
The Hideout Comment: a local publication in Hideout, UT



Water Rights story: a serious fiscal risk



The GRAMA request the Town wants $3,000 for

direct administrative costs for complying with the request will be approximately $3,000. This estimate is 
based on the rate of our contract service provider, as well as the cost per hour of the lowest paid 
employee who has the necessary skill and training to review the materials



$3,000 fee: violates Hideout and Utah laws   

$1,000: 

(IT Contractor)

“The costs were estimated as $1,000.00 for Hideout’s information technology contractor to 
retrieve the responsive documents because the emails are maintained on the email computer 
servers and not in PDF format.”

$2,000: 

(Town 
Recorder)

“I estimate that processing the documents will require approximately 50 hours of time at a rate 
of $40/hr… because the documents will contain private, protected, and controlled 
information.” 

(Affidavit of Hideout Recorder)

(Affidavit of Hideout Recorder ¶4)

(Affidavit of Hideout Recorder ¶5,¶7)



Hideout council-adopted GRAMA fees schedule is controlling

https://hideoututah.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/2024-R-01-Resolution-Fee-and-Rate-Schedule-Clean.pdf

https://hideoututah.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/2024-R-01-Resolution-Fee-and-Rate-Schedule-Clean.pdf


$1000 charged by IT exceeds $55.00 authorized fee

$1,000: 

(IT Contractor)

“The costs were estimated as $1,000.00 for Hideout’s information technology contractor to 
retrieve the responsive documents because the emails are maintained on the email computer 
servers and not in PDF format.”



$2,000 fee: for redaction of non-public records   

$2,000: 

(Town 
Recorder)

“I estimate that processing the documents will require approximately 50 hours of time at a rate 
of $40/hr… because the documents will contain private, protected, and controlled 
information.” 

Presumed process: 

Review & Determine Redact



63G-2-203.  Fees.



BRYNER vs CITY OF COTTONWOOD HEIGHTS is on point 

Case No. 13-19 https://archives.utah.gov/src/srcappeal-2013-19.html

https://archives.utah.gov/src/srcappeal-2013-19.html


BRYNER vs CITY OF COTTONWOOD HEIGHTS is on point 

Case No. 13-19 https://archives.utah.gov/src/srcappeal-2013-19.html

https://archives.utah.gov/src/srcappeal-2013-19.html


$2,000 fee: includes impermissible fees  

$2,000: 

(Town 
Recorder)

“I estimate that processing the documents will require approximately 50 hours of time at a rate 
of $40/hr… because the documents will contain private, protected, and controlled 
information.” 

Presumed process: 

Redact

?
Review & Determine



$55: the maximum the Town can charge by law 

$1,000:  $55

(IT Contractor)

“The costs were estimated as $1,000.00 for Hideout’s information technology contractor to 
retrieve the responsive documents because the emails are maintained on the email computer 
servers and not in PDF format.”

$2,000: 

(Town 
Recorder)

“I estimate that processing the documents will require approximately 50 hours of time at a rate 
of $40/hr… because the documents will contain private, protected, and controlled 
information.” 



Town did not overcome Petitioner's “public benefit” presumption 

63G-2-204.  Record request

(5) Any person who requests a record to obtain information 
for a story or report for publication or broadcast to the 
general public is presumed to be acting to benefit the 
public rather than a person.



63G-2-203.  Fees.



Water Rights story: a serious fiscal risk



Hideout Comment: 381 readers/avg (of ~900 residents)  



Reprinted by a local newspaper



Including in the Park Record print version



Town attorney confirmed the presumption elements 

(RESPONDENT’S POSITION STATEMENT)

63G-2-204.  Record request

(5) Any person who requests a record to obtain information for a story or 
report for publication or broadcast to the general public is presumed to be 
acting to benefit the public rather than a person.



Summary
● Town exceeded its own fee schedule 
● Town failed to account for unallowed “review” 
● Town failed demonstrate “actual cost” of redactions 
● Town failed to rebut “public benefit” presumption 



Relief sought 
● Determine the maximum allowed fee is $55 
● Waive any fee under “public benefit” presumption 
● Recognize the “Hideout Comment” as a “Publication to the General Public” 





Unbridaled access to official email is key to 
transparency 



Water Rights story: a serious fiscal risk



Mayor commits to monthly reports to council 

“Mayor Rubin mentioned that monthly updates would be provided on this 
issue, keeping the Council and the public informed about the progress of the 
Independent Water Commission and the steps taken to address water-related 
challenges in Hideout”

(Official Town Council Meeting minutes, Sep 14, 2023)



But the Town says there are none…



Two scandals already daylighted thanks to GRAMA requests 



Thank you


