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Committee Members 
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	Aimee Newton
	Sam Granato
					Max Burdick
	Richard Snelgrove, Chair

Excused:				Steven DeBry




Citizen Public Input  (1:34:18 PM)

	Ms. Nancy Carlson-Gotts, East Millcreek Community Council, spoke under “Citizen Public Input” on behalf of the Association of Community Councils Together (ACCT) Legislative Committee with regard to H.B. 351, Planning District Amendments.  The bill states that the legislative body of a County of the first class may adopt a resolution designating an area located within the County as a mountainous planning district; and that the County legislative body may adopt a resolution that modifies the boundaries of an existing township to exclude from that township any area included or to be included with the boundaries of a mountainous planning district.  It also says if an unincorporated area of the County is located within a mountainous planning district, the area may be annexed by a municipality, and may not incorporate as a municipality.  This bill essentially authorizes the County to negate what the Preservation Committee envisioned by not protecting township boundaries.  Since this would not allow a canyon to become a township, ACCT wants to know what would happen to Emigration Township if this bill were to pass.  She also asked what criteria determined boundaries – if it was FCOZ or some other criteria.  

	Council Member Bradshaw stated the Council has not taken a position on this bill yet, but he is supportive of the concept.  The intent of the bill is for the planning and zoning authority of the mountain areas and canyons that are currently in the FCOZ zone to remain with the County if somehow in the future, some incorporation or annexation does occur.  

	Ms. Carlson-Gotts stated ACCT’s point is it will allow annexations of those areas.	

	Council Member Bradshaw stated existing annexation incorporation laws do not prohibit that from happening now.

	Ms. Carlson-Gotts stated ACCT is also opposed to H.B. 42, which allows the County and a municipality to work together to annex an area be it an island or a peninsula.  ACCT has been trying to avoid doing that.  It helped put a law in place years ago to eliminate that.   	

	Council Member Bradshaw stated the Council already took a position to oppose H.B. 42. 

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Ms. Barbara Cameron, Big Cottonwood Community Council and member of the Preservation Committee, submitted the following statement under “Citizen Public Input,” and read by Nancy Carlson-Gotts, East Millcreek Community Council:

Big Cottonwood Community Council has serious concerns about HB351 because it will weaken the role of townships.  You may already know that Big Cottonwood is seeking Township status.  Why?  Because Salt Lake COUNTY has been our best, most powerful advocate through the years.  These canyons are regional treasures and need protection from annexation and control by cities and towns.  HB351 says we may be annexed by a city (see line 1071).  However, if we became a Township we would continue to use the Salt Lake County Planning Commission, staff, and County Council as a safeguard for the natural beauty of this remarkable place.  Salt Lake County is our best hope for canyon preservation.  And we are grateful for this enduring support.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Ron Faerber, Sandy Hills Community Council and Association of Community Councils Together (ACCT), spoke under “Citizen Public Input” regarding H.B. 351, stating ACCT had no knowledge of this bill until yesterday and felt blindsided by it.  He reviewed the bill, reading lines 1069-1071 that says, “If an unincorporated area of the county is located within a mountainous planning district, the area: (a) may be annexed by a municipality...”  H.B. 351 enables a handover of the canyons to a municipality.  He presented a rough estimate of the revenue for Solitude, Brighton, and Snowbird ski resorts, of which Snowbird brings in $50 to $100 million annually.  He would think the unincorporated County would regret handing that over to a municipality.  The County already does a great job preserving the areas in the canyon.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Legislative Updates (2:21:42 PM)

H.B. 348 – Criminal Justice Programs and Amendments (Rep. Eric K. Hutchings)

This bill amends Utah Code provisions regarding corrections, sentencing, probation and parole, controlled substance offenses, substance abuse and mental health treatment, and related provisions to modify penalties and sentencing guidelines, treatment programs for persons in the criminal justice system, and probation and parole compliance and violations to address recidivism.  It reduces penalties for specified offenses involving controlled substances and provides that specified penalties be increased for subsequent convictions for the same offenses; defines criminal risk factors and requires that these factors be considered in providing mental health and substance abuse treatment through governmental programs to individuals involved in the criminal justice system; requires the Division of Substance Abuse and Mental Health to establish standards for mental health and substance abuse treatment, and for treatment providers, concerning individuals who are incarcerated or who are required by a court or the Board of Pardons and Parole to participate in treatment; requires that the Division of Substance Abuse and Mental Health, working with the courts and the Department of Corrections, establish performance goals and outcome measurements for these treatment programs, including recidivism; requires that the Division of Substance Abuse and Mental Health track the performance and outcome data and make this information available to the public; requires that the collected data be submitted to the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice and that the commission compile the data and make it available to specified legislative interim committees; provides that the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice administer a performance incentive grant program that allocates funds to counties for programs and practices that reduce recidivism; requires that the Sentencing Commission modify sentencing guidelines, criminal history scores, and guidelines for periods of incarceration to implement the recommendations of the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice regarding reducing recidivism; requires that the Sentencing Commission establish graduated sanctions to provide prompt and effective responses to violations of probation or parole; requires that the Sentencing Commission establish graduated incentives to provide prompt and effective responses to an offender's compliance and positive conduct; requires that the Department of Corrections implement the graduated sanctions and incentives established by the Sentencing Commission and requires that the department gather information related to the outcomes and provide the information to the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice; requires that the Department of Corrections develop case action plans for offenders, including a risk and needs assessment and treatment priorities; provides that the Department of Corrections may impose a sanction of three to five days for violations of probation or parole as part of the program of graduated sanctions; requires that the Department of Corrections evaluate and update inmates' case action plans, including treatment resources and supervision levels to address reentry of inmates into the community at the termination of incarceration; requires that the Department of Corrections establish a program allowing offenders to earn credits of days for compliance with terms of probation or parole, which will reduce the time on probation or parole; requires that the Department of Corrections report annually to the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice the numbers regarding the earned credits program; requires the Department of Corrections to establish standards, including best practices, for treatment programs provided in county jails; requires the Department of Corrections to establish standards and a certification program for the public and private providers of the treatment programs; requires the Department of Corrections to establish goals and outcome measurements regarding the treatment programs, collect related data, and analyze the data to determine effectiveness; requires that the Department of Corrections provide the data collected regarding the treatment programs to the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice for the commission's use in preparing its annual report; requires that the Department of Corrections establish an audit for compliance with the treatment standards; provides that time served in confinement for a violation of probation is counted as time served toward any term of incarceration imposed for the violation of probation; requires that the Board of Pardons and Parole establish an earned time program that reduces the period of incarceration for offenders who successfully complete programs intended to reduce the risk of recidivism, collect data on the implementation of the program, and report the data to the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice; and requires that if the Board of Pardons and Parole orders incarceration for a parole violation, the board shall impose a period of incarceration that is consistent with the guidelines established by the Sentencing Commission.

	Mr. David Litvack, Director, Criminal Justice Services Division, stated this bill is based on the Utah Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice’s (CCJJ) work over the last year for the Justice Reinvestment Initiative.  The basic goals are to focus on prison beds for serious and violent offenders; strengthen probation and parole supervision; prove and expand reentry and treatment services; support local corrections systems; and ensure oversight and accountability.  This bill is consistent with Salt Lake County’s policies and values for its criminal social justice system, and will help the County further its work.  However, some things could impact the County.  One of the major recommendations is reclassification of third degree drug felony possessions to a Class A misdemeanor.  That will get people into treatment quicker, but it could impact the County jail.  It may also increase the number of Class A misdemeanors that are supervised by the County Criminal Justice Services’ Probation Division, but it is consistent with what the County is trying to do in moving probation to risk-based rather than offense for state and county offenders.    

	Council Member Jensen asked if the classification occurs when an offender is convicted or when they are charged.  A lot of third degree felonies become Class A misdemeanors anyway, after they are pled down.  

	Mr. Litvack stated it is when they are sentenced.

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Burdick, moved to support H.B. 348.  

	Mr. Sim Gill, District Attorney, stated this is consistent with County policies; however, it is declassifying third degree drug felonies to a simple possession, so possession of certain hard drugs, i.e. heroin, cocaine, GHB, etc., will now be a Class A misdemeanor at the inception.  That could have an impact on drug court.  If negotiations took place starting with a Class A misdemeanor, and the classification got moved down to a Class B misdemeanor, it would be out of the realm of drug court.  The bill also allows a person to be convicted of four priors before their fifth conviction becomes a felony.  All 29 county attorneys were concerned about that.  He has been working with CCJJ and the Governor and thinks that will get amended down to two priors.  Another concern is the reclassification would result in a cost shift from the prison to the County jail.   Now when a person violates their felony, they get a 30-day sentence.  If they violate a second time, they get a 60-day sentence; and on the third violation, they get a 120-day sentence before being sentenced to prison.  That cost will be shifted to the County jail, and is a significant concern.  If Healthy Utah passes, it would pick up some of the funding for the treatment component, which would cost between $8 and $10 million.  However, that needs to be year-to-year, sustainable funding, not a one-time allocation.  Otherwise, the County needs to be prepared to accept those costs too.    

	Council Member Jensen asked if it was the district attorney who negotiated the classification down.  		

	Mr. Gill stated yes.  Currently, he may plea bargain a third degree felony down to a Class A misdemeanor to get someone into drug court.  If this bill passes, and he did not accept a plea bargain, that person may actually want a trial rather than take disposition.  So he could have 2,000 extra jury trials.  That is a concern.    Then, if a person is pled down from a Class A to a Class B, they are not going to get six months to a year in prison like they would with a felony classification, so there will be a cost-shift to the County.  He thought the Council should support the bill; it is part of the long-term systemic reform that needs to be done.  However, the Council needs to be aware of the fiscal reality too.  

	Council Member Burdick stated this amends Utah Code, so it is ongoing.  The issue at hand is the funding and if that will be ongoing too or even there.

	Mr. Litvack stated funding from Healthy Utah is critical to being able to fully implement and reach the policy goals stated by CCJJ and the Justice Reinvestment Initiative.  Salt Lake County’s substance abuse and mental health treatment also rests on the passage of Healthy Utah.  Behavioral Health Services has done an analysis of what it will cost the General Fund to provide treatment for the criminal justice-involved population if Healthy Utah is not passed. That would be about $21 million statewide; and a little over $7.5 million countywide.  The Utah Associations of Counties (UAC) and the Mayor’s Office are working together to make sure that does not get passed down to the County.   Nonetheless, the legislation is the right policy – it creates standards, creates a certification process, and will help reduce recidivism.  

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Burdick, moved to support H.B. 348.  The motion passed unanimously.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

H.B. 327 – Personal Property Tax Amendments (Rep. Johnny Anderson)

This bill addresses a property tax exemption for certain tangible personal property; addresses State Tax Commission rulemaking authority; and provides a special effective date.
		
	Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this bill exempts property of $1,000 or less.  Kevin Jacobs, County Assessor, did a quick analysis of what that would mean in Salt Lake County, and came up with a $30 million shift from businesses to local real property.  That is a value to all taxing entities, i.e. school districts, cities, and the County. 

	Mr. Kelly Wright, Deputy District Attorney, stated he got an email from Mr. Jacobs, which said the State Tax Commission revised the fiscal effect up to $163 million.

	Council Member Newton stated Mr. Jacobs says it would be $11.7 million.

	Ms. Trevino stated the Tax Commission’s numbers are statewide; Mr. Jacob’s are just for the County.  The Utah Association of Counties opposes this bill, and she thought Mr. Jacobs would want the Council to oppose it as well.   

Council Member Snelgrove stated he has a business in Davis County, and not one piece of the office equipment, including computers, is worth more than $1,000 at present value.  He did not think this bill seemed right.

	Council Member Wilson asked what the purpose was.

	Ms. Trevino stated it is a tax break to businesses.

	Council Member Newton stated it is also a hassle to have to assess every single thing.

	Council Member Wilson, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to oppose H.B. 327.  The motion passed unanimously. 		 

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

H.B. 351 – Planning District Amendments (Rep. Brad L. Dee)

This bill authorizes the creation and governance of a mountainous planning district.  It excludes, with certain exceptions, any area located within a mountainous planning district from the land use jurisdiction, including the general plan, of a municipality; defines terms; authorizes a county to establish a planning commission for a mountainous planning district; amends other applicable provisions of Title 17, Chapter 27a, County Land Use, Development, and Management Act; authorizes a county to designate a mountainous planning district under certain circumstances; and prohibits the incorporation of a city or town within a mountainous planning district.

	Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated Salt Lake County proposed this bill last year, but it did not make it very far.  It is a companion bill to S.B. 199, the community preservation bill.  This bill would be limited to counties of the first class.  It would allow the County legislative body to create a planning district in a mountainous area, although certain criteria would have to be met to draw the boundaries.  It would also allow the County legislative body to set up a planning commission for that mountainous area, which would function much the same way as it does now.  The planning commission would consist of seven members, and be made up of residents from the unincorporated area or a city, which is different than it is now, but the ultimate appeal body would still be the County Council.  The bill does allow for annexations to occur according to current state statutes; however, the County Council would maintain planning authority.  Currently, the draft is the language from last year, but there is a first substitute, which is waiting to get into legislative research.  The substitute would amend the bill to allow a metro township to exist in this planning district.

	Council Member Bradshaw stated the community councils are concerned with the line that expressly says an annexation or an area within the district could be annexed by a municipality.  His interpretation of that line was that existing annexation laws applied.  He asked if that line was going to be in the substitute.  

	Ms. Trevino stated it is going to be in the substitute, but the annexation requirements will be no different than they are now.

	Council Member Bradshaw stated he would like to ban annexations or incorporations of the mountainous areas; however, that is not a practicality.  This bill does not make that more likely; therefore, the Council should support it.

	Council Member Bradley stated if a canyon area was annexed by a city, but the planning responsibility remained with the County, that responsibility would cost the County more money.  For example, if a city annexed a resort for the sales tax, the County would lose out on that money yet still provide planning services.

	Ms. Trevino stated yes, but the city would also be obligated to provide other services, i.e. public safety.  Those costs would far outweigh any sales tax generated.  

	Council Member Bradshaw stated under this model, the planning function would become a General Fund responsibility because residents living in an incorporated city could sit on the new planning commission.   Therefore, if an area of the canyons was annexed into a city, the planning commission would still be funded with General Fund dollars.  

	Ms. Trevino stated no; fees for the planning commission would come from land use applications.

	Mr. Gavin Anderson, Deputy District Attorney, stated the funding would come from whoever was applying for a zone change.  H.B. 351 was not originally written with S.B. 199 in mind, so one of the main things the substitute bill does is make sure it coincides with S.B. 199.  This substitute bill prohibits new incorporations in the canyon planning area, but grandfathers in Alta Township, permitting it to remain a township.  

	Council Member Bradshaw stated this bill adds additional protection by not allowing incorporations of the mountainous areas, which is allowed under current law.  While the community councils’ concerns are legitimate, he would argue that the canyons are a regional amenity and should have regional planning.    

	Mr. Anderson stated that is the underlying thought of this bill.  The mountains are a regional resource; everyone in the valley floor uses them.  Therefore, planning and zoning for them should be regional as well.

	Council Member Bradshaw moved to support H.B. 351 1st Substitute, and to work with the community councils to address their concerns.

	Council Member Burdick suggested waiting to see the first substitute before taking a position to make sure everyone is okay with that language.

	Council Member Bradshaw stated since the substitute makes the bill consistent with the community preservation language that every Council Member supports, there is no reason to wait.  

	Council Member Jensen stated this is Salt Lake County’s bill.  While he was not opposed to taking a week, it is getting late in the legislative session and if the County does not get its bill to two committees, it may run out of time to get all its bills passed.

	Council Member Wilson stated she did not understand why the status quo was not sufficient.  She asked if the County was in a defeatist mode expecting to sooner or later be annexed, and that the canyons are going to be gobbled up by municipalities so the County has to ensure it can remain the planning authority.    

	Council Member Bradshaw stated this bill makes it so anyone living in a municipality or the unincorporated area and has a vested interest in the canyons would have the ability to be appointed to the planning commission for the canyons, whereas right now they have to live in an unincorporated part of the County to have a say in the canyons.  

	Ms. Trevino stated that came out of community preservation because once all those canyon areas are in a municipal township or a city, those residents can also sit on the unincorporated countywide planning commission.

	Council Member Wilson stated if that is truly all this bill is, she would support it, but was uncomfortable with all the undercurrents.  She, too, was alarmed when first reading the bill, and thought it was difficult to understand.  

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Newton, moved to support H.B. 351 1st Substitute, and to work with the community councils to address their concerns.  

	Council Member Burdick asked that the message be sent to the Legislature the Council supports the substitute bill, but was not okay with the bill as is.  

	Council Member Bradshaw stated it is important the Council take a position today.  However, it can revisit the undated language next week to make sure everyone feels more comfortable.    

	Council Member Snelgrove stated his position is that Salt Lake County is the best steward for the canyons and this bill opens the door for incorporations, even if only in a very small manner.  

	Council Member Bradshaw argued it forbids incorporations.

	Council Member Snelgrove asked to have the lobbyist clean up the bill to clarify that.

	Ms. Nichole Dunn stated this is Mayor McAdam’s bill.  His intent with this bill and the community preservation bill is to keep planning and zoning for the canyons under the jurisdiction of Salt Lake County so it can support efforts like the Mountain Accord and have regional planning.  This is the best path forward to protect the canyons under the jurisdiction of the County.   

	Council Member Wilson asked if the Mayor’s Office could also eliminate the language with regard to annexations and say the intent is that there not be annexations.

	Ms. Dunn stated the language does not increase flexibility for incorporations or annexations than what is currently allowed in statute, but it will bring the bill into alignment with the community preservation efforts.

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Newton, moved to support H.B. 351 1st Substitute, and to work with the community councils to address their concerns.  The motion passed 6 to 2 with Council Members Granato and Snelgrove voting in opposition. 

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

H.B. 354 – Exempt Vehicle Amendments (Rep. Bruce R. Cutler)

This bill amends provisions regarding certain government vehicles.  It requires state and local government to display on vehicles with an "EX" license plate: the text "For Official Use Only", and the text "How's My Driving?" and the phone number to call; specifies the size of identification marks and text on vehicles with an "EX" license plate; establishes the state auditor as the contact for compliment and complaint phone calls; for each phone call, authorizes the state auditor to impose an administrative fee on the entity that owns, operates, or leases the vehicle for providing the service of driver feedback; and requires the state auditor to report to the Government Operations Interim Committee.

	Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this bill requires all government vehicles to have decals on them saying “For Official Use Only” and “How’s My Driving”.  

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to oppose H.B. 354.  The motion passed unanimously.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

S.B. 171 – Metal Recycling Amendments (Sen. Scott K. Jenkins)

This bill deals with the recycling of engine blocks and the disposal of used oil.  It states that a person who recycles an engine block is not required to remove the used oil filter on that engine block; and states that a local board of health may not regulate a crusher, dismantler, or scrap metal processor.

		Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this bill would preclude local health departments from regulating crushers, dismantlers, or scrap metal processors.  The Council took a position to oppose it last week.  It failed in committee, but some groups are pushing to have it move forward.  

	Council Member Granato, seconded by Council Member Bradley, moved to oppose S.B. 171.  The motion passed unanimously.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

S.B. 197 – Animal Shelter Amendments (Sen. Todd Weiler)

This bill enacts language related to euthanasia of an animal by an animal shelter.  It authorizes an animal shelter to euthanize an animal by sodium pentobarbital; prohibits an animal shelter from using certain methods to euthanize an animal; and requires an animal shelter to adopt a euthanasia policy and training program.

		Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this bill has been in existence for at least three years, and in the past, the Council supported it.  The County’s shelter is a no kill shelter.  

	Council Member Bradshaw stated the County’s shelter follows the prescribed humane methods.  This legislation requires other shelters in the state to do the same.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to support S.B. 197.  The motion passed unanimously.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

S.B. 199 – Local Government Revisions (Sen. Karen Mayne)

This bill enacts provisions related to local government.  It defines terms; provides population classification for a metro township; amends municipal annexation provisions; enacts "Municipal Incorporation," including: general provisions, incorporation of a city provisions, incorporation of a town provisions, and incorporation provisions of metro townships and unincorporated islands in a county of the first class on and after May 12, 2015; requires a county of the first class to hold a special election on November 3, 2015, for the following ballot propositions: the incorporation of a planning township as a city, town, metro township; and whether unincorporated islands should be annexed by an eligible city or remain unincorporated; provides notice and hearing requirements; provides for the incorporation of a metro township after November 3, 2015; provides for the determination of metro township council districts and election of officers; authorizes a three-member or five-member council form of government for a metro township; provides the powers and duties of the metro township council chair and council members; repeals and reenacts provisions authorizing a change in form of municipal government; enacts provisions related to the administration of a metro township; authorizes a metro township council to, in certain circumstances, prohibit fireworks; requires a township located outside of a county of the first class to change its name to "planning district"; prohibits a county other than a county of the first class from adopting certain land use ordinances requiring revegetation or landscaping; enacts provisions related to the levy of a municipal services district property tax; enacts provisions related to a general obligation bond issued by a municipal services district; amends provisions related to a municipal services district board of trustees; enacts language requiring the withdrawal of rural real property from a metro township or municipal services district; amends and enacts provisions related to the withdrawal of an area from a local district; enacts provisions related to an audit of a municipal services district; and authorizes a metro township to levy a 911 charge and impose a sales and use tax.

This bill enacts provisions related to local government.
10 Highlighted Provisions:
11 This bill:
12 ▸ defines terms;
13 ▸ provides population classification for a metro township;
14 ▸ amends municipal annexation provisions;
15 ▸ enacts "Municipal Incorporation," including:
16 • general provisions;
17 • incorporation of a city provisions;
18 • incorporation of a town provisions; and
19 • incorporation provisions of metro townships and unincorporated islands in a
20 county of the first class on and after May 12, 2015;
21 ▸ requires a county of the first class to hold a special election on November 3, 2015,
22 for the following ballot propositions:
23 • the incorporation of a planning township as a city, town, metro township; and
24 • whether unincorporated islands should be annexed by an eligible city or remain
25 unincorporated; 

	Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this is the community preservation bill.  It is going to committee tomorrow afternoon. 




	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Newton, moved to support S.B. 199.  The motion passed unanimously.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

H.B. 45 2nd Sub. – Local Governing Body Amendments (Rep. Rich Cunningham)

This bill enacts language related to a municipal or county governing body or local school board.  It, with certain exceptions, prohibits a municipal or county governing body or local school board from expelling a member of the body from an open public meeting or prohibiting the member from attending.

	Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this bill passed with the County’s amendments in it.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

H.B. 70 Sub. – Posting Political Signs on Public Property (Rep. Brad M. Daw)

This bill addresses the posting of political signs on public property.  It defines terms; provides that a local government entity, a local government officer, a local government employee, or another person with authority or control over public property that posts or permits a person to post a political sign on public property shall permit any other person to post a political sign on the public property, subject to the same requirements and restrictions imposed on all other political signs posted on the public property; and prohibits a local government entity, a local government officer, a local government employee, or another person with authority or control over public property from imposing a requirement or restriction on the posting of a political sign on public property if the requirement or restriction is not politically neutral and content neutral.

		Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this bill passed with the County’s language that deals with any County facility the County rents to private groups.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

S.B. 157 – Government Records Access and Management (Sen. Curtis S. Bramble)

This bill modifies the Government Records Access and Management Act.  It modifies the process of appealing the denial of a record request; eliminates the right of direct appeal to district court of a chief administrative officer decision affirming a denial of a record request; and eliminates appeals to political subdivision appeals boards for appeals of record request denials.

		Ms. Kara Trevino, Legislative Specialist, Council Office, stated this is the GRAMA bill.  The last time she presented it, the Council wanted more information.  Salt Lake County is not the target of this; the media is going after small towns that give them problems with GRAMA requests.  The first version of the bill took away the local appeal process with a GRAMA request and had it go straight to the State Records Committee.  The substitute will allow the local process.  There are some other things being worked on, such as who would be appointed to the state board and the topic of GRAMA and body cameras.  She has been told the idea of bringing GRAMA and body cameras into the bill would be too hard to do between now and the end of the session.

	Council Member Jensen stated the problem with GRAMA and body cameras is it would affect the Unified Fire Authority (UFA) with regard to the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPPA).    For example, if the UFA went on a call and law enforcement was there with a camera on while the UFA was treating a patient, the UFA would be in violation of HIPPA.  Then, if someone was in a car accident, and the UFA responded, it might ask the question “have you been drinking?” for medical purposes.  If that was captured on camera, the UFA would be in violation of HIPPA.  The UFA and law enforcement need to work out how to use the body camera without violating HIPPA.

	Council Member Burdick stated he has heard some law enforcement agencies say there are no HIPPA issues with this.       

	Council Member Jensen stated the agency providing the medical service has to comply with HIPPA.  UFA has to comply with HIPPA, not the Unified Police Department.  Law enforcement does not have HIPPA issues.    

	Mr. Sim Gill, District Attorney, stated there may be some discovery protection with regard to this.  Under the current standard, a person with a GRAMA request can access the police reports, but not the medical information.  The question is whether somebody could obtain technological footage through GRAMA outside the scope of law enforcement protection.  There are some subtleties with GRAMA and body cameras that have to be answered.

	Mr. Gavin Anderson, Deputy District Attorney, stated the only effect this bill would have on the County is if GRAMA appeals were taken away from the Council and shifted to the State Records Committee.  

	Ms. Trevino stated the substitute would allow the local option.  After that, an appeal would go to the State Records Committee, then to District Court.  Right now, an appeal can go straight from the Council to District Court. 

	Council Member Newton recommended keeping a neutral stance on this, but staying engaged.
		
	Ms. Trevino stated she will monitor the bill and bring back the substitute if necessary. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Compensation Philosophy (1:45:18 PM)

		Mr. Michael Ongkiko, Director, Human Resources Division, stated last month he presented the following compensation philosophy to the Council for approval, at which time several Council Members requested time to review the philosophy before making a decision:


Philosophy

Salt Lake County’s Total Compensation Philosophy is to attract, motivate and retain quality employees who support the County mission of providing high-quality, cost-effective public services. We believe in a transparent, performance-based approach to compensation. Our goal is to compete in comparable markets for high performing employees and recognize that public service has rewards beyond a base salary. We strive to provide employees with competitive compensation, benefits and retirement programs that reflect current market practices and are fiscally responsible. Our employees enjoy a superior work culture, career development and growth opportunities and the satisfaction of serving the public. 

Guiding Principles

1. Salt Lake County competes with a mix of public and private sector organizations and recognizes that geographic wage differentials and areas of expertise may impact the market for talent. 

2. Salt Lake County’s total compensation program is performance based and incorporates civil service protections as defined by state statute.

3. A transparent approach to compensation will help us achieve a culture of excellence. 

4. Rewarding employee achievements, developing employee talent and fostering career progression reinforces a productive work climate and the County’s core values.

		Council Member Newton moved to approve the compensation philosophy. 

		Council Member Wilson asked how this would work given that the principals are somewhat performance-based. 

		Mr. Ongkiko stated the compensation program incorporates the civil service protections. Currently, the structure for distributing salary increases is based loosely on performance. The new compensation program will be based on performance, performance management system, and performance evaluations, which will be presented in June 2015.

		Ms. Sarah Brenna, Director, Administrative Services Department, stated additional work still needs to be done in regards to what a performance-based system would look like and what the impacts would be.  It will not affect the merit system, but it will direct how compensation is distributed.

		Council Member Newton, seconded by Council Member Jensen, moved to approve the compensation philosophy, and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Private Enterprise Ordinance (1:57:01 PM)

		Ms. Fraser Nelson, Director of Data and Innovation, Mayor’s Office, stated changes in the Utah Code requires Salt Lake County to pass an ordinance to be able to contract with private enterprises, appropriate funds, and hold public hearings. The ordinance covers expenditures saved, expenditures forgone, intangible benefits to the County, and intangible benefits received by County residents. The Pay for Success program is related to the ordinance, and information will be presented to the Council regarding alternate providers and savings.

		Council Member Snelgrove asked if the goals can be accomplished with status quo.

		Ms. Nelson stated the ordinance would allow Salt Lake County to contract with private enterprises to accomplish goals that would be better addressed through the Pay for Success model, such as, reduced recidivism, a decrease in homelessness, and payments that will increase the benefits to children and mothers with low income. The ordinance will allow the County to take advantage of the private, governmental, and non-profit market as it relates to the Pay for Success program.  

		Council Member Snelgrove stated this ordinance makes it easier for the County to spend money and it will put money at risk before the results are in. 

		Council Member Wilson asked if there was another avenue that would be used to accomplish these goals. 

		Ms. Melanie Mitchell, Deputy District Attorney, stated the County is putting money aside into a fund, which cannot be distributed unless the set goals are met. The money is not at risk upfront, but allows the County to pay the extra benefit if the goals are met. The private entities will put in money upfront; if the private entity meets the prescribed goals, then it gets the money.  Although, the Council is putting money into the fund yearly, there is no risk unless those goals are met.

		Council Member Bradley stated the process is data-driven and a great deal of thought will go into what the potential results and risk benefit should be. It is the wave of the future in terms of addressing social problems and getting the private sector to make social investments.  It is a cautious way to approach it. 

		Mr. Darrin Casper, Chief Financial Officer, Mayor’s Office, stated the ordinance is required by state statute. The legislation requires Salt Lake County to pass an ordinance, and this ordinance mimics that legislation.

		Council Member Newton, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved approve the ordinance and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal introduction.  The motion passed 7 to 1, showing Council Member Snelgrove voting in opposition.
♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦




Cable License Ordinance (1:50:21 PM)

		Mr. Patrick Leary, Township Executive, Office of Township Services, stated Salt Lake County has the ability to license cable franchise agreements. The proposed ordinance is for a cable franchise agreement with CenturyLink. 

		Ms. Georganne Weidenbach, State & Local Affairs Director, CenturyLink, stated CenturyLink has made substantial investments in video product, fiber to homes, and gigabyte services. 

		Mr. Leary stated the original agreement called for a 15 year term of agreement.  That agreement has been negotiated to a 5-year agreement.

		Council Member Bradley, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the ordinance with the following amendments: 1) Change the length of the agreement from 15 years to 5 years; 2) include a whereas statement indicating it is the intent of the agreement to obtain the best possible public interest and public purpose for the residents of Salt Lake County; and 3) require the franchise agreement need to indicate that an annual report and update will be submitted to the Council.

		Council Member Wilson stated federal law requires that a basic option be part of the package so consumers have the option to choose a lower price point package.

		Ms. Weidenbach stated there is a very basic service that is a lower price point. 

		Council Member Burdick stated residents in Big Cottonwood Community Council are concerned about internet coverage in their area. 

		Ms. Weidenbach stated she has been working with Mr. Leary and CenturyLink’s planning group to figure out a way to partner up on some of the issues. To bring fiber to Big Cottonwood Canyon would require an expensive construction build.  If the County partnered up on road improvements, then conduit could be laid. 

		Council Member Bradley, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the ordinance with the following amendments; 1) Change the length of the agreement from 15 years to 5 years; 2) include a whereas statement indicating it is the intent of the agreement to obtain the best possible public interest and public purpose for the residents of Salt Lake County; and 3) require the franchise agreement need to indicate that an annual report and update will be submitted to the Council; and forward the ordinance to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting to be formally introduced.  The motion passed unanimously.
		
♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
	
Executive Summary on Ordinance Revisions   (2:06:40 PM)

	Mr. David Wilde, Deputy District Attorney, stated state statute requires the District Attorney’s Office to review County ordinances and bring any issues to the attention of the County Council.  This is a large undertaking; some ordinances have not been reviewed in 30 years.  He has reviewed ordinances to make sure they comply with state statutes, are internally consistent, and are consistent with countywide policies and procedures and references to agencies or organizations, such as the Unified Fire Authority, etc., and are up to date.  The review did not change any public policy; it simplified the language, removed sexist references, and corrected spelling and punctuation problems.  The District Attorney has the responsibility to review ordinances, but it is not the driving force behind any changes.  That is up to the Council and Mayor.

	Council Member Snelgrove asked how redundancies will be cleaned up now that they have been identified.

	Mr. Wilde stated he will present the proposed changes to the Council.  The Council’s legal advisor may want to look at them, as will the Mayor and Steering Committee.  Then it will be up to the Council to decide which changes to enact.

	Council Member Burdick stated the Council could form a three-member group, such as the former legislative subcommittee, to review the changes.

	Mr. Sim Gill, District Attorney, stated he has wanted to do this review for quite some time.  The ordinances go back a long time.  It is an effort to do some ordinance housekeeping, and present that to the Council to set its own priorities.

	Council Member Bradley stated it would make sense to approach this in stages.  The first stage would be to review ordinances with obvious changes, such as gender references or agency name changes.  The second stage could involve ordinances needing clarification, and the third stage would be those that conflict with policies or legislative initiatives.
	
	Mr. Ralph Chamness, Deputy District Attorney, stated the real question is the process.  Occasionally, lawyers will think a change in language is minor, but an elected official will not see it that way.  The Mayor’s Office, the divisions, and the other elected officials should have a chance to look at the changes.  Then, the Council would get the information to determine if a change is substantive or not.

	Council Member Snelgrove stated the District Attorney’s Office should give the Council the first batch of ordinances and schedule them on a future Committee of the Whole (COW) meeting.

	Council Member Granato, seconded by Council Member Newton, moved to have the first batch of ordinance changes brought to the Council during next week’s COW meeting.

	Mr. Jason Rose, Legal Counsel, Council Office, stated perhaps this should go before the Steering Committee first.

	Mr. Chamness stated next week the Council can give direction, as opposed to adopting the ordinances. The ordinance changes can be sent to the Steering Committee and then brought back to the Council in two weeks for adoption.

	Council Member Jensen stated it has been traditional to have the Steering Committee review any changes before they come to the Council.  

	Council Member Granato, seconded by Council Member Newton, moved to have the first batch of ordinance changes brought to the Council during next week’s COW meeting.  Council Member Jensen amended the motion to send the ordinance changes to the Steering Committee first.  Council Member Granato accepted the amendment.  The motion passed unanimously.

	Council Member Snelgrove asked how often County government should be reviewing its ordinances.

	Mr. Gill stated every five years or so.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Request for $5,000 Contribution for Race Swami   (2:58:38 PM)

	Council Member Bradley stated this is a request for $5,000 from the Council contribution budget to Race Swami to cover part of the costs of lane rental fees at the Northwest Recreation Center pool.  Race Swami is a competitive swim group made up of primarily low income students.  This organization provides a positive alternative for the kids, keeps them off the streets, and creates an atmosphere of dedication.  Last year, Race Swami paid about $25,000 in lane fees to the County.  

	Ms. Leslie Motley, Volunteer President, Race Swami, stated 90 percent of Race Swami swimmers come from the west side of Salt Lake County and live at or below the poverty level.  Over half of the kids qualify for free or reduced lunches, and 67 percent receive financial assistance to participate in the program.  Expenses for lane rentals account for 22 percent of the organization’s budget.

	Council Member Newton asked how many kids participate in the program.

	Ms. Motley stated there are 68 swimmers, which is almost full capacity.  Race Swami would expand further, but the County pools are very busy and could not accommodate additional swimmers.

	Council Member Newton stated her only concern was that the Council’s contribution budget was $15,000 for the year.  This request is for one third of those funds and it is early in the year.

	Council Member Bradley stated not all the funds were used last year.

	Council Member Jensen stated last year, the Council spent $8,000 in contributions.

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

	Council Member Snelgrove asked about the organization’s private fundraising efforts.  He stated Race Swami should not plan its budget around ongoing subsidies from the County.

	Ms. Motley stated the organization gets funding from the Eccles Foundation, the Sorensen Foundation, other non-profit organizations, generous donors, and it holds an annual fundraiser.  The County donation will help, but Swami is not dependent upon it.

	Council Member Jensen stated he was shocked to learn how expensive it is to participate in a swim team.  It is definitely out of the reach of low income families.  Swimming makes for very dedicated athletes and keeps them off the streets.

	Council Member Snelgrove asked what the range of ages was for the swimmers.

	Ms. Motley stated ages six to 17.

	Council Member Snelgrove stated $5,000 is a big chunk of the Council’s contribution budget, but if it keeps one child from having a criminal record, it is a good investment.

	Council Member Wilson stated it has been brought to her attention that there is big demand for the swimming lanes at County pools.  This is something the Council should keep in mind when it looks at Zoo, Arts, and Parks (ZAP) funding.

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to approve the contribution, and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Support for the Wasatch Mountain Club Lodge   (3:08:53 PM)

	Council Member Snelgrove stated he would recuse himself from the discussion because he is a member of the Wasatch Mountain Club.

	Mr. Patrick Leary, Township Executive, Office of Township Services, stated the current Wasatch Mountain Lodge was built in 1929, and placed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1980.  In 2009, the Mountain Club donated the lodge to the Mountain Lodge Foundation, a 501(c)3 non-profit organization, to assist in raising funds to maintain the building.  When the County reconstituted its Historic Preservation Committee, it started to seek out grants and other funding opportunities to help rebuild the Lodge.  There is a nice synergy between County economic development efforts, historic preservation efforts, and the heritage of this building.  The request before the Council is to provide nonmonetary support to the Wasatch Mountain Club Foundation through promotional efforts at County events.  In exchange, the County will receive access to the Lodge for events and seminars.

	Council Member Bradley, seconded by Council Member Newton, 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 Snelgrove abstained from the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Contract with Juan Diego Bus Services   

	This item was not discussed. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Review of Proposed Hires    (3:10:34 PM)

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

Information Services Division

	Requests to fill an Information Services Project Manager 38 position, and a Records and Archives Manager 31 position.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Assessor’s Office 

	Requests to fill a Personal/Real Property Specialist 15/17 position.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Recorder’s Office 

	Requests to fill three Land Records Specialist 17 positions.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Sheriff’s Office

	Requests to fill a Jail Control Room Operator 18 position, a Jail Corrections Lieutenant 25 position, a Health Administrator 38 position, and a Protective Services Lieutenant 24 position.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Surveyor’s Office

	Requests to fill a Survey Technician 23/25 position.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −





Treasurer’s Office

	Requests to fill two Taxpayer Services Specialist 15/17 positions.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Aging & Adult Services Division

	Requests to fill a Senior Center Manager 27 position.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Solid Waste Management Division

	Requests for a Solid Waste Heavy Equipment Operator 20 position.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to approve the requests.  The motion passed unanimously. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Interim Budget Adjustments   (3:11:22 PM)

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

Facilities Management Division

	Requests an interim budget adjustment of $20,000 for the Government Center Chiller Optimization project.  This will require moving under expended funds from the Capital Projects ADC Boiler Controls project to the Government Center Chiller Optimization project.
.
− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Center for the Arts

	Requests an interim budget adjustment of $270,000 for website redesign.  This money was originally budgeted in the 2014 budget.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the requests and forward them to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Bradley was absent for the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦




Reclassification   (3:11:22 PM)
	
	Mr. Brad Kendrick, Assistant Fiscal Analyst, Council Office, reviewed the following reclassification request:

Animal Services Division

	Requests to reclassify a Lead Veterinary Technician 21 position to a Clinic Supervisor 27 position.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Granato, moved to approve the reclassification and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.  Council Member Bradley was absent for the vote.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Review of Planning & Zoning Application   (3:12:56 PM)

	Mr. Jason Rose, Legal Counsel, Council Office, reviewed the following planning & zoning application.  Public hearing for this application will be set for March 31, 2015. 

	Application No. 29108 – George Starks to reclassify property located at 2795 South 2300 East from C-1 to C-2 zone.

	Mr. Rose stated this application is for the Blue Star Café, located on 2300 East near the I-80 exit.  The owner wants to change the zoning from a C-1 to a C-2 zone so he can apply for a liquor license and expand his food service.  There have not been any concerns expressed by the neighbors.  

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

CONSENT AGENDA:  (3:13:40 PM)

Magna Main Street CDA 

	The Council reviewed a resolution authorizing a loan of tax increment from the Arbor Park Neighborhood Development Project Area Fund to the Magna Main Street Community Development Project Area Fund.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to approve the resolution and forward it to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Tax Sale Listing Adjustments

	Mr. K. Wayne Cushing, County Treasurer, submitted a letter requesting authorization to adjust taxpayer records on properties listed for final tax sale under conditions that: 1) County error has resulted in or contributed to listing the property for final tax sale and assessment of the tax sale fee; 2) receipt of payment bearing a timely postmark after the tax sale listing is compiled for final tax sale; 3) notification of a bankruptcy petition filing; and 4) other conditions or circumstances in which the best human interest and the interests of the state and county are served by the waiver of or reduction in the fee pursuant to County Ordinance 3.67.  He also requested authorization to waive the $250 tax sale administrative fee and adjust interest accordingly on any such parcel.   

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

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
Real Estate Matters

	The Council reviewed the following real estate matters.  The resolutions authorizing execution of the agreements and easements have been placed on the Council agenda for final approval and execution:

Pipeline and Trail Easement Agreement

	Jordan Valley Water Conservancy District regarding use and extension of the Jordan River Trail.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Real Estate Purchase Contract

	Jochen and Adrienne Schmidt regarding the purchase of parcels and an easement for Jordan River Trail construction.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Easement Purchase Agreement & Perpetual Sewer Line and Temporary Construction Easement Agreement

	Midvalley Improvement District regarding conveyance of perpetual and temporary construction easements.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to approve the resolutions and forward them to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal approval.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Resolution & Interlocal Agreement

	The Council reviewed the following resolution and agreement.  The resolution authorizing execution of the agreement has been placed on the Council agenda for final approval and execution:

Resolution and Agreement

	West Jordan City regarding construction of a boat exit portage along the Jordan River at Winchester Street.

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to approve the resolution and agreement and forward them to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Countywide Policies and Procedures

	The Council reviewed the following Countywide policies and procedures.  The policies and procedures have been placed on the Council agenda for final approval and execution:

	#3-500 – Grievance Procedures
	#4-300 – Insurance & Retirement Programs

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to approve the policies and procedures and forward them to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Mayor’s Community Contribution

	The Council reviewed the recommendation of the Contribution Review Committee for the following community contributions to be appropriated from the Mayor’s 2015 budget:

Hinckley Institute of Politics (Real Women Run)	$1,000
	Junior Achievement of Utah				2-$100 Golf Cards
								2-$50 Clark Planetarium Cards
	Intermountain Therapy Animals			$1,000

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to approve the contributions, forward them to the 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration, and found the County received fair and adequate consideration for the contribution.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Internal Business   (1:42:57 PM)

	Council Member Bradley stated his aide, Kerry Nakamura will be leaving the County.  She will be joining the New Policy Innovation Lab at the University of Utah, which is part of the James Lee Sorenson Global Impact Investing Center.  She will be working on Pay for Success initiatives and will be the liaison to Salt Lake County.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Acceptance of Minutes   (3:13:40 PM)

	Council Member Jensen, seconded by Council Member Bradshaw, moved to accept the February 10, 2015, Committee of the Whole minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

The meeting was adjourned at 3:14:42 PM.





 _____________________________________                                                                           
Chair, Committee of the Whole





_____________________________________                                                                            
Deputy Clerk



♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
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