
In this issue of the Arizona Political Report
This is going to be a great year for political junkies.  
Arizona has its first wide open gubernatorial race in 
twelve years; many of the Statewide offices are open 
as well and we have three Congressional seats that 
are in play. 

In this issue, I interview Mesa Mayor Scott Smith 
about his campaign, his base and his priorities.  
I also had a chance to talk to my old friend and 
former member of the Arizona Board of Regents 
Fred DuVal about his priorities and his race for 
governor.

The Legislative Session is getting underway and 
I asked former Senate Majority Leader (current 
House candidate) and cartoonist Rusty Bowers 
to draw a cartoon showing us how the Session 
REALLY works….and most of all, who really pulls 
the strings.  I think you will like the result. 

Speaking of the Legislative Session, I hosted a 
conference in Scottsdale where Reps Michelle 
Ugenti and John Kavanagh together with several 
members of the business community laid out their 
priorities.  I found the responses to be interesting 
and I hope that you find them informative as well.

Each month I plan to profile an interesting legislative 
race and this month, I focus on Scott Bartle from 
District 11.  Scott has an interesting background 
and his Pinal County district is one of the most 
rapidly changing areas in the state. 

Many of you know that David Schweikert and I are 
friends and that we go hiking every couple weeks.  
This week I set my phone on record mode and 
asked him five questions while we hiked the Sunrise 
Trail in north Scottsdale.  David has an interesting 
perspective and I’m hoping that you enjoy—or are 
at least intrigued by--his answers.

The rest of this month’s edition is just Republic 
bashing.  I just can’t help myself, but what can I 
say, I think that professional journalists should be 
held to a high standard and I’m happy to be part of 
that process.

Greg Patterson   
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Greg:  Republic Columnist Bob Robb 
recently wrote a column in which he said 
“I just don’t see where Scott Smith gets 
his votes in a Republican primary for 
governor.”  What’s your response to that?

Mayor Smith:   Bob Robb is interesting, 
because he raises an issue and then it begs 
the question—who is anybody’s base?  I 
believe there are a lot of Republican 
voters who will reward a candidate like 
me that has a record of results and has 
governed with conservative principles. 
You actually can accomplish what I think 
real conservatism is—which is to create a 
bright future and expand opportunity by 
following conservative principles.

One thing I’ve learned through my 
national work with the US Conference 
of Mayors is that the Republican Party is 
missing the boat by not looking at where 
our  real strength is.

Our strength is in Republican Mayors and 
Governors who are incredibly popular, 
who are incredibly successful and who 
are conservative.   Now…do they make 
everyone happy all of the time?  No, they 
can’t, because when you govern, you have 
to make decisions.

But the reality is that when you look at 
a Greg Ballard in Indianapolis, or when 
you look at a Richard Berry who just 
won re-election with 70% of the vote in 
Democratic Albuquerque, or when you 
look at the Governors—Kasich, Scott 
Walker who are conservative, but have 
a lot of broad-based appeal, there is a 
constituency out there. It’s been proven.  
And I think that’s who my constituency is.

Greg:  Let’s go back to the Bob Robb 
article for a second.  I think his premise 
was that Ducey has the Corporate base….

Smith:  …which is wrong.

Greg ….and Bennett and you split the 
Mormon Base…

Smith….which I believe  is also wrong.  
Other than that he (Robb) started out 
really well.

I have to laugh, a Republic reporter once 
asked me “how are you going to raise 
money when Ducey has sucked up every 
bit of it.”  And I started laughing and 
said “This is a big state”.  We more than 
doubled our fundraising goal in the first 
week of our campaign. The response 
was overwhelming.  I couldn’t believe 
it.  There’s a lot of money that is very 
committed to me and what we stand for 
because they have seen us in action. 

Greg:  What do you stand for?

Smith:  Successful governing based on 
Conservative Principles.  Real successes—
and this is where Bob Robb got it totally 
wrong.  He dissed every success that we’ve 
had because he doesn’t understand how 
we’ve done it.  He doesn’t understand.  
People in Mesa and the East Valley and 
around the state understand because they 
have watched it happen.

They realize that the things we have been 
able to accomplish for example, in the way 
we have handled our budget, have not 
been luck, but part of a plan.

Greg:  Ok, so that’s the first one, 
handling your budget is the first big 
accomplishment….

Smith:  Well, we took a $62 million 
shortfall—one of the largest in the state—
and we not only balanced that without 
using any smoke and mirrors, we didn’t 
even ask for a tax increase.  That was off 
the table because my feeling was that that’s 
the lazy man’s way out.

But we didn’t just cut, we actually 
reformed Mesa government and the first 
thing we did was we went to all of our 
departments—including Public Safety.  
You know, if you hear most leaders, they 
say “We’ll never touch public safety” But 
I said, No…no….no…if you are going 
to reform government…if you are going 
to change the way that you do business, 
everything has to be on the table. And 
when nobody ever asks a department or 
an area to be efficient, why are we shocked 
when they aren’t efficient?  So we went 
to our police department and our fire 
department and we gave them not only a 
challenge, but a mandate.  We said “you 
are going to reduce your budget by 20% or 
more and you are going to maintain your 
current levels of service.   Figure out how 

to do it.”

Well, that’s tough because most people in 
Government just lay off people, or they 
defer programs. They don’t really change 
their world.  Well, our police and fire 
departments accepted the challenge and 
went through and did a top-to-bottom 
analysis and they found ways to be much 
more effective and efficient.  They cut 
their budget by tens of millions of dollars 
but still excelled.  When you look at Mesa, 
we have achieved a reduction in crime.  We 
hit forty year lows in crime and two weeks 
ago, the FBI named Mesa the third safest 
big city in America.

Greg:  What’s your second big 
accomplishment?

Smith:  We worked to create a future.  
We defined our economic development 
strategy.  Plus we reduced regulation.  We 
did both in Mesa.  On the Economic 
Development, we focused our community 
efforts on HEATT—Health, Education, 
Aerospace, Tourism and Technology.  That 
became the focal point of all of our efforts 
working with the community. When we 
talked with the Mesa Chamber, Mesa 
Schools, ASU Poly, Mesa Community 
College our  focus was on bringing together 
limited resources to focus on HEATT.

Bringing Apple to Mesa was not a two 
week accomplishment, it was a five 
year accomplishment because we made 
changes to zoning ordinances to make it 
more flexible; we targeted infrastructure 
investments to create an ROI (Return on 
Investment) approach to infrastructure 
decisions so that we would target 
investments in infrastructure that actually 
facilitate business growth.

And then the other thing we did within the 
city was we established a Mantra.  When 
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Interview with Mesa Mayor Scott Smith (continued)
we said “reduce regulation” we knew we 
had to change the culture.  We came up 
with the term “Facilitate, don’t Regulate”.    
Our job as government is not to regulate 
and just say no, no, no, no, no.   It’s to 
say “Let us help you comply…let us help 
you achieve, let us help you get through 
the morass.”

Greg:   What else did you do?

Smith:  The other thing which I know is 
near and dear to your heart is education 
and our efforts in education were 
focused—and we didn’t pay those colleges 
a cent to come into our city—and we were 
intent on changing the conversation on 
higher education in the state of Arizona.  
As you know as a member of the Board 
of Regents, it’s difficult to have a complete 
conversation on higher education when 
the market is dominated by the three state 
universities.

When that’s all you have, it’s difficult to 
discuss what you might do differently.  So 
part of our purpose in bringing in five other 
outside universities was to try and change 
the conversation and I think we have done 
a lot to do that.  I think having options is 
healthy.  It brings into focus what we want 
to accomplish through higher education.  
Are our universities trade schools?  Are 
they research universities? Or are they the 
old Liberal Arts where we educate in order 
to elevate.   Well, in reality, they are all 
three.

I believe this state needs a radical review 
of higher education because I think it’s 
holding us back.

Greg:  The Regents have requested that the 
Legislature fund a $1 billion bond offering 
that would go into facilities in order to 
attract research dollars.  The Governor’s 
budget didn’t include that request.  Would 
it have been in a Governor Smith Budget?

Smith:  Only if it was part of a well 
focused, well designed strategy.  I would 
love for us to become more recognized as 
an engineering and innovation center.  I 

would love for us to invest in buildings 
and infrastructure that creates centers of 
excellence like you see in other states.  Like 
a Georgia Tech, or an MIT. ASU and U of 
A give us an excellent start. I’d just like to 
see us get to the next level.

If it’s focused like that, then yes, I 
think that’s a wise public infrastructure 
investment—if it’s simply “let us grow 
bigger” then no.

Greg:  You mentioned tax increases, as 
you know, Governor Brewer inherited a 
difficult budget situation and she put a 
$1 billion tax increase on the ballot and it 
passed overwhelmingly.  Would you have 
done the same thing?

Smith:  I supported Proposition 100 at the 
time because it was necessary. It’s funny 
how the Legislators who fought vigorously 
against Prop 100, then turned around 
and patted themselves on the back for 
balancing a budget that included $700 
million a year from Prop 100.  I think that 
Arizona was going through a very difficult 
time and the people of Arizona agreed—
and the Legislature certainly didn’t turn 
that money down, nor did they turn down 
a billion dollars a year in federal stimulus 
money, nor did they reject billions of 
dollars in new debt to pay for operating 
costs. Which makes the current discussions 
interesting—that all of a sudden, we’ve 
developed a distaste for federal money. 

Greg:  I think that you are alluding to 
AHCCCS expansion, so let me ask you 
about it.  Would you have supported 
AHCCCS expansion?

Smith:  Well first of all, it doesn’t really 
matter whether I support it because the 
voters of Arizona on two occasions  
mandated AHCCCS expansion.  Let me 
make it very clear that I don’t support 
Obamacare and that I’m angry that 
Obamacare has put the State in the 
situation it has.  When you combine 
Obama changing the rules with the 
mandates that the voters approved, I don’t 

know that the Governor had any other 
choice unless she was willing to put this 
state at the brink of financial collapse.  As 
much as I dislike Obamacare, I’m not 
willing to make a political statement….I’m 
not willing to put my kids at risk and to 
defund their education and to defund the 
universities and other important things 
just so I can tell everyone how much I hate 
Obamacare.

Greg:  Let’s go back to the horse race aspect 
for a second.  We’ve had several former 
Mayors of Phoenix run for Governor and 
not make it.  Many would argue that 
Phoenix is a bigger base than Mesa…

Smith:  Running as a Mayors certainly 
presents a challenge, but when you 
look at Republican voters, the largest 
concentration of conservative voters is 
in the Mesa/Gilbert area.  I’ve done 
pretty well in Mesa.  I got elected twice, 
the second time with 100% of the vote.  
That’s a pretty good base to start from and 
I think if you talk to East Valley voters—
Tea Party people, moderate Republicans, 
even Democrats, they would even say “we 
really like what Mayor Smith has done.”

I’ve proven that I can succeed because I 
think people see that my style of leadership 
is focused on solving problems, on putting 
the issues first and foremost.  And ideology 
and philosophy—while I certainly think 
they are a means, they are not the end for 
me.  I’m not here to prove a point,  I’m here 
to build a better Arizona.

Greg:  Mayor Smith, Thank you for taking 
the time to meet with me today.

I’ve long argued against the legality of “First Things First” and the Prop 

105, “Voter Protection Act” initiatives.  First Things First sets up an 

alternative tax system and a shadow appropriations system that spends 

state money in ways that aren’t approved by the Legislature or Governor.  

I think it’s clear that this shadow system--which was established in statute, 

not appendend to the state Constitution--conflicts with the Bicameralism 

and Presentment sections of the state Constitution.  In other words, you 

can’t set up a law in order to bypass the Legislature and Governor on 

annual appropriations. 

I believe that Prop 105 is unconstitutional because it violates the “republican 

form of government” guarantee in the federal Constitution.  Prop 105 says 

that if a law is passed by initiative, it can’t be changed by the Legislature.  

However the US Constitution says that we have the right to live in a 

Republic, not a direct democracy.  There are already large chunks of state 

statute that are off limits to the legislature.  What’s it going to be like in 

50 years?  Or 100?  The answer is that amendments to statute will have 

to be decided by referendum.  That’s not a republic and the Constitution 

guarantees that Arizona stays a republic.

Most of the attorneys who have commented on my previous posts have 

raised procedural objections.  They have said that the issues are political 

questions and wonder if the courts would take them up, and they ask who 

has standing to sue.

Folks who follow these issues nationally are realizing that the Supreme 

Court’s decision in the CA Prop 8 case has upended the initiative process. 

Justice Kennedy, in his dissent from the majority, warned that “the Court’s 

decision also has implications for the 26 other states that have an initiative or 

popular referendum system, and which, like California, may choose to have 

initiative proponents stand in for the State when public officials decline to 

defend an initiative in litigation.”

In other words, if the Legislature were to decide that Prop 105 and First 

Things First are unconstitutional, and Attorney General Horne agreed, 

then--at least for federal court--no one else has standing to defend them. 

So while those who opposed CA Prop 8 may cheer that the California AG 

didn’t defend the law....remember that it goes both ways.

Good Bye to “First Thing’s First” and Prop 105

Spoiler Alert
During the Pearce recall election, the media hounded Olivia Cortes 

as a “sham” candidate.  She was sued, humiliated, cross examined and 

eventually withdrew her candidacy.  Frankly, I think the media and 

Pearce opponents opened a can of worms.  Do you really want to have 

the courts test the intentions of an otherwise qualified candidate in order 

to see if they should stay on the ballot?  What if they have no chance of 

winning and want to simply make a political statement?  What if they 

just want to screw things up for other candidates?  Are those goals not 

legitimate?  Should the courts concede that a candidate has met all the 

requirements and then cross examine them to make sure that they are 

not a “sham?”

While the media was wrong on Cortes, they should at least be consistent.  

The Legislature has just passed and the Governor has just signed a bill 

that would raise the signature requirement for Libertarian and Green 

Party candidates. 

The media is in full meltdown.  Check out this column by Laurie 

Roberts  claiming that Republicans have “Pulled a Fast One.”  But wait 

a second.  Roberts should support this legislation.  After all, she was part 

of the chorus claiming that Cortes was an illegitimate candidate.  Well, 

who says the Libertarians and the Green Party candidates are legitimate?  

They never win and they seem to spoil things.  Now that the media 

and courts have opened the door to questions about otherwise qualified 

candidates being “legitimate,” it seems appropriate for the Legislature 

and Governor to tighten up the qualifications so that the races are only 

between “legitimate” candidates. 

Frankly, what the Legislature did to the Libertarians is much more 

reasonable than what the media did to Cortes.  The Libertarians 

simply have to get more signatures.  At that point, they will be deemed 

to be legitimate.  Cortes met the signature requirement.  Everyone 

acknowledged that she followed the law, but she was hounded out of the 

race because her intentions were not in line with what the media thought 

they should be. 

Roberts and her media fellow travelers can’t support what was done 

to Olivia Cortes and then oppose what was done to the Green and 

Libertarian Parties. 

Think about that next time you question someone’s right to be on the 

ballot.
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Hon. John Kavanagh
I think things will be civil, but people are 
not going to be singing cumbaya, com-
bine that with the fact that it’s an election 
year and I don’t it will be a year of major 
legislation.

AZ is in recovery, but it’s a slow recovery.  
Because of the unique nature of this re-
cession we are in what’s called the Nike 
Swish recovery.  We went down fast and 
now we are in a very slow recovery, and 
consequently, the state is not generating 
as much revenue.  If we only do what 
our own baseline increases—those in-
creases that are fueled by more kids in 
our schools, more prisoners in our prisons 
and inflationary spending increases—if 
we just do that and don’t do any discre-
tionary increases for the next three years, 
in 2017, we will still have a shortfall of 
half a billion dollars.  We are still spend-
ing more money than we take in and the 
only reason this is working is that we 
salted away a big portion of the sales tax 
increase. 

The Governor has already suggested to 
us that she’s going to ask for more dis-
cretionary spending for CPS, schools and 
others—I don’t know where the governor 
is going to start in our annual discretion-
ary spending dance but my guess is that 
we will not leave the session without ap-
proving extra discretionary expenditures 
over my $200 million danger level. 

Let’s say that we can hold discretionary 
increases to $150 million each year on-
going—that means that if you take the 
$500 million that we are already going 
to be in the hole, plus the cumulative 
$150 million each year compounded and 
that means that we will be 1.4 billion in 
the whole.  The problem is that we were 
faced with having to do that kind of cut-
ting back in 2008 and 2009 when the 
economy tanked, but there’s a big differ-
ence; we had a lot of state funds that were 
full of money that we could sweep.  We 
had a lot of fat in programs that we could 
cut, without having drastic negative ef-

fects on the operation of state govern-
ment.  And we had a lot of buildings that 
we could borrow against.  That stuff’s 
not here anymore. 

So I’m not really sure what’s going to 
happen if we can’t limit discretionary 
increases.   But I’ll tell you this, it takes 
a two thirds majority in both houses to 
raise taxes and that’s not going to hap-
pen.   So Arizona’s budget could be a 
runaway train headed for big crash.  I 
hope it doesn’t go that far but I see a lot 
of dangerous warning signs that we are 
going to be in a real fiscal plight in 2017 
and I just hope the Governor and Legis-
lature all show some real restraint. 

The good times aren’t back and people 
can’t restore spending to the degree that 
people want and maybe we can’t do it at 
all.  It’s going to be a tough economic 
time.

I want to talk about something very 
specific to AZ—and that’s the regulatory 
environment.  As Chair of the Government 
Committee, that would be my primary 
focus, specifically, the ambulance industry.  
That may sound a bit dry, by it’s actually 
fascinating and it touches everyone’s lives.

We have an industry now that’s very hard 
to compete in.  It’s an expensive industry 
to get into.  It’s time consuming, so one 
of my priorities this next session will be 
looking at bringing competition back into 
this industry, which I think can benefit all 
taxpayers.

I’m certainly not going to get rid of the 
process, but I’m looking at streamlining it 
and making it more competitive, with the 
consumer ultimately benefitting.  

While the ambulance industry is a specific 
concern for me, I also think that the 
general business environment  while it may 
not be a glamorous issue is one that has a 
large impact on business and to the extent 
that we can reign it in, control it, I think 
we should, and that’s something that I will 
be working on this year. 

Hon. Michelle Ugenti

Editor’s Note: The Scottsdale Business Development Forum hosted a Legislative Preview Luncheon 
prior to session. Representatives Michelle Ugenti, John Kavanagh gave us their Legislative priorities 
and while representatives of various chambers of commerce and trade associations gave us an industry 
perspective. I thought you would be interested in the results. 
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The key priorities for ARPA this year will 
include a focus on transportation and 
infrastructure funding, regulatory reform, 
water and tax matters. 

This year we anticipate transportation 
infrastructure funding policy will 
include an emphasis on a proposal to 
allocate surplus revenues to DPS to avoid 
further Highway User Revenue Fund 
(HURF) sweeps.  This idea was proposed 
by Senators Andy Biggs and Don Shooter. 
We also expect there will be attention given 
to the Governor’s Trade and Transportation 
Corridor Alliance report that highlights 
the importance of our state’s ports of entry 
and commerce corridors.   In order to 
accomplish anything, we must establish a 
dedicated funding stream and clearly that 
will be a challenge for the conservatives 
given our present budgetary situation. 

Additionally, Senator Steve Farley has 
a suite of transportation bills intended 
to address transportation related needs; 
however, they are all bills that have been 
proposed in previous sessions and--given 
the current dynamics and focus of the 
legislature this year--it is not clear how 
much traction they will get.  They include 
a taskforce to look at revamping the 
highway user fee, creation of an Arizona 
Transportation Infrastructure Financing 
Authority and a mechanism for counties 
to collect increased motor vehicle fuel 
taxes to name a few.

A study committee is working to 
address the Underground Storage Tank 
remediation issue.  The Committee will 
ultimately determine where UST funds 
will go once remediation sites are cleaned 
up.  There has been some thought given 
to whether the money should go to fund 
transportation, but even if all of the money 
was dedicated to infrastructure it would 
not be enough to address the fact that our 
gas tax has not been indexed for inflation.   

We also anticipate a possible 
transportation initiative in 2016 that will 
include a State infrastructure funding 
package for ports of entry, commerce 
corridors and other vital infrastructure.  
It is not clear who will take the lead, but 
what is clear is that this issue is the focus 
of several key groups.  

Finally, the Arizona Board of Regents, with 
the support of business and civic leaders 
will be proposing a bill to authorize the sale 
of $1 billion of bonds to finance research 
infrastructure development between fiscal 

years 2016 and 2018, to fund $333 million 
of new research facilities in each of those 
three years at our state universities. 

On the regulatory front, our agenda 
includes supporting two separate efforts of 
the Arizona Department of Environmental 
Quality, Senator Gail Griffin and Senator 
McGuire to reform Aquifer Protection 
Permit statutory language that will 
provide consistency between the statutes 
and existing rules.  We will also be 
supporting a bill that will allow ADEQ 
to take the lead on meteorological dust 
risk forecasting for Pinal County in order 
to work towards attainment for PM10 so 
we do not risk further measures, sanctions 
or loss of highway funding by the EPA.  
ARPA will also support funding for 
ADEQ’s MyDEQ web portal which will 
dramatically increase permitting and 
reporting efficiencies for the agency.   We 
will also monitor any proposed water 
legislation we suspect will be dropped this 
session.

Finally,  ARPA will be following 
Transaction Privilege Tax reform that will 
focus on uniform licensing, filing, payment 
protocols and consolidated returns plus we 
will be following proposed  tax relief on 
electric costs for manufacturing.  

We are looking at the fiscal situation 
in the state.  Obviously, we are in the 
Nike Swoosh, and we are seeing some 
incremental improvements in the level of 
revenue, but we need to be very careful 
with our level of spending.  I think that 
we’ve made really great strides in the 
state, positioning AZ with the help of our 
Legislators and our local leaders in making 

AZ a very business friendly environment.  
As you seen recently, Apple locating here 
in the valley.  This is good news for us and 
I think that we are really positioned at the 
state and locally for continued success

One thing we are looking for—in 
additions to further improvements in the 
regulatory environment –is workforce 
development.  So one of our key efforts this 
year will be looking back to 2010 when we 
started implementing the Arizona College 
and Career Ready Standards (formerly 
known as Common Core).  We started 
implementing those standards in the class 
room and we are now a the point where 
we need to assess our students and see if 
they are meeting those standards, so one 
of our priorities the success and further 
implementation of those standards within 
our education system. 

So that our businesses can know that the 
products that are coming out of our high 
schools and community colleges—those 
education institutions—are predictable 
and timely for business.  

Steve Trussell, Director of Arizona Rock 
Products Association

Chad Heinrick, Vice 
President of Public 
Affairs for the Phoenix 
Chamber.
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A recent article from the Republic that is so fundamentally flawed 
that I have to wonder if the paper has any editors left. 

You can actually get the fallacy from just the headline:

      Numbers don’t back need for lethal force at border

Here’s the premise:  Border Patrol agents are assaulted less often 
than urban police officers.

Here’s the conclusion:  Therefore, Border Patrol agents should 
have fewer responses available when they are attacked.

This, of course makes no sense.  After all, the fact that Border 
agents are less likely to be attacked than urban cops is meaningless 
if you are discussing their options WHEN they are attacked.  The 
entire article is based on a statistical non sequitur.  The statistic 
has no relationship to the conclusion.

Here’s the full argument using the wording from the article. 

...an analysis by The Arizona Republic suggests that, statistically, 
Border Patrol agents are far less likely to be assaulted than police 
officers are.

Such statistics run counter to the argument, made by Fisher and other 

CBP officials, that agents need greater latitude to use deadly force, 
said James Duff Lyall, an American Civil Liberties Union attorney 
based in Tucson.

Post Script:

Beware of any article that is captioned “Republic Analysis.”  
Normally, universities or think tanks conduct studies or analysis 
and then journalists write stories based on the studies.  Think 
about what the line “Republic Analysis” means....it means that 
the reporter simply made up the story.  Naturally they don’t think 
this is what they did, but in reality, they did their own math and 
came up with a conclusion and then reported in on. 

There are two problems with this approach.  First, of course, 
it’s not real journalism when you create a report and then write 
a story about it.  Second, “analysis” is generally conducted by 
professionals. 

That’s why this flawed story slipped through.  The reporter isn’t 
qualified to do this type of analysis and then he reported on his 
own work. 

Just like they teach you in J School....

Aren’t there, like, classes for Journalists?

The National Federation of Independent 
Business, or NFIB, has about 7,500 small 
business members in Arizona and for the 
last three decades, not only in Arizona 
but nationally, our number one issue has 
been health care.  The implementation of 
the Obamacare law is the big gorilla in 
the room for every small business. They 
are going to have to decide over the next 
few months or year how they are going to 
deal with the employer mandate.

And let’s not forget that for some small 
businesses, the ones that do not offer 
insurance to their employees, their 
owners may be in the individual market, 
so they are currently being hammered 
by this failed federal exchange rollout 
and the cancellation letters coming from 
their current insurers saying that they 
can’t keep the plan or the doctor that 
they want.

We can’t do much about that here in 
Arizona, but one of the things that 
we will be supporting is an effort by 
state Representative Paul Boyer who is 
putting together a bill to help regulate 
the navigators who are promoting the 
Obamacare exchanges and will have 
access to our critical personal, financial 
and health care data. Our legislature 
can ensure that felons and others with 
questionable backgrounds are barred 
from having access to this information as 
navigators.  

There are also a number of bills that were 
either vetoed last year or didn’t make it 

past the finish line that we are working 
to resurrect.  For example, we will be 
supporting legislation to bring equal 
access for small businesses regarding the 
School Tuition Organization tax credit 
program that is now only open to big 
business. 

Inflation—oddly enough, Arizona does 
not index its tax brackets for inflation.  
It’s strange, but with all the income tax 
reforms that we’ve seen over the last 20 
years, that’s something that we would 
have thought would have already been 
slipped in. I guess the change is small 
enough that it got overlooked over and 
over again and we hope to take care of 
that this session. Despite the good news 
that Arizona has done a good job keeping 
individual taxes low, it would be a shame 
to have a growing number of people 
moved into higher brackets even though 
their incomes stood still.

Probably the biggest policy initiative 
NFIB is working on for the 2014 session 
is Representative Tom Forese’s Small 
Business Bill of Rights. The focus of 
his legislation is on all state government 
agencies, the 90-10 boards, everything 
including the auditors that come 
from the Department of Revenue and 
Department of Economic Security. This 
legislation specifically addresses the issue 
of intimidation or bureaucratic bullying 
that comes from certain individuals in 
state government. This bullying is not 
unique to state government and is a 

systemic concern covering federal, state, 
county and local levels of government. 

Oddly enough, the incidence of 
bureaucratic bullying is inversely 
proportional to the size of the business. 
So if you are a big business, they treat you 
with respect and even a healthy amount 
of fear, because you have the in-house 
staff or legal expertise on retainer to 
look out for your rights. But the smaller 
the business, the more aggressive, more 
intimidating and more bullying the 
regulator is. Too often small business 
owners stand alone against the bullying 
state enforcement officer. 

So the idea is to try to put a crimp in 
that cycle of intimidation and make state 
regulators produce a written disclosure 
based on the employer bill of rights 
that already exists in statute to ensure 
small business owners are aware of their 
rights. The bill also creates mechanisms 
for legislative oversight and executive 
accountability.

Farrell Quinlan, NFIB Director

6   ·   For additional Commentary go to www.espressopundit.com  ·  To subscribe go to www.ArizonaPoliticalReport.com



It’s been 10 years Glendale decided to position itself as a sports Mecca. 
The city’s decision has been such a disaster that it’s easy to forget how 
many people thought that Glendale’s gain was Scottsdale’s loss.

The Arizona Republic was especially critical of Scottsdale’s handling 
of the stadium issue and the editorial at the right is so mean, 
condescending, arrogant and ultimately wrong that I’ve taken the 
extraordinary step of printing it in its entirety.

I would encourage you to take a few minutes and read the whole 
thing and then compare it to the three excerpts from updated stories 
that I have printed below. Then ask yourself the question that I put 
in the headline: When will the Republic Apologize to the Scottsdale 
Mayor and Council?

Of course, you already know the answer.

ARENA PROVIDES LESSONS SCOTTSDALE SHOULD LEARN
OUR STAND: HANDLING OF THE ISSUE WAS A LEADERSHIP BLUNDER OF BIB-
LICAL PROPORTIONS

Arizona Republic 06 Jan 2004:

On Monday, the Scottsdale Republic published an in-depth editorial 
examining what went wrong with the Phoenix Coyotes’ arena plan at Los 
Arcos. Today, we look at what lessons Scottsdale leaders should learn from this 
disappointing affair.

...Our view is that Scottsdale’s mishandling of the arena idea was a leadership 
blunder of biblical proportions. Enough with the blame game. We hope that 
Scottsdale at least has learned some tough lessons from the disaster.

Here are some of the big morals of the sorry story:

...Once-in-a-lifetime projects are just that. Some Scottsdale city leaders took an 
in-credibly shortsighted view toward the hockey arena plan. The City Council 
had made the policy decision that Los Arcos needed to be redeveloped. It was 
clear early on that the arena was a dream plan that would have transformed 
south Scottsdale for the 21st century. It would have solved the revitalization 
dilemma that has city officials stumped to this day. Some council members 
never treated it that way.

...Some city officials seemed content to nitpick, complain, second-guess and 
haggle over details. They’re right to be diligent. Certainly nobody endorses a 
Pollyanna-ish panel of rubber-stampers. But at the same time, people who are 
forever looking for stuff to complain about always seem to find it.

….Don’t be arrogant. Scottsdale isn’t the only game in the Valley any more. 
This now seems cruelly obvious, but amazingly a lot of Scottsdale types 
don’t seem to get it. Still they sniff their noses at Glendale, once considered 
a perennial Valley also-ran. They note that Ellman’s Westgate City Center 
development is just a pale imitation of Scotts-dale because it is expected to 
feature a lot of Scottsdale-style eating and drinking es-tablishments. Glendale, 
a second-rate Scottsdale? Don’t hurt their feelings. They’ll cry all the way to 
the bank.

...Glendale won the Stanley Cup of politics when it secured the Coyotes and 
the new arena. Scottsdale deserves some time in the penalty box to think 
about what happened. We hope it never repeats the same mistakes again.

When will the Republic Apologize to the Scottsdale Mayor and Council?

“But over the past decade, the 
arena has failed to pay for itself, 
as city leaders and developers had 
promised. Projections that the arena 
project would generate enough to 
pay off the debt and net the city at 
least $100 million turned out to be 
wildly over-stated. 

Arizona Republic January 6, 2014

Two weeks after Tom Duensing 
took over Glendale’s top finance 
job, the city wound up in the same 
sentence with bankrupt Detroit 
in a Wall Street Journal article 
about the nation’s most fi-nancially 
troubled municipalities.

Glendale ranked second in the 
U.S., according to the story, thanks 
to a $26.6 million negative fund 
balance at the close of fiscal 2012, 
due largely to sports-related debt.”

Arizona Republic 
December 9, 2013

SkySong, the Arizona State 
University Scottsdale Innovation 
Center, has announced three new 
leases, including one that will more 
than double the size of one of its 
largest tenants.

The three leases total about 20,000 
square feet and will bring the south 
Scottsdale campus’ occu-pancy to 
above 90 percent. Pre-leasing has 
begun on SkySong III, the next 
building to be con-structed on the 
campus.

Arizona Republic,  
December 1, 2011
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Like, most elected officials, Congressman 
David Schweikert likes to meet constituents 
on the campaign trail. However,  Schweikert 
also likes to meet them on hiking trails.  
In addition to hosting “Hike with Your 
Congressman” events, Schweikert hosts an 
annual trip to Grand Canyon.   I’m always 
surprised at how few people take him up 
on these events.   We hike the Sunrise trail 
in the McDowell Mountains nearly every 
weekend and it’s usually just David and his 
wife Joyce plus their dog Charlie.  

Last week we reached the top and Joyce 
took this picture.  Then I set my iPhone to 
record and asked David five questions.  I 
thought you might like the answers.  

Greg:  Give me one observation…

David:  For decades, the media and the 
establishment wanted Republicans to 
focus on economic issues, not social ones.  
Isn’t that what they have in the Tea Party?  
But they continue with their fixation, and 
my theory is that much of this is really 
about power and money.

Greg:  On whose part?

David:  On the part of those who are 
fixated.

Greg:  They want to obtain power and 
money?  

David:  No they want to maintain it.

Greg:  What about the irony that Kyrsten 
Sinema voted to continue NSA spying and 
you voted against it.  

David:  You actually have a bigger story.  
The Bigger story is that the left’s ability to 
rationalize is stunning.  In 2007 and 2008 
the left was apoplectic—warrantless wire 
tapping, renditions, drone assassinations—
and under this President that’s been done 
on steroids and the left has been able to 
rationalize it.

Greg:   Do Republicans take the Senate or 
not?

David:  Yes.  

Greg:  Do you have a margin?

David:  By a vote.

Greg:  Chris Christie—career over or not?

David:  No, but because so much of the 
media is centered back east, they have 
a misunderstanding of the Republican 
activists and base. My instinct is that Chris 
Christie was never a favorite of the base. 

Greg:  So he’s not going anywhere, but he 
wasn’t going anywhere before?

David:  Yes. In a way, what we are seeing 
now is simply the way the rest of the country 
perceives back east politics anyway. 

Greg:  What happens with Obamacare?

David:  I think it implodes on itself 
actuarially and the real debate will be 
how we unwind it in future years.  Do we 
find ways to move back to market choice 
system, or does the left still have enough 
power to drive us to a more concentrated 
government control system.

Greg:  What’s the biggest danger out there 
that nobody knows about?

David:  It’s not that they don’t “know 
about” it’s what they don’t focus on.    
There are a handful of things.

Greg:  Give me three….

David:  US exposure to rising interest rates 
because of the “WAM” on our sovereign 
debt.  We are very interest rate sensitive.

Greg:  Is “WAM” a technical term?

Yes, it’s a way of describing the weighted 
average maturity of the debt.  A  huge 

portions of our debt have been issued as 
short term debt.  

What’s number two?

That if GDP growth continues to stay in 
the 2% range, within a decade there is no 
mathematical way that  we will be able to 
deal with our social entitlement costs.

Greg:  And number 3?  

That in 10 years, 80% of Pentagon spending 
will be personnel costs….healthcare, 
pensions, salaries.  So those who engage in 
commerce with the Pentagon, need to be 
prepared for a very different procurement 
cycle. 

Greg:  So states that are seeking defense 
contractors for economic development are 
in for a shock?

David:  Yes, a rude awakening. 

Travels with Charlie
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Wednesday, February 12, 2014
11:30 - Check in  |  12:00 - Luncheon  |  12:30 - Mayor’s Address

Scottsdale Marriott at McDowell Mountains
16770 N Perimeter Dr., Scottsdale, AZ 85260

  Gold sponsor  $5,000
  Silver Sponsor $2,500
  Table Sponsor $1,500 (includes 8 seats)
  Individual Ticket $50 (Includes Lunch)

For those that wish to attend the speech portion only, general admission 
is free, open to the public and starts at 12:30

STATE CITYof  theSTATE CITYof  theSTATE CITYof  the
2014

Scottsdale Business Development Forum 
cordially invites you to Mayor W.J. “Jim” Lane’s

2014 State of  the City Address Luncheon

Net proceeds to benefit

RSVP to Greg@AZCPA.org

Mayor W. J. “Jim” Lane

Remember Olivia Cortes?  She’s the “sham” 
candidate who ran against Russell Pearce 
and was subjected to a full blown media 
frenzy, vilified, sued, cross examined and 
then eventually pushed out of the race.  
At the time, I didn’t defend the election 
shenanigans that went on in that race, I 
simply pointed out that this type of game 
is common and that Cortes wasn’t even 
the best example of it.  My point was that 
the media are silent when gamesmanship 
benefits candidates that they like and in a 
full blown frenzy when candidates might 
interfere with their agenda.

In this post from 2011, I pointed out that the 
Democratic Party sent mailers touting the 
Libertarian candidate to Republican voters 
in the Giffords verses Kelly Congressional 
race.   Those brochures said that the 
Libertarian would “Repeal Obamacare” 
and was the “Real Conservative.”  Giffords 
defeated Kelly by about 4,000 votes and 
the Libertarian candidate received an 
extraordinary 11,000 votes.  The media 
that were in full frenzy over Cortes’ 
motivation ignored this egregiously cynical 
ploy by the Democratic Party.  Here’s what 
I wrote at the time.

Olivia Cortes 
will make no 
difference in 
this race, but 
she in the long 
run, she has 
demonstrated 
a point more 
clearly than 
any candidate before her:  For all their 
talk about fairness, balance, justice, 
professionalism and neutrality, the media 
actually only care about the “good” guys 
beating the “bad” guys. 

Today we have an even better example.  
The Republic’s Linda Valdez is CALLING 
FOR a sham candidate to enter the 
Democratic race for Governor so that Fred 
Duval receive more coverage in the race.

The nicest thing Democrats could do for their 
gubernatorial candidate Fred DuVal is find 
a primary challenger for him.

Valdez makes it clear that she is not 
attempting to make the race more 
competitive, or give Democrats better 
choices, or advocating any “legitimate” 
reasons for bringing another candidate in 
the race.  She makes it very clear that she 

is looking for a sham candidate who has 
no chance of winning but will force the 
media to cover the Democratic Primary.  
Her point is that the GOP has a broad 
field that will get all the coverage while the 
unopposed Duval will receive no coverage 
and that recruiting a candidate who can’t 
win will solve the problem. 

So there you have it.   At least for Valdez, 
the Cortes affair was faux outrage about a 
sham candidate.

So where are Laurie Roberts and EJ 
Montini on this?  Where the Republic 
Editorial Board?  At one point, recruiting 
“Sham” candidates was the unforgivable 
sin.  Now one of your fellow columnists 
has called on the Democratic Party to 
recruit a sham candidate. 

Laurie, what do you say to that?  Are you 
simply going to ignore it?  Are you going 
to claim that this is somehow different and 
that the people behind the Cortes race were 
somehow evil, but that the gamesmanship 
that Linda Valdez is advocating is fine?

Or was your outrage a sham too?

Linda Valdez calls for Sham Candidate
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Editorials are formal because they 
represent the opinion of the whole 
Board.  If individuals want to write 
snarky columns then they should 
put their name on it.  

This weak first line is an admission 
that this should be a column and 
that it’s already been done.   

Opening with sarcasm and moving 
on to pure name calling.  At least 
we know that we won’t have to 
analyze any actual arguments or 
facts.  

Classic Guilt by Association.  
How could a friend of Joe Ar-
piao be a good Governor? 

“Camera Hog”? That’s rich.  Who owns 
those cameras?  Who made Arpaio 
what he is today?  The MEDIA.  And 
don’t forget how many commercials 
and ads you sold because he’s such a 
“Camera Hog. 

“Probably safe to presume”  wow, 
that’s a high standard. 
 
“Unavoidable for comment” Take 
my wife...Please.  That joke is so 
overused that most readers won’t 
even realize that it was once a 
play on “unavailable for com-
ment.” 
 
I’ll once again point out that it is 
the media who are asking for his 
comments.  If they don't want 
them, they shouldn’t ask.   

Closing with a purely personal 
attack based on his appearance. 
 
I’m sure they think it’s funny, 
but remember that this is an 
anonymous attack from the 
state’s paper of record.   
 
The irony is that every few 
months the Republic issues a 
new call for “civility.” 

Anatomy of a Hit Piece 

If you want to know why newspapers are dying, you need to 
check out this hit piece that the Republic Editorial Board 
wrote about Steven Seagal.  The piece is unprofessional, 
mean spirited--and anonymous. 

I can’t tell you how frustrating it is that 
reporters don’t understand Arizona’s resign 
to run law.

Here’s an example from the Republic’s 
Laurie Roberts who mocked the legislature 
last September in a column that included 
this line.

This year, the Legislature eliminated the 
state’s longstanding resign-to-run law.

That line is simply wrong and not only 
did the paper not issue a correction, but 
the column is also still on the Republic’s 
website.  

The problem with leaving a mistake like 

that in print is that readers might actually 
believe it. 

I’m hoping that this generation of reporters 
will finally understand the resign to run 
law now that they have the example of 
Scott Smith who is resigning as Mesa 
Mayor in order to run for Governor. 

The Resign to Run law requires Smith to 
resign because he is not in the last year of 
his term.  That means that without the 
law, Smith--who was elected to a four year 
term in 2012--would be able to run for 
Governor while remaining Mayor--and if 
he lost, he would still remain Mayor. 

Ducey and Bennett on the other hand, are 
in the last year of their terms.  That means 
that if they run for Governor and lose, they 
are no longer in office because their terms 
will have expired. 

The law was designed for the Smith case, 
not the Ducey and Bennett case. 

Reporters never seem to envision a case 
in which someone like Smith--or Sheriff 
Joe--has an election cycle that doesn’t line 
up with statewide office, so the reporters 
incorrectly assume that the law is designed 
so that candidates like Bennett and Ducey 

don’t start campaigning until they are in 
their last year in office.  This incorrect 
interpretation leads reporters to play a 
never ending game of “gotcha” as they try 
to claim that candidates are starting too 
early. 

Last year, the legislature eliminated those 
opportunities for miss-interpretation by 
clarifying the statute so that candidates 
don’t have to resign unless they turn in 
their nominating petitions while they are 
not in their last year of office. 

Since folks like Laurie Roberts don’t 
understand how resign to run works, they 
call this clarification an “elimination” of 
the law. 

If you want to know if the law has been 
“eliminated” talk to Scott Smith who is 
going to “Resign” from office in order to 
“Run” for Governor. Hence the name of 
the law.

NOW Will this generation of Reporters 
understand the Resign to Run Law?
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Republic reporter Rebekah Sanders has written a three part story 
on the AZ Congressional delegation.   Those who understand AZ 
politics, will know that we have nine congressional representatives 
and six of them are in safe seats and three are in swing seats.  
Naturally, the six in safe seats can vote the same way that they 
campaigned.  The three democrats in the swing seats have to 
move to the right in order to keep their seats. 

Sanders didn’t write the headlines, but they are a great example 
of the mentality of the folks at the Republic--and frankly, the 
headlines alone do substantial damage to her articles. 

Here’s the headline used to describe the group that includes the 
State’s two senior Democrats.

OK. So Grijalva, Pastor and Franks are “Standing on Principle.”

However, when Schweikert, Salmon and Gosar vote with their 
district, here’s what they are doing.

Give me a break.  Both groups are voting in line with their 
campaigns and their districts, but Grijalva and Pastor are just 
voting on Principle, meanwhile, Schweikert, Gosar and Salmon 
are trying to advance the agenda of the Tea Party. 

While Sanders can’t be faulted for the headlines, she can be faulted 
for two major mistakes.  First is that Salmon and Schweikert were 
both elected to the Legislature in 1990.  They were Conservative 
then and they are Conservative now.  Sanders’ implication that 
they are somehow a product of the Tea Party is simply wrong.

Sanders’ second mistake is that she’s falling into the trap of 
thinking that she needs to modify the word “Conservative.”  This 
is a common trap for liberal journalists.

“Conservative” is still a popular political label, so moderates 
and liberals like to put it on their campaign literature, and then 
Journalists feel the need to modify the “Conservative” label 

for elected official who are, well, Conservative.  That’s why the 
Capitol Times once said the Legislature had something like 
twenty “Ultra” conservatives.  That’s not allowed anymore, which 
is why I provide the example of the Republic using the nonsense 
term “Uber” Conservative.

The next iteration was “Neo Conservative”, but that only lasted 
until reporters realized that “neo” means “new” and is not the 
same as “Ultra.”

So now when reporters who want to modify “Conservative” in 
order to make it a negative term, they call them “Tea Party” 
conservatives.  That’s what Sanders has done here.  Maybe 
that’s why the headline writer botched the headline...he was just 
reflecting the bias that was in her story. 

 

The Republic’s Laurie Roberts is complaining that 
special interest groups are providing free food for 
Legislators.

Laurie-Roberts-screenshot (2)Our leaders can legally be 
wined and dined and put up at the Ritz by any special 
interest that craves their vote. They just have to disclose 
it if the gift is worth more than $500 – though they 
never have to report their intake of free food and drink.

Golly, she has a good point.  This time of year, the 
Legislative Calendar is full of receptions hosted by 
special interest groups taking advantage of the law 
that allows them to feed legislators.

For example, the day after Roberts wrote her column 
the Arizona Newspapers Association is hosting a 
reception for Legislators at the Arizona Capitol Times 
Building.  Doors open at 4:30, but you probably 
shouldn’t attend--these evil special interest groups 
always want something in return and you want to 
stay pristine.

The Headline Says it All

You are invited...but you had better not attend.
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Scott Bartle has lived in the Phoenix area 
since 1977 and in Maricopa since 2004.  
Scott served as Marketing Coordinator 
for the Super Bowl Host Committee 
prior to joining the Maricopa County 
Sports Commission where he spent 
four years as its Assistant Executive 
Director.   In 2010 he was elected to a 
four-year term on the Maricopa Unified 
School District Governing Board, 
serving as board president his first two 
years.  Bartle studied in Mexico City 
and graduated from Indiana University 
where he studied Geography, Business 
and Spanish.

 

Scott@InMaricopa.com   

(480) 980-6800

Tell me about the race; is there an open 
seat? Who is the incumbent?

It is an open seat. The current senator 
for our district is Sen. Al Melvin, who 
is running for governor. The district is 
heavily Republican and, if the 2012 results 
hold true in 2014, voters will elect their 
new senator to represent them at the State 
Capitol at the Aug. 26 Primary election.

How have you seen District 11/Pinal/
Pima county change over the last few 
years?

In the 2012 election more than 18,000 
voted in the Republican Primary in 
LD11. More than 12,500 votes came 
from Pima County and 5,500-plus from 
Pinal County. Several years ago, this area 
enjoyed lower unemployment and better 
job opportunities. LD11 contains a variety 
of communities, including many rural 
areas that were hit especially hard by the 
recession. Even though there has been 
some rebound, we still lag behind the 
nation and many other parts of the state 
in job creation. It is important we elect 
leaders who understand the urgent needs 
the people of our district face. As an active 
community member, small business owner 
and homeowner, I have seen firsthand the 
struggles many have endured during these 
hard times. My background and experience 
will be important when representing this 
district at the State Legislature. I know 
what it takes to creates jobs that will 
help our communities grow and families 
prosper. One of my top priorities will be to 
ensure we create a climate that encourages 
growth of existing companies and startups, 
and brings new businesses to our area that 
provide stable, good-paying jobs.

What are the unique needs of the district?

We have many needs, including public 
safety. It is critical we have adequate police, 
fire and emergency services. We have a 
large district, much of which is rural, 
that struggles at times to provide critical 
services to all of our residents. 

Education is vital to building strong 
individuals, strong communities and a 
strong economy. I will continue to work 
hard to improve educational opportunities 
in our district.

Agriculture’s needs must be top-of-mind 
as well as regulatory, water and labor 
issues continue to affect the industry that 
provides much of our food.

What are your priorities?

I have set an aggressive plan of action for 
my campaign. Listening is essential to 
understanding what is important to the 
people of our district, and the people’s 
priorities include jobs, safe neighborhoods, 
excellent educational opportunities, 
adequate transportation to support growth 
and necessary medical services. My priority 
is to listen, collaborate and produce real 
results for the people of District 11 and all 
Arizonans.

What has prepared you to meet those 
priorities?

I was born and raised in a loving, strong, 
conservative family. Many are patriots 
who fought for our country and the 
Constitution, including in World War II, 
Vietnam, Korea, Iraq and Afghanistan. 
Some spent as much as four years as 
POWs. While the bulk of my dad’s family 
is military, my mom’s side is littered with 
educators. The desire to serve was instilled 
in my brother, sister and me at early ages.

I’m an entrepreneur and small business 
owner, opening my first businesses at age 
28. I’ve started companies and created 
jobs from scratch. I know the hard work, 

perseverance, leadership, vision, decision-
making and communication skills it takes 
to be successful. 

I was elected to the Maricopa school board 
in 2010 and spent the first two years as 
board president. This experience has 
taught me how to navigate the politics and 
bureaucracy that comes with public policy 
making, and has confirmed my ability to 
make tough, fact-based decisions that are 
in the best interest of my constituents as 
a whole, even if unpopular amongst vocal 
opposition.

I’m a graduate of Indiana University 
and studies abroad in Mexico City. My 
experiences with Valley Leadership, 
Project CENTRL and Flinn-Brown Civic 
Leadership Academy have also prepared 
for the issues facing our state and how to 
solve them.  

What legislator is most similar to you 
in the issues?

I doubt there is any legislator with whom 
I’ll agree on all the issues, but there are 
many honest, hardworking, dedicated 
lawmakers I respect. You could say I’m 
most similar to the legislator who best 
studies the issues, listens to all stakeholders 
and makes conscientious, fact-based 
decisions that are in the best interest of 
their constituents.

Would you have supported the 
governor’s AHCCCS expansion bills?

I was not privy to the months of debate at 
the Capitol and didn’t hear all sides, but 
here are a few of my thoughts on the issue: 
I adamantly oppose Obama Care; I believe 
it is important the people of our district 
have adequate healthcare; and I believe in 
minimizing the burden on taxpayers. If I 
had been in the legislature last year, this 
would have been the perspective I would 
have brought to the discussion.

An interview with Scott Bartle
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It’s been interesting to watch the media try to deal with the Tea 
party.  The first step was to simply ignore it.  Political junkies who 
follow the blogs had been reading about Tea Party rallies for months 
before the mainstream media finally picked up the story.  Contrast 
this to the media’s wall-to-wall coverage of the Occupy Wall Street 
“movement”--which despite the media prodding and nursing 
disappeared before it did much moving.

The next step was to vilify the 
Tea Party members by claiming 
that they were racist or by simply 
referring to them using the highly 
offensive term “tea baggers.”

The latest stage is to admit that the 
Tea Party is thriving and proclaim 
that this is evidence that the 
Republican Party is in the midst of a 
“Civil War.”  The Civil War theory 
is wrong for two reasons.  First, 
reporters don’t seem to realize that the “Tea Party” Republicans and 
the “Establishment” Republicans are ideologically identical.  Their 
fights are over governance issues--with the Establishment wing much 
more willing to, you know, actually govern.

So the media has missed the fact 
that for the first time in its history, 
there really isn’t a “moderate” wing 
of the Republican Party.  Sure, 
there are a few moderates, but they 
certainly aren’t a wing--more of an 
alcove or maybe a breakfast nook.  
So the Republican party is actually 
more united than it ever has been.

The second problem with the 
Republican Civil War motif..at 
least in Arizona...is that ignores the 

REAL civil war.  That would be the one in which the Democratic 
Party is currently embroiled. 

The Republic had a recent story that included this line. 

The diminishing political clout of African-Americans in Arizona is 
notable because it contrasts with gains at the national level,

Let me add that the diminishing clout of African-Americans in 
Arizona is also notable....because it has been diminished by the hard 
work of the Hispanic members of the Democratic Party. 

So when the Senate Democrats--led by Steve Gallardo--ousted Leah 
Landrum Taylor from leadership...the media were writing about the 
Civil War in the Republican Party. 

And when Ruben Gallego’s wife Kate defeated African American 
Icon Warren Stewart for a city Council seat that has been traditionally 
held by an African American....the media were writing about the 
Civil War in the Republican Party. 

And while Chad Campbell continues to demand the ouster of DES 
Director Clarence Carter...the media are writing about the Civil War 
in the Republican Party. 

So now we finally have a story that points out that the African 
American community has lost a lot of political clout.  It sure would 
have been great if we had read about that while it was actually 
happening. 

Of course, that wouldn’t have fit the narrative, now would it?

The REAL Civil War
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Here are a few items that aren’t getting 
much coverage, but will eventually have a 
large impact.

Millions of Insurance Policies will be 
Canceled right before the Election

2014 is looking like a wave election, 
but here’s an interesting tidbit from the 
Washington Post that makes me think it 
might be more than just a wave.

When millions of health-insurance plans were 
canceled last fall, the Obama administration 
tried to be reassuring, saying the terminations 
affected only the small minority of Americans 
who bought individual policies.

But according to industry analysts, insurers 
and state regulators, the disruption will be 
far greater, potentially affecting millions of 
people who receive insurance through small 
employers by the end of 2014.

While some cancellation notices already 
have gone out, insurers say the bulk of the 
letters will be sent in October, shortly before 
the next open-enrollment period begins. The 
timing — right before the midterm elections 
— could be difficult for Democrats who are 
already fending off Republican attacks about 
the Affordable Care Act and its troubled 
rollout.

 

Republic and USA Today to Merge 

The Wall Street Journal is reporting that 
Gannett will soon be adding USA Today 
to its local papers.

With this change, the Republic and USA 
Today are essentially a hybrid.  As print 
revenue continues to slide the USA Today 
side will grow and the Republic side 
will shrink.  Eventually, your morning 
Republic will consist of a copy of USA 
Today with enhanced local coverage.  

Prop 105 will Disappear

The United States Constitution guarantees 
that State’s operate under a Republican 
form of Government.  This section called 
the “Guarantee Clause” is found in Article 
4 Section 4 of the US Constitution and 
serves to guarantee that states don’t become 
monarchies--or direct democracies. 

I’ve argued that Prop 105 the so called 
“Voter Protection Act” is unconstitutional 
because it requires a public vote to change 
certain statutes.  The problem is that while 
the US Constitution is my side, the 
procedure is against me.  The Supreme 
Court has ruled that controversies 
surrounding the “Guarantee Clause” are 
“political questions” and the court won’t 
intervene. 

However, that interpretation may soon 
change....and that change may come 
from an unlikely source.  Remember the 
TABOR wave?  In the early 1990s, there 
were a series of initiatives that prevented 
legislatures from raising taxes.  The 
Colorado version is called the “Taxpayer’s 
Bill of Rights” or TABOR.

Colorado has now become a very blue 
state and the legislature is not happy to 
need a vote of the people in order to raise 
taxes.  The legislature is arguing that, 
you guessed it...the federal Constitution 
Guarantees that Colorado has a republican 
Form of Government, and that provisions 
that require a vote of the people in order 
to raise taxes violate the Guarantee Clause.

I happen to agree with them.

The thing that makes this case different 
than previous Guarantee Clause cases is 
that a federal judge has ruled that the case 
is NOT a political question and that the 
court will render a decision. 

This is the beginning of the end of 
TABOR...and of Arizona’s Prop 105 
“Voter Protection Act.”

Three Things to Watch

If you get your news from English-only 
sources, you probably think that the 
Democratic Party has a lock on Hispanic 
voters.  However, if you watch the 
evening news on Univision, or follow the 
Spanish Sunday talk shows like Al Punto, 
you will realize how angry the Hispanic 
community is that President Obama has 
deported nearly 2 million illegal aliens. 

It seems like the folks who hired 
Janet Napolitano to be the California 
Chancellor only get their news from 
CBS, NPR and the New York Times, 
because this has caught them off guard.

But her political skill was confronted almost 
immediately by a liability on campuses 
filled with foreign-born students, hundreds 
of whom lack legal immigration status — 
her role in the Obama administration’s 
deportation of 1.9 million unauthorized 
immigrants.

Napolitano is responding by going on a 
“listening tour”.  Hmm, when you are 
addressing issues like parking congestion 
and the quality of cafeteria food, a 

listening tour can be an effective tool.  
When you arrest someone’s father at a 
traffic stop, hold him without charges 
for a few months and send him back to 
Guatemala in the middle of the night....
well, the listening tour’s not such a good 
trick.

Hispanics are one of the fastest growing 
communities in the United States and the 

Democrats have been really short sighted 
to alienate them so badly.  Add in the 
degree to which young voters are turned 
off by the failed rollout of Obamacare and 
the massive scale of President Obama’s 
warrantless wire taping programs and 
then factor in the civil war between 
Hispanic elected officials and African 
American Elected officials and you have 
the makings of a Party that is imploding.

I support a two party system, and none 
of us benefit if the Democrats go the way 
of the Whigs.  They need to get their act 
together for the good of the country.  Just 
saying.

The Democrats’ Hispanic Problem
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Fred DuVal grew up in Tucson, received 
his B.A from Occidental College and 
then returned to Arizona and worked 
for Governor Bruce Babbitt.  He later 
served a senior role in Bill Clinton’s 
Cabinet and afterwards went to work 
in the renewable energy industry.  Fred 
served an eight year term on the Arizona 
Board of Regents—which many people 
(like for example my mom) regard as 
the most prestigious appointed position 
in state government. 

Fred and his wife Jennifer live in 
Phoenix with their four-year-old son. 
Their older son, Will, attends college 
and is a ROTC cadet.

Q: Naturally, I think that service on 
the Board of Regents is the best route to 
becoming Governor. What else have you 
done that prepared you to be Governor?

A: Lots of things. I was Governor Babbitt’s 
legislative director during one of the most 
productive periods in Arizona’s history. 
We did a lot of big things during those 
years – developing AHCCCS from scratch 
and turning it into a national best practice, 
passing a groundwater act, and creating 
the Phoenix freeway system, which I think 
almost all of us in the Phoenix area would 
consider essential. I was the Director of 
Intergovernmental Affairs during the 
second term of the Clinton Administration, 
tasked with managing the relationship 
between the federal government and the 
states. Again, it was a very productive 
time. We successfully navigated President 
Clinton’s welfare reform in a way that 
satisfied both Republican and Democratic 
governors, and negotiated a settlement with 
the tobacco companies, which provided 
millions of dollars of funding for children’s 
healthcare. My whole career’s been about 
working across the aisle, and bringing 
people together to find solutions that are 
best for everybody. I have 3 decades of 
problem-solving in the public arena.

Q: You were Deputy Chief of Protocol 
in the Clinton Administration…I’m 
reminded of the Line from Star Wars 
where Uncle Owen says “Protocol?  I have 
no need for a protocol droid.” I’m guessing 
that I don’t really understand what you 
did. So tell me about that job and how it 
would help you as Governor.

A: Deputy Chief of Protocol was certainly 
one of the most interesting jobs I’ve ever 
had. Simply put, my job was to coordinate 
and manage the visits of foreign dignitaries 
– Presidents and Prime Ministers and Kings 
and Queens. Oftentimes I had to deal with 
interesting and eccentric characters that 
weren’t interested in making my job easy. 

I think that’s a pretty good description 
of what the working relationship would 
be like for a Democratic governor and a 
Republican legislature. 

Q: What would your priorities be as 
governor?

A: Education and job creation. Our 
education system has been ranked near the 
bottom in terms of quality for far too long. 
It’s unfair to our children – they deserve 
better. I don’t think anyone thinks that 
throwing money at our education system 
is a panacea, but we can’t keep cutting 
funding, growing class sizes, and losing 
good teachers and expect outcomes to 
improve. There’s no doubt that we need 
to reinvest in education, but we need to 
do it with performance measures – such 
as Common Core standards that over 45 
states have adopted but which many in 
Arizona resist - so taxpayers know they’re 
going to get a return on their investment. 

In terms of jobs, we need to focus on 
creating good paying jobs to support 
middle class families. It’s true that we’ve 
grown jobs at a faster rate than most of 
the rest of the country, but we’ve doubled 
down on the part-time and low-wage jobs 
of the past, rather than creating jobs that 
will grow our economy for everyone. 

Q: Is it the responsibility of government 
to improve the economy? If so how would 
you do it?

A: I think so, but there’s only so much 
government can do. I think we’ve already 
done a lot of the work on tax reform to 
make Arizona one of the most competitive 
states for business. So next we need to 
make sure that business growth isn’t 
stifled by overregulation. We need to be 
constantly reviewing rules and regulations, 
in each agency, and removing redundant 
or outdated ones. I also think that state 
agencies can move at the speed of business 
and help entrepreneurs by establishing 
predictable timeframes for permit 
applications and allowing much of the 
permitting process to be completed online. 

We need more investment in Arizona; we 
are very low on venture capital. Creating 
this requires clear market signals that 
we support 21st century industries from 
commercialization to export.

Q: You are clearly an education expert, what 
would your priorities be for education?

A: I think our biggest priorities for 
education should be 1) celebrating and 
supporting good teachers with better pay 
and better training opportunities;  2) 
aligning funding to outcomes by creating 
tools of measurement and accountability 
and investing in models of success; and 
3) lowering our high school dropout rate. 
We have the highest drop out rate in the 
country. We need to change the culture 
around dropping out of school – our 
children need to know that it’s not okay, 
that it’s not an acceptable outcome. 

 Q: Do you think the state needs to repeal 
Prop 108—the requirement that 2/3 vote 
of the legislature is needed in order to raise 
taxes or fees?

A: I think the decision to repeal a voter-
protected initiative should be left up to the 
voters. 

Q: Is there a public sector pension crisis, 
or is that just a media creation? If so, how 
would you fix it?

A: There’s obviously a problem when you 
read stories about Phoenix’s former City 
Manager walking away from the job with 
a quarter-of-a-million dollar pension. That 
needs to stop, and we need to deal with 
the issue of “pension spiking.” I would 
fix it by bringing everyone to table and 
supporting a proposal that’s good for 
workers, business, and most importantly 
good for the taxpayers. 

Q: Last two questions. Do you support or 
oppose: 

AHCCCS Expansion? Yes

Driver’s Licenses for Dreamers? Yes

Thank you for taking the time to chat.

A Chat with Fred DuVal


