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Present were Commissioner Esposito, Commissioner Finman, Commissioner Frasure, Commissioner Andersen, Commissioner 
Kane, and Commissioner Moses.  Present from the staff were Ms. Kristin Ford, Mr. Keith Bybee, Mr. Todd Cutler, and Cyd 
Gaudet. 

Chairman Frasure called the meeting to order and said that he appreciated everyone’s promptness, as he chastised himself because many 
times he had a hard time getting down there right at the moment. He stated that they had three sets of minutes that he didn’t believe 
anyone had a chance to read through as it was just light reading, about 200 pages. He said that hopefully they could read through those, 
and in the afternoon session they would be able to approve them, however they would put those aside until that afternoon.  He indicated 
that he understood they had a couple of new plans that had been submitted by the public.  Mr. Cutler confirmed that they had received 
three new legislative plans, one was a 33 district plan, one was a 31 district plan, and another one by Branden Durst. Chairman Frasure 
said that they pretty well were getting settled in on the 35’s. However, they certainly needed to give them the same due consideration, as 
they had put all of them up there. He asked that they take a look at all three of those, and he suggested that they review them by numerical 
order.    

The commission then reviewed L57 which was a 33 district plan. Mr. Cutler said that he would go through the plan and the commission 
could stop him if they saw something that they wanted to see in more detail.  The deviation on this plan was 4.5%, with 17 county splits, 
and 11 voting precinct splits. 

The commission next reviewed plan L58, which was a 35 district plan by Branden Durst.  The deviation was 9.54% with eight county splits.  
Chairman Frasure said that it reminded him of the double meat taco you could get at Taco Bell, where you double wrap it.  

L59 was next reviewed by the commission. It was a 31 district plan with a deviation 4.72%, and 14 county splits. 

Chairman Frasure said that he appreciated the update on the three publicly submitted plans. He indicated that as they proceeded forward 
he thought that the direction was still 35 districts, and he asked if there was any desire to change off of that 35 number.  As there were no 
comments, he stated that he thought that the commission was pretty unanimous in sticking with the 35 at that stage, as the public 
testimony was pretty overwhelming in that area. He said that obviously when you got down to 30 you got it down to interesting numbers. 
However then you got monster districts with over 50,000 people, and that was quite a change from the current districts with 35,000 people. 
He asked if there were any new updates on the congressional districts, and Mr. Cutler indicated there were not.  Chairman Frasure asked 
if there were any new plans to be presented that morning. 

Commissioner Moses said that they had spent the time between their last meeting and now working up some plans, and that he had a 
number that he would like to lay before the commission.  He then asked the commission’s indulgence as there were four maps, and he 
requested that they review all four of them before they questioned them. He also requested that they questioned all of them at the same 
time.  As there was no objection, Chairman Frasure said that they would go through all four of them back to back.  Commissioner 
Moses added that there was a fifth plan that was being worked on upstairs, and that he had thrown the staff a curve ball five minutes after 
they had walked out, and he didn’t understand why they couldn’t get it done.  He said that one would be down as well, so they could begin 
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with the first one.  Chairman Frasure confirmed with Mr. Cutler that this plan would be L60.  Commissioner Moses explained that this 
was the first of the maps and that it was as nearly constitutionally perfect as they were able to do.  He said that it split the five counties that 
were mechanically necessary to split because of their numbers, their geography, or both.  He indicated that it split one additional county, 
and they had taken that split in Madison County. He said that there were a number of large districts, and they apologized that was 
necessary, however this was Idaho and that was a fact of life in living here.   He stated that this commission did not do floors or windows, it 
did precincts very rarely, and it did not do counties.  He said they were not able to split counties like this at will, and if they had a complaint 
about that they were at the wrong address, as that was done by the legislature.  He indicated that they took the building blocks as they had 
them, and that this was a map that they were able to produce that way. He said that they believed that this map would withstand a legal 
challenge as it had the arguments necessary for that.  He indicated that the next map, that he would have liked to have presented, was the 
one that the staff was working on right then, and that they would go to the next map and he would explain the difference.  Chairman 
Frasure asked if there was any change in the north area and Commissioner Moses said not really, as this was the baseline that they 
were starting from.   

Commissioner Moses said that the next map that they would offer for consideration was on its way down. That one split one more 
county, and it did that for the purpose of uniting the Fort Hall Reservation. He indicated that they believed that while it had a legal 
weakness, it was defensible in the respect that Bingham County still had its own district, and it didn’t share it with any other county. He 
explained that making that division also accommodated the admonition that they honor communities of interest by keeping Fort Hall 
together.  He said that he supposed they could argue that either way, however they were willing to go ahead and put that up and let the 
folks most directly affected decide that.   

Commissioner Moses then went to the next map, and said that map also united Fort Hall. He explained that it had to split two counties in 
order to get there, and that it was a mathematical calculation that brought that about. He said that starting from there on, those maps were 
not their first choice as they believed that they had legal weaknesses, and if adopted they would represent a political resolution to the issues 
that they faced. He indicated that besides the additional split, it shrank District 8 in trying to honor those communities of interest, and that 
was what caused the additional county split.  The second county that was split was Power County, and that Districts 8, 9 and 10 were 
altered to accommodate the road rule, and to shrink their geographic size. From District 8 they removed Butte, Adams, and Washington 
Counties, and added Gem County.  He stated that this map had what they believed to be some legal weaknesses. The Power County 
Commissioners had been particularly adamant that they did not want to be split, and they had done their best on their early drafts to honor 
that, however they were also stuck with the physical realities of the map that they had to deal with. He indicated that if the commissioners 
would like to take as much time as they liked to examine that map, the changes were largely from the old Districts 9 and 8 to the south and 
east.   

Chairman Frasure then asked for clarification. He indicated that Map 1 said minimum county splits, and he asked if that was eight county 
splits. Commissioner Moses said no, that was six, the five required by physical circumstances, plus Madison.  He also indicated that Map 2 
said 7, but it should be 8.  Chairman Frasure then confirmed with Mr. Cutler that Map 1 was L60 and Map 2 was L61.  He also said that 
just for clarification, the situation around Bannock County had changed, and asked if Gem County was swapped for Adams and Washington.  
Commissioner Moses answered that when you got over into what had been the district including Boise, Gem, Valley, Custer and Lemhi 
Counties, that was altered and shrunk.  And there were some changes that actually got down as far as Canyon County when you started to 
look at it.  

The commission next reviewed L62.  Commissioner Moses indicated that map, which they would see, was labeled the North Idaho Fix, 
and that it concentrated on north Idaho.  He said that it attempted to address the problem with the size of the current proposed District 2. 
He indicated that there were a number of changes up there that were pretty significant and that they might want to take some time to take 
a look at those.  He said that the area in the southeast corner of the state was largely unchanged in this map.  He also said that the map 
had 10 county splits and there were some other things that he needed to point out.  It reduced the size of a number of districts, and that 
District 2, from their original map, was now moved into 5 separate districts to reduce its size. It removed all of the road violations in north 
Idaho, leaving only one road violation in the map, and that was the Bonneville/Caribou line.  He said that to accomplish those they had to 
split ten counties, and they believed that affected its legal defensibility in a significant way. However once again, if the political decision was 
made to go that way, then that would be up to the commission.  And it would be up to affected parties to decide whether their rights had 
been sufficiently affected that they wanted to complain about it in court.   He indicated that Mr. Cutler could run the reports on those, and 
that the deviation on those moved around, however they were all within the range, and they tended to get a little bit larger as they went up 
the scale on these maps.   

Chairman Frasure asked if he was reading the report correctly and the overall deviation was over 10%.  Mr. Cutler confirmed that the 
deviation was 10.09%.  Commissioner Moses then said that he might have to fiddle with that a little bit as he was informed by the staff 
that it was under 10%. Chairman Frasure said that he didn’t mind killing trees as it created a lot of jobs in Idaho; however on L62 the 
chair would have no objection if they wanted to pull that one back and get the deviation under 10%. Commissioner Moses said that they 
would get to work on that right away. Chairman Frasure indicated that way they could still maintain that number, and asked if there was 
any objection to that.  As there was no objection he said that L62 would be subject to change, to get it under the 10% deviation.   

Commissioner Moses then presented their fourth map and said that this map was designed for maximum compliance with the highway 
rule, as it contained no deviations from the highway rule. He said that it did split 11 counties, which was 6 more than their first map, and it 
obviously divided Ada internally. He indicated that one of the things about this map that made him particularly unhappy was the new District 
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35, as it simply looked like the first cousin once removed of District 31, and just moved north.  However that was a consequence of what 
they had to do in order to comply with the road rule. This, he was told by the staff, had a 9.98% deviation.   Chairman Frasure asked if 
this map would be L63, and Mr. Cutler advised that was correct.  Chairman Frasure indicated that the only numbers they had printed out 
for them were on the original L60.  Commissioner Moses said that he had them there, however they were given to him unsorted and he 
was trying to talk and sort at the same time.  After some discussion about the numbers on the maps, Commissioner Moses asked for the 
commission’s indulgence to go at ease for five minutes to allow him to sort the maps.  Chairman Frasure concurred and stated that the 
commission would stand at ease.  

Chairman Frasure called the meeting back to order and indicated that the commission would then proceed. Commissioner Moses said 
that he would like to begin with the correction for L63. He indicated that what happened, he was told by the staff, was that Maptitude chose 
to inject a couple of precincts when they did some switching and transposition of bringing in maps.  And it added some precincts that were 
not on any of them, and that pushed them over the limit. He said that they had the staff under considerable time pressure and they did not 
check that. He indicated that they had made those fixes, and he was told that they were minor.  They were in the Twin Falls area and they 
would show up on the paper maps that they had before them, and the electronic presentation was going to be corrected so that L63 would 
be the corrected L63.  He said that all the rationale for it remained the same and he had asked the staff, for their viewing audience, to put 
these up on the website as expeditiously as possible, so they would be able to look at them as well.   Mr. Cutler noted that he uploaded a 
correction for L61 and L62, not L63. Commissioner Moses said that was correct, that it was one and two, and it was the two precincts in 
the Twin Falls area.  He was leaving out the zero and that was his fault that it was maps two and three.   

In answer to a question, Commissioner Moses indicated that the reports which the commission had were not correct for the second and 
third map, and they were on their way down.  He then said that the one final map that he had mentioned; they were going to put it last as 
they did not want to mess up the numbering of the ones that everyone had in front of them.  However that map intellectually was the 
second map, and what it did was simply accommodate the Fort Hall Reservation in Bingham County.  Because it did not make the size 
correction further west that was the only change that needed to be made. He said that no other county, including Power, was split in this 
map.  And as he had mentioned before, the argument for this was that it kept Bingham County within its own legislative district, and that 
was the intellectual defense for it.  It accommodated the Fort Hall Reservation as a strong community of interest and that was the rationale 
for doing it.  

Commissioner Moses indicated that the last three maps that he had just presented to them were not their first choice. In ascending order 
they were less and less defensible constitutionally they thought, for various reasons, including attempts to shrink districts geographically to 
accommodate sparse population, and to comply with the new highway rule. They were efforts to address all of the concerns that the 
commissioners on the other side had voiced about their maps, however they had, as they knew, serious reservations about splitting more 
counties than they had to.  However they submitted these maps in order to move the process along. He said that he had a little more to say, 
but only after questions, and at that point he would be glad to entertain any questions that they had about any of the five maps.  

Commissioner Esposito said that he appreciated the level of effort as it was obvious that it had been considerable, and that because of 
that they were going to need some time to sit down and go through them.  He said that with their indulgence, and the indulgence of his 
fellow commissioners, he would like to wait until that afternoon to be able to come back and discuss those, if that would be acceptable to 
everyone.  Commissioner Moses said that they had anticipated that, and in fact had hoped for that response, and so they would be glad 
to stand aside for as much time as they needed. However he did want to make one final statement about these maps, as he said, they were 
not the ones that they would draw in what they would consider to be a perfect world.  However in order to move the process forward they 
were willing to hold their noses until they pulled them off if they had to, and vote for any of these maps that they cared to move.  If they 
accepted any of these 5 proposals they would have their votes and they would be able to report to the Secretary of State.   

Chairman Frasure said that he saw four maps, and asked if there was a fifth map that was coming.  Commissioner Moses said yes, that 
the fifth one was the one that only had the Bingham County split.  The paper copy was on its way down, and it was the last map that was 
up on the screen.   Mr. Cutler said that he was not sure that he had the correct one and he would verify that when the paperwork came 
down.   Commissioner Moses said that what that map displayed was the first map they saw, with the addition of the division of Bingham 
County to make whole the Fort Hall Reservation, and that was the only change in it.   Chairman Frasure then asked if on L60 that would 
make it a 7 county split, rather than 6 counties. Commissioner Moses said that L60 was the first map they had presented, and that was 
the six county split.  The one they were talking about then was the last map they had presented, and that map was the seven county split.  
He said that the second map that he had presented earlier, which was L61, was an eight county split.  Commissioner Esposito said that 
he thought because of some of the technical difficulties that Commissioner Moses got a little out of sync on presenting the plans, and so 
he thought quite honestly that L64 would be the next one coming down, and asked if that was correct.   Commissioner Moses said that if 
you were to put them in intellectual order that was right, that it would be L60, L64, L61, L62, and L63.  Commissioner Esposito said that 
if they could accept that, as soon as Mr. Cutler had the right map, they could just move on as he thought that they got what they needed 
at that point.  

Chairman Frasure said that without objection they would hold off any comments, questions, or critique until that afternoon.  He then 
asked if there were any other plans to come before them that morning. 

Commissioner Finman said that she would like to make a motion to introduce another map that Chairman Frasure had drawn and 
asked that copies be distributed to everyone.  Chairman Frasure confirmed that this would be L65. He said that with the indulgence of the 
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committee, Commissioner Finman had asked him to step through that one, and he would be happy to.  He explained that what this map 
did was to take a little different approach to what they were doing, and that this one was a zero deviation.  He said that all 35 districts were 
within one person of being exact following the U.S. constitutional one person, one vote concept.  He explained that the Idaho Constitution 
gave them latitude in drawing these maps, that there were references, but the only guideline that it really gave them that would trump their 
county considerations in the United States Constitution  was one man, one vote.  He said that court rulings had gone the direction on 
congressional down to zero, and most states were now drawing their congressional lines down to zero.  In cases of large states like 
California, Texas, New York, in those states you actually had congressional districts, and as in California, they had 53 congressional districts, 
and they had all 53 of them down to zero. In this case it got all 35 legislative districts in Idaho down to zero. He said that with the new 
technology, and with computers, it was interesting what you could do.  He indicated that this split the same number of counties, at 15, as 
the legislature split in 1990.  That was the last time that the legislature did this process, under the exact same constitutional provisions that 
they had there.  He said that it would be interesting to see how the courts would rule, and if they could even challenge this, so this was a 
zero deviation, that every district in Idaho had an equal population.   

Chairman Frasure indicated that they would start up north, and said that as they went down through there, they had taken the public 
testimony that they had on these plans. He then asked Commissioner Finman to comment on the northern area, and the reason that they 
had the line up there.  Commissioner Finman said that they had multiple requests, and a lot of public testimony to keep Clark Fork, 
particularly, intact, and not split it as it had been in a lot of the previous maps. Chairman Frasure then referred to a precinct in northern 
Idaho and said that in most of the proposals it was shoved south, and there was rather passionate testimony in Sandpoint and Coeur d’Alene 
to please not do that again.  He said that this kept the community of interest argument well intact for that county, and also conformed to 
the road issue going back into Coeur d’Alene.  He indicated that this followed very closely to the public testimony that they received. He 
commented that all of the districts were exact plus or minus one person, and they would notice that the Coeur d’Alene area looked very 
similar to the maps which they had been drawing. He said that this did require precinct splits to get it down to zero deviation.  

He stated that the public testimony was followed very closely, and they would notice that this plan kept the entire Coeur d’Alene Reservation 
in one legislative district, and kept that community together rather than splitting it in half.  He indicated that it took in all of Shoshone, 
Benewah, and the split came in Latah County. He said that they tried to do as clean a line there as they could, however it did require the 
splitting of the City of Moscow, and most of Moscow went north.  In the next district, as far as community of interest, they had the two 
largest urban districts in the area were combined, and that it did in fact split off the southern portion of the City of Lewiston. So they had, he 
believed, one hundred percent of the Nez Perce Tribal population in one district, and it did that in all three of the districts. He said that it was 
consistent throughout the state that they looked at the communities of interest of each reservation, and they put the reservations in their 
entirety, their population bases, in each district. This particular one did include all of Clearwater, most of Nez Perce, all of Lewis, and a few 
precincts down into Idaho County.   

He said that going into Idaho County it looked somewhat similar to L64 which the Democrats had presented a few minutes before on Idaho 
going down into Adams and Washington. He said that it did in fact go down and took in all of Payette County and did end up taking two 
precincts that were currently in that legislative district.  So they were in the same district that they had been in for ten years.  That was the 
line that they had in Canyon County, other than one tiny precinct that they had to peel a few people off to get it to zero so that was the 
configuration there.  He said as you came down the other drainage they had Valley County, all of Gem County and Boise County together. 
There was quite a bit of objection to coming down Highway 21 from Idaho, so this one came down State Highway 55 into Boise taking the 
northern portion of Ada County and combining it with those counties to get down to zero. He said that was an attempt to keep those 
communities together as much as possible in just taking the northern portion of Ada County and some of the bench areas. In Boise the 
attempt was, that where you have to get it down to zero deviation, this was where they had to tweak those precincts in order to get down 
to zero, and that was what they had to do. So they had a number of tweaks in there, in an attempt to block it up to make the districts more 
compact and to not make long reaches in any direction, and that was basically what they had done in the Boise area.  In Owyhee County it 
did take in the rural portions of Canyon County, and from public testimony they preferred to stay out of the cities. So this was an attempt to 
conform to that concept of staying out of the cities, and to keep it more rural from the Owyhee County perspective. Then they had a district 
that was based on Caldwell, going above and below Caldwell.  And they had one fairly tight around Nampa, and then those southern areas, 
it made quite a bit of sense to combine the southern portion of Canyon County with the bulk of Kuna.     

Chairman Frasure said that this plan came down and used US 93 as the dividing line in Twin Falls. That US 30 and US 93 were the 
dividing lines, and that everybody in Twin Falls knew where US 30 and US 93 were.  So this was a dramatic improvement from what they 
had over the last ten years, and again it got down to a zero deviation.  He indicated that they recognized in Buhl that a lot of the plans 
divided the little city of Buhl, and they had about 90% of it.  He said that they tried to keep the small cities together as much as they 
possibly could, and again that it was a zero deviation.  He said that the combination again, as you slid it across, it looked fairly similar. He 
referred then to the district that took in the bulk of Minidoka County and the eastern edge of Twin Falls County and all of Cassia County.  He 
said that the precinct that they clipped off the very top of Minidoka County had very few people but it did clean that up. There were very few 
people in that area, a lot of lava rock up there, but not a whole lot of bodies, and so it kind of squared up that particular legislative district 
and cleaned that up. He said that he doubted that they would ever see those county lines cleaned up. As he understood it Senator Cameron 
had attempted that and it was amazing how with 43 people they couldn’t get that accomplished as a county correction, but they could in this 
process.   

He then directed the commission to the southeast corner of the state and said that it did take the southern precincts of the City of Pocatello, 
in combination with the Marsh Valley School District, and it kept the bulk of Pocatello in one district.  It kept all of Chubbuck in a district to 
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the north, so they had a north district in Bannock County, and they had a portion of it that went over toward Power County. He called 
attention to a large area where the City of Pocatello actually went over the boundary in Power County.  He was told from the clerk there in 
Pocatello, as well as the Mayor, that Pocatello was now a substantial chunk of the Power County property taxes.  They have an industrial 
park by the airport, and the airport was located in Power County, and was also in the city limits of the City of Pocatello.  He said that they 
just had a big welding operation called Petersons which built a huge new 25,000 square foot building.  They now employed 120 people, and 
hoped to expand well beyond that, at the airport.  He said that they also had Hoku Industries. He explained that right at the last second 
Hoku was not too happy as there had been some requests from the tribe to require a number of their employees to be Native American. He 
said that this company was financed out of China, and they weren’t real excited, and they almost lost them.   So the city had to scramble 
real quick and had to move them back over the Bannock County line, right on the edge of Pocatello, and then annex that area into Pocatello 
to keep Hoku.  He said that the intention of Pocatello was to continue to expand that industrial park as they had a thousand acres out there. 
And they would like to be able to expand that industrial base for Pocatello, which was a great partnership between Power County and the 
City of Pocatello. 

Commissioner Moses asked if they could zoom out a little as he was having trouble integrating the colored shifts on the map, as it looked 
like two districts were in white and he was trying to differentiate them.   Chairman Frasure said that the color scheme on the map was 
terrible and was hard to see and asked if they could get some color in there to accommodate that.  He also asked that the staff pull off the 
city boundaries so it was not so confusing. Once the color was changed, Chairman Frasure confirmed that they could see the difference in 
the districts.  He then indicated that the map followed the road requirements, it followed the public testimony very closely, and all it was, 
was tweaking it to get it down to a zero deviation.  He said that he thought it would be appropriate for them to actually consider that as that 
had become the focal point of the congressional.  It would not surprise him at all to see the courts, now that they had the technology, when 
you read those Supreme Court decisions on the congressional, this may be a little advanced down the road, but certainly defensible as it had 
zero deviation, and certainly honored the one man one vote concept.  

Chairman Frasure indicated that in the Idaho Falls area, to get the zero, they came in out of Jefferson County, slipped down to the edge 
of Idaho Falls and picked up the numbers needed in order to make that work.  He said that there was a bit of a reconfiguration in Idaho 
Falls and they had attempted to use the interstate, the rivers, and some good natural boundaries which changed the configuration just 
slightly.  The concept of this plan was to make it fair, zero deviation, and to follow all of the constitutional requirements, and this in fact did 
that.  He indicated that there were two areas that they would have to get agreement on, and the legislature had given them a remedy on 
those.  It would take 5/6th vote to split counties, they did not have that issue there, but they did have a whole bunch of precincts that had to 
be adjusted in order to get down to the zero deviation.  He said if they wanted a chance to look that over they could have a rather 
interesting afternoon.  He indicated that they would have one more plan to show them that afternoon.  However at that stage, as they had 
just digested six new plans from the commission, without objection they would hold back the critique and let them mull this one over as 
well. They could then critique all six of those that had been presented, and then they had one more to present that afternoon.  As there 
were no objections to that, he indicated that those were the plans that they wanted to get out there so the public had a whole bunch more 
to look at as well. He then asked if there was anything else they needed to bring up before they went at recess until that afternoon.   

Commissioner Moses apologized and said that they would have the paper copies of their maps just as quickly as they could. He said that 
he had a stack in his hand and the staff had advised him that they wanted to double check it before they handed it out.  Chairman 
Frasure said that they were just handing them one stack as they figured that they already had enough confusion, so they would give them 
one stack now, and one more that afternoon.    Commissioner Moses said that he had made earlier references to a blizzard of paper and 
he hated to be a contributor to that, but he was afraid that he was now.  Chairman Frasure said that this was kind of minor compared to 
when they had a 45 minute breakdown on moving one  precinct two weeks ago, and that sounds rather  minor compared to what they were 
moving to this afternoon, however the forest industry would appreciate them. 

Chairman Frasure asked that before putting them at ease until 3:00, as they had a lot to digest, were there any announcements or 
anything else that needed to come before the commission at that time.  Commissioner Andersen indicated, as they had said, that they 
may be able to finish that afternoon. He said that they had pointed out that any one of those four or five maps that they had presented, 
they would be willing to support, if they wanted to introduce any one of those. He said as they considered things this afternoon, before 3:00, 
to please keep that in mind.   Chairman Frasure said that he didn’t think they would be introducing them as they had already been 
introduced, but asked if Commissioner Andersen was saying that he would not make the motion to adopt those and see what their vote was, 
or did they want them to make the motion.   Commissioner Moses said that they had discussed that among themselves, as obviously no 
one made that offer on their own hook, and their thought was this: if the Republican commissioners pick one of the five, any one that suited 
them, and move it, then the Democrat commissioners would second it and vote for it.  Chairman Frasure asked if they should make them 
the same offer on the congressional. He thought that they had great agreement on that earlier, and he believed that there was a plan out 
there at Cloverdale they had all indicated that they supported. He asked if they could count on a vote on that one that afternoon as well.   
Commissioner Moses said it would be his sense that if they got the legislative map done that afternoon, then they could have a 
congressional map done before they left.  

Commissioner Esposito asked Commissioner Moses if he meant before they left today, and Commissioner Moses said that depended 
on how late they wanted to run the clock, but yes.  Chairman Frasure then said that they would recess until 3:00 p.m. that afternoon.  

Chairman Frasure called the meeting back to order and said that they had made some tremendous progress in the lunch break, and that 
they were within probably an hour of being able to produce something that would perhaps be useful for the commission. He then requested 
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that they recess until 4:00 to give their staff a chance to work on that.  He also indicated that he would like them to wait until the following 
day to consider the minutes.  He then said that they would stand at recess until 4:00. 

Chairman Frasure called the commission back to order at 4:00, and said that they had a plan coming down which the staff was just 
finishing up on.  While they waited for them to bring that down, he suggested that they talk about their calendar for the next few days. He 
said that they were meeting the following morning; however, he wouldn’t mind getting Commissioner Kane to the football game.  He said 
that he had just checked and the kick-off was 3:00 Boise time, and he had looked at the flights and they could get her out by noon.  That 
would get her to Spokane, and he believed would get her to her game. He said that was based upon them getting their work done the 
following morning.  He then asked for any discussion about their time frame the following morning.  Commissioner Moses said that he 
was glad to discuss the calendar; however he wanted to know the scope of the work, as he didn’t know what was going to be left for them 
to do. Chairman Frasure said that they had yet to, and perhaps they could stay the rest of the evening to get it done if he would like. He 
said that they gave them five plans to digest, and in fairness to them they would certainly like to give them comments back on the five plans 
that they had given them.  He said that they had given them one so far and they had another one coming down, and they would have them 
another one the following morning.  So the scope of work would be to have the opportunity in the morning to discuss what they didn’t get 
finished discussing on all of those plans. He said that as they got down to the short strokes,  he thought they were getting down to hopefully 
some serious negotiations to get this process done, and he thought that would be the scope of the work that they were looking at.  

Commissioner Moses thanked him for that and asked if he could infer that they found none of their plans acceptable. Chairman Frasure 
said that they would like to have a chance to critique those and they would like to show them some areas that perhaps they had some 
disagreements on that they could discuss. He said that he could infer what he would like from that, however they were digesting them and 
they had been fairly busy, to say the least, trying to get this plan out so that they could fulfill their commitment to present the plan that 
afternoon. Commissioner Moses said that he was not trying to push anything; he was just trying to figure out where they were. 
Chairman Frasure said that with their five plans, if they wanted to go down that line, he supposed that they could start doing that right 
then, if he wanted their critique.  However their critique would be on the fly right then and they would prefer not to, because they had been 
focused all afternoon on producing a map for them.  He said that they had a chance to spend twenty minutes looking at it, and they did 
have some other things to bring up.  

Commissioner Esposito said he did not think they had sufficient time, and it would be a disservice to start commenting at that time when 
their focus had been on getting their plan out. He said that he didn’t think that was a reflection on what they had presented to them at that 
point; it was just a question of their focus that had been on delivering an additional plan for their consideration.  Commissioner Moses 
said that clearly they wanted to move with all deliberate haste, and asked if the following morning was going to be enough time for them to 
be able to produce the second plan, or did they need more time than that.   Chairman Frasure said they were very close on the second 
plan.  The first one he guessed was just a matter of wrapping it and bringing it down, and the second one was not really a companion of the 
first one, but it was two approaches on attempting to get the number of county divisions down to the minimum you could get it to.  He said 
that they had produced a number of plans that split six counties so that was their goal, and very candidly the one that they were hoping to 
present shortly actually only divided five counties.  He said that he wanted to thank Commissioner Moses for that as he was kind of a 
challenge-oriented guy and so when he had thrown down that marker the prior week to get it down to five, that was exactly the goal.  He 
indicated that the five counties mathematically you could get it, however what a challenge, and he appreciated that as he had never looked 
at it from that angle before.  So he wanted to thank him for the plan that they were about to present, because the inspiration to get down to 
the minimum five counties was quite a challenge, and the plan that was coming down actually accomplishes that. He said that they were 
anxious to get that presented as well.  He indicated that the Democratic commissioners had shown great movement by giving them plans 
that day all the way up to eleven county splits, and the Republican commissioners were trying to show them the same courtesy back, to 
show them that they were also willing to look at the minimum county splits.  He said that he thought that they would have a lot to discuss 
overnight as well.   

With that in mind he returned to the issue of the calendar. He said that he thought in the morning, it would give them the chance overnight 
to digest their plan.  And then they would have given them two that day, and he was 95% confident they would have that other plan the 
following morning as well.  He said if they were able to wrap it up before the noon hour, because they were getting short on days, he would 
suggest late Sunday afternoon before they actually met again. Then again it was a fair warning to all of them that they had a lot of word 
smithing to do, as they had a lot of findings of fact.  He said that he appreciated whoever laid the findings of fact from the commission of 
ten years ago on their desks, and it was a pretty good volume of work as they had to go through all 35 districts.  So they had to start writing 
those findings of fact, and it was going to take them at least a day, if not the final two days.  So hopefully they were getting close enough 
between the following morning, Sunday evening, and sometime Monday he hoped they were in agreement.  Because he thought that they 
would need at least a full day to do the findings of fact. So the negotiating window was getting pretty tight and he thought that Monday was 
the date that they were actually able to arrive, as he thought that they needed at least 24 hours to produce those findings of fact.  So that 
was what he envisioned as their time frame, and he certainly would like to have a discussion on it.  

Commissioner Andersen asked that when he said Sunday afternoon, what he was talking about in terms of a time line. Chairman 
Frasure said that he was wide open and would suggest 4:00 or 5:00, or something like that. He indicated if they then departed before 
noon, it would at least give them the bulk of Saturday and the bulk of Sunday back on the home front. Then they would be getting back so 
they could at least see where they were  on Sunday evening before they got into what he hopefully thought would be the final negotiations 
on Monday morning. Commissioner Andersen asked if they had to notify anyone regarding the meeting agenda, and Chairman Frasure 
said that they were already scheduled to meet. He then asked Mr. Bybee to comment on the requirements. Mr. Bybee indicated that the 
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staff had sent out notice the previous Monday on those meetings so they were all right. He said that the agendas were already posted so 
they had met the public meeting law for all of those days. Chairman Frasure asked if Sunday was an issue, and Mr. Bybee said it would 
just take amending the agenda today, and they could go from there as far as 4:00.   

Commissioner Kane indicated that she was there for the long haul.  Her tickets were long gone and she was being a little bit facetious 
when she talked about the football game.  She said that she was here to come up with a map, and that she had a job that she needed to 
get back to. She stated that they had a task which they had been charged with, and needed to get done, and she was there until Tuesday if 
she had to be.  She said that she didn’t think there should be any limit on time, and if they needed to start at 8:00 in the morning and go 
until 8:00 at night then they could do that, or even past that.  She indicated that they just really needed to buckle down and come up with a 
plan, and maybe start talking back and forth outside of the public meetings.  However frankly she was frustrated, she thought there were 
only six of them and it seemed like they should be able to come up with a plan. That was what she was committed to doing, and she was 
here through Tuesday at 5:00 if she needed to be. She said that hopefully they could get it done, and that was her goal, however she was 
just really frustrated.   

Chairman Frasure said he thought that would be true for all six of them.  Commissioner Andersen said that if they needed to amend 
the agenda as to the meeting time for Sunday, he would propose that they started at four and at least schedule until six o’clock, if that was 
acceptable.   Chairman Frasure said that would be acceptable to him, and he asked Mr. Bybee if they would have an issue if they kept it 
more open-ended as far as the finish time.  Mr. Bybee said that he had received confirmation from his cohort, Ms. Ford, that they could 
leave it open-ended. As long as they posted the notice, and they had the agenda out there, they could amend the agenda even at the 
beginning of the meeting. He said that they didn’t need necessarily to go the full time, which they had not been throughout their time there, 
and he thought they were fine. Chairman Frasure said that was in response to Commissioner Kane because he appreciated her 
willingness to work the long hours. He indicated that the time they spent down there in their official capacity was really important. However 
he knew that he and Commissioner Andersen had a chance to chat occasionally, and that all of the commissioners at one time or another 
had met with one of the other commissioners. He said that sometimes those informal discussions led to something that they could present. 
So the more time that they were available in that building together he thought was very helpful. He had no problem in posting it four to six, 
but with Commissioner Andersen’s indulgence, he wouldn’t mind leaving it a little more open ended as to the finish times. Chairman 
Andersen said that he had no objection to that.   

Chairman Frasure asked if for the following morning, was 10:00 still good, or did they prefer starting earlier in the morning.  He indicated 
that 10:00 seemed to work well because when they first got in, there seemed to be a few discussions before they got down into the 
auditorium at 10:00.  He then asked if there was a preferred starting point for the following morning.  Commissioner Moses said that he 
would return to the point he had made earlier, that he was interested in them having as much time as they needed to prepare for them to 
start when they got in, so he suggested that they call it.  Chairman Frasure said that he would request that they start at 10:00 the 
following morning if that was acceptable.  He indicated that would give them a few hours in the morning and most of that evening.  He then 
promised that before his head hit the pillow that evening that he would read the minutes, as he still had not touched them, as they were 
trying to crank out their plan as quickly as they could. Very candidly he really did appreciate the fact that they had produced some maps that 
day. However the only chance he had to look at them was when they presented them, so he would like to have a chance to review them, 
and he thought they could have a pretty interesting discussion in the morning.  He said that they would start at 10:00, and they would finish 
Saturday whenever they finished, so they would leave that close-up time open as well if they needed to.  And then coming back Sunday at 
4:00, and they would leave that finish time open as well. He then asked if the commission was good with starting at 10:00 on Monday 
morning and then leave it open on Monday.  And then Tuesday, obviously they were dead in the water at 5:00.  He asked if there were any 
thoughts or comments on that, as again he thought it was important that they were down there, and they had the opportunity by leaving 
that open. He said that they could certainly go at recess and reconvene the meeting and make great progress, so it didn’t necessarily lock 
the two hours, as it may turn into a 12 hour day, but as long as they started on time he thought they were alright.    

Commissioner Andersen confirmed that on Monday they would start at 10:00, and said at that point he did not see any reason why they 
could not, unless they had a great epiphany.   Chairman Frasure said that if they had one, as long as the epiphany came within 48 hours, 
as they had the 24 hours to post those things, so they had no issues with that. He then said that without objection, they would meet the 
following morning at 10:00 and would leave the closing time open.  They would meet at 4:00 on Sunday leaving the time open, and they 
would start on Monday morning at 10:00, and hopefully on Tuesday they would just be wrapping the wording up. He said that if they 
wanted to come in a little earlier on Tuesday, hopefully it would be just a matter of them doing the word smithing, and their staff working 
hard at that stage. He then asked if there was a preference on the starting time on Tuesday, and asked if they wanted to do that before 
10:00.  Commissioner Andersen said that he thought that on Tuesday they should consider where they were, and if they were still miles 
apart they ought to be starting as early as they could. However if they had concluded, and turned the process over to the staff, then he 
would say that they would need the time to put something together to bring back to them for review, so right now he would say to leave it 
open.  Commissioner Moses said that he understood that they didn’t have to post a close time for their meetings, however he thought 
that they did have to post an open time.  As this was correct, he said that it would be his suggestion that given that Tuesday was the last 
day, that they post an opening at 8:00 so that they were ready to go to work at 8:00.   And if they needed more time to prepare they could 
do that, and if they could reclaim two hours of the day they could do that.  Chairman Frasure said that would be the time that they were 
officially meeting on the floor at 8:00, although he did not know if that took away from the staff’s ability, as they seemed to have the staff 
tied up while they were meeting down there.  Commissioner Moses said that he proposed that because according to the rules they could 
always meet later, however moving earlier seemed to be the trick.  Chairman Frasure then asked Mr. Bybee if that was correct, if they 
posted for 8:00 and they delayed it until 10:00, would they be alright, and Mr. Bybee confirmed that was correct.    
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Chairman Frasure then said that without objection, he would amend what he was recommending, and the following morning they would 
start at 10:00, on Sunday they would start at 4:00, Monday they would start at 10:00, and Tuesday they would start at 8:00.  Hearing no 
objections he said that was what they would post as their schedule. 

Chairman Frasure said it was amazing how long it took to get plans down there, however while they were waiting for that they had a 
great opportunity , as their prior ruling from the chair meant that they could bounce back and forth between legislative and congressional. 
He said that they had a few brief comments earlier that day on the congressional and perhaps they could bring that back up again while 
they were waiting on the legislative plan to arrive. He said that on the congressional side they were separate issues, and that they were 
separate processes, they had separate criteria, and there was quite a lot of difference between the two. He indicated that it would behoove 
them where they had two very momentous tasks as on the congressional they appeared a month ago to be on the verge of an agreement. 
He said that in reading back through the minutes there was an awfully strong consensus on Cloverdale as the dividing line between those 
districts.  He indicated that he could live with that although it was not his first choice, as he thought that Five Mile was a far superior line as 
they could run it all the way down through Boise, all the way to the end of Five Mile, and it was a very clean distinct line.  He said that didn’t 
seem to attract a ton of support, however once it moved off of Five Mile to Cloverdale every commissioner was on record in the minutes 
saying they could support Cloverdale, and that they just needed a little more time and consideration.  He indicated that they certainly had 
had a lot of time and consideration, so he was just wondering how the committee felt about the congressional line at Cloverdale. 
Commissioner Moses said that he recalled that meeting and all of the circumstances attendant, and that since that time, as he suggested, 
there had been a lot of time for consideration. He indicated that they too were working on something that may be conceptually a little bit 
different than what they had been talking about, and brought some other factors in.  However it was not ready yet and they were not in a 
position to produce that, and until they could, they would like to defer that discussion until they could have everything in front of them.  
Chairman Frasure asked if he wouldn’t mind enlightening them, as the last official one that was supported from their side had Lemhi and 
Custer County coming on over and shipping Canyon County and Owyhee County to the 2nd District.  He asked if their contemplation was 
along those lines, or dividing the line in the center of Ada County.  Commissioner Moses said that he didn’t want to get too far into 
discussing a proposal that was not yet cooked, so he appreciated the question, and he appreciated the concern, and that certainly they 
would have to visit all of those questions before they came to any finality. However for him to discuss something that was not complete ran 
the risk of misleading the commission, and he would not like to do that.   

Commissioner Esposito asked when he anticipated delivering the plan to the commission.  Commissioner Moses said that they would 
have it done in time to make the report, assuming that they were going to make a report on the legislative side.  They would be able to 
make a report, in his estimation, on the congressional side, if that worked out the way that they hoped that it did, and there was still some 
work to be done on it. Commissioner Esposito said that if he heard what he was saying, it could potentially be as late as Monday, or 
possibly Tuesday, before they might see it. Commissioner Moses said that in a sense he was asking him to speculate, and he hated to do 
that because he did not want to mislead the commission into any false expectations. Commissioner Esposito said that “disturbing” was an 
understatement at that point if they were going to have discussion and consideration, but he guessed they could present plans right up to 
the last minute, and that was their prerogative. Chairman Frasure said that he appreciated the fact that they might have something new, 
however he was just wondering if their position was still, the three commissioners on his side of the divide had indicated that they didn’t 
have a whole lot of interest in that plan, but they were holding pretty tight to it, so they were just wondering if they had a new plan that 
was wonderful.  And the more direct question was, were they then telling them that they were abandoning their position supporting shipping 
Canyon County to the east.  Commissioner Moses said that they anticipated not necessarily an extended, but a broad conceptual 
discussion before something was adopted.  And without being specific, and he didn’t want to be any more specific in this case, as once again 
he did not want to raise expectation that were later unmet. He said that he had expectations that while there may be some differences in 
what they ended up doing, and that they may end up in covering some old ground in the discussion, he thought that by the end of the day 
they were going to be able at least to arrive at a mutually agreeable conceptual framework, once they had the discussion. He said that he 
appreciated the commissioner’s desire for certitude, and that his own matched it, but he did not have it to offer at that point. Chairman 
Frasure said that he wanted to remind him that it was Friday afternoon, and that they shut down on Tuesday. They had a tremendous task 
on the legislative, and it was perplexing to know that they had still not seen their final work on a congressional line yet, so it was a bit of a 
challenge, but he appreciated where he was coming from. He then said that it sounded like the staff had delivered their plan, and Mr. 
Cutler said that was correct, that it was plan L66. 

Chairman Frasure then asked that the state level map be put up on the screen, and he said that they would start with the northern seven 
districts.  He said that he again wanted to thank Commissioner Moses for the inspiration for coming up with the five, and he indicated 
that it was a bit of a challenge, however it could be done.  He said that obviously they preferred following all of the public testimony, 
following the roads, and the precincts, and all of the other requirements.  However this one did go to the heart of the issue and that this one 
had a deviation of under 8%, and it only divided five counties.  He said that in looking up north it would look pretty familiar to them, since it 
was identical to what they proposed for the north, so there was probably not a whole lot of discussion up there. He indicated that District 8 
looked extremely familiar as it was identical, so the first eight districts were the same. Towards the central part of the state he explained 
that the major differences on what the Democratic proposals had been, were dividing either Madison or Teton County, and that this plan 
divided neither. And so this got it down to the five counties, Bonneville, Bannock, Twin Falls, Canyon, and Boundary County, and all the rest 
of the counties were kept totally intact.  He said that personally he was not real thrilled with Custer County still having to be tied over, but in 
their opinion that was a whole sight better than pulling Lemhi, Butte and different combinations, and taking that entire area, and in their last 
proposal, running them over to the Oregon border.  He said that this simply took the 4,000 folks in Custer County and combined them with 
Boise and with Gem County.  And so it came straight down from Gem County and picked up the Middleton area of Canyon County.  
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He then called the commission’s attention to District 10, and said that they all had struggled mightily with the poorly drawn precinct lines. He 
indicated that they would be dispatching one of their staff that day to see if there were any comments from the clerk, and especially perhaps 
the commissioners, over in Canyon County when they saw some of those, as they were just cleaning up their lines, and they were very 
distinct lines.  He next called the commission’s attention to the area that put 10, 13 and 12 together, and said that they would notice that 
the clean line that came off of the Interstate, and that they followed the Interstate and the business line down Garrity Blvd, right down 
through the heart of Canyon County. He said that they would notice that those were major streets and they were some of the biggest 
streets there. He said that Garrity Blvd was the clean line that went all along through, and then it was Orchard Blvd, so they were talking 
about very distinguishable lines in Canyon County.  He said that the road between 13 and 12 was Midland Rd, so they basically ignored 
those precincts, and they played clerk in Canyon County, and cleaned up all of their lines. He said that they would note that every line was a 
major road.  He indicated that the line going across the bottom was Orchard, and it went Orchard all the way to the Ada County line, and 
then again they just used major roads to create those boundaries.  So in Canyon County all they did was try to attempt to draw a clean plan.  
He said that he was sure that there were other ways, and that they were looking at other potential ways, to draw Canyon County.   

He stated that Ada County was whole and there were 9 districts within Ada County. He said that this plan did respect the integrity of the City 
of Boise. In Legislative District 19 he indicated they did take in the foothills area of Boise that tied into the north end.  And it respected the 
communities of interest in Eagle by keeping that entire community together.  He stated that it did their best to conform with visible lines, 
that there were two or three precinct clean ups, and they tried to follow Hill Road as part of the boundary. He said that once they had a 
chance to look at the detail that they would notice that they did attempt to follow major highways all the way through the process.  Shifting 
towards Twin Falls he noted that this plan restored the city limits of Buhl back into one district, so the entire community of Buhl was in one 
district. Then the dividing line was Highway 30, leading back into Twin Falls, which was very easy for anybody to figure out. He said that the 
dividing line was US 93 that came directly into Twin Falls, and it went to US 30 again, and jogged down.  So it was very clean compared to 
what they had been dealing with the last ten years. He said that it put the bulk of Twin Falls into District 25, with the balance being put into 
one district. He said that District 24 was the east side of Twin Falls and all of Jerome County.  The deviations by doing it that way dropped 
dramatically, so that was the reason that they were able to drop the deviation below 8%.  Mr. Cutler then indicated that the deviation was 
8.5%.  Chairman Frasure indicated that the deviation went up a little bit as the last few concessions increased it back up to 8.5% 
deviation.   

Chairman Frasure then stated that with the testimony that they got out of Power County, which had been a real fun county to work with. 
They said we want to be with Pocatello, and then nope, we want to be with Cassia County, so they just did both. He said that they had 
received a letter that day from the mayor of Pocatello who talked about the relationship with the City of Pocatello and Power County.  So 
they took all of Cassia County and all of Power County, and in Pocatello they went down Quinn Road to U.S. 93 running through the heart of 
town.  U.S. 93, which was the Yellowstone Hwy, then went down to Oak Street, and that’s where the division came in. They ended up with a 
northern Bannock County District, and they ended up with a portion of Pocatello tied in with Power and Cassia County. Then in District 28 
there was no way he could get Caribou County over, so it was three quarters of the pie.  The public testimony was pretty overwhelming 
down there from the Oneida County Commissioners, the Franklin County Commissioners, the Bear Lake County, as well as Caribou, and they 
were able to take 3 out of 4 of them using the extensive highway system. He said that all of the testimony that supported keeping the 5th  
District together, it’s a judicial district, and there were a  million reasons to keep those folks together, and they were able to keep 3 out of 4 
of them, and that fed back into southern Bannock County.  Caribou County He was still not happy with Caribou County but that was just the 
way the numbers worked in getting down to five counties, as there was no way to avoid that line between Caribou and Bonneville Counties. 

He said that Bingham County stayed whole, and so in Bonneville County they had a district that came down in the southern portion of 
Bonneville County, and swung over, and followed the highway into Teton, and took in all of Teton County.  He indicated that there was a 
large border between Madison County and Bonneville County that went down to Highway 31 at the bottom border.  So the very bottom side 
of District 34 was basically the state road, at the bottom, to make the connection. So they took the little towns of Iona and Lincoln, and put 
them in with Madison County.  He explained that the area that they were combining was called the High C, and if they had ever been to 
High C Hot Springs, that was the area. And that in talking to some local folks up there, it made a lot of sense to combine that in with 
Madison County.  The bulk of Idaho Falls was put into one district, District 33.  In District 35 he said they would see that went on up into 
Jefferson County, so they had a portion of Jefferson County and Bonneville County to create that district.  

He explained that the large land mass district, if they wanted to call it that, as it was actually smaller than a lot of the districts they had been 
talking about, was all of Fremont County, all of Clark County, Lemhi, Butte, and Blaine County.  He said that was the statewide tour of this 
plan and the deviation was 8.5%. The little adjustments they made had increased it another half of a percent, so it was now 8.5% deviation. 
It split five counties, and that was the one they wanted to at least have out, and he wanted to again thank Commissioner Moses for the 
inspiration for them to come up with that low county split plan, and it did go down to the magical number of five.  In all candor he said that 
he worked pretty hard to try to conceivably get it to four, and that he could say with pretty good assurance, with 99.9% assurance, that it 
could not be done, and that five was it.  Commissioner Moses stated that he would have said that could not be done, and he wanted to 
offer his congratulations.  He didn’t think he could produce a map that could, and so they would certainly have to look at it very carefully.  

Chairman Frasure said that was what he had assumed, and in all fairness to them they didn’t want to pull a Saturday night surprise on 
them. That they were trying to get it out, and it had been very difficult to do. He indicated that the whole time since he had been called as a 
commissioner, he had been going in an entirely different direction, as they were well aware, of 11 county splits, as he was following the 
public testimony and trying to follow all of the statutes. However he thought they had a legitimate argument of minimum county splits, and 
so he busted his buns to produce one that did that.  Commissioner Kane then thanked Chairman Frasure.  
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Chairman Frasure said that now that they had inspired that one, they were working on another one.  It was at six still, and he didn’t know 
if they could get it to five, but they would try to since that seemed to be the marker. He said that he would try to get them another five, or 
at least perhaps another six, that they could look at. He said that was the reason that they wanted to give them that, so they had it 
overnight.  He said that he did work a long time on that minimum deviation, and he did notice that they may have a new zero deviation one 
the following day as well.  That depended on their second low deviation county one, and there were a few little tweaks that between him 
and the staff, they didn’t quite catch.   It was zero deviation, however it divided the little City of Buhl, and he was not real happy with that 
one.  He said that there were a few little spots that he may clean up and then he would have them a second zero deviation plan. The 
attempt was to make sure that all of the little towns were not divided up, so he would try to perfect that zero deviation one as well.  He said 
that he appreciated their indulgence, he knew that they had to have time to absorb that, and that they hadn’t had a chance to absorb theirs 
yet and give them comments.  So they didn’t expect them, get a chance to look it over, and they would try to get it in map form for them so 
they had all of the pieces to work with that evening.   Commissioner Moses asked Mr. Cutler if this was plan L65 and Mr. Cutler replied 
that it was L66.  

Chairman Frasure said that any time that they gave them a plan that quick they needed a chance to digest it, so with that they wanted to 
make sure that got on the record, so they would have plenty of time to look it over. He said that in all candor they hoped that if they had a 
new congressional plan, they thought that they had kind of exhausted plans there, though they recognized they could probably draw them 
forever.  However if in consideration of their side, if they could have at least a day or two to look at their plans.  They would like for them to 
get forward anything that they had in mind, as early as they possibly could, and that was the reason that the next morning they would try to 
give them another one or two perhaps.  Then hopefully they would have enough material on the table that they could find some common 
ground to get this wrapped up. 

Commissioner Andersen moved to adjourn until 10:00 the following morning.  As all agreed, Chairman Frasure stated that they would 
stand adjourned until 10:00 the following morning. 

 

 

_____________________________________________                                  _______________________________________________ 
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