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Phoeni x, Arizona
August 3, 2011
1:35 p.m

PROCEEDI NGS

(Wher eupon, the public session commences.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  This neeting of the Arizona

| ndependent Redistricting Comm ssion will now conme to order.

The time is 1:35 p.m

It's Wednesday, August 3rd.

And let's start with the Pl edge of Allegi ance.

Pl ease ri se.

(Wher eupon, the Pl edge of Allegiance was recited.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: It's good to see so nmany of

you here today at our neeting.

|'mgoing to start with roll call first.

Vi ce Chair Freeman?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Here.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  Vice Chair Herrera?
VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Here.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: Conmi ssioner McNul ty?
COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Here.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Conmi ssi oner Stertz?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Her e.
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CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: W have a quorum

|'d like to al so acknowl edge ot her fol ks here
t oday.

Qur | egal counsel, we have Joe Kanefield and
Mary O G ady.

We have our mapping consultant, Korinne -- you'l
have to hel p ne.

KORI NNE KUBENA BELOCK:  Bel ock.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Bel ock, and Ken Strasna.

And our executive director, Ray Bl adine, is going
to be here shortly.

W al so have Buck Forst who is our
chi ef technol ogy officer, our public information officer
Stuart Robi nson, and our deputy executive director Kristina
Gonez.

And Anna Garcia is also on our staff in the back.

Thank you, Anna.

And so if any of you have questions for staff,
feel free to address them throughout the neeting.

Qur next agenda itemis the executive director
report, but we will go ahead and nove on to the next item
since M. Bladine would be giving that report for us. He'll
be here nmonmentarily.

So that takes us to agenda itemthree,

presentation by Strategic Tel enetry, discussion of possible
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action on the purchase of online mapping software.

So if you all ready to go.

KENNETH STRASMVA:  Certainly.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: G eat.

KENNETH STRASMA: W brought up at the | ast
neeting, there have been three different conpani es that have
provided bids for online redistricting software.

| do want to clarify, because there were sone
public coments raised at the hearing about the distinction
between this and the existing Al RC website.

The AIRC website already has ability to host maps,
picture maps. W will be able to put imges up, what's
cal l ed bl ock equival ency files.

So anyone who wants to grab copies of draft nmaps
can pull them down and al so be able to post themin native
Maptitude and by shapefil es.

What's distinct fromthe online mapping software
is that's sonething that actually gives the citizens ability
to go online and with access to a web browser and draw their
own naps.

In many states, in past redistrictings, there have
been different types of public outreach that have been
tried. For exanple, having conputer termnals installed at
public libraries, traveling public access term nals.

Sonetinmes, like, | think it was 20 years ago, we would have
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bi g paper map books, and people would wite the nunbers of
census bl ocks on a piece of paper.

So the technol ogy has cone quite far, and then now
there's ability that anyone who has access to a web browser
can log in, draw maps, experinent with changes to different
maps, submt if they want to the Conm ssion.

The three different bids that we received are from
ESRI, Maptitude, and Azavea.

ESRI is the naker of the ArcView G S, probably the
nost commonly used G S package.

They have submitted a bid that woul d be $116, 000.

Maptitude is fromCaliber Corporation. They are
t he makers of the online -- of the desktop software that the
Comm ssion selected at the |ast neeting.

So you have the advantage of the famliar user
interface to people in Arizona who have used Maptitude over
the | ast ten years.

They' ve submitted a bid at $87,000 for online
access for a year.

The third conmpany, Azavea, provided the software
t hat was used for the Arizona Conpetitive D stricts
Coalition's online mappi ng contest that many people are
famliar wth.

And they have submtted a paid that would

essentially allow the Comm ssion to take over the remai nder
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of that contract and use the sane software that people who
were in that contest are famliar with

And they submitted a bid at $49, 651.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  And do you know how nuch tine
is left on that contract?

KENNETH STRASVA: | do not.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: Maybe we can find that out.

What ot her questions or comrents do you all have
on online mappi ng sof t ware?

COWM SSI ONER MENULTY: | did have a question about
t he ease of use for the three alternatives for the public
and which woul d be nost likely to provide a tool that is
easy to nanage.

KENNETH STRASMA:  There is sone -- a bit of a
| earning curve for any of the three.

| f soneone has used one of them before, so people
have done the online contest before, and that's advantage,
if you are famliar wth Maptitude, that's an advant age.

For all of themthere is training available. And
| woul d suggest doi ng a web-based video training so people
could actually see howit's done online rather than having
to read through a manual

So they all take some training, and | think we
woul d have to nmake an effort to nmake it as accessible as

possi bl e.
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| don't see any one of them being above the others
in terns of usability.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  In ternms of our ability to
understand what's provided to us versus the users -- the
fact that many of the users who are really involved in this
process al ready woul d have used Azavea -- is that what it's
cal l ed, Azavea?

W' re going to be using Maptitude. 1Is it going to
be fairly easy for us to understand what the Azavea product
is when it's provided to us?

KENNETH STRASMVA:  Yes, we will see to that,
conmi ssi oner .

Wien we do a transfer, if one of the other
packages is submtted, we will translate theminto Mptitude
and nmake them avail abl e on the desktop package that the
conmi Ssi oners use.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  So it sounds like there
woul dn't be a reason to spend nore than 47 or $49,000 to use
Azavea if that should provide the sane bundle of sticks for
the public --

KENNETH STRASMA: R ght.

COW SSI ONER McNULTY:  -- and that we woul d be
able to re-translate it to what we use.

KENNETH STRASVMA: | do believe that all three

packages provide a siml|ar anpunt of coverage.
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Ken, thank you for getting
t hese proposal s put together.

When did you -- when did we get these proposal s?

KENNETH STRASMA:  They have cone in over the
course of the |ast week.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: |1'ma bit at a | oss because
ot her than Maptitude, the ESRI and Azavea software, neither
of those two |'ve had the opportunity to | ook at.

So other than taking a recommendati on from
M. Strasma and | ooking at the financial conmponents of this,
| wouldn't, | wouldn't have a comment at this tine.

It would have been preferred if we would have had
an opportunity to at |east know that who the conpanies were
and the software we were anticipating taking action on
t oday.

Because it was -- the hope is to get this out into
the public as quickly as possible so that they can start
doi ng their work.

Post grid-map design.

So wth that being said, it's -- I'm-- for |ack
of information, | don't know how | could possibly nmake a
recommendati on or a decision based on what's been delivered

t oday.
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|s there anything el se that you have? |Is there a
presentati on conparison between the three?

KENNETH STRASVMA:  The -- we nmade a consci ous
decision not to forward the proposals, because one of
the three had included a request that it not be nmade public
to anyone who is not involved in the decision-naking
process.

What | probably could do is go back to them and
say is there a proposal that you are willing to have nade of
a public docunent, and nmake all three of those available to
t he publi c.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: O her questions or comments
from ot her conmm ssi oners?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Freenan.

VICE-CHAIR FREEMAN: | think I'"min the sane road
as M. Stertz.

You' ve given us nanmes and sonme nunbers. And as an
asi de, the decision doesn't -- easier or not, | don't know
how we're to.

| played with the online, went through the initial
training for the one at AZredistricting.com but | have not
had the opportunity to use either of the other two options

we have, so | don't know.
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CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.
Vll, I would agree. | don't know either. |'m

not famliar with those particul ar packages.

It would be helpful, I think, M. Strasma, if you
could cone back to us -- if you could find out, first of
all, if that one company will even allow us to all | ook at

it, because if they won't, that will make the decision
bet ween t wo.

And then, and then if you could maybe just put
together a few pros and cons of them

And al so now that we know t he nanes of the
conpani es, we al so can be | ooking into them oursel ves and
seei ng what we can find out too.

But to the extent you can provide any information
on those particular offerings, that would be great.

KENNETH STRASMA:  (kay. Certainly, Madam Chair,
we'll check with the conpany and ask themto submt
sonething they're willing to share.

And I'Il circulate those to the conm ssioners and
also links to sites that are currently up and runni ng using
t he vari ous packages.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Right. And also to find out
how nuch contract tine is left wth the one package.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAlI RPERSON MVATHI S: M. Stertz.
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Coul d you el aborate on that
guestion you asked.

| don't -- when you asked a question about how
much time is left on an existing contract, |'m not sure what
t hat neans.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: Onh. Well, he had
nmenti oned at the begi nning, when he was articul ating
t he three packages, that the Azavea one, which is the
online redistricting software package that | believe the
Conpetitive Districts Coalition is using, he said that
we coul d take over the renminder of the contract for 49, 000.
And | was just wondering how nuch tine that is.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

And the other question that | -- that |'ve got for
you, M. Strasma, is that you had nmentioned that currently
we have the ability to post maps on our Al RC website.

KENNETH STRASMA:  Yes.

And that's, for exanple, the maps fromthe | ast
cycle are currently up on the website in JPEG format. And
there's also the opportunity to downl oad those in what's
cal | ed shapefil es.

And | anticipate being able to do that with the
maps for the process as well, no problem

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

Ken, when were those posted?
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KENNETH STRASMA:  They have been up as |long as, as
long as |'ve been working with the site the | ast several
nont hs.

These are maps fromthe |ast --

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: They're in the 2001 and 2010
[i nk.

KENNETH STRASMA:  Yes.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Were are these -- where is
any of the current data | ocated?

There's nothing going forward; correct? You've
got --

KENNETH STRASMVA:  Correct.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: There's nothing that's been
currently submtted in any of the public hearings that we've
had?

KENNETH STRASMA:  That's correct.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: And also is the
questionnaire that we keep referring to in our public
hearings, is that available on our website?

KENNETH STRASVA: | believe so.

Let me defer to the executive director on that.
Ray?

RAY BLADINE: | don't believe we have been telling
peopl e that, but when | checked the other day because we had

a problemin getting the -- we could fill themout and
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submt the form it is either on there but not submttable
or is not on there.

|'mgoing to turn to Buck and see.

BUCK FORST: It will be ready today or tonorrow.

RAY BLADINE: It will be ready today or tonorrow

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

Just on that point, we've had a nunber of people
submt maps at these public conmment hearings so far.

Can we get those up on our website as well so
nmenbers of the public can see what's being submtted?

RAY BLADINE: W -- should | go ahead?

We are scanning those maps as quickly as we can
along with the other dialogue, and the intention would be to
put the maps up on the website.

But right now we're behind in scanning.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: M. Bl adine, are we going
to indicate the source of the map as we post then?

RAY BLADINE: | would think that's a good i dea,
so, yes, we wll

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  And the date.

RAY BLADI NE: And the date, and from where.

Thank you.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Any ot her questions on the online mapping software

deci si on?
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COW SSI ONER MENULTY: | do have one nore
guesti on.

Once we nake a decision, howlong will it take to
get the package up so it's available to the public?

KENNETH STRASVA:  Approxi mately two weeks.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

O her questions?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: M. Strasma, when will the
conmi ssioners be able to see these proposals so that we can
review and start drilling down on any questions that we may
have, and who will we be directing the questions through to
be able to get answers?

Are you adm nistering the contract or is
M. Bl adi ne?

KENNETH STRASVA: M. Bladine would. It would not
go through Strategic Tel enetry.

And in terns of timng, it depends on the response
fromthe other conpany.

| would offer getting information out Friday and
letting themknow -- et us know one way or another if they
want to be included Friday.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Wiich is the conpany that is

not --
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KENNETH STRASMA:  ESRI .

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

So we' ve got information on Maptitude and
obviously there's a public access on AZredistricting.comfor
that usability; correct?

KENNETH STRASVA:  Correct.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  All right. Perfect.

Thanks.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

O her questions, comments before we nove on?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Freenan.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Oobviously | want to nmake the
right decision on this, the appropriate decision, but tine
is of the essence.

It's going to be a two-week lead tinme, on that
time the Commi ssion is going to nove ahead on the grid map
and the draft map, and | don't want the public to not have
this capability with very little tinme to do or submt
anything to the Conm ssion before all the draft maps are in.

My concern is once the Commssion is at the draft
map stage, we now, we now present the public with a
presunption, a presunption that we have to overcone that
t hey' ve al ways seen the direction the Commr ssion i s noving

on and now t hey have to persuade us to nove on off the

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

16

per suasi on.

| knowit's within the right of comm ssioners to
make any changes we want to down the road, but it m ght seem
alittle nore daunting to nmenbers of the public Iike right
now we're working with a blank slate, the Conm ssion hasn't
ti pped its hand or drawn any naps.

And, fromthe public perspective, | would think
that they viewthe playing field as | opsided.

So it's a long way of saying, | think, we need to
make the right decision, but we need to make it as quickly
as possi bl e.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: | was going to ask, what do
you propose?

| agree conpletely.

And to the extent -- you know, we're going to get
to future neeting dates as part of this agenda, and it may
be that we may need to by tel ephone or sonmething to at | east
make some decisions at a neeting that this is comng up
faster than maybe we had pl anned that we were going to
bef or e.

So, at |l east a tel ephonic one can be -- we can
nmobilize quickly if we need to.

So we ook forward to getting the information from
M. Strasma on these options, and then deci de, nmaybe Fri day,

start to review that material that he gives us and proceed
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accordingly.

And hopefully we can all review it quickly and
deci de what we want to do in our own m nds and cone together
and di scuss that.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Yes, M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Am | under the inpression
fromthe rest of the comm ssioners that Maptitude was
di scussed at the prior hearing as the preferred online
mappi ng servi ce because of its relationship with, one,
what's happen over the previous ten years and what we're
usi ng as our own mappi ng sof t ware?

And Azavea cane in as an after discussion
opportunity for cost savings and for know edge of the
general public was using that software?

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: M recollection was that we
tal ked about Maptitude for the desktop version. But |
didn't think we necessarily tal ked about it for online
mappi ng.

| could be incorrect with that, if you guys
remenber differently.

| know we have di scussed the AZredistricting.com
as another option out there, but | don't renenber
specifically covering Maptitude for online mapping.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Madam Chair, as everybody
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knows, I'ma big fan of saving the taxpayers as nuch noney
as possi bl e.

So the nore quickly we can nake the decision, the
better the public is going to be if we actually give them
drawing maps at their own time, their own discretion.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S: Agr eed.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Let's table this -- do we
need a notion to table this itemuntil the next hearing?

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: O we can agree to have it on
our next agenda, this decision.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Move to the next agenda.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

So that -- any other comments?

Ckay. And we are -- so, it's not specifically
noti ced on our agenda. W have public coment wll
be all owed regarding the options prior to the Comm ssion's
actions, but that's for agenda itemfour, and not three.

So I'mnot sure how that -- we have a request
| egal counsel for a conment with regard to agenda item
t hree.

And | am happy to entertain it, if we're allowed
to.

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, you have the
discretion to take things not in the order |isted.

And there is public cormment at the end for any
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matter, and so you can hear public comrent on a specific
agenda item now.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Right. Geat.

Then that said, 1'd like to go ahead and ask David
Cantelme fromFair Trust in Phoenix to conme up and conmmrent
on agenda itemthree.

DAVI D CANTELME: Thank you, Madam Chair, nenbers
of the Conmm ssi on.

There is a fundanmental principle in public
procurement |aw that all bidders be treated equally.

In effect, what you have is a subsidy to Azavea,
if I pronounce that correctly --

UNI DENTI FI ED WOMAN:  Coul d you spell that, Azavea?

DAVID CANTELME: | can't. |'mjust repeating what
| heard here.

As | understand it, there's three conpetitors,
Azavea, Maptitude, and ESRI .

And the proposal for Azavea is that the Conm ssion
woul d take over its contract and thereby would enjoy a
savings -- would only have to pay, as | heard it, $49, 000,
which is |less, of course, than the other two bidders.

The problemw th that is that in effect it is a
subsidy by the Coalition to the Conm ssion to purchase this
particul ar software.

And while it's great to enjoy savings with public
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dollars, to do that would m streat Maptitude and ESRI unl ess
t he same subsidy was extended to themso that they would be
pl aced on an equal footing.

Menbers of the Conm ssion, you cannot favor one
publ i c bi dder over another.

You cannot extend one privilege to one public
bi dder not enjoyed by the other, even if it would result in
a savi ngs.

Because that woul d viol ate the fundanental
principle of equal footing and equal treatnent.

Nor, menbers of the Comm ssion, can you take into
consi deration for purposes of your decision the fact that
certain portions of the public have been using that
particul ar software. And the reason for that,
conm ssioners, is that the two conpetitors were not all owed
the sanme access to the public.

As a result, you' ve got a privilege or favor being
enjoyed by one of the conpetitors, in nmy opinion, not
enjoyed by the other two. And you just can't do that.

Unl ess there's questions, thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Any ot her comments on agenda itemthree that
anyone would want to -- we'll need you to fill on a request
to speak form

Ch, great, you did.
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VENDY SCHOPS: | didn't specify agenda three
because | didn't know the situation was going to cone up.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Sure.

Let nme -- can you tell ne your nane?

VENDY SCHOPS: Wendy Schops.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Wendy Schops,
representing self, from Phoeni x.

VENDY SCHOPS: Thank you.

| wanted to first say that Azavea's client is a
far |l eft progressive conpany, Arizona Conpetitive Districts
Coal i ti on.

And taking over a contract froma progressive
l'iberal group is a corrupt and conflict of interest.

W want to know -- the public wants to know not
only the bids that are com ng in regarding these conpanies,
but if any of these conpanies have any particul ar party
affiliation.

| think the public also has a right to know when
maki ng t hat deci sion.

That's it for agenda three right now.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Thank you.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r ?

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Yes.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Ken Clark is raising his

hand.
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CHAlI RPERSON MATHI S:

VI CE- CHAl R HERRERA

I"msorry?

Ken Cark is raising his

hand. | think he would |ike to speak.
CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  (Onh, yes.
KEN CLARK: | didn't specify itemthree but --
CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. But you're in here as
wel | ?
KEN CLARK: Yes.
CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. Ken O ark, Arizona

Conpetitive Districts Coalition, from Phoenix, and let's
talk on agenda itemthree as well.
KEN CLARK: Thank you, Madam Chair, conm ssioners.
There are a couple points that are somewhat
al ar m ng.
First, that somehow by turning over the rest of

the contract that the Arizona Conpetitive D stricts

Coalition had wth Azavea it's giving a preference. | don't
under stand how you can make that junp.

A preference in what?

We began a process, we devel oped this tool, and we

are wlling to turn it over for the cost that Azavea has
decided on their own it would cost to nove that tool over
and upgrade it.

The fact that we were already doing this in the

state and the fact that other people were using it is no
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nore an advantage to anybody el se than if Maptitude had
taken the time to ook at our little state and cone on over
and pay attention to it.

Wiich clearly it did not.

The idea furthernore that we are sone kind of far
| eft progressive group, ny co-chair Roberta Voss, a
Republ i can, woul d contest that idea.

It's sinply not true.

We had a mappi ng contest that just cul mnated the
other day -- or yesterday, and we had the awards, and people
were allowed to map wi th whatever they had in m nd.

W obviously would like to see greater
conpetition, but anybody can use this tool for any purpose.

And the beauty of it is that you have transparency
and you can scrutinize anybody's maps that cone forward.

It's sinply not true.

Furthernore, one final point, in turning the
software over to the Conm ssion, whatever assunptions that
we built into the software regarding what is a conpetitive
district, what is a compact district, would then be
redefi ned based on the assunptions the Comm ssion wants to
do.

So even if we were a bunch of Maoists, it wouldn't
matter, or whatever we are in this political spectrum

because the Comm ssion uses the neutral tool to redefine and
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use the definitions that the Conm ssion's going to use so
that it matches.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Thank you, M. dark.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Yes, Conm ssioner Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Yeah, 1'mnot sure
that the -- that we don't -- you know, I'mnot famliar --
|'ve heard of the three mapping consultants. | guess, |
never thought of the political |eanings of these mapping
tools, and I didn't take that into consideration, and |
frankly don't care.

What ever the best tool we can purchase and save

t he taxpayers' noney, that's ny priority.

If it happens to be Azavea -- did | pronounce the
nanme correctly? -- then so be it.
Sotonme, it's -- is it theright tool and is it

for the right price.

But | also want to nake a recommendation. | know
pl enty of people that participated in the contest that
M. Ken Cark was referring to, Republicans, |ndependents,
Green Party, Libertarians.

And | think they got a wi de range of people from
different political views participating, and | would
recommend that we consider the -- and | think there was a

press conference yesterday where they announced the w nners
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or at least the top two. And for us to at |east consider
| ooki ng at their maps.

Because | think nenbers of the public, they
participated in a fair contest, and | recommend that we at a
m ni mum as a Conm ssion | ook at their maps as well.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Thank you.

W have another -- sir, have you filled a request
to speak fornf

GENE DI EHL: Yes, | have.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: And your name iS?

GENE DI EHL: Gene Diehl.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Gene Diehl representing self,
Sons of Liberty Riders from Maricopa County, on agenda item
t hree.

GENE DIEHL: 1'd like to state for the record that
in the business world if this sane type of transaction were
attenpted, it would be considered fraud and nal f easance. So
todo it inthe public forumwth the public funding is
bordering on the sane thing.

Contenpt? Yes.

11 egal ? Yes.

They becane an interested party when they signed a
contract with that coalition

So to, quote, use the excuse of savings for the

public, they've already becone a disinterest -- or, excuse
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me, they've already beconme an interested party in these
pr oceedi ngs when they signed a contract with the other
or gani zati on.

So to use that, quote, savings for the public,
it's a msnoner at best.

Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chair, can we nove
forward fromthis conversation?

You know, we have an area for nenbers of the
public to speak, and | recommend that we keep going with our
agenda.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Yeah, we will.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | think we have a | ong day
ahead of us, and | prefer to do that.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: W will.

Ms. O G ady.

MARY O GRADY: | thought it m ght be appropriate
for Joe and | to followup in terns of whether this is a
viable thing to even consider at this point in light of the
concerns that have been expressed.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: G eat.

Thank you. So you'll let us know whether that's
even a viable option for us.

MARY O GRADY: I think that nakes sense.
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CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Thank you.

Any ot her nenbers of the public on agenda item
t hr ee?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Heari ng none and seeing none, we'll nove on.

So we'll go back now, | think, to agenda item two,
executive director report.

M. Ray Bl adi ne.

RAY BLADI NE: Thank you, Madam Chair.

| apol ogi ze for being |ate.

| would not want to accept responsibility nyself.
|'mgoing to blanme it on Christian Pal mer, because he called
me when | was driving into the garage and surprised ne, and
| couldn't remenber where | parked ny car. So |'ve been
runni ng around going like this trying to find nmy car for the
 ast 20 m nutes.

And | hate that, being the age | am because it
just confirnms what peopl e sonetines think.

| do sincerely apol ogi ze.

And I will now proceed with our report.

| just wanted to update everyone on public
i nformation requests.

We do, just so you all know, we do have daily
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contact with the press asking for a docunent or a docunent
or two. If we can provide those docunents to them we go
ahead and just do that.

They are public docunents. |If they are avail able,
we shoul d nake them avail abl e as soon as possi bl e.

In terms of formal requests, the ones that I'm
aware of that are currently outstanding is a request from
Senat or Andy Bi ggs about all docunents related to the
Strategic Telenetry contract.

W are in the process of pulling that together.

| met wth Mary yesterday and saw a stack of data
like this that we're still going through. And we're doing
it as rapidly as we can.

But ny instruction to staff has been that we've
got to do these public hearings and then as quickly as
possi bl e provide the information.

So, in fact, we've had the staff fromthe -- from
Mary's firm going through sone of ny e-mails, because |'ve
been out of town so much that | haven't been able to do
t hat .

The second one |I'maware of is Christian Palner's
request for procurenment files and docunments and al
docunents held by comm ssioners. And that's pretty nuch
done, except for some very last information that we need to

provide himin terns of comm ssioner notes.
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But | did review the procurenent file with him
and he nmade copi es of the docunments that he wi shed to have
copi es of.

Representative Terri Proud requested all of the
docunents that others requested, so as we're going through
and getting the docunments together, we are naking a copy for
her .

And then | would just tell historically there's
been a nunber of requests.

If they're in witing, we try to send them out as
a part of the packet that we were trained to do weekly of
information that comes into the Comm ssion

As you know, recently we've gotten behind in that,
and | apol ogi ze, because sone of that information just
hasn't gone out in terns of public information.

"1l start to make sure that if | have a witten
request, I'Il pull it out and then forward it to you under
separate cover.

So | guess in summary we have two requests we're
really working on. One that's rather large. W' re making
pr ogr ess.

| can't give you an estimate right now of when
we'll have it done, but we are putting the resources that we
can on that.

The second item we have heard a | ot of
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i nformati on about what our budget is.

| thought | would correct it for the record.

W had $500,000 for last fiscal year.

And we're allowed to carry over the bal ance to
this fiscal year, for which there was an appropriation of
three mllion. So the total anobunt we have for the
two years is three and a half mllion

W' ve heard people claimthat we have ten mllion.
That's not true.

Looki ng at the docunents that were submtted, the
Departnment of Adm nistration requested 10 mllion, but we
didn't get 10 mllion.

Last year -- ten years ago there was an
appropriation of about six mllion at this period of tine,
and that went up as there were |lawsuits.

So if we have |l awsuits, obviously our budget w |
go up.

But it looks like we're fairly conparable to what
t he ot her Comm ssion was ten years ago in terns of
appropri ation.

And, again, that is three and a half mllion
dol I ar s.

First round public hearings.

As you probably all recall that when we brought

the itemof first round public hearings to you, we basically
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said why don't you let us get started, set up these
nmeet i ngs.

We probably won't be able to achieve all the
cities exactly as we |l aid out because of scheduling and
ot her issues.

We al so indicated that the schedul e was open, and
that if people would Iike to submt additional |ocations,
they could do that, and we would try to accommodat e.

Unfortunately, | mssed a neno from
Comm ssi oner Freeman where he had | aid out sone very
specific locations, and we did not add those to the first
round heari ngs.

And | did correspond back to himto [ et himknow
that we would work those out with himas we coul d.

At this point, we're close to the end of the first
round heari ngs.

| would tell you that fromwhat |'ve seen
t hought they had gone very well, except for an exception,
particularly in Flagstaff this weekend, where | nmessed up in
not confirm ng who woul d be there.

And | must say that the community was nost
graci ous with us.

They proceeded with testinony. They gave us good

information in terns of what they would Iike to see for

mappi ng.
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And it's certainly ny inpression from having
tal ked to people involved ten years ago that the type
and the quality of the information that we're getting
at these hearings is much nore useful than it was in the
past .

That we are getting specific concerns of areas,
like the Bull head Gty area and Yuna area tal king about a
river district, specific discussions of how the Flagstaff
area shoul d | ook, and sone Native American comunities.

Does that nean we have all the information? O
course not.

If we want to add additional to round one, we
could certainly do that, but I would not recommend that you
hold of f in continuing with your mapping until that's done.

There is a round two, and nost of the
professionals that | have talked with, which are two, would
i ndi cate the nost inportant type of input is once you have a
map up there.

And, in fact, when NDC s Doug Johnson was in town,
we specifically asked hi mabout that.

And his comment was the first round is good. It
gets people's attention. It gets the Comm ssion
i nformati on.

The second round is really where you give people

t he opportunity to be specific.
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So |l would -- it's nmy recommendati on woul d be that
you coul d add additional areas in the second round that we
m ssed.

However, that's your decision, your decision to
make.

But | do believe that process we' ve gone upon has
maxi m zed the public input into the mappi ng process.

And | think that with the information that you
have now, you probably all are starting to fornul ate your
direction that you'll want to give the mapping consultant in
terms of concepts that you would |like to see them cone back
on.

So this week will end the hearings that we have
schedul ed for the first round.

There has been sone concern that sonme neetings got
shi fted.

Al of those were really the result of facility or
dat e changes to acconmobdat e areas.

For exanple, we thought that we would do d endal e
as one of the first hearings.

They asked that we be held | ater because they were
doing their own redistricting.

W had sone contact with the Town of Eager. And
at the time that we had the contact, they had a | ot of

issues related to the fire and did not think that was a good
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time for us to cone up there.

| personally talked to the mayor and indicated we
woul d put her on the second schedule when | tal ked to her.
And she had call ed ne because she wondered why we weren't
there, and | don't think realized that sone of the Eager
staff had said, gee, right now w're tied up in the fire.

So we've tried to accommbdat e ot her agenci es as
best we can.

Bul l head Gty, we went there instead of Havasu
because Havasu had a council neeting that week. Bull head
Cty had a better facility.

They indicated to us, and it proved to be true,

t hat Havasu, Bullhead Cty, and Kingman all work together.

In fact, the three mayors were -- two mayors were
there, and representative from-- or a statement fromthe
Havasu, so we got very good input in that area.

The facility was very good.

They were able to broadcast it out and then do the
connecti ons.

|'d say the thing we have | earned for round two is
that if we -- we now know sone good | ocations to go where we
can have satellite activity.

And we know sone not to go to that the Internet
connections are just not good enough to nmake a link to nake

it work.
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| was in Wnslow, and, again, | think we had about
15 peopl e.

W really could not hear what was going on at the
Hondah | ocati on.

Again, they were very nice.

| got there. W did get their input in, and that
is recorded, but it was enbarrassing to be there and not be
able to know what's goi ng on.

So | did apol ogi ze, and take -- give themall ny

busi ness card and tell themif there is additional

informati on you want us to know, we'll arrange to call and
give testinony and we'll add it to the end of the record.
But, | guess what | would say is if we have to

rely on Skype, it's not very reliable, because we don't know
what connection speeds will be.

If we can work with agencies that have the
connection, that should work well.

| did find out in Wnslow there's a
Nort hern Pioneer Comunity Col |l ege, and they do have |i nks,
so perhaps when we go back in that area we can take a | ook
at using that to link into sonme of the other facilities.

| think that pretty well covers that item

Conmi ssi on mappi ng training.

| think that whatever the map it is in, | think

we're ready to provide that.

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

36

And if we contact either Ken, Andrew, they can set
up time to train you on mapping. And so we're ready to
start doing that activity.

Strategic Telenmetry contract update.

| had questions about whether or not there
should -- there could be additional changes to the contract
to make clear that there's a division between Strategic
Telenmetry's work for us and not get confused wth any
political work that they m ght do.

Mary has drafted sone | anguage on that and sone
goal s.

| wll let her nmention kind of the approach, but I
woul d say that while you gave ne authority to execute the
contract, in talking to Mary | don't have authority to anend
the contract.

So if you want to proceed that way, | can -- you
can certainly authorize ne to anend al ong the |ines.

VI CE-CHAIR FREEMAN: It was authority to negotiate
t he contract, not execute.

RAY BLADI NE: | went back and | ooked at the
wording for both neetings, and the first neeting did say
specifically that I did not need to bring it back to the
Conmi ssi on.

And ny recollection when | listened to it, it also

said | could execute.
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The second neeting there was confusi on about
whet her | had that authority.

But, what | heard was Mary say clearly | had
authority to do it. Wether I wished to do it or not was up
to ne.

And there was then the discussion about having an
opportunity to add sonme anendnents to the contract.

| did not realize at the tinme that | didn't have
authority to amend the contract, but | did have authority, |
believe, with [ egal counsel support, that's when | executed
t he contract.

But 1'd be happy to, you know, talk further about
that if you' d like, or we can sit down and | ook.

| felt that I, I -- you had authorized ne to go
ahead and execute it, and that's what | did.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: For the record, ny
recol l ection was that we gave M. Bladine the authority to
negoti ate and execute the contract as well.

| remenber that neeting clearly, so there's no
confusion on ny part.

My only question was regardi ng the amendnent to
the contract. | would like to get some nore information on

how t his cane about and what the anendnent will say. That I
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woul d |ike to know

RAY BLADI NE: Perhaps | can ask Mary to just talk
about the concept she's thought about, as part of ny report,
since she can do it better

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S Sure.

Ms. O G ady.

MARY O GRADY: Sure. W were follow ng up on
i ssues, | think, that Conm ssioner Freeman had raised at
that earlier neeting. And what we're looking at is
sonet hing that would nmake it clear that Strategic can't
execute any, execute any contracts in Arizona, work on any
projects in Arizona while they' re working on redistricting.
WAs one aspect of it.

And al so a docunentation so that transparency in
terns of speaking of any laws or contracts regarding this
project, not necessarily staff contracts and Conm ssion
contracts, but any third party contracts, that those would
be wel | docunent ed.

And so, again, providing some transparency and
accountability in terns of who all is contacting
consultants, if anyone.

Sonetines | do think they do get some nedia calls
t hat m ght be a handl ed.

| don't know if there have actually been others,

but those are sone of the issues that we were addressing.
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O the possibility like a screen, screen off this
project fromsone of the other projects, which did not seem
feasible really at all. Because we're dealing with a snal
busi ness here.

And we want to get the expertise we need to get
the project done right, that really wasn't feasible.

But, so we did explore the different things |ike
that. And where we | anded was the agreenent of no
addi tional contracts in Arizona and then the docunentation
process.

So that's what we're working on. W can put that
on a future agenda.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VICE-CHAIR HERRERA:  In the future | would like to
know if -- and | respect M. Freeman and his input on the
contract, but | think we as a Comm ssion should -- if an
i ndi vi dual comm ssi oner has changes to the contract, we
should all be notified before any -- before you enter into
t hose changes with Strategic.

Because | don't mnd the first two. The |ast one
i s unreasonabl e, considering it is a small firm

| would hope in the future you bring this up
bef ore anybody goes to Strategic, because | think we should

at a m ni num know about what's goi ng on.
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This is the first tine |'ve heard about it.

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, M. Herrera, that
third item]| nentioned, that screen, was not sonething that
| was proposing. It just didn't seemlike it would work.

And the proposal was to put this on a future
agenda so that to address your concern, yes.

|f there are anendnments, it cones back to the full
Conmm ssi on.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN: Madam Chair, | nmade all ny
coments in public hearing. So perhaps Comm ssioner Herrera
doesn't remenber

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  No, | understand the comments
you mnade.

| didn't know they were amendnents. Two different
t hi ngs.

Because | nmade plenty of comments in public that
weren't added to the, quote, part of the contract.

And ny understanding is they were not anendnents,
they were just comments that you nade.

So | apologize if I msunderstood them bei ng
amendnent s.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  They were requests for an

agenda, future agenda item to discuss nodifications to the
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contract with Strategic Telenetry, and | want a few of those
proposal s --

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | apol ogi ze.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

So our -- that will be a future agenda item at our
next neeting, that you'll be comng to us and providing
t hose anmendnment proposal ideas to us.

Ckay?

RAY BLADI NE: The next item| had was just
i ntroduction of Stuart Robi nson.

And | see Stu here. He's our new PI O, been on
board two weeks.

STUART ROBI NSON:  Tonor r ow.

RAY BLADI NE: Tonorrow two weeks.

He's been baptized by fire comng in, and there's
a | ot going on.

He certainly has been a big help to nme in hel ping
getting statenments drafted, providing information to the
press. And I'mvery glad that we have him

He certainly is available to assist any of you
also if there's sone things that you' d like to have him
addr ess.

| told himhe works for ne and we work for you.
So please use himas you feel is appropriate in terns of

getting Comm ssion information, information out.
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And just to summarize, we've introduced people
bef ore who' ve sent resunes.

We have two ot her nmenbers of the staff that hel ped
with the outreach and have done a very good job, Christy
A sen and Lisa Schnelling.

And both of themare also right now doing the
| ogging of all these public docunents that you're going to
be getting copies of.

| think they're going to be doing a good job.

Earlier we had indicated that Anna Garcia is our
executive assistant. And she was very hel pful in getting
transl ati ons of docunents in a quick period of tinme and al so
arranging for the translators.

So we have a couple nore positions we could fill
up.

W probably will start to do that as we nove
towards the second phase of hearings and as we get nore data
that we need to get organi zed and subm tted.

And that is probably -- recent events, we are
trying to keep up with all of you as you travel the state,
and nmake sure the facilities are set up, and people are
there, and that security is provided. And we will continue
to do that, and | ook forward to when we can get down to the
mappi ng activity.

If there's any questions, | would be glad to try
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to answer them

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Yeah, | commend the staff on
t he excellent job they've done with the first round of
heari ngs.

| think they did a really good job around the
state, including areas that through streamng |'ve enjoyed
attendi ng a good nunber themand listening to some of them
as | said on the stream ng and encourage the public to keep
at t endi ng.

| enjoy the conments about the -- been hearing a
| ot of about conpetitiveness and how inportant it is to the
state.

And | agree with that, and | hope | keep hearing
coments |like that. Because it is -- that's exactly what we
want to hear that will help us to be able to put together
t hose nmaps.

Thank you to the staff.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

O her comrents? Questions?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r ?

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: M. Bladine, in regards to

t he budget appropriation and the correct information, you
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had said that we -- we obviously spent sone noney in the
| ast fiscal year, so the 500,000 did not carry over?

RAY BLADI NE: The bal ance carried over, about
400, 000.

| think we spent 900 -- or spent 100,000 and about
900, 000 carried over.

It was in that |ast budget report | presented, and
| don't renenber it exactly but.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: What is your anticipation of

when you' |l | be providing us an ongoi ng budget, ongoi ng cost
report? Were's our -- you know, what our expenditures are
SO we can -- ourselves and the public can know how nuch is

bei ng spent on an ongoi ng basis?

RAY BLADINE: As | nentioned to you several nonths
ago when we tal ked about the budget, | would try to do that
on a nonthly basis as we get the expenditures in through the
state system then update the expendi tures agai nst what we
budget ed, and kind of see where we are so we can nonitor it,
because it is clear as we nove forward there's a |lot of
things that are going to be different in ternms of the cost
t han we thought.

Transl ations is probably a | ot nore than
originally had thought they m ght be.

Meeting | ocations mght be a little |ess, because

we've gotten a lot of service fromother parts of the
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comuni ty.

But certainly | understand you want to nonitor and
manage t he budget as | do.

So we'll try to, once we get the data fromthe
state, provide an updated nonthly where are we and agai nst
what we budgeted, and recommend any changes that we m ght
see that need to be nmade.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: So when are we going to see
t he nunbers?

RAY BLADI NE: As soon as | get the nunbers from
the state of Arizona. And | don't have any idea honestly
when | will see those.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Wen will we know when
you're going to know?

RAY BLADI NE: Wen --

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: | hate to be -- M. Bl adine,
| just -- all I"'mtrying to do is try to get a handle on
where we are currently and where you anticipate this being.

| know that you just had a | arge anount of
expendi tures over the last four weeks.

The sel ection of the mapping consultant, you had a
retai ner check that you had to issue to them

W' ve have staff increases. | understand that.

W' ve had noneys that have gone out to the | egal

counsel .
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W' ve had noney going out all over the state to
different |ocations and different uses, and | understand al
t hat .

So I"'mjust trying to be able to know when we're
going to -- is it 30 days, 60 days~?

RAY BLADINE: | will certainly find out how | ong
it takes for the state expenditures to cone through the
systemin a day or two.

" mused to a systemwhere nonthly expenditures
are -- may be available two weeks to 10 days after the end
of the close of the nonth, which closed, what, two days ago.

| would think once | get that it won't take ne
very long to go through it and prepare a report for you.

|''mgoing to guess that we'll probably be about
t hree weeks behind the close of the nonth before I'll have
that information, but I will certainly get a better tine
estimate once | can talk to our financial people at the
State Board's Ofice.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: So the best case, the best
case as you know it now, that would be in the third week of
the nonth follow ng the expenditure nonth.

RAY BLADI NE: That would --

COWM SSI ONER STERTZ: We shoul d anti ci pate seeing
where we, where we were historically, and at that sane tine

that you will be providing us a budget on a going forward
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basi s.

RAY BLADINE: Right. M plan would be | ooking at
t he expendi tures agai nst what | had previously estinated,
change those expendi tures based upon what we now know and
what we can see comng up in the future.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Ckay. Perfect. Let's go to
the next line item which is public hearings.

Again, I'"'mgoing to echo M. Herrera's coments.

| think that the public hearings for a new group
of individuals comng together with new technol ogy was
pretty exceptional, with very few hiccups. And | think
that your corrective neasures that you're taking are
appropri at e.

| did have a question about the |evel of security
t hat we are having.

There were -- in Tucson, in south Tucson
yesterday, we had five officers inside the, inside the room
with us. And I'mtrying to find out, one, whether or not --
if that's an anticipation that you expect to have that mnuch
security.

And I will want to ask the question if there is
anyt hing that has cone about that has led you to believe
that there is a security problemat any of these outreach
nmeet i ngs.

RAY BLADI NE: My comment would be that we have had
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contact with the Departnent of Safety about the fact that
t here has been sone verbal and other possible threats
agai nst nenbers of the Conm ssion.

They haven't necessarily been in a public neeting.

And for that reason we talked to them

They have put us on whatever they call their watch
to notify local agencies that they should be aware if we're
hol di ng neeti ngs there and when.

W have had a policy, as the |ast Conm ssion did,
at least the last staff did, and I guess Comm ssi on
supported it, of each area having at |east one uniforned
of ficer.

I n sone cases we have paid for the uniforned
officer. |In other cases the agency has provided it because
t hey thought it was in the public interest and public safety
to do that.

So | guess last tine they had security at all the
nmeet i ngs.

We are also doing that at this tine. The anount
of security pretty nmuch depends on what the | ocal area
thinks is appropriate.

And | don't know this for sure, but I'm assum ng
that's in consultation with the Departnent of Public Safety.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: And, M. Bl adine, who's

making -- first of all, | have not been nmade aware as a
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conm ssioner as |'ve been attendi ng these neetings that
t here have been any of these issues that you've tal ked
about .

And if I'"mat one of these hearings and |I'm
unaware, why -- the question to ne would be why am | not
bei ng made aware?

RAY BLADINE: As | nentioned a mnute ago, that we
really have not had a problemin the neetings.

What | have had is concern that individual
conmi ssi oners have had activity that could be called
intimdating and al so threatening.

And certainly if any one of you were to call ne
and tell me that, | would pass it on to the Departnent of
Public Safety and woul d take action to make sure that
there's nothing nore than tal k.

And if it were happening in this room certainly
we'd all know about it and could talk about it.

|'ve only seen one instance where | thought
per haps we were getting to a point an officer would be
needed at the neetings | attended. That was in south
Phoeni x where a threat was yelled across the room

But the individual left, and so there was no need
for a police action.

But, | think we all are famliar with the kind of

rhetoric and the kind of comments that have been made in the
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public meeti ngs.

Certainly there's a right of free speech, and
we' re not tal king about doing anything to di ssuade that.

But | think it's incunbent upon ne when approached
by a comm ssioner with safety concerns to make sure that's
passed on to the appropriate authorities. And that's what |
di d.

| am not sure whether or not it's ny
responsi bility, but you can correct nme if I'mwong, to pass
that on to all of you

| guess | could at least tell you that there's --
like | amnow, there has been a concern.

But | think that's sonmething that | would think
t he individual conm ssioners could nmake a deci sion about
whet her or not they want to tal k about that.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Thank you.

In regard to the second round schedul e, where are
we in the devel opnent of the schedul e and the | ocations?

RAY BLADINE: At this point the only thing we have
is the last schedule we provided to you when we did the
first phase.

As soon as we finish these rounds of hearings,
we'll start again to set those up.

W will bring a nmeno back to you

| think what we told you last tinme is that we

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

51

woul d probably go back to the sane | ocations but add sone
t hat we m ssed.

| certainly welcone any specific directions in
that area that you would like to give us.

| woul d hope that next week we would be able to
start again, because the hearings will be concl uded.

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, on that point, that is
not an agenda item

W woul d have to put the second round neetings on
a future agenda item

RAY BLADI NE: Thank you. |'msorry.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Go to D, the Conm ssion
mappi ng training.

You had nentioned that there was going to be
training to be coordinated. |Is this to be coordi nated
bet ween the individual conm ssioners and a nenber of
Strategic Tel enetry?

RAY BLADI NE: That's ny understandi ng, that
they're willing to work with your schedul es do the training.

Perhaps | could ask M. Strasma to tell us what
he's able to do in that regard.

KENNETH STRASMA:  Yes.

As | believe | nentioned at the |ast neeting, we
want to schedule it at the conm ssioners' convenience.

That could be either through the end of this first
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round of heari ngs.

Andrew wi Il be up here starting tonmorrow, com ng
to the hearings, and if you want to set up wi th sonething
with him

O herw se, you know, at some future date, perhaps
around the next Conm ssion hearing.

Just contact us directly, and we'll set up
sonet hi ng at your conveni ence.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

| think this is a relevant item but, M. O G ady,
you can correct nme if |I'mwong, because this was
specifically on this, to be trained, we'd have to have the
sof tware and conputers?

Can | ask the question if we have the software and

conput ers?

MARY O GRADY: | think that's fair gane.
COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Thank you. | appreciate

t hat .
RAY BLADI NE: | believe we now have the software.

| know at least in ny office | saw yesterday there were
two maps.

So I''massum ng you al so have -- and | believe we
have t he conputers.

W may have to switch them around, because | think

sone of the ones we were planning to have for the
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conm ssioners we used as part of the outreach program

But we will have -- we may be off one, and we'll
get that taken care of, so we will have the conputers and
the software in. So you can start any time you want.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: M. Bl adi ne, again, when
will the software and hardware be available to the
Conmi ssioners so that we can adequately have it to nake sure
that we're not scheduling a tine with M. Strasma's staff
that will not be effective?

RAY BLADINE: | would think that we could do --
if the Conmm ssion wanted to do it after this neeting
and before -- between the other neeting, we have the
software, we have the conputer. |If you want to do it
tonmorrow, we could do it tonorrow. |It's just a matter
getting it set up.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Ckay. So you are saying
that we do have the software and we are -- you are able to
deliver it to other us inmediately.

RAY BLADI NE: Yes, correct.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Cot it.

RAY BLADI NE: That was the question.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

Strategic Telenmetry contract update.

As you | ook at the schedul e of deliverables as was

included as part of the contract, what is your opinion of
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where we stand currently as far the original contract as
schedul ed, the deliverables that were to be included, and
the status of the Strategic Telenetry deliverabl es on
schedul e?

RAY BLADINE: | know that | got a revised schedul e
two days ago, and | haven't really had a chance to | ook at
it.

The | ast one | |ooked at, we are pretty nmuch on
schedul e to what we had tal ked about and you approved.

In terns of the deliverables, they had certainly
been very responsive to get all of the materials that we
needed for first round public hearings available. That's
all done.

They have certainly net their requirenments in
terms of being at the hearings and providing the input.

So at this point I'mnot aware of anything that
was in their contract at this tinme that has not been
del i vered on schedul e.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Well, in regards to sone
specific things that are in their schedule or in their
contract that were not tied to the schedule, the social
net wor ki ng and outreach, what is the status of the
i npl ementation of that?

| know that our Facebook page was i npl emented by

soneone not on the Redistricting Comm ssion team or
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enpl oyee. It was soneone fromthe general public that
actual ly opened up the -- an account and actually did some
respondi ng and some di aloguing with the general public that
appeared to be on behal f of the Conm ssion.

| was under the understanding that that was
sonet hing that Strategic Tel enmetry woul d be posting,
managi ng, and i npl enmenting based on their contract.

RAY BLADINE: |I'msorry, | didn't -- that's not
the way | sawit.

| saw t hem bei ng assi sting us.

And Stuart Robinson, our PIO has started a
Twitter page for us and has taken control of the Facebook
page.

And ny understanding or menory of the contract was
that they would interface with us and hel p us get that
acconpl i shed, but that it would be the responsibility of the
staff and the PIOto do that.

If 1'"mwong, we can correct it, but that's what |
recal | .

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  You're going to want to take
a l ook at the contract, because it was not an assistance of.
It was an i nplenentation of.

RAY BLADI NE: Ckay.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  So | woul d suggest that you

start -- that we start drilling down.
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And if it's convenient for you, | can certainly
assi st you in pointing out sone of the things to nmake sure
we are staying on track with sone of those itens.

RAY BLADINE: Al right. dad to accept that.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: In regards to the PIO
i ntroduction, welcone, Stuart.

Coul d you give us an idea, M. Bl adine, of what
your public information officer's job description is, what

he's going to be doing, and how he's going to be operating

t he public?
RAY BLADINE: | didn't bring the job description
that | sent to you before, so I'll have to do it --
COW SSI ONER STERTZ: |1'mdoing this for the

benefit of the general public --

RAY BLADI NE: Ckay.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: -- that wasn't privy to our
e-mail .

RAY BLADINE: Al right. Thank you

Basically to hel p us coordinate public hearings,
get press releases out, public information, bulletins out
about the hearing schedule activities of the Comm ssion,
draft letters or statenments that we m ght need pertaining to
Comm ssi on wor K.

Ri ght now he's been helping ne get a letter of

apology to the city of Flagstaff and northern Arizona.
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So that's what we're doing.

As | mentioned, he did | aunch the Twitter page.
see himbeing very much involved in the Facebook, Twitter
kind of activity.

He's worked to handl e the press rel ease types of
inquiries that we would get, Iike we did get on the original
schedul e we sent out.

Then we had a lot of followup calls fromlocal

newspapers and nedi a about, okay, what's going on in our

area.
He's been helping with that and will continue to
do that.
He' s been updating our nedia contact |ist so that
we'll be able to notify all of the appropriate nedia about
where we'l | be.

And just in general being available also to the
Conmi ssi on, the Conm ssion chairman, to get ideas you may
have about getting public information out.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: M. Bladine, in regards to
that |ast statement, |I'mnot exactly sure, is that sonething
t hat when you want to get -- when a conmm ssioner woul d want
to get a piece of information out, we should deliver that to
you, which we would be -- or we deliver that to Stuart?

RAY BLADI NE: Frankly we could do it either way,

because if you got it directly to Stuart, he would let ne
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know.

And if | for some reason saw there was a probl em
| could get back to you

I f you wish to cone through nme, that's certainly
fine. But |I'malso okay if you want to make direct contact
with himand to suggest things.

Because | think he needs to know what all of you
are concerned about.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Terrific. Thank you.

Madam Chai r .

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: O her comments and questi ons
on the executive director report from other conmm ssioners?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Freenan.

VICE-CHAIR FREEMAN: | just want to follow up on a
coupl e of Conm ssioner Stertz's questions.

You mentioned the equi prent that has been
install ed now.

Did that include the printers and the plotters?
Do we have them now?

RAY BLADI NE: No, we do not have -- in fact, we're
going to need to upgrade our copier. It's pretty obvious
that giving the scanning we're doing that that machine is
not the right size.

And we still do need to get sonme office equi pnent
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as it will be related to supporting the mapping function.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Ckay. | believe part of the
proposal was that they would have high speed color printers
and a color plotter capable of producing wall-size printouts
of maps as needed. That's still something that needs to be
done?

RAY BLADINE: |'msorry, Comm ssioner Freenan, are
you saying that's in the contract with --

VI CE-CHAIR FREEMAN: | believe that's in the
proposal, yeah.

RAY BLADI NE:  Ckay.

W have not installed that in our office.

Maybe Ken would like to talk about it.

But we do -- we have a plan that was in our
original equipnment that we would need a plotter, but we
haven't coordinated with what they may provide and what we
need to purchase.

So maybe M. Strasma could coment on that a
little nore.

KENNETH STRASMA: I f | may, comm ssioner

Ref erence in our proposal is the plotter that we
have in our offices, we wll be producing wall-size maps as
request ed.

| imagine the volume will call at sone point for

t he Comm ssion staff to want to have their own plotter.
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W will also be procuring a high speed col or
printer for our work space in the Arizona office separate
fromthe Comm ssion's and shi ppi ng one of our high speed
scanners.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Thank you.

One ot her question on the social nedia issue that
Conmm ssi oner Stertz mentioned.

| believe the proposal called for Strategic
Telemetry to solicit input that would enploy a process, an
aut omat ed process to gather data fromsocial nedia sites
| i ke Facebook and Twitter, and basically collect public

input that way and then catalog it and make it a part of our

record.

| s that taking place?

RAY BLADI NE: To ny know edge, that hasn't been
started yet, unless -- Ken, do you want to coment ?

KENNETH STRASMA: I f | may, we have begun the web
scrapi ng process specifically on Twitter.

We are working with the Conm ssion staff and the
| egal team about how public conment is going to be
docunent ed and cat al ogued.

W' ve submtted to the conpany Catal yst that wll
be mai ntaining the | egal database a sanple of the first web
scrapes fromTwitter referencing AIRC or Arizona

redistricting to go through the testing process of |oading
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t hat up.

And there is a neeting schedul ed Friday for our
staff and Conm ssion staff on how that wll be accessed and
coded. So that is in the process.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Questions and conments?

Are you finished, M. Freenman?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN: | was just checki ng.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  No, go ahead.

VICE-CHAIR FREEMAN: | think that's all | have.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Any ot her questions and comments on the executive
director report?

RAY BLADINE: |'mgoing to have to budget nore

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Yeah. Well, we haven't had a
nmeeting since July 8th. There's been a | ot going on.

| had a few comments.

The update on the status of public records
request.

| do think that whenever one of those cones in,
that letter or e-mail or however it conmes in should be sent
out to all comm ssioners, because | actually |earned about
one online just on the Internet.

| didn't know we had had it.

So it would be helpful for all comm ssioners to be
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aware of that as soon as it cones in.

The first round public hearings, | also wanted to
extend nmy gratitude to the staff, to counsel, to the
conmmi ssioners, to our mapping consultant, and everyone who
hel ped host those neetings and is hosting. They're
continuing. This first round isn't over yet. And they've
been phenonenal .

It's been the funnest part of this whole
Conmi ssion frankly is to go out and hear directly fromthe
communities that we're visiting.

And I wi sh we could visit every town frankly,
because -- | know that's not practical, and | amsure you're
ready to fall over, but the press coverage has been great.
| thank the press for covering that information.

It's really been good. And | look forward to

And frankly I'd be happy to add sone nore.
| know that M. Freeman and maybe ot her

conmi ssi oners too have suggested some ot her hearings. And

if we can make that happen, and yet still not, you know,
sacrifice deadlines wth our mapping process, |'d really
like to do it.

So to the extent we can add any nore.
| know that M. Freeman and | were in Pinetop, and

in a location Scott nentioned as an area |ike the Payson
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area was one that people felt [ike there was a void.

And if there are any other places, regions that we
m ssed during this first round so far, if we could add those
and nmake it happen, I'd like to do it.

| knowit's a big push for everybody. But if we
can do it, I'd like to.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  You know, | -- as | nentioned
in ny comments about the public hearings, they' re going
well, and | think we've done a pretty good job of spreading
t hem out .

| amwaiting for the second round.

The only thing | caution is adding nore.

W' ve had a couple of them where there was only
one conm ssioner. And/or sonetinmes one conmm Ssioner by
Skype because we actually forgot.

| -- and also for the staff, | worry about the
staff.

| think we -- | don't want to overburden them

So if we're going to start addi ng other |ocations,
then we also need to allow themto hire as many staff as
they need with us, maybe get involved in terns of the hiring
and sl ow ng that down.

So if we're going to do that, | want to -- | care
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about the staff.

| think we have a good set of people, including
our attorneys. And | want to nmake sure we keep them around.
And | amgoing to be a chanpion for the staff as well, so |
want to make sure that we respect their tine because they do
have |ives.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: | appreciate that.

| mean, a |l ot of comm ssioners have famlies
and/or jobs, so it's definitely a push. But | do think that
to the extent it's possible -- and | don't want to go
overboard. You can't, you know, just continue first round
hearings until Novenber or anything, but just if there were
a way to add a voice --

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, | would say, again
put that as an agenda itemon further hearings.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

MARY O GRADY: And you might want to -- at sone
poi nt another itemwe' |l be summarizing the input fromprior
heari ngs and see where it stands. But that's a future
agenda itemspecifically --

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  But this says first round
publ i c hearing updated status.

And it seens |ike what |'m proposing the
additional first round public hearings, that's part of it.

MARY O GRADY: Cxay.
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CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  Not to overrule the | egal
counsel, but I"'mjust trying to clarify.

So were there spots, M. Freeman, that you had
specifically thought we should go to?

O Ms. MNulty or M. Stertz?

VI CE-CHAIR FREEMAN:  Let e find ny e-mail .

| proposed, | believe, at the last hearing, and
subsequently to e-mails to M. Bladine, that we cover again
t he southeast valley with a hearing so we could make sure to
cover the Chandler, Glbert, Queen Creek area.

The west valley probably in nmy mnd deserved
anot her hearing. That would be the Surprise, Avondal e,
Litchfield Park area.

Perhaps O o Valley and Marana, we've already heard
lots of comments fromthem And | know we've had a
Comm ssion hearing in Oo Valley, but it was not a
Comm ssi on hearing focused on the intake of public coment
for mappi ng purposes and it did not include the presentation
by the mappi ng consul t ant.

Those areas of the state to me seemlike they're
interesting areas because they're areas of growth coupl ed
with -- where growth intersects political, tribal, and
geogr aphi ¢ boundari es.

So there's lots of -- and no doubt the communities

of interest that people in those areas woul d ask you to
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respect.

So there's sone areas.

And then | know from-- | know we had Bi shee on
our schedule, but it got dropped, and | did not know why it
got dropped.

| know there m ght be a very good reason or if we
were told they couldn't accommpdate us or forget it because
no one's going to show, but maybe if | knew the reason
woul d understand t hat.

And | know when we were at Hondah, we heard sone
comment s about how Payson and d obe and Safford, so
Gla County and G eenlee County or G aham County, didn't
have a st op.

And those don't have to be -- obviously sonme of
t hose coul d be covered by satellite intakes if appropriate.

But those are sone of ny thoughts on where we
coul d cover the first round.

| agree that the second round is a very
interesting round in that there's going to be a map proposed
presumabl y.

But, |ike, going back to ny comments | nade
earlier, maybe that is -- | don't think that necessarily
sol ves the probl em

Because there's a map al ready, and now the public

has to confront that map, whereas right nowit's a clean
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sl at e.

So | was interested in maybe hitting those areas
in the first round as well as the second round.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Thoughts on those, any of those |ocations from
ot her conmm ssi oners?

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, this was identified as
a report fromthe executive director for an update.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

MARY O GRADY: But | do have concern about --
mean, | think it's fair to -- | think for the comm ssi oner
to conment on the report, but not debate the issue of
addi tional public hearings.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

MARY O GRADY: Because that should have been then
noticed so that people can show up and express their views
on that issue.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: Ckay. So we can't tal k about
addi ng additional hearings at this tine.

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, the staff has the
input that it's received, and | think if there's going to be
further discussion, there needs to be a further agenda item
so the public has noti ce.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

The next item!| wanted to comment on was the PIO
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i ntroduction and staff update.

| think we're all very interested in the social
nmedi a aspect of Strategic Telenetry's proposal.

And | think it would make sense, M. Bladine, to
have Stuart work with Strategic Telenmetry on that particul ar
aspect, since he's already starting sone of that social
media work, and it would nake sense to have the interface be
there, if you agree.

| think that's it.

Any ot her questions or comments on the executive
director report?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Thank you very nuch,
M. Bl adi ne.

What tine are we?

kay. Could we take a five-mnute recess?

It's 2:53, so we'll be back in five mnutes.

Thank you.

(Brief recess taken.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. We'll enter back into
publ i c session.

The time is 3:04 p.m

The next itemon the agenda is agenda item four,
Strategic Tel emetry mappi ng presentation on possible grid

map processes and options, discussion, and possible
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Comm ssion direction to the consultant. Public coment wll
be all owed regarding the options prior to Conm ssion
actions.

So if I could ask M. Strasma to go ahead and tell
us about his grid map processes.

KENNETH STRASMA:  Ckay. Thank you, Madam Chair.

As the Comm ssion knows, Proposition 106
specified that the mapping process begin with a grid-Ilike
map, which is our next step on the tine line is to create
t hat map.

And | wanted to ask, today, ask for direction from
t he Conmi ssion on the process that we should foll ow

| thought it would be worthwhile to give sone
background on how the grid process was done |ast tine
around. And to present a few options that we have | ooked
at, although there are no doubt infinite options, and the
conmi ssi oners may have ot her suggestions or provide other
di rection.

If the Commission is able to see the screen, the
grid process.

One of the things that | think would be useful to
see -- if we can get the next slide.

This is a slide of the grid map that was used in
the | ast process.

And | think it's useful to see it for two key

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

70

t akeawnays.

One, to the uninitiated, your first reaction m ght
be, well, that's not a grid.

And of course the problemis the population in the
state, with nore than a half the population in Mricopa
County, doesn't lend itself to be a perfectly square grid.

So this was the starting point for the |ast
Conmi ssi on' s process.

|f you can see the next slide, you'll see the
great difference between that starting point and the first
draft map that was published for comment by the | ast
Conmm ssi on.

And then next, in the next slide we see the final
adopt ed map, 2002.

So as you can see fromthere, the final map
al though this started with the grid map, did end up fairly
different fromthe initial grid. And the initial gridis
not, you know, despite anyone's best efforts, going to | ook
exactly like a chessboard.

| would Iike to wal k through a few different
options for how we could go about drawing this grid map,
flag a few issues that the comm ssioners wish to weigh in
on, and then just seek your guidance.

| brought up at the last, at the last neeting the

process that we had in mnd, which is what we're calling
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using a literal grid, where we take the latitude and
| ongi tude, divide the state for the congressional district
into thirds, so there's three across and three up and down.

And basically drop that -- comm ssioners drop the
tic tac toe board on top of the state.

See the next slide.

And the next, starting with the state and counties
t here.

And t he next.

So this is the literal grid applied to the state.

Now, Arizona's geographic features don't follow
ni ce, neat, straight lines.

So even when, you know, we're able to use the
mappi ng software to assign all the census bl ocks that are
within each of these green cells on the literal grid, and we
just cycle through that and show t he process that we went
t hrough, as you can see it's not a perfect square, but
that's any bl ocks that were intersecting the green |lines,
and then went through repeating the process for all nine,
nine districts.

So that's a fairly straightforward process that
does give us nine very close to grid-like districts.

Now, of course the problemis that is not going to
be -- neet equal popul ation.

The grid map goals are to be as conpact and
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contiguous as possible and neet the equal popul ation
requirements.

And they will not nmeet any of the other criteria
specified in the constitution.

That's what happens in the adjustnent process.

If we could have the next slide.

This is a slide that is shaded by popul ati on.

The green grid cells are the ones that are
over popul ated. The red ones are underpopul ated. The darker
red, the greater the underpopul ation.

And so as you can see there, you know, 3.3 mllion
in the central grid and very underpopul ated cells at the
t op.

W stop at this point.

| did not want to go too far down the |line on any
one of these processes wthout getting input fromthe
Conmm ssi on.

W woul d have to follow a process to adjust the
popul ati on for these.

What | recommended at the | ast neeting was that we
foll ow a geographi c hierarchy, where we nmake adjustnents
starting first with whole counties where possible, then
county subdi vi sions, census tract, census bl ock groups, and
finally census bl ocks, using first the | argest pieces of

popul ati on possi bl e, working on down, that we where possible
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make the cells square, that is to say if we need to add or
subtract froma cell that is higher than it is wde, we
attenpt to, you know, nmake it shorter. |If it's wider, then
attenpt to nake it nore narrow.

One of the questions that | present to the
Conmi ssion is also the order in which we do the adjustnents.

This map here could be adjusted either starting at
one of the extremes of the state and addi ng popul ati on until
getting to the ideal, the 71,224, for congressional
districts, or to be adjusted starting at the center and
sheddi ng popul ati on.

It's not -- although ny goal is to have this be a
purely political and technical exercise that we can get to
quickly to get to sonme of the nore difficult aspects of this
process, there are inplications to the approach taken.

And one of the things that has cone up very often
in the public hearings is the question of the nunber of
districts on the northern and sout hern borders.

And as we'll address when | wal k through the
process that the previous Conm ssion took, | believe, |
don't speak for them that that was one of the reasons for
t he quadrant approach that was taken by the previous
Conmm ssi on.

| woul d suggest that if there is concern about a

process leading to a single northern or single southern
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district, that that would be part of the process that the
Comm ssi on speci fi ed.

We coul d, for exanple, say that no adjustnents
would result in there being fewer than two districts for the
northern and southern quarters.

Al'though | rem nd you again of the difference
between the initial grid and the first draft map that, you
know, there is great difference between those two.

So except perhaps for perception's sake, the
initial grid doesn't |ock anyone to anything.

|f we could see the next slide.

And this is just showi ng the sane process as it
woul d apply to legislative districts.

And the mal apportionnent in ternms of population is
even nore extrene.

Next .

On the legislative | evel you can see again the
over popul ated i s green.

And we propose follow ng of the same adj ustnment
process, starting with the largest units of geography,
counties, county subdivisions, census tracts, census bl ock
groups, and finally census bl ocks.

Next, pl ease.

Is that the |ast one there?

BUCK FORST That's the |ast one, yeah.
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KENNETH STRASMA:  Ckay.

| apol ogi ze. | apparently saved the wong draft
of this. There is another slide, but I wll describe it for
you and wal k you through the process that was taken | ast
time.

Wiere rat her than having the tic tac toe board
approach, the state is divided into quadrants, starting at
the Gla and Salt River neridian. Basically the southwest
center of the state. Divided the state into four quadrants.
And then began building the districts using nuch the sane
process | described, starting with the |argest bl ocks of
geogr aphy, and noving smaller in a spiral shape pattern,
starting in one of the quadrants, noving cl ockw se out from
the center of the state.

One other variation on that that | believe would
be viable would be if instead of starting at that center
point, we were to start at one of the four corners of the
state.

| woul d suggest in the spirit of making sure that
there's not any kind of perception that the starting point
is leading to any desired outcone, that sone el enent of
randommess coul d be produced.

If the Commission is confortable with one of these
di fferent approaches and different perspectives to do that,

t hen perhaps at the end of the day the Comm ssion could draw
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lots for the direction on starting point, direction that we
nove around the state, aspects like that, would introduce
sone | evel of randommess.

And with that, I would be glad to answer any
questions and solicit any direction.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Ken, | can't read the map
very well fromhere, so | was just curious, the red and --
what do the other colors nean?

KENNETH STRASMA: Right. This is the popul ation
deviation fromthe 213,000 ideal population for a
| egislative district.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Unh- hnm

KENNETH STRASMA:  And basically what it's show ng
us is that the green legislative districts there are the
ones that are very overpopulated. Anything in red is
under popul at ed.

And that is, you know, basically as we know the
concentration of the state's large two urban areas, at | east
of those four areas overpopul ated districts that have to be
adj usted and nmade smaller to nove the popul ation out to any
of the other districts that are showing red currently.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

O her questions for Ken on these different
alternatives?

VI CE- CHAl R HERRERA: Madam Chai r
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CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.
VI CE-CHAIR HERRERA: |I'min favor of sonething

random to give choices, and it would be nice for us to

either randomy sel ect a random choice -- does that make
sense?

And for us to go -- to nove forward with the
pr ocess.

| know we have a deadline, a tinme line, that we
need to help you neet, so if it's sonething random
hopeful ly that woul d be noncontroversial and we can nove
forward

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S: O her thoughts?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: |'mnot exactly sure what a
random starting poi nt neans.

You' ve got -- what we're required to do right now
is to craft 30 equal population districts in the state
from-- and pick froma starting point.

| s your goal today for us to give you a starting
guadrant to begin fromto work out fronf

KENNETH STRASMVA:  That and a process,
conm ssioner, that -- |1've outlined three different possible
approaches, and any one of which | think would work well.

And I"'mcertainly open to any other processes.

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

78

But if the Comm ssion can direct the process --
and then ny suggestion as to the el enment of randomess was
so that, you know, the process itself doesn't dictate the
end result.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: So, for exanple, if you
chose the densest -- smallest densest area in the center of
Phoeni x as your starting point, and crafted a 712 --

KENNETH STRASMVA: 712, 000.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  712,000. Thank you. You
rephrased that, 712,224 -- that as your starting point, and
t hen worked out, how would you see that -- in that scenario,
how woul d you see that?

KENNETH STRASMA: There | guess | would say the
el ement of randommess woul d be the starting point.

Whet her you direct us to start in the center of
t he overpopul ated district or to start fromthe | east
popul ated district.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: If you started in the center
of the nost popul ated district, for exanple, and worked your
way out in equal distance in a grid fromthat |ocation, that
woul d create your center square on your scrabble board to be
able to work from

And then you'd build your bl ocks off of that.

|s that correct?

KENNETH STRASMA: Correct.
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  And woul d you recomend
followwng a simlar pattern for legislative districts as
wel | ? Whul d you approach both |egislative and congressi onal
districts in the same way?

KENNETH STRASMA: | guess that would be ny
reconmendat i on.

There is -- there's no reason they couldn't be
done in different procedures, but | also don't see any
reason to do themdifferently.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

KENNETH STRASMA:  And if | can el aborate al so on
t he question of randommess starting out on the center-nost
conpact .

| f the Conmm ssion w shed, another elenent of
randommess would be the direction fromthere. If we go from
the initial square, do we start above it, diagonally above
it, at 1:00 o' clock, 3:00 o'clock, etc.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  And that is how the | ast
Comm ssion did it; right? Were they flipped a coin and it
det erm ned which direction to nove once they had picked a
starting point?

KENNETH STRASMA:  Yes.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  What are thoughts on how t he
| ast Comm ssion did it? D d people reviewthat at all or

have feelings?

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

80

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: The reason | brought this up
to M. Strasma at our last neeting is the way the | anguage
is witten in the constitution.

The constitutional |anguage shows that after we
create a grid-like pattern, proper future adjustnents to the
grid shall be nmade as necessary to acconmodate the goals set
forth below, which is the six criteria.

Therefore the |l evel of randomess is paranount
because it could lead to, could lead to, by where the
starting point cones, it could lead to which direction that
you could actually want to grow or adjust these |ines.

How do we show to the general public that this,
this process is as absolutely clear and participatory and
transparent as possible in the creation of the grid which
wi Il then be adjusted?

And how do we track these adjustnments on an
ongoi ng basis as they're being made?

KENNETH STRASMA: I n taking your second question
first, how they are tracked, we can take, you know, as |'ve
descri bed before, snapshots of the adjustment process at
every step al ong the way.

So if the Conm ssion wants to see, you know, this

is just District 1 adjustnents, and then al ong the way, as
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t hose adjustnents are nade, we will save all of that.

And then in ternms of assuring the public about the
openness and transparency of it, | believe that this
di scussion is going a |long way towards that.

And that rather than our com ng and presenting a
grid map and saying here is the grid, wll you approve it,
soliciting direction fromthe Comm ssion allows the public
to see and al so on the agenda there there is a public input
on this question now as well, and | believe those are both
val uabl e st eps.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Perfect.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE-CHAIR HERRERA: |s M. Stertz proposing a
starting point?

Because |' m open.

| think the grid map is a starting point that as
you can tell by the grid map previously in and what they
ended up, it was nothing what they -- how they started wth.

So I'mvery confortable with us having a grid map
and not debating it, because it is a starting point and then
we'l|l have plenty of tine for us to di scuss where we nove
the Iines once we cone up with the grid map.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Before | nmake a

recommendation or to nove on a particular direction, | would
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like to hear fromthe rest of the Conm ssion.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: O her comm ssi oners.

COW SSI ONER McNULTY:  Sure. [|'1l make a conment.

My understanding is that the purpose of the grid
map is really to make clear that we're starting over, that
we're not taking the existing districts and noving them
around. We're wiping the slate clean, and we're starting
over.

And for want of a better place to start over,
we're starting over with 9 and 30 boxes, won't be square
boxes, but 9 and 30 sections of the equal popul ation.

And so what we need to do right nowis create that
map of 9 and 30 sections of equal popul ation.

And once you do that, in whatever procedure we
direct you to do it, you're going to bring it back to us and
then we, the five of us, are going to nmake every single
change to that map until we get to the final map

So it isn't as if that map has any significance
ot her than starting over.

That's ny perspective on it.

Once it comes back to us, whatever it |ooks |ike,
we're all going to work with that in what I'msure will be
sonme, you know, very detailed and probably difficult before
we' re done processes to get to the final map. But the grid

map in and of itself decides virtually nothing.
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So, | would be open to a process as long as it is,
in fact, objective and clinical.

And | like the idea of randommess. | think that's
fair.

You know, whether we put center, northeast, west,
south, in a hat, and we pull those out, and that's our
first, you know, direction, that's what we're going to
either start in the center or start in a corner or, | don't
know, maybe we could start in all corners.

And then the second hat we pull out which
direction we nove in, fromwhichever hat we first started
W t h.

|'d be confortable with sonething |ike that.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Freenan.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Yeah, | think it's a matter
of picking the starting point where you start fromand apply
the al gorithm

We coul d easily assign values to each one of the
grids, and with a pocket cal cul ator generate randomy the
val ues on what the starting point would be.

| think our agenda allows for sone public coment
on that before we nake a decision, so | think we should do
that before we conmt to any process.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Any ot her thoughts?
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ: (One qui ck thought.

Conmi ssioner McNulty in her point about where
we're starting from

This is a -- just as a clarification, this is a
constitutional requirenent that a grid map be crafted. So a
grid map has to be crafted before we can nove on to the next
st ep.

As a clarification to the public, it's in
Section 14 of Proposition 106 that a grid map is the
starting point.

Even though if it nmay not appear to have a
rel evance on the end product, it is -- the public, when they
voted on this constitutional change, said this was a good
i dea to do.

And | think Comm ssioner McNulty is absolutely
correct. It was the concept of us not adjusting existing
lines, but wping the state clean and starting over again.

W' re one of the very few states that actually
operates this way.

And it's unique, and that's why this grid map
conponent is included in the constitution, for us to be able
to nove it forward froma clean slate.

So fromthat point, I'Il turn it back to you, and
the public can share its comments.

CHAI RPERSON VATHI S: Ckay.
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VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Just keeping m nd we have a
nmeeting tonight.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Ri ght.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  And | do want to nmake sure we
give M. Strasma the information he needs in ternms of our
direction and in terns of putting a grid map for us, for us
to | ook at, hopefully by next week.

So | want to make sure that we keep that in mnd
that we're between an hour or |ess before we are have to
nove on to d endal e.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

So, there is provision on the agenda to have
public conmrent on this particular agenda item

And if any of you have any thoughts or comments,
and woul d |like to address the Conm ssion, please feel free
to cone to the podium

And if you haven't filled out a request to speak
form 1'd ask you to do that.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: For clarification, it's
regarding the grid map, the grid map only.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: Right. Agenda item four.

Let me see.

M. Bengtson, representing self. And you'll have
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to tell us which county you're fromand if you could al so
spell your name for the record.

PETER BENGTSON: Yeah, it's Peter Bengtson
BEENGS T-S-ON

| live in Pima County, Legislative District 26.

|'mjust kind of real intrigued with this process
when | saw the map of how they did it last tine, and think
of the population in Arizona.

|"mnot sure it's going to cone out |ooking al
that nuch different.

But | guess ny suggestion would be if last tine
they started in the center, and worked out, | woul d suggest
you start in a corner and then work in and see how it works
out .

That seens to be the best way to show an
i ndependent way of doing it.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

O her comments from other nenbers of the public?

Ms. Schops?

VENDY SCHOPS: Schops, Yyes.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Schops. Thank you.
Representing self, from Phoeni x.

I f you could spell your nane, too.

VENDY SCHOPS: Yeah. M last nane is spelled

SCGHOP-S
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|'ve been to four of the other neetings, and part
of this section on the agenda today | just have sone
guesti ons about.

There's words there, use of communities of
i nterest.

And when we're tal king about defining this map and
how we're going to go about drawing the lines on it, |
wanted Ken Strasma from Strategic Telenetry to define what
is the definition of a community of interest.

| haven't found anything out there where these
terns are defined for us to make these decisions on.

And for himto define what is the transportation
corridor being considered.

| want to know what are the paraneters Strategic
Telenetry is | ooking at when they define what is a community
of interest.

Additionally, | want to know what particul ar data
they're going to be mning to assist themin defining
community of interests in Arizona, and what software program
are they using to gather that data.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Oh, Ms. O G ady.

MARY O GRADY: Oh, and just a clarification, this
was the public comment on the grid. And the communities of
interest and the other issues there don't cone into play

with the grid.
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Those aren't considered at this stage of the
devel opnent of the constitutional process.

VENDY SCHOPS: Ckay.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Just for the record,
Strategic Telenmetry will not be defining comunities of
interest, nor conpetitiveness, nor any other definition. It
wi Il be the Comm ssion.

CHAlI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Ri ght.

VENDY SCHOPS: Thank you. And when can we get
t hat definition?

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  |'m sorry?

THE WTNESS: M question was when is that
definition going to be there?

MARY O GRADY: Madam Chair, we can kind of follow
up afterwards, because on the agenda today is just the grid.
And that's not part of the grid developnent. The grid is,
as M. Strasma expl ained, population is the factor there.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: O her -- M. Caft?

Let me pull out his sheet.

M. Janmes Craft, you need to say who you're
representing and what city or county.

JAVES CRAFT: |'mrepresenting nyself.

| Iive in Maricopa County, in the city of Phoenix.
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And | wanted to nmake a public coment tying in
Azavea to our grid map as well as Maptitude, because | think
they will both work together.

Back in Decenber, Roberta Voss and Ken d ark nade
avail able to the public that piece of software.

The first thing | did, within training, nmet with
sone -- Steve Miuratore and the folks at that area to train
me quickly on howto do a grid map.

After the training, | was able to do three grid
maps, both to spiral, as you and your suggestions.

Now, | found this, being a professor and teaching
of business courses, there were three different approaches.

However, in the conputer sciences, it becane |ike
usi ng Wrd.

One person would say | want to use Arial, font 12.

The other would say | want to use Ti nes Roman,
font 16.

It's a real basis that becane and where | was
headed for the grid, and only took three days, you kind of
wonder what's taking this so long, which is a frustration.

But the other part in doing the grid, whatever
sof tware you have should i mmedi ately be available to the
public. Because these hearings, they want to go out that
ni ght, put in what you see, and see if they agree with it.

So you have this dichotony or this conflict with
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Azavea.

And | would request that you ask your | egal
counsel how to renove any possibility of quid pro quo.
Maybe Azavea could cone in and say this is our price to
anybody.

|'"'mnot sure if that woul d work.

But |'ve used both Maptitude. |1've used both and
Azavea in ny areas. And the answers were equivalently the
sane with ny subjective information.

It's just a tool.

So if you could renove those, then it wll give
you a clear playing field, then it becones what is avail able
for the public to get on their website at 2:00 a.m in the
norni ng once O Grady and Kanefi el d have gone to bed.

So that's ny observations of both of them

So thank you very nuch.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

O her coments on the grid map process, the
options that were presented?

Ckay. W have a few.

GENE DI EHL: Diehl.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: M. Diehl, | have your form

GENE DIEHL: My nane is Cene --

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  CGo ahead and spell your nane.

Thank you.
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CGENE DIEHL: Last nane is Dehl, DI-E-HL

And | had a suggestion. M. Strasma made
recommendati on or comment with regard to starting in
different reference points on the nmap.

Wiy not do all three or four and do an overlay of
t hose, because | think you mght find a conbination of al
of themis going to equate to al nost what we deci de or
created in the effect.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Comments from ot her nmenbers of the public on the
grid map process?

Mar ci a Buschi ng.

And if you could spell your nane for the record
and who you're representing.

MARCI A BUSCH NG M/ nane, ny nane is Marcia
Busching, B-U-S-CGHI-NG

' m not representing anyone other than nyself.

And I'm here just to echo what a nunber of you
have al ready sai d.

| think that drawing the grid maps is one of the
easi est parts of this process.

Havi ng worked with this Azavea software, | think
that just trying to get equal popul ations should be a sinple
process.

And | woul d suggest that you ask your consultants
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to propose, you know, two or three or four different equal
popul ati on maps so that you could start to see just where
t he popul ations in the state are.

Because | think that will give you sone indication

t hen of the conplexity of the task that you have goi ng

forward

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

O her nenbers of the public?

Lynne St. Angel o.

LYNNE ST. ANCELO  Yes.

And spell your nane and say where you're from

LYNNE ST. ANGELO Yes. St. Angelo, ST, period,
A-NGE-L-O

I"mfromPima County. | happen to also be from
LD 26, which our first speaker is also from

My comment on his suggestion that if the |ast
Comm ssion started in the center, that then you should start
in a corner.

| think that would give the appearance of
prejudi ce agai nst what happened with the first Conm ssion.

And so | would say instead of doing that, is that
is the purpose of it, is to do a random draw ng of sone kind
and let the chips fall where they may.

| do like the idea of having several different

sets of grid maps, maybe fromdifferent things, as you do
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different drawi ngs, and see how it all cones out. That's ny
suggesti on.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Sir.

JIMWLLIAMG: JimWIIians.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. 1've got your form
then. | renenber seeing that.

Representing self.

JIMWLLIAVS:  Yes.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  From Q endal e.

JIMWLLI AVS:  Yeah.

| guess now is not the appropriate tinme, |ike you
said. | was going to ask about the glossary or definition
of all the different terns, if they could be put on a
website so people like nme could know what is being tal ked
about .

| don't understand the communities of interest and
conpetitive districts, conpact districts, or all of that. I
would like to see that on a glossary of sone sort so that |
could ook it up and see what we're tal king about.

But this is not the tinme for that.

You said this is just for the nmap.

And then, if I'mcorrect, | heard sonebody say
that this map doesn't really nmean anything. They're going

to make this grid. They're going to do this grid. But the
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Comm ssion is going to finish the thing out. They're going
to do what they're going to do.

So why are we doing this exercise of making the
grids like this if it has no effect? It may not even be
used. You can throw it out and do what you're going to do
anyway.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Q her comments --

JIMWLLIAMS: Exercise in futility. The
constitution says do it anyway and throw it away, so we do
it anyway?

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Any ot her comments fromthe
public on the grid map process.

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Thank you for
provi di ng i nput.

So that | eaves us with sone nore suggestions.

Do commi ssioners have ot her thoughts?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: If it makes sense, either we
cone up with sone random ways of a starting point, put them
in hat, or maybe that throttle bottle, and pick.

Because to nme | think that's doing it randomy,

and it's -- I"'mokay with that. And | think that's fair.
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Everybody -- people are streamng it, watching it, people
are here live, so | think that's transparent.

So let's do it.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: O her thoughts from ot hers?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: | think the idea of doing a
couple of different grid maps for presentation using a
coupl e of different approaches is good.

| suggest you do one where you take the center of
t he nost concentrated popul ation district and build both
your congressional and your |legislative starting point. The
direction that it grows fromthere could be random

| woul d suggest that we work from-- do another
one going fromthe, fromthe outside of the state in

And, and both of those in direction and corner
coul d be absol utely random

Conpar e those two.

Brings those back to the Comm ssion, discussing
t hat how they got to those points, and then a decision could
be made for where we grow out of.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: |Is that a notion,
M. Stertz?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: | can nmake that in the form

of a notion.
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COWM SSI ONER MENULTY: 1'I1 second it for purposes
of di scussi on.

| have a question, M. Strasmm, about the idea
preparing two separate grid naps.

Is that a problem fromyour perspective in any
way ?

KENNETH STRASMA: No. We're certainly happy to do
t hat, conm ssioner.

| -- one note of caution would be, | think the
process will work best if people don't take the maps and try
to anal yze them about which one has a potential benefit.

And whi ch was one of ny hopes about picking a
process with an el enent of randommess and going through it.
But if the Conm ssion wants to see that the results are
different, different approaches, we're nore than happy to do
nore than one.

My personal editorial would be just to, you know,
not try to ganme out which one is going to lead to what final
out come, because | do believe that is all based on direction
of the Conm ssion give us for the adjustnent of maps.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

| couldn't agree nore with that comment. | want
to just stay with one. |If we have nore than one, | agree
with M. Strasma that | see that happening, which one wll

be nore advantageous to maybe one or two, nmaybe al
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conmi ssi oner s.

So | would stress that we do a random draw ng of
one map, one grid map, and stick with that.

So it's random

| don't know how nore unbiased and fair | could be
if it is random

So | don't want to do nore than one.

Because | think we will end up bickering and

argui ng over which one to pick. And | don't want to do

t hat .

Let's do it random Only do one.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S: O her thoughts?

VI CE- CHAIR FREEMAN: I f you generated multiple
grid maps, could they be conbined to nake -- you could take
two maps and nmake a third? Wuld that still constitute a

grade map?

KENNETH STRASMA:  Conmi ssioner, if | understand
correctly, there would be areas that would be common nuch
like the states that start with the previous district, and
see what is in both version A and version B

Sone deci sion would have to be nade about how to
deal with areas that are not in conmon. Not havi ng worked
this through, but just picturing how the process woul d work
out. | think there would be significant differences.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEVAN:  Ckay.
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COW SSI ONER McNULTY: | would, | would prefer to
have one random nmap.

But | also think that | agree with Ms. Busching's
point that if we have a couple, it's sort of a |earning
experience, because it gives us sone informati on about where
popul ation is and let's just say exercise.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Sure.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  And whi chever one we then
choose as a starting point to continue, we're going to nmake
a nunber of changes to.

And | think we are going to bicker

| think, you know, | think it is going to be
difficult.

So |l guess I'mwilling to do it either way, with
t he understanding that if we did two, it would be nore of a
| earni ng exercise for us.

| would not support the idea of doing two with the
idea of having to nerge themat the end of that process.

| woul d support doing two just to see how
popul ation | ays out.

And then we woul d have to proceed fromthere.

| guess maybe one di sadvant age of doing --

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Just buil ding on that, |
suppose if two or three grid maps were nade, and the

Conmi ssion coul dn't make a deci sion on which one to go by,
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go by lot, randomess.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: That's fine too.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: | like that.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN: My next question would be to
M. Strasna.

Conmi ssioner Stertz's notion, did that give you
sufficient direction, or are there other bits of information
t hat you need?

KENNETH STRASMA:  Conmi ssioner, | did want to seek
clarification as to -- if we're tal king about the quadrant
systemor the literal grid, or | suppose we're tal king about
mul ti ple maps, did he want us to work out options for both.

COW SSI ONER McENULTY: | understand the notion to
be that one would be fromthe center point working out, and
that there would be a random choice as to which direction to
nove in, and perhaps we woul d choose that random choi ce
ri ght now.

And the second woul d be fromthe outside of the
state noving in. And, again, with the random deci si on on
direction, and maybe we need to deci de whet her that random
deci sion is which corner, or whether -- would that be at
whi ch corner and which direction?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Wi ch corner and which
di rection.

COWM SSI ONER MENULTY: Ckay. So we would -- if
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that notion were to carry, we would have to draw three
things out of a hat. The first would be the direction that
you would go in fromthe center

The second woul d be the corner that you would
start in fromthe exterior.

And the third would be the direction you nove in
fromthat exterior corner

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: That's correct.

Madam Chai r .

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: M. Strasma, in
clarification of the grid, neaning that these would be a --
try toremain in a grid-like pattern, not in a -- not very
simlar to how you had presented in your nine by -- you
know, your three by three and your six by five.

But you would start froma square that woul d be of
equal popul ation, starting fromthe center of the nost --

t he densest district within the state, for both the
congressional and legislative districts, and then we'll pick
the direction of which you' re going to go out and to start
bui | d boxes, build blocks around it.

In the order in which you had described earlier,
whi ch is using your census track and your bl ocking nethods.

KENNETH STRASVA:  (Ckay. And that --

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  The geogr aphi ¢ hi erarchy.
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KENNETH STRASMA: -- that's sufficient direction.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Yeah. ay. So we should

probably do that here now to determ ne those.

Anybody has a coi n?
COW SSI ONER MENULTY: Does Ray have a hat?

RAY BLADI NE: | don't have a hat. | don't even

have a coin.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: The question on the first

is, is clockwi se or countercl ockwi se? That's first.

center.

center.

t he coi n.

t hat ?

right.

coi n.

KENNETH STRASMA: As the direction fromthe

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: As the direction fromthe

Al right. | think |egal counsel needs to flip

Can we verify that there are not two heads on

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S: Pass it around.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Two tail s.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Two tails. That's all

So, all right, an Madam Chair.

CHAlI RPERSON MVATHI S: Let me | ook at that coin.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: You're satisfied with that
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CHAl RPERSON MATHI' S:  Yeah, this is one of the
earlier quarter, from 1965 actually. It's a head and a
tail.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: How | ong have you had that?

kay. Since | made the notion, I'll -- heads
cl ockwi se, tails countercl ockw se.

VICE-CHAIR HERRERA: Is that, is that fair, a
Republ i cans flipping a coin?

Let nme see, | want to nmake sure you -- go ahead,
flipit.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

What did | say, heads, clockw se?

Tai | s, countercl ockw se.

Ckay.

CHAIl RPERSON MATHIS: So it was tails,
count er cl ockw se.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Count er cl ockw se.

Next is the which direction, so we're starting
fromthe center and you' |l be building blocks out fromthe
center, and work your way out counterclockw se.

KENNETH STRASMVA:  Ckay.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: The next question was?

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: Wi ch corner?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Wi ch corner.

So this is going to be east or west, north or
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sout h.

nor t hwest ,

kay. So I'll do east west -- northeast,
sout heast .
So I'll do northeast or northwest, heads or tails.

Nor t heast, northwest. Heads, tails.
Ckay.

KENNETH STRASVA:  What we're doi ng, east versus

west in one flip and north versus south in another.

apol ogi ze.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Yeah, that's correct.

KENNETH STRASMA: Which is the first? |

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Pi ck one. Does that work?

Ckay. East versus west.

KENNETH STRASMA:  Yeah.
COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  East, heads.
| want to be fair and equitable.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | don't want anybody

conpl ai ni ng.

sout h.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Absol utel y.

East is heads.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: East i s heads.
COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Ckay. Heads, east. Ckay.
Now we are doing --

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: Now this one is north or

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

104

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  North or south.

Heads, nort h.

Tails. Start fromthe south.

So we're starting in the southeast corner.

KENNETH STRASMA:  Sout heast cor ner.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Ckay.

KENNETH STRASMA:  And one nore is the direction.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Direction. And we're going
countercl ockwi se to clockwi se; is that correct?

Ckay.

G ockwi se, clockwi se -- heads is cl ockw se.

Heads is cl ockw se.

| m hopi ng that the audi ence and the general
public who's watching us today is, one, respectful of the
randommess of this and anused by the process.

GENE DI EHL: May | say that randomess proved
itself out?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Yes, it did.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: Geat. So we have a notion,
that's been seconded, to basically authorize M. Strasma to
generate two grid nmaps, one starting in the center, nost
dense district of the state. And we'll work outwards
cl ockwi se based on geographic hierarchy --

AUDI ENCE MEMBERS:  Count er cl ockw se.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Onh, it was countercl ockw se.
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Thank you.

This is |ike a gane show.

So, excuse ne, | had witten cl ockw se.

So it's countercl ockw se. Thank you.

Based on geographi ¢ hierarchy.

The second grid map will be starting in the

sout heast corner, and will nove cl ockwi se around the state

and agai n using geographi c hierarchy, as how you woul d add

t hose sectors.

And so with that, is there any other discussion on

that notion?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. Al in favor?

("Aye. ™)
CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Any opposed?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. The notion carri es.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Madam Chair, my only question

is when are we going to see the one or two drafts?

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  How | ong wi ||

generate the two grid maps?

it take to

KENNETH STRASMA: I f you can give us a week.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. A week.
|s that okay with everybody?

VI CE- CHAl R HERRERA: Madam Chai r ?
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CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Yes.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Does that still keep us on
track, a whol e week?

KENNETH STRASMA:  Yes, | believe it does,
conmi ssi oner .

And | believe another agenda itemis future
nmeet i ngs.

But as |long as we can have it done before the next
neeting, | believe we can.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

And is that the kind of thing we can put on our
website, the grid maps? |s that possible?

Buck can advise later. That's good.

Yeah, | think that would be a good thing to show,
since it's a constitutional requirenent.

Any ot her comments on the possible grid map
processes or randommess?

(No oral response.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Qur next itemon the
agenda -- let nme check the tine. Were are we?

Ckay. About 3:50 p.m

We probably need to wap this neeting up by 4:30
in order to make it to Aendale for the hearing at 6:00.

So, with that in mnd, let's nove to the agenda

item nunber five, report, legal advice, and direction to
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counsel regarding attorney general inquiry.

The Conmi ssion may vote to go into executive
sessi on, which would not be open to the public for any item
listed on the agenda for the purpose of obtaining |egal
advi ce.

So given that there is an attorney general
inquiry, it would be great to get an update on that inquiry
and investigation, so if maybe Joe or Mary could tell us,

t hat woul d be great.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Madam Chai r, nenbers of the
Conmi ssi on, thank you.

On July 21st we received word that the attorney
general had opened an inquiry which he characterized as a
inquiry into open -- whether or not there were -- there was
an open neeting infraction.

We, through conversations, Mary O Gady and | had
with counsel for the Attorney Ceneral's Ofice, we believe
that the scope of the review or the inquiry is related to
both -- determ ne whether or not an open neeting |aw
infraction occurred, and al so whether or not a procurenent
infraction occurred.

As the -- even though we haven't been given
anything in witing fromthe Attorney General's Ofice other
than sone e-mails that we have exchanged between counsel for

the AG and Mary and |, we believe that the scope of the
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inquiry is limted to the procurenent of the Strategic
Tel emetry contract.

W' ve asked the attorney general to define the
scope of the inquiry as is typical in an open neeting |aw
inquiry so that the Conm ssion can know what exactly the
inquiry is about and then we can adequately advise you.

|'mtrying to think

What specifically the attorney general has asked
for is he would like to interview the conm ssioners with
respect to the open neeting lawinquiry. And | believe th

procurenent inquiry too.

e

Mary can correct me if I'"'mmsstating any of this.

They have -- we have, through our conversations

with Attorney CGeneral's Ofice, we have told themthat we

needed to neet with you all to at |east give you sone |egal

advice with respect to what the open neeting | aw says, what

the powers of the attorney general are in this kind of
situation. And, and the first opportunity to do that was
today as an entire Conmm ssion, which we felt was the nost
appropriate to proceed.

In the last -- | think the attorney -- the
representative for the office expressed sonme frustration
about not having al ready undertaken the interviews.

And we, again, explained to himthat we weren't

that we were trying to work with themas quickly as we
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could, but we felt it was necessary to advise the
Comm ssion. Again, this was July 21. 1It's now August 3rd.

This is the first opportunity we've had to neet
with you all

One issue that was raised with respect to the open
neeting |law, the attorney general obviously has authority to
conduct an open neeting | aw investigation.

The rel evant statute is 38-431. 06.

And through that process he may issue -- he may
adm ni ster oaths or affirmations to any person for
t esti nony.

In other words, he can interview you all under
oath as he's trying to ascertain whether or not an
infraction has, in fact, occurred.

There's an issue that we raised, and one that we
wanted to talk wth the Conm ssion about, and that is
| egislative privilege and whether or not the conm ssioners
coul d invoke |l egislative privilege in response to an inquiry
of this nature.

We shared that with the Attorney General's Ofi ce,
that we are | ooking at that.

Your predecessors' forner coll eagues spent a good
nunber of years in court litigating that exact question, and
were ultimately successful in defining this body as a

| egi sl ative body that enjoys legislative imunity and may
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invoke the legislative privilege with respect to |egislative
act s.

W know fromthe court decision of the Arizona
Court of Appeals that that neans -- |egislative acts nost
certainly mean when you' re engaged in the map draw ng
process. Wat we don't knowis --

COW SSI ONER MeNULTY: M. Kanefield, are you
giving us legal advice in a public session here?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Yes, | guess | am And I'l|
pause there, because -- let nme ask if the Conm ssion w shes
to go into executive session to receive nore advice?

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  If you're planning to give
us legal advice, | would propose that you do it in executive
sessi on.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Madam Chai r, nenbers of the
Conmm ssi on.

| don't believe |'ve crossed into the real m of
| egal advi ce.

| was trying to give you background before we
actually give you | egal advice.

' mglad you brought that up,

Comm ssi oner McNulty, because at sonme point we will need to
advi se you on how you may want to proceed as a Comm ssion
and as individual conmm ssioners.

That obviously could be done -- that woul d be
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attorney-client privileged advice. That could be done in
executive session on majority vote of the Commssion. O if
t he Comm ssion does not wi sh for that advice to be given in
executive session, it could be done in open session.

So I'lIl just finish ny thought very quickly on
this, and you can talk if you want to go to into executive
sessi on.

Summari zing the legislative immunity doctrine that
was adopted by the Court of Appeals as it applies to this
Comm ssion, you're a |legislative body. Your |egislative
acts are subject to legislative privilege, which neans that
you are not -- cannot be called upon to testify under oath
in a legal proceeding, civil or crimnal for that matter,

with respect to your |egislative acts.

The question is legislative, whether it's
| egi sl ative act versus adm nistrative act.
At that point | think I'll pause and seek nore

direction fromthe Comm ssion how you would Iike nme to
pr oceed.
VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r
CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Yes, Conm ssioner Herrera.
VI CE-CHAIR HERRERA: | would like to stress the --
| want the AGs Ofice, even though I really do think
they' re wasting taxpayers' noney, | think all the

information is in executive session, whatever records they
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have access to, which | think are nost records in executive
session; is that correct?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Madam Chai r
Comm ssi oner Herrera, under the open neeting | aw they are
entitled to review the executive session transcript. And we
have provided that to them 1'll share wth you though that
we do have one concern, and that is with -- they are, at
least in ny opinion, they are entitled to review the
executive session transcript including attorney-client
advi ce, because what they're looking for is they're trying
to make sure that the Conm ssion or anybody for that matter
isn't using the attorney-client relationship to circunvent
t he open neeting | aw.

But what -- where we differ is whether they can
use that information that they read and | earn through their
open neeting law inquiry for any other matter.

And as we know, they have told us they have two
separate matters here, an open neeting law inquiry and a
procurenent inquiry.

So that's sonething that we're trying to work
through with them because they certainly respect the
attorney-client privilege and what it neans, and they don't
wi sh to infringe upon that.

So that is one issue that we're going to have to

wor k out, because one of the executive session neetings did
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involve -- a portion of it did involve attorney-client
advi ce.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | want to nmake sure that we
keep as nmuch of the -- this part of the hearing public and
not go into executive session unless we need to.

| want to make sure | stress that, unless we --
ei ther counsel recommend that we go into executive session.

But before you do that, you know, we are a
| egi sl ative body, and the previous Conm ssion went through
t he whol e process, debated it. And I think we should be
treated as such.

If they -- if the AGs Ofice wiuld not be able to
do that for a particular legislator or -- a legislator or a
senator or a congressnman, then we should be treated the sane
way .

They shoul d respect that, that we have legislative
i mmuni ty.

And | meke sure that you, as our attorneys, that
you help us with that.

Because | really do think that it is a waste of
t axpayers' noney, when people are -- you know, there's that
perception that people are -- you know, that either the

Conmm ssion or soneone is |eaning a certain way that they
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don't agree with, they can file a conplaint with the AG s
Ofice.

Again, there's no proof of that, and it's just
peopl e conpl ai ni ng.

And to ne it's sad. It's sad that the people want
to involve partisan politicians to, to waste the
Conmi ssion's tinme and the public's tine.

Because if they -- if it were the other way and
the AGs Ofice was a partisan Denocrat, we wouldn't be
hearing fromthe other side, and they wouldn't be
conplaining that -- and | hope that never happens, for the
Denocrats, because | would be up in arnms as well, if a
parti san AG was investigating a Comm ssion that they --
supposedly | eans left or |eans Denocrati c.

And | hope you protect us. | think that's what
you guys are getting paid for, and we do have |egislative
immunity, and | would hope that the AGs Ofice respects
t hat .

Thank you.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: M. Stertz, did you have a --

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: | di d.

M. Kanefield, Ms. O Gady, can you give ne the --
three of the five nenbers of this conm ssion are not
attorneys. And the two, | don't know whether or not they've

got a clear understanding of what |egislative privilege
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neans.

So if you can give us a little thunbnail sketch of
what that neans.

And then as a followup to that, what is the
upside to accepting legislative privilege and what is the
downside to waiving it.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Madam Chai r
Conmi ssioner Stertz, again, we're happy to advi se you.
That's obviously what we're here for.

And, again, we can do it in executive session. W
can do it in open session. |It's up to you.

"Il just say part of the -- part of what
attorneys do is give advice.

And the reason the attorney-client privilege
exists is so that we can talk through all options, pros,
cons, risk, benefits. And candidly.

And you can then wei gh whether, you know, what
the -- based on the advice we give you, how you wish to
proceed and give us direction.

Wll, that's not -- again, |I'mnot suggesting how
you want to do it.

| recognize we're tal king about an open neeting
l aw, an all eged open neeting |law infraction, and here we're
suggesting that we go back into executive session because of

attorney-client privilege.
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So the only thing | would add is that even if the
attorney general understands the attorney-client privilege,
that's exactly -- he has hundreds of attorneys that do that
every day with their boards and conm ssions and public
of ficials.

So it should not be for fear of doing sonme --
non-transparency should not be the reason to not have
executive session for attorney-client advice.

But, we're fully prepared to do it either way.

So it's conpletely at the discretion of the
Conmm ssi on.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Madam Chair, Ms. O G ady,
M. Kanefield.

| ' m not suggesting that you give the Conm ssion
any | egal advice.

| think what you're doing is you' re delivering an
anal ysis of what l|legislative privilege nmeans by definition
and by -- so we woul d have an understandi ng of that and so
woul d nmenbers of the general public.

And the |ikew se what the upside and downsi de
woul d be of accepting or denying it.

That's not getting |legal advice. That is purely
gi ving an understandi ng of what it m ght be.

And Ms. O Grady m ght disagree with ne, but at

| east the first piece you cannot.
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JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Well, 1'mdoing all the talking
here.

Mary, do you want to weigh in on the question of
privilege?

MARY O GRADY: Onh, absolutely. That is |ega
advice in the context of a fact specific inquiry. That
would be in the range of |legal advice that is perfectly
appropriate as Joe said for executive session.

| haven't heard that notion to nove into executive
session yet, so that's why we are continuing this --

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Coul d you answer

Comm ssioner Stertz's question in a very broad and general

way ?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Wl --

VICE-CHAIR HERRERA: | think | agree with him
that a -- and | could be wong. |'ve taken one | aw school
cl ass.

So | would recomend that you, again, do it as a
general speaking and as broadly as you can, so we can have a
under st andi ng and so can the public.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  As to what executive -- as
to what legislative privilege is, which I think is a

di stinct question fromthe waiver issues which would be
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| egal advi ce.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Madam Chai r
Comm ssi oner Herrera, thank you.

What | was going to suggest, we did a sunmary of
| egislative privilege for the Conmm ssion.

It's part of our legal briefing in the materials
t hat we gave you

|'mgoing to cue fromthe materi al s.

That information is also available to the public
on our -- on the Comm ssion's website.

So pretty nmuch what I'mgoing to be saying here is
directly frominformation that you all have access to.

Legi slative inmmunity, it comes fromthe speech and
debate clause of the U S. Constitution that also exists in
the Arizona Constitution.

If 1'mboring you, the courts have basically held
t he precedent that applies to the U S. speech and debates
cl ause applies to the state.

It also springs fromthe separation of powers
doctri ne.

And what it essentially says is that it's a
privilege that exists for legislators acting in the
| egi sl ative capacity.

And you are all, for all |egal purposes,

| egi sl ators.
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It's a testinonial and evidentiary privilege as we
now know fromthe Court of Appeals decision. That neans
that if you are called in any kind of |egal proceeding to
testify through discovery or through a subpoena to testify
at trial, you can invoke the privilege, and you woul d not
have to testify.

And the sane applies to evidentiary information.

And that was one of the issues debated |ast tine,
whi ch was whet her or not any communi cations between the
Comm ssion and its consultant, the predecessor to Strategic
Telenetry, were -- fell under the scope of the |legislative
i mmuni ty doctri ne.

And the Court of Appeals eventually said, yes,
they did, because it was part of the legislative map draw ng
process.

The wording of -- I'"'mtrying to find the court.
|'mgoing to read you right fromthe court deci sion.

Ckay. Here's what the -- here's reading fromthe
court decision, which | think states it very nicely.

It doesn't extend to cloak all things in any way
related to the | egislative process. Rather, the privilege
extends to matters beyond pure speech or debate in the
| egi slature only when such matters are an integral part of
t he deliberative and comunicative processes relating to

proposed | egislation or other matters placed within the
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jurisdiction of the legislature, and when necessary to
prevent indirect inpairment of such deliberations.

It doesn't apply to political acts such as
conmmuni cating with your constituents.

And then it does not apply to the performance of
what the court calls admnistrative tasks, which is defined
in this case because that was at issue.

So | think that that -- | hope that that gives you
sonewhat of a -- and the issue here is under the attorney
general's open neeting |law investigation authority, he, as |
nmenti oned before, he can ask -- he can put peopl e under
oath, which is, which is a discovery kind of process.

It's a civil procedure. 1It's not a crimnal
pr oceedi ng.

And then -- and the statute itself says that in
that situation a privilege can be invoked by -- you know,
whet her for attorney-client privilege or |egislative
privilege or any other privilege for that matter.

So, Mary, do you want to add --

MARY O GRADY: | was going add one thing on the
pur pose of the privilege and what the court said that Joe's
been citing.

The privilege is not intended to protect
| egislators' individual interest but to support the rights

of the people by enabling their representatives to execute
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the functions of their office without fear of prosecutions,
civil or crimnal.

So that's sort of the context and the purpose of
the -- that underlies the |legislative privilege.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Ms. O Grady, would you be so
kind to repeat that |ast sentence, please?

MARY O GRADY: The privilege is not intended to
protect legislators' individual interest but to support the
rights of the people by enabling their representatives to
execute the functions of their office without fear of
prosecutions, civil or crimnal.

And as Joe said, it's an evidentiary privilege,
both the testinony and the witten docunents.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Thank you.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  One of the -- | think when
all of us signed up for this and got nom nated and
appoi nted, we wanted to do the right thing, be all fair to
Ari zona.

And one thing that we didn't want to do is, as
vol unteers now, is being persecuted by a partisan

politician.
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| think we -- | would not recommend that you waive
your | egislative imunity.

We're all volunteers, just trying to do the best
we can.

And when | volunteered, | was assured that we
woul d have protection from-- from partisan, you know,
individuals. Because | didn't -- | was told last time there
was -- you know, obviously there were sone issues. People
di sagreed with certain things.

But there is nothing like it is -- what it is
goi ng on here, neaning politicians getting invol ved.

And it shouldn't be that way.

It shouldn't be that way that we have politicians
trying to intimdate individuals, and trying to -- you know,
basically intim date.

And I will -- 1 refuse to be intimdated, and |
will refuse to be put under oath.

Because | have nothing to hide.

What | said before, that everything was done in
t he open.

And as | nentioned to ny attorney, and |I nentioned
to ny attorney, Mary O Grady, or our attorney, excuse ne,

t hat everything was done according to SPO
And so there's no reason for themto interview ne.

None at all.
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And | probably wll not be interviewed.

So that's where | stand. | want to make sure I'm
protected as a volunteer of the state, and protect the
menbers of the public that they care about this process and
they don't want to see partisan fromeither side of the
party getting involved in trying to corrupt the system

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ms. McNulty.

COW SSI ONER MeNULTY: | think it's inportant that
we discuss all of these things, but ny concern is that we
have about two hours' worth of agenda itens here that we
haven't done yet, and you all need to be in dendale in,
what, an hour and 45 mnutes, for fol ks who are doing the
d endal e heari ng.

And, you know, | would nmake a notion, | guess,
that we go into executive session to hear your advice, but |
don't think we have the tinme for that right now.

And | think we should table this, |ook at our
future neetings, set up another neeting, and then continue.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | woul d agr eee.

Can | make a notion to table this discussion to a
future agenda?

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  You can neke that notion.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  |I'mnot sure we need a

notion. We didn't need a notion for the last itemthat we
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tabl ed, just agreed we were going to put it on the agenda.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | withdraw the noti on and
just table the item

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: | am concerned that we know
when we're going to neet next so that we can -- you know, it
| ooks |li ke we have a half a day's worth of discussion here.
We still have to approve our mnutes and ot her things.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S: Ot her thoughts from ot her
conmi ssioners on this topic?

(No oral response.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Joe.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Madam Chai r, nenbers of the
Conmm ssi on.

CHAl RPERSON VATHI'S:  Sure.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Before we | eave, | guess on the
next itemthat I would |ike you to address, which | don't
t hi nk should take very long, is agenda itemsix. |'m bad
wi th Roman nuneral s.

Which is the discussion, |egal advice, and
possi bl e acti on approvi ng expenditures for counsel.

|''m happy to brief you on why we asked for that
itemto be put on the agenda.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. | would be happy to
hear that.

O hers?
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VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  WI I we need a lot of tine
to -- Madam Chair, a lot of tine to --

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Where are we?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: -- for that topic?

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. It's 4:10.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | know, but it says 15
m nut es.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Is that howlong it wll
take, M. Kanefiel d?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: |s that enough for that? |
definitely want to come up with dates for the next neeting.
| think that's equally if not nore inportant.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: W can push --

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: It can wait?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Yes.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

Let's, looking at the agenda -- okay, let's junp
to discussion of future neetings, and we'll at |east get
t hat nail ed down.

If we have time we'll do sonething el se, but
di scussi on of future neetings.

So, what is the situation for everyone's
schedul es?

W' ve got, | know, some fol ks going out of town.

Yeah, M. Bl adi ne has sone.
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RAY BLADINE: | don't have everyone's current
avai l ability beyond, |ike, next week.

Next week | know that two of the conm ssioners
are -- one is gone all week and anot her comm ssi oner
substanti al parts.

The weeks after that, | don't have any recent
information on. And | was hoping that today people would
have their cal endars and we could do that.

In talking to M. Strasnma yesterday, it would be
nost likely, and 1'mgoing ask himto correct ne if |I'm
wong, that if we could do about three half-day neetings in
a row followi ng the preparation of the grid map, we would
then be able to get into the process of nmaking adjustnents
toit.

That woul d al so give himtine between those
hal f -day neetings to provide the information back to the
Comm ssion that they would ask for.

So | guess what | would ask you all to dois, if
you can do it now, tell us when we mght be able to do three
neetings in arow And if not, at least send it to ne and |
will try to coordinate sonething and send it back to you in
terms of when we could do it.

| think also that it would -- since it would take
a week, we could be doing things as early as the foll ow ng

week around August 15th, if | renmenber correctly.
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CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: So is the week of the 8th
conpl etely out?

RAY BLADINE: | would say yes. M. Stertz will be
gone all of that week.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Can you dial in or no?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Very chal | engi ng where | am

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Ckay.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE-CHAIR HERRERA: W -- | think we had --
Strategic Telenmetry had asked for a week to conplete the
grid map.

CHAlI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Ri ght.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: That woul d take us to next
week.

And we had tal ked about staying on course. So |
woul d recommend that we neet at |east to approve, either
tel ephonically, to approve the grid map.

| don't want any nore del ays.

And | understand people are out of town.

But if people can nake every effort to at |east
participate by phone or by Skype, | want to approve the grid
map next week.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAlI RPERSON MVATHI S: M. Stertz.
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ: |'ve noticed -- M. Herrera,
I'mall in favor of trying to nove this thing progressively.

| would like the courtesy of the rest of the
commi ssioners to recognize that | notified M. Bladine a
nonth ago that | was going to be off this upcom ng week.
And | think that sonething as paranount as this would be a
di sservice to nme as a conmm ssioner to not be able to
participate. And | |ike your indulgence in being able to
nove that to the foll ow ng Monday.

My schedule, M. Bl adine, before or after that
date is conpletely clear and nmanageabl e.

| think that we've got a couple things that we
need to do between now and our next neeti ng.

One is that we need to get a map gui de on
computers in front of us.

Second, we need to be trained, either
tel ephonically or in person.

I'I'l make nyself available to M. Strasma between
now and Sunday to do so.

The third is that we have a -- that the grid map
is made avail abl e through distribution.

And, M. Herrera, could easily be distributed to
the menbers of the Comm ssion a week fromtoday or a week
fromtonorrow, so that we could have review of it, and

i ndependent of notification to the public, so that when we
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came to the open neeting, that we could at |east have our
guestions in place, rather than having what we did with the
three consultants or the three map -- the online mapping
servi ce questi ons.

VW were -- | was caught off guard. W weren't
abl e to nmake a deci sion today.

So it would be nice to be able to have a little, a
l[ittle of couple of days' worth of ook at the map so we
could give -- be adequately prepared to ask questions.

And then once -- and then drilling down, I'm |'m
a trenmendous advocate of taking big tables and big screens
and putting us all in work sessions.

And as | suggested to M. Strasma before, an old
pl anner's style of charrette, which is working together. It
actual ly neans to squat, which neans everybody getting
around the same place and drilling through and working
t hrough to get to the next level of information.

There have been -- there's a consideration right
now of sone addition of some public neetings taking place,
that is going to cone into play. And then there's going to
be the culling together of all of that data. That's going
to need to be done as well.

So there's, if the rest of the Comm ssion w |
i ndul ge nme, and give us the opportunity for ne to

participate in this, | wuld surely appreciate it.
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CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: M. Stertz, does Saturday the
13th work at all, or no? The afternoon?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chair, the Saturday
the 13th, we are going to be hearing on -- oh, Saturday the
13th, no, I'lIl be -- Sunday the 14th, yes.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. | thought the hearing
was the 6th.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: It is.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  So, okay. So that really
doesn't buy us a lot, just the 14th, on a Sunday.

But 1'"mopen to that if people want to neet on
t hat Sunday.

Are ot hers avail abl e?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Starting Sunday the 14th,
novi ng forward.

COW SSI ONER McENULTY: M ght be hard to get a
court reporter on a Sunday. | suggest we start on a Monday.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: So noving fromthe 15th on.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chair, |'m avail abl e
the 15th. |I'mnot avail able the 16th.

|''mavail abl e the 17th.

Those two days.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S: Yes, M. Herrera.
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VI CE-CHAIR HERRERA: What is the earliest we'll be
receiving the grid maps?
CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: |t woul d be a week from

t oday, right maybe the 10t h.

KENNETH STRASMA: | would say a week from
t onor r ow.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Ckay. The 11th. Thur sday
t he 11th.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: The 11t h.

And maybe we would get it electronically, I'm
assum ng?

KENNETH STRASMA: That's okay to distribute
el ectronically.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  And we woul d then review it
or make a decision the foll ow ng week?

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: Right. Could we neet on that
Monday, the 15th?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | am avai | abl e.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Wul d everyone be?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Yes.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  |'m avai | abl e.

KENNETH STRASMVA:  Madam Chair, if you need ne, |
am probably not avail able the 15th, but avail able the 16th.

COWM SSI ONER McNULTY: Are you avail able the 17th,

18t h, 19th?
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KENNETH STRASMA:  Yes, |'mavailable any tine
bet ween the 16th and the 19th.

COW SSI ONER McNULTY: | woul d suggest that we
neet the 16th, 17th, 18th, 19th, 20th, 21st, 22nd, 23rd,
24t h, 25th.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Are you formng that in the
formof a notion?

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: | hope no one seconds it.

W definitely need to be neeting a | ot then.

Starting -- okay. On the 16th M. Freeman is out.

17th woul d go our first date where it sounds |ike
everyone i s avail abl e.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Madam Chair, | wonder if we
shoul d consider neeting on the 15th to finish our agenda
here.

W don't need M. Strasma to do that.

And we can neet on the 17th, 18th, and 19th to
start our napping process.

Does that work?

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  If we neet Monday the 15th,
and we'l|l cover non-nmappi ng agenda itens.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Madam Chair, this would be
an agenda idea question for M. Bl adine.

Wien wi |l the schedule for round two be avail abl e?

COWM SSI ONER McNULTY: Maybe we can add that to

© Az Litigation Support Court Reporters
www. Court ReportersAz. com




N

A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

133

agenda on the 15th, because | think we may want to have sone
input to that given the concerns |ast tine.

RAY BLADINE: | think that would be no probl em
We pretty nmuch have that together. W just need to nodify
it by what happens and get that to you, so | would think we
could be ready by the 15th easily.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: | had sone thoughts about
that too. Maybe we could would tal k about it.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Madam Chair, M. Bl adine,
Comm ssi oner McNul ty.

The goal would be to get it earlier than the 15th
so that we can have our comments ready and get them
distributed to you so we can actually -- make it an action
itemon that.

COW SSI ONER McENULTY: W woul d al so gi ve our
t hought s about hearings to M. Bl adine --

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Yeah.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  -- to one anot her so that
could --

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Try to get sonething so that
he's publishing sonething to us in a draft formso we can
review it and give you our comments back prior to the 15th.

RAY BLADI NE: Wich would nean we need to get
sonething toward the end of next week to you so you woul d

have some tine to review it toward Mnday.
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|''msure we can do that.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: G eat.
Thank you.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S: M. Bl adi ne.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: M. Bladine, while I'm

t hi nking about it, | have to go to a three-day neeting

Sept enmber

Sept enber .

Chri st nas

to record.

14t h, 15th, and 16t h.

It's a Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in

Prior to that, |I'mavail able every day.
After that, 1'll be avail abl e every day until
or New Year or whenever we finish this.

RAY BLADI NE: That may be the easiest thing for ne

CHAI RPERSON VATHI S: Ckay.

So we're going to neet the 15th, cover non-nmappi ng

agenda itens.

Tucson or

we agreed

W' ||l have to figure out if that's Phoenix or
wher ever .

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Madam Chair, the time, have
on the tinmes?

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  No, we haven't.

So, I'd prefer norning to start.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  And | prefer Phoeni x.

CHAI RPERSON VATHI S: Ckay.
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|'ve got a 4:00 p.m neeting in Tucson that day.

But if |I could -- you know, if we started at
9:00 a.m in Phoenix, we could go until 2:00.

COW SSI ONER MeENULTY:  Wiere are we going to neet
the 17th -- 16th, 17th, 18th, and 19t h?

RAY BLADINE: We'll have to work on that and find
a location where we can do that. And I'mgoing to
anticipate until we get further along that those would be
hal f day neeti ngs.

The last tine the Commission did find a hotel with
a conference room and they used that three days in a row so
t hat everything didn't have to be noved.

| mght take a | ook at that and bring that back to
you on the 15th. That's not -- I'mgoing to have to figure
it out before the 15th.

So | think I'Il take a | ook at that, unless
there's an objection, to see if we can find a | ocation that
we woul d have to pay sonme cost, but so far we haven't had to
pay nmuch to do public hearings.

COW SSI ONER McNULTY: M. Strasma, does it matter
whet her we're near the Evans House?

Do we need facilities at the Evans House for any
of that?

KENNETH STRASMA:  No. The software is on | aptops,

and the projectors are portable.
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COW SSI ONER MeENULTY: Al right. As much as I'd
like to be in Tucson, | think we probably need to be in
Phoeni x or Casa G ande or hal fway or Phoeni x for those
three days, so that we -- | know Tucson peopl e can get hone
from Casa G ande, or -- | guess I'mthe only one that can
work in nmy office, so it doesn't really help you guys up
here.

RAY BLADINE: We'll take a look first to see if we
can do sonething in Casa Gande. And if not, at | east
sonmepl ace off the freeway in Phoenix so it would be easy
access for Tucson.

But we'll take a | ook and see what we can find
that's closer to Tucson.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: Casa Grande is a | ot easier
access.

RAY BLADI NE: Ckay. And we'll work there and see
if we can't find --

COW SSI ONER McNULTY:  Hal fway, sonewhat close to

hal f way.

RAY BLADINE: W'Ill meke that our goal. And if we
can't, we'll tell you

But that's what we'll start wth.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

Wth respect to the neeting on the 15th, you have
your neeting at 4:00, | just wanted you to know |I've got a
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hearing the 3:00, which | believe I can do tel ephonically,
so if we can schedule it early enough to finish by 5:30, I
woul d.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

RAY BLADI NE: Pardon ne, that was on the 15th.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN: 15t h.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chair, dependi ng on
the tinme that we start and the |l ocation, on the 17th, just
cal endar check, 1'mhosting a breakfast that finishes at
9: 00 o' cl ock on Wednesday the 17th.

So, other than that, the schedule is clear for the
rest of the week.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay.

So we're going to neet the 15th in Phoenix or
Casa Grande, nost |ikely, probably Phoeni x.

To cover non-mappi ng agenda itens.

And then | ooking at possibly 17, 18, 19 and then
into the foll ow ng week, a date for consecutive hal f day
neetings; is that the idea?

| s that what everybody thinks would work well?

RAY BLADINE: | think that's our best guess right
nNow.

W'll have to try it.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Ckay. And we'll definitely

send anything to Ray that is with regards to your schedul e,
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that is imovable, so that he has that information and we
can plan accordingly.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Yes.

COWM SSI ONER STERTZ: In regards to both of these,
these three day half sessions are going to be public
sessions, | want to really encourage M. Bladine to find a
location in Casa G ande because it will be really
advant ageous to the people in Tucson that want to be able to
attend these neetings.

Not just the three, not just for the benefit of
the three comm ssioners, but for nenbers of the general
publi c.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  So you're expressing a
preference for Casa G ande?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Yes.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: W'l work on that.

It's now 4:25 p. m

| s there anything el se on neetings?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

Yes, M. Herrera?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Can we nake sone tinme for
public coments? There hasn't been sone people that haven't
spoken.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  Yes, | think that's a good
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i dea.

We have a few request to speak fornms. Some of you
| know have spoken.

| know we spoke on itens three and four, but if
you have general things to discuss, we can get through as
many as we can.

| think David Cantelne, if you're still here?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Madam Chair, | would prefer
peopl e that haven't spoken, personally, because | think we
are going to end as close to 4:30 as possi bl e.

So peopl e that haven't spoken --

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Ckay. |1'mopen to that.

Let nme see if there are -- mght be anybody that
hasn't spoken yet.

Most have.

Barbara Kl ein, is she here?

Geat. Ckay.

W' ||l go that public coment.

Bar bara Kl ein, president League of Wnen Voters of
Arizona, from Scottsdal e.

BARBARA KLEIN: Look at this.

Ckay. Thank you. 1'Ill try to speak quickly here.

The League has been very supportive of the
| ndependent Redistricting Comm ssion for a long, long tine.

We are part of witing it, and we do a |lot of public
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education on it.

As part of the Arizona Conpetitive D stricts
Coalition, we want to the repeat that every effort was nade
to be inclusive.

And we were successful at that.

W were not only bipartisan. W were
mul ti-partisan.

And so were the judges in our contest.

Qur public mapping foruns were held at coffee
shops, organi zational neetings, |ike the League, and at
Tea Party gat heri ngs.

And it was open to everyone.

Regarding the costs of the Azavea, |'mnot certain
why this shoul d be hel d agai nst the conpany or against the
Arizona taxpayers for that matter

| hope it won't be.

But all of the tools, any of the three, wll be
converted to neet the needs of the Conm ssion anyway.

| also want to say that | think that already
establ i shed participation, there's over 400 peopl e that have
signed on and kind of used it to sonme degree or another, and
public famliarity with it, is indeed sonething to consider
and not to dismss.

More than the noney actually, this is inportant to

us, because we want to support the public tool the people
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are already aware of.

Yest erday co-chairs of that organi zation, Ken
Gl ark, a Denocrat, and Roberta Voss, a Republican, held a
press conference to announce the wi nners of the public
mappi ng cont est .

| n passing, the maps were judged w th coded nanes
only so no one ever knew who they were.

We have prepared a report for each of the
conm ssioners to explain the strengths and weaknesses of the
maps they cl ose.

We are not presenting these as suggested maps.

But as a starting point for consideration for the
public and di scussi on.

And we have these for you now as far and al so a
few for the staff and consultant.

| would also Iike to express sone concerns of the
League.

That the public comments seemto be devel opi ng
code words, at least in our ears.

Competitiveness, if you get up here and you use
the word conpetitive, it means progressive.

|f you get up here and you know use the words
communities of interest, it means conservative.

This is distressing to us.

We believe that both of these issues can be
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addressed fairly.

And while conpetition is not nore inportant, it is
of equal inportance to everybody to have fair districts and
fair elections.

Communities of interest are very inportant.

But, we hope that the Conm ssion will be sensitive
to avoi d mani pul ati on by outside sources or those trying to
gerrymander a district for their own outcomes and using
comunities of interest as a code word to do that.

W really want you to | ook at both things and | ook
at themstrongly.

And we will hand you our.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Qur next speaker is Bob
Rosenber g.

| s he here?

(No oral response.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Sorry, Bob.

Next is Mohur Sidhwa representing self from
Tucson.

Thank you.

MOHUR SIDHWA: | do agree with Barbara Kl ein here.
She spoke very well and she -- although I keep banging the

drum for conpetitive districts, it's just that in the
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ten years ago we found ourselves in sonewhat nonconpetitive
envi ronment s.

As to what a conpetitive district is, | kind of
nmenti oned that yesterday.

It's one in which the ability to predict the
outcone of an election is fairly low and in which no party
fails to field candi dates on a regul ar basis.

Anot her issue that canme up was how do we deal wth
the no party candi dates or the Independents? They are
| ndependent s because sonetimes they swi ng one way, sonetines
the other that. And you cannot define them

By their very nature, they've chosen to be
i ndependent .

They have chosen not to be defined in one category
or the other.

And we have to respect that.

Al though | have found, and because |'ve done a | ot
of wal king on the streets, both in District 26 when | |ived
there and District 28 where | live now, those |Independents
who tend to be in District 28 tend to | ean definitely on the
progressive side.

Those are who are Independent in District 26, nore
often than not, tend to | ean on the nmuch nore conservative
si de.

And just granted not a total, but that's about as
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best an answer as | can give howto do it.

But those districts, | gave you guys sone graphs
yesterday, those districts where it's very cl ose between
Denocrat and Republicans, with a nice healthy chunk of
| ndependents thrown in, those are the nost conpetitive.

Because that neans all ideas get an airing, so we
can fight on the field of battle rather than up here.

So, that's all | have to say.

Thank you all again for everything you do.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

There's just one | ast speaker that hasn't gotten
to speak at all yet.

Geri Qtoboni from Rancho Vi sta HOA

GERI OTTOBONI: Geri Otoboni, GE-RI,
OT-T-OB-ONI.

And | have one particular thing | wanted to
address, but then again after listening to this |ady speak
wanted to address that as well.

The first thing | wanted to say is | wanted to set
the record straight about the amount of the noney that was
required for the Conm ssion to operate. Proposition 106
requires that the Arizona State Legislature give six mllion
to the Comm ssi on.

But the | ast Conm ssion actually spent

9.55 mllion, so that the state is budgeting 10.2 mllion
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for the next ten years.

The budget of 3.5 mllion is for any one year, as
M. Bl adi ne has said.

But the actual anount spent |ast tine was 9.55,
and that is public record.

| know I sort of hobble around, but |I tore a
l'i gament .

And so | wal ked probably two hours, four days week
in the last election.

And | went to no parties and | went to
| ndependent s.

And it's interesting -- and | went to every house.

And the interesting was it wasn't necessarily
conservative in LD 26, because a | ot of people becane
| ndependent because they were unhappy with the Republican
party and a | ot of people were unhappy with the Denocratic
party.

So this way sonetines they' |l vote either way.

But | stopped at many Denocrat's door -- or, you
know, |iberal door, doorsteps, and houses. So | have to
somewhat disagree with the previous | ady because |'ve wal ked
t housands and thousands and thousands -- |'ve wal ked all the
way from Saddl ebrooke all the way down through Oro Vall ey,
all the way down to Casa -- to the street Magee turns into.

| forget the nane of it.
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Ckay. Thank you very nuch

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

That concl udes public conment.

| appreciate everyone filling out the request to
speak fornms and giving us your advice on agenda itens three
and four today too.

That was very hel pful .

The time is now 4:34 p. m

And without further ado to get to our neeting in
A endale, 1'll declare this neeting adjourned.

(Wher eupon, the neeting was adjourned.)

* * * *x %
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STATE OF ARI ZONA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF MARI COPA )

BE I T KNOM that the foregoi ng proceedi ng was
t aken before nme, Marty Herder, a Certified Court Reporter,
CCR No. 50162, State of Arizona; that the foregoing 146
pages constitute a true and accurate transcript of al
proceedi ngs had upon the taking of said neeting, all done to
the best of ny skill and ability.

DATED at Chandl er, Arizona, this 9th day of

August, 2011.

C. Martin Herder, CCR
Certified Court Reporter
Certificate No. 50162
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