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June 29, 2011
12: 05 p. m

PROCEEDI NGS

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  This neeting of the Arizona
| ndependent Redistricting Comm ssion will now conme to order.
The time is 12:05 p.m despite what the clock on the wall
says. |It's 103 degrees. And let's all rise for the Pl edge
of All egi ance.

(Pl edge recited)

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: It's great to see so many of
the public here today, and I'd like to rem nd anyone who
would like to speak to fill out a Request to Speak formin
t he back and give to that to our Executive D rector, Ray
Bl adi ne.

And | have a few so far, and there's still tine to
do that, so feel free.

Let's have roll call.

Vi ce Chair Freenman.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Her e.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Vice-Chair Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Here.
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CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: Conmi ssioner McNulty.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Here.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Conmi ssi oner Stert z.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Here.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: W have a quorum

|'d also |like to acknow edge our | egal counsel
t oday, Joe Kanefield, and our Executive D rector, Ray
Bl adi ne.

And we have a court reporter today, Marty, who's
going to be taking an accurate record of things, so I'd |ike
to remind everyone to speak one at a tinme so that he gets
and can hear what we're saying.

| think that takes us to itemtw on the agenda,

which is the call for public coment.

|'ve got a handful so far, and you can still feel
free to fill out a Request to Speak formand give it to Ray,
but we'll go ahead and get started with this.

I'd like to ask the people speaking if they could
[imt their comments to five mnutes today, that would
really be helpful in ternms of tine.

Qur first speaker is actually a distinguished
guest, M. Steve Lynn, who's the former Chair of the IRC
He's representing hinself, and he'd like to tal k about the
consul tant sel ection and ot her.

STEVE LYNN: Madam Chair, Menbers of the
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Conmi ssi on, good afternoon.

| will certainly do ny best to keep ny comments to
five mnutes, however, | did prepare sonme remarks, and |
will try to go through themas quickly as | can.

As | indicated, ny name is Steve Lynn, and | am
former Chair of the Conmi ssion. Until the first of you was
sel ected, | spent ten years doing what you're doing.

And in that capacity, | cone before you today,
particularly to address sonme comments that were nade | ast
neeting by a coll eague of mne, Andi M nkoff.

When the new conmi ssion was inpanel ed, | decided
very early on that | would not be a part of the process. |
didn't think it was appropriate. | didn't think it was
appropriate for old dogs to teach new dogs any tricks unless
t he new dogs ask.

And so | cone here today not in that capacity to
try to teach you anything, but rather I cone to respond to
sone comments that were nmade | ast tine.

And, it is very difficult for me to do this,
because | think retired Comm ssioners should stay retired.

That's ny point.

So, you have |ong fought for discretion as a
Comm ssion. You can do a lot of things any way you want to
do them And with that discretion cones an awmful |ot of

responsibility.
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The discretion is quite broad, but so is the
responsibility that goes with it. And the responsibility is
to make sure that there are no abuses of discretion, and no
unwi se or excessive exercise of the power that you have
under the constitution.

But Ms. Mnkoff's comments at the |ast neeting
cannot and shoul d not go unchal | enged.

Let ne be clear.

| amnot here today to pronote or support any one
of the candidates to be your mappi ng consul tant.

| amsinply here today to clear up sone
m sconceptions based on her comments at the |ast neeting.

Wiile Ms. Mnkoff is entitled to her own opi nion,
and certainly | have heard her opinions for alnost ten
years, she is not entitled to her own set of facts.

And so | take issue with many of her statenents to
you | ast week, as being untrue, inaccurate, m sleading,
defamatory, and in some cases just preposterous.

In her zeal to discredit one of your applicants,
Ms. M nkoff woul d have you believe that that applicant
mani pul at ed the mappi ng process throughout the work that we
did as a Comm ssion, and that that applicant infused their
bias into the maps that were drawn.

| would sinply rem nd the Comm ssion that our

mappi ng consultants only drew maps at our direction,
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i ncluding the now famous Hal |l - M nkoff plan favored by
Ms. Mnkoff and the plaintiffs in the five-year |egal battle
t hat we fought.

That map, NDC drew, |ike every other map they
drew, at our direction and our agreenent.

In fact, NDC drew every map and every test that we
ever considered as a Conm ssion, the ones we adopted and the
ones we rejected, |like the Hall-M nkoff plan

O, the Congressional map that Ms. M nkoff, al ong
with the other nmenbers of the Conm ssion, voted in favor of.
And were there bias in that map, she certainly would have
voted against it, as well, as she did with the |egislative
map.

And if you think about it, the stakes are nuch
hi gher on a Congressional map than they would be on a
| egislative map, so if you had an addenda you certainly
woul d do sonething to bias the Congressional map as wel .

Now, if | sound incredulous, it is because | am

| am saddened and enbarrassed by these unfortunate
and untrue comments that have been nmade as a part of your
record.

| can assure you that the other nenbers of the
Comm ssion did not feel manipulated by NDC, and have never
expressed anything but high regard for their work.

As she indicated to you, Ms. Mnkoff felt so badly
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served by NDC that she went out of her way to send a letter
to the California IRC urging themnot to engage NDC as their
mappi ng consul t ant.

What she didn't tell you is that two ot her nmenbers
of the former Conmm ssion, ny Conmmi ssion, also sent letters
to the California Conm ssion urging just the opposite,

And l et me share with you sone conmments from those
letters.

Ji m Huntwor k, a Republican nenber of the
Comm ssion, wote as follow

Quote: "One of the first, and in retrospect, one
of the best decisions made by our Commi ssion was to hire
Dougl as Johnson and his col |l eagues at National Denographics
Corporation as our primary consultant. |[|'ve never had the
opportunity to work with a nore highly qualified, hard
wor ki ng, dedi cated professional, and classy individual or
group than M. Johnson and the associates at NDC." Unquote.

Unl ess you think that because of the bias inferred
that that's what the Republicans thought and the Denocrats
felt differently, Joshua Hall, a Denocratic nmenber of the
Comm ssion, wote as follows.

Quote: "Doug Johnson and his staff were
absol utely outstanding. They were always very responsive to
what ever request we nade. Their desire was to always serve

us. Throughout the process, Doug was inpartial and
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unbi ased. He never seened to have an agenda, other than to
make us happy. H s deneanor and actions were always polite,
courteous, professional and productive. Wen it cane to the
nuts and bolts of redistricting, Doug' s technical know edge
and expertise were w thout match.

When conparing the anal ysis conpl eted by Doug and
his staff, to that of other consultants presenting speci al
interests -- representing special interests, the difference
was often dramatic in the |evel of depth and detail.

In addition to his technical expertise, Doug has a
keen sense of how to hel p navigate the conplexities of the
process. He understands redistricting better than any
person | know. He has a unique ability to synthesize that
which is very conplicated and make it very understandabl e
for the public. He frequently would do so.” Unquote.

So, it isn't a matter of Republicans or Denocrats
feeling that NDC did a good job. It is, in fact, a
consensus of everyone, apparently, other than Ms. M nkoff.

Now, |I'mnot going to go into all of the detail of
t hings that she told you that weren't quite accurate, but |
will tell you that if you reviewthe record, there are
several, and | nean several inaccuracies that were a part of
her statenent.

Let me sumup ny discussion with Ms. Mnkoff's

unfortunate comments by saying that her opinions are not
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hel d by anyone el se ever associated with the Commission, its
staff or consultants.

And, since | have the floor, Madam Chair, and |
understand |I'mabusing the tinme [imt, and | apol ogi ze for
that, but after ten years, give nme sone discretion

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Grant ed.

STEVE LYNN: | amgrateful for the indul gence of
the time, and I would be remss if | did not also comment on
what appears to be this Conm ssion's desire to reject any
association with the forner |IRC

Now that's an opinion. And | amentitled to that.

Legal counsel, consultants, first and forenost,
let me tell you that the discretion that has been | ong
fought for is absolutely yours, and you are entitled,
perfectly within your rights, to reject any or al
associ ation with anything that happened in the last ten
years.

The question is, is it wse to do so.

We have been roundly criticized for not -- not
creating a sufficient nunber, whatever that neans, of
conmpetitive districts. And the nunber that is thrown around
is four.

That the final maps that we produced, the
| egislative map, in particular, had four conpetitive

districts.
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Wll, if you use the narrowest definition and the
nost conservative net hodol ogy of determ ning
conmpetitiveness, the answer is four.

By judges, that's statistical analysis that we
enpl oyed as a Comm ssion, there were only four conpetitive
districts in the legislative map prior to the map going into
effect.

However, an honest review of the effectiveness of
the districts as they perfornmed over the | ast decade, wll
show you that, at mninmum seven, and generally nine of the
districts performed in a conpetitive manner

That is to say, that over the last ten years,
those nine districts produced | egislative representatives
fromthe -- for the State, fromboth political parties, over
t hat period of tine.

And just for the record, you can check, districts
five, ten, 11, 17, 20, 23, 24, 25, and 26. Check the record
for the last ten years and you will see that they have
represented both parties in the State Legislature.

So when the inevitable challenge comes in court,
and it will come, | hope that you are well served by your
consultants, as we were by ours.

Renmenber, our maps were used for the |ast decade,
and we drew every one of them No court, no special naster,

no third party drew maps for us.
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Qur maps were the ones that were used, and that
was our first and nost inmportant criteria, with the
exception of upholding the constitution and the | aws of
Ari zona.

And | hope you renenber the words of the
phi | osopher, George Santayana, who in a volune entitled
Reason And Commonsense, Vol une One, said, quote: "Those who

cannot renenber the past are doonmed to repeat it. Unquot e.
| don't want you to repeat five-and-a-half years
of litigation. No one should have to do that.

Madam Chair, Menbers of the Comm ssion, | thank
you for your time. | hope this is the |ast opportunity that
|, or any nenber of the former Conm ssion, will have to
address you on the issue of consultants or anything el se of
subst ance, unless you ask us.

Thank you very nuch

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Thank you, M. Lynn. You're
wel come to cone any tine.

STEVE LYNN: Thank you.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. The next speaker slip
| have, Marilyn Rego, representing Sun Gty Cub. The
subject is AZredistricting.com

MARI LYN REGO  Madam Chair and Commi ssion, | am
Marilyn Rego, of the Sun Gty O ub.

And |1've been follow ng these proceedi ngs based on
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t he posted m nutes and videos, and it appears that the
Conmi ssion has al ready nade a very parti san deci sion on
sel ection of the attorneys.

| hope that the choice of the Comm ssion today for
a mappi ng conpany who will collect and give information back
to the Comm ssion fromthe public, will be a choice that is
obvi ously beyond reproach.

Surely one of these four conpanies cones into the
process w thout an agenda.

If that is the case, then the Comm ssion should
choose that conmpany so the public can have confidence that
the public voice will be fairly represented.

That is the very |east that the Comm ssion can do.

On the agenda today, there is a group that appears
to be getting preferential treatnment already. This group
supposedl y represents the general public, but on a closer
inspection is linked to progressive |iberals and progressive
| i beral organizations, and that group is
AZredi stricting.com

There have al ready been groups comng forward with
maps that have been drawn, but they al so have been able to
present their maps for a few mnutes as a public input part
of the neeting.

For a group like AZredistricting.comto be given

speci al treatnent by the Conm ssion, shows that they had
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political connections and are not a neutral group.

O can any group ask the Conm ssion to present
their maps in a separate presentation?

The entire purpose of having a Comm ssion, which
i s spendi ng huge taxpayer noney, was so there could be
confidence that the process is fair.

If a group of citizens is given preferential
treatnent over other groups, is that fair?

Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Next speaker is Geri Otoboni, representing Petot,
| think, P-E-T-OT.

And if I"mincorrect, you can correct ne, Ceri,
and the subject is nmapping conpani es.

GERI OTTOBONI :  Yes, Conm ssi oner.

Excuse ne.

Strategic Telenetry and Research Advisory Systens
shoul d be disqualified fromconsiderati on because of their
obvious conflict of interest issues.

Strategic Telemetry, with its president, Ken
Strasma, being Cbama's 2008 National Director for Targeting,
is sort of like Chicago politics comng to Arizona.

Even Strasma's response to the Conm ssioners'
guestions on how he woul d respond to those concerned about

his perceived bias, was right out of Cbhama's play book,
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nanely, his transparency, a neticul ous docunentation as to
how he woul d di spel the bias accusations.

Research Advi sory Systens, Tony Sissons, had
troubling association wth the SEIU, but another huge red
flag was his definition of "Communities of Interest.”
According to his definition, the Hopi Nation would not be
considered a community of interest because it's too big
geogr aphi cal | y.

The | argest comunity of interest that he thought
woul d be acceptabl e was a nei ghborhood wat ch that woul d be
covering a fewlittle streets.

H s expl anation was equally revealing of his
political bias, stating that the term Communities of
Interest as a code for safe district.

This is sinply not true, as can be seen by the
exanpl e of the Hopi Nation and other groups |ike ranchers.

Sissons felt the conmpetitive districts should be
much nore inportant because of the problemw th communities
of interest, but conpetitive districts nust play a | esser
role, according to the Redistricting Comm ssion's own RFP
as well as the State Suprene Court.

2.2.6, to the extent practicable, conpetitive
districts should be favored where to do so woul d be great -
|'msorry -- would create no significant detrinent to the

ot her goal s.
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One has to wonder how either of these conpanies
made it into the final consideration

But TerraSystenms does not seemto have any
baggage. They are an Arizona conpany. And so the noney
will stay in the state. And they were the only conpany t hat
came up with a process to get the public invol ved.

W also like their response to the role the
mappi ng conmpany shoul d take in devel opi ng the maps.
TerraSystens said that the data and the public need to drive
t he process, not the mappi ng conpany.

Now, that really makes sense with no agenda.

Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Next speaker, Gary Gonez, representing self. And
t he subject is mapping consultants.

GARY GOMVEZ: Let nme get ny glasses on. It's an
age thing.

Madam Chai rman, Conmi ssioners, ny nanme is Gary
Gonez. I|I'ma citizen, a concerned citizen.

| attended your neeting |ast Friday and |istened
to all the proposed mappi ng consultants presentations.

Redi stricting is a daunting task, and | do not
envy you your m ssion.

The many | aws, nmandates, and court decisions often

create roadbl ocks to conmon sense sol utions.
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As was pointed out Friday, the popul ation
distribution in Arizona is al so chall engi ng.

| |l earned nuch about the proposed process.

Your own outline, the RFP, |lays out nmuch of the
restrictions on the bidders for the mappi ng consul tant.

One part of your RFP states that the offer shal
have no personal, famly, or financial relationships or
conm tnments that a reasonabl e person would consider likely
to inmproperly influence sonmeone nmaking a redistricting
deci si on.

Now, what each consul tant says, none of them can
absol utely keep from maki ng mappi ng deci sions that wl|
affect the resulting maps.

If they start with assunptions and preferences
that are in conflict with your owmn RFP and/ or have fi nanci al
ties to one party or the other, they should not be
consi der ed.

First, Strategic Telenetry should not be
considered. Sinply, they do not pass the snell test. How
can they be inpartial if nearly 100 percent of their clients
are, and continue to represent, are Denocrats.

These, by their own adm ssion, include the Chama
canpai gn, DNC, | abor unions, Kerry For President canpaign.

As one public speaker pointed out after the

session, they are currently aiding Denocrats in Wsconsin on
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the recall efforts agai nst Republicans.

Does it not give you pause that they could -- that
t hey nention no Republican clients in their presentation.

They admtted nost of the firmare Denocrats.

| would also strongly rem nd you that they wll,
by their own words, take nost of the noney out of the state.

They will do their mappi ng behind closed doors in
Washi ngton, D.C. and New York.

They al so have not begun | oading data in their
dat abase as the other firnms. This could affect your
schedul e.

Last, they know not hing about Arizona. They
admtted this. And as | said, would take the noney out of
t he state.

Second, Research Advisory Services are strongly
conmtted to the concept of conpetitive districts.

As you're aware, and stated in the RFP
conpetitive districts should be favored, where to do so
woul d create no significant detrinent to other goals.

In other words, competitive districts are
considered after all the other criteria goals are net.

Last, though they |ean Denocratic and M. Sissons
admtting he was progressive, they are an Arizona conpany,
and woul d keep the noney nostly in Arizona.

But | found it troubling when he spoke of
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ideology like it was the primary focus of conmmunities of
i nterest.

To ne, and I'mjust a |ayman, communities are
peopl e, culture, conmerce, religion and lifestyle.

They are nore than their voting history.

If 1 had a vote, it would be to keep the noney in
Arizona. | was inpressed with TerraSystens, their
presentation, their lack of agenda, and | felt their |ack of
experience with statewide redistricting to be an asset.

They had the best proposal for public input
t hrough soci al nedia, the web, the cloud, Android aps, and
any way that a person wanted to send input, including
hand- drawn maps and snail mail

They were the only firmthat had a public
relations firmonboard to hel p get public input.

They were the only firmthat proposed a nanual to
help citizens and citizen groups with their input.

| Iiked what they said, the data should drive the
process, the public should drive the process, and the
Conmi ssion should drive the process.

They al so know our state.

Let's keep the noney in Arizona. Please focus on
nore than the letter of the law. Keep in mnd the intent of
t he | aw.

Thank you.
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CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Qur next speaker is John Gall agher, representing
self, and the subject is inportance of conpetitive
districts.

JOHN GALLAGHER  Thank you, Madam Conm ssi oner,
Menbers of the Conmm ssion

| probably don't need to explain to any of you the
i mportance of conpetitive districts.

Wen | was -- | got here alittle bit early today,
and | took a quit tour through the old Capital Miseum and |
saw an exhibit by the Secretary of State's office saying --
procl aimng: Your vote counts.

Wll, the sad thing is, that for many Arizonans,
their vote doesn't count, because they live in |opsided
districts where the result of the election is determned in
the primary. If you belong to the wong party in one of
t hose districts, your vote actually doesn't count. So, it
is inmportant that people retain faith in our political
system and | amafraid a lot of people are losing faith. A
| ot of people don't bother to vote because they tell ne
there's nobody to vote for.

And we need to change that. W need to give
peopl e a choice, and that, they just don't have right now.

The alternative is nore recalls, nore initiatives,

nore attenpts of citizens to take government into their own
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hands if governnent doesn't represent them

And |'ve heard it alleged that the |ast mapping
consul tant treated conpetitiveness as an afterthought.

W can't allow that to happen agai n.

If that's true. And I'mnot sure that it is.

But if they treated conpetitiveness as an
afterthought, they didn't weight it equally with the other
criteria that the courts have told us we nust do, then that
consul tant shoul dn't be given another chance.

Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Qur next speaker, Rene Quillen. You can correct
ny pronunciation. Legislative assistant representing League
of Arizona Cities and Towns, and the subject is outreach.

RENE GUJI LLEN: Madam Chair and Conm ssi oners, good
afternoon. M nane is Rene Quillen. Don't worry it's
pronounced no way like it's spelled.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

RENE GUI LLEN: But, hopefully, I will be the nost
boring presenter here during the public comrent period.
|'ve actually already nmet with the staff behind the scenes
and | just wanted to formally introduce nyself to the
Conmi ssion, and to just let you know that we are avail abl e,
not on any sort of opinion or agenda, but actually just as

you do your outreach to get out to the state, to take
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f eedback and | ook at the maps, and tour the state.

And we just wanted to I et you know that we can be
a resource to help you get in contact wth some of the 91
nmunicipalities across the state. |If you' re |ooking for
| ocations to host neetings. | know you' ve spoken of having
an interest in using higher education facilities because of
t he technol ogi cal capabilities, while many, you know, cities
and towns streamtheir council neetings, and they record
them and put those on the web. So they're already sort of
pre-wi red, hopefully, to neet sone of your needs.

And so we've actually received sone positive
f eedback, active feedback from Chandl er, Avondal e, Prescott
Vall ey, and, in particular, Flagstaff, in their wllingness
to host the Conmi ssion and help themin their duties.

So | just wanted to formally introduce nyself, and
say, you know, we're here. W have contacts. | know you
guys already net in Oo Valley. And so we're thankful they
were willing to acconmbdate you, and | ook to help you in the
future.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you for facilitating
t hat neeting, too. Thanks.

Qur next speaker, M chael Liburdi, an attorney
with Fair Trust. And the subject is mapping consultant.

M CHAEL LIBURDI: Cood afternoon, Madam Chair

Menbers of the Comm ssion, |egal counsel
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I'1'l be brief.

| just want to reiterate what has been said
before. The State Constitution requires that this
Comm ssi on and the individual Conm ssioners exercise
inmpartiality, and nmake deci sions that uphold public
integrity in this process. And that's very clearly spelled
out in the Constitution. 1It's part of the legislative
hi story.

And if this Conm ssion and the Conm ssioners
deci de to choose a mapping consultant that is closely
aligned with one particular political party, this
Conmi ssion's ability to uphold that public confidence wll
be irreparably harned.

Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  And our | ast speaker for
public coment is David Braun, representing self. And the
subject is 2001 redistricting experience.

DAVI D BRAUN:  Good nor ni ng.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Good nor ni ng.

DAVI D BRAUN: Good to be back in front of all of
you.

| have no dog in this fight in reference to who
you're going to choose as your mapping consultant.

But | did have sone experience in the 2001, 2009
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redistricting litigation, and when | heard M. Lynn speak a
few mnutes ago, | felt sone of the factors that | observed
m ght be of consideration for your Conm ssion when you nake
your decision in this matter.

And the nost obvious point | would nmake is that
t he Departnent of Justice rejected the very first set of
maps that was prepared by the Comm ssion, with apparently
the help of NDC, in their subm ssion in 2002.

|'ve yet to hear either fromNDC or fromthe
Comm ssion itself over the years, as to exactly the history
behi nd why that was rejected, and how t hose deci sions were
made.

The Conmi ssion at the tine apparently nade a
decision that they weren't going to allow thensel ves to be
deposed and nor allow individual testinmony fromthe
Comm ssioners that m ght hel p explain that variance.

Apparently there was sone deficiency in the
initial presentation of the maps to DQJ, and while there may
have been four conpetitive districts on the initial
subm ssion, there's no surprise in recognizing that in
response to the DQJ rejection, the Conm ssion reworked its
decision, and, in fact, drafted what was regarded as five or
si X conpetitive districts by nost observers.

The second matter 1've noticed, and | did | ook at

a substantial portion of the lengthy neeting last tine in
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reference to the different mapping conpanies that you're
considering, and there was a certain anmount of confusion
concerning exactly what the goal of conpetitive districts is
inrelationship to the constitution the way it's drafted.

And while the constitution does appear on its
strai ght | anguage to present sone issue as to whether
conpetitive districts should be regarded as a | esser goa
than the other five goals that the Conm ssion is obligated
to consider, | think your |egal counsel, M. Kanefield, and
a very quick review of the case |law, the Arizona Suprene
Court has said, especially the 2009 case, has made it
absolutely explicit, these are six equal goals.

You can consider themin any order that you want,
but the value or the strength of each one is to be
considered equal to the other, the others, in your
consi derati on.

And the Supreme Court has nade that decision, and
that's what we're all stuck with at this point, as far as
the interpretation of that section of the constitutional
provi si on.

Thank you very nuch

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you, M. Braun.

Unl ess there's anyone el se who would like to
speak, those are all the public conmrent sheets | have.

| have one nore com ng up
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Thank you.

Qur next speaker is Vicki Davis, representing
self, and Ctizens For Common Sense Redistricting.

The subject is choice of mapping conmpani es and
conpl ai nt about di sorgani zati on.

VICKI DAVIS: GCkay. | just got notification about
this neeting yesterday with your e-mail. And it said 1:00
o' cl ock.

W' ve been traveling around trying to find where
to park because there's no instructions. It seens |ike you
just don't want us to participate.

VW need you to schedul e sone of these neetings so
that ordinary citizens can get here in the evening, after
they work. So it just seens like -- | just don't trust that
you're trying to involve the citizens very well, at |east
fromny experience, what little bit | found out so far.

Al so, | wonder on your final four choices that
you' re supposed to decide on today, two of the conpanies,
one is based in Washington, D.C

Wiy on earth are we even considering soneone from
t here? They've done a | ot of DNC work.

| don't understand that.

Then Research Advisory Services, evidently wants
to make a -- the first consideration, conpetitive districts,

which is just crazy.
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| don't even know who belongs to what in ny own
area. | don't determne where |I live by that sort of stuff.
| go by where | can shop, the views, whatever, a | ot of
ot her reasons.

My son works for Raytheon, and he just finished
bui I di ng his hone between Benson and Saint David. And they
do al nost all their shopping in Tucson.

W travel back and forth a lot.

He says al nost half the people that he knows in
his area work in Tucson.

So there's a real tight connection there, as far
as |' m concer ned.

So | just would wish that you'd make this a little
bit nore nodern, and schedul e your neetings far enough ahead
so us ordinary people can figure out how to get here.

And, nunber two, that you figure out how to nmake
if so people can call in, or we see you on You Tube or
sonething, so it makes it nore accessible to ordinary
peopl e.

Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

| s there anyone el se that would |ike to speak
during public coment?

(No oral response.)

CHAlI RPERSON MATHI S:  Hearing none, and we're
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t hrough all the Request to Speak forns, we will nove on to
Agenda Item Three, which is discussion and consideration of
confidential docunments associated with the eval uation of
responses to the mapping consultant RFP, and the review and
ranki ng of submittal -- submtted proposals. And after
consi deration, the Comm ssion nmay take action to award a
contract to a selected firm

Conmmi ssion may vote to go into Executive Session,
which will not be open to the public, for the purpose of
obtai ning | egal advice or review ng confidential docunents.
Staff fromthe State Procurement O fice will be present.

And | would just |ike to say for everyone, because
| know it's frustrating when you see the Conm ssion go into
Executive Session, and it seens like that's all we're doing
is going into Executive Session, or comng out of it. And I
know | speak for all the Conm ssioners on this.

W woul d | ove to be conducting as nmuch as we can
in front of youu W viewthis as a very transparent process
and we want i nput.

Unfortunately, or fortunately or unfortunately, we
chose a path because we didn't have our own procurenent
process set up, we decided to follow State Procurenent
O fice's procurenent process, because they have a very solid
one that's in place, and thought that that would be the nost

expedi ent way forward, frankly, is to use their process in
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terms of securing |egal counsel and for these mapping
consul t ant s.

So, the way the process works, though, is those
proposals that these firnms submtted, first of all, the
Request for Proposal that we all crafted had to be done in
Executi ve Session and behind cl osed doors, because we didn't
want to give advantage to everyone know ng exactly what we
were providing. Everyone who needed to know, get the sane
information at the sane tine.

So during the crafting process, a lot of that was
conducted in Executive Session.

And then once the responses were submtted,
they're all considered confidential until an award i s nade.
That's why these proposals are still confidential.

At some point they'll, as soon as the award is
made, they will be available for all of you to read on the
Internet. | hope that a lot of you were able to watch
either online or cone to our neeting on Friday, where we did
interview four of the firns in public session, because it's
areally instructive thing to do for everybody. And |
encourage all of you to go to our website
AZredistricting.org, and click on the link, and you can
wat ch the entire proceedi ngs of those four firminterviews.

And soon you'll be seeing the docunents, the

actual proposals that the seven firnms submtted to us.
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So that's all forthcomng, and | just apol ogize in
advance, but that's the way the rules are. And, so, did any
Comm ssioners want to say anything on that, or any other
t houghts or conments?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: | wanted to nake everyone
aware that there is another hearing schedul ed for tonorrow,
if you are unaware of it, and |I believe that we are live
stream ng t oday.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Yes, | believe so.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: So anybody that is watching
online, would also be aware that there's a neeting tonorrow
schedul ed for 1:00 o' clock at the Pima Conmunity Col |l ege
District Ofice at 4905 East Broadway Boul evard in Tucson,
in Building C Room 105.

And part of the agenda for tonorrow includes a --
any carryover of any work that we're not conpleting today.

But al so includes a presentation by the mapping
consul tant and di scussi on and possi ble action on the
presented information.

| want to nake sure that the public is aware of
that public nmeeting. It was posted. And if you have not
had a chance to see it, you are now aware of it.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you, M. Stertz.
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ:

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:

Thank you.

Any ot her comments or

t hought s?

You can ask questions too, | guess.

Vll, in order to proceed in ternms of discussing

our thoughts on these mapping consultants, do |I hear a

notion to go into Executive Session?

VI CE- CHAIR HERRERA: | nmake a notion to go into

Executive Session.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you. Is there a
second?

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Second.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Al in favor?

(Multiple ayes.)

Any opposed?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Ckay. Hearing none, we w ||
enter into Executive Session. The tine is 12:43 p.m

(Wher eupon, public session recessed, and executive

sessi on ensued.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: Ckay. The tine is 3:44 p.m

and we'l|l enter back into public session now.

Thank you public, for all of you being here. This

isS an inpressive turnout.

And our apol ogies for being so long in Executive
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Sessi on.
Joe, did you want to --

Ch, I'msorry. Joe' not ready yet. Sorry to put
you on the spot.

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD:  Madam Chair, | wanted to | et
t he Comm ssion know that |1've spoken with Jean Cark from
the State Procurenent O fice. She's infornmed ne that as the
State Procurenment Oficer, she will be delegating her
authority over the procurenent of the mapping consultant to
t he Comm ssion in accordance with ARD 41-2112.

So that neans the Conmm ssion can proceed with the
procurement selection on its own, and can nmake its sel ection
wi t hout having to go through the State Procurement O fice.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S: Thank you, Joe.

| first would like to thank ADOA and State
Procurenent O fice for, all of us would, frankly, for al
t hey' ve done. They've been with us through every step of
t he process.

Qur Conm ssion happens to have the authority to
hire anyone it wants on its own, and we chose to follow the
State Procurenment O fice guidelines, as everyone knows. W
tal ked about that earlier.

And t hey' ve been wonderful to work with and have
been with us every step of the way.

This is a highly specialized and uni que
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procurenent or selection.

And in this case, the Commssion felt it was best
to go ahead and proceed on its own in nmaking its sel ection.
To that end, do any Conmi ssioners have any thoughts or
things that they wanted to say.

(No oral response.)

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Madam Chai r.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S: Conmi ssioner McNulty.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  |'m not sure ny m crophone
is working or not.

My understandi ng, M. Kanefield, please correct ne
if I"'mincorrect, in taking a del egation of the procurenent
authority, we would conplete the procurenent process. W
woul d al so be retaining our separate constitutional
authority to make this hiring decision as a |legislative
body, based on a majority vote of the five Comm ssioners; is
t hat correct?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Madam Chai r, Conm ssi oner
McNulty, that is correct.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you for that
clarification.

Any ot her thoughts, comments?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI' S:  Hearing none, do we want to

proceed with making our selection for the mapping
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consul tant ?

D d anyone want to di scuss anything now, or did
anyone have any notions to proceed.

| m open either way.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY: M. Stertz is giving ne an
expectant look. So | will begin with ny thoughts.

We have, | believe, as a group, |learned a great
deal fromthe four consultants who took the tinme to submt
proposals that we ultinmately interviewed.

This is a very conplicated process and it involves
a lot of parts, when you put together a |lot of different
pi eces.

My -- ny essential -- the bottomline of ny
per spective on the proposals is that -- is that there's one
proposal that got an A, one proposal that got a B plus, and
two proposals that were low Cs or Ds.

And they were based solely on their responses to
t he Request for Proposals that we sent out.

We had a very detail ed Request for Proposal that
required themto respond to a lot of the -- in great detail,
to different parts of the work that we needed.

Three of the firnms responded in great detail, and
gave us step-by-step proposals about what they woul d do.

One of the firnms took a nore generalized approach

and tal ked about experience, but didn't give us the
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step-by-step detail about how t hey woul d address each of the
i ssues that we raised.

So that's ny overvi ew of the proposals.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thanks for your thoughts.

O her Comm ssi oners?

Anyone want to say anything el se.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | agree wi th Conm ssi oner
McNulty's comments. | think we |earned a | ot these past

coupl e nonths, especially going through the proposals in

great detail, reading themover and over again, listening to
their interviews. | learned a great deal, a lot. | may
apply in ten years as a mappi ng consultant here. | hear

it's a good gig.

But they're all four good applicants, but sone of
t hem stood out nore than others.

But they all had their strong points, and their
weaknesses. But in the end, we ended up -- | ended up
deci di ng, based on the criteria that was set forth by SPO on
t he eval uati on and net hodol ogy on the capacity of offer.

And | had two of them in ny opinion, that stood out
greatly, and then two that were good, but not quite as good
as the first two that | saw as ny top two.

But it was a tough decision for ne, and I am sure
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it was a tough decision for the rest of you.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you, M. Herrera.

O her comments from ot her Conm ssioners?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S: There is a notion to nove
forward with a given consultant, any of the four that we
i ntervi ened.

COW SSI ONER MENULTY:  Madam Chair, | woul d nove
that we direct M. Bladine to negotiate a contract for
providing us with mapping services with Strategic Tel enmetry.
| would nove that we direct our Executive Director, Ray
Bl adine, to negotiate a contract for mapping services with
Strategic Telenetry.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: |Is there a second?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | second that.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Any di scussi on?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Freenan.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chair, Strategic
Tel emetry submtted a conprehensive proposal in response to
our RFP. And they had a good interview

M. Strasma and M. Drechsler made fine
presentations |ast Friday.

They bot h appeared personable, notivated to do

this, and certainly their presentati on denonstrated a
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certain fundanmental know edge and techni cal and ot herw se
related to the redistricting process.

| understand and appreciate the reasons that
certain Comm ssioners have favored that firm

| woul d al so believe and certainly would hope that
all Comm ssioners woul d recogni ze and appreci ate sone
justifiable concerns about the retention of that firm

These concerns are fairly patent in ny book and
i nfuse every aspect of their response to the RFP, but I'm
not going to bel abor them here.

What | would rather do is put forward certain
salient reasons why | favor the retention of National
Denogr aphi cs Corporation as the Conmm ssion's first mapping
consul t ant .

| favor the Conm ssioners' retention of that NDC
that's why | cannot support the retention of Strategic
Tel enetry.

Forenmost, in ny view, NDC is unmatched in terns of
its statew de experience and experience with voting rights,
Voting Rights Act conpliance issues.

NDC has undertaken statew de redistricting efforts
in Mssissippi, Washington State, and in Arizona. NDC has
undertaken redistricting efforts in nunerous other counties
and localities in Arizona, California, and numerous ot her

pl aces, including dark County, Nevada.
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NDC is the only firmw th statew de redistricting
experiences in Arizona and with an i ndependent Conm ssion
such as ours. NDCis famliar with the chall enges we face
and the decisions that the Conmm ssion may nmeke and
undertake, and understands very well its proper role as a
mappi ng consul t ant.

| ndeed, what | was struck by during the
interviews, is one of the things that | respected, in sone
of M. Strasma's responses to questions by Comm ssioners, is
how t hey resenbl ed the responses that M. Johnson gave us to
simlar questions on behalf of his conmpany NDC

And that is to say, in this case, the proper role
of a mapping consultant, which is to take our direction, and
to provide us with options, and not to ply us with answers,
and not to | ead us down any path toward any preferred
answer .

| also think NDCis -- stands unmatched really in
terms of the experience and credentials of its key
per sonnel .

They are recogni zed as the redistricting experts
in the country. They are | ooked to as national authorities.

M. Johnson is asked to speak before the National
Conference of State Legislators, and in a non-partisan
capacity on voting and redistricting issues.

| also think that NDC has a 32-year history that
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denonstrates that it can -- that denonstrates politica

bal ance and f airness.

Those jurisdictions, | nentioned sonme of them you

could characterize as Republican, others as Denocrat --
Denocratic. They've done it all.

They have a denonstrated history there.

My sense is that going forward here today,
Strategic Telenmetry is going to be our mapping consultant.
And | want to work with themand all the Conmm ssi oners.

And virtually all of our work is before us now.

W have not drawn a single map and that's really
what we're here to do. And | hope to be able to work with
confidence with Strategic Telenetry and ny other fellow
Conmi ssioners. And | hope that this, this, our vote here
today does not serve as a further distraction for the
Conmm ssi on goi ng forward.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you, M. Freenan.

Any ot her comments?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Stertz.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: 1, as well, will not be
supporting this notion.

Nat i onal Denographi cs has been involved in the
designing of state, county, and nunicipal districts across

the country in various capacities for over 32 years.
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The work that National Denographics has done has
had significant experience in devel opi ng public outreach
data, focus group managenent, is al nost unmat ched.

The applicant, National Denographics, is also the
only applicant that has, out of the applicants that we've
interviewed, is the only one that has had actually perforned
and prevail ed successfully in nmultiple statew de
redistricting applications wth the Departnment of Justice
pre-cl earance process.

The schedul e that National Denographics put
forward al so put the Departnent of Justice submttal in late
Cct ober and early Novenber of 2011. Wich would allow the
State to beginits -- and the County's and nunicipalities
t hroughout the state, to begin their work that happens after
we get done.

Nat i onal Denographi cs has been involved in the
political arena, as it pertains to municipal mapping, for
the majority of the last 32 years.

M. Johnson, as well as his firm are considered
to be the national authority as pertains to national
redistricting. And although because M. Johnson's a Fel |l ow
of the Rose Institutes of Oarenont College, it was ny
opinion after review of careful docunentation researching
this, that this relationship that he has, |I find that it is

neither a conflict of interest nor a detrinent to
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M. Johnson's ability to performunder this -- under our
Request for Proposal .

And neither the Rose Institute nor C arenont
Col | ege are party to this application.

As pertains to Strategic Telenetry, | was --
frankly, 1'm 1l ooking forward to working with Strategic, as
it appears as though they will be the selection that's going
to be nmade today.

In nmy opinion, Strategic was an applicant that did
prepare a thorough and conplete application and was a wel |
considered teamat the interview

And I -- it's ny opinion that | was both inpressed
by nostly the applicant's willingness to defer the decision-
maki ng process to the Comm ssion, and it was incunbent upon
Strategic to live up to that willingness that was so
forthrightly put forward not only in his proposal but in his
i nterview.

And |, for one, will be one that will be hol ding
hi m accountabl e, and their team accountable, to making that
happen.

It is incunbent upon the five Conmm ssioners to
direct the mapping consultants for their work, not the
mappi ng consultants to direct the Conm ssion.

So I'mlooking forward to this vote, to nove on

with this process, so that we can get onto the business at
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hand, which is re-crafting the lines of the State of
Ari zona.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you, M. Stertz.

Q her di scussion?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE-CHAIR HERRERA: | want to state for the
record that Research Advisory Services was ny nunber one
choice. | thought the proposal was inpeccable. Every RAS
districting plan that has been pre-cleared DQJ on the first
submttal. Their interview was top notch. | think
M. Sissons answered every question honestly and was very
det ai | ed.

The proposed tine line was very realistic. You

know, they proposed a collaboration with the IRC s | egal

counsel .
Everything -- every question we asked of RAS was
answered, was answered well, even during tough exam nati on.
So | -- they would be ny nunber one choi ce.
However, in a spirit of cooperation and
negotiation, I"'mwlling to support Strategic Telenetry.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you, M. Herrera.
Any ot her comments, discussion?
COWM SSI ONER McNULTY: Madam Chair, I'd like to

talk alittle bit about each of the candi dates.
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| agree with what M. Herrera just said about
Research Advisory Services. | thought they did an extrenely
t hought ful and detail ed proposal.

They have experience in Arizona that's unmatched,
and M. Sissons, | think, also understands the nuances of
our particular situation in Arizona in a way that | don't
t hi nk anyone el se did.

Wth regard to TerraSystens, | would |like to say
that their proposal was extrenely well done, very detail ed.
If we needed -- if we didn't have the huge redistricting
overlay here and needed a S firm they would be the go to
firm

Unfortunately, we're private citizens and we're
not redistricting experts, and we really need the experience
that an experienced redistricting consultant can bring us.
But | expect ten years fromnow that TerraSystens i s going
to be sitting here with a lot nore redistricting experience
and definitely be in the running.

As to National Denographics Corporation, | had to
make my deci sion based on the proposal that they submtted.

And when | refer to a conpany that tal ked nore
about generalities than specifics, of course, that's who |
amreferring to.

Their proposal relied very heavily on general

statenents about general self praise sort of, rather than
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telling us exactly how they were going to go about doing the
wor K.

And that it was very inportant to me to have a
consultant that could tell ne in great detail, what they
were going to do to achi eve each of the objectives.

The training that they offered to us in ny view
was i nadequat e.

The software that they proposed for us to use was
not responsive to what we had request ed.

The detail that they provided about conpiling and
categori zing public input, even though that is something
clearly that they' re focused on and interested in, | applaud
themfor that. The detail about the nethodol ogy in doing
that wasn't as great as sone of the other offers.

There was carel essness of details throughout their
proposal, | felt. And their methodol ogy just |acked clarity
t hat sonme of the others had.

As to Strategic Telenmetry, you have to bear with
me while | turn to ny summary about that.

| felt that their proposal was very responsive to
what we had asked themto do. It was to the point, it was
nmeti cul ously thorough.

As | said, they gave us a step-by-step description
of the met hodol ogy for each question.

They enphasi zed they woul d give us the information
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and know how to make decisions for the State.

They acknow edged that the interpretation is our
job and that they would not advocate for any position.

They encouraged us and the public to present them
with what ifs in our public hearings so that they could show
us different ways of going about them

They told us they would give us, as Conm ssioners,
a howto guide, in order to be able to access and better
under st and t he dat abase.

They had excel |l ent net hodol ogy for collecting,
conpi ling and categorizing the public input.

They tal ked about how they woul d go about
respondi ng to public commrents, not just gathering them

They stress the inportance of the public here and
insuring that the public had input and felt their concerns
wer e bei ng heard and addressed.

They said they woul d el aborate with us the I RC and
| egal counsel. That they would be avail able to us seven
days a week.

They had a very precise and detail ed nmet hodol ogy
for docunenting the devel opnent of the map, including pros
and cons for each decision. And how the six constitutional
factors would be addressed with each deci sion.

They woul d take hourly automatic snapshots of the

maps as the maps were devel oped.
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They al so had net hodol ogy for anal yzi ng and using
soci al media input.

So their proposal didn't just say they would do
it, they tal ked about exactly how they would do it.

And they have very specific explanation of the
security systens they woul d use.

They had si x experienced hands-on team nenbers
presented in their proposal, and they gave us a conplete
menu of technol ogy options.

They al so made full disclosure of their clients
they'd work for and their political contributions.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you, Ms. MNulty.

Any ot her comments?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Freenan.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  None of the Comm ssioners
here today have been el ected by the people of this state.
W' ve been appointed. W' ve been appointed to exercise
certain specific duties and responsibilities set forth in
t he Constitution.

One of the very nobst inportant concerns is
i nvol vement of the public, and building public confidence in
the process and the result.

And certainly, | wuld say that with respect to

Strategic Telenetry, | do have concerns. | do think there
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are going to be concerns raised by the public. | hope that
| am proven w ong.

| hope that we have a transparent process, and |
hope that we, none of us here, are led to believe that any
of the maps or options that are put before us have a
specific result in mnd.

And | hope that each of us, as Conm ssioner, |
hope that for the public, as well, because that's one of our
essential constitutional roles, is to build confidence with
the public in the process.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you, M. Freenan.

Any ot her comments?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON VATHIS: M. Herrera.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: | woul d agree with
M. Freeman's comment that if we, as Comm ssioners, didn't
do our job. But we will be doing our job, regardl ess of who
is the mapping consultant. W wll be doing our process.
W' || make sure that the public has input. So if it's
Strategic Telenetry or RAS, or NDC, | -- | think the public
shoul d be assured that we are doing our jobs. And that they
have input. They can attend. Al the neetings are open.

If they can't attend in person, they can do it
t hrough the -- not Skype - but whatever we're doing, and

al so during public coment.
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So | think the public should be assured that we

are doi ng our | obs.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.
O her conmment s?
(No oral response.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  Then | guess we'll take the

vote. Al in favor?

COW SSI ONER MCNULTY:  Aye.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Aye.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S: Aye.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Any opposed?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  Nay.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEVAN:  Nay.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  For the record, Vice-Chair
Herrera, Comm ssioner McNulty, and I, all voted aye.

Vi ce-Chair Freenman, Comm ssioner Stertz voted no.

| would Iike to now nake a statenent nyself. |

hope you' Il indulge me this.

And I've listened to everyone and | really

appreci ate everyone's coments just now.

My goals in sharing this Conmm ssion are pretty

straightforward. They are to conply with the Arizona

Constitution, the U S. Constitution, and the Voting R ghts

Act .

And to achi eve pre-clearance ideally on our first try

fromthe Justice Departnent.
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| understand that there are partisan feelings and
passions on all points on the political spectrum and |I'm
sensitive to that.

However, the proposition passed by the voters of
the State of Arizona, and now i ncorporate into our State
Constitution, has resulted in the Chair of the I RC being an
i ndependent .

Both tines we've done this so far

As it happens, independents are the fastest
growing block in the state, so it nakes sense to have an
i ndependent voice on the Comm ssion. And | amthe
i ndependent that ny fell ow Comm ssioners, in their wi sdom
however questionable in this case, unaninously chose.

This puts nme smack dab in the mddle of al
parti san disputes, and that is how Proposition 106 was
desi gned.

Al'l 1 can do is honor ny colleagues' choice, by
working as hard as | can, using ny best judgnent, |istening
to nmy conscience, and nmaki ng what | believe are the best
deci sions for our Conm ssion and for the people of Arizona.

W had only seven responses to our mapping
consul tant Request for Proposals. Fromthose initial seven
we chose to interview four firns.

None of those firnms is free frompartisan

connections. In fact, it seens it is in the very nature of
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this kind of technical work, that over the course of the
career, a firmhas partisan affiliations thenselves, and is
hired by partisan or partisan office holders to do the kind
of work that they do.

As in any kind of business, if you do a good job,
you tend to get referrals and foll ow up business fromthe
peopl e wi th whom you do busi ness.

Over tinme, a pattern often develops. | think it's
inmportant to note that all of the mapping consultants we
i nterviewed, whatever their partisan stripe, either personal
or work related, are first and forenpst, business people who
are in business to earn a living and give the best possible
service to their clients.

From ny own perspective as an i ndependent, it
m ght have been nice if we had four firms that only ever
wor ked or been associated with i ndependents, but apparently
those firnms don't exist, or they don't read requests for
proposal s which require summer work in the renote corners of
Arizona. W0 knows.

But of the four firns we interviewed, there were
three that, to vary degrees, seemto have closer affiliation
to Denocrats, and one that appeared to have cl oser
affiliations to Republicans.

For the sake of fairness and bal ance, | woul d have

preferred to have two of each, and | am sure having at |east
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two options clearly perceived to be on the Republican side,
woul d have been the preference of our Republican

Comm ssioners. But that was not the result of our RFP
response. Only one perceived Republican firmeven applied.
And we had no control over that somewhat surprising result.

So that was the hand we were dealt.

It's very inportant, at this point, to know that
we carefully considered many aspects of the firms
experience, capacity, and technical skill. And it's on
t hese painstakingly developed criteria that our selection is
based.

But | know that in the m nds of sonme nenbers of
the public and press, the partisan connections are the main
focus. To that end, of the four firns we intervi ewed, two,
t hough each had consi derabl e experience, also had nore
strongly perceived direct political ties to and past
i nvol vement with our state.

Under st andabl y, the Comm ssioners of the opposite
party to those perceived ties had strong objections to each,
and | had ny own concerns.

O the two remaining, one, while skilled and
Arizona based, |acked statewi de redistricting and
pre-cl earance experience, which | viewed as absolutely
essenti al .

The ot her made a nmarkedly stronger case than
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anyone else, and instilled full confidence. And in ny view,
gave the best witten proposal as well as interview

And that firmwas Strategic Tel enetry.

It is true that Strategic Telenetry's principal,
Ken Strasma, has done the bulk of his work for Denocrats.
He has been conpletely forthright about this in both his
Request for Proposal and his interview.

He has al so notably, fromny perspective as an
i ndependent, worked for Mayor M ke Bl oonberg of New York
per haps the best known independent in the country, and
soneone with the wherewithal to hire the best possible
t echni cal hel p.

|'d also like to point out that Strategic
Telenetry's public input manager, who will attend mappi ng
hearings and focus on all public input issues, is a
Republ i can, and forner Texan, who served in the Wite House
as Associate Director of Political Affairs for President
George W Bush, where she was, anmong ot her things, the
primary political contact to grass roots folks in eight
st ates.

Speaki ng of presidents, | nust say the fact that
M. Strasma played a key technical role in what has been the
-- what has been w dely viewed as the single-nost
t echnical ly advanced presidential canpaign in Arerican

history, is not sonething | view as a negati ve.
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Since it's sunmer, | liken this kind of technical
political work to playing major |eague baseball. In order
to play at that level, you have to play in either the
National or Anmerican | eague. Qherw se, you don't play at
all. There are only two options.

Al so, to judge a best player you |look at his
stats, not where he pl ayed.

M. Strasma has played in the majors with great
di stinction, in nmy opinion.

| understand that reasonabl e people can defer on
the selection, as M. Freeman and M. Stertz have, but |
want to encourage nmenbers of the public to watch the
presentations fromour Friday, June 24th neeting on our
website at AZredistricting.org, and judge for yourselves.

As has been noted, the role of a mapping
consultant is a technical one. The consultant works solely
at the discretion of the Comm ssion, period.

| f our experience thus far has shown anything, it
is that this Conm ssion takes its role extrenely seriously,
and is paying very close attention to the process at every
st ep.

If there is any perception by ne or ny fell ow
Comm ssioners that maps are being drawn in way that is
counter to our express direction, or if the consultant is

acting in anything beyond a technical capacity, we won't
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hesitate to let the consultant and other Conmm ssioners know
this is not a shy group.

As M. Strasma has said, it is inevitable that not
everyone will be 100 percent happy with this or any simlar
Comm ssion's final plans. But with the highly skilled
t echnical consultant, and an open, transparent, and fully
docunent ed process, any dissatisfaction can at |east be
mnimzed. And to the extent that a nenber of the public
feels dissatisfied wth the maps, they will know the reasons
for each decision, and should not have any cause to question
t he fundanmental soundness of the process.

So we need to keep our eyes on the ball, which
means conplying with the constitutional requirenments and the
Voting Rights Act.

Qur goal is always to achieve pre-clearance with
our maps on the first try, and avoid the additional taxpayer
expense and delay that would result from an objection.

W' ve chosen the firmthat we think has the best
ability to help us achieve that outcone, and in ny view,

t hat choi ce was abundantly cl ear.

Al so, by choosing the firmw th the | east anount
of direct prior in-state involvenent, | believe we have a
fresh start wwth m ni mal baggage related to anything that
has happened here previously.

As for our Conm ssion, | have great respect for
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Vice-Chair Freeman, Vice-Chair Herrera, and Conm ssioner
McNul ty and Comm ssioner Stertz. And | have enjoyed getting
to know and working with each of them They are an

out standi ng group of dedi cated Arizonans, who sonetinmes have
punched holes in heartfelt differences.

That is to be expected, given the way the voters
of Arizona, and now our Constitution, have designed this
Conmi ssi on.

Nevertheless, | will continue to strive for
agreenent and consensus, and | know we will continue to
treat each other as we would like to be treated. Even
t hough we cone from vari ed backgrounds and perspectives, we
all want to do the best possible job, and serve the public

in an open manner, and | eave a positive |egacy for our great

state.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you.

Are there any other comments from Conm ssioners?

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Madam Chai r.

CHAl RPERSON MATHI S:  Yes, M. Freenan.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Per haps this question is for
counsel. In order to nove forward, what's the next step?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: Madam Chai r, Conm ssi oner
Freeman, | think the notion was to direct M. Bladine to
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work with negotiating a contract with Strategic Tel enetry.

That woul d be the next step, and we begin that
process.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN: To be clearer, then, there is
no additional steps for this Comm ssion to make with respect
to the retention of a mapping consul tant?

JOSEPH KANEFI ELD: That's correct.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Any ot her comments?
Questions?

(No oral response.)

CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Hearing none, it's 4:20 p.m

Unl ess there's anything el se to address on Agenda
ltem3, | think we'll nove on to Agenda Item 4.

Di scussion and possi bl e action on presentati on by
the Arizona Conpetitive District Coalition.

|s Ken dark here?

KEN CLARK: Madam Chair, Conm ssioners, given the
| ength of the deliberations, | inmagine you' re pretty tired.
If you would Iike us to present tonmorrow i n Tucson, or, you
know, would that help at all? You seemall pretty tired at
t his point.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  |'m happy to proceed as
anyone would like. Do you want to proceed with our neeting?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: How long is the presentation?

KEN CLARK: Under 20 mi nutes.
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COW SSI ONER STERTZ:  You're here, it's up.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Bring it on.

KEN CLARK: Madam Chair, Comm ssioners, thank you
for allowing ne the time to cover this inportant issue.

Can you all hear nme in the roonf?

The Arizona Conpetitive Districts Coalition is
sonething that was created with really two mssions in mnd.

And it's growm a little bit since we started Ray.

W really have two m ssions that are concurrent.
| suppose you woul d have to say, one is to educate the
public in Arizona about the inportance of conpetitive
congressional legislative districts in the Denocratic
process, and protect the Voting R ghts Act districts of the
sanme type. Sonething we do not believe is mutually
excl usi ve.

And the second is to give interested individuals,
groups, and partners, the tools needed to conmunicate to the
Redi stricting Conm ssion.

Now, one of these m ssion statenents i s sonewhat
normative, in that we have an agenda in that part of our
role. And that is, we believe that we could have created a
greater nunber of conpetitive districts, and the conpetitive
districts are good for Arizona.

The second part is, we believe objective, and nore

of a public service is what we are attenpting to do. This
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is what drives us.

That is not to go into too nuch detail, but if you
count up everybody who lives in the district, Republican or
Denocrat, in which that district is overwhel mngly
gerrymandered for one party or the other, that's 660, 000
regi stered voters. You count up all the independents who
live in districts where the independents are not likely to
bridge the district between the Denocrats or the
Republicans, that's 775,000 regi stered voters.

Al told, 46% of the voters live in a district
where their voice is not heard after the primary el ection.

Now, obviously, we as a group, believe you can
have ten out of 30 conpetitive districts and four out of
nine. W believe the nunbers are there, it's just a
question of whether the -- the willpower is there to have

t hat happen.

If I could, before we -- Go to the next slide,
pl ease.

| want to address sonething that was brought up
earlier, and last Friday as well, about conpetition.

This is a quote fromthe Arizona Suprenme Court
ruling, Arizona Mnority Coalition versus |ndependent
Redi stricting Conm ssion in 2008.

And | want to read this for you. The direction

t hat conpetitiveness shoul d be favored unl ess one or two
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condi tions occurs, we added enphasis, does not, contrary to
t he Conm ssion's assertion, nmean that conpetitiveness goal
is less mandatory than the other goals, can be ignored, or
should be relegated to a secondary role.

Next, pl ease.

In other words, in English, conpetition is not
first, as the plaintiffs wanted to be. They wanted to be
hi gher up the list of six criteria. But it is certainly not
| ast .

So we believe that it is not nutually excl usive.
That you can have a greater nunber of conpetitive districts
while still attending to the desires of people to attend to
their communities of interest.

Next slide, please.

The other part, our other hat that we wear, is
t hat of public participation.

Now, ten years ago we know that if you wanted to
use Maptitude, if you wanted to have that |evel of
sophi stication, and not just draw your district lines on the
back of a napkin and submt it the Conm ssion, you had to
get the software.

And that cost you $1500 back then, and then you
had anot her thousand dollars worth of training.

| just heard today that if you wanted to contract

for the multi user version of Mptitude, that's a $10, 000
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bill.

What we, our goal was to create sonething that was
accessible to the public.

Next, pl ease.

The only barrier nowto entry is having a personal
comput er and havi ng Internet access.

|f you' ve got those two things, you can access
what we've created, called Redistrict Arizona, and do your
own mappi ng. You can share your ideas wth other people,
you can build coalition, you can do that public
participation that the | ast Departnent of Justice very
clearly said they wanted.

They said they wanted, quote, broad stakehol der
support for different maps.

And we believe that that's the best way to get
t hr ough Departnent of Justice pre-clearance.

Go ahead, Ray.

So we created a contest. And the goal of the
contest was to see who could do the best job of neeting al
six of the redistricting criteria.

Sonmebody earlier suggested that we have an agenda
to put a map forward. It could not be further fromthe
truth.

Qur goal is, in the contest, to put forward two of

t he best congressional maps that are submtted to us, and
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two of the best |egislative maps.

W are not attenpting to do the Comm ssion's job.

Qur goal was just to denonstrate on our agenda
side, denonstrate that we can create nore conpetitive
districts while protecting Voting Rights Act districts. But
fromthe purpose of the public service side, to generate
i deas, whether those ideas agree with us or not.

| ' ve spoken to groups that are to the left, and
|'ve spoken to Tea Party groups. |'ve spoke to all kinds of
folks, and said to them Use this as a platformto speak to
the Conm ssion. Use this as a way to get your ideas across.

W don't care whether you agree with us or not, we
think that that participation is good.

W've' tried to denonstrate how the software
works. W have a free webinar. |If you go through our
website, it's on You Tube, and you can watch it. It takes a
little less than an hour. And we have these things we call
Mapat hon, where we get people together in coffee shops and
try to use the system

Ri ght now there are over 450 profiles on our
system where peopl e have gone on, |ogged on, created a
profile, and there are close to 900 maps, where sonebody has
started doi ng some mappi ng.

They may not have finished, but they started doing

that. And we think that's a huge step forward fromwhere we
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were ten years ago.

And we al so wanted to generate a public record, so
that we can denonstrate to the Departnent of Justice, and
hopeful |y, get pre-clearance the first tinme through, that
t here were people who were very involved in the process, and
it was broad stakehol der support.

Next, pl ease.

After the contest is over, we want to be a service
tothe IRC. W want to provide a platformand a nedi um for
people to share ideas wth the Comm ssion.

Help thembuild their communities of interest
case; help thembuild a case for conpetition; help them
support the Voting Rights Act districts. You got the
boundari es, exactness, whatever they think is the nost
i mportant aspect.

In doing that, we will be watching the I RC and
what ever deci si ons you make, and your consultant makes,
regarding criteria that are used in the software, and we
will want to mrror that.

For instance, right now, we neasure
conpetitiveness and you can see by the way all of our
definition are all on our website, we nmeasure
conpetitiveness as an average of the performance of that
census track area in two previous el ections, averaged over

the statew de races.
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W couldn't use what was used ten years ago,
because the sane rules didn't seemto apply.

And | won't try to go into too nuch detail

But, basically, the gentleman who was consul ting
with the Conm ssion ten years ago, M chael MacDonald from
CGeorge Mason University, hel ped us put together this neasure
of conpetition.

My point being, the Comm ssion here will adopt new
definitions for these.

How do you neasure exactness?

W wiill attenpt to adopt those. And since the
software's already out there, and people are already using
it, we will make it available so they can put their ideas
toward the Conmm ssion.

Now, | know there was sone mappi ng consultants who
were tal king about vague public participation conponent.

Wl |, we never predicted that when we started this
effort.

But we're here for whoever wants to use it. |If
you want to have us work with that mapping consultant,
that's what we're happy to do.

Next, please. And that's it.

So, if you all have any questions about what we're
doi ng, |I'm happy to answer them

Like | said, we're here. W want to be helpful to
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what ever direction you want to go.

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Thank you.

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN:  Thank you.

KEN CLARK: | was just rem nded of something. W
wer e judgi ng maps.

The League of Wbnen Voters, who is on our Board,
put together a panel of three judges, and they' re the ones
who were judgi ng the maps, based on the criteria that are
listed on our website, to see who does the best job of
neeting all six criteria.

| have not seen any of the maps specifically.
| ' ve hel ped the judges downl oad them one Republican, one
| ndependent, and one Denocr at .

|'mgoing to have to leave it at that.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI' S:  Thank you, Ken.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  |'ve been infornmed that we
need to be out of this roomby 5:00 p.m, conpletely out, so
the next itemon the agenda is the Executive Director's
report. | don't know if you want to cover any pieces of
that, or how long that m ght take, or you could do that.

RAY BLADI NE:  Tonorr ow.

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS: W can do it tonorrow

RAY BLADI NE: That would be better for ne, because
| know how long it takes. Buck and | have to get the stuff

out of here, if that's okay with the Conm ssion.
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CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: | think that's good.

So maybe we table the rest of these itens agenda
-- on the agenda, five through eight, to tonorrow s neeting
and we'll cover themat that tine, so that we can give
everybody tinme to dismantle this room

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA:  Madam Chai r

CHAl RPERSON MATHIS:  Yes, M. Herrera?

VI CE- CHAI R HERRERA: Can you state the tinme and
| ocation of tonorrow s neeting.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: | woul d be happy to, but | do
not have that information on ne. |f anybody does.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: W do have a speaker here
t hat we have the opportunity for, Marshall. It would be
nice while he's here.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS:  Ch, yeah. W have tinme for
that. Where is Marshall?

W did receive a Request to Speak form

It's, if we could do that now, that would be
great. Marshall Ham ngha, fromthe Hopi tribe, representing
the Hopi Tribal Council in the matter of redistricting.

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: According to the
notifications for tonorrow, that tonorrow s neeting starts
at 1: 00 o' clock, at the Pima Community College D strict
Ofice, which is at 4905 East Broadway, Building C. Room

105.
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It is essentially at Broadway and Schwan in

Tucson.
CHAl RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you, M. Stertz.
MARSHALL HAM NGHA: Madam Chair, |'m Marshall
Armstrong Ham ngha. |1'mhere representing the Hopi tri be,

in particular, the Hopi Tribal Council.

|'mhere to listen and gather information and take
it back and report to the Tribal Council.

They ultimately will have to nake the decision as
to which districts we wish to be included in.

Ri ght now we are actively seeking input from our
people. And we hope to have our -- all the information and
we wll present it to the Conmm ssion soon. Because we know,
you know, tine is short.

Thank you for allowng nme to address you all.
Thank you.

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you for com ng.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: | think that concludes our
neeting for today. The rest of the itens on the agenda that
weren't covered will be covered tonorrow. And so...

VI CE- CHAI R FREEMAN: Madam Chair, |'l1l nove that
we table for tonmorrow s agenda itens five, six, seven, and
ei ght.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: |Is there a second?

COW SSI ONER STERTZ: Seconded.
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t onorr ow.

CHAI RPERSON MATHIS: Al in favor?

(Aye, unani nous.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI S:  Any opposed?

(No oral response.)

CHAI RPERSON MATHI'S:  Thank you for that notion
W' || go ahead and plan on covering those itens

lt's 4:35 in the afternoon. | declare this

nmeet i ng adj our ned.

Thank you.

(Wher eupon, the neeting adjourned.)

* * * * %
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STATE OF ARI ZONA )
COUNTY OF MARI CCPA 3 >

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 176
pages constitute a true and accurate transcript of al
pr oceedi ngs had upon the taking of said neeting, all done to
the best of ny skill and ability.

DATED at Chandl er, Arizona, this 12th day of

July, 2011.

Marty Martin Herder, CCR
Certified Court Reporter
Certificate No. 50162
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