

D A T E 	T U E S D A Y                             D E C E M B E R                                      8, 2015

	THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, MET ON TUESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2015, PURSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT ON TUESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2015, AT THE HOUR OF 4:24:07 PM AT THE SALT LAKE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 2001 SO. STATE STREET, ROOM N1-110, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH.

COUNCIL MEMBERS
PRESENT:				JENNIFER WILSON
					JIM BRADLEY
					ARLYN BRADSHAW
					MICHAEL JENSEN
					AIMEE WINDER NEWTON
					SAM GRANATO
					MAX BURDICK
					STEVEN DEBRY
					RICHARD SNELGROVE, Chair

OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE:		BEN MCADAMS, MAYOR 
					SIM GILL, DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
					SHERRIE SWENSEN, COUNTY CLERK
				 	  By: GAYELENE GUDMUNDSON & LINDA DUFFY, DEPUTY CLERKS

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

		Council Member Snelgrove, Chair, presided. 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
	
	Council Member Snelgrove stated the purpose of this meeting is to receive public input regarding the proposed council districts within the newly created metro townships and Millcreek City.  The maps with the proposed districts are available online as well as on display in the atrium outside of the Council Chambers.  The community councils have had the opportunity to review the maps.  The maps are drafts, and no final decision has been made regarding the district boundaries. The district boundaries will be formally considered at the next Council meeting to be held on Tuesday, December 15, 2015. 

	Ms. Kimberly Barnett, Associate Deputy Mayor, reviewed the process, which has occurred over the past year.  She stated this is the fourteenth public meeting relating to this issue.  Public comment and involvement has been instrumental in this process.  Since the community preservation election was certified last month, the County had 90 days to finalize the council member districts; however, the timeline was accelerated due to a separate requirement the County Clerk has to meet.  The County Clerk has a legal requirement to revise voter precincts before January 1, 2016, but this cannot be finalized until the council member district boundaries are finalized.  

To help with this process, two new committees were created - a working committee and an oversight committee.  The working committee was comprised of the County Clerk and County Surveyor, with staff support from the Mayor’s Office and the Council Office.  The oversight committee was comprised of members from the County Council, Mayor’s Office, District Attorney’s Office, Surveyor’s Office, and Clerk’s Office.   The working committee followed certain criteria in creating the proposed council member districts boundary maps.  These maps were released to the communities for the first time on November 10, 2015.  Members of the communities submitted comments, which were reviewed by the oversight committee. After that changes were made to the maps and those maps were re-released a second time for additional comments.  The meeting tonight provides a third opportunity for the Council to receive public comment.  

	Mr. Gavin Anderson, Deputy District Attorney, stated the law requires each district to be “as nearly as practical” equal in population.  Deviation from an exact equality has been tolerated by the courts only on a showing of a more equal population deviation was not possible.  

Another consideration is the need to rely on the 2010 census figures.  The census set out the figures in census blocks, so when moving district boundaries around the entire census block has to move, just two or three residents cannot be changed.  The moving of the census block can result in a vast swing in the deviation.    

	Mr. Reid Demman, County Surveyor, stated the census data is the legally recognized data to use when creating districts.  Other key criteria considered included keeping communities and neighborhoods together as much as possible, and using major thoroughfares, highways, and subdivisions as dividing lines. Countless hours were spent along with public input in setting the boundaries. 

	Ms. Sherrie Swensen, County Clerk, stated the working committee tried very hard to take into consideration all comments it received, and it tried many different scenarios.  

	Council Member Jensen stated there are three metro townships that have a population less than 10,000, which makes it hard to create council districts.  He hoped it would be the intent of the County to go to the Legislature with a bill to allow townships with a population of less than 10,000 people to have at-large members instead of districts.

Copperton Metro Township

	Mr. Chris Drent, Vice Chair, Copperton Town Council, stated as the boundaries now stand, three, possibly four of the current town council members live in District Four.  Copperton struggles because it is a smaller community, so changing to at-large members would be a step in the right direction.   

	Mr. Steven Van Maren stated from what he can determine by looking at the maps, there is an area that is not assigned to any district. 

	Mr. Demman stated there is an opening to the west that puts the area in District Two.
− − − − − − − − − − − − − −
 
Emigration Metro Township

	Mr. Gary Bowen stated he was opposed to the district lines when the map was first presented because the division line went down the middle of the street putting people who live across the street from each other into different districts.  However, after talking with representatives from the County who informed him of legal requirements and the fact that the County is going to pursue legislation that would allow for at-large members, he would recommend approval of the proposed map.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Kearns Metro Township

	No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the district map.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Magna Metro Township

	No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the district map.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Millcreek City

	Mr. Jeff Silvestrini stated he is representing the Mt. Olympus Community Council and the Millcreek Township Planning Commission, which are in favor of the current map.  The proposed map preserves the historical community council districts of Canyon Rim and East Millcreek.  The Mt. Olympus Community is divided along a recognized natural boundary.  This division is appropriate in order to get qualified representatives to run from each of the district.  Dividing the new city on a north/south basis on the east side will expand the socioeconomic diversity of the two eastern districts.  

	Mr. Chris Holler, Millcreek Community Council Member, stated he understands the criteria laid out when it came to population basis and potential ligation issues that could arise; however, the division between District Two and District Three is a concern.  It would work out better to use Highland Drive as a division line.  The east side of Highland Drive would be in District Three, and the west side could be put in District Two. This would be more of a natural boundary between the two districts.  

	Mr. Tom Davis stated the citizens in the area are not completely aware of what is going on.  He is upset that the County Clerk and Legislature are imposing an accelerated timeline that is hard to meet.  The proposed boundary along Highland Drive is not the correct one, and with more time correct boundary lines could be created.  He asked if any consideration was given to current community councils’ boundaries.  

	Mr. Demman stated the previous community council boundaries were looked at, but the census block and census data made it impossible to work with. 

	Mr. Davis stated he recognized it presented some problems, which is exactly why he is proposing more time.  There must be some way around the mandated County Clerk timeline. 

	Ms. Sylvia Navahard stated she is disappointed with the map because there is a socioeconomic divide in Millcreek, which is an east/west side thing.  The west side is more of an industrial area.  The division of this area north and south does not make sense.  Allowing for two representatives to be from the very east side and is a big deal.  It would be in the interest of Millcreek to draw the line east and west, which would result in a representative from the middle section.  She is also concerned about the short timeline for the adoption of the district and the fact that the boundaries divide her community council.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

White City Metro Township

	Ms. Paulina Flint stated she understood the issues of the census block.  In the early days of S.B. 199, there was a provision for at-large representatives, but by the time the final bill was adopted, that provision was removed.  She had every confidence this could be resolved retroactively during the next legislation session, and asked the County for its support to get this done.  She had some concerns relating to District Three as shown on the proposed map.  District Three is split into three different geographical areas, and that will not work.  

	Council Member Burdick asked if there was anything that can be done to accommodate this concern.  He asked Mr. Demman to sit down with Ms. Flint and look at this area again.  

	Mr. Demman stated he would be happy to look at this again, but countless hours have already been spent looking at different scenarios. 

	Ms. Flint stated that would not be necessary, there is no time.  The legislation that will be proposed would change the filing deadline to a later date.  S. B. 199 sets the date of January 1 for filing, which is why these districts have to be in place.  

	Ms. Swensen stated she wanted to make it clear that the deadlines were not imposed by her or her office.  These are statutory deadlines.
  
	Council Member Snelgrove closed the public hearing.  He stated the final decision relating to the boundaries of each precinct will be made on December 15, 2015. The Council will continue to solicit public comments up to that point. 

	   
	 
♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS to come before the Council at this time, the meeting was adjourned at 5:04:50 PM until Tuesday, December 8, 2015, at 6:00 p.m.

		SHERRIE SWENSEN, COUNTY CLERK




		By  ________________________________                                                                   
		                          Deputy Clerk




__________________________________                                                                
CHAIR, SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
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