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UPCOMING EVENTS 

January 6, 2020
Planning & Zoning Meeting: Town 
Hall - 3 pm 
January 8, 2020
Chat with theMayor, 
Church for the Nations, 200 W 
Frontier St. - 8 am
January 9, 2020
Town Council Meeting
Town Hall - 5:30 pm
January 15, 2020
Chat with theMayor, 
Church for the Nations, 200 W 
Frontier St. - 8 am
January 22, 2020
Chat with theMayor, 
Church for the Nations, 200 W 
Frontier St. - 8 am
January 23, 2020
Town Council Meeting
Town Hall - 5:30 pm

Supreme Court Backs 
Payson Mayor, and 
Settles Unanswered 
Recall Question 
By Jeremy Duda - December 9, 2019 

Tom Morrissey speaking at the 2014 Western Conservative Conference in Phoenix. 
Photo by Gage Skidmore | Flickr/CC BY-SA 2.0

A recall election against the mayor of Payson has been called off after the 
Arizona  Supreme  Court  issued  a  ruling  that  will  likely  change  the 
requirements for all municipal recall elections moving forward.
The state’s highest court on Dec. 6 ruled that opponents of Payson Mayor 
Tom Morrissey didn’t collect enough signatures to force a recall election 
because they based the number of  signatures they needed on the wrong 
election. The decision upheld a lower court ruling blocking the recall. ☞ 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The Payson Newspaper 
is not affiliated with the 
Mayor or Town Council.  

We have formed independently 
and are answering a call from 

the public for true news 
a fresh alternative.
Out with the old, 

in with the TRUE!

BREAKING NEWS:  $87,400,000 CLAIM FILED AGAINST THE TOWN!   READ ALL ABOUT IT ON  PAGE 9!



Common ₵ents PAYSON, ARIZONA December 20, 2019

State  law  and  the  Arizona  Constitution  dictate  that  in 
order to call a recall election against an elected official, 
organizers  must  collect  signatures  equivalent  to  25 
percent of the total number of votes for that office in the 
“last preceding general election” for that office. For state 
and county officials, that number is easy to calculate.
But things can get tricky when it comes to city and town 
officials,  which don’t  always have general  elections.  In 
nearly every city and town in Arizona, all candidates for a 
municipal office appear on a nonpartisan ballot, and the 
top two vote-getters move on to a runoff election. If one 
candidate  gets  a  majority  of  all  votes,  that  person  is 
declared the winner and no runoff election is held.
That leaves an open question — how does a city calculate 
the number of signatures needed for a recall election if 
it’s  been  years  since  the  last  general  election  for  an 
office?
An attempted recall campaign against Payson Mayor Tom 
Morrissey may finally provide an answer.
Opponents  of  Morrissey,  a  former  Arizona  Republican 
Party  chairman,  launched  a  recall  effort  following  the 
contentious  ousting  of  the  town    manager.  When  the 
campaign asked the town clerk how many signatures it 
needed, she told them 770. That figure was based on the 
election of 2002, which was the last time Payson had a 
runoff election for a mayoral race.
Unite Payson, the recall campaign organization, collected 
970  signatures,  821  of  which  were  deemed  valid, 
according to the Payson Roundup. But Morrissey argued 
that  the  2002 election was  the  wrong benchmark.  In  a 
lawsuit he filed to block the recall, his attorneys said the 
threshold  should  be  1,225,  a  figure  based on the  2018 
primary election, which is when he was actually elected 
mayor.
Maricopa County Superior Court Judge Randall Warner 
agreed, and ruled to block the March 10 recall on Friday, 
November 1st. Though the 2002 election was technically 
the last general election for mayor, the 2018 primary was 
the most immediate preceding election. Warner wrote that 
term “preceding” suggests that the constitution’s framers 
meant an election that was held in proximity to the recall 
attempt.
“The August  2018 primary election is  not  a  perfect  fit 
with the term ‘last preceding general election,’” Warner 
wrote in his ruling. “But it is a better fit than the 2002 
election.  It  is  more  consistent  with  the  Constitution’s 
purpose of measuring the number of signatures needed to 
call a recall election by the present size of the electorate. 
And  an  election  17  years  ago  cannot  reasonably  be 
considered ‘preceding.’”
Unite  Payson  appealed  the  ruling  to  both  the  Arizona 
Court of Appeals and the Arizona Supreme Court in the 

hopes of restoring the number based on the 2002 general 
election.
“The appellate  court  decided to  halt  until  the  Supreme 
Court  decided  whether  it  would  take  the  case,  said 
attorney Eric Spencer, who represents Unite Payson. 
Spencer  said  he  was  unable  to  find  any  legal  case  in 
Arizona in which the issue has come up. He’s hoping the 
Arizona Supreme Court will provide some guidance.
“That’s the phrasing from the constitution,” Spencer said, 
referring to the use of the term “general election” in the 
state constitution.  “So it’s  sort  of an issue of statewide 
importance in the sense that any other cities in the state 
would be facing the same difficulty in figuring out which 
election to use.”
Timothy  La  Sota,  Morrissey’s  attorney,  said  the  25-
percent  figure  in  the  constitution  and  state  statute  is 
supposed  to  be  based  on  a  contemporaneous  number. 
Payson’s population in 2002 was 14,047, according to the 
U.S. Census Bureau. Its population in 2017 was 15,520.
La Sota noted that  some cities may never even have a 
general election.
“How can you measure 25 percent against something that 
may never happen?” La Sota said. 
The Payson town clerk consulted the League of Arizona 
Cities and Towns on the matter. Christina Estes-Werther, 
the league’s general counsel, said the league essentially 
advised Payson, as it  does with all cities, to consult its 
attorneys as to which election it believes would be more 
appropriate.  The league’s elections manual provides the 
same  guidance.  Estes-Werther  said  the  league  doesn’t 
provide legal advice.
The  issue  of  which  election  to  use  has  never  been 
litigated,  but  the  question  comes  up  frequently.  Recall 
elections, which are extremely rare at the state level, are 
common at the municipal level, especially among smaller 
towns. ☞ 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She said she gets three or four questions per year. Cities 
and  towns  in  Arizona  are  pretty  much  split  down  the 
middle  on  which  option  they  choose.  For  cities  that 
haven’t  held  a  general  election  in  many  years,  Estes-
Werther  said  the  last  general  election  usually  has  the 
lower  signature  threshold  than  the  preceding  primary 
election.
Neither the courts nor the legislature has ever settled the 
issue.  The  controversy  in  Payson  could  answer  the 
question for good.
“We would like any clarity. That would be great,” Estes-
Werther said. “We don’t really have a position. We would 
just like clarity for the clerks, because they’re the ones 
who get stuck in the middle.”
The Supreme Court has not issued the official ruling to 
date, but we will publish when it becomes available. ⚖  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PAYSON MARCH FOR LIFE 2020 

 

SATURDAY, JANUARY 18 
12 NOON – 2 PM 

(FOLLOWING THE 10:00 AM SHOWING OF “UNPLANNED” AT SAWMILL THEATER) 
   

PLEASE JOIN US ON THE SIDEWALKS ALONG 87 AND 260.                                  
FEEL FREE TO BRING PRO LIFE SIGNS. 

 

UNBORN LIVES MATTER! 
 

FOR MORE INFORMATION AND FOR MEET-UP SITES:  
 

Call 928-474-7466 or  
Email beginningspayson@gmail.com  

 

FUN FACT:   You can’t hum while 
 holding your nose closed.

Mt. Cross Lutheran Church
601 E St Hwy 260 ● Call 928.978.5968
paysonhomelessinitiative@gmail.com

WE NEED VOLUNTEERS
Lite Cleaners ● Transportation
Laundry Drop-off ● Food Servers
Monitors ● Receiving ● Security

(on site training)
call Lana Bird 928.238.0483

WE NEED DONATIONS
Wild Game Meat ● Bottled Water

Fruit ● Vegetables ● Cleaning Supplies
Pet Blankets ● Twin Blankets
Twin Sheet Sets ● Towel Sets

call Gary for food donations 928.970.1928

DROP OFF ALL ITEMS at
Payson United Methodist Church

M-F ● 8am-12pm
414 N Easy St ● 928.474.0485

SCHEDULE
Check In Begins at 5:30 pm

Dinner from 5:30 pm - 6:30 pm
Check Out at 8 am Daily

WARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTERWARMING CENTER

PAYSON HOMELESS &
HOMELESS VETERANS INITIATIVE
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Payson’s Luxury 
Golf Communities 
Six Year Water Deal 
In 2013 the Rim Golf Club and Chaparral Pines were in 
desperate need of water for their golf courses. Reclaimed 
effluent  from the  sanitary  district  and  well  water  from 
Star Valley were not meeting demand. 
Working with the Town, a solution to the problem was 
crafted in the form of Resolution 2724 1 & 2725 2. 
Resolution  2724  was  an  agreement  between  Joint 
Facilities  Management,  LLC  (JFM)  3  which  is 
comprised  of  investment  groups  from the  two  country 
clubs, (The Rim Investments, LLC and Chaparral Pines 
Investments,  LLC),  the  RCEA-SLE,  and  the  Town  of 
Payson to construct a waterline from the treatment plant 
at Mesa Del Caballo to the Chaparral Pines Golf Course 
on Tyler Parkway.  This agreement required JFM to pay 
the  RCEA-SLE $700k to  coordinate,  design,  and build 
this waterline. When completed, it would be given to the 
Town along with a payment of $100K. 
In reality, the RCEA-SLE did not coordinate, design, and 
pay  for  construction  of  the  waterline  as  required  by 
Resolution 2724. The Town of Payson actually did all the 
work and paid all  the bills.  A Payson Roundup  article 
dated December 5, 2019  entitled “ Is it Better to Pay for 
or Sell C C Cragin Water?” Michele Nelson quoted an 
official,  apparently  from  the  RCEA-SLE,  saying  they, 
“used the remaining money — roughly $100,000 — to 

pay for archaeological studies necessary to buy 
the  land  and  engineering  studies  of  needed 
infrastructure”.   We suggest  that  our  readers 
review that December 5th Roundup article and 
seriously analyze all the comments it contains. 
Why  was  the  RCEA-SLE  part  of  an 
Intergovernmental  Agreement  (IGA)  when  the 
Town could have contracted directly with JFM?  
Remember, the town actually paid for and did 
all the work to complete this project, contrary to 
what was stated in the the Resolution 2724 and 
the IGA.
Since  untreated  C.C.  Cragin  water  was  not 
available  in  2013,  Resolution  2725  crafted  a 
pricing structure to provide the Town of Payson 
potable water at untreated water rates, until the 
untreated  water  was  available.  The  Town and 
JFM  should  have  known  it  would  be  years 
before  the  C.C.  Cragin  project  could  provide 

untreated water and, in reality,  the untreated water was 
not available until late 2019. 
How much water did JFM use during that six year period, 
and  what  was  the  cost  savings  to  JFM  for  paying 
untreated water rates for potable water? A FOIA request is 
pending to determine those numbers. 
At a usage rate of let’s say five hundred thousand gallons 
per day, for 2 months per year, for 6 years.   The math 
would be 500,000 X 30 X 2 X 6.  That’s a lot of water.  
Depending on the price per gallon, it is quite possible that 
the  savings  was  enough  to  pay  for  the  initial  $700K 
payment and much more. If this assumption is validated 
with  the  documents  requested  through  the  Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA), then the Town actually paid for 
the  construction  of  this  waterline  by  the  water  rate 
savings  they  granted  to  JFM.  We  will  provide  those 
numbers,  when  the  RCEA  complies  with  the  FOIA 
request submitted last month.
Reviewing completed capital projects is business as usual 
for most large companies and government bodies. There 
are some who think this type of review is a waste of time, 
but  why  wouldn’t  the  Town  want  to  learn  from  past 
mistakes  to  determine  what  is  needed  to  improve 
contracting  and  procurement  procedures?  It  is  obvious 
from  reviewing  this  project  that  improvements  are 
necessary. 
Remember, the JFM project is only one of many contracts 
associated with the C.C. Cragin and other capital projects 
and  we  encourage  the  Capital  Improvement  Projects 
Committee to continue doing their work. Click on links 
to go directly to document also printed on reverse side.  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What Happened to 
the Recall? 
What we have seen happening across the country for the 
past three years is now unfolding before very our eyes in 
our  little  community  of  Payson.    The  far  left  radicals 
across our nation cannot come to grips with the fact they 
lost the election three years ago.   They disrupt, obstruct, 
investigate,  block  and  make  every  attempt  to  prevent 
President Trump from accomplishing what he promised to 
do while campaigning.  
In the same way, a group of local malcontents still have 
not gotten over the fact that the former mayor was voted 
out.    On top of that,  for the first time ever, a 'write-in' 
candidate was elected to the council.  Inconceivable!  But 
it happened.  
Now they want to negate a valid election with a recall and 
get  a  "do  over!"    While  many  Payson  citizens  were 
unhappy  with  what  Craig  Swartwood  did  to  us:    And 
there were many examples: We accepted the fact that he 
was, in fact, our mayor.   We waited our turn to vote him 
out.    And  we  did.    But  the  malcontents  don't  want  to 
wait!  They want a recall.
I admit, I was not a Trump fan in the beginning.  He was 
crude,  unpolished,  and  in  my  opinion,  un-presidential.  
He still is!   But I respect a man who keeps his promises 
(unlike  Swartwood).    In  much  the  same  way,  Mayor 
Morrissey  may  be  considered  "un-Mayoral."     But  I 
respect the fact that he has no ulterior motives and truly 
wants  to  fix  what  is  broken  in  Payson.    He  is  not 
polished.   He is not an expert at Roberts Rules of Order.  
And while I don't always agree with his methods, or those 
of the three council members who the malcontents wish 
to  remove:    I  do  respect  their  attempts  to  end  the 
cronyism that has held Payson back for decades.
Whatever  happened to  that  misguided attempt  to  usurp 
the will of the voters? You know; those citizens who cast 
their ballots in the election last year desiring change and a 
new direction for our community? What happened to all 
the touted success in gathering 'hundreds and hundreds' of 
signatures in their vain attempt to recall our Mayor and 
three town councilors?
The deadline has passed. For weeks, and months, we had 
heard  of  such  wonderful  progress  and  support  for  this 
effort, which officially began the second week of August. 
Even after Mayor Tom Morrissey challenged the results 
in court, we heard Stan Garner (head of the group) state 
"We  are  still  gathering  signatures."  and  ”they  have 
collected 974 signatures....I couldn’t believe we got that 
many in just 17 days". (and neither could we). And finally 

from  Steve  Smith,  "It  is  growing  exponentially  every 
day.” **the source referenced is The Payson Roundup.**
The deadline has passed, and most of the folks in town 
who follow real,  factual  news knew it  wasn’t  going to 
happen.  Many informed citizens  who were  involved in 
the gathering of signatures for Propositions 401 and 402, 
knew exactly how difficult gathering that many signatures 
was, and in such a short time!? And in the case of the 
propositions, the majority of voters were in favor of them, 
as they passed by a 2 to 1 margin.
This latest  failed effort  NEVER had the support  of the 
majority of voters. The people voted for change, and an 
end to the crony tactics that have been the norm in Payson 
for decades.
The deadline has passed. And now, only silence from the 
cartel  who  set  about  the  task  to  undo  the  will  of  the 
voters. Not a word from the fake profiles who attached 
themselves to social media groups and pages, attempting 
to spread their hatred and false narrative to those, desiring 
the truth. It will be interesting to see how the local news 
media and the others opposed to bringing truth to Payson 
"spin" this latest failure. They have already had to adjust 
their narrative and modify their agenda, after two separate 
defeats in court.
The  deadline  has  passed.  Only  silence  from them.  but 
they have 'Poked the Bear' and the citizens of Payson are 
not  to  be  silenced any longer.  We are  taking back our 
town!  ⚖  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  The Payson Newspaper has been created by citizens of 
Payson who demand the TRUTH be told in Payson.  If 
there is only one source for news, and the reporting is 
completely biased against the newly elected officials 
you’re not getting the whole story.  To disinform the 
public to further their agenda is wrong. We feel 
newspapers have a responsibility to the community to 
keep the people informed without trying to promote an 
agenda for their own personal gain. What is written today 
is our history tomorrow. This is too important to sit back 
and do nothing about, thus this publication was born. 
  We check the facts, and provide the link to the proof so 
you can see it for yourselves. We care about our history 
being written with truth and integrity.  The people should 
have a voice that isn’t ignored when it doesn’t suit the 
publishers.  If you can add any information or have an 
editorial that was rejected from other publications please 
gather it up and email it to news@savepaysonaz.com.  We 
ask that you help our efforts and get the word out to 
neighbors, friends and family.  Please print and distribute 
to as many people as you’d like.  
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The following is an excerpt from one of the two Claims, 
one directed at  Jim Ferris,  the other  directed at  Mayor 
Morrissey. They were filed by Kenny Evans, MHA and 
RCEF  against  the  Town  of  Payson  and  can  be 
downloaded  here:  http://savepaysonaz.com/data/
documents/87-million-Claims.pdf

$87,400,000 Claim Filed Against Town!




