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Agenda:
e Two Hearings Scheduled

e Approval of Retention Schedules
e Approval of Minutes
e Report on Appeals Received
e Report on Cases in District Court
e Other Business
gglﬁé}"}ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂu
I. Call to Order: ‘w %%‘%@’
The meeting was called to order at 9:02 a.m. by the Chair pro ;ﬁ@ ”‘ Kjr‘;%:}mDav1d ,1‘1!11ng.

U i,
The Chair pro tem introduced the parties for the hearing: MF. Harshad D¢ 3 i, Pe tioner,
and Barry Huntington, representing Attorney for Pangmfch” nue sf f’ﬁh h (hair pro
tem explained the hearing procedures to the parties. * % 0 ”

i oIl 7
1&; 'ifuln'{f a?’)‘i*'

II. Hearing: Harshad P. Desai vs. Panguitch City, Ulﬁﬁmﬂ% % u;un%{;”] ol

Opening-Petitioner
a ﬁé*‘d 1ty, &@%ﬁﬁ%@e explained that Panguitch

Mr. Desai is a small business owner in P,
City has an ordinance that requires comfhercial busihesses to apply and receive a permit
from the city. He is requesting a list of V¢ 1t 2013-2014 annual Panguitch
Balloon Festival who were screﬁnsﬂd; and ’@‘ lected, to 1ﬁclude those that were non-selected.
In addition he seeks the copig %3 rof V§« aer per Hﬁgﬁm%d icenses, and minutes that pertain to
any follow-up meetings aftdr JU ! ' 014 between Panguitch Main Street Committee
(“Main Street”) and th P"?iﬁ 1tcﬁ:,§%{j cgﬂmgllrfhembers The petitioner believes the

records he seeks are&p 1c a éi‘ the % fiﬂ should maintain them because it is a commercial

activity and all VGI)%” ors] g \ée t;dﬁ‘ apply 18194 permit through the city.
(’t; i ; xl
n

J
il L

i Z‘h
Openmg—R ’“‘; uiu i

Mr. Huntington eﬁﬁlaﬁ‘hs the Vemdor list is not maintained by Panguitch City because it is
maintaify il by Malﬁ&g;weet a private non-profit entity, commonly known as a 501(c)(3)
charitablg 6tiganization. ?;bhé vendors approach Main Street to work out who is going to
sell what agerc ﬂ s o 'the Balloon Festival. Panguitch City is not involved with the
process an ﬁ,ggt does 1jot maintain records. Mr. Desai has had issues with the director of
Main Street, @heryl Church, and has been asked to stay away by her attorney. The main
problem is tha‘t{'er Desai is trying to obtain the vendor list through Panguitch City,
which does not maintain it, because he cannot get it from a nonprofit organization that is
not a governmental entity. Mr. Huntington restates that Panguitch City does not have the
record Mr. Desai is requesting because it is maintained by Main Street, and he is unable
to communicate with the non-profit entity because of an order by the director’s attorney
to stay away.

Testimony-Petitioner
Mr. Desai explains the Panguitch City ordinance and the process to which a commercial
business must apply and purchase a permit to operate within the city limits. The permits
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are public records that Panguitch City should maintain. He wants to access the
information for his business and marketing strategy. The vendors who are screened out
are the ones he is most interested in contacting and working out a business partnership.
Panguitch City has requirements for commercial activity within the city limits and it has
records, and if it does not it should.

Mr. Desai refers to the June 24, 2015, Panguitch City Council Meeting minutes, noting
there is too much activity going on outside the council meeting and no follow-up
information. The councilmembers are communicating outside the public meeting forum
about the Balloon Festival and there are no records to let anyone knowﬁm;] members are
discussing or to whom. There should be records of these meetings %@ very e knows
the follow-up decisions and information. (f#ff"?m “{L"

zlgn L’m ‘(u;‘mrlx i3
The Records Committee outlined Mr. Desai’s GRAMA re L"fésts Ms f\“/% ie Coriwall
listed the three main GRAMA requests: vendor list, the 8’1{" . desggmgtlon Ol %} vendor
screening process, and a record of any city councﬂmem er djli (?i -up that,is feferenced in
the June 24, 2014, minutes. Mr. Desai agrees with the thiee req % and addltlon asked
the Committee to address and rule on all five 1rg,dﬂ§wdual ré‘ uests h %‘é’éented to

understand the decision of the Records CornmltteglU }%‘W
g Eﬁ? @’?ﬁ
Testimony-Respondent &3%’ "y

Mr, Huntington stated that Panguitch C does not %Mir;t the vendor licenses they go
through Main Street, and the non. ofit é\ﬁ ty decid % ho is approved and not approved
based on how many vendors ’{@‘ %% n mg m 01ty hai% nothing to do with the screening
process. There may be a c1ty ‘% neild %mber OtgEMain Street board but it is separate
from the Panguitch Cltyngggpm g;@ éﬁ‘%ﬁ ﬁ,,;;gcord about the vendors the organization
maintains it not Pan % sai cannot get the record from Panguitch Main
Street because of prlor' *ﬁmass 'ént of {ix o lirector and since has been directed to stay
away by her att %Jf M’ik ?‘I%esal wan%é the record he will have to figure out how to get
around the d;ﬂé%’ic%or Eg use 3{% 1rtch City does not maintain the record.

° L &
Mr. Hu%tmgton eyg% ps that when a city council member meets with the Main Street
director Qﬁg}s@ ot ame ﬁ under Utah law. If one person meets with another person there
are no mit uté’ e r&& at ccﬁhmumcatlon and there does not have to be if there is not a
quorum andl, (55“ agSlll” Mr. Desai feels if a city councilmember talks to somebody there
should be aif cord of it. Bottom line, if there is a record then Main Street maintains it.
The orgamzatlggp is a nonprofit entity not a governmental entity. Panguitch City does not

maintain the récord and it does not have to. Mr. Desai is asking the wrong entity for a
record.

Mr. Fleming asks if Mr. Huntington can speak to Mr. Desai’s implication that there is a
requirement that the vendors be licensed, and is there a requirement that a non-profit
entity be licensed. Mr. Huntington responds that he is not aware of what goes on with
Panguitch Main Street Committee, the vendors do not get permits from the city they get it
from Main Street Committee. The vendors go to the Main Street board members and they
decide who will be permitted to sell merchandise during the Balloon Festival. Main Street
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has the vendor list and the permits for the vendors. Panguitch City does not maintain any
of the records Mr. Desai is requesting.

A Records Committee member asked if the vendors have to get a permit from the city.
Mr. Huntington stated no, because it is a one or two day event and is considered
temporary. Plus, it is more like permission than a permit because Main Street does not
want four vendors selling the same merchandise. There is also no permit from the city to
the Main Street Committee to conduct the event. The organization is a nonprofit
volunteer group that is provided with some funds from the city to help with the event, but
the city does not control what the organization does. The repercussmn L%@ 1n Street is,
if the event does not go as it should the city will not provide money \

m

efo

{ % Ng year.
lf {iif fifi
Closing-Petitioner @%ﬁm% ?J "@1“ %ﬁ

Mr. Desai summarized his testimony that there is a city re uireme t for'ogn merg%i?al
vendors to apply for permits. It does not matter if the vend , Qrary ot @rmanent

up their booths and he should have the right to contact th " it is his
property. He wants the list of vendors to conta?gﬁ 180 he cg com % ﬂ’ﬁl other
businesses. As for the June 24, 2014, minutes therg%ﬂ ; ct1v1ty ﬁlat went on after the
council meetmg and he wants to know w,aﬁ?ﬁhmened%%» ecisions were made behind

“fn ) 1lmembéi**was going to research the
- a policy ot %he issue of property owner’s right
Y &9 esal want; iﬁto know the outcome of the

Mr. Desai explains that he has a motel and would llkez«?i“f}{?&‘é @% operty for'vendors set
vend

to do business directly with vends u

direction of the findings. f*»‘ﬁ"’)1 ?z; b

;:@'
F .

i
ti ﬁ', iigféif }ﬁ?}i@g:(1x
Closing-Respondent i %I*m"j “"'L'}';,m,m,;m,,, —
Mr. Huntington, restg %{ the tto me if there is a vendor list then Panguitch Main

Street Committee maln ns 1t anguﬁ%@@ﬂy does not have it or maintains that record.
Mr. Desai is ask;ﬂ'@&gg wh n entlty, he'needs to ask the Main Street director, Cheryl
Church, for cord‘%&‘. e se , The Main Street Committee is not a governmental entity
so whether they Uill pbvide th ”’“fiéé’cord is unknown.,

The 135&%@“’@ §he nnnu%@% explalned Ms. Church, a volunteer, was going to step down
as the M un 1 @ﬁ% 1rect A city councilmember intended to speak with her and ask her
not to quit. iéi?j iton believes she did not quit because she still remains the director
howeyver, th%ounm member talking to Ms. Church was not a public meeting. There was
no quorum, ngyagenda, and no vote taken and it does not meet Utah Code 52-4-103, Open
Meeting Act. %Vhen Mr. Desai submits a GRAMA request and Panguitch City has the
record it responds by providing him a copy, in this instance he is asking the wrong entity.
Panguitch City does not have to create a record that does not exist in accordance to Utah
Code § 63G-2-201(8)(a)(i).

Deliberation
The Committee discussed the Open Meetings Act, Utah Code 52-4-103, and what is
considered a meeting under the law. The other part of the discussion focused on a non-
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existing record in accordance to Utah Code § 62G-2-201(8)(a)(i) and that a governmental
entity is not required to create a record.

Ms. Cornwall adds that Mr. Desai wanted each request addressed by the Committee. She
explained that GRAMA requests #3, #4, and #5 deal with the Open Meetings Act, Utah
Code § 52-4-103, and there is no records. GRAMA request #2, there is no city process
because it is handled by the 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization, and GRAMA request #1
there is no list of vendors because it also handled by a nonprofit organization.

Motion- A motion was made by Ms. Richardson deny the request for regords based on

Utah Code § 63G-2-201(8)(a)(i) and the Open Meetings Act, Utah 6de 574l _ 03(6) No
record exists and there is no requirement for the governmental ent?i%y %0 create Al
The motion was seconded by Mr. Breshears. The motion pas%g&,,{pnaéi ously 6-

The Chair pro tem introduced the parties for the next heaﬁ&iﬁ Thogfn S D% Eeck
Petitioner, and Mr. Walter Bird, San Juan Deputy Cou y Atﬁ éGy repr enf ngon
behalf of Mr. Kelly Pehrson the San Juan County Admin strato %& the Biuff Water

Works Special Service District (BWWSSD). Twﬁhalr pﬁ@ tem )afmed the hearing
procedures to the parties. o"

Opening-Petitioner
Mr. Beck has been a resident of B ff, Utéih since 20@3 He explained the appeal is about
a GRAMA request denial for ‘g};ﬂ@ \5@%&% uszi'gé data frofn the BWWSSD. BWWSSD was
created by San Juan County pmiss on and ﬁ‘f*i("ﬁ"'to 2005 the Bluff Water Works was a
committee of the Bluff §;@g\{%“ %@'@ff i E;;M% &h@ .governing body of Bluff, Utah. The BSA
was also created by S Jua *‘a ounfy? Qomrﬁ §)S1on He agrees with Mr. Bird’s Statements
of Facts that outline’thei pop e tlmeéi‘u;fgz)xﬂhls requests as well as the fact that BWWSSD
submitted a Ut ;;L W @U ot ]%m “Form for #006. Mr. Beck requested that the water use data
be given to hp "‘ at # ig}ta Form format for the years 2007-2014 since that was
how the BWWS 3,h comple éﬂ it in previous years. However, he is not really
conce pd with the f%}gmat but simply with the water use data for the years requested.
Li,l‘uimyﬂi *U !

Wiy
xfmm%g &% "&W
I11. Hearing: Thomas Dudley Beck vs. BWW SD %ﬁ
l?z

'{Eﬁ?t v

Mr. Beck‘{ref“é‘f‘@&;g docu;i“ﬁents he submitted to the Committee labeled 1 and II, that shows
that the B\S')V gSI% L i§$’é§s have the water use data, which he has been seeking, but in a
different forﬁ;at thad in 2006. He would be satisfied to have the water use data provided
in the format %@wn in documents labeled I and II.

Opening-Respondent

Mr. Bird explains that BWWSSD was created in 2006 by San Juan County Commission,
is partially true. For a special service district to be created there needs to be a petition
signed by property owners who are entitled to vote in elections. Approximately 25% of
the community has to petition for that change to be made. In previous years the BSA had
been managing the water with the committee on the side to manage the water
specifically. The residents were not happy with that system so they voted to have a
petition to have a special service district created. For legal purposes the motion is taken to
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the County Commission to approve but it really comes from the residents who voted for
the change. In 2006 the BWWSSD was created.

The position of the BWWSSD, is it received in November 2014 a GRAMA request from
Mr. Beck and BWWSSD viewed the request quite narrowly. Mr. Bird refers the Records
Committee to the forms Mr. Beck asked BWWSSD to complete and return with the water
use data form as required by law. BWWSSD viewed this request as a very narrow and
specifically that it takes the forms Mr. Beck provided and fill them out; however the
forms he provided were not forms BWWSSD is required by law to fill out. In 2008 the
water right was changed from the BWWSSD to BSA. Each form provj g@ Mr. Beck
clearly shows that the entity required to provide the water data requ ’“‘ m swater
rights owner-the San Juan County Service Area #1 (BSA), located"b’@)[,,Pluff U%’d%ﬂ The
BSA, by law, is legally required to fill out the forms not BWW,;SSD L Q"n ), m.

!

‘ W%‘u out

The BWWSSD denied the GRAMA request because it X/gﬁ %%g 'ereq
w% vemm%nt@’ entity is not

the forms Mr. Beck provided and it clearly states in G:I%\@
required to create a record.

1l”
,uy

g “?:’ ‘:I;til’ &i“ﬁ?@ i
. L
Testimony-Petitioner il ,gm %&\l J

Mr. Beck responds to Mr. Bird’s openingstétgment aboiﬁﬂﬁ%m ncreation of the special
service district. Bluff, Utah is a small ti n and this chaﬂ’ge took place Mr. Beck

was new to the community. He explaing that he a q}]%m wife signed the petition in 2005

to create the special service dlStI‘l 1; The @i&lgned the }% tition based on misinformation
given to them at the time by % ﬁ‘f{ nof tﬁ@g murn} y who wanted the transfer to

happen. The minutes of the: e dlSO sed how Wl’i"%{ie would be cooperation between the

two entities, and based og;w;;g; 4} uﬁh,%“ passed a resolution to separate from the
Water Board and let }Jt(é anage

0 iyhe i ter T“iléf was the intent at the time. It had nothing
to do with water rights: ‘%A§ a result the’; hanagement entity, of the town’s culinary water,
has to have watgp Q‘T%iéé} (i}atzi ‘qﬂﬁgere are mé ers, there are monthly bills, and a computer
system that 1 bif(% ;alns use reé&f@n s. BWWSSD has refused repeatedly to give the water

use data in any “}‘ \s hen reqli“;z%‘ﬁéd by the Bluff Service Area Board.
Q‘;;g?l(

On]J une‘% Qg,“pZOIS it 1%% Ny r‘ Beck’s understanding, that the extension that has been granted
to the ser%cé““ébfé om § e Utah Division of Water Rights, will expire. The extension
will need t& péﬁ(?es iﬁiﬂﬁted and in order to resubmit a request the BSA has to present
water use daﬁ)a for thie years Mr. Beck requested. There is an impasse between the two
boards the BWWSSD has refused to share the information. This is a district that is
supposed to b& providing a service to his community.

Mr, Haraldsen asked if Mr. Beck would be satisfied with the data but presented in a
different format than the one Mr. Beck submitted to BWWSSD to fill out. Mr. Beck
agrees that the format is not important it is the water use data he seeks. He further
explained the circumstances to finding out there was water use data online and in a
different format after he submitted the GRAMA request. A member of the Bluff Service
Area Board was aware of the GRAMA request Mr. Beck submitted and was curious
about a contract the Water Board had made for an arsenic treatment plant in the
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community. He found a copy of the contract online and read through it. He looked in the
appendices and discovered the water use data for 2008-2010, which had been submitted
to the construction company in order for them to design the arsenic treatment plant. The
data is there but in a different format. Mr. Beck was unaware until the board member
told him it was on the computer, that is why he thought it was supposed to be in the

format the Utah Division of Water Rights provided. He restated BWWSSD has the data
and it is on is a computer.

Mzr. Fleming clarifies that BWWSSD has the data and requested Mr. Beck to show
evidence as to the computer generated document displaying the water ??ﬁ ata. Mr. Beck

referred Mr. Fleming to the Well Pumping Data records marked I aﬁ;,&dr
dfﬁﬁ‘éé,

i

i , 'I}Lv,
Testimony-Respondent ﬁgﬂﬁ% %ﬁ’} , &éﬁ
Mr. Bird stated he has not seen the Well Pumping Data regg,sﬁds, but it is% vious é», at Mr.
Beck now has a partial response to the GRAMA requesg‘rf*"'f%%onti%gs that'§oy i
denials for Mr. Becks request were because he wantedi hearifigifefore the Sin Juan
County Commission. The document requested is not go‘ lerned .,g_ RAN A under its
ordinance, so technically it is not a San Juan Cﬁg@%}@r docuf%xent. He ﬁ{f{%%ﬁ'ﬁyle appeal to the
State Records Committee. . " 4

- :%‘»

Mr. Bird explained that the BSA has negr madd Z’ ormal (&%‘WAMA request to the
BWWSSD requesting the data, and BS’ d 97 tity to provide the information.
Mr. Beck was correct the BSA at ¢ pojt ,in 2006 ’gzhen the BWWSSD was created,
did agree to sign over the waty ﬁﬁﬁf‘%@ d a‘t’:?;ﬁl\;m thtimqﬁ{}t was decided to allow the
BWWSSD to manage the syg@m.‘ Thih in 20088 ater ri ght was switched over. So the
community is in this prq&g@g'ws 4 %&?ﬁ@m‘fwﬁ@?{; ithere is a managing entity that controls
the water, but do not?@r‘f{/e t’ég'.g‘? atefifijght, and'it is not required to fill out the forms that
the state requires. The't SA hys the v&%ﬂ? orright and it gets the forms from the Utah
Division of Wa&@ﬂ‘&%@w %@%@1 out butthey do not control the system. BWWSSD
position on t}: "?;g% atte %&i};s it %ﬁ“}@wa Very narrow view of what Mr. Beck’s request that he
wanted the speci”!g%hdg‘%)é{ forms ﬁ:‘ﬁ%&*‘vided filled out, and BWWSSD does not have to
becausg;ié,{hjt would b'éi‘{.éé%‘ ating a record.

e, Wy
Mr. Flerr}z_ g’@%%%mho ,}?’tu;ntrols the system from the data standpoint. Which entity
controls th&m‘g‘chéi"ﬁé‘ S for getting the water use data? The response from Mr. Bird is that
the BWWS&D controls the system, delivers the water, bills for the water use, and

manages the %@gﬁem. BWWSSD would have capability of obtaining the water use data.

Based on the facts provided by the petitioner and respondent there is a requirement from
the state to report the water use data and it has not been reported. The state is looking to
the BSA for that information because it owns the water rights. In 2008 BSA obtained the
water rights from BWWSSD, and it is now the governmental entity the state looks to for
the data. Unfortunately, BSA cannot provide the data because BWWSSD controls the
system. BSA has not requested the data from BWWSSD, instead private citizens are

requesting the data to help members of the BSA Board get the information it needs to fill
out the state forms.
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The Committee members question counsel for guidance on how a special service district
is governed and who will be responsive to the Committee’s order. It is explained that Mr.
Bird is representing BWWSSD, on behalf of San Juan County. Further discussion among
the committee members about the evidence that the data does exist based on the
construction company having the water use data online. It is also discussed that the data
is a public record and BWWSSD should be responsive to the request regardless of the
format it is provided in. Mr. Bird is questioned if there is a reason why the data cannot be
provided by the BWWSSD in the format it generates reports. The answer is no.

r»frrjﬁgfi
Mr. Kelly Pehrson is sworn in. @f'jﬁ %@E ?'

Mr. Kelly comments on why the GRAMA request for water ug%zgata i\rg gnot com1'
BSA but from a private citizen to the BWWSSD. The Con?gl ittee ,mern espcﬁ‘ld that
it is a public record and a private citizen can submit a G A A re ‘u,(pst fo écord.
The problem is the interpretation of the law and certamg;requl @nts but,M "Beck has
clearly stated the format of the data is not important. Théyreal fo U 5,18 W @cher the record
exists or does it not exist, and it clearly exists ag,%%format i‘iﬁnot ac f\}@p“

&

Closing-Petitioner ‘xuwfm wwm@? " b
Mr. Beck explained he served as a cha1 nan on % %}QB SA fron‘iﬁ 2005-2011. In September
2014, three new BSA board members e appomté%‘;lf,m less than a year. The three new
board members voted to transfer l%)%ie Wat I’.‘I;lghts from the BSA to the BWWSSD. This
caused quite an uproar in the o hin 1ty ahdu {pet1t1 ﬁ circulated. This new petition
stated it did not want the Wa’é@‘iﬂg ghts ansferréd4s'the BWWSSD. The new board
members, who voted forth m ran @ ;ﬁgﬁxé@m g geeived any training on GRAMA or how
to conduct public me‘gpﬁ }Nas q%untﬂ er the vote did the new board members
receive training. Mr'B %h ded ;stlzen to get the information and give it to the
board members @a‘ﬁ th‘e Uﬁﬁ ivision éﬁ“ Water Rights, and then let the issue of the
water rights g ettleéi il f théi?b@mmumty wants to bring this issue up about who gets the
water rights it c@ u ﬂe presente @&”an open forum.

xu ln
He refu’ff S%M[g Bird’s ”fég imony that the water rights were ever transferred from the
BWWSS D 16 §a, SA there is a long history, it goes back to 1975 when the state gave
the Water %J(ﬁ@{‘s A é‘ élation a million dollars or more to build a bunch of wells. The state
has held the'lpan smce 1975 until it was paid off. When the County created the BSA in
1992, an mdeﬁgndent governing body one of whom respons1b111tles was culinary water,
the state then fransferred those water rights to the governing body, the BSA.

Closing-Respondent

Mr. Bird, rebuttals Mr. Beck’s presumption about the transfer of water rights. He believes
BSA actively went out to transfer the water rights. The Counsel rests its argument that
BWWSSD was presented with a narrow request and denied it on that basis. There was no
indication in any of Mr. Beck’s subsequent filings that he would be satisfied with a broad
water use data format. It was always the understanding that Mr. Beck wanted BWWSSD
to fill out the specific forms provided in the GRAMA request. Hence the argument under
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GRAMA the governmental entity is not required to create a record, alter a record, and
compile a record. The BWWSSD denied on those points.

Deliberation

Motion- A motion was made by Mr. Misner that the BWWSSD does have a database that
contains the public usage data that is responsive to Mr. Becks request that is in a broader
format that what was originally requested, which BWWSSD has indicated it can provide.
The motion was seconded by Ms. Cornwall. The motion passed unanimously, 6-0.

ﬂgﬁ«g{‘mﬁx
5-Minute Break 3{ il

mﬁﬁ“ﬁ%{%‘:}% qéziﬁ
IV. Approval of March 19, 2015, Minutes: azf&m. ‘}E@% iy {Y«i.}
Mr. Fleming announced that the approval of the minutes W dl‘ havq to be rredéfg,’iintll
May 14, 2015, because there is not a quorum from the %’ etmg%q approye ﬁgﬁ‘f”

ﬂj§1¥xaﬁ;lm N ‘%!" j
V. Approval of Retention Schedules: / ‘%}5@ }"&, 4
State Agencies: r b, Eﬁ“;@%
Ms. Lorianne Ouderkirk presented two series for tkﬂé“ %@gltﬁ“ epartrrient Bureau of

Emergency Medical Services, and Centenj,'f """ "ﬂ?%lth Dal %W( Informatlcs Office of Vital
Records and Statistics. i ‘un,gg

b

n(i‘yr ' xit‘ltL‘ !

28642-Medical registries-retain lg)ﬁ%yeaf‘ ' w
i ““‘«'}&ixé{xrxx

Motion-A motion was made‘%“gfu

the proposed retention s%ﬁg}

iy mi
i 36

r. B femmg sonded by Mr. Breshears to approve
@' ma,gumammous 6-0.

l ﬂ

mx

rﬁ
28666- Acknowledgeméﬂ of atermty‘i gafstry-retain 3 years.
Ms. Ouderkirk Xﬁﬂ@i ‘éti?ﬁ, e acknowledgement of paternity registry allows a man to
register if he tli %ks h%’g artné nght be pregnant or is pregnant, and to be notified if any
adoption procee gfﬁe}gs J;a'ke place I&nce he is notified there is a time period in which he
responsg to the not%fﬁ\@atmn or he forfeits his rights to the baby. Most adoption
proceei%gs%on averag%}moccur within a three year time period. This is a new series.
Commlttee%.g séﬁé@@@éﬂlat a three year retention schedule might not be enough time to
maintain theq;ecord They also requested a representative of the Office of Vital Records
and Statistics g wappear and explain the justification of the short retention schedule and
clarify how the registry works in notifying the biological father. The Committee tabled
the discussion until the next regular scheduled meeting, May 14, 2015.

Utah State General Records Retention Schedule:

Ms. Rebekkah Shaw presented two series for County Clerks Records and two series for
Administrative Records.

(Item 14-43) Burial Records (County Clerk Records)
(Item 14-44) Cemetery “management “Records (County Clerk Records)
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Motion-A motion was made by Mr. Fleming to approve Item 14-43 as written and to
approve Item 14-44 as written with a suggested change to the title to make it Cemetery
Management Records. The motion was seconded by Ms. Cornwall to approve the
proposed retention schedule. A vote was unanimous, 6-0.

(Item 1-74) Legal Counsel Records (Administrative Records)-Ms. Shaw was called by
the Attorney General’s Office on Monday to defer for further review.

(Item 1-73) Transitory Tracking Records (Administrative Records) y ,m%
i "”p

Motion-A motion was made by Mr. Fleming to remove 1anguag®“§5mcgvement ,,lpeople .

No second. ;;a'ﬁ%‘ ‘?n:m% (:;_:;j
Motion-A substitute motion was made by Ms. Rlchardsoﬁ’% &gﬁﬁ&ded b hr{ e 2
to approve the proposed retention schedule, as presenhé A Voesvas undnin
' | “‘ h
VI. Report on March and April Appeals: ‘f.,g&, ‘i‘;;} &% "
The executive secretary briefed the following app ii@j@% Q&.? 5 a}u
gt ﬁvﬁ ‘9

‘;’rf‘n’i
-Daniel Rivera vs. Attorney General Offlce. mplete n‘%tlce of appeal to the SRC.,
Missing the governmental entities dem @md or1g1n request.

llll “{
le

-Richard Garcia vs. UDC: m@@ gte noﬂ(‘ﬁe%.of app éal to the SRC. Missing
governmental entity and chléﬁ 1n;%t rative ofﬁé‘ét” denlals and original request.
gﬁzgf’ Lii!;{ oy &? ) m@‘mm s ;3‘»*"
-Karl Losee vs. UD(@ dincor Jete ce 0% peal to the SRC. Missing governmental
entity and original req%({ﬁ '{? i
;g,;mmr?m@ sg {ﬁf;}? 'f‘ﬁ
-Patrick Sulliy vs. i nlveF‘“ of Utah: incomplete notice of appeal to the SRC.
Missing gover: é;géca}, éntlty an ftéhlef administrative officer denial, and original request.
lﬁ':
-Mr. R%b%waker v% DC request for a fourth reconsideration for a hearing on the
matter th%t IfJQ]E% nterp etation of U.C. 63G-2- -201(8)(a)(v)(A) was never appealed or
legally chaT pged gfﬁ% the State Records Committee. The original hearing was denied
January 5, 2 JS by Chair and second committee member because the subject of the
appeal had be%p/found by the Committee in a previous hearing involving the same
governmental ‘entity (Decisions and Orders 14-12 & 12- -23). The Committee unanimously
supported to uphold the January 5, 2015, decision to deny a hearing, R35-2-2(6)(7). The
SRC will not respond to Mr. Baker’s April 2, 2015, fourth motion for reconsideration. No
such motion exists for reconsideration once a case is denied. SRC jurisdiction is statutory
that once a case is denied the petitioner has 30 days to appeal to District Court.

-Gollaher vs DCFS: appeal withdrawn due to court conflict.
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-Isaac Lemus vs. Department of Human Services: was postponed by petitioner
because it is in mediation, rescheduled for May 14, 2015.

-Paul Amann vs. Department of Human Resource Management: the Continuance is
scheduled for May 14, 2015. Committee members who heard the appeal need to schedule
a time to come in and review the in camera documents before the hearing.

-Swen Heimberg vs. POST: Mr. Heimberg is appealing the denial of investigative files
and requesting a fee waiver. Hearing scheduled for May 14, 2015.

-Robert Augason vs. University of Utah: Mr. Augason’s hearmg LS"SC edtilgd
11, 2015.

2015.pdf). ¢ , >
DY
VIL Report on Cases in District Court: Mjg@), %% Mf{w o
Mr. Tonks briefed committee members about theu!%%&; i %strlct Céurt.
e Wi, il

Attorney General’s Office vs. Schroeder the ofafiargument Q’Vas heard by the Utah
Supreme Court on April 1, 2015 and th ase has é}h officially submitted to the court
for decision. Mr. Tonks beheves b?{ sed On'{,the quest1%§1s asked, that the court might go

back to the original decision q& ' Comitiittee (seé'the attached documents on the

e, p “
Utah Public Notice Websites"S! »5 %@ting Hygﬁdb‘d’ﬁis April 9, 2015.pdf).
;}‘h‘ i
u i‘*
VIII. Other Business: 5:’;{ - %k
é\

) &'W‘xmx ﬁumzﬁsﬂ*“
il
The next meeting is‘scl sdule afor Mi@%@ '2015. The executive secretary queried if there
will be a quorummﬁ‘_,ﬁ_ 1 ﬁb‘“ ,the next meeting. Ms. Richardson has a speaking
engagement ofy; 201" u“apd needs Amann vs. DHRM Continuance to be the first

y 14 20
hearing schedul éi j¢M§f}Rlchar %%‘r"i will also be absent on July 9, 2015.

‘H

The Apﬁ"j%?z,QOl 5, Sta‘feg;Re;cords Committee meeting adjourned at 11:30 a.m.

*[?n( i
This is a tf‘g,gf‘gm(i}” @i"rect copy of the April 9, 2015, SRC meeting minutes, which
were approvtgd on May 14, 2015. An audio recording of this meeting is available on
the Utah Publw Notice Website at http://www.archives.state.ut.us/public-
notice.html.

Nova W
Executiv&Sécretary
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