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2021 Water Conservation Plan 

 Introduction 

Utah is the 2nd driest state in the nation, and the Uintah Basin is one of the driest regions in the State.  It 

is very important that water conservation efforts continue to be studied and explored.  It is 

recommended that Roosevelt City continue to monitor outdoor watering and offer continued education 

and be informative about water conservation efforts.  Through social media, newspapers, radio, and 

other means information should be provided to continue to educate the public about the importance of 

water conservation.   

The Roosevelt City 2021 Water Conservation Plan was developed as required by Utah Code Section 73-

10-32, and contains existing and proposed water conservation measures describing what will be done to 

help conserve water, and limit or reduce water use in the state in terms of per capita consumption.  In 

response to the rapid growth occurring throughout the State, coupled with multiple years of drought, it 

is imperative that Roosevelt City’s water needs are addressed and that supplies of water are guaranteed 

for future needs.  This report does show that there is evidence of water losses, and this plan will aid in 

reducing those losses as well as provide the City with a plan for water conservation to address its water 

needs now and in the future.  

A public hearing will be held with advanced public notice, to adopt or amend this water conservation 

plan. 

 System Information 

Roosevelt City Culinary System 

  

Culinary Water System No.:    07004 

 System Supervisor:    Ryan Clayburn 

 Address:     255 South State Street 

       Roosevelt, UT  84066 

 Phone:      (435) 724-0419 

 Source:      Durigan Springs Well (WS015) 

       Hayden Wells (2,3,4,5)  

(WS010, WS011, WS013, 

WS016) 

        Purchased Water from DCWCD 

Roosevelt City Secondary System 

 

 System Supervisor:    Ryan Clayburn 
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 Address:     255 South State Street 

       Roosevelt, UT  84066 

 Phone:      (435) 724-0419 

 Source:      Big Sand Wash Reservoir 

 Source Contact Info:    Moon Lake Water Users Association 

  General Manager:   Dex Winterton 

  Phone:     (435) 823-4174     

 Background  

Roosevelt is a City of over 7,000 residents located centrally in the Uintah Basin, midway between 

Duchesne and Vernal, at the junction of US Highway 40 and State Road 121. The City is at an elevation of 

5,250 feet. The City is near the Uintah and Ouray Reservation of the Ute Indian Tribe. Businesses in 

Roosevelt serve surrounding communities and agricultural areas in eastern Duchesne and western 

Uintah Counties. Agriculture and the oil industry form the basis of the regional economy. With Union 

High School, Uintah Basin Technical College (UBTech), and Utah State University-Uintah Basin, Roosevelt 

is also the educational center in the Uintah Basin. The City is also the home of the largest independent 

rural healthcare system in Utah, Uintah Basin Healthcare. 

Roosevelt City has operated a public water system for decades providing retail water to its residents and 

businesses for indoor, outdoor, commercial, institutional, and industrial uses.  The City also has an 

independently operated secondary water system for outdoor irrigation, however, it is estimated that 

approximately 65% of the population is not connected to this secondary system. 

 Description of Roosevelt City and Its Water System 

Roosevelt City’s water system provides culinary water for the City of Roosevelt and non-incorporated 

areas of Duchesne and Uintah Counties, including Hancock Cove and North Crescent.  The City is also a 

wholesale water provider to Neola Water Improvement District (“NWID”) and Cedarview/Montwell 

SSD(“CMSSD”).  The City receives its water from the Hayden Well fields, Durigan Springs Well fields, and 

by wholesale water from Duchesne County Water Conservancy District (DCWCD) through Victory 

Pipeline.  The well fields are located 10 to 13 miles north of the City.  The water from these wells is 

supplied through 24” and 20” pipelines running west along State Road 121 through Neola and then 

south along State Road 121 into Roosevelt City.  Water from Victory Pipeline goes through a 2 MG 

reservoir and connects to the City’s system on South Cove Road near 4700 West.  The current Roosevelt 

water service area is divided into multiple pressure zones. The City also supplies secondary pressurized 

irrigation water to large users and some portions of the City for residential outdoor irrigation.  The major 

users include the Golf Course, Constitution Park, Union High School, USU Uintah Basin Campus, 

Roosevelt Middle School, U.B. Medical Center, Duchesne County East Elementary School, LDS East Stake 

Center, Cemetery, and Old Mill Park.  The total service area of the City’s water system is almost 30 

Square miles. 
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The City also provides bulk water for purchase by contractors, oil and energy companies and residents to 

fill water trucks and tanks.  The City provides a 3 inch connection in the industrial area near 2000 West 

and Hwy 40, for this purpose. 

 

The City does occasionally allow oil and energy companies to purchase water from its system by means 

other than purchase at the fill station.  This is accomplished by pulling water from the City’s water lines 

at a approved locations. 

 

Even though Roosevelt City is located in a rural and open area of the State, its residents and leaders 

place a high value on open space.  Consequently, a substantial area of land in the City has been set aside 

for parks, cemetery, and an 18 hole golf course.  Much of the land located within the City boundaries 

was dry land with little agriculture and irrigated by water from the Dry Gulch Irrigation Company.  

Currently there is little irrigated agriculture acreage within the City. 

 

 Population 
Roosevelt City is presently receiving a significant portion of Duchesne County’s residential, commercial, 

and industrial growth.  This growth is causing changes in the way the land within the City limits is being 

utilized.  Through careful planning and efficient utilization of available water supplies increased needs 

can be met. 

The estimated population in 2017 was 6,843. This represents an increase of 797 over the population of 

6,046 reported in the 2010 Census, an increase of 13% or 1.88% annually.  In 2012, the Governor’s 

Office of Planning and Budget (GOPB) produced municipal population projections through 2060.  The 

annual growth rate from 2010 to 2040, was determined to be 1.1%, however, this rate of annual 

population increase is well below the growth rate of the City over the last 19 years, which ranges from 

1.88-2.8%.  For instance, the City grew by approximately 59 percent between 2000 and 2017, from a 

population of 4,299 residents to approximately 6,843 residents; an increase of 2.8% annually.  In 

addition, updated county-level projections produced by the Kem C. Gardner Institute in 2015 show a 

higher growth rate for Duchesne County overall.  

Population projections typically follow GOPB or some other governmental agency like an association of 

governments, to establish a population estimate over a certain planning period.  The resulting estimated 

population is analyzed and is used to determine water use projections.  In this case the City felt that the 

GOPB doesn’t fully represent what is likely expected over the next 40 years, which is evidenced by rates 

of increase between 1.88% and 2.8% during the last two decades.  For this reason, a growth rate of 

1.88%, at the request of the City, is used. 

These higher growth rates are used to allow the City to plan conservatively for future growth. These 

projections for Roosevelt and Duchesne County can be found in Table 1. 
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The retail population can differ from the actual population.  Normally, the retail population, or number 

of full-time household customers in a City’s water service area is the same as the population within a 

City’s municipal boundary, but in Roosevelt City’s case, it is different because it has many customers 

outside the City limits in the County’s jurisdiction.  The 2020 retail population is 8,550.  This number was 

obtained from Roosevelt City’s water use records. 

Table 1 Population Projections, 2010-2060 

 
2010 

Census 

2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050 2055 2060 

Roosevelt 

(GOPB) 
6,046 -- 7,407 -- 8,070 -- 8,358 -- 8,813 -- 9,512 

Roosevelt 

(1.88%) 
6,046 6,614 7,236 7,916 8,660 9,474 10,365 11,339 12,405 13,571 14,847 

Duchesne 

County 

(GOPB) 

18,607 -- 22,797 -- 24,836 -- 25,721 -- 27,123 -- 29,275 

Duchesne 

County 

(Gardner) 

18,607 20,821 22,653 24,277 25,422 26,596 27,893 29,178 30,259 31,205 32,154 
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Figure 1 Population Projections, 2010-2060 

 

To determine future impacts to the water system, it is estimated that the population will increase by 

almost 8,000, between 2021 and 2060, as illustrated in Figure 1.   

 Inventory of Water Resources 

As mentioned, Roosevelt City currently relies on water rights from the Hayden Wells, Durigan Wells, and 

wholesale water from Victory Pipeline for its water supply, but it also has water rights in the Hancock 

Cove and Campbell Wells; those wells are presently inactive.  The City also has a secondary system for 

outdoor watering that it gets from Big Sand Wash Reservoir.  In the past Roosevelt City residents and 

businesses used Dry Gulch C and K2 shares for a portion of their irrigation water; this is no longer the 

case.  Some customers that did use K2 traded in their water shares for Roosevelt Secondary from Big 

Sand Wash Reservoir, and now get discounted rates.  For example, if they wanted to be customers of 

Roosevelt City, instead of Dry Gulch, they were only inclined if their secondary usage rates didn’t go up.  

Water used by Roosevelt City that is obtained from Hayden Wells and Durigan Wells, have municipal 

water rights.  Water used by Roosevelt City from Victory Pipeline is wholesale water.  Water rights state 

the legal amount of water the City has the right to access.  State regulations require that the City’s water 

sources be legally and physically capable of meeting Peak Daily flows. Roosevelt City presently has 31 

approved water rights.  Twelve (12) of those rights are tied to the Hayden Wellfield and are highlighted 

in yellow in Table 2, four (4) of those rights are tied to the Durigan Springs Well and are highlighted in 
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blue, two (2) of those rights are tied to the Hancock Cove Well and are highlighted in pink, and thirteen 

(13) of those rights are tied to the Campbell Wells and are highlighted in green.  The 40 Year Water 

Rights Plan demonstrates that Roosevelt City will need all of its existing water rights by the year 2060, 

including those that are presently inactive. 

Table 2: Roosevelt City’s Water Rights 

 Water 

Right   

 Application/ 

Claim 

Number 

 Type/Status    Priority Date   
 Flow 

(cfs) 

Quantity 

(acft) 
 Source   

43-10495 A68337 Approved 11/3/1994   3.73 Underground Water Well 

43-10496 A68338 Approved 11/3/1994   3.73 Underground Water Well 

43-3035 A546 Certificated 9/27/1905 1.7 833.26 Uinta River 

43-3160 A7409 Certificated 2/20/1928 0.029 21.00 Blackhawk Spring 

43-3280 A15347 Certificated 7/9/1943 0.5 361.98 Underground Water Well 

43-3607 A32695 Certificated 2/8/1961 2 1,447.93 Underground Water Well 

43-7237 A39934 Certificated 4/28/1970 3 728.40 Underground Water Well 

43-7253 A41738 Certificated 8/30/1972 4 809.00 Underground Water Well 

43-7300 A42010 Water User's Claim 12/11/1972 3 1,273.39 Underground Water Well 

43-8369 A30461b Certificated 12/3/1958 1.59 480.00 Underground Water Well 

43-8370 A32113b Certificated 7/7/1960 3 803.64 Underground Water Well 

43-1111 A31879 Certificated 4/21/1961 0.156 112.92 Underground Water Well 

43-3396 A20609 Certificated 10/17/1951 0.022 15.90 Underground Water Well 

43-3409 A21747 Certificated 5/29/1951 0.849 614.65 Underground Water Well 

43-3512 A26133 Certificated 12/10/1954 3 2,171.90 Underground Water Well 

43-3581 A30216 Certificated 9/10/1958 1.923 480.00 Underground Water Well 

43-3880 U1657 Certificated 1/6/1936 0.033 23.89 Underground Water Well 

43-3881 U1658 Underground Water Claim 7/10/1929 0.067 48.42 Underground Water Well 

43-3882 U1659 Underground Water Claim 4/15/1934 0.076 54.92 Underground Water Well 

43-3883 U1660 Underground Water Claim 7/26/1914 0.036 26.03 Underground Water Well 

43-3884 U1661 Underground Water Claim 6/16/1934 0.223 161.16 Underground Water Well 

43-3889 U1874 Underground Water Claim 8/10/1929 0.045 32.58 Underground Water Well 

43-3890 U1875 Underground Water Claim 6/12/1926 0.06 43.36 Underground Water Well 

43-3891 U1876 Underground Water Claim 4/20/1927 0.134 96.84 Underground Water Well 

43-3892 U1877 Underground Water Claim 8/30/1930 0.011 7.95 Underground Water Well 

43-3893 U1878 Underground Water Claim 6/8/1929 0.056 40.47 Underground Water Well 

43-493 A28684 Certificated 11/10/1956 0.274 198.37 Underground Water Well 

43-495 A30994 Certificated 5/11/1959 0.602 435.00 Underground Water Well 

43-496 A30994 Water User's Claim 5/11/1959 0.602 435.00 Underground Water Well 

43-7655 A30461a Certificated 12/3/1958 1.77 720.00 Underground Water Well 

43-8799 A358 Certificated 1861 0.244 89.10 Underground Water Well 



 

7 | P a g e  

 

 Water Budgets 

A comparison of culinary water and secondary water inflows and outflows are shown in Figures 2 and 3.  

For the culinary side, wholesale water sold to CMSSD and NWID are not included in the values shown in 

the figure.  

On the Secondary side, reporting from the Utah Division of Water Rights only had retail use for years 

2019 and 2020.  Retail usage for years 2015-2018 was obtained from Roosevelt City officials.  

Distribution systems have inherent losses that are functions of the size of the pipe, joint construction, 

temperature, age of the system, calibration, reporting, and metering.  Roosevelt City data for culinary 

water use indicate that the 5 year average water loss is 10%.  Secondary loss is greater at 21% on 

average over the last 6 years, with a loss during 2020 of 26% with 1,361 AF taken from the source, but a 

retail use of only 1,007 AF.  As mentioned, these losses could be the result of a number of factors 

including meter reading frequency, calibration, percentage of residents with meters, etc. 

Figure 2: Culinary Water Budget 

 

Figure 3: Secondary Water Budget 
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Table 3 is a break down of culinary water use, that includes connections, and usage by residential, 

commercial, industrial, and institutional.  The table also contains total Estimated Equivalent Residential 

Connections (ERC). 

Table 3: Culinary Water Use Breakdown 

Retail Culinary Water Use Breakdown 

Year 
Retail 

ERC 

Total 

Res. 

Conn. 

Res. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Comm. 

Conn. 

Comm. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Ind. 

Conn. 

Ind. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Inst. 

Conn. 

Inst. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Use 

(AF) 

2015 2234** 2,225 951 496 4   0   0 955 

2016 3513* 2,319 720 289 397 113 33 26 27 1,177 

2017 3626* 2,322 874 287 510 113 40 26 173 1,596 

2018 4181* 2,312 826 284 510 101 413 28 166 1,915 

2019 5073** 2,345 739 291 401 108 299 30 160 1,599 

2020 5473** 2,372 867 293 504 107 461 30 168 2,001 

*From 2019 Master Plan Update         

**From Utah Division of Water Rights Calculations       

 

Table 4 shows the amount of water taken from each of the City’s culinary sources, over the past 6 years. 

Table 4: Culinary Source Inventory 

Roosevelt City Culinary Water Source Inventory 

Year 

Durigan 

Springs 

Well 

WS015 

(AF) 

Hayden 

Well No. 

2 WS010 

(AF) 

Hayden 

Well No. 

3 WS011 

(AF) 

Hayden 

Well No. 

4 WS 

013 (AF) 

Hayden 

Well No. 

5 WS016 

(AF) 

Purchased 

from 

DCWCD 

(AF) 

Source 

Totals 

(AF) 

Total 

Water 

Rights 

(Durigan 

and 

Hayden) 

(AF) 

2015 0 402 279 44 666   1,391 10,322 

2016 0 142 198 166 883   1,390 10,322 

2017 0 44 175 318 478 773 1,788 10,322 

2018 4 346 89 307 368 921 2,035 10,322 

2019 15 207 1 355 336 823 1,737 10,322 

2020 39 73 346 475 525 784 2,242 10,322 

 

As discussed in Section 6, “Inventory of Water Resources”, State regulations require that the City’s water 

sources be legally and physically capable of meeting Peak Daily flows.  Although the total volume water 
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rights exceed recorded usage, this doesn’t account for peak flows.  Roosevelt City’s 40 Year Water Rights 

Plan shows that by 2060, all of Roosevelt’s water rights will be required to meet Peak Daily flows. 

Table 6 illustrates the amount of retail secondary water used, along with the amount of water taken 

from the City’s secondary source from Big Sand Wash Reservoir. 

 

Table 5: Secondary Water Use Breakdown 

Retail Secondary Water Use Breakdown 

Year 

Total 

Res. 

Conn. 

Res. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Comm. 

Conn. 

Comm. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Ind. 

Conn. 

Ind. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Inst. 

Conn. 

Inst. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Agr. 

Conn. 

Agr. 

Use 

(AF) 

Total 

Use 

(AF) 

Taken 

from 

Source 

(AF) 

Source 

Capacity 

(AF) 

2015     0 0 0 0     0 0 880   1,500 

2016     0 0 0 0     0 0 964 1,024 1,500 

2017     0 0 0 0     0 0 1,055 1,172 1,500 

2018     0 0 0 0     0 0 923 1,500 1,500 

2019 729 959 0 0 0 0 8 411 0 0 1,369 1,369 1,500 

2020 742 470 0 0 0 0 8 537 0 0 1,007 1,361 3,000 

 

As will be discussed in the following section, only 35% of the City’s population has secondary water from 

Big Sand Wash Reservoir.  Before 2019, Roosevelt City was contractually allocated 1,500 ac-ft of water 

from Big Sand Wash Reservoir for secondary water use.  According to calculations, this amount of water 

will only provide secondary water to less then half of the residences and businesses.  The pipeline from 

Big Sand Wash Reservoir to Roosevelt was capable of delivering 3,000 ac-ft of water annually, but half of 

that was leased to the Division of Wildlife Resources.  The lease has since expired and not scheduled for 

renewal, so Roosevelt City now has 3,000 ac-ft of water from Big Sand Wash for secondary use.  Recent 

masterplans have included Capital Improvement Projects intended to utilize this water, and in an effort 

to conserve water, measures to expand the City’s secondary system is a goal included in this plan. 

 Present Water Use and Future Water Needs 
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Figure 4: Statewide Water Use 

 

With an estimated retail population of 8,550, the 2020 water use in Roosevelt City was approximately 

314 gpcd.  This included both indoor and outdoor water use from culinary and secondary sources; see 

Figure 7.  This is compared to the five year running statewide average of 238 gpcd.  This data was 

obtained from the State of Utah Division of Water Resources website.  As can be seen from Figure 4 the 

2019 statewide GPCD water use was down  

significantly as compared to the 5 year average.  This is likely an indication of the impacts from water 

conservation.   

 

As the population increases, and long-term droughts continue to become more common, water 

conservation will be required to allow for future water demands. 

 

35% of the City’s population gets secondary water from Big Sand Wash.  All customers who have 

Roosevelt City secondary water have a culinary water meter, so as discussed in the population section, 

there are no adjustments in retail population for culinary versus secondary. 

 

Retail Culinary Water Usage can be found in Figure 5, and Retail Secondary Water Usage is shown in 

Figure 6. 

 

 



 

11 | P a g e  

 

Figure 5: Retail Culinary Water Usage 

 

Figure 6: Retail Secondary Water Usage 
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Figure 7: Indoor and Outdoor Water Use  

 

 Water Problems, Conservation Measures and Goals 

a. Problems Identified 

The following lists some of the problems identified by the City during development of the water 

conservation plan: 

• Drought causing diminishing flows from City wells.  Several wells are experiencing lower 

flows and problems due to drought conditions. 

• Legal challenges to water production from surrounding property owners and the Ute 

Tribe may pose a limitation of source production for the Hayden and Durigan Well fields.  

• Meter accuracy.  Some secondary water supply is not metered and other supply meters 

need improved accuracy. 

• Culinary water used for irrigation.  Most City residents are presently not connected to the 

City’s limited secondary irrigation.  The City has 3,000 AF of available M and I water from 

Big Sand Wash Reservoir to supply water to all of its residents and businesses, and over 

time it plans to furnish secondary water pressurized irrigation (PI) to all users in the City 

as the PI system is constructed.  Metering and accurate PI water use will improve as the 

PI system is expanded to all users.  

• Loss of water. 

• Public awareness. 

 

100
123

167
200

167
209

92

101

110

96
143

105

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

A
v

e
ra

g
e

 w
a

te
r 

u
sa

g
e

 (
g

p
cd

)

Year

Water usage

Culinary (gpcd) Secondary (gpcd)



 

13 | P a g e  

 

b. Water Conservation Goals 

The following goals have been set to address some of the current issues: 

• Goal #1 - Reduce the City’s per capita water use by 15 percent in five years. This amounts to a 

reduction in per capita consumption of almost 50 gpcd, and would help meet the projected 

water need for the next five years.  To accomplish this goal, the City would employ the following 

BMP’s 

o Organize committee that includes designated Water Conservation Coordinator, Public 

Works Director, City Council Member, to help research, coordinate, create, and 

implement public information drives, water conservation programs, and incentives 

o Notify residents of high water use. 

o Perform agency water system audit and implement latest technologies to establish a 

more accurate leak detection program. 

Table 6 will help track the success of these goals through the implementation of the BMP’s 

 

Table 6: BMP Implementation Status 

BMP Description 
Implemented 

(Y/N) 

If Yes, Date 

When 

Implemented 

If No, Anticipated 

Implementation 

Date 

1 

Organize committee that includes designated Water Conservation 

Coordinator, Public Works Director, City Council Member, to help 

research coordinate, create, and implement public information drives, 

water conservation programs and incentives.       

2 Notify residents of high water use.       

3 
Perform agency water system audit and implement latest technologies to 

establish a more accurate leak detection program.       

 

Table 7 can be used as a mechanism that allows the City, from its water use records, to 

summarize its average per capita use by recording it annually, and in turn calculating the 

percentage increase or decrease to analyze water conservation trends. 

 

Table 7: 5-Year Per Capita Water Use 

Year 

Water 

Use 

(gpcd) 

Increase/ 

Decrease in 

Usage (%) 

Goal 

(gpcd) 

2020 314     

2022       

2023       

2024       

2025       

2026     267 
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There are also worksheets to assist in water savings for each water conservation measure 

located in Appendix B of this report. 

• Goal #2 - Expand the City’s Secondary water system to cover 75 percent of all non-culinary 

water usage by 2030, and develop secondary water use accounting methods.  This will extend 

the life of the culinary water supply by many years. 

• Goal #3 - Rehabilitate current wells and rehabilitate old ones to meet current and projected 

culinary water needs.  This will also allow the City to better meet its needs during drought 

conditions.  This should be taken into action with in the next ten years. 

• Goal #4 - Evaluate existing supply meters and repair or replace as needed, and install secondary 

supply meters.  This will allow the City to better evaluate water usage and track conservation 

goals.  This should be done within the next three years. 

• Goal #5 - Conduct line loss leak detection studies for all transmission pipelines.  This study should 

be conducted on various lines annually. 

• Goal #6 – Continue the replacement of aged and undersized distribution pipelines.  City 

budgeted replacement projects are completed by the City Water Department and includes the 

replacement of aged service lines and meters when undertaken.  This should be reviewed at the 

end of each fiscal year and implemented based on budget. 

• Goal #7 - Adjust water rates if residents do not comply with water conservation measures.  This 

is an ongoing evaluation and should be taken into action immediately if necessary. 

• Goal #8 – Hold a public hearing at City Council, with advanced public notice, every five years to 

discuss a formal adoption of the water conservation plan.  A copy of the minutes from the public 

hearing shall become an Appendix to this plan. 

• Goal #9-Implement a notification procedure to deliver the water conservation plan to the media 

and to the City Council.  The notification procedure shall become an Appendix to this plan, and 

should be accomplished within the next two years. 

• Goal #10-Provide information regarding residential and commercial landscapes that require less 

water to maintain.  This should be done via flyers and should be accomplished within the next 

five years. 

• Goal #11- Encourage conservation by the public.  Advertisement of public information regarding 

more efficient use of water, including public education programs, customer water use audits, 

and water savings demonstrations.  With increased public awareness, water conservation 

opportunities will gain support.  This should be taken into action within the next ten years. 

• Goal #12-Rebates to customers to encourage the implementation of more water efficient 

measures or less water use.  This should be taken into action within the next ten years. 

• Goal #13-Use City and DCWCD water efficiently by waterwise practices, minimizing water loss, 

tracking conservation progress.  Evaluate and discuss within the next five years. 

• Goal #14-Within the next ten years, investigate drought or water shortage planning. 
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• Goal #15-Do not water on windy days, or in the fall or spring if overnight temperatures are still 

dipping below freezing.  Within the next 5 years provide a flier to customers explaining these 

steps and reasons why these practices are ineffective or unnecessary. 

• Goal #16-Adjust sprinklers so that they are not watering sidewalks, asphalt, or graveled 

surfaces.  Within the next 5 years provide a flier to customers explaining this. 

• Goal #17-Promote weeding to prevent them from syphoning water from other healthy plants 

and shrubs; fewer weeds means all around less water use for your landscape.  Within the next 5 

years provide a flier to customers explaining this. 

• Goal #18-Adjust your mower to higher height setting.  Longer grass not only shades your 

grasses’ root system, it holds in moisture.  Within the next 5 years provide a flier to customers 

explaining this.   

• Goal #19-Employ a more accurate meter reading system to track the percentages of secondary 

and culinary meters read, replacement or upgrade status, homes or businesses with meters 

read, homes or businesses with meters not read, calibration status, and meter reading 

frequency.  This can be accomplished by tracking this information and updating meter status on 

City’s GIS system, through tracking using the Table 8 below, and via the worksheets provided in 

Appendix B. 

 

Table 8: Meter Tracking 
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2022 

Residential                     

Commercial                     

Industrial                     

Institutional                     

Agricultural                     

Other 

________                     

Other 

________                     
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2023 

Residential                     

Commercial                     

Industrial                     

Institutional                     

Agricultural                     

Other 

________                     

Other 

________                     

2024 

Residential                     

Commercial                     

Industrial                     

Institutional                     

Agricultural                     

Other 

________                     

Other 

________                     

2025 

Residential                     

Commercial                     

Industrial                     

Institutional                     

Agricultural                     

Other 

________                     

Other 

________                     

2026 

Residential                     

Commercial                     

Industrial                     

Institutional                     

Agricultural                     

Other 

________                     

Other 

________                     
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 Current Conservation Practices 

The City has initiated several conservation practices to decrease water usage.  These practices are listed 

below: 

• Conservation rate structure.   The City has recently adopted a conservation rate structure to 

encourage water savings and ensure the system remains financially viable.  The rate structure is 

set up to be reviewed and updated every year. 

• Watering schedules.  The City is working on a time of day irrigation ordinance which does not 

allow outdoor watering between the hours of 10:00 AM and 6:00 PM.  Violators will be cited to 

ensure water is not being wasted. 

• Water education programs.   The City maintains an education program through its web site, 

Facebook, flyers with water bills, and school presentations. 

• Leak detection program.   The City maintains a leak detection program and has located and fixed 

many leaks in their system. 

• Telemetry system.   The City has updated their telemetry system over the past several years to 

increase monitoring, control, and proper functioning of their water system.  This allows spillage 

waste to be minimized. 

• Secondary irrigation system.  A backbone secondary water system has been installed that serves 

the City’s Golf Course, Regional Park and Cemetery, freeing up culinary water to meet the 

demands of growth.  Major expansion of the City’s PI system will allow additional culinary water 

savings through the use of lower quality irrigation water.  Outdoor watering from a secondary 

irrigation source also puts less strain on the culinary system. 

• The water department has staff that is certified in water conservation. 

• The City has provisions that states that wholesale water will be cut off in emergency 

drought situations as necessary to guarantee that its residents have water.  It also will not allow 

bulk water at the fill station to be purchased; and oil sold to oil companies, if currently active, 

will be cut off. 

 

Table 9: Roosevelt City Water Connection Fees 

WATER RATES AND FEES 

NEW INSTALLATION WATER CONNECTION FEES 

METER 

SIZE 

CITY 

CONNECTION 

ADDITIONAL FEES TO BE 

INCLUDED 
DESCRIPTION 

3/4" 

$3,000 
$3,000 hookup fee or 

actual cost if greater. 

Parts and labor if City does 

the connection. 

1 " 

1 1/2" 

2" 

3" 

4" 
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WATER RATES AND FEES 

6" 

  

3/4" 

$3,000 $200 Inspection Fee. 
If a Contractor does the 

connection at the main. 

1 " 

1 1/2" 

2" 

3" 

4" 

6" 

  

METER 

SIZE 

COUNTY 

CONNECTION 

ADDITIONAL FEES TO BE 

INCLUDED 
DESCRIPTION 

3/4" 

$5,000 
$3,500 hookup fee or 

actual cost if greater. 

Parts and labor if City does 

the connection. 

1 " 

1 1/2" 

2" 

3" 

4" 

6" 

  

3/4" 

$5,000 $200 Inspection Fee. 
If a Contractor does the 

connection at the main. 

1 " 

1 1/2" 

2" 

3" 

4" 

6" 

  

NEW INSTALLATION SECONDARY CONNECTION FEES 

METER 

SIZE 
CONNECTION   DESCRIPTION 

1 " 

$500   

Required if property is 

located in an area where 

secondary water service is 

available. 

1 1/2" 

2" 

3" 

4" 

5" 

6" 
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WATER RATES AND FEES 

K2 1" 

K2 1 1/2" 

K2 2" 

 

Table 10: Roosevelt City Water Rates 

WATER RATES AND FEES 

CITY MONTHLY WATER RATES 

METER 

SIZE 

BASE 

RATE 
USAGE RATES 

3/4" $30 

$1.25 per 1,000 gallons (1,000 to 8,000 gallons)                                                                             

$1.50 per 1,000 gallons (9,000 to 20,000 gallons)                                              

$2.00 per 1,000 gallons (21,000 to 40,000 gallons)                                                                           

$2.25 per 1,000 gallons (41,000 to 60,000 gallons)                                                                                                    

$2.00 per 1,000 gallons (61,000 gallons and greater)  

1 " $40 

1 1/2" $100 

2" $150 

3" $380 

4" $625 

6" $1,250 

  

COUNTY MONTHLY WATER RATES 

METER 

SIZE 

BASE 

RATE 
USAGE RATES 

3/4" $45 

$1.88 per 1,000 gallons (1,000 to 8,000 gallons)                                                                             

$2.25 per 1,000 gallons (9,000 to 20,000 gallons)                                                       

$3.00 per 1,000 gallons (21,000 to 40,000 gallons)                                                                           

$3.38 per 1,000 gallons (41,000 to 60,000 gallons)                                                                                                    

$3.00 per 1,000 gallons (61,000 gallons and greater)  

1 " $60 

1 1/2" $150 

2" $225 

3" $570.50 

4" $938 

6" $1,875 

  

SECONDARY MONTHLY WATER RATES 

METER 

SIZE 

BASE 

RATE 
USAGE RATES 

1 " $6 

$1.00 per 1,000 gallon (1,000 to 50,000 gallons)                                                                                                        

$1.25 per 1,000 gallon (51,000 to 75,000 gallons)                                                                            

$1.50 per 1,000 gallon (76,000 gallons and greater) 

1 1/2" $9 

2" $12 

3" $18 

4" $24 

5" $30 
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WATER RATES AND FEES 

6" $36 

K2 1" $6 
$0.80 per 1,000 gallon (until new ownership, then zeros)                                                                                                        

$1.00 per 1,000 gallon (if usage exceeds 1,000,000 gallons) 
K2 1 1/2" $9 

K2 2" $12 

Senior 

Rate $6 
No charge up to 6,000 gallon, then follow above schedules 

 

Table 11: Roosevelt City Sewer Connection Fees and Rates 

SEWER RATES AND FEES 

NEW INSTALLATION SEWER CONNECTION FEES 

TYPE CITY CONNECTION FEE 
COUNTY CONNECTION 

FEE 

Single Family Dwelling. $3,000 $5,000 

Commercial, Each Building in Multiple Dwellings or P.U.D. $4,000 $6,000 

Impact Fee in Stonegate Subdivision. $5,500   

Impact Fee in Area East of Stonegate Subdivision Using 

Same Trunkline. 
$900   

  

CITY MONTHLY SEWER RATES 

TYPE CITY RATES  COUNTY RATES 

Single Family Dwelling. $25.75  $38.63  

RV Park/Multiple Dwellings, Mobile Home Parks and PUD's.  

*If each unit or lot has an individual water meter, it is 

considered a single family dwelling. 

$25.75 1st unit                              

$6.44 each additional 

unit 

$38.63 1st unit                              

$9.66 each additional 

unit 

Large Commercial - Laundry, Carwash, Motel, Hotel, 

Grocery, Restaurant, Eating Establishment, Public School. 
$96.56  $144.84  

Other Commercial and Professional Buildings not included 

in Large Commercial. 
$32.19  $48.28  

Special Rate:  All homes constructed in Chrisville, Stonegate 

Phase I and Stonegate Phase II on or before November 14, 

2017, shall be subject to a "Special Rate" pursuant to 

Roosevelt City Municipal Code Section 13.12.090.  

**Amount includes $25.75 single family rate and $67.75 

special rate. 

$93.50** 
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 Current Water Rates 

Roosevelt City recently modified its rate structure to encourage water conservation.  See table 4 for a 

detailed breakdown of water rates. 

 Additional Conservation Measures 

The new rate structure should encourage water conservation.  The City will continue its current 

conservation measures and track them to evaluate their effectiveness.  Over the next ten years, goals 

will continue to be evaluated and new conservation measures will be put into action. 

 Implementing and Updating the Water Conservation Plan 

The City’s water conservation plan will be reviewed on a yearly basis to track progress toward its goal.  

This will be done in January of each year in conjunction with its well and water rights reports. 

 

This plan will be updated and resubmitted to the Division of Water Resources in April of 2021 as 

required by legislative House Bill 153.  The ordaining ordinance for the adoption of this water 

conservation plan will be included in Appendix C. 
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Implementation Procedure 

WORKSHEET 

 

Practice 1 

Description:               

 

Assign Responsibility             

 

Budget  Projected Costs:          Fund:        

 

Schedule Begin Date:         End Date:       

 

Public Involvement:              

 

Practice 2 

Description:               

 

Assign Responsibility             

 

Budget  Projected Costs:          Fund:        

 

Schedule Begin Date:         End Date:       

 

Public Involvement:             

  

Practice 3 

Description:               

 

Assign Responsibility             

 

Budget  Projected Costs:          Fund:        

 

Schedule Begin Date:         End Date:       

 

Public Involvement:              

 

Practice 4 

Description:               

 

Assign Responsibility             

 

Budget  Projected Costs:          Fund:        

 

Schedule Begin Date:         End Date:       

 

Public Involvement:              
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Monitoring and Evaluation 

WORKSHEET 

 

Describe the method for monitoring and evaluating this program.  Include a schedule for monitoring and evaluating on a 

regular basis (annually, semi-annually).  For instance, “Water use records of participants will be tracked and recorded every 

twelve months, with water use comparisons made to the previous twelve-month period.  Charts and reports will be created to 

relate this data to the public.” 

 

Practice 1 

Description:               

 

Evaluation Schedule  Monthly  Quarterly  Annually  Other     

 

Data to Be Gathered:              

 

Evaluation Process:              

              

              

 

Practice 2 

Description:               

 

Evaluation Schedule  Monthly  Quarterly  Annually  Other     

 

Data to Be Gathered:              

 

Evaluation Process:              

              

              

 

Practice 3 

Description:               

 

Evaluation Schedule  Monthly  Quarterly  Annually  Other     

 

Data to Be Gathered:              

 

Evaluation Process:              

              

              

 

Practice 3 

Description:               

 

Evaluation Schedule  Monthly  Quarterly  Annually  Other     

 

Data to Be Gathered:              

 

Evaluation Process:              
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Plan Updates & Adoption 
WORKSHEET 

 

PLAN UPDATE 

Describe the procedure for updating the water conservation plan: 

              

              

              

              

              

 

LIST OF OFFICERS 

 

Name       Title 

                    

                    

                    

                    

                    

                    

                    

                    

                    

 

Date of Plan Adoption by Governing Body:      

 

APPROVAL 

               

Approved By       Date 

 

            

      Title        

 

               

Approved By       Date 

 

            

      Title        

 

               

Approved By       Date 

 

            

      Title        
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APPENDIX A – ORDINANCE REFERENCES 
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APPENDIX B – RESOURCES OF WORKSHEETS AND TOOLS FOR WATER CONSERVATION PLANNING 

SUMMARIZE SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS 
A SERVICE CHARACTERISTICS Number 

1 Estimated service population   

2 Estimated service area (square miles)   

B ANNUAL WATER SUPPLY 

Annual 

volume Percent metered 

3 Total annual water supply   % 

C SERVICE CONNECTIONS Connections Percent metered 

4 Residential, single-family   % 

5 Commercial   % 

6 Industrial   % 

7 Institutional   % 

8 Other   % 

9 Total connections   % 

C WATER DEMAND 

Annual 

Volume 

Percent of 

total Per connection 

10 Metered residential sales       

11 Metered nonresidential sales       

12 Other metered sales       

13 Unmetered sales       

14 Nonaccount water (a)       

15 Total system demand (total use)       

D AVERAGE & PEAK DEMAND Volume 

Total supply 

capacity 

Percent of total 

capacity 

16 Average-day demand     % 

17 Peak-day demand     % 

F PRICING 

Rate 

structure 

[b] 

Metering 

schedule [c] Billing schedule [c] 

18 Residential rate       

19 Commercial rate       

20 Industrial rate       

21 Institutional rate       

22 Other rate       

G PLANNING 

Prepared a 

plan Date Filed with state 

23 Capital, facility, or supply plan       

24 40 year plan       

25 Master plan       

26 Drought plan       
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SUMMARIZE SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS 
27 Emergency Response plan       

28 Water conservation plan       

29 Other:        

30 Other:       

H PLANNING QUESTIONS Yes No Comment 

31 

Is the system in a designated critical water 

supply area?       

32 

Does the system experience frequency 

shortages or supply emergencies?       

33 

Does the system have substantial unaccounted-

for and lost water?       

34 

Is the system experiencing a high rate of 

population and/or demand growth?       

35 

Is the system planning substantial improvements 

or additions?       

SUMMARIZE SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS 

Water conservation measures 

Approximate annual 

water savings [if known] 

Implemented 

since (date) 

Is continued 

implementation 

planned? 
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WATER DEMAND FORECAST1 

Line Item 

Current 

Year 

5-Year 

Forecast 

10-Year 

Forecast 

A TOTAL ANNUAL WATER DEMAND       

1 

Current total annual water demand (from "Summarize 

System Characteristics")1       

2 Current population service2       

3 Total water demand per capita (line 1 divided by line 2)2       

4 Projected population2       

5 

Projected total annual water demand (line 3 multiplied by 

line 4)       

6 Adjustments to forecast (+ or -)3       

7 Adjusted total annual water demand (line 5 plus line 6)       

8 

Current annual deand (line 1) and adjusted annual water 

demand forecast (line 7 for forecasted years)       

9 

Current and projected annual supply capacity (from 

"Summarize System Characteristics)4       

10 

Difference between total annual water demand and total 

annual supply capacity (+ or -) subtract line 8 from line 9)       

B AVERAGE-DAY AND PEAK-DAY DEMAND       

11 

Current and forecast average-day demand (line 8 divided by 

365)       

12 

Current peak-day demand (from "Summarize System 

Characteristics")       

13 

Peak-day to average-day demand ratio (line 12 divided by 

line 11)       

14 

Projected peak-day demand (line 13 multiplied by line 11 for 

all forecasted years       

15 Adjustment to peak-day demand forecast3       

16 

Current (line 12) and adjusteed peak-day demand forecast 

(add lines 14 and 15)       

17 Daily supply capacity (line 9 divided by 365)       

18 

Ratio of peak-day demand to daily supply capacity (line 16 

divided by lie 17)       

1Separate forecasts should be prepared for large-volume users, as well as for non-account water (water 

not billed to customers) if non-account water is a significant amount (such as more than 10 percent of 

total production. 
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2Managers can use connections instead of population and per-connection water use instead of per-

capita water use. 

3Please explain adjustments to your forecast (lines 6 and 15), including effects of installed conservation 

measures and rate changes. 

4Supply capacity should take into account available supplies (permits), treatment capacity, or distribution 

system capacity and reflect the practical total supply capacity of the system, including purchased water. 
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BUDGET AND SAVINGS FOR EACH CONSERVATION MEASURE 

Describe planned conservation measure: 

  

  

  

  

Typical water savings from measure:   per     

Number of planned installations:       

Anticipated life span for the measure:   years    

          

The measure is designed to reduce:   Average-day demand 

       Peak-day demand   

       Both average-day and peak-day demand 

                

Line Item Amount Amount 

A BUDGET FOR EACH MEASURE1 Per unit2 Total cost of the measure 

1 Materials $ $ 

2 Labor     

3 Rebates or other payments     

4 Marketing and advertising     

5 Administration     

6 Consulting or contracting     

7 Other     

8 

Total program cost for the life of the measure (add lines 1 

through 7)3   $ 

B TOTAL SAVINGS 

9 Number of units to be installed4   

10 Anticipated annual water savings per unit in gallons5   

11 Total annual savings for the measure in gallons (multiply line 9 by line 10)   

12 Expected life span for the measure in years   

13 Total life span savings for the measure in gallons (multiply line 11 by 12)   

14 Cost per gallon of water saved (divide line 8 by line 13) $                   /gallon 

1A separate analysis should be performed for each conservation measure, but measures can be combined if they jointly 

produce water savings. 
2Examples of a unit are a toilet, a retrofit kit, and an audit.  A unit estimate may not be appropriate for each measure, in 

which case total program water savings and costs for the measure can be used. 

3Include all recurring cooperation and maintenance costs over the life of the measure. 
4Units can be individual product units (such as toilets) or groups of products (such as household retrofits), as long as the 

analysis is consistent.  Leave blank if unit values do not apply. 
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5For example, water savings per retrofit.  See Appendix B for benchmarks and sample calculations.  Leave blank if unit values 

do not apply. 
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SELECTION OF CONSERVATION MEASURES 

Line Measure 

A
lr

e
a

d
y 

Im
p

le
m

e
n

te
d

 

P
la

n
 t

o
 im

p
le

m
e

n
t 

Primary criteria for selecting or rejecting the 

conservation measure for implementation1 

Universal metering 

1         

2         

3         

Water accounting and loss control 

4         

5         

Cost and pricing 

6         

7         

8         

Information and education 

9         

10         

Other Measures 

11         

12         

13         

14         

15         

16         

17         

18         

19         

20         

21         

22         

1This may also be used to note special issues related to this measure, including legal or 

obstacles to its use that preclude further consideration. 
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IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 
         

A.  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
         

Describe plan for public involvement: 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

                  

B.  MONITORING AND EVALUATION 
         

Describe plan for monitoring and evaluation: 

  

  

  
         

Describe plan to collect water demand data:     

  

  

  
         

C.  PLAN UPDATES 
         

Describe plan for updates and revisions:      

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  
         

D.  ADOPTION OF THE PLAN 
         

Date plan completed:   

Date plan approved:   

Approved by City Council:   

Signature:   
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APPENDIX C – RESOLUTION ADOPTING THIS PLAN 
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APPENDIX D – PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES 
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APPENDIX E – NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE 

 

 

 



  	 	 	 	 	
	
	

Item	No.______	
 
MEMO	TO:					Joshua	Bake,	City																														
Manager		
FROM:			Ryan	Clayburn,	Water	Source	
Director	
	

Subject:			Public	Hearing	And	Approval	Of	Roosevelt	City’s	Water	
Conservation	Plan	

Recommendation:			
			That	the	Roosevelt	City	Council	review	and	accept	
the	purposed	Water	Conservation	Plan	2021.	

Date:		
August	19,	2021	
	
Fiscal	Impact:	
N/A	

Funding	Source:			
N/A	
	

Background:			
Water	Conservation	Plans	are	required	to	be	updated	and	submitted	to	the	Utah	Division	Of	Water	
Resources	every	five	years	by	State	Bill	73-10-32.	Plans	must	be	approved	in	a	public	meeting	and	
adopted	by	the	governing	board	by	December	31st	2021.	Roosevelt	City’s	Water	Source	Department	and	
Horrocks	Engineering	have	worked	together	on	updating	the	Water	Conservation	Plan	to	meet	the	
requirements	needed	by	the	state.	The	state	has	received	and	reviewed	the	plan	and	has	approved	to	go	
to	a	public	hearing	and	then	passed	by	our	City	Council.		
			

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	



	
Attachments:			
Roosevelt	City	Water	Conservation	Plan	
		
	

 



 
 

 
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 
September 21, 2021 

 

1. Roll 
Councilmen Don Busenbark, Dustin White, David Baird, Cody Aland, and Mayor JR Bird were present. Councilman 
Beau Hancock was not in attendance.  

 
2. Public Hearings  

a. Public Comment Period 

City resident, Robert Puck spoke to Council about garbage fees. Puck suggested that it would benefit our 

elderly population to tie garbage fees to water usage rates because that would be more reflective of the 

number of people living in the home, and thus the need for garbage services. Puck also suggested that 

residents should be able to opt out of garbage services, citing that he only needs his garbage emptied once 

every 3 weeks, and is on a fixed income. Council thanked him for his input and requested his contact 

information in order to follow up on this matter. 

 
b. FY ’22 Budget Reopen and Adjustment 
Councilman Busenbark noted that this agenda item was listed as “Budget FY ’22- ‘23” when in fact it was a 
reopen of the current fiscal year’s budget. This was noted by the recorder and has been revised in the minutes. 

   
The Budget readjustment was presented by City Manager, Joshua Bake. The purpose of the reopen and 

adjustment was to eliminate errors and oversites from the previously approved budged. Updates included 

intergovernmental revenue minus interest, adjustments in council salaries to remedy an addition error in the 

previous budget, and the addition of expenses such as the July 4th celebration, which was previously omitted. 

Additionally, employee training and the cost of putting land-line phones back into the City Office were added to 
the budget. The City has also just received the first half of our ARPA funding, which was also added to the 

budget.  

 

Councilman Baird made a motion to enter public hearing and was seconded by Councilman Alland. The motion 

passed unanimously. Seeing no comments, Councilman Baird motioned a return to regular session and was 

seconded by Councilman Busenbark. The motion passed unanimously, and Council returned to regular session. 

 
 
 
 
  



c. Clate Miller Annexation   
Deputy Recorder, Sunshine Bellon presented an Annexation Ordinance for Council Approval. Council discussed 

the ordinance and Councilman Busenbark made a motion to enter public hearing and was seconded by 

Councilman White. The motion passed unanimously. Seeing no comments, Councilman Busenbark motioned a 

return to regular session and was seconded by Councilman Baird. The motion passed unanimously, and Council 

returned to regular session. 

Councilman Busenbark motioned to approve Ordinance 2021-439 and was seconded by Councilman White. The 

motion passed unanimously.   
 

d. Water Conservation Plan    
Water Conservation Plans are required to be updated and submitted to the Utah Division Of Water Resources 

every five years by State Bill 73-10-32. Plans must be approved in a public meeting and adopted by the 

governing board by December 31st, 2021. Roosevelt City’s Water Source Department and Horrocks Engineers 

have worked together on updating the Water Conservation Plan to meet State requirements. The State has 

reviewed this plan and has approved it to go to a public hearing. The plan was presented to Council by City 

Manager, Joshua Bake. Councilman Busenbark made a motion to enter a public hearing and was seconded by 
Councilman Baird. The motion passed unanimously, and Council entered a public hearing. Seeing no comments, 

Councilman Busenbark motioned a return to regular session and was seconded by Councilman Baird. The 

motion passed unanimously, and Council returned to regular session.  Councilman Busenbark motioned to 

approve the water conservation plan and was seconded by Councilman White. The motion passed unanimously, 

and the plan was approved.  

3. Items 
a. Ovintiv 
The City’s contract with Ovintiv is up for renewal with a rate change. The contract was presented to Council for 

approval. Councilman Busenbark motioned to approve the contract and was seconded by Councilman Alland. 

Councilman White and Mayor Bird voted aye and Councilman Baird stated a conflict of interest and abstained 

from voting. The contract was approved.  

 
b. North Crescent   
Evan from Jones and DeMille presented an alternative plan for water connections in the North Crescent area, as 

per the request from last council meeting. Evan explained that this new plan would enable the City to address 
fire flow issues, without the need for completing multiple other projects. The proposed area is outside of our 

annexation and water district boundaries. Councilman Busenbark made a motion in favor of honoring any 

connections we have already approved but recommended against making any further decisions until an 

agreement with Montview and Cedar view have been reached. Council discussed that the project stands to 

benefit the county the very most, so they need to be involved in this project. City Manager Joshua Bake 

requested a motion for recommendation for city staff to address water connection requests. 2/3 of the pending 

connection requests are within the water district boundary. Councilman Busenbark amended his motion to state 

that the City should proceed with updating our annexation boundary and upon completion of an agreement with 
Mont Well and Cedar View, we approve water connection requests within our annexation boundary and/ or water 

boundary. The motion was seconded by Councilman Aland and the motion passed unanimously.  

 



c. Council Term Limits 
City Attorney, Grant Charles updated Council on initiative deadlines, which have passed for this election. We 

would have had to submitted by April 15th of this year. There is simply not time to get a Council term limits 

initiative in for this election. Council term limits must be voted on during a general election, and they can be 

voted on next year.  

   
d. State Street Project Update  
Brent Reynolds from Civico presented an update on the State Street project to Council and asked questions 
about which fiber lines are currently in use. Reynolds stated that keeping and moving lines would add additional 

costs to the project, but said it is important that they not disrupt any in-use lines. Additionally, the current 

estimate of cost is $340,000 over budget due to the secondary water and culinary water work on the project. 

Removing those two items would put the project at or under budget.  Reynolds requested Council decide how to 

move forward with the bid and project before the next City Council meeting.  Reynolds also provided Council with 

an estimated project completion date of August 15th. 

 

e. Nature Park Update  
City Manager, Joshua Bake provided an update on the Nature Park project. Roosevelt City is working with the 

DRN to see what they would charge us to get fishing ponds. We are also looking into power lines and how they 

can be safely redirected out of the casting area. Councilman Baird asked what, if anything, is going to be done to 

stabilize the river that runs through the nature park area. Baird stated, “it is constantly eroding” and suggested 

the City look into stabilizing/restoring the river and gulch throughout the park and possibly into the city. Council 

also discussed where the water in the river and gulch come from and what fish flow water rights the City still has. 

 
f. Airport Min. Standards, Rules & Regulations, and FBO RFP 
Kimberly Silvester from J-U-B presented Minimum Standards, Rules and Regulations and an RFP for a fixed 

base operator to Council for approval. Mayor Bird acknowledged that these items had come before the Airport 

Board several times and had been thoroughly reviewed. councilman B made a motion to approve, seconded by 

Baird, approved by all.  

 
g. Airport J-U-B Task Order Amendment 
Kimberly Silvester from J-U-B presented an amended task order and highlighted extra tasks that have been 
completed to account for an increase in the not to exceed limit from $10,000 to $14,000. It was noted by City 

Manager Joshua Bake that the increase amount was already included in the amended budget. Councilman 

Busenbark moved to approve and was seconded by Councilman Baird. The motion passed unanimously, and 

the amended task order was approved.   

 
h. Court Security Contract 
Chief Watkins presented the Court Security Contract between Roosevelt City and Duchesne County Courts. 

Chief Watkins stated that the contract had been reviewed by the City Attorney, Grant Charles. Councilman White 
motioned to approve the contract and was seconded by Councilman Baird. The motion passed unanimously, and 

the Court Security Contract was approved.    

 



i. City Manager Update 
City Manager, Joshua Bake informed Council that the ARPA Notice of Funding had come out with two 

weeks’ notice, and that the City submitted grant proposals for the Nature Park, Sports Complex, Innovation 

Hub and Secondary Water projects. After the update, Councilman Busenbark asked Mr. Bake if the City 

BBQ would be able to move forward as planned. Council decided to set a date and chose Oct. 21st at 5:30 

p.m. Mr. Bake will draft up invitations and get them approved by council.  
j. Council Updated 

Councilman Busenbark voiced appreciation for Parks and Rec and stated, “I appreciate how well the city is 
running and that people are on top of things.” Councilman Busenbark also updated Council on the plans to 

update our contract with the Duchesne County School District, which hasn’t been updated since the 80s.  

 

Mayor Bird gave an update on the shooting range. There is still no funding, but there is a ton of community 

support. Mayor Bird also confirmed that a conditional use permit from before was passed along.  

 

Councilman Aland provided an update on the Sports Complex saying there were good options moving 

forward for getting local businesses involved. Councilman Aland also wanted to publicly recognize the 
service work that took place recently in Ballard. 

 
Closed Session  
Councilman Busenbark motioned to enter a closed session and it was seconded by Councilman Aland. The motion passed 

unanimously, and Council entered a closed session. 

 
Regular Session Resumed at 7:40  
Before closing, Councilman Aland recognized everyone who came out for the Day of Service, “it was impressive, there were 
150 people, and I don’t know how many tons of garbage… I just wanted to make sure they were recognized publicly.”  

 
4. Adjourn 
Councilman Busenbark motioned to adjourn at 7:42. The motion was seconded by___ . All were in favor and Council 
adjourned.   

 
 
 
Further information can be obtained by contacting Rhonda Goodrich at (435) 722-5001.  In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act, individuals needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and services) during these hearings should notify 

Rhonda Goodrich at 255 South State Street, Roosevelt, Utah, 84066, at least three days prior to the hearing to be attended. 
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