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The State Records Committee  

• Private sector professional  

• Director of the Division of State History  

• Governor’s designee 

• Two citizen members 

• Representative of political subdivisions 

• Representative of the news media 
 

Utah Code Section 
63G-2-501 
(1) There is created the 
State Records 
Committee within the 
Department of 
Administrative Services 
to consist of the 
following seven 
individuals:  



The State Records Committee  



The State Records Committee  

• Holds a hearing 
• Allows parties to testify 
• May review records 
• Makes a decision 
• Issues an order 

 

Utah Code Section 
63G-2-403 
(8) At the hearing, the 
records committee shall 
allow the parties to 
testify, present evidence, 
and comment on the 
issues. 



The State Records Committee  



American Civil Liberties Union 

vs. Davis County 

Request: jail standards, audit reports,  and correspondence.  

 

Response: provided some correspondence; denied standards   
and audits based on Davis County does not maintain the 
records, and they are subject to copyright.                                               
Utah Code Section 63G-2-103(22)(b). 

 

Records Committee Decision: released more records, but      
Davis County does not maintain jail standards and audits       
and therefore the Committee cannot order release.  

 

 



American Civil Liberties Union 

vs. Davis County 

The Salt Lake Tribune Story 

https://www.sltrib.com/news/politics/2018/04/13/utahs-sheriffs-can-keep-long-guarded-records-on-jail-operations-and-inspections-secret-in-a-win-for-a-private-contractor-that-could-end-up-in-court/


Salt Lake Tribune 

vs. Attorney General 

Request: copy of the legal opinion requested by legislative 
leaders about the special election process.  

 

Response: denied based on protected classification                    
Utah Code Section 63G-2-305(18) and 305(22). 

 

Records Committee Decision: determined that records are 
properly classified as protected under 305(22), but used         
the weighing provision to release the record.  

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63G/Chapter2/63G-2-S305.html?v=C63G-2-S305_2017050920170701


Salt Lake Tribune 

vs. Attorney General 

The Salt Lake Tribune Story 

https://www.sltrib.com/news/politics/2017/10/12/state-records-committee-orders-the-attorney-general-to-release-its-secret-opinion-on-the-special-3rd-district-election/


KSL TV 

vs. Kaysville City Police Department 

Request: body camera footage of altercation inside a residence. 

 

Response: denied based on private classification                     

Utah Code Section 63G-2-302(2)(d)(g). 

 

Records Committee Decision: images of family members are 
private, but images of the suspect and law enforcement     
officers are public. The video contains both public and      
private information and must be segregated. The            
requester is to bear that cost.  

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63G/Chapter2/63G-2-S302.html?v=C63G-2-S302_2017050920170509


Matthew Winters 

vs. West Jordan City Police Department 

Request: video and audio – car camera, body camera and 
surveillance camera.  

 

Response: provided some, but redacted images of juveniles.                    
Utah Code Section 63G-2-302(2)(d) and 302(1)(d). 

 

Records Committee Decision: determined that records    
describing medical condition, images inside a residence,         
and personally identifiable information about juveniles                
is private. The governmental entity is obligated to segregate. 

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63G/Chapter2/63G-2-S302.html?v=C63G-2-S302_2017050920170509


Andrew Becker 

vs. Washington County Sheriff’s Office 

Request: police reports involving Mr. Becker.  

 

Response: provided private records but protected DUI report   
and certain audio and video recordings.                                     
Utah Code Section 63G-2-305(10). 

 

Records Committee Decision: Release DUI report. It is an      
initial contact report; as such is normally public. Video of    
inside police station in this cased is private. Video images          
of passenger inside Mr. Becker’s vehicle are private and        
must be redacted; remaining portions of video is public. 

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63G/Chapter2/63G-2-S305.html?v=C63G-2-S305_2017050920170701


Utah Rivers Council 

vs. Utah Division of Water Resources 

Request: 2015 water use data submitted to the Division by public 
water suppliers in Utah. 

 

Response: not available until verified, but protected as a draft. 
Utah Code Section 63G-2-305(22). 

 

Records Committee Decision: even though the raw data is 
unverified, it is not a draft, but is a public record.  

https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title63G/Chapter2/63G-2-S305.html?v=C63G-2-S305_2017050920170701


Edward Berkovick 

vs. Millard County 

Request: notes taken by county employee at an emergency 
meeting of the Utah Prosecution Council.  

 

Response: county does not maintain records, but later  

retrieved record. 

 

Records Committee Decision: by virtue of fact that county 
obtained the record the county is responsible to release          
with appropriate redactions for closed meeting records.  



2018 theme 

Scott Gollaher vs. Morgan County 

  “respondent possesses no records” 

 

Mine Shaft Brewing vs. Summit County 

  “county already provided all records” 

 

Brady Eames vs. Logan City 

  “city already provided all records” 



Decisions, orders and more. 

 

https://archives.utah.gov/src/index.html


Thank you – any questions? 

• Rosemary Cundiff 

• rcundiff@utah.gov 

• (801) 531-3858 

mailto:rcundiff@utah.gov

