[image: GOED color logo (wide - in state)]



State of Utah

GARY R. HERBERT
Governor

SPENCER J. COX
Lieutenant Governor

     Q. VAL HALE
   Executive Director


		



MEMORANDUM

TO:                                Governor’ Rural Partnership Board
FROM:                          Lt. Governor Spencer J. Cox, Co-Chair
LOCATION:                Copper Room-Senate Building, Salt Lake City, UT
DATE:                           November, 30 2015, 10:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. (MST)
SUBJECT:                    GOVERNOR’S RURAL PARTNERHSIP BOARD MEETING MINUTES

MINUTES

In attendance:   Board Members                                                   Others:
Lt.Gov. Spencer Cox, Co-Chair                                                        LuAnn Adams                         Stan Summers
Steve Styler, Co-Chair                                                                      Alan Roper                              Sherrie Martell  
Brian Higginbotham, USU Extension                                               Brad Peterson                          Rebecca Benally
Brandy Grace, Utah Association of Counties                                   Tara McKee                             Nick Kieren
Mayor Dave Sakrison, Moab City                                                     Jeriah Threlfall                         Annie Smith
Deborah Hatt, SEAOG                                                                      Mike McKee                            Cindy Roberts
Brian Somers, Dept. Heritage & Arts                                                Marlin Eldred                           Commissioner Adams
Shirlee Silversmith, Division of Indian Affairs                                     John Barber                               Eden Johnson
Irene Hansen, At-Large                                                                    Rick Carlton                             Mitch Zundel
Charlie Delorme                                                                                Brent Boswell                          Vicki Fenton
Wes Curtis, Southern Utah University                                              Seth Oveson                            Kevin Christensen                                  
Mike McCandless, At-Large                                                             Michelle Coleman                     Brian Carver           
Stephen Lisonbee-DWS                                                                   Heidi Voss                                Scott Barney                                           
                                                                                                         Jason Yerka                              Shawn Warnke
[bookmark: _GoBack]Excused:                                                                                         Brian Raymond                       Tami Ursenbach
Carl Albrecht, Rural Utilities
Tammie Lucero, Uintah County                                                                                                                                                                      
Mike Angus, Oil, Gas, Mining                                                                                                                                                                        
Tim Munns, Agriculture                                                                                                                                                                                

GOED Office Staff:
            Val Hale, Executive Director                  
            Ben Hart, Managing, Director
            Missy Warner, Executive Secretary
            
GRPB Staff:
           Daniel Royal, Rural Incentives Analyst
           Jake Hardman, Rural Outreach Coordinator
           Linda Gillmor, Director, Office of Rural Development 


------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------










Conducting: Steve Styler, Co-Chair                                           

Items Discussed

1. Steve Styler, Co-Chair, welcomed the Board to the Capitol
MOTION: (Steve Styler): to approve the GRPB draft minutes from the meeting on 08-05-2015.
MOTION TO AMMEND: Meeting Minutes Amendments: (Dave Sakrison)
Brandy Grace: (Third sentence from 08-05-2015 GRPB Meeting) Change To; “The stacking or ratcheting issue also needs to be addressed. Currently in order to keep the county hole from year to year when there is a large amount of centrally assessed value it would equate to negative new growth, it floors at zero.”
SECOND: Steve Lisonbee
a. VOTE: Unanimous
b. The Motion Passed and the minutes were approved. 
2. Steve Styler, Nominating Committee Update;
a. We have three at large positions that have been vacated. We created at the meeting on  
 08-05-2015 a nominating committee. The nominating committee has met over the last month and reviewed those nominations. The committee has selected three names and an alternate.  Our board members have to be approved by the Governor, so we are awaiting his approval. 
b. Formal Board Introductions:
i. Missy Warner: Administrative Assistant
ii. Linda Gillmor: Director of Rural Development (not a voting board member) 
iii. Irene Hansen: Uintah Basin Representative (being replaced)
iv. Charlie Delorme: Director of Economic Development and visitor services in San Juan County represents tourism industry
v. Mayor Dave Sakrison: Mayor of the City of Moab representing rural business
vi. Debbie Hatt: Executive Director of South East Association of Governments and represents the Association of Governments (7)
vii. Wes Curtis: Southern Utah University, Director of the Utah () for Rural Life
viii. Steve Styler: At-Large member, private attorney involved in rural business
ix. Mike McCandless: Epic Engineering out of Emory County, At-Large member
x. Brian Higginbotham: Utah State University
xi. Stephen Lisonbee: Department of Workforce Services 
xii. Shirlee Silversmith: Director of Utah Division of Indian Affairs, represents 8 sovereign tribal nations of the State of Utah
xiii. Brandy Grace: Millard County Auditor, represents the Utah Division of Counties
xiv. Val Hale: Executive Director of the Governor’s Office of Economic Development
xv. Ben Hart: Urban and Rural Business Office in the Governor’s Office of Economic Development
xvi. LuAnn Adams: Commissioner of Agriculture and Food for the State of Utah (not a voting member)
xvii. Mike Angus (not present): Representing Oil, Gas, and Mining
xviii. Carl Albrecht (not present): 
3. Steve Styler, Discussion and possible approval of draft 2015 GRPB Annual Report:
a. One of our primary purposes as a board is to advise the Governor on how to shape, create and amend policy for rural Utah. We will look at legislation that will happen in the upcoming session. Most of our programs are up for review. Steve asked Val to report:
Val Hale: Representative Sandall – Enterprise Zones 
Linda Gillmor: Industrial Assistance Fund (funds a lot of the rural programs)
Val Hale: Outdoor Recreation-Waypoint Grants, has a large fiscal note
Ben Hart: BRC’s look into changing legislation, working with BRC directors, trying to get more money.  We know the impact BRC’s have in rural counties. 
b. We can advocate for programs that benefit rural Utah.
c. In the book we ranked our 2016 issues and where we would like the Governor’s emphasis to be placed.
d. Rural Infrastructure- (Senator Okerlund; John Cox) Advocating and passing Senate Bill 216 last year. That issue is still ongoing. Senate Bill 216 is explained as incentives whereby companies need to do substantial improvements to utilities, in particular for their infrastructure.  They then have the opportunity to receive tax credits based on their high cost in terms of a ratio, those costs for infrastructure improvements i.e. water, rail, roads, etc.  We want to get them to be where they are competitive in another location in the state. There’s a tax credit available to them whereby they can allow you to go through the process, very similar to the EDTIF process but it’s specifically tied to infrastructure. We passed this bill last year, and it is to be administered by the Office of Energy Development, not by the Governor’s Office of Economic Development. It’s been on and off and we are looking to make some administrative tweaks. Currently we do not have an application process. We have been working with the Office of Energy Development and they are requesting a few additional tweaks.  
i. LuAnn Adams Question: Is this for new and existing businesses? Is it for relocation?
ii. Steve Styler: Relocation potentially, but more along the lines of expansion.  Build a new business or expand an existing business.
iii. Linda Gillmor: Important to remember this is incremental as a tax credit. If you are already paying taxes and your move increases your taxes then it might be worth considering. Enterprise Zone is an option and so is Fast Track. If people can qualify any time after May 12th, there may be a rush when they get that application ready.
iv. Steve Styler: We are out of land, we are out of water, we are out of bear shed on the Wasatch Front, and this may ultimately end up being a tool to assist in that. To lessen the burden for some of these businesses to relocate in rural Utah where some of those resources are more prevalent. 
v. Dave Sakrison: Encouraging the legislature in high growth areas, infrastructure, aging infrastructure, currently in place that needs to be replaced. There is no real funding mechanism. If the state is moving businesses from the Wasatch Front then the legislature needs to address aging infrastructure in some of these communities. 
vi. Steve Styler: What we are seeing with some of these businesses is that there may be other resources available to them. They may want to develop an industrial facility somewhere on the outskirts. The existing infrastructure is simply inadequate. These companies may go on to develop on the end of the line somewhere and with that comes substantial upgrade costs. They are willing to put up the upfront capital to do that and improve the infrastructure that would then be available for everyone else on that same line.
vii. Dave Sakrison: USU is looking to build a campus, but they have a quarter of a mile of infrastructure that has to be put in place before that can even happen. Looking at it from a municipal standpoint, it’s totally impossible. 
e. “Governor’s Rural Partnership Board strongly supports any legislative effort to allow the Governor’s Office of Energy Development to implement the high cost infrastructure tax credit as soon as possible and that any legislation during the 2016 legislative session be made effectively upon the Governor’s signature.”
i. Steve Styler: Normally we wait for May 12th for bills to come online. It can be made effective on 2/3 vote. Where this credit has already been in place since May 12th, we would like it to be online as soon as possible.
f. Enterprise Zone-“23 of the 25 rural counties are currently able to designate enterprise zone areas in all or part of their respective counties through the Governor’s Office of Rural Development. Tooele and Box Elder Counties however, have population numbers that have grown enough to be phased out of the grant easy population levels designated by statue. Several others may grow beyond these outdated population requirements in the near future. The enterprise zone tax credits that incent job growth and private capital investment in rural businesses are particularly important to rural economic development. The Governor’s Rural Partnership Board strongly encourages the state legislature and the GOED to support updating easy population levels, and taking efforts to ensure that enterprise zone tax credits are being used by qualifying companies.
i. Steve Styler: Update; Linda Gillmor-We’ve expanded the population levels because these shoulder counties still need that opportunity. They’ve grown on some but they haven’t grown enough to be able to participate in some of the other state incentives and tax credits. The biggest concern to both the legislature and to us is that there was no way to justify where all this money was going. So we have 13 million dollars and in a decade we have 13 million dollars of tax credits being used but no one are able to say whether it was jobs. Is it capital investment in rural Utah? There was a meeting with the State Tax Commission, with the Governor’s Office of Economic Development, with several legislators, to discuss how we can find out who is using those taxes and are they being used correctly. If we find out it’s creating jobs and investment in rural Utah, that’s amazing. But we need to be able to go back to the legislature and say, “This is what is happening with the money”. It was agreed that GOED was the best entity to handle that upfront so there will be a fairly simple process where someone would apply with the office of Rural Development similar to the recycling zones, and then it would be verified that they do live within an Enterprise Zone, and that what they are asking for is in fact eligible. There is no way to track 501c3’s. GOED will be doing that upfront work. I think we have a stronger bill because we are doing that. It went through the interim.  We will see what the fiscal note is this year; hopefully it is significantly less than last year.
ii. Ben Hart: We've been working with Representative Sandall and the tax commission. Representative Sandall came in and looked at Enterprise Zones and found a real problem that could have been much worse had it not been rectified. The bill that Linda and representative Sandall have been working on as well as the tax commission, it does provide a little more of an upfront burden. GOED, Val, Kimberly, and myself, this is something we are willing to take on because we realize we can make it a better program.
iii. Steve Styler: I spoke with Representative Sandall last week and he has his fingers crossed that we can get a positive fiscal note on it because it will decrease abuses. It is asking for at least one FTE. Rarely do you see a positive fiscal note.
iv. Irene Hansen: Just as an example, would a company that is going to use it, let’s say they are going to invest in a 2 million dollar expansion of their business, so they want to do the 5%. Would their accountant then, because businesses are not going to be informed of this. Most of the way we have done our education is through the CPA’s. As far as when there have been changes we’ve met with them. In most cases we don’t even know who is using it. Unless we have directly used it as an incentive to help the business we don’t know who uses it. At that point then, would their accountant have them contact GOED, and GOED would have to approve that prior to them taking that tax credit? Is that going to be a burden in April? There could literally be thousands of those inquiries. 
v. Val Hale: It definitely is a burden and that is why we are asking for another FTE with this. In the past, it has just been a check off on your return, so there was no monitoring and no way to tell what was happening and that was the concern. It will require a little extra work but it will also allow us to monitor and verify that these are legitimate. We will also be able to know where the money is going and what it is producing. Whether the tax credits are helping jobs or capital investment, whatever it is. 
vi. (Commissioner-Box Elder) Talking about population with the fringe county in Box Elder County, I know Representative Sandall would also like to maybe interject some of the things like 20% of our population drives out of our county to make a living. Some of these numbers that are just population only you start to take into consideration what our county is actually doing with those numbers. We are so close to those population numbers and a percentage of our county is driving to the Wasatch Front to make a living, not only that but getting us back to having access to the Enterprise Funds would make a difference between us and Tooele and some of the other Fringe Counties. Is there any way we can put something other than population, like means, or average income things like that? Because that would put us in a better position.
vii. Steve Styler: Those questions will come up and they will be asked. There have never been safe guards before, and we have never had verification from anyone including the tax commission.
viii. Ben Hart: Box Elder County is one of the counties that would be added through this policy change.
ix. Jake Hardman: Right now there are no income requirements you have to be in a county of 50,000 or less or a city of 15,000 or less. Tooele, Box Elder, Washington, and Cache Counties are the four counties that can’t qualify right now. The Change would bump that up to 70,000 for a county and 20,000 for a city. Tooele and Box Elder would fall under the new policy. Washington and Cache would still be out. At that point, every city in Box Elder would be able to apply for and Enterprise Zone and most of the cities in Tooele other than Tooele City itself.
x. Linda Gillmor: We don’t want this to be burdensome to the businesses. That is one of the biggest considerations we looked at when we met with the Tax Commission and other legislators. The businesses who need this most are not necessarily the ones who have an accounting department or an in-house CPA. If you are looking for an example of this go to business.utah.gov and look up recycle zones. There is a sheet on the recycle zones that this will be similar to. It will just be a check the box, but by checking the box, I believe there are 9 different areas of tax credit that it could be. By taking out the 501c3 that’s going to be less. But we will actually be able to identify where the jobs are.
xi. Jake Hardman: Right now when someone wants to take a recycling zone tax credit, they have to come to us and fill out a 2c40r. Dan does most of those and I do some of those. It’s a sheet where they basically have to show that they are in a qualifying recycling zone, and show the investments they’ve made. We look over that and make sure that those pieces of equipment that they are applying for fall within what is written in code. If it doesn’t we take them off. If they do qualify we check those off, add them up and they take their tax credit at the end. We actually have to sign off on that, so we know exactly what pieces of equipment, what companies took and what amount, etc.  We have everything on a piece of paper and they cannot take the credit without that paper.  
xii. Linda Gillmor: Another thing to assure companies as you go back home and talk to them about this, we don’t ever identify one company. The reports that would be done would be cumulative for all the counties that participate. So businesses that are sharing their information in order to get the tax credit they would always maintain that confidentiality. 
xiii. Irene Hansen: Just for clarification, 13 million sounds like a lot of money and it is a lot of money, but when you think about 13 million dollars coming from 23 counties and thousands of companies and we’ve given bigger incentives to one company than all of rural Utah put together. This is primarily the only incentive we’ve had in Rural Utah.
xiv. Brandy Grace: Question on the coverage period. Would this be evaluated again in a year for the population size or would that be ongoing?
xv. Linda Gillmor: I think it would be static. But there is a review and a report requirement in the statute too I believe. All state programs and tax incentives will be having a similar review. The state is being very careful where those tax dollars go and this is a good thing. All of our programs in rural, we are coming up with metrics. Those who participate with the BEAR program are including metrics with your quarterly report. This is something that will be more common, it isn’t just this one tax credit. It is a positive change in the way we are governing. 
xvi. Each city and county has an obligation to renew their enterprise zones. The purpose originally of an enterprise zone was actually for the communities to designate where they want growth to occur.  The counties and cities have had the same problem. They have not known whether it has worked or not. They have to go through a process and designate it. I’m hoping that part of this process too is reporting back to the cities that designate enterprise zones is giving them feedback as to whether or not it is worth their time or effort to actually designate. 
xvii. Attendee Question: Is the 501c3 going to affect the whole state? Yes, that will apply across the state. (Steve Styler)
xviii. Wes Curtis: The question I have is where that non-profit tax credit would be eliminated? Does that eliminate those who are getting it now? Is it going to be grandfathered? Or would everyone simply lose that tax credit immediately? 
xix. Linda Gillmor: It is my understanding that it will hold over to January 1st, 2016. Anyone who has made a donation this year would still be able to get that tax credit. Anything in the tax year 2016 would not. 
xx. Steve Styler: Is everyone comfortable with the language in that report?
xxi. I’ll just tell people, it’s a 50% tax credit if you donate to an eligible tax entity vs. your standard deduction if you donated to a 501c3. You can still donate and you can still get a tax credit, it’s just an increased amount of deduction you can receive by donating to a qualifying community development corporation.
g. Business Expansion and Retention: 
i. Wes Curtis: What we have in our report at this point in time is a standard place holder. We support the legislature funding, the industrial assistance fund and the rural incentives that are part of that. Such as BEAR, and EDTIF, and Rural Fast Track. We got blindsided at the interim committee meeting. All the percentages that we have listed here in our report are proposed to be done away with. Really give a whole new definition to BEAR and to Fast Track. It really changes how we want to approach this issue in our report. The 4% guarantee for BEAR is eliminated in the proposed language. New definitions are given for what BEAR funds can be used for and Fast Track itself has new definitions and requirements that frankly might kill the program. It turns it around from what it is now to invest in infrastructure and to create jobs.  If you invest in infrastructure that creates a job, you get the job credit down the road you get the investment incentive up front.  Now it is reversed where you create a new job, and after 12 months and job is still there, then you can apply for the incentive. I don’t see how that works.
ii. Linda Gillmor: That was not what GOED sent up to the legislature. There were some changes that were made that night, so we were also surprised when we saw that. Because of those discrepancies though, it was not put through as a committee bill, so there will be opportunity for comment and also for GOED to review those changes that were not made by GOED. 
iii. Steve Styler: Do we know who is pushing these issues?
iv. Ben Hart: In some cases it could be a legislator it could be somebody who is working on behalf of the legislator.  It is always a little bit difficult to define where the changes are coming from. We administer these programs we want to make sure they are sturdy and are around for generations to come. We are working through these issues. There were definite concerns and as such it was not a committee bill. We get to work with the legislative office for review.
v. Steve Styler: Which legislators run this? I don’t recall.
vi. Ben Hart: We’ve had preliminary conversations with a couple of people but a final determination has not been made. At the last committee meeting Representative Westwood and also Representative DiCaro expressed interest.
vii. Wes Curtis: Where was this language generated?
viii. Ben Hart: There was a lot of language in this bill different parts of it came from different places. The specific revisions that you are talking about we can’t speak to that. That is why we want a chance to work with our legislative research office with regards to the ratios.  One thing we have to understand about the ratios is that IAF has a lot of things that come out of it. A lot of people are using it for a lot of different things. Everything from Smart Schools, to other types of Grand Economic Opportunity Grants and so forth. In what we’re doing, we’re not trying to take money away from Rural, that’s not the purpose of what the ratio elimination would do. What it’s trying to do is clean other programs so that it’s very clear and has more of a defined purpose. Whereas now, it’s very unclear, it’s not being utilized in the way that it could be if things were cleaned up.  Our language changes were strictly denied to make things clear in the IAF. Clearly to your point Wes it had taken a little bit of a different turn and that’s something we would like to get our heads around. If we feel like at some point, this is something everyone needs to rally around and challenge against, I think you have our offices commitment. Right now this is something we can work through with legislative research. It is not time to hit the panic button by any stretch. I do think it’s something that we want to monitor. By all means we want to get the language out when it’s available, so that everyone can take a look at it. 
ix. Val Hale: I might mention that the Industrial Assistance Fund (IAF) is something we are constantly trying to defend. Part of the problem is the legislature sees this big pot of money, they don’t realize that by statute there are all these obligations in there and there are constantly attempts to view that money for different projects. We need the legislature to replenish that fund or it goes away. The statute says that in years of surplus, they are supposed to replenish it, but they haven’t done that. The fund keeps shrinking, and we are always diligent in trying to preserve that fund. The rural programs are really tied into that. It behooves all of us to really protect that fund. The percentage issue is a little bit nebulous to the legislators because they don’t realize there a lot of obligations and commitments there. They sometimes pressure us to use that money for something else. We are just trying to clear that up so that’s it’s easier for the funds to be utilized, and also so that it’s not such a confusing thing for them. 
x. Steve Styler: We know that once legislation starts, things change, they are fluid, things are always moving. That is why we are hopeful that we can continue to work as an executive committee. 
xi. Linda Gillmor: The percentages have both a positive and a negative potential. The positive potential is that it carves out a certain percentage for rural. That is in an ideological sense, because if the legislature then puts a dollar amount for these other entities. That percentage is only in unencumbered funds. That percentage could shrink down to very little. I did notice on your report that you said, “Provide ongoing funding for rural business growth incentives”.  That may be part of the solution because it is a difference. With the IAF the way it is now, it’s not ongoing. It has changed the security of that fund. I commend GOED and the staff and those on the State Staff, that have looked at this and tried to come up with a solution. It was not to hurt rural programs, but again the conversation is open so that’s part of your purpose. 
xii. Wes Curtis: How does this benefit rural program?
xiii. Ben Hart: Wes that is a good question. My honest response is I don’t see how it hurts rural programs. I think there is some wording there that might be being misinterpreted. 
xiv. Charlie Delorme: I just want to emphasize to everyone here how important the Rural Fast Track Grant program is to us. I’ve got three projects in the mill forthcoming all hospitality industry related. That’s been a huge change since we changed the legislation to make it applicable to the hospitality industry. Those three projects would generate five FTE’s. That’s a big deal in San Juan County. 
xv. Shirlee Silversmith: Particularly in these rural disadvantaged counties, having the incentive ahead of actually creating the job, these businesses are not going to take the chance when the economy is already teetering on the edge. 
xvi. Wes Curtis: A little brief historical perspective, you go to the 50% may be used in disadvantaged rural areas. Let me tell you how that got there. This goes back to the 1990s, when Representative Evan Olson from Cache Valley ran the bill. In the past the Industrial Assistance Fund, Rural got nothing out of it. We couldn’t even get a hearing to get any money out of that. Representative Evan Olson proposed that we require at least 50%. He compromised and said up to 50%. That was to get the attention of folks, that Rural seems to be cut out of these things because they don’t have the representation. That is why you have some things here that have been in the works for years, to solidify the base that we’ve been able to establish in terms of rural incentives. I know GOED is supportive of Rural, but there have been those in the past who weren’t very supportive of rural. In fact I had a director of an office tell me we had bigger fish to fry then rural projects. We are worried about what happens down the road. We’re very concerned about safeguarding those incentives. I would ask that we be in the loop as any changes are made or discussions take place so that we can make sure rural interests are represented through this process. 
xvii. Ben Hart: Absolutely. Let me go back and take a closer look at that line, and get it out of there. Wes to your point, our office, if you heard that from a different director, it is a much different day at GOED. If anyone has any issues on this, call me personally. We have your best interest at heart. We will not let Rural Fast Track, the BEAR program, and those other programs be disadvantaged by this. 
xviii. Linda Gillmor: I want to also say having been on the outside, now on the inside, we have had robust conversations about this. Also, we want to ask rural to take responsibility as well. That is why in the BEAR program this year, you’ve been offered an opportunity to write success stories. Michelle, I’m going to embarrass you for a minute here. She sent me the beginnings of a success story that had to do with film. There is some film being done in Caineville, and she followed up to see what the effect of this was. It had to do with the Whispering Sands Motel. They had all these film crews come in and ended up putting up a tent city because there were not enough hotel rooms. They have applied for a Rural Fast Track grant they qualify, and were awarded a Rural Fast Track grant. We are awarding people monetarily for good success stories. This effort isn’t going to work if it’s just legislation, if it’s just GOED trying to support the rural programs, which it is. We need rural communities to tell us those success stories. That’s where the metrics come from. We need to show how this makes a difference. 
xix. Charlie Delorme: I just want to say how much we appreciate Val and Spence Eccles before Val, Linda, and Lt. Governor Cox. They have spent nights and days out in the field and we deeply appreciate it. 
xx. Steve Styler: We are asking for ongoing funding for BEAR. We’ve had discussion with Senator Okerlund to help push for that.
h. Business Resource Centers: As the Governor’s Rural Partnership Board recognizes the value of government and private business providers and the BRC’s role in coordinating and delivering services to help Utah’s businesses grow and succeed. The GRPB recommends increases to program funding and efficiency and to expand availability of BRC services to additional rural businesses. Any objections to that recommendation? We all appreciate and value our BRC’s. We need more dollars and we need to continue to grow and develop those programs. 
i. Wes Curtis: I might add that the new language in the new bill eliminates the business assistance advisory board. If you want to buy us off with money we will give you the board.
ii. Ben Hart: The issue we were having with the BAAB was that keeping the board convened for the singular purpose of giving out money was really tough. What we were hearing from the Business Resource Centers was they wanted the money quickly and they wanted it in a more effective manner. To do that we realized we needed to skip some of the processes. The only reason we are suggesting doing away with the BAAB is because the BRC’s want a more streamlined process.  
iii. Steve Styler: One of our successes this past year was the rural legislative tour. The legislators need a face with a name and a business. This year was the first legislative tour in twelve years. We as the Governor’s Rural Partnership Board recommend that we make that an annual item if possible, if not a bi-annual project. Simply the limitation of time, we picked certain communities and businesses. The recommendation is: The Governor’s Rural Partnership Board recommends that the Utah Legislature institutionalize ongoing site visits to rural Utah on an annual or at a minimum bi-annual basis. Those that were on the tour and those I heard reports from enjoyed the trip. There are scheduling issues, there are funding issues, and we would really like to see all those issues resolved if possible so it’s available on an annual basis. 
i. Rural Business Recruitment: EDC Utah worked and it developed a rural committee. Just so everyone is aware, as I’m told the sole purpose is to look at rural areas where businesses can locate and actually work on bring businesses to Utah.  I see that as a huge step forward.
j. Agriculture: We are still looking at an agriculture cluster as a piece of legislation this year. 
k. Rural Economic and Community Planning: 
l. Economic Gardening: 
m. Workforce Development:
n. Energy :
o. Tourism:
p. Outdoor Recreation:
i. Any other issues that need to be included in this report that are not, that we would like to submit to the Governor for his consideration?
ii. Scott Sandall: It might be worth noting that they are proposing changes to the RDA and CDA process. There’s a meeting coming up on the 16th at the capitol complex. I forwarded the email to Linda so she can get that out to everyone. Lynn Shurts at UAC is in charge of that and they are hosting.
MOTION: Charlie DeLorme moves to approve this draft of the 2015 GRPB Annual Report for submission to the Governor.
SECOND: Dave Sakrison
VOTE: Unanimous
        The Motion Passed and the minutes were approved. 
4. Waypoint Grant: Tara McKee and Brad Peterson
a. It is called the Waypoint Outdoor and Recreation Infrastructure Grant Program. When you look back at what we are actually doing in the Office of Outdoor Recreation, we have four key goals. 
i. 1. Outdoor Industry. Really supporting and advocating for the outdoor industry. Working with businesses that are looking to move from other parts of the country to Utah. Once those businesses are here, making sure we have the right legislation, the right bills, and the right business environment for them to be successful. That is going very well, people are excited.  There are a number of jobs that are here and that are moving here. We’re working with multiple businesses that are on their way here. 
ii. 2. Community Development. That is where this whole concept comes in. We are supporting the outdoor industry, now it’s time to look elsewhere. Let’s look through rural Utah, and let’s look to see what we can do better to support this community and development through our recreational assets. 
iii. 3. Public Lands Planning. How do we interact with public lands initiative? With the mountain accord project? With a number of issues, where we are out there advocating for outdoor recreation. 
iv. 4. Increase participation. 
Of those four, we are really only discussing number two, Community Development, and that’s where the Waypoint Grant actually fits in. Increased demand, why do we need incremental recreational infrastructure? The number one reason is population growth. We are all looking at it through Envision Utah, and Your Utah Your future. We know that the people are coming. One of the things that Envision Utah has gone out there and done, is said, “Do you at least want to maintain the current levels of service you currently have?” For example, the number of camping sites, the number of trails, or fishing areas. So as the population increases, we need to also augment the number of recreational assets that we have to go along with those. Today we know that tourism grows every year exponentially. We need more assets for them to be able to go out and sell and market.  Most of those are not going to be continuing to push the same might five that we have. It’s looking through other parts of rural Utah and determining what we want to go out and market. We need improved community health and community livability. A lot of the businesses that are moving here are or already are here for example Goldman Sachs has their second most populated campus in the world is here because they find that it’s easy to recruit kids out of school who want to ski on the weekends, who want to go to Moab and other places and then continue to work during the week. We want to use this asset throughout the entire state as we continue to make places that people want to live.  Train and attract a talented workforce, and rural and economic development. That can be for tourism, I don’t promote that it always has to be. It can just be to make your communities a better place to live. There are now annual funds around the country.  Colorado has an annual fund of $60,000,000 and it does this same thing. Its 17 full time employees, all they do is work throughout Colorado to go build recreation infrastructure. Massachusetts, Florida, and Minnesota all have $5,000,000-$10,000,000 annual funds that do the same thing. What we’re trying to do is learn from others that are out there. In the 60’s and early 70’s, the state looked ahead and we are going to grow. At that time we has just surpassed 1,000,000 people, they guessed that we would be to 3,000,000 people by 2020.  We just hit 3,000,000 people. The state ended up in 68’-72’ putting in another $50,000,000 to go and start building recreational infrastructure and buying a lot of the land that the state parks are now on. They looked ahead, but we are here now and looking ahead to the next 35 years to double again. What are we going to do about that? $5,000,000 in the long scheme of things is chump change. It can go pretty quick when you are talking about a mountain bike trail that can go for a linear foot can be anywhere from $4-$8. You go up from there to paved trails and a number of other things and they get far more expensive. The grant specifics about what we are discussing here really within the industrial assistance fund managed by GOED, it’s an economic opportunity grant and we really want it to be tied to economic development. Daggett County, we did some mountain bike trails up there. How can we get and enhance our current offerings with the river and with some other things? We want to be able to do that in the rest of the state. It’s a 50/50 matching grant up to 25% of that can be in kind. It’s trail development, restrooms, municipal parks, and it’s a number of things. We are open to ideas, whatever can be considered recreational infrastructure development that will improve the lives of your citizens and make your communities a more viable place to live. Number 4 was important for us, it requires local government endorsement. Charlie wrote a letter for the one that is coming out of San Juan County. We had 12 different counties that applied for the current one. It’s open to municipalities, counties, tribal governments, and non-profit organizations. This is not intended to be a for profit organization. 
	Wes Curtis: Looking at the language as it reads now, it lists who may not receive one of these grants. It says, “Federal Governments, State Agency, and a Political Subdivision of the State”. That would include cities and counties. You may want to take a look at that language.
	Brad Peterson: We will take a look at that; that was certainly not the intent.
The way today the grant is approved, to outdoor office coordinator, comes to the director, today goes to the incentive committee, eventually as this fund is actually approved, there will be an outdoor rec incentive committee and that would go before the GOED board for final approval. 
	Tara McKee: This particular pilot program we’ve allotted nearly a $500,000 from industrial assistance fund. It is just a one-time thing. We are really excited with the way it has gone. We had 23 grant applications submitted by the end of October. 12 different counties are amongst those that were awarded grants. That will be 19 of those 23.  It was just over $1,000,000 in requests and that is for about $3,000,000 of these projects going out. Just a few of them, the one down in San Juan County, which is by the Four Corners School, for a nature-scape play area which is really great. It’s open to the public, it’s open to tourists. From my understanding it won’t be too far from the school. They will eventually put in a trail so the kids can ride their bikes over there. There are only two playgrounds in the area, and this will increase that by 50%. It has some Native American elements, as well as other outdoor, recreational things.  It is a little different from your average playground, there are no swings or slides, but it provides some of those aspects. Another one is down in Sanpete County. They are adding on to the Arapeen OHV Trail. These are just some neat improvements. You have the OHV trails which are connecting. We’ve got some of the top OHV trails in the country. People come from other states to ride their ATV’s on our trails because we have such a great network. You can go from town to town. People spend a little money to buy lunch, and more supplies. Another one that is kind of unique in Moab is a boulder park. It has artificial boulders kids, adults, and teenagers can climb on it. In Moab so often, things out there are kind of expensive for the average Grand County resident to afford to do on a regular basis. This one is free to everybody. You can come and learn how to climb. It will have a nice softer surface for people if they fall. It provides a cool way for teenagers to enjoy the area and get some good exercise. Up in Rich County, they want to add onto their bike-ped trail. What I think is great about Rich County is they are also focused on how they are going to use that for events in the future. They do get a lot of bike and running events. I think that is a good way for people who aren’t familiar with your community to introduce it and hopefully entice them to come back and spend more. Lastly, Emery County has been working with a national parks, river, and trails project coordinator. The one here in Utah, Marcy DeMillion works with different communities, it’s kind of a planning grant so to speak, she can come to your community and help you draw up a master plan. This is what Emery County is going with. They’ve already had planning. They are going forth and making mountain bike trails. This will be the second of several that they plan on doing.  They really hope to entice more people to stop and ride their new trails as opposed to very crowded ones that can be found in Grand County. 
	Brad Peterson: One of the things to point out with this is we only gave the counties 90 days-notice. That means these projects were already somewhat on the books and had some thought put into them but no real foresight into what they would do if they had the opportunity to do it. To get that much participation and really over $1,000,000 in requests for just 90 days is pretty fantastic. The draft legislation that we’ve got out there today, it would be a one-time fund to hopefully be replenished, but for now it will be a $5, 000, 00 fund. The bill file has been opened for the 2015 legislative session. It is being sponsored by economic development and workforce services committee. Currently has a bill sponsor of Patricia Aaron. Some of the communities, I think Moab, Park City, and probably Washington County, have a tremendous amount of resources available to them to help develop recreation infrastructure. I think for a lot of the more rural communities they don’t have that. We tried to make sure there would be a way to go in there and potentially hire two different program managers. We’re just working with all those communities in the North and in the South to say what can we do in your communities that would help do this. I want someone full time who is at your disposal to help pull these programs together, work with the BLM, and work with the forest service, to work with Marcy and some of the others from the National Parks to say we’ve got this preliminary concept, what’s the bigger concept? What do we need to get approval for? Ultimately how does it tie back into the funding for it? How does the maintenance come about on it? We felt like it needed someone like a consultant at the local level to help pull these together. We need someone who understands the county needs and also understands the county environmental topography. You have all these natural assets. What should we be doing with them to help your communities be a better place to live? That’s the current draft legislation. 
	(Attendee): Are you going to mandate land swaps and such with the BLM?	Brad Peterson: I fully expect a number of these are in public lands, in BLM and forest service lands which would be fine for the development of it. One of the things we had to put in the Waypoint Grant was making sure that it has a letter from the state department as far as sage grouse, to make sure it is not in sage grouse land. There are a number of steps we have taken to make sure this is done in conjunction with the rightful owner of the land. 
	Irene Hansen: The state can’t be the recipient, but let’s say for example Utah State parks. They have 43 beautiful parks, throughout Utah, many of them throughout rural Utah. They would be an excellent partner to do some of these if they have an area where they could use trails. That may be co-sponsored by their local friends group or maybe through the county. 
	Charlie Delorme: I think Senator Higgins may be interested in this and Commissioner Benally might help us lobby. 	
Brad Peterson: There are a number of organizations that are just waiting for the bill number on it. The high school and mountain bike league is very excited about it. The national ability center up in Park City is also excited about it. I also spoke to John Ericson in SFW. They are all behind it, and the more that we can get on board the better. 
	Val Hale: I was really shocked by the 5,000,000 fiscal-note that this had for how little push back there was in the committee.  We have to remind ourselves that if it’s not in the Governor’s budget, then we can’t advocate for it. 
	Linda Gillmor: Some of these projects like the restrooms sound like a CIB project. I asked Brad if CIB could be part of that 50/50 match. If we get that line in the statute fixed, that would be a nice funding source for some of the smaller counties. 
	Brad Peterson: We are taking the approach that we’re not concerned where your 50% comes from, we just need to know there’s cash on the other side of this thing to make it match. 
	Board Member: We have two boards that are already established to distribute federal funding that should be our number one target in the matching component. 
	Brandy Grace: To the point of where the funding comes from, being an elected official from a rural county, something that needs to be recognized is that we can provide these facilities that a lot of people are coming from the Wasatch Front to our communities to recreate. It helps to have some of that funding even if we have to front some of it, to be able to tell our constituents, we’re going to foot some of the cost, but we’re also going to get funding to push these programs forward. We’re recognizing not just our tax payers who are using those facilities.
	Brad Peterson: This program should have universal, state-wide support all the around. 
	Tara McKee: As far as consulting goes, I would like to do a couple of webinars for those who haven’t filled out grant applications before. Up to half of the match can be in kind. That can be the community getting out there and helping out with the labor. One project started out as an eagle-scout project, which was a small park to learn mountain biking skills. It snowballed and was embraced by the community. It has donations from pest control companies and other things. 
	Wes Curtis: I see the document that lays out what Colorado is doing with their outdoor recreation fund. Colorado has a fund of $17,000,000, and 16 staffers. Looking at our staff, they have no budget at this point. It’s a competition with other states and Utah needs to step up. 
	Brad Peterson: The argument is that it only improves our own lives. It can help rural Utah and it can help the Wasatch Front. It makes our communities to be a better place to live. As long as we get the wording right and we can have everyone’s support, we can make this happen. 
	Val Hale: I did want to clarify one thing that was said. This is the Governor’s Rural Partnership Board. This board, if it’s not in the budget, can’t advocate for it. You can individually, but the board can’t. 
5. Intergenerational Poverty Rural Initiative – Jon Pierpont( Executive Director of Department of Workforce Services)
Steve Styler: As the state of Utah, there has been a long ongoing effort to study the issue of Intergenerational Poverty. Lt. Governor has been actively involved in this. Jon most recently presented this to the federal senate finance committee. This is an issue that has been addressed across the United States of America. John has spearheaded this effort with his team at Workforce Services. 
Jon Pierpont: Lt. Governor and I have been spending time talking about intergenerational poverty and rural areas of the state. This is our fourth annual report on intergenerational poverty in Utah. It covers a lot of information on families that are challenged with societal issues. The reason why we produce the report each year is through legislation. Intergenerational poverty act was passed in 2012 and it required workforce services to generate this report each year.  As time has gone on, the report and the data has really painted a picture of what the families are challenged with. 
We focused on four areas in this report. It is all data driven. A commission had been created that is the second piece of legislation, a commission which I chair. Has the department of health director, department of human services director, the state school superintendent, and the court administrator. We are required to do a variety of things. One of which is shape policy, identify the needs and challenges, along with find the agencies to serve this population and create a 5 and 10 year plan. We have done that and brought it with us today. If you go on our website, jobs.utah.gov, you will see the 5 and 10 year plan which outlines the key strategies and policy issues that we need to address. This is a little different approach. Typically, public programs are focused on adults. They are designed that way. Part of what we are trying to do is a two generation approach. Not only focus on the adults who are accountable for their situation but also focus on the children. That is something different that all of us as state agencies can do to reshape our thinking in regards to how we can best focus on the children. 
Basic definition of intergenerational poverty is if you were on public assistance or welfare as a child, you have 40%-50% likelihood to be dependent on public assistance as an adult. We can see it 4 generations back. About 48,000 children are currently part of a cohort which is children of adults that were on public assistance as children themselves. Most people have a life changing event that brings them in to seek services. We will help them identify an action plan to move forward and become self-reliant and self-sufficient. That is what we call situational poverty. For intergenerational it is much more complicated. Higher incidence of domestic violence, higher incidence of teen pregnancy, higher incidence of mental health issues, higher incidence of substance abuse, and it is being passed from generation to generation. 
We have identified 10 counties that have 30% of the children in those counties, in poverty. 
· Carbon
· Sanpete
· Millard
· Iron
· Cane
· Grand
· Sevier
· Piute
· Washington
· San Juan
I talked about the 48,000, if you take the risk factors that may guide a larger population, about 230,000 children that may be subject to poverty as adults. I come to you today, to ask for some advice. We want to go out into the rural areas of the state and convene the right people around the table and try to address it. Government can’t solve this. Programs can’t solve this. It’s going to take more of a community effort it needs to be done locally. We want to get around the table with economic development directors, state agencies, neighbors, faith based organizations, etc. and say here is the data for your county. It shows high-level data at the state level, but we can break it down into counties, even schools. San Juan received their grant from the White House to focus on two-generational poverty. 
	Lt. Governor: We’ve always had this problem where our kids grow up and go to school and want to leave. Very few of them come back. Over time you end up in a situation where intergenerational poverty is a larger component of the county than it was 20 years ago. It makes it harder to bring in businesses and economic development because you don’t have the population to support that. You don’t have the education levels and things you need and it continues to feed itself. This is a growing problem everywhere, but I think it’s a bigger problem in rural areas. That is why we feel very strongly that we can do more and we need to focus on breaking that chain. 
	Ben Hart: I had a chance when I was at the department of workforce services to see the good work that Jon’s team is doing. What he’s doing now, engaging some of these rural counties, I can’t compliment him enough. From all the counties that you listed, I believe we have representatives from each one here today. I hope as you think about this engagement strategy that Jon is talking about, you talk willingly with DWS when they come to meet with you. It really can change neighborhoods, communities, and counties. When Jon is asking for feedback, please take this opportunity to engage him and DWS and make this a real meaningful effort. 
	Charlie DeLorme: I live in San Juan County and 4 of my 7 daughters are educators. Commissioner Benally is an educator. My girls that teach, said in retrospect looking back they now know their friends they made going to Bluff Elementary School, they knew by 3rd grade who was going to be on public assistance, who was going to be a perpetrator or victim of domestic violence, who was going to be successful and employed, and who wasn’t. What is the outreach you are doing in San Juan? I’m curious. If we don’t catch them by 3rd grade it’s too late. 
	Jon Pierpont: Really we’re in the initial phases of this, the grant just came through early fall. So the technical assistance that occurred was about two weeks ago. Now it’s to understand what is going on in San Juan. On the four focus areas that we have, which are early childhood development, education, family economic stability, and health, what are the gaps in San Juan? We then do the same thing in the other areas of the state. We can respond to state government and state agencies on how best to serve these counties in any capacity to come up with solutions. You have to have the data and initiatives to support the strategy in place and ask whether it is working or not. 
	Irene Hansen: One issue that has come up in our area with the generational folks is no access to medical care. If they don’t stay right at a certain level, if they try and improve their situation, they are not eligible anymore for Medicaid. There was a research study put out about 2 years ago from USA Today. The two counties west of the Mississippi in 2013 where a person could be born into poverty and have the highest opportunity to achieve the highest tax level in their wage earning years, so between 0 being born into poverty and at 50 being in the top income bracket, was Uintah and Duchesne Counties. The reason why is because of energy development. Job opportunities do cure a lot of those poverty issues. We are seeing Duchesne and Uintah County back up to 8% unemployment, increase in domestic violence calls, things that are directly related to rising unemployment rate. 
	Lt. Governor: The impact on children prior to 3rd grade, and what we can do to make kids more resilient. We have talked in some of our meetings about toxic stress and what that does to the brain and to these young kids. It really makes it difficult to recover. Unfortunately, depending on your outlook, 0-5 is where we have the least ability to interact with these children, and that is when it is most necessary. Equipping parents with those intervention strategies is something we will continue to look at and hopefully find ways to integrate. One of the things that we’re really proud of here in Utah is that there is upward mobility still. This is not happening in many of our rural counties like it might here on the Wasatch Front for many reasons. 
	Attendee: I’ll mention a program that we initiated out at my office at the Blanding Rotary Club 9 years ago. We provide a gift bag with board books for parents of newborns. 	Attendee: I don’t think 3rd grade is the lost level.  I grew up very poor sometimes I would steal food to take home to my siblings who weren’t in school yet.  In 8th grade they took me out of the school and sent me to college which is where I got hope to say I can go better than this. When you are hitting it from an education standpoint you have teachers who are not just politically charged but understand this is the time to let them see the American Dream. In Uintah County we do Brag Tags during the summer. I know this is something simple through the Chamber of Commerce. It gets kids into businesses that they wouldn’t get into any other way. You get all different poverty levels coming to collect from Brag Tags. You are hitting it from an educational standpoint in the schools as well as a community. 
Shirlee Silversmith: One thing I want you to understand about San Juan County the poorest county in the state. Half of it sits on the Navajo reservation. When you say poverty level based on income that is not a true picture of what a poverty level is. You have to realize that a lot of the homes on the reservation, and they are paid off and do not have to pay taxes. So when you say poverty are you only referring to income or is it access to opportunities and education? To me the best thing we can do is early literacy. There is research out there that says 3rd grade is somewhat of a marker, but from preschool to third grade they are learning how to read. From 3rd grade on they are reading to learn. There used to be a program that was called traveling preschool, it was a motorhome that would go to the homes in our community. They were exposed to learning so that they were prepared when they went to kindergarten. 
Attendee: I would like to invite you to the Utah Tribal Leaders meeting.  I don’t know how much data you were able to access from the tribes of our state, because I know sometimes that’s difficult to gather. Unemployment on the reservation is a big factor.  Many of our tribes have as high as 92%. Our next meeting will be Feb.8th at the capitol. 
Attendee: The mental and physical disabilities challenge is one that is a real challenge. I have friends who have a disabled daughter, but she can work. The programs do everything they can to pull her away from the home. They get her to work, get her home from work, and make sure she has a job. In order for the disabled person to get the benefits, whether that is Medicaid or Medicare, they have to fit into a federal or state program.
Attendee:  Some of those in intergenerational poverty, who do see a way out, end up at a for-profit school and they can’t get out of debt. They can’t finish their degree or education. Not even bankruptcy can get them out of debt. Affordable housing is difficult.  
Steve Styler: This is an issue I have always been aware of. From a rural and community perspective, this is a big issue. We lend our support in any way the Governor’s Rural Partnership Board can be, as a resource. 
Jon Pierpont: Reach out to all the county commissioners in these 10 counties first. Do you all agree that DWS should convene? By listening to everyone’s comments, it has to be a locally driven solution. 
6. SBDC Update: Ben Hart
a. Ben Hart: Let me give a little background and context as to why we are talking about SBDCs, why it is time for an update, and where we are going as well. The SBDC Grant is a federal award that comes from the Small Business Administration. Each state or designated geographical area is given a state lead that administers the grant and works with the offices throughout that geographical area or state. Earlier this year, the Salt Lake Community College who has been acting in the lead capacity for the better part of 20 years now, decided that they no longer were ready to carry that responsibility. They in addition to being the state lead also had an SBDC office. The reason this is important is because all of the current SBDC offices roll up under the lead institution. All of the SBDC offices right now in the state exist because Salt Lake Community College was the parent if you will.  One of the things that was really important as we were working with the SBDCs is we realize this has an impact throughout the state, throughout rural Utah. Working with SBA, they have put out a request for applications for a new state lead. At last count, we had 4-5 institutions that were looking to apply to be the new state lead. After I talked to SBA, the new deadline for the applications will be around Dec. 4th. These 4 or 5 people that have put in applications to be the state lead, SBA will start vetting through which applications are most appropriate. They will narrow it down to 3 applications and from there down to 1. The reason this is important is, our office’s effort in this, we want to make sure whoever the state lead is working in a coordinating fashion with all the existing SBDC offices, and throughout the state. It is not a ton of money, somewhere near 1.1 million. There is a required supplement/match. The state of Utah typically gives around $437,000 as a match to that grant. The existing institution gives additional time contribution to make up or exceed the 1.1 million. What we are hoping again, is that a lead is selected. We are hoping they are collaborative, and work with the existing SBDC offices. What we can control is the matching dollars. As the new lead institution comes online, we are going to see a transition period in the first quarter of next year. We’ve worked it out with Salt Lake Community College, we want to ensure that SBDC’s are receiving an additional either state or federal funds to help keep SBDC’s operating. We’ve been working with Nicole Ulmer and Sherm Wilkinson at Salt Lake Community College. They are in a very difficult position. On one hand they are trying to wrap everything up, and on the other hand we are trying to make sure services are kept funded until the new lead is in place and until we have fiscal instruments in place, which means there are contracts still in place and money flowing to SBDC centers. We are working to make sure there are as few hiccups as possible in your rural offices. Let me know if there are any issues out in rural, we will be responsive. To the question about SBDC’s and their future, our office operates the match money for SBDC’s. We also administer the match money for MEP’s. We also operate PTAC which is in a lot of business centers also. Our effort is to make sure all these programs are working and are as coordinated as possible. These are the heart of the business service program. Because we do have touch points with the different programs we want to make sure that everyone is working together. As there are questions about can we increase funding for SBDC’s, I can’t speak for Val but from our offices standpoint, if there is a justifiable need to increase the state match, we could get more from the federal government through the SBDC grant if we have more of a state match. Ultimately, the Governor and Legislature make those decisions. We don’t make the final decision but we are always willing to take a look at what is necessary and make as strong an argument as there is to be made. 
7. Rural Legislative Day: Linda Gillmor
a. The Rural Legislative Day is on Friday, January 29th. Please let other people in your county know. If you have economic development boards or commissioners that aren’t here, please remind them to save that date. Missy and I will be having our first planning meeting with the Utah Association of Counties so we will send out more information. Having rural and UAC together is very powerful for both organizations. 
b. Steve Styler: Last year we worked as an executive committee on commentary on legislation. We will look to do the same. Wes did a lot of heavy lifting last year. We witnessed a phenomenon last year, during the lunch we sat with the rural groups and all visited and a few of us watched from the balcony. There were certain tables that were surrounded completely by legislators, and all the folks from rural Utah were on the other side. When we have this Rural Legislative Day, legislators are anticipating that they are going to hear about rural issues, so please take advantage of that day. We will have a GRPB meeting following the Rural Legislative Day. 
8. Legislative Update: Already been covered throughout the meeting. Moving forward. 
9. GOED Update: Rural Team
a. Linda Gillmor: Each of you has an information sheet that you need to get back to Missy. Heidi is helping out at GOED and one of her responsibilities is to get photos of the Governor’s Boards. It really makes a difference if people can go online and see who these representatives are. The other thing to mention is those of you that have driven long distances, if you would like to contact Missy, we do have mileage reimbursement forms. That is all a part of being part of the state board. We have two new economic development directors: 
b. Annie Smith: I did my undergraduate work Burton College and then BYU. I went to Utah State for my Master’s degree. I earned an MBA in entrepreneurship. I’ve worked in aviation, I’ve worked in retail, and I’ve worked in education. I have worked in oil and that is where I started in Uintah County. I worked for an energy technology firm out on the Wasatch Front. 
c. Linda Gillmor: The other economic development director for Washington is Jeriah Threlfall. He has been out in the community, he has the right temperament to be a team player, the community has responded very well to him. 
d. Jake Hardman: Train the Trainer, there are a lot of state and federal programs available to businesses throughout the state. Several of the businesses don’t know what those programs are and can’t use them.  We wanted to make sure that all the programs available were reaching out to all the rural communities to make sure we take every opportunity to take advantage of those. We are going to hold 6 regional training events where we invite all the community people that we know of that deal with businesses, to meet with those state and federal agencies one-on-one. In a speed-dating session they learn about all the programs and make really good contacts. We have done 4 of those regional training events so far. 
In March of 2016, the SDC plans to take the first steps to selling off 20 channels of over-the-air channels, basically channels 30.2 and up. When they do they have set aside 1.79 billion dollars to relocate full power channels. I believe they are going to take that bandwidth and use it for internet. Unfortunately, the SDC considers t.v. translators like the ones that service your counties expendable, and refuse to guarantee channel assignments to displaced tv translators or phones to help them relocate if it’s possible. A gentleman at KUTV is working with county tv engineers to try and come up with a plan. Basically they are getting rid of the upper over-the-air channels. This will affect more than 50,000 people especially those in rural counties who will not be able to get over-the-air tv anymore. The SDC won’t give money to upgrade translators. The Governor has written a letter of support. All the AOG’s have written letters of support. 
	Attendee: This was part of the budget reconciliation that was just passed. What we are hoping to do now is get a little more money out of congress to help mitigate some of the expenses especially in rural Utah. 
10. Other Business: 
a. I would like to invite everyone to American Indian Caucus Day, Feb. 8th at the Captiol in the State Office Building. 
b. We have 3 pilot counties for the rurism program. In the next week you will be receiving emails out in your areas. 
c. Fast Track update: We have assigned the first Friday of each month is when we do our GRPB approval. I ask for the applications to be sent in a week before that time. There is money available for Rural Fast Tracks so get your applications in. 
d. Linda Gillmor: We were given the go-ahead to set up a rural sub-committee. We are defining what their purpose will be. We want to compliment the GRPB. 
MOTION TO ADJOURN:  Dave Sakrison 
SECOND: Charlie DeLorme
VOTE: Unanimous
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