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      Like any government service, funding for transportation is 
complex and its sources vary. The Utah Department of 
Transportation (UDOT) is charged with the maintenance, 
operation, construction of state highways; and in some 
circumstances, distribution of funds for maintenance of local 
roads. 
      Your Taxpayers Association believes that good transportation 
infrastructure is critical to economic growth. Commerce requires 
roads that effectively transport goods and people from where 
they are to where the market will pay for them. 
      With a budget of $1.65 billion appropriated in Fiscal Year (FY) 
2019, with approximately $600 million coming from the state’s 
general fund, it’s important to know how our roads are funded.  
      Since 1961, the Utah Constitution has provided that the 
proceeds of any tax, fee, and other charges related to the 
operation of motor vehicles on public highways must be used for 
highway purposes, with few exceptions. 
      These taxes and fees include the motor fuel tax (gas tax), the 
special fuel tax, and motor registration fees. 
      UDOT receives its funding from two primary funds, into 
which these (and other) taxes and fees are deposited. More than 
50% of Utah’s transportation revenues come from the 
Transportation Fund, and the Transportation Investment Fund of 
2005. While these two funds primarily receive revenues from the 
same sources, the                                              (continued on page 3) 
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We’re On the Road! 

Your Taxpayers Association is heading to St. George to meet with 
taxpayers in southern Utah, and you’re invited!  

In the Taxpayers Association recent Cost of City Government 
report, St. George was ranked 8th highest in the state by the 
amount of taxes and fees collected annually ($814).  

Join us for a public meeting at 6 p.m. at the St. George Library 
(88 West 100 South) to hear about tax issues, and to share your 
opinions on Utah’s tax reform efforts.   
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My Corner: Working Across Factional Lines  
to Get the People’s Work Done 

1

      In his new book Conscience 
of a Conservative, U.S. Senator 
from Arizona Jeff Flake 
describes the gridlock that has 
paralyzed Congress and the 
White House and is preventing 
passage of consensus legislation 
to address America’s most 
vexing problems. In a mea 
culpa chapter Senator Flake 
tells of his own mistakes of 
being an ideologue seeking a 
perfect voting record rather 

than working to solve America’s problems. He speaks of 
his own no vote on TARP in 2008 while he privately 
hoped it would pass to prevent a collapse of the 
American banking system and global economic 
depression. (Interestingly, the impending collapse was 
due in great measure to Washington politicians’ 
demands for relaxed mortgage qualifications for too 
many homebuyers who were not credit-worthy.) 
      Through a series of experiences and honest 
introspection Senator Flake has became convinced that 
true conservatives are not simply the party of “no” but 
work across the aisle to achieve results that may not 
always be ideal, but work. 
      In 2013 Flake was part of a bipartisan group of 8 
Senators – four Democrats and four Republicans named 
pejoratively the Gang of Eight – who worked for months 
on comprehensive immigration reform. In June 2013 
their immigration bill passed the Senate with a strong 
majority, 68-32 but House Speaker John Boehner refused 
to allow the measure to be considered in the House. 
      With his 6-month deadline for the cancellation of 
President Obama’s DACA (Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals) order, President Trump has now 
put the immigration ball in the court of the United States 
Congress where it belongs. Congress simply must end 
the dysfunctional culture of lose-lose that has existed for 
too many years. If Congress fails to act, deportation of 
more than 800,000 undocumented persons who were 
brought here as young children will occur. While they’re 
addressing DACA, congress should pass comprehensive 
immigration reform. They should start with the measure 
developed by the Gang of Eight. 
Utah an Example to the Nation 
      Fortunately the Utah Legislature is not dysfunctional 

Association President 
Howard Stephenson 
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like Washington. In fact, more than 9 out of 10 bills 
passed have broad bi-partisan support. The fact that 
Democrat Senator Karen Mayne (D-West Valley City) 
passed the second highest number of bills is solid 
evidence that the super-majority Republican Utah 
Legislature tends to weigh issues based on their 
merits, not the party of the sponsor.  
      This is not to say the Utah Legislature is always 
fair or even rational. For example, when it comes to 
resolving the gross inequities of per student funding 
between school districts described in this issue, the 
Utah legislature has suffered similar dysfunctions as 
Washington. Last legislative session, the Utah Senate 
passed a long-term solution to the gross financial 
inequities created by previous legislatures, inequities 
that currently give one school district thousands of 
dollars more per student than another school district.     
However, when the measure was to be considered by 
the House, members of House leadership kept taking 
the bill off the priority lists sent by Senate leadership.      
As a result of game-playing, the bill died at midnight 
on the final night of the session as it was being 
debated. The bill is being prepared again for the 2018 
General Session by Senator Lincoln Fillmore but now, 
most disappointing is the fact that officials from the 
most underfunded school districts are not supporting 
the legislation unless it is funded through a tax 
increase. These school board members and 
superintendents refuse to advocate for their students, 
their teachers, and their taxpayers even though 
legislators are working to end the inequities.     
Legislature Turns to Tax Reform 
      The Utah Legislature is now studying significant 
tax reform with the hope that we can secure the 
state’s economic future by eliminating taxes on 
business inputs, and making Utah more competitive 
in business income taxes and streamlining the tax 
system for both taxpayers and tax administrators. We 
have a unique opportunity to set a course for greater 
economic prosperity to all Utahns, but there may be 
too many factions looking out for their own 
immediate interests instead of the long-term interests 
of all.  
      What the tax reform legislation must accomplish 
is to get factions to give up what they never thought 
they would give up in order to get something of 
greater value that they never thought they would get.  



 

 

September 2017 Volume 42 Issue 9 
 

3 www.utahtaxpayers.org 

 

2

(continued from page 1) Transportation amount differ 
significantly. 
Transportation Fund 
      The Transportation Fund (TF) revenue is used 
exclusively for highway purposes, as prioritized by the 
Utah Transportation Commission. This commission 
meets regularly to determine and order greatest 
transportation infrastructure needs in the state. The 
Transportation Fund primarily funds maintenance 
projects on state highways. 
      This fund is financed heavily by the gas taxes paid 
at the pump. In FY 2016, 75% of revenue deposited in 
the TF was from gas taxes (more on that later). TF is 
also funded by sales taxes (9%), motor vehicle 
registration fees (8%), and permits/fees (8%). 
      The Transportation Fund is largely expended in the 
transfer to other sources, including local B&C roads, as 
well as some deposits into the Transportation 
Investment Fund of 2005. 
      In fact, more than 44% of the money in the TF was 
transferred out in FY 2016. The remaining is used for 
operations, management, construction and other 
support services. 
Transportation Investment Fund of 2005 
      Prior to 2005, general fund appropriations were the 
original funding sources and were designated to be 
used by UDOT to pay the costs of maintenance, 
construction, reconstruction, or renovation to state and 
federal highways prioritized by the Transportation 
Commission through the prioritization process for new 
transportation capacity projects. This is also known as 
the TF. 
      After 2005 and the creation of the Transportation 
Investment Fund of 2005 (TIF), this fund became an 
easier way for UDOT to make capital improvements to 
state highways. 
      Contrary to the Transportation Fund, 75% of TIF 
revenue came from sales taxes, and only 13% from the 
gas tax. 
      However, the funding of the TIF, which again more 
directly pays for roads, is funded through general sales 
taxes. It is estimated that UDOT receives roughly $600 
million from the state’s general fund, rather than 
relying on Utah drivers to pay for the maintenance of 

3

the roads. 
Sales Taxes 
      Generally, using sales tax to pay for roads is poor 
policy. Your Taxpayers Association has long held 
that it is best to keep the connection between the 
thing being taxed and how government uses the tax 
as close as possible. In prior years, the Legislature 
has created sales tax earmarks for transportation, 
without regard to possible consequences of such 
actions. 
      Placing sales taxes into road funding is an easy 
out to increasing road funding without technically 
calling for a direct tax increase. In a growing 
economy, the state collects much more sales tax than 
when the economy is soft. Rather than allowing that 
growth in the sales tax to be appropriated during the 
legislative process, the Legislature statutorily places 
(earmarks) sales tax into roads. Then when the 
economy softens, it essentially creates a parachute 
for roads, which requires even more substantial cuts 
to other critical state programs.   
Local Option Sales Taxes 
      While we’re on the topic, some organizations 
have suggested, and even gone so far as to place 
local option sales taxes for transportation funding on 
the ballot. These decisions, they argue, allow for 
taxpayers to place an increase on themselves rather 
to pay for the funding of their roads or other 
transportation infrastructure. 
      Your Taxpayers Association strongly opposes 
these types of taxes. This practice moves away from 
user fees and is unsound tax policy. A general sales 
tax on all goods and services is not directly 
connected to transportation system use.       
Transportation costs are already embedded in the 
current price of goods and services. Those who use 
the roads should pay for the roads directly. Using 
general taxes for specific uses moves away from a 
user fee. 
      First, the patchwork of sales tax it creates 
between cities and counties allows for the 
competition for retail using public dollars between 
entities. Cities have created redevelopment areas 
using taxpayer dollars specifically in order to lure 

3

      I encourage all to follow the work of the Revenue & 
Taxation Committee as it is holding extra meetings 
during the legislative interim to craft the reform 

4

legislation.  You can sign up to receive notices of all 
committee meetings and materials here. 
 

Users, Not Sales Taxes, Should Fund Utah’s Highways 

https://le.utah.gov/asp/interim/Commit.asp?Year=2017&Com=INTREV
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retail to their city to expand their property tax base. The 
lack of a uniform sales tax rate between neighboring 
entities only encourages this sort of misuse of taxpayer 
dollars.   
      Second, transportation infrastructure is necessary for 
the overall success of the state. Each and every Utahn 
benefits from a strong transportation funding to provide 
them goods, and get us to and from our employment, 
furthering a continued successful economy in the state. 
      For transportation, we’re all in this together in order 
to literally keep the state moving. 
Gas Taxes 
      Most people would assume that the taxes we pay at 
the gas pump funds our transportation infrastructure on 
both a state and local level. For many years, this has been 
true. However as we learned, general sales taxes are used 
to pay for infrastructure, through the use of earmarks 
and local option sales taxes. 
      Since the federal government built the interstate 
highway system in the 1950s, the gas tax has been the 
staple of transportation funding. 
      Utah’s current gas tax has two components; the 
federal gas tax is 18.4 cents per gallon, and the state 
motor vehicle fuel tax is 29.4 cents per gallon, for a total 
gas tax of 47.8 cents per gallon. The federal gas tax has 
not been raised since 1993, while Utah’s was last raised 
during the 2015 Legislative Session. 
      Prior to 2015, Utah policymakers wrestled with the 
difficulty of capturing inflation as gas and construction 
prices increase, shrinking the buying power for 
maintenance and building of new transportation 
infrastructure. 
      The 2015 solution, which raised the gas tax by a 
nickel, includes an indexing formula, which allows for 
the recapture of inflation as the price of a gallon 
increases. 
      This is only a short-term solution, however. The 
structure of the gas tax has some very serious problems. 
As vehicles become more fuel efficient, people driving 

1

      This op-ed originally appeared in the August 5, 2017 
edition of the Deseret News. This was authored by Utah 
Taxpayers Association Vice President Billy Hesterman. 
You can access the original op-ed here.  
      “A longstanding principle of the Utah Taxpayers 
Association is if a service can be found in the yellow 
pages, then government shouldn’t be providing it. We 
have seen far too many times where government 
attempts to compete with the private sector and ends 
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need less gas to travel the same distance. Even if we 
continue to drive the same distance this year as we 
have, the state will have less gas tax money to pay 
for road maintenance and operations. 
What’s Next? 
      In meetings throughout 2017, the Transportation 
Governance and Funding Task Force has been 
looking at these funding issues, including sales 
taxes, utility fees for local transportation 
infrastructure, and others. One of the ideas that is 
being discussed heavily is the idea of each road user 
paying for each mile traveled. This is called road 
usage charge (RUC), or vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT). 
      Carlos Braceras, Executive Director for UDOT, 
explained that vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is a 
more stable funding mechanism in the long run.       
Under a VMT plan, vehicles would pay for the wear 
and tear on roads in a more equitable fashion, rather 
than on fuel consumed. This becomes even more 
attractive as the federal government continues to 
increase miles-per-gallon standards for new 
vehicles. One thing is certain, these issues need to be 
resolved sooner than later. Consistent and reliable 
funding for transportation infrastructure is critical 
to the economic growth of Utah. 
     The task force members, UDOT, as well as the 
Utah Taxpayers Association understand the 
challenges faced by such a project, including 
privacy concerns and administrative costs. 
However, if Utah is to maintain its transportation 
infrastructure into the next generation, it must be 
seriously considered by policymakers at all levels, 
as well as drivers. 
     Your Taxpayers Association continues to work 
with legislators and other groups to find a 
sustainable funding mechanism for Utah’s 
transportation infrastructure. 
 

Op-Ed: Stop Investing Taxpayer Dollars on a Failed Project 

2

up wasting taxpayer money. One prime example of 
this is the failed UTOPIA boondoggle that continues to 
plague the 11 cities that created the entity. 
      “On Aug. 14, the Utah Infrastructure Agency, 
which was created in 2011 to give UTOPIA more 
borrowing capacity, will vote on taking out a $13 
million bond to further build out the UTOPIA network 
in hopes of making the whole effort profitable. The 
vote will likely pass but the effort to make UTOPIA 

http://www.deseretnews.com/article/865686049/Op-ed-Stop-investing-taxpayer-dollars-on-a-failed-project.html
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Five School Districts Seeking 
Voter-Approved Bonds This Fall 

1

      Each year various school districts around the state 
turn to voters within their boundaries to approve 
bonds for school construction and repairs. If 
approved, payment for the bonds is done through a 
temporary property tax increase that lasts for a 
number of years. Once the bond has been paid off, 
taxes should decrease the same amount they were 
increased to pay for the bond.  
      Often times school districts claim approving a 
bond will result in no tax increase to its residents. 
This claim is made because, in many circumstances, 
the school district has aligned its proposed bond to 
replace an expiring bond that was approved years 
prior. Taxpayers would see a decrease in their 
property taxes if the old bond was allowed to be 
retired and another bond was not approved. Districts 
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have found this to be a political tactic to maintain their 
funding level for construction and repair costs. This 
practice also ensures that the tax rate for bonds remain 
constant and do not rise or fall as bonds are retired or 
taken out.  
     Your Taxpayers Association has met with a number 
of school districts this year advising them on their 
proposals. This has given us the opportunity to 
suggest changes to the proposals and to give feedback 
on the impact to taxpayers. Here is a roundup of some 
of the proposals that will be considered this 
November on Election Day:  
Granite School District 
      Granite is seeking a bond worth $238 million. The 
impact of the bond is expected to be $190.69 on a 
residential property worth $259,900. The impact on 

3

and UIA a success for taxpayers will never be realized. 
      “This attempt to continue to send money after a 
bad idea has to stop. The private sector is already 
providing the same service that can be obtained 
through UTOPIA and it is past time that the local 
governments that created this mess find a way out. 
      “Recently, the University of Pennsylvania released 
a study that examined 20 municipally owned fiber 
networks from across the nation; UTOPIA was 
included in the study. The report found that a majority 
of these networks struggle to recover the costs that 
were incurred to build them. It went on to show that of 
the 20 projects, only nine have had a positive revenue 
stream but that of those nine, five are generating 
returns so small that it would take more than 100 years 
for the project costs to be recovered. Only two of the 20 
networks are expected to earn enough to cover their 
project costs during the useful life of the networks. 
      “The Penn report went on to state that these 
government-owned ventures struggle to ever make a 
profit and put taxpayers in danger of seeing their local 
government increase debt, lose bond rating status and 
elected officials becoming distracted from other 
important issues because they are solely focused on 
the government’s fiber business. The report found that 
if UTOPIA continues in its current state, that the 
project will likely never turn a profit. It observed in a 
five-year span from 2010-2014 that the network only 
obtained 11,000 subscribers and that with a low 

4

subscription take the network was 
realizing less than $30 in revenue 
per household in the cities that 
make up UTOPIA. That is well 
below the $446 per household 
benchmark achieved by other 
projects that the report looked at. 
      “I am often asked why the Utah 
Taxpayers Association cares so 
deeply about the UTOPIA 
issue. One statement from the 
Penn report sums up why we 
have taken the position we have 
as the report states, “Many cities managing these 
projects have faced defaults, reductions in bond 
ratings, and ongoing liability, not to mention the toll 
that troubled municipal broadband ventures can take 
on city leaders in terms of personal turmoil and 
distraction from other matters important to citizens. 
City leaders should carefully assess all of these costs 
and risks before permitting a municipal fiber program 
to go forward.” 
      “The risks and consequences are too much for 
taxpayers to shoulder. UTOPIA and UIA officials 
should vote against the upcoming $13 million bond 
and start looking for new directions to take the 
network that will be beneficial for taxpayers instead of 
continually investing money into a sinking ship that 
will never be sea-worthy.” 
  
 

Association Vice 
President Billy 

Hesterman 
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Revenue and Taxation Interim Committee Discusses 
Eliminating Manufacturing Sales Tax Penalty,  
Reducing Corporate Income Taxes 

1

      The Legislature’s Revenue and Taxation Interim 
Committee considered two separate tax cuts for 
businesses that reside in the state during their work in 
August. The cuts are designed to keep Utah one of the 
most business friendly states in the nation and ensure 
that Utahns have high-quality, high-paying jobs.  
      On the Legislature’s regularly scheduled August 
interim day, the committee discussed Utah’s corporate 
income tax and how the tax burden can be diminished 
for many of Utah’s companies by having the state 
adopt an apportionment method known as single 
sales. Many Utah businesses are already required to 
calculate their corporate income tax in this method but 
key industries, such as mining and manufacturing 

2

which produce high wage jobs, are not allowed to 
calculate their income tax under this method. If the 
legislature were to move more industries in the state 
to this type of tax calculation, it would mean most 
Utah businesses would only have their income tax 
based on their sales that take place within the state 
and not on the other traditional business income tax 
factors, payroll and property.  
      It was explained to legislators on the committee 
that this change would serve as an economic 
enhancement for the state. While it would likely give 
a tax cut to many Utah businesses, it would also send 
the message to multi-state corporations who aren’t in 
Utah that if they put their payroll and capital 

3

businesses within the district is estimated to be $346.71 
of a property valued at $259,900. The bond is being 
used to rebuild Skyline and Cyprus High Schools. 
Revenues from the bond are also being used to jump-
start remodels on older existing structures within the 
district. The length of time to pay off the bond is 10 
years.  
Canyons School District 
     Canyons is asking voters to approve a $283 million 
bond. Without respect to retiring bonds, the impact of 
the bond is $118 a year to a residential residence 
valued at $373,000. The impact to businesses in the 
district would be $215 annually on a business property 
of the same value. The time to pay off the bond is 
expected to take 21 years. Canyons has structured the 
bond such that residents will not see an increase in 
their tax levy that pays for school district bonds as the 
new bond will replace bonds that the district is 
retiring. Revenue from the bond will go toward 
reconstruction of Brighton High School, Hillcrest High 
School and Union Middle School. Money will also go 
towards remodeling Alta High School among other 
construction projects across the district.  
Weber School District 
      Weber School district has placed a $97 million bond 
on the ballot. The bond would cost $41.54 annually on 
a residential property valued at $243,000. For 
businesses the cost is estimated to be $75.57 annually 
on a business property of $243,000. If approved, Weber 
School District plans to minimize the tax impact of the 
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bond by replacing retiring debt with this new debt. 
The expected debt service tax increase should be $0.00 
if all goes as planned for the district’s financing. The 
life of the loan is set for 21 years. Weber anticipates 
using the revenue to build two new elementary 
schools and rebuild Roy Junior High School.  
Ogden School District 
      Ogden School District is seeking a bond for $106.5 
million. The district also is planning to minimize 
impact of the bond taking out new debt as old debt is 
paid off. The net impact to the debt service levy for 
taxpayers is expected to be $0.00. The money will go 
towards building three new elementary schools.   
Morgan County School District 
      Morgan County School District is looking to build a 
new junior high and add to its high school with a $49 
million bond. If voters approve the 21-year-long bond 
taxpayers will see an increase of $524.88 for a 
residence valued at $300,000. Businesses will see an 
increase of $954.33 on a property of the same value. 
Morgan also is looking to retire bonds as it takes out 
this new loan. That will minimize impact of the bond 
as residential properties will only see an increase of 
$158.28 and businesses will see an increase of $287.78.  
      Additional bonds and tax increases are also being 
considered. A list of the increases will be included in 
the October issue of our newsletter. If you are aware of 
a tax increase proposal being placed on the ballot for 
this November please email us at 
taxwatch@utahtaxpayers.org.  
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investments in the state of Utah, their income tax 
burden will be lower than many other states. This 
would in-turn create more jobs for the state of Utah 
and allow Utah businesses additional funds to invest 
in their capital and employees.  
      While many on the committee appeared in support 
of the tax change, some lawmakers expressed concern 
about making tax cuts and shrinking the state’s $16 
billion budget. Sen. Jim Dabakis, D-Salt Lake City, 
argued that these kinds of cuts come at the expense of 
Utah’s education system as income taxes fuel Utah’s 
education fund. It was explained to the committee that 
decisions like this should not be seen as a zero sum 
game. Rather these types of decisions should be 
viewed as investments for Utah’s future. One Utah 
company explained that while it does receive the 
single sales apportionment already, its economic 
return to the state is more than $750 million, which is a 
significant amount greater than the tax cut it receives 
from Utah.  
      Legislators also discussed eliminating the sales tax 
penalty that Utah places on manufacturers and miners 
in the state during their all-day committee hearing 
held at the end of August.  
      Utah law currently penalizes manufacturers and 
miners by charging a sales tax on business inputs 
(tools or machinery used to create a final product) that 
last less than three years. Sound tax policy states that 
government should tax the final product and not the 
inputs. For example, government should not tax a 
farmer’s seed as that would only mean the farmer 
plants less seed and sells less product. If the farmer is 
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allowed to plant, grow and sell his crops as the market 
dictates and then pay the tax on the final product, 
economic principles would show that tax revenues 
would be higher because the farmer would be able to 
produce a greater final product.  
      One example given to legislators also demonstrated 
how this law discourages greater production in the 
state of Utah. One testifier to the committee explained 
that their company runs three shifts a day, seven days 
a week producing their products. Because of that 
decision, their parts need to be replaced more often 
than every three years, thus they are charged the sales 
tax. However, if the company only ran one shift a day 
for five days a week, then its parts would likely last 
longer than three years and they would not be forced 
to pay the sales tax on the tools and machinery used to 
create their final product. This example shows the 
exact problem with Utah’s current tax code. 
Government is now, unintentionally, punishing 
production. This tax should be eliminated and Utah 
businesses should use the market to dictate their 
production.  
     Your Taxpayers Association has been leading the 
discussion on these two business-related tax cuts. We 
have met with lawmakers on this issue and advocated 
for Utah decreasing its burden on Utah companies. A 
strong business environment will result in more 
success for the state of Utah and those who live and 
work here. We will continue to advocate for these 
proposals as the discussions continue throughout the 
year.  
 

 
Difference Between Highest and Lowest Per Pupil 
Spending is Nearly $14,000, New Report Shows 

1

      Utah’s public education funding system disparity 
continues to grow, according to the Utah Taxpayers 
Association’s 2017 School Spending Report. The School 
Spending report details school district and charter 
school spending during the 2015-2016 fiscal year.  
      The report outlines spending per student of 41 
school districts across the state, and the average charter 
school spending on different categories of school 
finance. The report also outlines the general tax rate 
and the assessed valuation per student for FY 2016.  
      The smallest school district by enrollment, Daggett 
School District with only 183 students in its system, 
spends nearly $20,000 per student, the highest amount 
spent in the state. In addition, Daggett also has the third 

2

lowest property tax rate in the state.  
      Jordan School District, on the opposite end of the 
spectrum and with roughly 51,000 more students 
than Daggett, spends $6,890 per student. The lowest 
per pupil spending in the state is Morgan School 
District, which spent $6,113 in FY 2016. 
      Park City School District property tax rates are 
half the average (0.002725) of the statewide rate 
(0.005480), and has an assessed valuation per student 
of more than $2.5 million, compared to the 41 district 
average assessed valuation per student of $618,081.  
      The difference between the highest per pupil 
spending and lowest in the state is $13,857. 
Meanwhile, the statewide average spending per 
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student, including charter schools, is $8,331.    
      An important factor in understanding some of the 
disparity between school districts’ per-student 
spending is the local property tax rates applied to the 
property tax base in each district. School districts with 
high property values per student (such as Park City, 
Grand, and Daggett) generate significantly more 
revenue from the local property tax levy than school 
districts with low assessed valuation per student (such 
as Nebo and San Juan school districts). 
      It is also important to note the calculation of 
secondary homes when comparing per student 
property valuation. State law requires that owners of 
secondary homes (cabins, vacation timeshares, etc.), to 
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be assessed at 100% of the property taxes of the value 
of home, as opposed to 55% for primary dwelling 
residences.  
      Park City School District, with high property 
values, receives 92% of its funding from local sources, 
whereas Piute School District with a low property tax 
base, is only able to provide 29% of its total revenue 
from local sources. 
      Your Taxpayers Association is working with the 
Legislature to address the inequitable funding by 
distributing the portion of the growth in income taxes 
for equalization of the local property taxes.  
      To view the 2017 School Spending Report, click 
here.  

 

Association Accomplishments During August: 

v Met with Granite School District to discuss a proposed bond 
v Met with Morgan School District to discuss a proposed bond 
v Published the 2017 Cost of City Government report 
v Attended “Our Schools Now” public forums 
v Attended legislative appropriations meetings  

 

In the News 

v Our Schools Now 
§ Our Schools Now Holds Reception in Salt Lake, Orem: Salt Lake Tribune 
 

v  Taxpayer Equality 
§ All Taxpayers Should Be Treated Equally: Salt Lake Tribune 

 
v Tax Increases, Etc. 

§ Cities Pad User Fees Instead of Raising Taxes: Salt Lake Tribune 
§ Federal Government Wants Financial Proof on Lake Powell Pipeline: Salt Lake 

Tribune 
	

http://www.utahtaxpayers.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/2017-School-Spending-Report.pdf

