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Committee Members 
Present:	Randy Horiuchi
	Richard Snelgrove
	Jim Bradley
	Arlyn Bradshaw
	Aimee Newton
	Sam Granato
	Steven DeBry
	Max Burdick
	Michael Jensen, Chair


Citizen Public Input   (1:36:26 PM)

	No one appeared for Citizen Public Input.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Resolution Authorizing Ballot Language for ZAP Renewal   (1:36:35 PM)

	The Council reviewed the following resolution, which has been placed on the Council agenda for final approval and execution:

	Resolution providing for the holding of a special election to submit to the qualified electors the question of whether the County should renew the imposition of a 1/10th of 1 percent Zoo, Arts and Parks (ZAP) sales and use tax.

	Council Member Jensen stated the ballot language is the same as it was in 2004.  However, the Council needed to include in its motion that the tax would be authorized for a ten-year period.

	Council Member Burdick stated the third “Whereas” on Page One of the resolution states that ZAP revenues may be used to fund:  “a) ongoing operating expenses of recreational facilities and botanical, cultural, and zoological organizations… and b) recreational, cultural, and zoological facilities...”  He asked if the language in “b” should be changed to “development of” or “construction of.”  The current language is fairly vague.

	Council Member Jensen stated it was his understanding that the County wanted to keep the language as simple as possible.  This language mirrors the first two authorizations that voters approved.

	Mr. Jason Rose, Legal Counsel, Council Office, stated the ballot language was taken from the statute, and was meant to be as consistent as possible.

	Mayor Ben McAdams stated the 1/10th of 1 percent sales and use ZAP tax was first approved by the voters in 1996, and then renewed in 2004, taking effect in 2006 through 2016.  The County wishes to ask the voters for reauthorization for another ten-year period on the November 2014, General Election ballot.  Revenue collected will fund recreational, cultural, and zoological facilities, as well as ongoing operations of recreation facilities, botanical, cultural, and zoological organizations.  Over the years, ZAP has helped fund 13 parks and trails, and 17 recreation centers.  Seven million people have benefited from an arts or cultural event, 20,000 education events have been held, and ZAP is a major contributor to the County’s economic development.  Because residents see the direct impact of ZAP in their daily lives, it is hoped they will continue to support the tax with their vote in November.

	Council Member Burdick, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the resolution, authorize the ZAP tax for a period of ten years, and forward the matter to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.

	Council Member Jensen stated without the ZAP tax the community would not have the same cultural or recreational opportunities they have today.  He asked if this would be listed as “Salt Lake County Proposition No. 1” on the ballot.

	Ms. Erin Litvack, Director, Community Services Department, stated she did not know.  She had not discussed it with the County Clerk.

	Council Member Jensen asked that a request to label the ballot measure “Salt Lake County Proposition No. 1” be made part of the motion.

	Council Member Bradley stated he liked the term “renewal” of ZAP, rather than “reauthorization.”  He asked if it was appropriate to use the word “renewal” in the ballot language.

	Council Member Jensen stated for legal language the County has to use “reauthorize.”

	Council Member Granato stated ZAP contributed $2,500 to the newly formed Millcreek Arts Council, which is running the Venture Out events throughout the summer.  That is a perfect example of how ZAP adds enjoyment to the lives of thousands of people.

	Council Member DeBry stated the County needs parks, open space, ball parks, and recreation centers.  It all boils down to the kind of community people want to live in, and it is appropriate for the citizens to vote on taxing themselves.

	Council Member Burdick, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the resolution, authorize the ZAP tax for a period of ten years, ask that the measure be listed as “Salt Lake County Proposition No. 1” on the ballot, and to forward the matter to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Update and Review of Proposed CDA Policies (1:49:02 PM)

	On March 12, 2013, Council Members Bradley and Snelgrove introduced an ordinance entitled “Proposal for Accountability for Public Investment in Private Development,” and requested the Mayor review it, present it to stakeholders, and revise it as appropriate.  On November 19, 2013, the Mayor’s Office presented proposed CDA Policies, which were to be discussed during an economic development director’s retreat.  The Council asked that these policies be presented to them after the retreat and once all revisions had been made.

	Mr. Carlton Christensen, Director, Office of Regional Development, Mayor’s Office, stated the Mayor’s Office presented these policies to communities in Salt Lake County looking for input on what would work for them.  The policies have been revised.  

	Mr. Jason Burningham, Lewis, Young, Robertson, and Burningham, Financial Advisory Firm, stated he is supportive of these policies.  The policies are helpful and provide guidelines for cities in working on Community Development Area (CDA) projects that the County will be asked to participate in.  The policies are flexible, which is very important.  Not all CDAs fit within a list of rigid requirements. However, he would caution the Council regarding its unfavorable stand regarding retail within a CDA where there may be a zero sum gain for the County because business is just moving from one municipality to another municipality.   There are some circumstances where a regional sales tax retailer might be thinking about coming to Salt Lake County within a CDA.  A regional sales tax retailer would capture a good amount of sales tax, so just because retail is a part of a project, it does not mean a CDA would not be appropriate. 

	Mr. Wayne Harper, Director, Economic Development, Taylorsville City, stated the policies seem to be workable and provide the flexibility that is needed.  The policies all comply with state law.  

	Ms. Christina Oliver, Director, Business & Economic Development, Mayor’s Office, delivered a PowerPoint presentation regarding the proposed policy guidelines for County participation in a CDA.  The document provides a framework to help with the negotiation process when a CDA is proposed.  It is not the intent to make it a black and white process; instead it provides the following favorable and unfavorable considerations to be used to evaluate all applications for County CDA Increment funding:    

Primary Favorable Considerations:

· The proposed project would not happen in a reasonable timeframe, or at the proposed amenity level, ‘but for’ the creation of a CDA and the use of tax increment financing. 

· The proposed project is located in a strategic growth area as defined in the Wasatch Choice for 2040 and/or the regional transportation plan.

· Transit-supported, mixed-use developments with significant employment. 

· As the CDA applies to the County’s participation, tax increment collection from parcels within the project area is 20 years or less.

· Cumulative tax increment request is 75 percent or less.  

· County tax increment dollars are primarily used for public infrastructure.

· The proposed project will complement regionally significant community planning efforts.

· Local jurisdiction is participating in the proposed project at a rate of at least $1 for every $1 contributed by the County from all sources, inclusive of any County library contributions, either upfront or over the life of the proposed County contribution.  The local jurisdiction can demonstrate that it is contributing other resources in addition to CDA  proceeds and infrastructure, the value of which is equal to or greater than the prescribed ratio of participation.  

	Ms. Oliver stated school districts will be excluded from this requirement.

· Dollar amount ceiling on County tax increment contribution. 

· Projects that create long term, high paying jobs.

· Projects trigger by a specified date and/or dollar amount of capital investment within the project area.

· Limitation on administrative fees allowed, of which a minimum percentage shall be provided to the County Regional Development Office on an annual basis to cover programmatic expenses such as tax increment analysis, legal overhead, and project reporting costs.

· Affordable housing inclusions.

· Non-compliance triggers for proposed project benchmarks.

Unfavorable Considerations:

· Developments that are predominantly market-rate housing.

· Developments that are predominantly retail.

	Council Member Burdick asked how a development like Scheels All Sport would fair under this policy.    

	Ms. Oliver stated it would be encouraged because it would be a multi-state draw.  

· Developments that are predominantly standalone single-family dwellings.

	Council Member Jensen asked why this was included under unfavorable considerations and if the intent was to say that any single-family dwelling would make the project unfavorable.  He asked at what percentage it would become unfavorable.  

	Ms. Oliver stated if it is just a residential project with no increment for jobs, then it would be viewed as less than attractive. 

	Council Member Jensen stated he has never heard of a project requesting tax increments to build just a subdivision.  He does not want the policy to be so rigid that any single-family dwellings would be viewed as unfavorable.

· Relocation of jobs or retail sales from one area in the County to another area in the County.

· Development on land designated as open space, canyon or other County designated priority areas.

· Blueprint Jordan River noncompliance

· Request for the County’s sales tax increment.

	Mayor Ben McAdams stated the goal of these policies is to drive economic development and to support sustainable regional development. If a proposed project has an unfavorable consideration, it does not mean the County will not participate.  These are just guidelines.  It is the hope that by bringing this forward, developers will change developments to fit along these lines.    

	Council Member Burdick stated he did not want someone who is looking at Salt Lake County to decide to go someplace else because of these policies.

	Ms. Oliver continued the PowerPoint presentation outlining the nine-step process to obtain approval for a CDA.

	Council Member DeBry asked at what point the developer could be told the County was not willing to participate in the proposed CDA. 

	Ms. Oliver stated step one and two are just gathering the information needed.  In step three the request goes before the County’s Technical Review Committee and the committee could say no at this point.  The Committee will consist of representatives from the Council, so the Council will know about the proposal.  

	Mayor McAdams stated this nine step process lets the municipalities know the County is interested in a meaningful involvement if the project is to receive tax increments.  The proposal needs to come to the County early on in the process.  The County expects to help draft the policy, terms, and agreements relating to the CDA and not just sign on the dotted line.  

	Council Member Newton stated it is important to work with the municipalities in the County and not be obstructionists.  She likes the flexibility of the policies, because every CDA is different.  

	Council Member Horiuchi moved to approve the proposed CDA policies.  The motion died due to lack of a second.

	Mr. Kasey Dunlavy, Economic Development Department/Redevelopment Project Manager, Sandy City, stated overall he is comfortable with the policies.  There are some issues of concerns, but the negotiation process helps negate some of those concerns.  

	Council Member Bradley stated these policies are supposed to give cities and developers guidelines on what the County is willing to do, and should be more rigid. People should be able to read the policies and determine if it is a project the County would be interested in.  If not, then the policy should just say to submit the proposal and the County will decide rather it wants to participate.  He submitted a list of changes to the proposal that would make the policies more rigid. 

	Council Member Newton stated she has read the proposed changes and there are a few she would not support.  Not all CDA projects fit under the same parameters; each one is unique so there has to be some flexibility in the policies.  Also, retail development should not be excluded.  Retail businesses benefit the taxpayers and help reduce taxes.  

	Council Member Bradley stated when talk is about the uniqueness of a project, an argument could be made the project will benefit the County even if it violates the Foothills, and Canyons Overlay Zone (FCOZ).  Nothing should be permitted to violate FCOZ.  When the “unique door” is open, all developments would become unique.  

	Council Member Newton stated the County will have policies in place, which will show developers and municipalities what it values.  

	Council Member DeBry stated he agrees with a lot of the proposed changes. Government should not meddle in private enterprise. The County needs the flexibility to help out businesses or the businesses may go elsewhere.  However, if the County does participate, the funds need to be used to fund public uses.  

	Council Member Bradley stated these policies do not show what is truly valued in the County.  The policies are written to make sure no one is irritated.  If the CDA projects do not meet the values of the County, then the Council should not provide tax increment funding for them.  

	Council Member Burdick stated he is on the opposite side of the spectrum.  He feels the Council should have the opportunity to review every proposed CDA project.  A developer might look at the rigid guidelines and decide not to put his development in Salt Lake County before the County even has a chance to review the proposal.  The policies submitted by the Mayor are not hard and fast rules; there is enough flexibility to work with any development. Some of the unfavorable considerations should be reworded.  The considerations of single-family dwellings and retail should be removed from the unfavorable list.  

	Council Member Bradshaw stated strict policies need to be in place.  The purpose of the policies is to provide direction to the municipalities as proposals are put together.  Providing parameters for the cities is very important.  Any policy the Council sets is flexible; all it takes is five votes to change it.  He would like to know how each of these policies would have affected the CDAs that are already in place.  The information would help the Council evaluate the proposed policies.  Another component to consider is how the new growth would affect existing businesses.  

	Council Member Snelgrove stated the suggestions submitted by Council Member Bradley make it a better document.  It makes more effective in weeding out retail that would exist with or without a CDA project.   It is more focused on investing taxpayer’s dollars where they will ultimately produce a return on investment.  His concern with the document is the exclusion of school districts participating at the same level as other taxing entities.  School districts should not be excluded from this.  

	Ms. Oliver stated the reason school districts were not included is because the cities cannot control what the school districts might be willing to do.  The policies do not exclude school districts from participating.  The level of participation needs to be determined at the negotiation stage.

	Mayor McAdams stated when negotiating a CDA he would like to represent the consensus of the Council, whether that means playing tough or not.  The policies adopted by the Council will guide him in the negotiation process.  He will take the comments today, rework the policies, and bring them back to the Council for further discussion.  It is in the interest of the County to be more specific in the type of developments it wants to see.  He supports the suggestion to take the loophole language out of the policies.    

	Council Member Jensen stated he would be concerned if a rigid policy was adopted.  He will not vote for the policies if the flexible language is removed.  At the end of the day the County is not the governing body, that determines zoning for any municipality.  The County does not have to participate in a CDA.  However, a CDA might be a better option than a development without the County’s participation.   Retail is only a zero sum issue if there is no growth; however, the County is growing so there will be more retail.  There are some things in the policies the County has not done before, such as the 75 percent limit and the matching contributions.  

	Council Member DeBry stated he would like to see the school districts participate at the same rate as everyone else.  If not, the deal should be dead.  All players need to be in equally.  

	Council Member Horiuchi stated if the Council takes out the flexibility in the policies, then they are not worth adopting.  A policy should not be adopted that is so rigid there is no room to work within it.  

	Council Member Bradley, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to ask the Mayor’s Office to take the policies back and rework them based on the debate today, and to include the school district match.  

	Mayor McAdams stated he will bring back a proposal with options that represent the majority of the Councils views.  

	Council Member Bradley, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to ask the Mayor’s Office to rewrite the proposal and provide options to the Council.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦


Subscriber Request to Share Data Services   (3:27:55 PM)

	Mr. Gary Ott, County Recorder, submitted a letter recommending the Council deny the request of Debi Bell, Black Knight Real Estate Data Solutions, to share materials received from the County Recorder with its strategic business partner.

	Ms. Julie Dole, Chief Deputy Recorder, stated Black Knight Real Estate Data Solutions has asked permission to share data from the Recorder’s Office with one of its strategic business partners.  The request indicates it will not sell the information in its current form, which may indicate it will reformat the data and sell it.  The Council is the body that makes any decision regarding the sharing of information.  The Recorder’s Office recommends denial of this request.  If the business partner wants the information, it can become a subscriber.

	Council Member Snelgrove stated he equated this with the sharing of proprietary software.  He did not see any way the Council could support this request.

	Mr. Jason Rose, Legal Counsel, Council Office, stated the request does not indicate why the data needs to be shared or how it will be used.  There is not enough information in the request; it would be appropriate to deny the request.

	Council Member DeBry, seconded by Council Member Burdick, moved to deny the request based on the recommendation of legal counsel that it does not meet the guidelines.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.

	Ms. Dole asked if the Council wanted the Recorder to reply to the requester.

	Council Member Jensen stated it would be appropriate to handle it in whatever way the subscriber contract requires.  She should contact Mr. Rose if she needed a letter from the Council.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Real Estate Surplus Property  (3:30:50 PM) 

	The Council reviewed the following real estate surplus property matter, which has been placed on the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration:

Set Hearing for July 15, 2014

	To declare 5.293 acres of property located at 7350 South 700 West (Parcel 21-26-279-002) as surplus, and sell it to a qualified purchaser for an amount to be determined.  

	Council Member DeBry, seconded by Council Member Burdick, moved to set the hearing date of July 15, 2014, to surplus the property and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Review of New Hires  (3:33:43 PM)

	Mr. Brad Kendrick, Assistant Fiscal Analyst, Council Office, reviewed the following requests:

Information Services Division

	Requests to fill a Data Systems Analyst 33/35/37 position.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Fleet Management Division

	Requests to fill a Fleet Technician/Mechanic 20/22 position.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Parks & Recreation Services Division

	Requests to fill a Lead Custodial Maintenance Worker 15 postion.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

District Attorney’s Office

	Requests to fill a Legal Secretary 19 position in the Litigartion Unit and a Secretary 17 position in the ECR/Screening Unit. 

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Youth Services Division 

	Requests to fill a provisional Youth Worker 21 position.    

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Library Services Division

	Requests to fill a part-time Custodial Maintenance Worker 13 position.    

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Burdick, moved to approve the requests. The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦





Interim Budget Adjustment  (3:34:20 PM)

	Mr. Brad Kendrick, Assistant Fiscal Analyst, Council Office, reviewed the following interim budget adjustment request, which has been placed on the Council agenda for formal consideration.  

Engineering and Flood Control Division 

	Requests an interim budget adjustment of $20,000 to install a safety railing around the newly constructed detention basin outlet structure and for some additional equipment and labor time associated with a main pond irrigation reroute necessary to avoid an existing storm drain pipe on the Cyprus Project.  This will entail using funds intended for the Amaryllis storm drain project, as the construction bid for that project was under the engineering estimate.

	Council Member Snelgrove asked if this was expense neutral.
	
	Mr. Kendrick stated yes.

	Council Member Granato, seconded by Council Member DeBry, moved to approve the interim budget adjustment and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Medicaid Funding  (3:14:17 PM)

	Ms. Lori Bays, Director, Human Services Department, stated the Behavioral Health Services Division has received new information from the State Department of Health that the County’s Medicaid rate is higher than expected.  This rate will support a $60.9 million system rather than the $58.5 million system the County was anticipating.  In addition, in April 2014, the County received a $750,000 appropriation from the Legislature.  This new Medicaid rate affects how Behavioral Health Services is proposing to spend the $750,000 allocation.  

	Mr. Tim Whalen, Co-Director, Behavioral Health Services Division, stated in April, the Legislature appropriated $6.4 million from the General Fund to be used towards Medicaid match, of which the County received about $2.4 million toward its Medicaid match.  Because the County matches the State dollar for dollar for mental health and substance abuse services, it is overmatched, which allows it to get a larger Medicaid and non-Medicaid system for its services.  

The $750,000 appropriation from the State freed up the County’s General Fund money that was being used for the County’s Medicaid match.  He talked to the Council in April about using the $750,000 to cover non-Medicaid substance abuse disorders, primarily for adult males who are criminally justice involved, based on the premise and hope the Governor’s Healthy Utah plan would be approved and take effect in 2015.  However, now that Behavioral Health has learned Medicaid will support a higher rate for the County, it would like to use that $750,000 to grow the Medicaid match.  The only thing that limits the County from growing the Medicaid rate is its local match; and the cuts for non-Medicaid are going to happen six months from now anyway.  

The County needs more Medicaid dollars to cover the Medicaid services it is responsible for providing.  If the County does not get more Medicaid dollars, it will have to close the Odyssey House Women and Children’s Program.  By using that $750,000 now for the Medicaid match, and cutting the non-Medicaid services sooner, the County can grow its Medicaid rate by leveraging the federal share.  

	Ms. Bays stated for most providers, this will offset the loss they will get when the substance abuse disorder funds run out.

Council Member Bradley asked if the County had to cut $750,000 of these services anyway, and instead of providing the service, it would be using that against the match, and would get more money down the road.

	Mr. Whalen stated that is correct.  By making the Medicaid system whole, the County would be cutting substance abuse programs quicker, but some of them could actually benefit more because many of them are Medicaid providers.  The $6.4 million in Medicaid match dollars that the Legislature appropriated to the system across the state are one-time funds.  If the County does not have at least another year of growing its Medicaid, its federal match would be cut by about $7.7 million a year from now.  That would devastate the County’s Medicaid system.   

	Council Member Jensen stated these are one-time dollars, so even though the County can leverage two to two-and-a-half times this year, it will have two-and-a-half times the damage in a year if the State does not expand Medicaid.

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the request.

	Council Member Burdick asked if the County was taking a gamble it could not recover from later.

	Mr. Whalen stated the County is statutorily responsible for the Medicaid plan and for providing services to its most disadvantaged, i.e. blind, aging, disabled, and mentally ill clients.  Many of these people are homeless and/or schizophrenic.  They are the most vulnerable people in society.  The County needs to be responsible and make sure the Medicaid plan is robust enough to support its citizens.  Any appropriation is a risk; however, it is the right thing to do.  

	Mayor Ben McAdams stated in the absence of the Legislature adopting the Healthy Utah plan, this is the least bad option.  There are no good options.  The $750,000 of one-time funds will be used to leverage federal dollars instead of programs that will be cut on January 1st anyway.  If the Legislature does not act to have the Healthy Utah plan in place by July 1, 2015, people will suffer.  His recommendation is to take this step, although it will not be without pain to some people now.  However, cuts now could be done through attrition of clients rather than sending anyone away who is currently using services.  The County can transition into this.  It makes sense to do it.  

	Mr. David Delquadro, Chief Financial Manager, Council Office, stated being able to leverage this for an extra $1.65 million is a wonderful opportunity.

	Council Member Bradley asked what was happening at the Legislature with the Governor Healthy Utah plan.

	Senator Wayne Harper, Utah State Legislature, stated the Legislature cannot do anything until the Governor calls it into Special Session, but there is ongoing dialog.  There is still a divergence between the House of Representatives and the Senate, and a lot of varying opinions.  Some are ardently in support of Medicaid expansion at 100 percent, 138 percent, while others want to do nothing because it will cost more money in the long run.  Until a Special Session is called, everything is going to continue in limbo.

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the request.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

CONSENT AGENDA  (3:35:04 PM)   

Local Transportation Corridor Preservation Fund 

	The Council reviewed the request by the Salt Lake County Council of Governments to fund $15,000 from the Local Transportation Corridor Preservation Fund to cover the cost for administering the fund. 

		Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member DeBry, moved to approve the request and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.  

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
	
Real Estate Matter

	The Council reviewed the following resolution authorizing execution of an Easement Purchase Agreement and a Perpetual Easement Agreement.  The resolution has been placed on the Council agenda for final approval and execution.

	Parkway Land Group, LLC will grant to Salt Lake County a perpetual access easement across Parkway Property, Lot 2, located at approximately 13953 South Bangerter Parkway, Draper (Parcel No. 34-06-327-27), and two temporary construction easements – one on Parkway Property, Lot 2, and another on an adjacent parcel located at approximately 13957 South Bangerter Parkway in Draper (Parcel No. 34-06-327-036).  Salt Lake County will purchase the easements for the fair market value of $28,375 ($26,000 for the perpetual access easement and $3,375 for the two temporary construction easements).  

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member DeBry, moved to approve the resolution and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal 


consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Other Business  (3:35:04 PM)
   
Board of Canvassers

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member DeBry, moved to convene the Board of Canvassers on July 1, 2014, at 4:00 p.m.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Cancellation of Meetings

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member DeBry, moved to cancel the Committee of the Whole meetings scheduled for Tuesday, July 1, 2014, and Tuesday, July 8, 2014.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Horiuchi was absent for the vote.  
		
♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	The meeting adjourned at 3:35:17 PM. 



						___________________________________
						Chair, Committee of the Whole






						___________________________________
						Deputy Clerk



♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
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