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Utah’s Color Country

Home to Bryce Canyon National Park, Zion National Park, Canyonlands National Park, Capitol
Reef National Park, Cedar Breaks National Monument, Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument, Glen Canyon National Recreation Area (Lake Powell), and Scenic Byway 12:
Utah’s first All American Road

This Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) was prepared by the Five AOG staff in conjunction with the
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee and Steering Committee, through a capacity building grant from the

Economic Development Administration. The purpose of the CEDS is to promote a coordinated regional approach to accomplish desired
economic development objectives in southwestern Utah.




PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVE OF THE COMPREHENSIVE
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY (CEDS)

The Five County Association of Governments was designated as an Economic Development
District (EDD) by the Economic Development Administration (EDA) in April, 1979.

The purpose of this designation was to promote a coordinated, region-wide approach to the
economic development efforts of local governments in southwestern Utah. One method used to
encourage such coordinated effort is the preparation of this District Comprehensive Economic
Development Strategy (CEDS). Every functioning EDD is required to have a current CEDS in
place before any jurisdiction in the District is eligible for EDA-funded assistance programs.

In 1994, the Department of Housing and Urban Development initiated the Consolidated
Planning process. The Consolidated Plan is intended to focus federal, state and local funding
resources to those in most need, usually defined as those with low or moderate incomes. The
Consolidated Plan directs regional efforts to foster viable communities that provide decent
housing, a suitable living environment and expanding economic opportunities.

Because the CEDS and Consolidated Plan processes both employ economic development as a
primary focus, both processes are incorporated into this document. This allows the AOG staff
to consolidate research and documentation efforts, thus freeing up staff resources for additional
technical assistance to area jurisdictions. This consolidation also provides consistent and
unified policy direction for regional economic development efforts.

This document adheres to guidelines provided by both the Economic Development
Administration and the Department of Housing and Urban Development. Major sections
include:

« Description of the CEDS process, committee and staff;

+ A description of community participation;

« Vison, Goals and Objectives;

« an Action Plan;

 Performance measures designed to quantify success.

« An analysis of economic and community development conditions, opportunities and
obstacles, and partnerships; and

« Background information regarding the region.

SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT

The CEDS Committee and staff encourage readers to submit ideas and suggestions to improve
the CEDS process. Such ideas and suggestions will be reviewed with the CEDS Committee by
the Executive Director. Suggestions should be in written form and addressed to the Executive
Director at P.O. Box 1550, St. George, UT 84771-1550 or fcaog@fcaog.state.ut.us.
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HISTORY OF COOPERATIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
IN SOUTHWESTERN UTAH

Local officials in southwestern Utah have a long history of cooperation. Long before the
creation of regional development organizations or economic development districts, coordinated,
formal economic development efforts were underway in the five county region.

The first meeting of the Five County Organization was held on April 5, 1956. The meeting was
called by the Iron County Commission, and included the commissioners and clerks from Beaver,
Garfield, Iron, Kane and Washington counties. Others invited included the editors of all local
and Salt Lake City newspapers, KSUB radio, Congressman H. Aldous Dixon, and
representatives of the US National Park Service, Dixie National Forest, the Utah State Road
Commission, and the Utah Water & Power Board.

Participants discussed “the advisability of forming an organization ... for the purpose of
working collectively and unitedly for the development of the resources of the five counties
especially and for progress and development of the entire Southern Utah Area.”

This collective and united effort continued through the late 1960s, when Governor Calvin
Rampton created state planning districts and encouraged local governments to form
Associations of Government under the auspices of the state’s Inter-local Cooperation Act.
Southwestern Utah officials took the challenge and created the Five County Association of
Governments on May 5, 1972.

Regional economic development continued to be a major focus of effort, culminating in the
designation of the Five County Economic Development District on March 17, 1980. Community
and economic development staff members have worked continuously since that designation to
assist local governments in efforts to improve the economic viability of southwestern Utah.

A vibrant, diversified and healthy southwestern Utah economy is due to more than 50 years of
cooperation and successful implementation of well designed strategic efforts on the part of all
participating local governments. Community leaders focus on and effectively market economic
strengths to increase economic diversity.

Regional efforts emphasize five major tasks:
1) Refine this District Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS);
2) Assist in local economic development efforts to promote a stable and diversified
economic base;
3) Coordinate with the activities, programs, and efforts of the emerging base of local
economic development professionals (EDP's);
4) Strengthen ties to the economic development efforts of the Paiute Tribe of Utah, and
5) Foster the emerging role of local officials as Cooperating Agencies in public lands
management processes.
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LOCAL JURISDICTIONS IN THE FIVE COUNTY DISTRICT

Beaver Garfield Iron Kane Washington
County County County County County
Beaver City Antimony Brian Head Alton Apple Valley
Milford Boulder Cedar City Big Water Enterprise
Minersville Bryce Canyon City Enoch Glendale Hildale
Cannonville Kanarraville Kanab Hurricane
Escalante Paragonah Orderville Ivins
Hatch Parowan LaVerkin
Henrieville Leeds
Panguitch New Harmony
Tropic Rockville
St. George
Tribe of Utah
Cedar Band Santa Clara
Indian Peaks Band Springdale
Shivwits Band Toquerville
Virgin
Washington City

FORMATION AND ROLE OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
STRATEGY COMMITTEE

As southwestern Utah continues to expand and diversify its economic base, local elected
officials are under increasing demands for time and resources. Each of the five counties has
employed some form of economic development professional expertise. These local economic
development professionals have prepared county economic development strategies. The role of
the regional EDD is shifting from direct program activities to one of coordination and programs
which benefit the entire region, such as the regional Revolving Loan Fund.

In an effort to more closely involve the cadre of local economic development professionals, and
to allow the greater involvement of private sector individuals, the Steering Committee
established the Economic Development Advisory Council in early 1998. The Council was
reorganized in 2006 to meet new requirements set forth by the Economic Development
Administration. One major change is its name: the Comprehensive Economic Development
Strategy Committee. The Committee continues to serve a standing committee to the governing
board and provides major direction in the development and implementation of the CEDS.
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FIVE COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY COMMITTEE

NAME: Karen Alvey

TITLE: Co-Chair

REPRESENTING:

Western Regional Workforce Services Council
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Small Business & Women

NAME: Commissioner Duke Cox

TITLE: Chair

REPRESENTING:

Five County Assoc. of Gov’ts Steering Committee
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Public Leadership & Small
Business

NAME: Dale Edwards

TITLE: Chair

REPRESENTING:

Revolving Loan Fund Administration Board
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Banking

NAME: Nancy Dalton

TITLE: Chairman

REPRESENTING:

Utah Small Cities, Inc.

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Agriculture, Small Business
& Women

NAME: Rob Adams

TITLE ED Professional

REPRESENTING:

Beaver County Economic Development
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Economic Development

NAME: Justin Fischer

TITLE: Garfield County Circuit Rider Planner
REPRESENTING:

Garfield County Economic Development
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Economic Development &
Public Administration

NAME: Bryan Dangerfield

TITLE: ED Professional

REPRESENTING:

Iron County Economic Development

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Economic Development

NAME: Jim Matson

TITLE: ED Professional

REPRESENTING:

Vermillion Services, Inc.

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Economic Development &
Forest Products Industry

NAME: Scott Hirschi

TITLE: ED Professional

REPRESENTING:

Washington County Economic Development
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Economic Development

NAME: Travis Parashonts

TITLE: President & CEO, Suh’Dutsing Technologies
REPRESENTING:

Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Native Americans &
Economic Development

NAME: Ty Tippetts

TITLE: Executive Director

REPRESENTING:

Color Country Community Housing, Inc.
ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Low Income Housing

NAME: Vicki Tyler

TITLE: Coordinator

REPRESENTING:

Color Country RC&D, Inc.

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Natural Resources

NAME: Joe Judd

TITLE: Private Citizen

REPRESENTING:

Private Individuals

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Human Services, Seniors

NAME: Allen K. Henrie

TITLE: Owner, Henrie’s Herefords
REPRESENTING:

Livestock Operators

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Agriculture

NAME: A. Jean Seiler

TITLE: Manager

REPRESENTING:

Ruby’s Inn

ECONOMIC INTERESTS: Tourism & Hospitality
Industry
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COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY COMMITTEE
AGENDA

On March 18, 2008 the CEDS Committee met in its semi-annual session to review successes and
approve a work program for the 2008 Strategy. Those attending reviewed county-level
strategies and concurred with a proposed work program outlined below. This work program is
designed to focus on regional activities that complement local initiatives.

L. Provide regionally-focused services that complement county and community economic
development programs. Specific services include:
« Revolving Loan Fund marketing and administration across the region, rather than
establishing other county or community-scale loan programs.
« Preparation of project-level Environmental Assessments within the capacity of
available staff resources.
« Delivery of technical planning assistance regarding workforce housing design and
construction.
« Development and delivery of up-to-date land use planning training modules.

IL. Author planning and feasibility studies for projects that transcend county or community
boundaries as directed by the Steering Committee. Examples include scenic byway
corridor management plans, regional hazard mitigation plans, and the regional

Consolidated Plan.
III. Maintain a dynamic and informative Internet web page.
Iv. Continue to provide high quality grant writing and technical assistance to jurisdictions

in Southwestern Utah.

V. Focus efforts on jurisdictions that do not have internal staff support to provide day-to-
day economic development outreach. Specific activities include:
« Add information to the Sure Sites program.

VI. Participate in regional and state-wide initiatives such as the Utah Economic Alliance,
Governor’s Rural Partnership Board, etc.

VII.  Represent southwestern Utah interests at forums such as:
« Western Region Workforce Services Council
« Color Country RC&D Council
« Color Country Travel Council
» Heritage Highway 89 Alliance
« Scenic Byway 12 Committee
« Nature’s Patchwork Parkway (Hwy 143) Committee
« Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Advisory Committee
« County and community-level Economic Development Boards
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VIII. Forge closer ties between economic development and public/higher education initiatives
in the region, including:
« Center for Entertainment, Business and the Arts (CEBA)
« Southern Utah University Business Resource Center
« Dixie Business Alliance
« Utah Science Technology and Research Initiative

IX.  Champion regional projects that foster economic development, such as:
» Extending commercial power capacity to Ticaboo/Bullfrog
« Providing IT/Broadband redundancy across the region
« Establishing access to land banking, secondary financing, and other activities that
foster access to affordable workforce housing.
« Provide public lands planning expertise and capacity to local officials.

COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY STAFF RESOURCES

Kenneth L. Sizemore was appointed as Executive Director of the Five County Association of
Governments in April 2006. Prior to his appointment, he served as Deputy Director for 20
years. Ken has directed the economic development programs of the Association since 1986. He
continues to personally direct and accomplish much of the EDA-funded capacity building
activities of the Association, including the development of the CEDS.

Gary Zabriskie is a Planning Manager at the Association. He will devote about 5 percent of
his efforts to EDA-funded programs, mainly to oversee technical planning assistance provided
to local jurisdictions.

A new Community and Economic Development Planner will begin work at the Association in
July 2008. The planner will administer the Revolving Loan Fund and act as a workforce
housing “ombudsman” in the region. They will devote approximately 20 percent of his time to
the technical planning aspects of the EDA work program.

Diane Lamoreaux a long-time community development program specialist at the
Association, will continue to provide basic program support in tracking EDA-funded activities
and assisting in keeping the CEDS current.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

Public participation is important in any comprehensive planning process and is essential in the
development of the Five County Association of Governments CEDS. Input is solicited not only
on the plan but also in the development of regional priorities and goals, community
development, economic development, housing, rating and ranking process and other
components of the Consolidated Planning process.

Organizations and Groups
The following organizations and groups participated in the development of the 2008 CEDS:

Southwest Utah Housing First Committee: Hosing First is a voluntary organization that
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includes many jurisdictions in the region and non-profit organizations that represent and
provide services to homeless individuals and others with special needs. The committee which
includes WARC, Red Rock Center for Independence, area housing authorities, Care and Shares
throughout the region, the Dove Center, Canyon Creek Crisis Center, etc.... are active members
of the committee. These organizations assisted in providing input and coordination of regional
planning efforts by providing data, feedback, information and technical support on issues
effecting the Southwest regions homeless population.

Other Groups: Additional non-profit organizations providing services to low-income clients
were utilized in development of the plan. Those include: Area Agency on Aging Services who
provided information on the needs and programs of the Senior populations and Color Country
Community Housing, Inc. who gave technical support and data on developing affordable
housing.

Steering Committee: The Steering Committee has the responsibility for setting policy and
directing the efforts of the Association. The Steering Committee consists of one commissioner
from each of the five county commissions, a mayor representing the incorporated communities
in each county, and a representative from each of the five school districts within the region. In
addition, representatives from Southern Utah University and Dixie State College, as well as
State Legislators serve as ex-officio members. The Steering Committee meets monthly. The
meetings are held at various locations in each county on a rotating basis. This committee is
responsible to formally approve and adopt the CEDS.

Outreach Efforts

Dissemination of Information. The Association is committed to make the public aware of
regional efforts, and also provides various ways to gather feedback from citizens and city staff/
government. To provide information and receive comments, the following are some of the
methods utilized.

Jurisdictions. Information packets for needs assessments, capital investment lists, and
community profile facilities lists were mailed to mayors, town clerks, special service districts,
county clerks, commissioners, school districts, and economic development professionals. These
packets included the previous year’s information contained in the Consolidated Plan, which the
jurisdictions were asked to update. In addition, each jurisdiction was directly contacted by
Association staff to assist in completing the updated information. Community and Economic
Development staff traveled throughout the region to verify data provided by jurisdictions.

Public Input. A public hearing for the CEDS was held during a 30- day comment period.
Community interaction is provided through the Association website. The CEDS is posted on the
web, along with other documents, and the public is invited to comment on via e-mail, by phone
or regular mail. The Association newsletter has also been utilized to highlight selected elements
of the CEDS. The newsletter is published quarterly and distributed to a large mailing list
including jurisdictions, agencies, and special interest groups throughout the five county region.
The newsletter highlights activities of the Association, including activities associated with the
Consolidate Plan and CDBG Program and is also posted on the Association website.
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The Human Services division of the Association of Governments conducts Public Forums
during the spring in each of the five counties to gather input from agencies, jurisdictions, and
clients. In addition, the division completed a Human Services Needs Assessment, surveying
545 individuals from throughout the five county region. Information from forums and needs
assessment are used to prioritize area needs and human resource development.

30-Day Comment Period. A 30-day comment period followed during which written and
oral comments were solicited.

Mailing List. The Association maintains a mailing list of more than 300 local agencies and
individuals that may have an interest in the CEDS. This list is utilized to circulate the notice for
the Open House, Public Hearing, and 30-day comment period.

Public Comment Information & Results

The 2008 CEDS public hearing was held in conjunction with the Five County Association of
Government Steering Committee meeting on May 14, 2008 in Panguitch, Utah. The Public
Hearing notice was published in The Spectrum as well as notification provided in the AOG
newsletter. Notice of the Public Hearing was also provided in the Steering Committee packets
which are disseminated to more than 100 agencies, jurisdictions, and citizens. The Public
Hearing was also noticed on the Five County website (http:// www.fcaog.state.ut.us).
Publication notices for these announcements are included as part of the Appendices, as well as
minutes covering input received.



http://www.fcaog.state.ut.us).
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VISION& GOALS

Vision Statement

The Five County region of Southwestern Utah exhibits many positive economic factors,
including high labor skills, competent labor climate, Interstate-15 access, excellent natural
recreational opportunities, low unemployment rate, moderate real estate tax costs, and
proximity of support services. These and other positive economic factors have created one of the
most dynamic regions of the Intermountain West.

With the above in mind, Southwestern Utah is stepping forward to a higher economic level in
the 21st Century. The region will focus on and effectively market its economic strengths to
increase its economic diversity. At the same time, region officials will also prepare alternative
plans to mitigate negative forces or barriers to economic development. As negative economic
forces are curtailed, positive forces will escalate which will allow the region to pursue many of
its economic desires. As the population increases and the diversity of employment expands,
additional higher income skilled employment will grow.

The Five County Association of Governments is committed to a proactive economic
development program which will:

Encourage the best use of the existing economic diversity, traditional values and
skilled labor force; the establishment of local economic development boards;
wise use of available funding mechanisms; appropriate development standards
and focused efforts in education; and greater public involvement to attain a
dynamic, cooperative and strong economic future.

Goals of the Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee

The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy Committee of the Five County Association
of Governments was reorganized in 2006 to meet the organization requirements of new EDA
regulations and policies. The reorganized group met in March 2008 to review and re-direct
regional economic development efforts. The following major objectives were approved:

Provide regionally-focused services that complement county and community economic
development programs. Specific services include:
 Revolving Loan Fund marketing and administration across the region, rather than
establishing other county or community-scale loan programs.
« Preparation of project-level Environmental Assessments within the capacity of
available staff resources.
« Delivery of technical planning assistance regarding workforce housing design and
construction.
« Development and delivery of up-to-date land use planning training modules.
« Author planning and feasibility studies for projects that transcend county or
community boundaries as directed by the Steering Committee. Examples include scenic
byway corridor management plans, regional hazard mitigation plans, and the regional
Consolidated Plan.
« Maintain a dynamic and informative Internet web page.

10
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« Continue to provide high quality grant writing and technical assistance to jurisdictions
in Southwestern Utah.
« Focus efforts on jurisdictions that do not have internal staff support to provide day-to-
day economic development outreach. Specific activities include:
« Add information to the Sure Sites program.
« Participate in regional and state-wide initiatives such as theUtah Economic Alliance,
Governor’s Rural Partnership Board, etc.
» Represent southwestern Utah interests at forums such as:

« Western Region Workforce Services Council

« Color Country RC&D Council

« Color Country Travel Council

« Heritage Highway 89 Alliance

« Scenic Byway 12 Committee

« Utah’s Patchwork Parkway (Hwy 143) Committee

« Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Advisory Committee

« County and community-level Economic Development Boards
« Forge closer ties between economic development and public/higher education
initiatives in the region.
« Champion regional projects that foster economic development, such as:

» Extending commercial power capacity to Ticaboo/Bullfrog

« Providing IT/Broadband redundancy across the region

« Establishing access to land banking, secondary financing, and other activities

that foster access to affordable workforce housing.
« Provide public lands planning expertise and capacity to local officials.

Past Goals and Policies Still in Effect
» Encourage a Business Climate that will Continue to Attract Diverse Non-Polluting
Industries.
« Diversity the Economic Base so that Adverse Economic Conditions Affecting One
Industry will not Significantly Impact the Local Economy as a Whole.
 Provide the Types of Employment that will Stem Out-Migration and will Stimulate Re-
Migration.
« Develop the Region’s Natural Resources, Especially Timber, to the Extent Possible
while Encouraging the Employment of Local Citizens and the Establishment of
Permanent Facilities which will Increase the Tax Base.
+ Retain the Agricultural and Grazing Sectors as Necessary Elements of the Region’s
Economy.
« Continue to Develop and Expand the Recreation and Tourist Industries.
« Utilize the Movie Industry to an Advantage by Encouraging the Location of Fixed
Facilities for Movie Production and Hiring Local Residents to the Maximum Extent.
« Assist and Encourage Firms to Locate in Established Industrial Parks and Areas that
would use Municipal Services, Transportation Access, etc. Aggressively Pursue the
Development of Potential Industrial Parks/Areas for Communities of Beaver, Kanab and
Panguitch.
 Continue the Increase in Manufacturing Employment in the Region.
« Continue the Support of Existing and New Industrial Development Boards at Local
and Regional Levels to Guide Development Actions and to Insure Policy Input from
Elected Officials and Citizens.

11
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 Provide an Effective Communications Process Among all Boards and Citizen Groups in
the Region.

« Industrial Development Efforts in the Region should be Carefully Coordinated to
Maximize Related Efforts and to Eliminate Duplication or Unnecessary Competition
Among Boards or Communities.

« Data Collection and Analysis Must Focus on Review and Reorganization of Existing
Information when Possible Rather than Wasting Resources on New Studies.

12
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ACTION PLAN

Region-wide Strategies

As the Economic Development Administration has entered into a new century and
administration, cabinet-level leadership has challenged the agency and grantees to refocus the
direction of economic development efforts. The Five County Economic Development District is
committed to achieving the following investment strategies outlined by David A. Sampson, the
former Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Economic Development:

+ Economic development projects and actions will be market based.
« Economic development strategies will be proactive in nature and scope.
 Regional staff will champion county and municipal economic development programs
that look beyond the immediate economic horizon, anticipate economic changes, and
diversify the local and regional economy.
« Private capital investment will be maximized.
+ The probability of success will be determined and documented with the following
contributions:
Local, state, and private matching funds will be integral pieces of economic
development projects.
A high degree of commitment of local political "capital" by elected officials.
Commitment of human resources talent to project outcomes.
+ Economic development projects will create an environment where higher paying,
lucrative jobs are created.
« Economic development projects will maximize Return on Taxpayer Investment.

Beaver County Strategies

The Beaver County Economic Development Organization developed a strategic plan during the
months of August and September 1994. The effort was undertaken in order to “Create a strong
economic environment based on (our) diverse resources to support and provide opportunities
for orderly growth while maintaining traditional values”.

Participants in the planning process identified seven objectives with associated action steps:

Objective 1. Business Retention & Expansion

1.1 Develop better participation in county-wide efforts to enhance expansion, recruitment
and retention.

A. Seek funding from local and state governments.

1.2 Develop Beaver City Industrial Park.

A. Promote city and county cooperation for site preparation.

B. Recruit a key tenant.

1.3 Develop industrial rail-siding capabilities.

A. Work with developing industries to build rail-siding capacity.
1.4 Redevelop (Beaver/Milford) downtown retail businesses.
A. Develop a consensus on direction from industrial communities.
B. Initiate downtown redevelopment.

1.5 Help maintain viability of local ski resort.

13
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A. Develop a working relationship to develop and promote industry.

Objective 2. Agriculture

2.1 Develop recruitment strategies for dairies to use Beaver County alfalfa.

A. Recruit at trade fairs.

B. Advertise with dairy-specific information and secure a grant from the state or county or
other.

C. Establish a hosting committee.

D. Identify and promote best locations for dairies (include water, zoning, utilities, access, etc.).
2.2 Establish a container port for exports to other counties.

A. Identify best open rail spur for port.

B. Research export regulations.

C. Establish working relationships with brokers and port authorities.

D. Develop a port authority business plan to be used to secure funding.

2.3  Market alfalfa in value-added packages to new markets east and west.

A. Do market and technology research for alternative uses for alfalfa.

B. Identify from research the best opportunity for success.

C. Encourage development from private sector.

D. Develop a partnership with the marketing arm of the Department of Agriculture.

2.4 Streamline ag-related permitting and zoning process.

A. Support legislative action to encourage and streamline regulatory requirements for
agriculture and to transfer the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) ag-permitting
function to the Department of Agriculture.

B. Utilize ag protection districts for farmers.

2.5  Diversify ag products and support services for crops and animals.

A. Recruit a veterinarian.

B. Study the service and support needs of ag industries in Beaver County; recruit or expand the
identified support industries.

C. Work with the Utah State University on alternative crops and livestock; educate local farmers
and ranchers regarding alternative crops and livestock.

Objective 3. Infrastructure

3.1 Promote an aggressive street maintenance and improvement program.

A. County Commission will appoint a transportation committee.

B. Develop a capital improvements program and acquire grant money.

3.2 Encourage adequate utilities for all county residents.

A. Lobby for fiber optic service to all our communities.

3.3 Support and expand current emergency programs as growth warrants.

A. Maintain current level of service.

B. Adopt and implement new technology.

3.4  Develop and implement a county-wide disaster plan.

A. Review and update regularly.

B. Educate residents by a general mailing.

3.5 Encourage an up-to-date master plan for community development in every community
in Beaver County.

A. Provide input when requested.

B. Cooperate with individual cities and the county in solving problems.

14
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Objective 4. Tourism and Recreation
4.1 Encourage and promote quality tourism and recreational programs county-wide.
A. Research and evaluate the need for a county-wide recreational department.
B. Form a county-wide cultural arts council.
C. Establish and encourage Heritage Tourism.
D. Promote the use of the American Discovery Trail and other area trails.
E. Form scoping committee to determine destinations and trails to promote.

Objective 5. Housing

5.1 Do a housing study to determine future needs and resources.

5.2  Develop capital resources.

A. Lobby politicians to reallocate Farmers Home Administration dollars.

B. Expand housing authority programs.

C. Use Utah Housing Fund.

D. Encourage local banks to make loans available.

E. Research the state retirement fund to buy housing loans.

5.3  Develop affordable housing.

A. Locate acceptable locations for manufactured housing in planned unit development (PUD);
establish zoned areas for multi-family housing.

B. Find ways to improve cooperation between developers and local governments.

C. Research ways to fill the need for more certified building inspectors in the county.
5.4 Recruit a certified appraiser.

Objective 6. Natural Resources

6.1 Support positive land management.

A. Support legislation to standardize federal requirements.

B. Encourage settlement of the wilderness issue.

C. Support multiple-use, not wilderness.

D. Promote world class mineral deposits in Beaver County.

E. Use the Rural Development Council to assist in overcoming land management challenges.
F. Develop a Habitat Conservation Plan.

G. Oppose mining law changes that discourage local mining opportunities.
H. Support efforts to access timber by rural mills.

6.2  Add value to Beaver County geothermal resources.

A. Investigate and promote greenhouses.

B. Increase energy production at power plants.

C. Explore the possibility of aquiculture.

D. Develop recreational uses of geothermal (hot tubs, spas, health clubs).
6.3  Manage Beaver County’s wildlife resources.

A. Develop a wildlife and fisheries resource plan with Bureau of Land Management, Forest
Service, Division of Wildlife Resources, and recreational hunters.

6.4 Protect supplies and uses of Beaver County water.

A. Educate users to the best water use practices.

B. Participate in the Beaver River Water Plan.

Objective 7. Professional Services

7.1 Complete a survey of local needs in the medical, educational, trades, legal and other
professional services required by our community.

15
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A. Implement an active recruitment program based on findings.

B. Establish work force training programs to meet anticipated needs. (Area technical center)

7.2 Develop a continuing process to estimate the enrollment for public educational
programs and timing to implement programs and facilities for incoming and new
students.

A. Determine funding sources.

7.3 Diversify continuing education.

A. Full implementation of educational network.

B. Access new mineral lease regulation bill funding through Community Impact Board.

C. Increase extension services role.

7.4 Research the feasibility of establishing innovative daycare programs to expand potential
labor force and provide additional employment opportunities.

7.5 Survey to find underemployed professionals.

Garfield County Strategies

In the summer of 2005, the Garfield County Commission recognized the need to update the
Garfield County General Plan to address resource management. The Garfield County Resource
Management Plan (RMP) was Adopted November 27th, 2006. One of the resulting
recommendations from the RMP was to initiate a Countywide, comprehensive economic
development plan. Under the direction of the Garfield County Planner and with the assistance
and financial support of the Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget, Garfield County
developed an Economic Development Plan.

A planning team comprised of community leaders, local residents, business owners and\
representatives from land management agencies in the County were selected and approved by
the County Commission. The team included representatives from Grand StaircaseEscalante
National Monument, Dixie National Forest, Utah State University Extension Services, Ruby’s
Inn, Panguitch City, local business owners and the Garfield County Planner. The Garfield
County Economic Development Plan was periodically reviewed by the Garfield County
Commission, and the Planning Commission

This plan provides recommendations founded upon nine primary vision elements that will
guide future implementation strategies by the County. These elements focus on the following:

1. Increased Tax Base: To generate additional revenue to support, maintain, and improve
local infrastructure and services such as water systems, roads, parks, libraries, hospitals, clinics
and emergency medical services. Careful and frugal use of public expenditures.

2. Job Development: To encourage a wide variety of industries and jobs which provide better
wages, benefits, and opportunities for advancement.

3. Business Retention: To encourage economic growth from within the County. Businesses
that feel appreciated by the community and, in turn, feel as if they are contributing to the
economy will stay in the County, and continue to provide employment opportunities.

4. Economic Diversification: To Expand the economy and reduce the County’s vulnerability

to a single business sector. Develop a diverse stable economy that provides economic
opportunities for all citizens which is essential to a healthy and balanced community, and helps
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to insulate the County from economic downturns in specific industries.

5. Self sufficiency: To assist Garfield County residents with economic selfsufficiency
to break the cycle of government reliance. Public/private cooperation with an organized
approach to economic development with self sufficiency in mind. To work together with
cooperative community spirit toward a common goal, and focus on self reliance.

6. Productive Use of Property: To use property for its "highest and best use" maximizing
the productivity of that property. In addition to the brick and mortar investments, all decisions
are made with an outlook on the future.

7. Quality of Life: To increase local tax dollars and jobs to raise the economic tide for the
County, which generally increases the overall standard of living of the residents. Conviction
that, in the long run, we have to power to increase the quality of life and that our destiny is in
our own hands. Making our communities good places to live is a proactive assignment, and we
willingly accept it.

8. Recognition of Local Products: To increase the awareness of locally produced products
and services, and to increase the degree locally produced goods are consumed in the local
market. Local loyalty is emphasized, but thriving communities know who their competitors are
and position themselves accordingly.

9. Sophisticated Use of Information Resources and Networking: Networking and
pooling of all resources in Garfield County is imperative to success in a rural environment.
Several efforts going on in the County should be connected and working together, i.e. scenic
byway coordination, (Highways 12, 143, and 89), along with planning, tourism, heritage, and
natural resource development. Leaders should seek to access information that is beyond the
knowledge base available in the community. County leaders should compete for government
grants and contracts and for economic and social programs.

Goals, Objectives, and Action Items

Goal 1: Work to establish Internal County and Planning/Economic Development Office
processes for economic development plan implementation.
Objective 1: Take steps to make County Planner's office the Economic Development
Office.
Action item: Provide annual budget request to the County Commission
Responsible Party: ED Office & County Clerk
By When : 4th quarter

Action item: Annually present completed economic development plan and
update of ED Office activities to all Garfield County city councils.
Responsible Party: ED Office

By When: 1st quarter

Action item: Contribute at least six submissions (e.g., articles, announcements,

advertisements, etc.) from the economic development office to The Garfield
County Insider and publish the same on the county website.
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Responsible Party: ED Office
By When: at least bimonthly, six total

Action item: Send an introductory letter or newsletter to Garfield County
businesses introducing the ED office and the pertinent elements of the ED plan.
Responsible Party: ED Office

By When: 2nd quarter

Objective 2: Establish and maintain a website for Garfield County, including the
Planning/Economic Development Office.

Action item: Acquire hardware, install software, and choose content
management system (e.g., MediaWiki, Zope, Plone)

Responsible Party: ED Office

By When: 1st quarter

Action item: Register domain name(s) and ask ITS to open ports and enter DNS
information.

Responsible Party: ED Office & ITS

By When: 1st quarter

Action item: Determine feasibility of internship for system development,
maintenance, and/or content creation.

Responsible Party: ED Office

By When: 1st quarter

Action item: Create business countywide business directory.
Responsible Party: ED Office, business owners, & intern
By When: Ongoing

Objective 3: Assess options for creating, managing and facilitating a Garfield County
Economic Development Council.

Action item: Conclude business with the current economic development planning
committee.

Responsible Party: ED Office and ED planning team

By When: 1st quarter

Action item: Present multiple options for an economic development council to
the County Commission.

Responsible Party: ED Office

By When: 3rd quarter

Action item: Implement the County Commission's decision.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By When: 4th quarter

Objective 4: Establish a partnership with the Economic Development Corporation of

Utah.

Action item: Apply for funds to publish the county Strategic ED Plan.
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Responsible Party: ED Office
By When: 3rd quarter

Action item: Apply for funds to pursue Economic Development training.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By When: 4th quarter

Action item: Establish eligible Sure Sites.
Responsible Party: ED Office & municipal governments
By When: As determined by eligibility requirements

Goal 2: Provide assistance to businesses and entrepreneurs, as guided by the General Plan,
pages 53 and 54, parts 9, 10, and 14-16

Objective 1: Research and become familiar with the Garfield County economy and
businesses.
Action item: Create and maintain a Garfield County business list
Responsible party: ED Office
By when: business list by third quarter; maintain ongoing

Action item: Create and maintain a Garfield County Economic Development
information packet.

Responsible party: ED Office

By when: packet by third quarter; update as needed

Objective 2: Identify & learn about economic development resources for existing
businesses and entrepreneurs.
Action item: Investigate business service offerings from Utah State University,
including USU Extension Services, Southern Utah University's Business
Resource Center, state government (e.g., GOED, GOPB, and the Department of
Community and Culture), federal government (e.g., USDA, Small Business
Administration, Department of Commerce), and any other sources.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (SuzAnne Jorgensen)
By when: Ongoing

Action item: Become familiar with grant and loan opportunities for new and
existing businesses.

Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (SuzAnne Jorgensen)
By when: Ongoing

Action item: Attend Senator Bennett's Rural Business Conference in Price
Responsible Party: ED Office

By when: 2nd quarter

Action item: Attend Utah Rural Summit, Cedar City
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: August

Action item: Become conversant with the Five County Revolving Loan Fund and
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assist in packaging eligible deals.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: Ongoing

Action item: Incorporate the Garfield County ED Goals and Objectives into the
Southwestern Utah Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy.
Responsible Party: ED Office

By when: 2nd quarter

Action item: Become familiar with the programs of the federal Economic
Development Administration and participate in the regional Economic
Development District

Responsible Party: ED Office

By when: Ongoing

Objective 3: In partnership with the USU Extension office, implement the Garfield
County Business Expansion And Retention (BEAR) Program.
Action item: Request initial funds for BEAR software license from Garfield
County.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: 1st quarter

Action item: Apply for funding for BEAR surveyors through SUU.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: 1st quarter

Action item: Investigate funding options for BEAR implementation from GOED
and other sources.

Responsible Party: ED Office

By when: 1st quarter

Action item: Attend BEAR Program training hosted USU Extension. Responsible
Party: ED Office & USU Extension
By when: 1st quarter

Action item: Identify industry sector priority for 2008 surveys.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension
By when: 1st quarter

Action item: Edit the BEAR survey to better suit Garfield County's business
needs.

Responsible Party: ED Office & USU extension

By when: 2nd quarter

Action item: Perform practice surveys.

Responsible Party: ED Office & USU extension
By when: 2nd quarter
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Action item: Contract with BEAR surveyors and begin to implement BEAR
Program.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU extension
By when: 2nd quarter, implementation ongoing

Action item: If appropriate, renew funding request from SUU.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: 4th quarter

Objective 4: Provide followup services and assistance from information gathered from
BEAR surveys & outreach (Goal 4, Objective 2).
Action item: Continually respond to needs of businesses as identified from BEAR
survey
Responsible party: ED Office
By When: Ongoing

Action item: Provide up to two workshops/trainings as a result of BEAR survey
results or other business outreach initiatives.

Responsible party: ED Office and other partners such as USU Extension,SUU,
Manufacturing Extension Partnership, USTAR, PTAC, etc.

By when: year's end

Objective 5: In partnership with USU, plan and conduct the annual Garfield County
Business Conference.
Action item: Seek funding from SUU and other sources.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (SuzAnne Jorgensen)
By when: Ongoing
Action item: Assist with conference preparation and hosting.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (SuzAnne Jorgensen)
By when: March 2008

Objective 6: In the spirit of Goal 1, Objective 2 and Goal 4, Objective 1 have the economic
development office be the conduit to business service providers.
Action item: Establish a pattern of proficiency in delivering the right services to
local businesses and entrepreneurs.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: Ongoing

Goal 3: With the appropriate partners, work to support and strengthen the Agriculture and
Natural Resources sectors of Garfield County's economy.
Objective 1: In keeping with the Garfield County General Plan, pages 54 and 55, parts 6,
19, and 2531, the economic development office shall assess the needs of local sawmills
and other wood products businesses.
Action item: Partner with Skyline Forest Resources to identify needs and
opportunities with which Garfield County Economic Development could assist.
Where possible and appropriate, deliver ED Office assistance.
Responsible Party: ED Office & Skyline Forest Resources
By when: meet by 2nd quarter; assistance TBD, but may be ongoing
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Action item: Partner with K&D Forest Products to identify needs and
opportunities with which Garfield County Economic Development could assist.
Where possible and appropriate, deliver ED Office assistance.
Responsible Party: ED Office & K&D Forest Products
By when: meet by 2nd quarter; assistance TBD, but may be ongoing

Action item: Identify other wood products business that could benefit from
assistance in like manner to that identified in this objective.

Responsible Party: ED Office

By when: Ongoing

Objective 2: Research agricultural opportunities in the County, as per the General Plan,
page 54, parts 5, 13, and 2224.
Action item: Research the feasibility of growing crops and livestock that are not
currently grown in the County.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (Kevin Heaton)
By when: 3rd quarter

Action item: Research different methodologies to increase yield and/or lengthen
growing season.

Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (Kevin Heaton)

By when: Ongoing

Action item: Identify new markets for locally raised agricultural products.
Responsible Party: ED Office & USU Extension Office (Kevin Heaton)
By when: 3rd quarter

Action item: Attend the USU Extension Diversified Ag. conference
Responsible Party: ED Office
By When: 1st quarter

Goal 4: Participate in Garfield County infrastructure development as appropriate.
Objective 1: Investigate and assess more robust Internet options for Garfield County and
its municipalities.
Action item: Assess options for UTOPIA project and other projects.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: 2rd quarter
Action item: As appropriate, assist the private sector in pursuit of the objective.
Responsible Party: ED Office
By when: Ongoing

Action item: Present options to municipalities as appropriate.
Responsible Party: ED Office & UTOPIA
By when: 3rd quarter

Objective 2: Promote infrastructure in eastern Garfield County, consistent with the

General Plan, page 54, part 20.
Action item: participate in Ticaboo commercial electrification feasibility study.

22



Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy 2008
Responsible Party: ED Office & FCAOG
By when: Ongoing

Iron County Strategies

Objective 1. Foster cooperation and communication among local, county and area leaders.

1.1 Found a Business Council Think-Tank to coordinate economic development efforts with
local organizations such as the Cedar Area Chamber of Commerce, Iron County Tourism
& Convention Bureau, Small Business Development Center, Southern Utah University,
Southwest Applied Technology College, and the Iron County Homebuilders Association.

1.2 Host Town Hall meetings concerning pressing economic issues to collect feedback from
affected parties, identify action items, create a task force, and explore solutions.

1.3 Maintain close working relationships with elected officials and governmental agencies
and staff, including: US Senators and Congressmen, US Department of Commerce
Economic Development Administration, Utah Governor’s Office of Econokgic
Development, Economic Development Corporation of Utah, Utah State Legislators and
others.

Objective 2. Recruit quality businesses providing higher wages and benefits to employees

2.1 Establish recruitment strategies; identify criteria (wages, property and equipment
investment and environmental impacts) and execute and action plan.

2.2 Develop a system of identifying and recruiting prospective businesses.

2.3  Create a systematic incentive program for recruitment and retention of businesses
paying 150 percent of Iron County median wage and basic benefits.

Objective 3. Improve employment opportunities through retention and expansion of existing

businesses

3.1 Complete a S.W.0.T. analysis of local workforce, encourage additional training, exit
interviews and improvements in work environment for retention of good employees.

3.2 Provide businesses with information on specific use areas to enhance decision-making
on relocation or expansion plans.

3.3 Collaborate with SUU and the SBDC to create a business incubator system that will
provide educational and entrepreneurial opportunities for students, faculty, businesses
and investors.

Objective 4. Accumulate essential market research information

4.1 Identify credible sources of information and update economic marketing materials
including website, PDF File reports, PowerPoint presentations and fact sheets.

4.2  Conduct retail marketing studies every three years, or as needed.

4.3 Conduct affordable housing studies every three years, or as needed.

Objective 5. Provide comprehensive marketing information to increase tourism

5.1 Promote Iron County as a tourist gateway destination and continue to brand Cedar City
as Festival City USA.

5.2 Enhance local media representation of business and community efforts through follow-
up phone calls, internet presence, e-mail blasts, special events and press conferences.

5.3 Assist local Festivals with marketing and fund-raising (grants and sponsorships).
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Objective 6. Maintain and improve the infrastructure of Iron County to accommodate

business and tourism growth

6.1 Promote the Port 15 Utah industrial park project to potential businesses from the
manufacturing, warehousing, and high tech sectors.

6.2  Encourage further development of industrial parks at the Cedar City Airport, Antelope
Valley and Parowan.

6.3  Enhance commercial and private enplanements, as well as other business use of land
available at the Cedar City Regional Airport.

6.4  Assist in marketing of proposed community projects including recreational and tourism
facilities such as Brian Head Alpine Creek expansion, Community Recreation-Aquatics
Center, Cedar Mountain Ball Field Complex, Utah Shakespearean Festival Centre for
Performing Arts, and Cedar Breaks Visitor Center.

Objective 7. Enhance the beautification and attractiveness of the community
7.1 Maintain the signage and landscaping ant I-15 interchanges.
7.2 Encourage adherence to industrial park CC&Rs and high quality construction.

Kane County Strategies

Kane County will be an active partner with other governments to foster a sustainable, broad-
based economy which allows traditional economic uses to remain vibrant, while fostering new
economic activities which expand economic opportunity, utilize available natural resources,
and protect important scenic and social qualities.

Objective 1. Retain, Expand and/or Diversify Existing Businesses

1.1 Create household sustaining jobs which maintain or improve the quality of life for both
residents and visitors.
A. Participate in pro-consumer education programs.
B. Assist in providing quality cultural and entertainment programs.
C. Encourage local banks to develop outreach programs for local businesses.

1.2 Promote destination tourism.

1.3 Improve customer relations in county departments and services.

1.4 Participate in a county clearinghouse for business services.

1.5 Recognize the tie between affordable and quality housing and business growth.

1.6 Develop a “value-added” campaign which helps local businesses gain additional value
from their existing products.

1.7 Explore the feasibility of air shuttle services.

1.8 Encourage the establishment of rental car services.

Objective 2. Attract or Develop Self-Sustaining New Business which provide Quality Jobs

2.1 Foster businesses related to the Grand Staircase - Escalante National Monument.

Request that the administrative offices for the national monument be located in Kanab.

2.2 Develop a stock of commercial buildings.

2.3  Explore the feasibility of scheduled airline services.

2.4 Explore the feasibility of natural gas service.

2.5 Identify industries which have the best fit for Kane County.

2.6 Build a local venture capital base.

2.7 Develop a network of former residents and business contacts who can assist in bringing
business to Kane County.

24



Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy 2008
2.8  Encourage the establishment of small-scale forest product and mineral based
businesses.
2.9 Investigate solar energy options.

Objective 3. Develop and Maintain an Infrastructure that can Support a Robust Economy

3.1 Assist in developing a regional industrial park in Kanab.

3.2  Direct business to locations with sufficient public services.

3.3 Develop and promote a multiple use recreation and other public service facility at the
Kaneplex site.

3.4 Encourage the development of four-lane access through the county.

3.5 Participate in the building of a swimming pool in Kanab.

Objective 4. Enhance Educational Opportunities

4.1 Encourage high behavioral and academic standards.

4.2  Advocate a modified school year with work release options.

4.3 Participate in training activities for service sector owners and employees.
4.4  Partner in developing improved library services.

4.5 Support more community involvement in secondary schools.

Objective 5. Strengthen Effective Communications

5.1 Increase interaction with federal and state agencies to enhance economic development.
5.2 Increase communications between public officials and citizens.

5.3 Partner in the development of a regular public issues forum.

5.4 Foster the creation of a formal citizen’s network.

5.5 Establish a Kane County Economic Development Coordinating Council.

5.6 Publicize public meeting agendas on local TV and radio outlets.

Objective 6. Support the preparation of a Tourism Development Plan which includes a Vision
Statement and written goals and objectives

Washington County Strategies

Objective 1. Retain and Expand Businesses

1.1 Facilitate an incentive program for existing businesses equivalent to what is offered to
new businesses.

1.2 Provide an outreach effort to directly contact and assist existing businesses.

1.3 Develop and provide financing packages to assist in financing growth of existing
businesses.

1.4 Facilitate conflict resolution between business and government.

Objective 2. Business Attraction

2.1 Coordinate with the various economic development agencies within the state.

2.2  Maintain a cutting-edge website promoting Washington County that is linked to other
web sites featuring county businesses, organizations and events.

2.3 Identify value-added industry sectors and businesses for proactive recruitment
activities.

2.4  Provide timely and pertinent information and facilitate productive site tours for value-
added companies.
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2.5 Facilitate incentives for targeted value-added companies.

Objective 3. Develop Industrial and Business Sites

3.1 Encourage School Trust Lands and private land owners to select lands suitable for
industrial and business site development.

3.2 Utilize private and public funds to develop business and industrial parks, offering prime
business sites with full amenities and incentive pricing.

3.3 Promote the need for construction of spec buildings to private contractors with cities
and utilities offering delayed fees.

3.4  Acquire available federal and state funding for business and industrial site development.

Objective 4. Transportation and Essential Services

4.1 Regularly present information to elected officials on the status of key infrastructure
services and their impact on value-added businesses within the county.

4.2  Promote a county-wide vision of the economic opportunities associated with the
development of a new, replacement airport.

4.3 Promote and support enhancing and increasing water supply and distribution.

4.4 Promote increasing the capacity and redundancy of electrical power, natural gas, and
telecommunication services to continually ensure adequate delivery systems.

4.5 Promote the need for an enhanced and expanded public transportation system.

4.6  Promote the need for more affordable workforce housing.

4.7 Recruit and retain the workforce vital to the community.

Objective 5. Increase Technical and Advanced Education Services

5.1 Promote the need for additional baccalaureate degress to be offered by Dixie State
College of Utah.

5.2  Technical training to identified industries is provided through specialized classes.

5.3 Expand offerings of concurrent enrollment through a partnership between Dixie State
College of Utah and the Washington County School District.

5.4 Involve, align and coordinate technical programs with Dixie Stagte College of Utah,
Washington County School District, and Dixie Applied Technology College.

5.5 Promote and support the practice of acquiring land for schools early in the development
cycle through participating in the Interagency School Site Council.

Objective 6. Communicate and Promote the Strategic Plan

6.1 Circulate executive summary of the Strategic Plan to public agencies and private
business and organizations for reference and use in addressing economic development
issues.

6.2  Review and update strategic plan annually.

6.3 Facilitate an annual Economic Summit.

Objective 7. Increase Economic Development Capability

7.1 Expand the organization and funding from the private sector for economic development
activities by executing a well organized private sector fund raising activity.

7.2 Promote policy of donating to Washington County Economic Development Council at
the close of sale of industrial properties.

Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah Strategies
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Tribal strategies for economic development such as the following will be considered as the

drafting of the strategic plan gets underway:

1.1 Development of a water system project at the north Kanarraville Interchange on I-15 for
homes and commercial development.

1.2 Renovate and rehabilitate the old Tribal Administration building into a community
multipurpose facility for the benefit of the Cedar City Band community and Tribe.

1.3 Development of properties along the I-15 corridor near Cove Fort and the north
Kanarraville Interchange.

1.4 Develop a feasibility study and business plan for a Tribal wire bending business on the
Cedar Reservation.

1.5 Develop new contracts and sewing orders so the Tribe can reopen the sewing plant in
Cedar City.
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IMPLEMENTATION, EVALUATION AND MONITORING

Introduction

The Five County Economic Development District (EDD) has experienced a major shift in its
direct involvement in economic development efforts. Early in its history, the EDD was directly
involved in marketing, trade shows, client visits, and pursuing leads. As each of the five
counties became more involved in these direct efforts, the EDD staff took a less direct role in
industrial development. In the past decade, the EDD staff have focused on assisting
communities prepare for needed infrastructure improvements, and to have viable community
plans and ordinances in place to accommodate and direct both business and residential
development. The work programs for the EDA and CDBG planning grants have been the focus
of staff involvement.. Reports of progress towards meeting the work program objectives are the
major formal evaluation of success.

These evaluations and reports are reflected in the following instruments:
1. EDA Capacity Building Grant Annual Reports

2. CDBG Planning Grant Monitoring

3. AOG Annual Report

4. CEDS Committee Meetings

Capacity Building Grant Reports

The final progress reports submitted to EDA outline the approved work program objectives and
report completed actions. The reports document projects accomplished in each of the five
counties where EDD staff used EDA funds to participate in the activity. Past progress reports
have documented the following types of actions:

1. Technical assistance in General Plan and Ordinance update or preparation.

2. Leading formal planning commission training sessions.

3. Analyzing potential impacts of federal land management activities.

4. Preparing and analyzing community surveys.

5. Participation in community, county , tribal, regional and state economic development
processes.

6. GIS mapping projects completed.

7. Information and data dissemination.

Final progress reports are submitted each March at the end of the EDA contract period.

CDBG Planning Grant Monitoring

Much of the work accomplished by the EDD staff in regards to economic development is made
possible by an annual injection of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds. The
contracts governing the use of CDBG funds cover an 18 month period. Past work programs for
CDBG staff involvement have included the following activities:

1. Capital improvements planning and documentation.

. Technical assistance in General Plan and Ordinance updates or preparation.

. Intergovernmental coordination.

. GIS mapping.

. Consolidated Plan preparation.

. Housing rehabilitation administration.

NGO b WN
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7. Revolving Loan Fund administration.

All actions undertaken by the staff under the provisions of the CDBG contract must be directed
to eligible communities or targeted individuals. In almost all instances, these efforts are
directed towards low or moderate income communities or individuals. For example,
community planning assistance or GIS mapping activities funded by CDBG must occur in
communities that are documented as low or moderate income by a pre-approved list or a
survey.

State CDBG staff monitor the activities accomplished under each contract on an annual basis.
Samples of completed work are provided. Documentation of eligibility is confirmed.

AOG Annual Report

Each year after the close of the fiscal year on June 30, the staff prepares an Annual Report. The
report’s major audience is the AOG governing board. The Annual Report is also disseminated to
other agencies and interested individuals. Each program administered by the AOG is described,
along with major accomplishments during the fiscal year. A major section of the report deals
with economic development activities.

CEDS Committee Meetings

In recent years, the EDD staff has attempted to convene a regional Economic Summit hosted by
the Economic Development Advisory Council. However, the Washington County Economic
Development Council now sponsors an annual Economic Summit in January of each year. The
Utah Rural Development Council also offers a Rural Utah Summit each September. Yet another
“summit” has been seen as an un-needed duplication of efforts.

The EDD is now holding semi-annual Committee meetings in May and November. The
meetings have been scaled back from a full “summit” to a staff report to the council. In the May
meeting, the staff will present the updated CEDS before submission to EDA. The annual report
is presented in November.

The Council reviews successes of the past year and provides direction for the coming year.
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ANALYSIS OF ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
CONDITIONS

ECONOMIC SNAPSHOT

Although the five counties of southwest Utah share common geographic boundaries, the
economic make-up of the individual counties varies considerably. Information taken from the
Utah Department of Workforce Services quarterly newsletter (June 2008), shows a wide variety
of economic conditions. Special thanks are given to Lecia Parks Langston, Western Region
Economist, who authored the original text:

Beaver County

During 2007, Beaver County’s rate of nonfarm job growth peaked and plunged with wild
abandon. Growth rates ranged from almost 9 percent to less than 1 percent in just a short 12-
month period. Th is wild ride averaged out to an annual 4-percent rate of employment
expansion. In addition, by the final quarter of the year, growth rates had calmed down to
register in the same zone as the annual figures— about 4 percent.

Between December 2006 and December 2007, the county added almost 70 net new jobs. In
addition, covered agricultural employment (which is not included in the totals) increased by
another 130 positions. Remarkably, beneath this moderate overall growth, the county’s various
industries experienced a wide variety of job-loss and job-gain scenarios. Notable job losers
included professional/business services, transportation/warehousing, and other services.
However, the primary employment winners—mining, retail trade, and government—dominated
the labor market arena.

Despite moderate employment gains, Beaver County (along with the rest of the counties in
southwest Utah) has experienced an upward drift in its unemployment rate. Nevertheless, the
county’s March 2008 figure of 3.5 percent remains low from an historical perspective.
Construction permitting in Beaver County has followed the national lead. In 2007, total
permitted values dropped 26 percent as new construction permits slipped below 2006 levels.
The first two months of 2008 continued the trend with overall values down 60 percent.

Garfield County

After a rather sickly employment performance in 2006, Garfield County’s labor market returned
to full health in 2007. Its annual employment expansion rate measured more than 4 percent.
Moreover, the county experienced its strongest expansion towards the end of the year—just
when Utah and the U.S. experienced slow or no growth. The year-to-year change for December
measured a whopping 8 percent. However, most of the 150 new jobs were contributed by just
two industries—leisure/hospitality services and healthcare/social services. Government also
added a notable number of new positions. But, while all industries didn’t join in this labor

fest, only a few, very minor industry losses surfaced in December.

Although Garfield County saw its total construction permit values dip more than 20 percent

during 2007, it was one of the few areas to experience an uptick in new home building. Plus, it
was one of the rare counties which exhibited an increase in approved values during the first two
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months of 2008. Of course, maintaining this gain may prove difficult in the months ahead as
the national housing market continues to struggle.

Iron County

It happened here first. Iron County seems a harbinger of slower growth in both national and
state labor markets. Iron County actually entered negative territory with year-over job losses in
mid-2007. Between December 2006 and December 2007, Iron County lost roughly 200 jobs.
The decline is not large in the overall economic scheme of things—just 1 percent. The slippery
slope of Iron County nonfarm job loss wasn’t quite enough to cancel out job gains earlier in the
year. On average, the county managed a 1-percent growth rate for 2007. However, year-end
figures have yet to portend an end to employment contraction.

Compared with the robust expansion of earlier years, recent trends represent a significant
change in the local economy. Yes, it’s the slowdown in the housing market creating most of the
economic trouble. The construction industry certainly generated the lion’s share of job losses.
However, both manufacturing and financial services joined construction in the job-loser
category. In addition, few industries added significant numbers of new workers. Retail trade
and other services generated the only job increases of note.

While the total value of authorized construction dropped only 8 percent in 2007, residential
values dropped by almost 30 percent. And, the news in 2008 just gets worse. The first two
months of 2008 show an enormous, 70-percent decline in new home permits compared with
the same period in 2006.

Kane County

Compared to Kane County’s spectacular employment growth in 2006, its 2007 nonfarm
expansion rate of 3.6 might seem a bit tepid. However, this rate of growth is right in the
moderate range that economists love so well. In addition, increases at this level should be the
envy of most other areas in the nation.

Unlike many counties, Kane County maintained its moderate growth throughout the year.
There’s been no end-of-year employment slide here. Year-over expansion for Kane County in
December 2007 measured 3.3 percent which represents almost 100 net new jobs. On the other
hand, the current employment escalation condenses to a one-industry wonder.
Leisure/hospitality services (tourism to the everyday person) generated the vast majority of new
positions. Moreover, manufacturing, information, and retail trade all took notable employment
hits. The construction industry is probably next in line for job losses. While construction
permitting in Kane County managed to hold steady in 2007, it ground to a virtual standstill in
the first two months of 2008. Overall, values are down a whopping 92 percent, and the value of
newly permitted residential construction dropped 75 percent compared with the same months
in 2007.

Washington County

Washington County is no stranger to rapid employment expansion. In fact, slow job growth
seems the exception rather than the rule. Right now, the Washington County economy “feels”
sluggish in contrast to past years. Employment grew less than 4-percent in 2007 compared to
the 10-percent gains of the past several years. However, for most areas, 4-percent expansion
represents moderate, if not robust growth. Keep that in mind.
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On the other hand, employment growth will most likely continue to slump in upcoming months.
Washington County has yet to exhibit much decline in construction employment. Indeed, a
nonresidential building boom followed on the heels of the residential construction exuberance
of the past years. However, current permitting trends suggest that both categories of
construction will provide less employment sustenance in the near future. As the current surge
commercial building reaches its conclusion, it will no longer buoy up construction employment.

Given the current housing-market mess and excess market supply, the next expansionary period
shouldn’t appear on the horizon for several years. In other words, Washington County job
growth rates should continue to slip in the near-term. Currently, only a few industries are
running “in the red.” Not surprisingly, employment in both construction and financial activities
has begun to contract. However, for the present, job growth is still the rule—just a slower
variety of job growth.

Retail trade, professional business services, healthcare/social services, accommodation/food
services and the public sector continue to create significant numbers of new positions.
Anecdotal evidence does suggest that the labor market has become less tight, with employers
able to choose from a larger pool of willing workers. As mentioned, if construction permit
activity is any indicator (and it is), the building activity around the county will continue to slow.
Figures for 2007 show permitted values down 14 percent—new nonresidential permit values
alone dropped one-fifth. And, 2008 is certainly off to a slow start. Permits for January and
February 2008 measured less than half the number permitted in the same period last year.
Nonresidential permits look to be losing ground as well— down 45 percent from
January/February 2007.

OPPORTUNITIES AND OBSTACLES

Many southwestern Utah communities exhibit barriers such as: 1) poor access to markets and
supplies; 2) inadequate labor supply; 3) poor labor conditions, rates, or productivity; 4) lack
of energy for production; 5)inadequate community facilities including access to advanced
technology i.e. high speed Internet; 6) low quality of life or high local taxes. Economic
development may not be possible or may be substantially restricted in areas which exhibit such
barriers. By taking the first step of identifying barriers and then methodically correcting or
eliminating them, a community stands a greater chance of implementing effective community
development strategies.

The Five County Economic Development District has identified a number of barriers to
economic development and classified them into categories related to the significance of the
barrier. These barriers have also been divided into categories of correctable and uncorrectable.
The presence of too many uncorrectable barriers means that a community cannot expect
significant industrial growth, due to the natural forces of locational economics. Correctable
barriers should be examined thoroughly and steps taken to lessen, eliminate or transform the
barrier into an advantageous selling point. Regional assets and liabilities have been identified
by a number of organizations and the AOG staff. They are listed below:
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FIVE COUNTY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

Assets

Liabilities

1. Wage Rates

2. Water and Sewer Costs

3. Real Estate Tax Costs

4. Good Interstate Access

5. Proximity to Air Service

6. Proximity of Support Services
7. Good Express Delivery Services
8. Recreational Opportunities

Market Orientation

. Clerical Labor Supply

. Lack of Adequate Rail Service

. Fire Protection Rating

. Telecommunication Capabilities

. Cultural Opportunities for Executives
Affordable Workforce Housing

Nouhwpn R

CORRECTABLE AND UNCORRECTABLE BARRIERS
TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Correctable

Uncorrectable

Major

Significant

Minor

Lack of Skilled Labor
(especially high tech.)

Financial Capabilities
Market Exposure

Available industrial
buildings

Environmental Constraints

Lag time required to train
unskilled labor

Railroad access (long-term)

Expense of further site
development

Availability of inexpensive,
sound housing

Fire protection ratings

Quantity of available labor

Restrictions concerning heavy
and/or polluting industries

Railroad access

Highway access

Some community members want their
communities to remain as they are (rural)

33



Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy 2008

CORRECTABLE AND UNCORRECTABLE BARRIERS
TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Correctable Uncorrectable
Minor Lack of equipment and Interstate - Inter-regional access to
(cont) facilities for vocational materials

training

Commuter Air Service
Regional Image (rural)
Lack of support industry

Community recreation

REGIONAL PARTNERSHIPS

Important Partnerships

Successful regional economic development will not occur in a vacuum. The staff of the EDD
recognizes the vital importance of coordinating with other public and private sector
organizations and individuals that influence regional economic health. The district has forged
successful relationships with a number of such organizations.

Local Economic Development Professionals have been employed by Beaver,
Garfield, Iron and Washington counties. The EDD staff works closely with these
professionals in their marketing and other activities. A number of communities have
engaged in local Main Street projects. Some have employed Main Street Coordinators,
who also act as economic development agents at the local level. The EDD staff provides
technical assistance, primarily in grant writing and project financing. Another area of
regional assistance has been focused on tourism promotion. The Association of
Governments contracted with the Scenic Byway 12 Steering Committee to prepare a
Scenic Byway 12 Corridor Management Plan in preparation for application to designate
the Garfield County highway as a National All American Road. That designation (Utah’s
first All American Road) was awarded in June 2002. The staff has also authored a
Corridor Management Plan for Scenic Byway 143 and will assist in submitting an
application for federal designation in 2008. A group of community leaders in the Zion
Canyon region is beginning a corridor management process along state route 9, which
traverses Zion National Park.

Local Chambers of Commerce have included the Association of Governments as an

ex officio member, and invite Association staff to participate in chamber events. The
regional Revolving Loan Fund has been featured in a number of chamber presentations.
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A primary source of both financial and technical support of regional economic
development efforts is the Utah Department of Community and Culture. The
Community Development Division administers the Community Development Block
Grant program, as well as other housing and community development programs. The
Governor’s Office of Economic Development is the primary generator of business leads
and active state-level economic assistance programs such as the Industrial Assistance
Fund and state Enterprise Zones.

Utah Small Business Development Centers have offices located at Southern Utah
University in Cedar City and Dixie State College in St. George. The SBDC mission is to
help small businesses manage more effectively through access to business information
and improving business skills. The local SBDC offices are the primary source of
assistance to business owners who need help in preparing loan applications and
business plans.

Color Country Resource Conservation & Development (RC&D) is a USDA-
sponsored organization devoted to fostering the well-being of rural communities in
southwestern Utah. The RC&D is a registered 501(c)(3) not for profit organization that
can help locate private sector foundation funding.

COORDINATION WITH STATE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Excerpts from Governor Huntsman'’s Ten Point Plan for Economic Revitalization of Utah:

The plan to revitalize Utah’s economic base centers on creating an environment that will allow
Utah to attract and retain good businesses. In order to do this the state’s tax and policy
environment must be more appealing, if businesses are going to choose to locate here or remain
here. If Utah is successful in attracting and retaining good businesses, then job growth and
long-term economic prosperity will follow naturally.

As we contemplate our future, perhaps most striking will be our population growth, which in
the coming generations will be a constant companion. Utah families alone will account for two
thirds of our population growth, which already is running at twice the national average. And,
immigrants from other states and countries will continue to see Utah as a land of opportunity.
Likewise, our economy will require consistent nurturing and fine-tuning so it is able to deliver
reliable growth and prosperity for our expanding population. With most states in America
worried about economic growth, the next few years will likely see unprecedented competition to
attract or develop economic success. With this increased competition, issues like quality of life,
education, reliable water resources and workforce availability and productivity will be ever
important variables for success. Our unparalleled human and natural resources should position
us well for the challenges of the next half century, but we also must be good stewards of these
resources.

Government should not be in the job creating business, but together we can improve the
environment in which our state’s private sector competes. Identified below are ten strategic
initiatives that, when implemented in a timely, effective and coordinated manner, will
dramatically strengthen Utah’s economy:
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# 1 Revamp Utah’s Tax Structure
# 2 Improve the Competitive Environment for Small and Medium-Sized Companies
# 3 Recruit Businesses to Our State
# 4 Attract More Capital
# 5 Promote Growth in Target Industries
# 6 Enhance Utah’s National and International Image
# 7 Capture Global Opportunities for Utah Companies
# 8 Promote Tourism
# 9 Energize Economic Development in Rural Communities
#10 Make State Government More Efficient

The Governor’s Office of Economic Development (GOED) has structured a series of activities
designed to accomplish the Governor’s ten strategic initiatives. These activities are:

Business and Technology Parks

The Business & Technology Parks Program’s primary goal is to partner with industry to develop
business and technology parks to facilitate technology commercialization, business expansion,
and business recruitment.

Centers of Excellence

The Centers of Excellence Program is a program that helps to fund the process of moving the
most innovative research from Utah's universities into businesses to create great jobs for
Utahns. The program helps each Center develop a sound business plan and develop
relationships with seasoned business people and potential licensees (existing businesses) that
are interested in the market potential of the specific technology. These technology areas include
the life sciences (biomedical and biotechnology), information technology and electronics,
agriculture, environment and natural resources and aerospace and advanced materials and
processes.

Clusters

Utah's Economic Cluster Initiative is designed around proven economic principles where
collaboration among organizations offers sustainable advantages to local economies. Based on
best practices and successful economic models, Utah is capitalizing on its core strengths and
facilitating the development of clustered business environments where these strengths will
result in a thriving economy and an increased standard of living

International Development

The International Trade and Diplomacy Office (ITDO) assists companies in developing markets
for their products and services in other countries. ITDO helps Utah companies understand the
benefits of expanding into international markets and provides assistance securing international
business connections. It also helps companies as they master the process of exporting goods and
services. Through increasing international trade and branding Utah globally, ITDO helps grow
Utah's economy, create jobs and increase Utah's international presence.
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Pioneer Communities/Main Street
With the understanding that a healthy, vibrant community builds its future on its past, the
Pioneer Communities/Main Street Program works with communities throughout Utahto
restore the physical and economic vitality of their historic business districts.

Procurement Assistance

The Utah Procurement Technical Assistance Center (UPTAC) was established to provide the
information and assistance needed to sell products and/or services to federal, state and local
governments.

Recruitment and Incentives
Nine incentive programs are available to assist private sector entities locate or expand in Utah.

Rural Development

The Rural Development office promotes initiatives that provide a positive business environment
for rural entrepreneurs. Staff provides support to the Governor’s Rural Partnership Board who's
Rural Action Agenda addresses issues impacting rural Utah’s entrepreneurial environment such
as health insurance, capital formation and rural economic development clusters.

Talent Access

This program assists small and mid-sized companies with talent focused tools, resources and
education programs that empower Utah companies to successfully recruit key talent essential to
their growth, expansion and profitability.
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REGIONAL PROFILE

The Southwest District, located in the southwest region of Utah and bordering Nevada and
Arizona, encompasses five counties — Beaver, Garfield, Iron, Kane and Washington, and is
often referred to as the Five County District. The District contains 38 incorporated
municipalities working with the Five County Association of Governments.

Geography and Environment

The geography and environment of a region play important roles in community planning. As
towns, cities, and counties develop, planners must consider the "lay of the land" and the many
environmental issues that come with it. It is now more important than ever that we understand
the land on which we develop, and its accompanying limitations and potential problems. The
Five County District is no exception, and has many unique issues pertaining to its distinct
geography and environment.

Physical Description

The region is located near the heart of the Intermountain West. The five counties are contained
in two major physiographic provinces. Most of Beaver, Iron, and Washington County lay within
the Basin and Range province, which generally consists of north-south trending mountain
ranges separated by broad arid valleys with interior drainage, and vegetated with sagebrush and
other plants of the Great Basin. Garfield and Kane counties are located in the Colorado Plateau,
which consists of uplifted sedimentary rock strata vegetated with desert sage scrub.

On a more localized scale, the area is also speckled with a variety of topographic features. Some
of this area has experienced a great amount of volcanic activity, which is evident in extinct
volcanoes, mountains, great lava fields, and mesas. Geologic forces have uplifted huge portions
of the land, and have created great rifts in others. Of particular notoriety are the erosional
features of the area including the great canyons and cliffs carved by water and wind that make
up the national and state parks, such as Zion, Bryce, and Snow Canyon.

The soil in this area consists mostly of aridisols, an iron-rich desert soil that can be quite
productive if cultivated. Aridisols are used mainly for range, wildlife, and recreation. Because

of the dry climate in which they are found, they are not used for agricultural production unless
irrigation water is available. Native to the valleys throughout most the region is a variety of
grasses, junipers, and pinion pines, while xerophytes and desert scrub are native to the lower
elevations. Farming has produced a diversity of crops, including barley, alfalfa, hay, and cotton
(which earned the southern region the name of "Dixie"). Much of the region has also been prime
land for ranching cows, sheep, and horses.

Climate

Because of its general location, the region is mostly semi-arid. As moist air moves in from the
Pacific Ocean, it is forced to rise over the Sierra Nevada Mountain Range, which causes it to cool
and drop its precipitation, leaving very little moisture left for the region East of the Sierra
Nevadas. While all of the Intermountain West is generally dry due to this phenomenon, the
aridity in southwestern Utah is accentuated by its lower latitude, which makes it warmer than
most regions to the north. Much of this area is characterized by lower elevation, which also
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increases the mean annual temperature. For example, the area near St. George City is a warm
climate, which is unique to the state of Utah, can be attributed to the fact that it has the lowest
elevation of any Utah city and lies at the very southern end of the state. In fact, this area, also
known as Utah’s Dixie, has the highest mean annual temperatures in Utah, averaging 61-62
degrees Fahrenheit. It also boasts the highest maximum temperature ever recorded in Utah,
which was 117 degrees Fahrenheit, observed on July 5, 1985.

Though scholars classify most of the region as "desert," only the areas with lower elevations

are considered "hot" deserts, or regions where the winters average above 32 degrees Fahrenheit.
This would include most of Washington County. This region usually does not have snow in the
winter, and has extremely warm summers. The rest of the region, which consists of higher
elevations, is considered to be a "cool" desert, with snowy winters and warm summers. Some
exceptions exist over the highest elevations, mountainous regions such as Brian Head, which
are classified as "undifferentiated highlands" since they experience cooler temperatures and
higher humidity than the rest of the area. These regions generally have very cold, snowy winters
and cool summers.

Like the rest of the Intermountain West, during the winter, most precipitation results from

the passage of mid-latitude cyclones, while in the summer, convection from localized heating
can trigger isolated thunderstorms. Without the moderating effects of the ocean, and therefore,
cloud cover from water vapor in the air, this region experiences great daily and yearly
fluctuations in temperature.

The nature of the climate in this region leaves it susceptible to a few hazardous weather
recurrences. Although most of the country is subject to flash floods, they are particularly
damaging in this region since the soil is dry, somewhat non-vegetated, and easily eroded.

Threats to human lives and damage to property are not only a result of rapidly rising waters, but
of catastrophic mud slides as well. This area is also subject to tornadoes, although they are a
rare occurrence. More common in the warmer regions are dust devils, which are rarely severe
enough to damage property. The higher elevations always have the potential for blizzards, cold
spells, and avalanches in the winter. The entire region is susceptible to fires resulting from
lighting strikes in the spring and summer, which is actually a frequent occurrence.

Demographics and Population

(Excerpted from An Analysis of Long-Term Economic Growth in Southwestern
Utah: Past and Future Conditions, Bureau of Economic and Business Research,
University of Utah, March 2008)

Over the past 40 years, the southwest region has experienced extraordinary population growth.
From 1970 to 2007, population in the region increased at an average annual rate of 4.9 percent,
compared to a statewide average annual rate of 2.6 percent. By 2007, the number of persons
living in southwest Utah totaled 203,499; an increase of 168,275 persons since the 1970 census.
Net in-migration has been the primary driver of regional population growth, accounting for 71
percent of the population increase from 1970 to 2007
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The impressive growth in the region is centered in Washington County, with some spillover into
Iron County, and to a much lesser extent Kane County. Population growth has essentially
bypassed Beaver and Garfield counties. In the 1960 census, Washington and Iron counties
accounted for two-thirds of the regional population. Ten years later their proportion had risen
to nearly three-fourths of regional population. From the 1970s on, the population growth paths
of the five counties of southwest Utah diverged dramatically, and Washington County became
the epicenter of regional growth.

Population Change of the Southwest Region, 1970-2007

Change

1970 1980 1990 2000 2007 | Total Avg An’l % of State
State 1,059,273 1,461,037 1,722,850 2,233,169 2,690,554 | 154.8%  2.6% 100%
Sauthwest 35,224 55489 83,263 140,019 203,499|477.7%  4.9% 10.3%
Beaver 3,800 4,378 4,765 6,005 6,466| 70.2%  1.4% 0.2%
Garfield 3,157 3,673 3,980 4,735 4,872 543% 1.2% 0.1%
Iron 12,177 17,349 20,789 33,779  44,813|268.0%  3.6% 2.0%
Kane 2,421 4,024 5,169 6,006 6,440| 166.0%  2.7% 0.2%
Washington 13,669 26,065 48,560 90,354 140,908/ 930.9%  6.5% 7.8%

Share of Region

1970 1980 1990 2000 2007 |Change
Beaver 10.8% 7.9% 5. 7% 4.3% 3.2% 1.6%
Garfield 9.0% 6.6% 4.8% 3.4% 2.4% 1.0%
Iron 34.6% 31.3% 25.0% 24.0% 22.0%| 19.4%
Kane 6.9% 7.3% 6.2% 4.3% 3.2% 2.4%
Washington 3B.8% 47.0% 58.3% 64.1% 69.2%| 756%

Sewirce: ULY, Censns Bureaw Devenmial Caisises ared Utal Popwdation Fstonates Conmmittes,

Compared to the statewide averages, the southwest region’s population is older and less racially
diverse. Almost 15 percent of the region’s population is retirement age or older (65+), compared
to the statewide rate of 8.6 percent. The minority population of the region in 2000 was 12,142,
or 8.6 percent of total population. Again, this is significantly lower than the statewide share of
14.7 percent. More than half the minorities in the region are Hispanic and almost 18 percent are
American Indian.

Based on census data, the region as a whole had net out-commuting of 971 in 2000. The top
three destination counties of the 3,075 regional out-commuters were Clark County, Nevada,
Coconino County, Arizona, and Salt Lake County.

Employment Characteristics and Trends

Job growth in the southwest region has been spectacular, increasing from 9,583 in 1970 to
75,660 in 2006, an average annual growth rate of 5.9 percent. Over the same period,
nonagricultural employment statewide grew at an average annual growth rate of 3.4 percent.
Additionally, the southwest’s share of statewide nonagricultural employment more than
doubled from 2.7 percent in 1970 to 6.3 percent in 2006.
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Washington County is the economic engine fueling this growth. With the addition of 48,332
new jobs, Washington County accounted for 73 percent of all new jobs in the region and saw its
employment share more than double from 33 percent in 1970 to 68 percent in 2006. The
changing economic structure of the region is evidenced by shifts in employment concentrations.
In 1970, government was the largest employment sector in the region, accounting for almost
one-third of all nonfarm jobs. The second largest sector was trade (26.0%), followed by services
(15.3%). By 2006, government was still a significant employer in the region, but its relative
share of employment had declined by almost half. Trade’s share also dropped to 21.2 percent,
though this included employment in the transportation and utilities sectors. In contrast,
services more than doubled its share of employment to 35.1 percent, due in part to the
expansion of education and health services (11.7%). From 1970 to 2006, the number of service
jobs increased by 25,149 and
accounted for 38 percent of the
job growth in the region. Other
changes in the region’s
economy include the rise of

Employment Concentrations in Southwest Utah,
1970 and 2006

. 1970 2006
construction from 5.7 percent Industry Mo. Share  Industry Mo. Share
pf nonagricultural employmept Mining 361 3.0%  Mining 370 0.5%
in 1970 to almost 14 percent in Construction 546 5.7%  Construction 10,515 13.0%
2006 The southwest region is Manufacturing 912 0.5%  Manufacturing 5417 7.7%
hometoa p]ethora of TCRU Sdd 5.7 TTU 16,043 21.2%
recreational amenities that Trade 2492 26.0f  Information 1,149  1.5%
: . : FIRE 137 2.5% Financial Activi 31,232 4.1%
include Zion National Services 1,463 15.3%  Frof. & Bus. Set;{ches 5,154  6.5%
Park, Bryce Canyon Government | 3,028 31.6%  Ed. & Health Services | B859 11,7%
National Park, Capitol Total 0583 100%  Leisure B Hospitality | 10,385 13.7%
Reef National Park, and Other Servioes 2214 2.0%
Grand Staircase—Escalante Govemment 12,322 16.3%
National Monument. Not Total 75,660  100%

Mate: TCPAU is Trare portation, Communic@tions, and Publc Wilities; FIRE is Finance,
Insurance, and Real Estte; and TTU is Trade, Tronsportedaon, and Lkilities.

S Utah Depeartomen of Woeksfarre Semices,

surprisingly, the counties in the
region tend to be more tourism
dependent than many of their
northern counterparts. In
2006, travelers and tourists spent an estimated $826.5 million in the region, supporting 16,285
jobs or about 17 percent of total employment (farm, nonfarm, and the self-employed), compared
to the statewide median of 9 percent.

Farm employment has become less important in the region but is still significant in Beaver and
Garfield. In 1970, 13.1 percent of all jobs in the region were in the agricultural sector. By 2005,
farm employment accounted for just 2.3 percent of total employment region-wide, but 17.2
percent of total employment in Beaver and 10.7 percent in Garfield.

Demographic and Employment Projections

The extraordinary growth in the southwest region will continue well into the future.
Based on projections produced by the Utah Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget
(GOPB), the southwest region will continue to grow faster than the state as a whole and
this growth will be driven by expansion in Washington County.

From 2000 to 2020, population in the region is projected to increase at an average
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annual rate of 4.9 percent, reaching 371,946 people by 2020—a gain of 230,000 people
over 20 years. In comparison, statewide population growth is projected to increase at an
average rate of 2.4 percent annually. For the study, BEBR aggregated GOPB’s age-based
population projections into three groups: 0—17 years (youth), 18—64 years (working
age), and 65+ (retirement age). All age groups are projected to more than double. The
largest gains will be in the working-age population, which will reach 219,976 persons by
2020, representing an average annual growth rate of 5.4 percent. The youth population
will increase at an annual rate of 4.5 percent, reaching 107,580 persons by 2020. The
retirement-age population is projected to grow the slowest, increasing by 23,505
persons, for an average annual rate of 3.8 percent.

Although population growth is expected for all counties in the region, population is
projected to become even more highly concentrated in Washington County. In 2000,
about 64 percent of the region’s residents lived in Washington County, by 2020, 75
percent of the region’s residents will reside in the county. Employment in the region is
projected to more than double from 96,549 in 2005 to 207,575 in 2020, adding 111,026
jobs. The average annual rate of job growth during this 15-year period is 5.2 percent,
more than double the statewide rate of 2.5 percent.

The fastest growing sectors, as measured by percentage increase, are expected to be
education and health services (up 179.9 percent), professional and business services (up
134.4 percent), and government (up 120.1 percent). Financial activity, leisure and
hospitality, and construction are all expected to more than double. The natural
resources and mining sector is projected to lose jobs, shrinking by 15 percent; and in fact
this sector is projected to shrink in every county in the region. The industries adding the
most jobs will be trade, transportation, and utilities (18,883 new jobs), education and
health services (18,310 new jobs), and government (15,122 new jobs). With these
increases, by 2020 the largest employment sector in the region will be trade,
transportation, and utilities. Education and health services will grow into the second
largest sector, followed closely by government. Leisure and hospitality and construction
round out the top five. The largest employment gains will be in Washington County,
with the addition of more than 90,000 jobs, or 81 percent of all new jobs in the region.
With an average annual increase of 6.0 percent, employment growth in Washington is
expected to outpace employment growth regionally and statewide. By 2020, almost 75
percent of all jobs in the region will be in Washington County, up from 66 percent in
2005.
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Southwest GOPB Projections, 2000-2020

Population
2000-2020 Shares

Age Group 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 |Amount Percent'| 2000 2020
D-17 44,265 52,763 65,853 85,063 107,580( 63,315 143.0%| 3L2% 28.9%
1E-64 76,85 106,093 139,435 175,559 219,976| 143,120 1B6.2%| 54.1% 585, 1%
654+ 20,885 26923 32,050 37,856 44,390( 23,505 112.5%| 14.7% 11.9%
Total 142,006 185,779 237,338 299,478 371,946 229,940 161.9%| L00% 100%
Area

Beaver 6,023 6,341 6,674 7,691 9,174 3,155 1.4%| 4.2% 2.5%
Garfield 4,763 4,703 5092 5412 5,843 1,080 0.5%| 3.4% 16%
[ron 34,079 41,397 50,601 59,212 68,315 34,236 14.9%| 24.0% 184%
Kane 6,037 6,211 6,893 7,839 8,744 2,709 1.2%| 4.3% 2.4%
Washingtaon 91,104 127 127 168,078 219,324 279,864 | 188,760 B82.1%| 64.2% 752%
Southwest 142 006 185779 237,338 299,478 371,946| 229,940 LO0% | LO0% 100%

¥ Figures in the 2000-2020 Percert column Far the counties represent each county's cantribution to the region’s growth.
Employment

2005=2020 Shares
MAICS Sector 2005 2010 2015 2020 [(Amount Percent | 2005 2020
Matural Resources and Mining 2968 2,757 2,623 2,520 =448 -15.1%| 31% 1.2%
Construction 10,945 15,036 19344 23,577 12,632 115.4%| 1L3% 11.4%
Manufacturing 5026 5933 7401 8,908 3,882 TF7.3%| 5I% 4.3%
Trade, Trans., Utilities 18,922 25,683 32,169 37,805 18883 99.8%| 19.6% 18.2%
[nformatian 1355 1804 2,299 2,753 1,398 103.2%| L4% 1.3%
Financial Activity 671 11,830 15,244 18,762 10,091 116.4%| S.0% 9.0%
Professional & Business Services 8,343 11,738 15604 19,552 11,209 134.4%| 8.6% 5.4%
Education & Health Services 10,179 15,077 21,093 28,489 18,210 179.9%| 10.5% 13, 7%
Leisure & Hospitality 11,776 16,399 20,765 25,387 13,611 115.6%| 12.2% 12.2%
Other Services 5774 7797 9,848 12,110 6,336 109.7%( 6.0% 5.8%
Government 12,590 16,929 22,511 27,712| 15,122 120.1%| 13.0% 13.4%
Total 96,549 130,983 168,901 207,575)111,026 115.0%] L00% 100%

Note: Shading indicates the age group’s, county's, or sector's share is projected ta increase by 2020,
Sonme: Utah Govervor's Oftice of Plunsing aoed Budges, 2008 Basedine.
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Current De mographic and Economic Baseline of the Southwest Region

Papulation
Popuation (2007} 203,459
Average annual Growth Rate, 1970-2007 a4 8%
Met In-Migration, 1970-2007 119,366
Househalde (2007 70,161
Employmernt
Total Farm, Moenfarm, and Proprietor Employment (2005} 965,637
Average Annual Growth Rabe, 1970-Z2006 5.6%
Farm Employment as a Percent of Tetal Employment (2005} 2.2%
Tourism= and Travel-Related Employment 15,285
Momagricultural Employment (2008} 75,660
Awerage Annuwal Growth Rate, 1970-2006 5.590%
Employer Firms {2005} 772
Major Nonagricultural Emplayment Sectors (2006) Mumber Share
Government 12,322 16.3%
Retail Trade 10,B17 14.3%
Construction 10,515 13.9%
Accommodaktion and Feod Services 8,032 11.8%
Health Care Services B 535 11 3%
Retail Sales
Taxable 2006 Aetmil Sales [millions) 52,135.0
Average Annual [nflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 19B0-2006 G.8%

Major Retail Categories (millions}
General Merchandise

Amount  Share
5493.8 313.1%

Mctor YWehicles 34160 19.49%
Building and Garden £333.8 15.68%
Per Capita Retail Sales (2006} £10,923
Wages and Income
Total Menagricultural Wages {2006, milliens) £3,022.7
fwerage Annual [nflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2006 6.0%
Avarage Monthly Vage (200a) £2,228
Total Personal [ncome (2005, millions ) $3,940.0
fwerage Annual [nflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2005 5.590%

HI:!I.IE|I‘|!I MNew Construction, and Real Estate

Totel Housing Units (2007}

Total Dccupled Units [share of total housing units)
Owrer-Ococupied (share of total cccupied)
Renter-Docupied (share af total cocupied )

Recreation or Seasonal Units {share of total housing units)
Mew Permit-Autherized Dwelling Unite (2007}

Value of Residential Censtruction (2007, millions}
Value of Menresidential Construction (2007, milliong)
Land Owinership

Privateby Owned

Federally Owned

Ctata Cwned

Total Area
Tax Revenue

Mumber Share
85,807
70,803 B21.5%
57,212 B0.8%
13,591 19.2%
12,223 14.2%
2,954
£492.9
£201.6
ACres Share

1,676,725 14.00%
8,815,722 78.1%

665,150 5.9%
11,282,236 100F%

Property Tax Receipts (2006, millicns)
Sales Taxes Disbursed (2006, milllans)

5134.0
£30.1

Mote: All dollar figures are In airrent dollars.

Nowers: Utals Pepaodation Fstiwantas Cowmittes; Ukl Governiors Office of Plavweinig and Brdgat; Bureaw of Hevwonwic ad
Buarireers Revegrdh, Universily of Uty Ulkeab Diopariment of Workfeae Sericery US. Bureaw of Feowamic Aualpricy

Uredh Srave Tase Conpmrdsion; Trab Avrorared Geogrigpbi Reerence Center,
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Current emographic and Economic Baseline of Beaver County

Pop ulati on
Population {2007) &, 466
Awerage Annual Growth Rate, 1970-1007 1.4%
Met In-Migration, 1970-2007 522
Median Age {2006} 0.2
Households (2007) 2,173
Median Househeld Income (19053 £34 544
Employment
Tetal Farrn, MNonfarm and Propriator Enploymaeant (2005} 1,172
fverage Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2003 1.8%
Farm Employment as a Share of Tetal Employment 17.20%
nona gricuicural Employment (2006) 1,973
Pverage Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2006 2.1%
Employer Firme | 2006} 215
Major Monagricultural Employment Sectors (2006 Number Shame
Gowvernment 6?3 34.1%
Agriculture, Faorestry, Fishing, and Hunting 449 22.8%
Aocomimodation and Food Services 321 16.3%
Retail Trade 275 13.9%
Transpartation and Yare housing 231 11.7%
Retail Sales
Taxable 2006 Retail Sales [(millions) 52B.2
Average Annual [nflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1980-2006 1.0%
Major Retall Categeries (milllonc) Ampunt Share
Food Stores 5121 42.9%
Eating & Crinking 570 24.8%
Matar Wehlcles 533 11.7%
Per Copita Retail Sales (2006} 34,361
Wages and Lncome
Tetal Menagricultural Wages (20068, milliens) £52.0
Averade Annuadl [nTlaton-aAdjusted Growth Rate, 19702006 2.2%
Average Monthly Wage (2006} 52,235
Total Persenal Inceme (Z005, millichs) 5175.9
Average Annual [nflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2005 3.3%

Housing, Mew Construction, and Heal Estate

Total Housing Units (2007
Total Occupied Units (share of total housing units)
Cwner-Occupied (share of total eccupied)
Renter-Occupled {share of total accupied)

Reaeation or Seasanal Units (share of total housing units)
Median Sales Price of Existing Single-Family Homes (2D06)
hew Permit-Autherized Dwelling Units {2007}

Yalue of Residential Construction (2007, milliens)

Value of Nonresidental Construction (2007, millicns)
Land Cwnership

Privately Owned

Federally Owned

State Owned

Total Area
Tax Revenue

Number Share
2,040

2479 83.2%

2,061 &3.1%

dld 16.9%

450 15.1%

£137 470

54

50.4

L5

hCres Share

206,885 12.6%
1,277,518 77.2%
167,286 10.1%
1,651,494 100%

Property Tax Receipts (2006, milllens)
Sales Taxes Disbursed (2008, millions)

£315
s0.7

Mote: Al doller Figures are in current dallars.

Jowove: Ukah Popwdontson Foslimaies Comrantios Utah Govervior’s O fffee of Pdaswiiig cond Brawf; Brrvaw of
FEevwvnne avid Buases Besearth, [J'at.r'wmr'ﬁl 3;" [Tkaky Uldals Dﬁbzm‘nwar.f .Ej'lr'rr@'&m Samiery [1.5, Brrras
af Bronoanic Apafyoiry UTDA 2002 Craone af Ageonfne; Urab Tiare Ty Comaricdor; [Tah A utowatad

Gegprrp i Rigerence Center.
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Current Demagraphic and Econamic Baseline of Garfield County

Population

Pepulation (2007} 4,872
Average Annual Growth Rata, 1970=2007 1.2%
Met [n-Migration, 1970-2007 205
Median Age (2006) 369
Househeolds (2007} 1,723
Median Household [nceme (1959% £35,180
Emip loyim ent
Tetal Farm, Nenfarm and Proprietor Employment (2DD5) 3,303
Average Annual Growth Rata, 19702005 2.1%
Farm Employment as a Share of Total Employment 10.7%
Monagricultural Employment (2006} 2,2ad
Average Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2006 2.3%
Employer Firms [ 2006 248
Major Nenegricultural Employment Sectors ( 2006) Number Share
Aocommoedation and Feod Services 759 33.6%
Govern menk 50e 26.4%
HMealth Care and Soclal Acclerance 181 B.0%
Retail Trade 162 7.2%
Infarmatian 126 L5.6%
Retail Sales
Taxable 2006 Retail Sales {millions} S20.7
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1980-2006 1.3%
Major Retail Categories {milliorns) hmount  Share
Food Stores £5.9 28.4%
Motor Vehicles 54.5 21.9%
Mis el lanecus £3.B 18.5%
Per Capita Retall Sales (2006 £4,338
YWages and Income
Total Monagrcultural Wages (2006, milllons) £51.7
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2006 2.1%
Average Monthly Wage [2006) 51,906
Total Personal Income { 2005, milliens) £104.4
Awverage Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970=-2005 2.5%

Housing, Nevw Construction, and Real Estate

Total Housing Units (2007}

Total Ceocupied Units (share of total heusing units)
Owiner-Docupled (share of total oooupied)
Renter-Occupied (share of total coccupied)

Recreation or Seasonal Units (share of total housing units)
Median Sales Price of Exicting Single-Family Homes (2006}
Mew Permit=-authorized Dwelling Units { 2007}

Value of Residential Construction (2007, millions )

Yalue of Nonresidential Comnstruction (2007, millions}
Land Ownership

Privately Crined

Federally Owned

State Owned

Tokal Area
Ta¥ Ravenue

Number Share

3,290
2,164 65.8%
1,833 B4.T%

331 15.3%
1,082 32.9%
$127,360

139

§16.8

51,9

ACres Sharg

169,873 5.1%
2,962,884 B89.6%

150,942 4.8%
3,331,079 100%

Property Tax Receipts (2006, millions)
Sales Taxes Disbursed (2006, milllons]

£3.8
=0.8

Naote: All dollar flgures are Incurrent dollars.

Sanvrres: Ultah Pogwelacion Foimans Comfinee Urad Govervors Offfce of Plesmiing and Rnabrer; Briraan of
Erarowic anid By swess Reseanh, Unfversizy of Usady Utal Departweny of Workfore Servieer; TS, Bareas
i Feowasic Awaduis: USDA 2002 Crnsus of Agnenderey Ural Srave Tave Comnmisdon; Urab A sromraeed

Geagraplee Reference Cerrer,
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Current Demographic and Economic Baseline of Iron County

Population
Population {2007) a4, 813
fwerage Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2007 3.6%
MNet [-Migration, 1570-2007 16,952
Median Age (2006} 256
Households (2007) 14,302
Median Household Income [1999) 533,114
Emp loyment
Total Farm, Monfarm and Proprietor Employment (2005) 21,4955
Ffwverage Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2005 2.2%
Farm Employment as a Share of Total Enployment 2.5%
Nenagriculural Employment (2006} 16,6802
fwerage Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2006 4.2%
Emplover Firms (2006) 1,520
Major Nonagricultural Employment Sectors (2006} Mumber Share
Governrment 4,198 24.9%
Retail Tra de 2,255 13.4%
Construction 1,830 11.0%
Manulacturing 1,781 10.6%
Recommedation and Food Services 1,563 DB.2%
Retail Salag
Taxable 2006 Retail Sales (millions} S418.2
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 19E1-20D8 4.4%
Major Retail Categories (millions) Amount Share
General Merchandise $112.4 26.9%
Building and Garden £83.5 20.0%
Metor Vehides 567.4 16.1%
Per Capita Retall Salkes (Z006) 9,631
Wages and Income
Total Monagricultural Wages (2005, millions) 24144
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-200a 3.9%
Average Monthly Wage (2006} 52,055
Total Personal [nceme (2005, millions) s799.1
Average Annual Inflatien-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2005 4.4%

Housing, Mew Construction, and Real Edtate

Mumber Share

Total Hews ng Units (2007} 18,127
Tetal Decupied Units (share of total housing units) 15,387 B4.9%
Owner-Ooupied (share of total occupied ) 11,450 74.4%
Renter-Ocoupied (share of total occupied)} 3,396 22.1%
Recreation or Seasenal Units [share of tetal housing wunits) 2,000 11.6%
Median Sales Price of Existing Single-Family Homes (2006} 5150,750
MNew Permit-Autherized Dwelling Units [2007] 656
Yalue of Residential Construction (2007, milliens) =855
Value of Nenresidential Constructien (2007, milions} £30.7
Land Cwriership ACres Share
Privately Owned 754,031 35.7%
Federally Owned 1,715,177 57.5%
State Ownad 141,184 B.7%
Total Area 2,113,335 100%
Southermn Utah University
Total Annualized FTE Enralimeant {Z006=07) &,937
Total Degrees Award ed 1,250
Tax Revanue
Property Tax Receipts (2008, millions} $31.2
Sales Tares Disbursed (2006, miligns) 56.0

Mote: All dollar figures are in current dollars.

Saweer [leh Popeletion Fobiwater Comeniliey; Uk Gagengor’s OfFe of Pdovwing and Badpe: Boreay of Fromesic and
Baawrs Ravirety Untwndty of Udahy Ukl Dartaovst of Wankfves Sorsicnyy LLE, Bawaan of Edasonde Avaipiy
LIS J0E Conoes af Agefowdury Dieh St Tove Camandiiny [inh Assoated Gagraphi Refiresee Coer,

47



Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy 2008

Current Demographic and Econamic Baseline of Kane County

Population
Population [2007) &, 440
Average Annual Growth Rate, 19702007 2.6%
Met [n-Migraticn, 1S70-2007 2,234
Median Age (2006) InG
Househelds {2007} 2,479
Medlan Household Income [L999) $34,247
Employment
Total Farm, Nonfarm and Propreter Emplayment (2005) 4,111
Average Annual Growth Rete, 1970-2005 3.9%
Farm Employment as a Share of Total Employment A4.1%
Memagricultural Ernplovrnent (2006} 3,082
Average Annual Growlth Rate, 1970-2006 .3%
Employer Firms (2006} 338
Major Menagricultural Employment Sectors (2008} Mumber Share
GEovaernment FIL 23 3%
Accommodation and Feod Services a5 19.7%
Other Services (exozpl Public Administration} A07 13.2%
Retall Trade 378 12.3%
Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation 258 B.40%
Retall Salas
Taxable 2005 Retail Sales (millions ) 154.3
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, L1930-20006 3.5%
Major Retail Categories {milliens) Armcunt Share
Food Stores 514.1 2G.0%
Motor Yehides 510.5 19.5%
Eating and Drinking S10.1 LlE.B%
Per Capita Retail Sales (2006) 358,630
Wages and Income
Total Nonagricultural Wages (2006, millions) 3721
Awverage dnnual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2006 4.5%
Average Monthly Wage (20Da) 31,942
Total Personal Incorme ( 2005, millicns) 5171.1
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, L970-2005 4.3%

Housing, New Construction, and Real Estate

Number Share

Tetal Housing Units {2007) 5,094
Total Cocupied Usits (share of total housing units) 3,288 64.5%
Cwrner-Occupied ( share of total ccoupied ) 2,803 B85.2%
Renter-occupled (share af total oocupled ) AZS  14.8%
Recreation or Seasonal Units (share of total housing units) 1,739 34.1%
Median Salet Price af Exisling Single-Family Homes (2006} £152,220
Mew Permit-Authorized Dwelling Units (2007 ) 151
Valua of Residential Construction (2007, millions) £30.1
Value of Nonresidental Construction (2007, milllcns ) 2235
Land Ownership Aores Share
Privately Owned 270,235 10.3%
Federally Owned 2,177,299 B2.9%
Ctate Owrad 106,046  4.0%
Total Area 2,627,378 100%
Tax Revenue
Property Tax Receipts (2006, millions} £7.1
Sales Taxes Disburced [ 2006, milllons) El.1

Mote: ANl dollzr figures are In current dollars.

Soerrves: Utad Popmdntoonr Estmetes Covrmw it Utnl Greernar s Ot of Plamnag and Hadges; Bureaw of
Ecoroente and Basrers Beseands, Urteerray of Uely Utah Departwens f Wardgoree Senvees UL Burrar
of Feoviorwic AAnafyre; TSI 2002 Covwswr of Agrcwifvre; Ul Viwte Taoe Commiron; Utah Anfometed
Creagrapbic Refarvire Covfer,
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Current Demographic and Economic Baseline of Washington County

Population
Populatian {20073 140,908
Average annual Growth Rate, 1970-2007 6.5%
Met In-Migration, 1970-2007 99,453
Medlan Age (2006) 30.0
Househeolds {2007 49, 504
Median Household Income {1999} £37F 212
Employment
Tetal Farm, Nonfarm and Proprietor Employ ment (2005) 64,095
Average Annual Grewth Hate, 1970-2005 7.0
Farrm Empleyment as a Share of Toetal Employment D.8%
MNonagricultural Emplgyment [ 2006} 51,527
Average Annual Growth Rate, 1970-2006 B.0%
Employer Firms (2006) 4,851
Majer Nenagricultural Employment Sectors (2006} Mumber Share
Congtructicn 8,280 13.0%
Retail Trade 7,747 15.0%
Health Care and Social Assistance B, 730 1D.5%
Gowvernment 6,141 11.9%
Roccommodation and Food Services 5,681 11.0%
Hatall 5ales
Taxable 2006 Retail Sales [ millions ) 21 617.6
Mverage frnual Inflatior-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1980-2006 B.5%

Major Retail Categories [ millions)
General Merchardise

Amount  Share
2377.5 13.3%

Motar Yehicles $330.3 2D.4%
Building and Garden 22413 149%
Per Capita Retail Sales {2006} $11,991
_Wages and Income
Tetal Nenagricultural Wages (2006, milliens} £1,431.6
Mverage Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2006 E.3%
Average Menthly Wage (2008) 52,315
Totml Personal Income (2005, millions) 2,669.4
Average Annual Inflation-Adjusted Growth Rate, 1970-2005 7.6%

Housing, Mew Construction, and Heal Estate

Te@l Housing Units {2007}

Total Ocoupied Units (share of total howsing units)
Owner-Occupled (share of tofal oocupied)
Renter-Cccupied [ share of total cocupied)

Recreation of Seasonal Units (share of tokal housing units)
Median Sales Price of Existing Single-Family Homes (2006}
MNew Permit-Authorized Dwellimg Uniks {2007}

Value of Residential Construction (2007, millions)
Yalue of Monresidential Construction (2007, millions}
Land Ownership

Frivately Owned

Federally Owred

Humber Share
56,316

47 485 Ed4.3%

310065 &2.3%

B 420 17.7%

b 832 12.2%

$235,070

1,954

$351.2

£138.5

Acres Share

273,700 17.6%
1161850 74.7%

State Cwned 30,6689 5.8%
Tatal Area L.556,000 100%
Dixie State College
Total Annualized FTE Enrclliment { 2006-07] 4 M2
Total Degrees Awarded 1,317
Tax Revenue
Property Tax Receipts (2006, millions) 3686 .4
Sales Taxes Disbursed [2006, millions) $21.5

Mote: All dollar Figures are in cumrent dollars.

Jowras: kb Papwiation Erbseater Cosewidas Ultab Gapwwer s OfFcs of Plaswivg and Badbad Barmaa of Eregoads snd
Buatnerr Roaraareh, [Usiperraty of Utaty Ultab Dpartneod of Wankfrry Sorsdev; LY, Bortaw of Feovopee Anafedy LVDLA
IO e af A gricndury: Liah Siate Tae Comndotan; [lah Awtasaid Conpraphs Fafiriee Coshs,
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