
 
 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES PUBLIC MEETING 
 
Meeting date: August 3, 2022 
Time:   6 p.m. 
Location:  533 E. Waterworks Dr., St. George, UT 84770 
Participants: Board members including Ed Bowler, Kress Staheli, Victor 

Iverson, Kevin Tervort & Michele Randall. Board members 
Adam Bowler and Chris Hart were not present. District staff 
including Zach Renstrom, general manager; Mindy Mees, 
secretary; Jodi Richins, general counsel; Brie Thompson. 
associate general manager; Corey Cram, associate general 
manager; and Karry Rathje, communications and government 
affairs manager. Other meeting attendees are noted on the 
attached sign-in sheet. 

 
 
Washington County School District presentation on water conservation 
 
Robert Parr, Energy Education Specialist for the Washington County School 
District (WCSD) shared information on recent water conservation efforts. WCSD 
has been in the top 20 percent of water users in the county over the last few years, 
so the team conducted water audits on 61 buildings to identify use reduction 
opportunities. Audits included identifying non-functional grass for removal, 
monitoring/adjusting irrigation practices, eliminating leaks, and making other 
efforts to reduce water use. WCSD has reduced its water use by 23% in 2021 when 
compared to 2020. 
 
Update on Impact Fee Facilities Plan and Analysis drafting status  
 
Aaron Anderson with Bowen Collins & Associates gave a preliminary overview of 
the state-required Impact fee Facilities Plan (IFFP) & Impact Fee Analysis (IFA). 
The IFFP identifies the level of service, system capacity excess, and additional 
capacity needed to serve projected growth. 



The IFA identifies the anticipated impacts of the new development on the system 
and estimates a proportionate share of the project costs to determine the impact fee 
amount, in accordance with state law.  
 
In 2017, the district’s level of service was 0.89 acre feet per Equivalent Residential 
Connection (ERC). The proposed level of service in the 2022 draft plan is 0.59 
acre feet per ERC to accommodate current water conservation goals.  
 
A summary of current projects was discussed, with estimated costs and 
construction timelines.   
 
 
Grass rebate discussion  
 
Karry Rathje provided information related to the grass rebate program, which was 
included in the district’s updated 2021 Water Conservation Plan. In 2022, state 
legislators appropriated $5 million to fund a statewide grass removal program. The 
Utah Division of Water Resources is determining the program requirements and 
processes, with an anticipated launch this fall. Rebates are anticipated to be issued 
in the amount of $1.25 per square foot on a first-come, first-served basis.  The 
district will be responsible for some cost sharing (estimated 50% match) and local 
program management. District leadership is reviewing the district’s budget to 
allocate program funds in the proposed amount of $3 million in addition to 
administrative costs. More information will be forthcoming as the state finalizes 
program details.  
 
Consider approving agreement for Warner Draw Watershed supplemental work 
plan  
 
NRCS is considering projects that include improving drainage in the Washington 
Fields area updating the Hurricane Canal Company irrigation system and making 
other needed system improvements. An agreement was signed, but activities were 
delayed due to covid. Because this agreement expires at the end of this year, a new 
agreement will need to be signed.  
 

Michele Randall moved to approve agreement for Warner Draw 
Watershed supplemental work plan. The motion was seconded by Kevin 
Tervort, and all voted aye. 



 
Consider approving P-Cards for employees Justin Hudspeth, Brandon Robinson, 
John Riggins & Scott McLaws  
 
New district employees working at the water treatment plant and in the field will 
need P-cards for purchases.  
  

Victor Iverson moved to approve P-Cards for new employees Justin 
Hudspeth, Brandon Robinson, John Riggins & Scott McLaws. The motion 
was seconded by Michele Randall, and all voted aye. 

 
Consider approving amendment to Government Consulting Agreement (assigned 
to Hartman Management Group) 
 
Hartman Management Group will be providing government consulting services for 
the district under an agreement assigned to them by Finlinson & Finlinson, PLLC. 
The amendment reduces the fees compared to the prior agreement, which will be a 
savings for the district. 

 

Victor Iverson moved to approve the amendment to Government 
Consulting agreement to Hartman Management Group. The motion was 
seconded by Kevin Tervort, and all voted aye. 

 
 
Project status reports: 

               
Ash Creek Pipeline  
 
Pipeline installation is underway and has been completed from the Leap Creak 
and South Ash areas to Pintura. Currently working on pressurized irrigation in 
Pintura. The project is on schedule.  
 
 
 
 
 
 



Toquer Reservoir 
 
The district is actively seeking experts (three professional consultants) to serve 
on the committee for dam review. Construction should start this fall.  
                 
 Cottam Tank 
 
Sub-grading work and foundation liner has been installed. Wadsworth 
Construction is on schedule. 
 

Manager’s report  
 
Zach reported on precipitation and soil moisture. The monsoon rains are helping 
with the soil moisture, which is important for runoff in the spring. If the soil is 
moist, the water from the snowpack flows into the rivers. Local reservoir storage is 
doing well, with the exception of Enterprise.  
 
 
Consider approving of July 6, 2022, Board of Trustees’ meeting minutes  

 
Kress Staheli made a motion to approve the Board of Trustee Meeting 
minutes from the July 6, 2022, board meeting. Michele Randall seconded 
the motion, and all voted aye. 

 
Request for a closed session to discuss litigation 
 

Victor Iverson made a motion to adjourn the public meeting to a closed 
session to discuss litigation. Kevin Tervort seconded the motion, and a roll 
call vote was taken as follows: 

Michele Randall  Yes 
Kress Staheli  Yes 
Victor Iverson  Yes 
Ed Bowler   Yes  
Kevin Tervort  Yes 
 
Adjourn to close session 

 
At the end of the closed meeting, a motion was made as follows: 
 



Kevin Tervort made a motion to adjourn the closed session and return to 
the public meeting. Michele Randall seconded the motion, and a roll call 
vote was taken as follows: 

Michele Randall  Yes 
Kress Staheli  Yes 
Victor Iverson  Yes 
Ed Bowler   Yes  
Kevin Tervort  Yes 

 
 
The meeting was adjourned upon motion.  
 
 
 

                                                               _______________________________ 

                                             Mindy Mees, Secretary  
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WASHINGTON COUNTY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT

ENERGY PROGRAM

ELECTRICAL USAGE 2010

32,357,153 KWH

ELECTRICAL USAGE 2021

32,206,967 KWH
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MEET THE ENERGY TEAM

• ROB PARR

• CLINT HANSEN

• SHIRL ROBINSON

YOU CAN’T MANAGE WHAT YOU DON’T MEASURE!

• 61 Buildings

• 5,258,423 Square Feet

• 767.7 Acres

WATER CONSERVATION
• Washington County Water Conservancy District

• We are in the top 20% water users in the county.

• Watering best practices
• Start by watering one day and increase days as temperature increases.

• Be Water Wise!
• Check campus and building daily for leaks, puddles, and wet or dry areas!
• Energy Team has started auditing all campuses.

• 4 leaks were found on the 1st day alone!

SINCE 1ST MEETING WITH WCWCD

• Awareness

• Water Audits

• Certifications

• Irrigation Technicians

• Custodians

• Looking for areas to remove non-functional turf.
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WATER USAGE

2010 2020 2021

322,854 KGAL 434,798 KGAL 335,373 KGAL

Over 23% savings in 2021 over 2020!

Let’s Keep Up The Good Work!
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ENERGY PROGRAM SAVINGS!
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QUESTIONS?

The cheapest unit of energy 
is the one that is never used!

PRELIMINARY DRAFT | FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY

Identifies the level of service, 
excess system capacity, and 

required new system capacity to 
meet needs of growth.

IMPACT FEE 
FACILITIES PLAN 

(IFFP)

IMPACT FEE 
ANALYSIS

(IFA)

Calculates the allowable 

impact fee.

Note: Items presented in this presentation are preliminary and subject to change.  
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0.89
ACRE-FEET 

PER ERC

0.59
ACRE-FEET 

PER ERC

Level of Service
Established in 2017 IFFP/IFA

Level of Service
Proposed for New Development

Note: Level of service is enforced through conservation ordinances and excess water use surcharges.
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Currently Allocated Excess Supply Demand

EXISTING WATER SUPPLY VS. DEMAND

Proposed New Projects
PROJECTS YEAR
Cottam Well No. 3 2022
Sand Hollow Well 7 2023
Cottam Wells 3 MG Tank 2023
Sand Hollow North Dam to West Dam Pipeline 2023
Sand Hollow Well 15 2024
Sand Hollow 2 MG Tank 2024
Quail Creek to Cottam Pipeline and Pump Stations, Phase 1 2024
Quail Creek WTP 80 MGD Expansion 2025
Quail Creek WTP Ozone Project 2025
Quail Creek 10 MG Storage Tank 2025
Regional Pipeline to Sand Hollow Pump Station 2025
Additional Water Rights in Quail Pipeline 2025
Ash Creek Pipeline/Toquer Reservoir Project 2025
Sullivan Wells Project (Wells, pipelines, storage tank) 2026
Sullivan Wells Tank 2026
Toquerville Springs to Cottam Pipeline Pump Station 2028
Cove Reservoir Project 2030
Lake Powell Pipeline 2035

PLANNED WATER SYSTEM FACILITIES
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Currently Allocated Excess Supply Planned Local Supply Demand

EXISTING WATER SUPPLY & PROPOSED 
LOCAL SUPPLIES VS. DEMAND
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Projected Demand vs. Future Facilities
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Currently Allocated Excess Supply Planned Supply Demand

PLANNED AVAILABLE WATER SUPPLY
IMPACT FEE 

QUALIFYING COSTS
YIELD 

(ACRE-FEET)

Total Cost of Supply Facilities $2,098,068,591 88,041

Cost of Existing Excess Capacity in Supply Facilities $8,866,147 652

Cost of New Supply Facilities $2,089,202,444 87,389

Cost of Supply Facilities per Acre-Foot $23,831 

Acre-Foot per ERC 0.59

Cost of Supply Facilities per ERC at 0.59 Acre-Feet per ERC $14,060 

CALCULATION OF IMPACT FEE

IMPACT FEE 
QUALIFYING COSTS

YIELD 
(ACRE-FEET)

Total Cost of Supply Facilities $2,098,068,591 88,041

Cost of Existing Excess Capacity in Supply Facilities $8,866,147 652

Cost of New Supply Facilities $2,089,202,444 87,389

Cost of Supply Facilities per Acre-Foot $23,831 

Acre-Foot per ERC 0.59

Cost of Supply Facilities per ERC at 0.59 Acre-Feet per ERC $14,060 

Cost of Supply Facilities per ERC at 0.89 Acre-Feet per ERC $21,209

Cost of Supply Facilities per ERC at 0.59 Acre-Feet per ERC, Excluding LPP (6-Year Planning Window) $35,300

CALCULATION OF IMPACT FEE Projected Demand vs. Future Facilities

$14,060 

$21,209 

$35,300 

0.59 Acre-Feet per ERC 0.89 Acre-Feet per ERC 0.59 Acre-Feet per ERC,
Excluding LPP (6-Year Planning)

IMPACT FEE COMPARISON
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QUESTIONS & 
ANSWERS

INFORMATION PRESENTED BY: 
AARON ANDERSON, P.E. 

BOWEN COLLINS & ASSOCIATES
AANDERSON@BOWENCOLLINS.COM

Grass Rebate Program
Board of Trustees Meeting  |  Karry Rathje   |  August 3, 2022

Background

2021

• WCWCD updates water 
conservation plan, includes 
grass rebate program

2022

• Utah state legislature allocated 
$5 million for a statewide grass 
rebate program

• Anticipated launch Fall 2022

Draft State 
Program 
Process & 
Requirements 

State is planning to accept 
applications to areas that have 
grass rebate programs in place 

Applications would be 
approved on a first‐come,     
first‐ served basis 

District is responsible for 
managing the program locally
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District Action Items

Researching

Programs in other 
markets

Developing

Requirements and 
processes

Lobbying

Authorize rebates 
for government 
entities and to 
eliminate state tax 
on issued rebates

Funding

Reviewing district 
budget for funding 
options

Anticipated Process

• Process application; confirm eligibility 

• Perform site visit

• Approve program participation; explain process, timeline and requirements 

• Verify project completion; ensure compliance with all requirements

• File a conservation easement on property

• Issue rebate

Funding 

• State anticipated to require 50% cost share

• Proposing $3 million in district funds

• $1.25 per square foot proposed 

• Fund removal of 4.8 million square feet of grass

• Save approximately 134 million gallons of water 
annually in perpetuity 

• $125,000 – in district administrative costs 

• Employee salary, vehicle, computer, website 
development, rebate management software etc.

Next Steps 
Anticipate additional program 
details and discussion as state 
defines the program and local 
district requirements

33 34
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Board Meeting
August 2022
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