist in the determination of revised water impact fees and sewer
impact fees, including connection fees; and

WHEREAS, GovRates has recommended updated impact fees to fairly reflect the City's
current costs of providing water and sewer capacity to growth and has also recommended
periodic reviews of the impact fee amounts; and

WHEREAS, the recommended impact fees for water and sewer, which are assessed as
“connection fees,” are competitive with those charged by other Florida local governments; and

WHEREAS, the City seeks to amend Chapter 110 and Appendix A to codify the
GovRates recommendations; and

WHEREAS, at its February 21, 2025 meeting, the Finance and Economic Resiliency
Committee recommended approval of the GovRates recommendations; and

WHEREAS, on March 19, 2025, the City Commission approved accepting the
recommendation of the Finance and Economic Resiliency Committee to increase the City's
water impact fees and sewer impact fees; and

WHEREAS, the amendments set forth below are necessary to accomplish the above
objectives.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA:

SECTION 1. That Chapter 110 of the Miami Beach City Code entitled “Utilities,” Article 1V,
entitled “Fees, Charges, Rates and Billing procedure,” at Section 110-167, entitled “Water
impact fee,” and Section 110-169, entitled “Sewer impact fee,” are hereby amended as follows:

CHAPTER 110
UTILITIES

ARTICLE IV. Fees, Charges, Rates and Billing Procedure.

Sec. 110-167. Water impact fee.

(a) There is hereby imposed upon all new connections to the water system and upgrades fo
meter sizes a one-time water impact fee. Such water impact fee shall be assessed as a
connection fee based on the size of water meter serving such premises as set forth in
appendix A.

(b) The water impact fee shall be due and payable at the time of issuance of the initial building
permit for the premises or upon submittal of the application to the public works department.



(c) All water impact fees collected shall be deposited into the city's water impact fee subaccount
within the water and sewer impact fee account. The moneys on deposit in the water impact
fee subaccount, together with investment earnings thereon, shall be used by the city only in
accordance with the provisions of applicable law.

(d) The city manager or their designee has the authority to determine the applicable water
connection fee imposed pursuant to this section for each particular property based on the
adopted fee amounts, the intent of the fee, and the customer's specific configurations or
circumstances.

(e) The amount of, and methodology used, to calculate, the water connection fee imposed
pursuant to this section shall be reviewed by the city manager at least once every five years
to ensure that the fees remain cost-based.

Sec. 110-169. Sewer impact fee.

(a) There is hereby imposed upon all new connections to the sewer system or upgrades to water
meter sizes a one-time sewer impact fee. Such sewer impact fee shall be_assessed as a
connection fee based on the size of water meter serving such premises as set forth in
appendix A.

No sewer impact fees shall be charged for water meters used strictly for irrigation or other
purpose that does not generate wastewater returned to the sanitary sewer system.

(b) The sewer impact fee shall be due and payable at the time of issuance of the initial building
permit for the premises.

(c) All sewerimpact fees collected shall be deposited into the city's sewer impact fee subaccount
within the water and sewer impact fee account. The moneys on deposit in the sewer impact
fee subaccount, together with investment earnings thereon, shall be used by the city only in
accordance with the provisions of applicable law.

(d) The city manager or their designee has the authority to determine the applicable sewer
connection fee imposed pursuant to this section for each particular property based on the
adopted fee amounts, the intent of the fee, and the customer's specific configurations or
circumstances.

(e) The amount of, and methodology used, to calculate, the sewer connection fee imposed
pursuant to this section shall be reviewed by the city manager at least once every five years
to ensure that the fees remain cost-based.

SECTION 2. That Chapter 110, “UTILITIES," Article IV "Fees, charges, rates and billing
procedures,” in APPENDIX A is hereby amended asfollows:
APPENDIX A
FEE SCHEDULE
110- Water Annual
167(a) | impact Adjustment
fee, Fee (References
assessed Effective shown are
asa Upon defined at
connection Approval the end of




fee based this
on the per Appendix A)
meter size
in inches:
% $155.00 | $1.,630.00 N/A
% 230.00 N/A N/A
1 385.00 4.075.00 N/A
1% 775.00 8.150.00 N/A
2 1,240.00 | 13,040.00 N/A
3 2,480.00 | 26,080.00 N/A
4 3,875.00 | 40,750.00 N/A
6 7,750.00 | 81,500.00 N/A
8 12,400.00 | 130,400.00 N/A
10 187.,450.00 N/A
12 350,450.00 N/A
Larger G.00 N/A
than-8
inches,
based-en
relative
meler
.
110- Sewer Annual
169(a) | impact fee, Adjustment
assessed as (References
a shown are
connection defined at the
fee based Fee end of this
on the per Effective Appendix A)
meter size Upon
in inches: Approval
78 $235.00 | $2.030.00 N/A
Y 350.00 N/A N/A
1 585.00 5,075.00 N/A
1% 1,175.00 | 10,150.00 N/A
2 1,880.00 | 16,240.00 N/A
3 3,760.00 | 32.480.00 N/A
4 5,875.00 | 50,750.00 N/A
6 11,750.00 | 101.500.00 N/A
8 18,800.00 | 162.400.00 N/A
10 233,450 N/A




12 436,450 N/A

SECTION 3. REPEALER.

All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith be and the same are hereby
repealed.

SECTION 4. SEVERABILITY.

If any section, subsection, clause or provision of this Ordinance is held invalid, the
remainder shall not be affected by such invalidity.

SECTION 5. CODIFICATION.

It is the intention of the Mayor and City Commission of the City of Miami Beach, and it is
hereby ordained that the provisions of this ordinance shall become and be made a part of the
Miami Beach City Code. The sections of this ordinance may be renumbered or re-lettered to
accomplish such intention, and the word "ordinance" may be changed to "section," “article," or
other appropriate word.

SECTION 6. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Ordinance shall take effect ten days following adoption, and the revised impact fee
rates shall be applied to all bills rendered on or after the effective date.

PASSED and ADOPTED this day of , 2025.

ATTEST:

Steven Meiner, Mayor

Rafael E. Granado, City Clerk APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
LANGUA ND FOR EXECUTION
Underline denotes additions f

Strikethrough denotes deletions <
415 |2c2s

(Sponsored by Commissioner Tanya K. Bhatt) City Artforney }\)L Date




SECTION 2:
Water and Sewer Impact Fees




Civy of Miaini Beach, Florida

SECTION 2:

WATER AND SEWER
IMPACT FEES

2-1: Background on Water and Sewer Impact Fees

Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

The purpose of Impact Fees is to assign the proportionate share of growth-related capital costs
to new customers benefiting from such additional costs. This practice has been referred to as
"growth paying its own way" without existing user cost burdens.

The initial precedent for Impact Fees in Florida was set in the Florida Supreme Court decision
Contractors and Builders Association of Pinellas Authority v. The Authority of Dunedin, Florida. In
this case, the Court's ruling found that an equitable cost recovery mechanism, such as Impact
Fees, could be levied for a specific purpose by a Florida municipality as a capital charge for
services. On June 14, 2006, new Impact Fee legislation became effective as Chapter 2006-218,
Laws of Florida, and was later incorporated in Section 163.31801 of the Florida Statutes. These
new Impact Fee laws, which were labeled as the "Florida Impact Fee Act,” recognize that Impact
Fees are an important source of revenue for a local government to use in funding the
infrastructure necessitated by growth. The Florida Impact Fee Act has subsequently been
amended in May 2009 with Florida House Bill 227, in July 2019 with Florida House Bill 207, and
in June 2021 with Florida House Bill 337. The act states that an Impact Fee adopted by ordinance
of a county or municipality, or by resolution of a special district, must meet the following
minimum requirements:

e The Impact Fee must be calculated based on the most recent and localized data.

e The local government must provide for accounting and reporting of impact Fee collections
and expenditures in a separate accounting fund.

e The local government must limit administrative charges for the collection of Impact Fees to
actual costs.

e The local government must provide notice no less than 90 days before the effective date of
an ordinance or resolution imposing a new or amended Impact Fee. However, a county or
municipality is not required to wait 90 days to decrease, suspend, or eliminate an Impact Fee.

e Thelocal government may not require payment of the Impact Fee before the date of issuance
of the building permit.

e TheImpact Fee must be reasonably connected to, or have a rational nexus with, the need for
additional capital facilities and the increased impact generated by the construction.
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City of Miami Beach, Florida Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

e The Impact Fee must be reasonably connected to, or have a rational nexus with, the
expenditures of the revenues generated and the benefits accruing to the new construction.

e The local government must specifically earmark revenues generated by the impact fees to
acquire, construct, or improve capital facilities to benefit new users.

e The local government may not use revenues generated by the impact Fees to pay existing
debt or for previously approved projects unless the expenditures are reasonably connected
to, or have a rational nexus with, the increased impact generated by the new construction.

The Florida Impact Fee Act also states:

"In any action challenging an impact fee, the government has the burden of proving by a
preponderance of the evidence that the imposition or amount of the fee meets the requirements
of state legal precedent or this section. The court may not use a deferential standard."”

Florida House Bill 337 added the following Impact Fee increase limitations:

e An increase in the Impact Fee of not more than 25% must be implemented in two equal
annual increments.

e Anincreaseinthe Impact Fee greater than 25% but not more than 50% must be implemented
in four equal installments.

e AnImpact Fee increase may not exceed 50% of the current fee.

¢ AnImpact Fee may not be increased more than once every 4 years.

HOWEVER, a local government can increase impact fees beyond the phase-in limitations if:

e A demonstrated needs study has been completed within the past 12 months that expressly
demonstrates extraordinary circumstances necessitating the need to exceed the phase-In
limitations.

e The local government holds two publicly noticed workshops dedicated to the extraordinary
circumstances.

e The Impact Fee increases is approved by at least a two-thirds vote of the governing body.

Legislation added in 2024 requires that local governments must ensure that "the calculation of
the impact fee is based on a study using the most recent and localized data available within 4
years of the current impact fee update. The new study must be adopted by the local government
within 12 months of the initiation of the new impact fee study if the local government increases
the impact fee."

However, the Florida Impact Fee Act also states that "This section does not apply to water and
sewer connection fees." Based on legal opinions that we have received, many provisions of the
Florida Impact Fee Act —including the increase limitations — are not applicable to water and sewer
impact fees. According to the legal opinions:

2-2



Ciry of Mizami Beach, Florida Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

Impact Fees have been defined as "scheduled charges applied to new development to generate
revenue for the construction or expansion of capital facilities located outside the boundaries of
the new development (off-site) that benefit the contributing development." Ronald H.
Rosenberg, The Changing Culture Of American Land Use Regulation: Paying For Growth With
Impact Fees, 59 S.M.U. L.Rev. 177, 206 (Winter 2006) (citing James C. Nicholas, Arthur C. Nelson
& Julian C. luergensmeyer, A Practitioner's Guide to Development Impact Fees 1-2 (1991)).

“"Impact fees, which include connection fees, are the method by which a new user of a
municipally-owned water or sewer system pays his or her fair share of the costs that the new use
of the system involves." See Contractors & Builders Ass'n v. City of Dunedin, 329 So.2d 314
(Fla.1976).

"A connection fee is generally considered to be a type of impact fee charged by utility companies
for initiating new service." See, e.g., Save Our Septic Sys. Comm., Inc. v. Sarasota Cnty., 957 So0.2d
671 (Fla. 2d DCA 2007); City of Zephyrhills v. Wood, 831 So.2d 223, 224 (Fla. 2d DCA 2002).

The Florida Impact Fee Act legislation was apparently written based upon a particular jurisdiction
which referred to their water and sewer Impact Fees as "water and sewer connection fees" but
the intent was to exempt water and sewer Impact Fees regardless of what they are called.

Based on Florida statutory and case law, certain conditions are required to develop a valid Impact
Fee:

1. The Impact Fee must meet the "dual rational nexus" test. First, Impact Fees are valid when
areasonable impact or rationale exists between the anticipated need for capital facilities and
the growth in population. Second, Impact Fees are valid when a reasonable association, or
rational nexus, exists between the expenditure of the Impact Fee proceeds and the benefits
accruing to the development from use of those proceeds.

2. The system of Impact Fees and related charges should be set up so that there is not an
intentional windfall to existing users.

3. The Impact Fee should only cover the capital cost of construction and related costs
(engineering, legal, financing, administrative, etc.) for capital expansions or other capital
requirements to serve growth. Expenses for rehabilitation or replacement of a facility
benefiting the existing customers (e.g., replacement of a capital asset) or an increase in the
level of service should be borne by all users of the facility (i.e., existing and future users to
the extent that capacity is available in such facilities to serve growth). Similarly, increased
expenses due to operation and maintenance of that facility should be borne by the existing
users of the utility and are not a cost component of the derivation of the Impact Fees.

4. AnImpact Fee resolution or ordinance should be maintained that explicitly restricts the use
of Impact Fees collected and requires Impact Fee revenue to be set aside in a separate



City of Miami Beach, Florida Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study
account. Separate accounting must be made for those funds to ensure that they are used
only for the lawful purposes described above.

The courts, recent legislation, and industry practices have addressed three areas associated with
the development of Impact Fees. These areas include i) the "fair share” concept relating to
payment of the fee by the affected property owners; ii) the "rational nexus" concept, which
focuses on the expenditure or purpose of the fee; and iii) the consideration of credits that
recognize appropriate fee offsets {e.g., grant-funded infrastructure).

The fair share concept addresses the fact that the fee can only be used for capital expenditures
attributable to new growth. The fee cannot be used to finance level of service deficiencies or
the replacement of existing facilities required to provide services to the existing system users.
Typical industry practices also allow for establishing different fees for different classes of
customers and the ability for the payment of a reduced impact fee if applicants can demonstrate
that their development will have smaller impact (or capacity need resulting in a lower allocated
capital requirement) than assumed in the fee determination. Additionally, the fair share concept
recognizes that the cost of facilities used by both existing customers and new growth must be
apportioned between the two user groups such that the user groups are treated equally, and
that one group does not intentionally subsidize the other.

The rational nexus concept requires that there be a reasonable relationship between the need
for capital facilities and the benefits to be received by new development for which the fee will
be expended or applied. The City's existing infrastructure and the corresponding financing and
management of such infrastructure is on a system-wide basis. As such, the Impact Fees were
calculated on a System-wide basis. The second nexus condition recognizes that the property
must receive a benefit from the public services for which the fee is being applied. The water and
sewer facilities are used by and are constructed on behalf of all the property within the City's
service area and benefit both residential and commercial customers. As such, all new growth
requesting capacity from the utility system is subject to the application of the Impact Fees.

Credit or fee offsets recognize that credits should be applied to an Impact Fee if an agency has
received property in the form of cost-free capital or if there is a specific revenue (e.g., taxes)
that will be used for the growth-driven capital expenditures for which the impact fee was
designed. Examples of cost-free capital include grants, property contributions by developers,
infrastructure funded from external sources (assessments), and other sources that provide
funds toward the capital expenditures for which the impact fee was designed to recover. These
credits allow for the recovery of costs to serve new development through impact fees net of
such cost-free capital. The calculated water and sewer Impact Fees recognize the above-
referenced issues.
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City of Miamj Beach, Florida Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

2-2: Existing Water and Sewer Impact Fees

The City’s existing water and sewer Impact Fees are based on meter size and were adopted by
the City Commission on May 17, 1995 pursuant to Ordinance No. 95-2990 for water and
Ordinance No. 95-2991 for sewer (the "Impact Fee Ordinances”). The Impact Fees have not been
adjusted for 30 years.

The City's water and sewer impact fees recover the cost of transmission capacity. Separate
impact fees are paid to Miami-Dade County for water and sewer treatment capacity. The current
impact fees are summarized in the following Exhibit 2-1.

Exhibit 2-1: Existing Water and Sewer Impact Fees

All Customer Classes - City Portion Only

ize (In
5/8" $155 $235 $390
3/4" 230 350 580
1" 385 585 970
15" 775 1,175 1,950
2" 1,240 1,880 3,120
3" 2,480 3,760 6,240
4" 3,875 5,875 9,750
6" 7,750 11,750 19,500
8" 12,400 18,800 31,200

2-3: Water and Sewer Level of Service Requirements

In the evaluation of the capital facility needs for providing water and sewer utility services, it is
critical that a level of service ("LOS") standard be developed. Per Section 163.3164(28) of the
Florida Statutes, the "level of service" means "an indicator of the extent or degrees of service
provided by, or proposed to be provided by a facility, based on and related to the operational
characteristics of the facility." A level of service indicates the capacity per unit of demand for
each public facility or service. Essentially, the level of service standards are established in order
to ensure that adequate facility capacity will be provided for future development and for
purposes of issuing development orders or permits pursuant to Section 163.3202(2)(g) of the
Florida Statutes.
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City of Miami Beach, Florida Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

For water and wastewater service, the level of service that is commonly used in the industry is
the amount of capacity (service) allocable to an ERC expressed as the amount of usage (gallons)
allocated. This allocation of capacity would generally represent the amount of capacity allocable
to an ERC, whether or not such capacity is actually used (commonly referred to as "readiness to
serve"). As previously mentioned, an ERC — sometimes known as an equivalent residential unit
(ERU) or equivalent dwelling unit (EDU) — is representative of the capacity allocated to provide
service to a typical individually-metered single family residential account. This class of users is
usually the largest number of customers served by a public utility such as the City's, and such
customers generally have the lowest level of usage requirements for a specifically metered
account.

Since Miami-Dade County provides the City's water supply and sewer treatment, GovRates
developed proposed Impact Fees for the City assuming the County's level of service standard of
210 gallons per day for units under 3,001 square feet.

2-4: Existing Water and Sewer Utility Assets in Service

In the determination of the Impact Fees associated with serving future customers, any excess
capacity of the existing utility system available to serve such growth should be considered. Since
this capacity is available to serve the near-term incremental growth of the utility system, it would
be appropriate to evaluate the capacity availability of such facilities. In order to evaluate the
availability of the existing utility assets to meet future capacity needs, the existing utility assets
were reviewed and assigned to functional categories. The functionalization of the existing utility
assets is necessary to identify those assets that should be included in the determination of the
capacity charges.

The functional cost categories are based on the purpose of the assets and the service that such

assets provide. The following Exhibit 3-2 contains a summary of the functional cost categories for
the utility assets considered in a typical impact fee analysis:
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Exhibit 2-2: Water and Sewer Utility Asset Categories

Supply Treatment General Assets {equipment,
vehicles, etc.)
Treatment, Transmission, Effluent / Reclaimed Water
and Storage
Distribution Transmission and Major
Pumping Stations
Fire Hydrants Collection (includes local
lift stations, manholes, and
laterals)

Meters and Services

Supply, treatment, and disposal costs are not applicable to the City's impact fees since these
functions are provided by Miami-Dade County. Generally, the costs of onsite facilities which serve
a specific development or customer such as water distribution and wastewater collection lines,
meters and services, and fire hydrants are usually i) donated by a developer as part of the City's
utility extension program (a contribution of the plant); ii) recovered from the individual
properties through an assessment program based on those properties which receive special
benefit from such facilities or from the application of a main line extension fee to recover the
specific cost of such facilities; or iii) funded from the customer directly (e.g., by a "front-foot"
charge where the on-site lines were initially financed by the utility and then paid by the customer
or an installation charge to recover the cost of a new service line and/or the meter).

The City provided GovRates with reported utility asset information that served as the basis of the
functionalization of the existing utility assets. Table 2-1 at the end of this section provides a
summary of the functionalization of the existing utility assets-in-service for the System. This
information represents the most current information available relative to the assets that can

serve the existing and near-term future customer base of each utility system.
2-5: Additional Water and Sewer System Capital Investment

The City’s capital improvement program (CIP) through the Fiscal Year 2034, as prepared and
estimated by the City staff and its Consulting Engineers, outlines a number of capital
improvements for the water and sewer systems. These capital projects include i) upgrades of
existing assets to accommodate new and existing customers; and i) replacements of existing
assets or projects which generally benefit current users of the System.

Tables 2-2 and 2-3 at the end of this section show the capital costs included in the impact fee

caleulations. No amounts associated with departmental capital outlay were included.
Departmental capital outlay is the ongoing replacement of vehicles, equipment, machinery,
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computers, furniture, and other assets that generally have relatively short average service lives
(e.g., five years). These amounts are typically considered or classified as general plant and are
funded on a "pay-as-you-go" basis through the annual user rate revenues of the System.

Based on our understanding of the fair share apportionment rule identified by case law, only
backbone transmission costs were recognized in the water and sewer Impact Fee calculations.
General transmission and distribution / collection project costs were not recognized because
they i) generally are not system-wide costs (i.e., distribution / collection project costs tend to
benefit specific customers); ii) in many instances, are funded by a specific charge applied to a
customer {e.g., line extension charges, etc.); and iii) are usually contributed to the City as part of
the development process {e.g., it would not be equitable for a developer who has contributed
the distribution / collection assets to pay an Impact Fee which includes recovery of
distribution/collection projects).

2-6: Water and Sewer System Impact Fee Calculations

The water impact fee calculations are shown in Table 2-4 at the end of this section, while Table
2-5 shows the sewer impact fee calculations. The calculated Impact Fees are shown in the
following Exhibit 2-3:

Exhibit 2-3: Existing and Proposed
Water and Sewer Impact Fees Per ERC

Water $155 $1,630
Wastewater 235 2,030
Total $390 $3,660

ERC = Equivalent Restdential Connection

As shown in the preceding table, both the water and sewer Impact Fees are proposed to increase.
The City now has a higher cost per unit of capacity than what was calculated 30 years ago due to
inflation, new treatment technology, increased government regulations, and changing capital
needs.

2-7: Water and Sewer Impact Fee Comparisons

In order to provide additional information to the City regarding the existing and calculated Impact
Fees, a comparison of the existing and calculated fees for the City with those of other Florida
jurisdictions was prepared. Table 2-6 and Figure 2-1 at the end of this section provide a
comparison of the City’s existing and proposed Impact Fees charged to single family residential
connections (i.e., one ERC) with the fees or comparable charges currently imposed by other
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municipal/governmental water and sewer systems located in southeast Florida. Figure 2-1 shows
a graphical representation of the comparison. For comparison purposes, the Miami-Dade County
treatment component has been added to the City's existing and proposed Impact Fees, which
represent a transmission component. It is important to note that the methods used in the
development of the water and wastewater impact fees imposed by other jurisdictions may vary.
Moreover, no analysis has been performed to determine whether 100% of the proportionate
cost of new facilities is recovered from system Impact Fees, or some percentage less than 100%
with the balance recovered through the user charges. Additionally, the types of capital facilities
currently in service or planned for the utility may have a material effect on the impact fee charged
by a local government. For example, wastewater effluent disposal utilizing a deep injection well
system generally has a higher capital cost per unit of capacity than use of a surface water
discharge such as an outfall to a bay or river. The capital costs associated with constructing
reverse osmosis water treatment facilities, which treat brackish water, are higher than those of
lime softening facilities, which treat freshwater.

Some reasons why Impact Fees differ among utilities include:

e Source and quality of raw water supply.

® Proximity to source of supply.

e Type and complexity of treatment process.

e Effluent disposal method.

e Density of service area.

e Availability of grant funding to finance capital assets / CIP.
e Age of system.

e Utility life cycle (e.g., growth-oriented vs. mature).
o Level of service standards.

e Administrative policies.

e Time of last impact fee review.

As shown in Table 2-6 and Figure 2-1, the calculated Impact Fees for the City are comparable with

the fees charged by the surveyed utilities. It should be noted that many of the utilities in the
comparison have not updated their fees for many years.
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Table 2-4

City of Miami Beach, Florida

Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

Development of Water Svstem Impact Fee

Description Amount

Major Transmission System: [1]

Existing Facilitics [2] 75,437,017

Additional Costs Capitalized to Plant in Service [3] 206,502,573

Less Anticipated Retirements [4] (24,939,212)

Less Grant Funds and Other Contributions (4] (521,724)
Major Transmission Facility Costs 256,478,654
Estimated Capacity-Total Service Area (MGD) (Average Daily Flow) [5] 33.000
ERC Factor - GPD [6] 210
Estimated ERCs served by Transmission Facilities [5] 157,143
Basc Ratc per ERC of Major Transmission Facilitics 1,632.14
Capital Financing Recovery - Transmission Component 0.00
Rate per ERC of Major Transmission Facilities 1,632.14
Ratc Adjustment -
Total Rate per ERC After Rate Adjustment 1,632.14
Rounded Rate per ERC 1,630.00
Cost Per Gallon 7.762

MGD = Million-Gallons-Per-Day
ERC = Equivalent Residential Conncection
GPD = Gallons Per Day

Footnotes are on following page.
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Table 2-4

City of Miami Beach, Florida
Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

Development of Water Svstem Impact Fee

1

121

13

{4

[

E)

Amounts do not include the estimated costs of retail on-site capital expenditures such as meters, hydrants, services, and
on-site (local) distribution utility plant facilities or general plant assets (vehicles, equipment, etc.) or general transmission
lines; such costs are: 1) generally provided by the developer or owners of property which specifically benefit from such
facilities; or ii) funded by a separate and distinct fee (e.g., meter installation charge).

Amount derived from Table 2-1, Linc 849; reflects cost of water transmission and storage utility plant n scrvice.
Amount derived from Table 2-3, Line 12; reflects net recogmized additions to the water transmission facilities where applicable.

Amount derived from Table 2-3, Line 12 and reflects esimated transmussion fixed asset retirements due to imposition.
of the capital improvement plan of the City's utility system.

Reflects total estimated system capacity for the {orecast period for the water service area based on capacity planning
estimates. Amount calculated as follows:

Amount
Existing Capacity (MGD-ADF) 33.000
Assumcd ERC Factor (Gallons Per Day Per ERC) 210
Total Estimated ERCs Available to be Served 157,143

The level of service factor for a water ERC reflects capacity requirements expressed on an average daily flow basis; the assumed
factor of 210 gallons per day per ERC is based on review of historical flow data and current Miami-Dade County level of service
standards.
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Table 2-5

City of Miami Beach, Florida
Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

Development of Sewer System Impact Fee

Description Amount

Major Transmission System: [1]

Existing Facilities [2] $ 88,812,584

Additional Costs Capitalized to Plant in Service |3) 266,519,428

Less Anticipated Retirements [4] (32,187,417)

Less Receipt of Grant Funds and Other Contributions [4] (1,967,028)

Total Major Transmission Facility Costs $ 321,177,567
Estimated Capacity-Total Service Area (MGD) (Average Daily Flow) [5] 33.173
ERC Factor - GPD [6] 210
Estimated ERCs served by Transmission Facilities [5] 157,968
Base Rate per ERC of Major Transmission Facilities S 2,033.18
Capital Financing Recovery - Transmission Component 0.00
Rate per ERC of Major Transmission Facilities S 2,033.18
Rate Adjustment -
Rate per ERC of Major Transmission Facilities After Rate Adjustment 2,033.18
Rounded Rate per ERC $ 2,030.00
Cost Per Gallon S 9.667

MGD = Million-Gallons-Per-Day
ERC = Equivalent Residential Connection
GPD = Gallons Per Day

Footnotes are on following page.
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Table 2-5

City of Miami Beach, Florida
Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

Development of Sewer Svstem Impact Fee

Footnotes:

(11 Amounts do not include the estimated costs of retail on-site capital expenditures such as manholes, local lift stations,
service laterals, and on-site (local) collection utility plant facilities or general plant assets (vehicles, equipment, etc.) or
general transmission lines; such costs are i) generally provided by the developer or owners of property which
specifically benefit from such facilities: or ii) funded by a separate and distinet fec (c.g , sewer tap charge).

2

Amount derived from Table 2-1, Linc 849; reflects cost of sewer ission and master ing station utility
plant in service.

[3] Amount shown derived from Table 2-3, Linc 30; reflects net recognized additions to the sewer transmission facilitics
where applicable.

(4] Amount derived from Table 2-3, Line 30 and reflects estimated transrmission fixed asset retirements due to imposition of the
capital improvement plan oi’the City's utility system.

[5] Reflects total estimated capacity for the forecast period for the sewer service area based on capacity planning
estimates. Amount calculated as follows:
Amount
Existing Capacity (MGD-ADF) 33.173
Capacity to Bc Added During Forccast Period: 2022- 2026 (MGD-ADF) -
Total Projected Capacity Needs 33.173
Assumed ERC Factor (gallons per day per ERC) 210
Total Estimated ERCs Available to be Served 157,968
[6] The level of service factor for a sewer ERC reflects capacity requirements expressed on an average daily flow basis; the assumed

[actor of 210 gallons per day per ERC is based on review of historical flow data and current Miami-Dade County standards.
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Table 2-6
City of Miami Beach, Florida

Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Rate Study

Comparison of Impact Fees Per
Equivalent Residential Connection (ERC) for Water and Sewer Service

[11 Amounts reflect fees for a typical single fammly residential unnt (i.c . one ERC) and are effective i January 2025,

121

[ncludes current Miami-Dade County impact fees for treaiment capacity

2-31

Line Tmpact Fee Per ERC [1]
No. Description Water Wastewater Combined
City of Miami Beach, Florida
1 Existing Impact Fees Per ERC [2] $ 447 1,411 1,858
2 Proposed Impact Fees Per ERC [2] 1,936 3,262 5,198
Other Florida Utilities
3 City of Boynton Beach $ 1,571 931 2,502
4 Broward County 1,590 2,010 3,600
5 City of Cooper City 1,316 2,201 3,517
6 City of Coral Springs 1,487 1,487 2,974
7 City of Dania Beach 1,557 725 2,282
8 Town of Davie 3,050 2,920 5,970
9 City of Delray Beach 788 1,084 1,872
10 City of Fort Lauderdale 1,977 1,888 3,865
11 City of Hallandale Beach 1,318 1,672 2,990
12 City of Hollywood 1,130 2,130 3.260
13 City of Lake Worth Beach 3,659 2,483 6,142
14 City of Margate 1,995 3,350 5,345
15 Miami-Dade County 292 1,176 1,468
16 City of Miramar 4,350 4,370 8,720
17 Palm Beach County 2,720 1,980 4,700
18 City of Pembroke Pines 2,900 2,709 5,609
19 City of Plantation 2,349 1,942 4,291
20 Seacoast Utility Authority 1,500 1,200 2,700
21 City of Sunrise 1,500 1,350 2,850
22 City of Tamarac 1,700 2,200 3,900
23 City of West Palm Beach 2,150 2,100 4,250
24 City of Wilton Manors 696 2,441 3,137
25 Other Florida Utilities' Average S 1,891 2,016 3,907
26 Minimum 292 725 1,468
27 Maximum 4,350 4,370 8,720
Footnotes’
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