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EVENTS: 
Sept. 2, 2022 
FIRST FRIDAY ART SHOW from 5PM-7PM 
at Payson Golf Club at 1504 W Country 
Club Dr., Payson, AZ. Every Friday!! 

Sept. 3, 2022 
FARMERS AMRKET from 8AM-12PM 
at Sawmill Theater Plaza 

Sept. 3-4, 2022 
PINE & STRAWBERRY FINE ART SHOW 
8AM-5PM at Pine Community Center at 
3886 N Hwy 87 Pine, AZ 85544 

Sept. 6, 2022 
Payson Tea Party Meeting at 6:30PM at 
Ponderosa Bible Church 1800 N Beeline 
Hwy. Doors open at 6PM. 

Sept. 8, 2022 
Payson Town Council Meeting starts at 
3:30 pm at Town Hall 303 W Beeline 
Hwy.  Stay up on our Town. 

Sept. 15, 2022 
Special Payson Town Council Meeting 
starts at 4:30 PM at Town Hall 303 W. 
Beeline Hwy. 

Sept. 22, 2022 
Payson Town Council Meeting starts at 
4:30 PM at Town Hall 303 W. Beeline 
Hwy. 

Sept. 23-25, 2022 
LIVE MUSIC!! FIDDLERS COMPETITION 
at Green Valley Park.  More info to 
come. 

Sept. 26, 2022 
RIM COUNTRY REPUBLICAN CLUB 
MEETING at 11:30AM at Tiny’s Family 
Restaurant 600 Hwy 260. 

By Kim Nichols 

Payson, AZ - A demand letter written to the Public 
Works Director of the Town of Payson on 3/15/21 
explains quite well the storyline of all that has 
transpired between Alpine Heights HOA and the 
Town of Payson.  The letter in its entirety: 

Dear Ms. DeSchaaf,  

I am writing in response to your referenced letter 
which addressed multiple concerns of impropriety 
set forth in our Memorandum of September 24th, 
2020.[1] New Council Members may not be aware 
of the actions taken previously with so little 
concern for the people living in Alpine Heights.  
Much of the delay in our response to you was 
caused by the sudden passing of our HOA 
President, Bob Graziano.  As of March 4, 2021, I 
will be serving the remainder of Bob Graziano’s 
term as President.  This letter will explain the facts 

to create a mutual understanding between all 
parties involved, and serve as official notification 
that Alpine Heights Homeowners Association 
(AHHOA) is not going away quietly in the night.  
Speaking for the entire Board of the Association, 
we are committed to our fiduciary duty to protect 
our community and enforce our Declaration of 
Restriction’s to whatever degree deems necessary.  

In your letter dated October 28th, 2020,[2] as an 
explanation/justification, you state that the Town 
Council is authorized to decide matters related to 
“boundary line adjustments.” [3] This is normally 
the case between any two property owners, and 
often used to adjust or correct legal ownerships to 
conform a legal description to (for example) an 
existing wall or fence line.  However, the process 
by which The Town and its collaborator, Tayco 
Properties, LLC (Tayco), “extinguished” Lot 147 in 
our subdivision was by no stretch of the 
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imagination a “boundary adjustment.” The Town of  

Payson deeded a portion of Lot 147 it owned to Tayco, 
and Tayco deeded other, separate, property of a like 
size to the Town. This is in substance, form and legal 
definition known as an exchange of real estate (and 
so described at Council Meeting discussions on June 
27, 2019). [4] 

The deed to Tayco for a portion of Lot 147 [5] clearly 
states, on its face, “subject to all covenants, 
restrictions, zoning, etc. of record”- in other 
words, all restrictions and limitations stay in place, (the 
same deed restrictions of record when the Town 
purchased Lot 147) and continue to occupy the same 
geographic space (run with the land) regardless 
whether it is renamed or merged as a portion of some 
other description. Shortly after this exchange, two new 
legal descriptions were drafted and filed with the Gila 
County Recorder’s Office, as modified by including the 
exchanged property with existing land owned by each 
party. Given no other reasonable response it 
appears the term “boundary swap” was used as 
a pretense to avoid lot split regulations, zoning, 
deed restrictions, covenants, easements, etc. 

On July 12, 2019, you advised Ms. Cathy Hines of the 
AHHOA board by telephone that Mr. Cooper of Tayco 
became a HOA member at the time the Town deeded a 
portion of Lot 147 to Tayco, which is correct. However, 
Tayco’s attorney Jared Owens known in Payson for his 
estate and trust work stated (incorrectly) this was not 
the case. [6] The Town apparently also supported the 
notion that by subsuming the two divided parts of Lot 
147 into two newly created, recorded, legal 
descriptions, and describing this exchange as a 
“boundary swap” that all recorded, vested rights in Lot 
147 would be eradicated when the lot was 
“extinguished” from public records. The absence of any 
restrictions or limitations (or zoning) on Lot 147 grants 
Tayco ingress and egress for their property through the 
middle of the Alpine Heights subdivision. It is hard to 
imagine the Town has authority, in concert with 
a private developer, to “extinguish” a platted 
lot, open a hole in a platted subdivision for 
through traffic, and claim that all interests in 
t h a t p r o p e r t y ( z o n i n g , e a s e m e n t s , 
encumbrances, covenants & restrictions, liens, 
mortgages, etc.) were voided [confiscated] 
when the property was redescribed. Under this 
theory, no secured rights and interests in land 
would be safe, and several hundred years of 
common law and statutes overturned. Consider 
how the mortgage industry, or anyone else 
relying on secured interests in property would 
view this absurd line of thought. 

Nevertheless, based on your “boundary swap” theory, 
you opine (in short) that, regardless of the actual facts 
and consequences, everything is “OK, because the 
Council said it was OK.” 

As a brief review: On March 28, 2019 the Town of 
Payson agreed to purchase Lot 147 in the Alpine 
Heights Subdivision for $95,000. The appraised 
value of this lot was $61,000. The Town elected 
to pay the additional $35,000 over market 
value on the basis that this land was located next to 
the existing water facility and  “the Water Department 
will have the ability to construct a secondary tank to 
enable fire flow storage during maintenance activities.” 
Assuming an actual public need, the property could 
have been acquired for appraised value by eminent 
domain. Apparently, this was not considered. 
Why? Another considerably less expensive option 
would have been to just purchase the later exchanged 
portion of Tayco property to the South through eminent 
domain.   But that wouldn’t achieve the same result for 
Tayco. 

Article I (A) of the recorded Alpine Heights HOA 
DofR’s dated March 20, 2009, provides that all 
lots shall be devoted exclusively to Single 
Family Use; Article II, section (I) provides “No 
machinery or equipment of any kind shall be 
placed, operated or maintained outside of a 
structure”. Lot 147 was deeded to the Town 
subject to all covenants, restrictions and all 
matters of record on April 11th, and the Town of 
Payson thereby became a member of the Alpine 
Heights HOA by virtue of owning Lot 147. 

Apparently shortly after the Town purchased Lot 147, 
mind you they had convinced the Council by stating 
they had been waiting 20 years to purchase Lot 147 
and it was described as perfectly capable of meeting 
the Water Department needs, discussions began with 
the owners of the adjacent undeveloped land, Tayco 
Properties, LLC, which lacked adequate physical access 
(egress).  An exchange plan was negotiated with Tayco 
which divided Lot 147 into two parts. Donald Cooper, 
Tayco’s manager and the Town, ordered a new survey 
map and two new legal descriptions that were 
prepared by Northstar Surveying and presented to the 
Council for approval on June 17th, 2019. [7] [21] 

The Town Manager advised Council Members: “the 
property owners to the South had approached the 
Town about trading some land to give more upper 
elevation in exchange (but often referred by the 
participants as “a boundary swap”) for access to 
Hillcrest Drive.” (the true purpose of the transaction-  
to benefit Tayco property owners). This new survey 
drawing of the land exchange boundaries was 
reviewed and approved unanimously by the Town 
Council.  No questions were asked by any of the council 
members or the Mayor.  There was no mention of 
the fact that dividing Lot 147 into two parts 
would be an illegal lot split (Town of Payson Lot 
Split Ordinance §154-06-001), nor that by this 
artifice the interests of anyone- including over 
250 Alpine Heights homeowners- holding 
rights in that property would be wrongfully 
taken.  

The underlying justification or benefit to the Town 
(public purpose) was to provide “more upper 
elevation” (for a second water tank), which makes no 
sense. Topographical maps, including one prepared by 
the Town, indicate the elevation of the areas of 
exchanged Tayco land, and the general elevation of Lot 
147 are substantially the same.  And since the existing 
water tank base has been excavated to approximately 
15 or 20 feet below natural grade (to street level) all 
the land in the area has a higher elevation than the 
existing water tank. [8] 

The amount of land to be exchanged seemed equal 
(approximately 10,000 square feet). However, the 
relative values of the land exchanged was apparently 
not considered (there is no evidence comparative 
values were evaluated). The portion of land on Lot 147 
exchanged had dedicated access, street infrastructure 
and is served by all utilities. The vacant Tayco land it 
was exchanged for had no physical access, no 
utilities and zoning of a lesser value, which 
benefited only Tayco. 

Moreover, it is hard to imagine that the purchase of Lot 
147 met all the Town’s needs in March, but a few weeks 
later, it didn’t. It is not difficult to infer that the 
primary intent of the so called “boundary 
swap” was accommodate access for Tayco 
through the Alpine Heights subdivision (an 
objective stated in the record) and thereby knowingly 
deny the vested rights of over 250 homeowners to 
regulate their neighborhood.  

When the overall transaction is considered, the 
a p p e a r a n c e , i f n o t t h e f a c t , b e h i n d t h e 
“extinguishment” was to assist a potential private 
developer to improve access to his bordering land 
thereby improving marketability and value. The means 
to accomplish this was a “boundary swap” intended to 
eliminate a platted subdivision lot, and thereby the 
restrictions which would otherwise prevent a plan for 
through traffic from outside the subdivision. Apart from 
the “extinguishment” of Lot 147 and related issues, the 
Town’s stated Public Purpose, (which by law must 
underlie any public action) - to expand water services 

Continued from Page  1 
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in this convoluted way was not the best course of action 
when serving the people, however, the Council 
approved these actions to be in the best interest of the 
Town based on the advise, expertise, and authority of 
the Town Manager, Town Attorney, and head of the 
Water Department. [9] [10] 

On October 2, 2019 the land exchange is completed. 
Payson deeds a portion of Lot 147 (subject to all 
restrictions of record) to Tayco, retaining the balance of 
the lot which is adjacent to Town owned property (Tract 
“A”) [11]. 3. Tayco, in exchange for a portion Lot 147, 
deeds to the Town an equal portion of their adjacent, 
vacant land. [12]  A “revised” property map of 12/5/19 
shows the new configurations for both “new” parcels of 
land and is referred to a “boundary swap.” [13] Lot 147 
is thereby eliminated from the Gila County Assessor’s 
parcel map. 

As a result of this land exchange between the Town of 
Payson and Tayco, both parties claim (1) that their 
ownership of Lot 147 (in whole or part) is now exempt 
from the Alpine Heights HOA DofR’s. This claim is 
based on the theory that somehow Lot 147 ceased to 
exist as a result of changing its legal description 
extinguishing it pursuant to their land exchange 
agreement. The scheme was simple, “but too clever by 
half.”  

Mr. Jared Owens, attorney for Tayco, responded with a 
letter dated July 6, 2020 [14] to a lien filed by the 
Alpine Heights HOA on lot 147 for delinquent HOA 
assessments.  In this letter claimed the lien was 
“groundless,” false, invalid, and referenced civil and 
criminal penalties for claiming otherwise. He proffered 
the following exercise in fallacious reasoning: a) his 
client did not “purchased” Lot 147 [ignoring the 
definitions of applicability below, Article I]- his 
client “acquired” a portion of Lot 147 by a 
“boundary adjustment” with the concurrence of 
the then owner  b) that portion of Lot 147 which 
was merged with his client's property outside 
the subdivision, which was not subject to the 
HOA, and c) therefore any restrictions related to 
that property evaporated when merged into land 
outside the subdivision. Apparently, he did not read 
the recorded HOA regulations dated?? [15] nor 
familiarize himself with basic, well established real 
estate law regarding covenants that run with the land. 

At a meeting in October with Town representatives to 
discuss the concerns described in our memorandum, 
one of our Board Members asked the Town Attorney, 
“Mr. Pierce does the Town have the authority to change 
the recorded rules and regulations of a home owners 
association in a platted subdivision?” He thought the 
question amusing and replied, “of course not.”  
Obviously, that is the correct answer. However, in the 
matter of Lot 147, apparently, he believes (or would 
like us to believe) eliminating Lot 147 and it’s HOA 
regulations is somehow distinguishable from changing 
regulations; however, he offered nothing in defense of 
this theory. 

This reasoning seems either grossly uninformed, naïve 
or a plan of deception. Left unchallenged, virtually 
any lot or lots could, under this theory be 
“extinguished” and eliminated from any HOA 
regulations, which defeats the purpose of 
planned community restrictions. Moreover, the 
adjacent landowner’s (Tayco) stated objective and 
motivation was to gain access to and through the 
Alpine Heights subdivision (by knocking a hole in the 
wall so to speak) [16] presumably to enhance the 
development potential (and therefore value) of its 
adjoining, undeveloped property, and thereby permit 
unfettered access through the Alpine Heights 
Subdivision to property that otherwise lacked physical 
access.  In the process, single family home zoning is 
eliminated, along with all encumbrances on the land. 
This would increase traffic by creating a transit or short 
cut through the residential subdivision which was 
never envisioned by the (Town approved) subdivision 
design. The camouflage term “boundary swap” was 
used to evade Alpine Heights HOA restrictions, and 
Town of Payson regulations which would preclude 
splitting a platted subdivision lot, as well as, 
eliminating the zoning. 

As a final step to confirm what we already knew to be 
true, we reviewed the “new” land descriptions/ parcel 
numbers prepared both by The Town of Payson and 
Tayco (302-75-259A and 302-40-222A) [17] with the 
Gila County Recorder’s Office, and Pioneer Title 
Company.  Both have unequivocally advised that these 
“recreated” parcels are absolutely subject to Alpine 
Heights HOA restrictions. [18] [19] Accordingly, 
the primary stated objective of the so-called “boundary 
swap”- to give Tayco the benefit of better physical 
access (thereby greatly improving their land value) by 
“eliminating” Lot 147, and thereby wrongfully 
depriving rights in property attached to that lot, has 
failed. The integrity of Alpine Heights HOA DofR’s [20] 
must be defended, and we do not intend to permit an 
outside real estate interest (even with the Town’s non-
transparent assistance) to breach the long-established 
perimeter of our subdivision. [21] 

The Arizona State and federal rules of law 
govern Payson. The Law in Payson is not 
“whatever the Town Council says it is.” The 
Payson Town Council is supposed to be 
representing the voice of the people, not Tayco 
or any other private party.  If towns are allowed 
to get away with this abuse of power, it 
undermines the fabric of our nation. 

Going Forward.  

The Alpine Heights Homeowner’s Association is, for all 
the reasons mentioned, compelled to correct this 
attempt to circumvent the rights on behalf of our 
homeowners- and perhaps the rights of all other 
Homeowner Associations in our Town, the state of 
Arizona, and our entire country.   

Fortunately, unlike many legal disputes, in this case, an 
agreement to simply correct the situation would not be 

complicated, nor expensive. For example, Lot 147 is 
reinstated into the Alpine Heights Subdivision Plat and 
Tayco and The Town are co-owners; or the land 
exchange is reversed to its former status; The Town sells 
Lot 147 to Alpine Heights HOA, and acquires that Tayco 
trade property; The Town keeps Lot 147 and requests to 
use a portion for an additional water tank (HOA 
regulations could be discussed in this case); Although 
our HOA has spent about $5,000+ for costs and 
consulting advice which will be billed under provisions 
for reimbursing HOA enforcement expenses. The 
Town and Tayco are also responsible for 
delinquent fees, and assessments. [22] This is 
but a small fraction of what will be billed in our full 
litigation of this matter. 

The alternative, on the other hand, is much less 
agreeable. For one thing, since the Town has dedicated 
access to its property (Tract A in addition to Lot 147) 
and in any event has the ability to expand its utility 
when the time comes, a legal dispute would task the 
Town with defending the central objective of the 
“swap”- Tayco’s right to an easement over the 
(exchanged) Lot 147 area (which for all the reasons 
stated, it does not have). The search for a public 
purpose in this case would be challenging. 

This is the last attempt to avoid litigation of this 
matter.  If the Town and Tayco still refuse to take 
action to correct the confiscation of Lot 147 within 
10 days of this letter, then the Alpine Heights HOA 
must in its fiduciary duty enforce the law through 
litigation to affirm the powers of Home Owners 
Associations throughout the land.

Sincerely, 

Kim Nichols 

Kim Nichols 
President, Alpine Heights HOA 
CC:   Tom Morrissey, Chris Higgins, Barbara Underwood, Jim Ferris, 
Suzy Tubbs, Scott Nossek, Jolynn Schinstock, Justin Pierce,  Town Mgr. 
Troy Smith, Tanner Henry, Donald Cooper, Tayco Properties, LLC, ℅ 
Jared R. Owens, Esq. 
This letter fell on deaf ears.  No one from the Council or 
Town called or emailed.  On 10/4/21 the AHHOA 
retained James H. Hazelwood, Esq. who wrote a letter 
[23] to Ms. DeShaff and the Town finally paid their 
past due assessments. They, however, found issue with 
the reimbursement of our legal fees of which they 
were only charged for the letter sent by Hazelwood. 
They thought the fees to be unreasonable. [24].   On 
8/4/22 Hillcrest was back on the agenda asking the 
Town to pay $189k for an archeological study for the 
Tayco ground to start the new tank construction.  Angry 
Alpine Heights residents spoke up in the meeting.  The 
Mayor met with over 75 residents on 8/12/22 and 
promised to convey our concerns to Council. [25] This 
never happened. On 8/23/22 the Town offered to pay 
$375 of their bill in this email: [26]  The AHHOA is 
currently seeking legal representation for this matter.   
ALL HOAs BEWARE the Town of Payson does not 
recognize your authority as the AZ Revised Statutes 
grant by law.  If we don’t push back now, we will never 
regain our constitutional republic.   ★ ★  

Page 3

http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/ToP-Minutes-Mar282019.png
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/Minutes-for-Regular-Town-Council-Meeting-June-27-2019.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/HOABound-A.png
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/Parcel-Original-B.png
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/ParcelAdjst-C.png
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/2020_007941-AHHOA-Lein-Tayco.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/AHHOACC-DRs.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/FeezorLetter.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/ParcelAdjDetail-D.png
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/TAYCO-TITLE.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/ToP-TITLE.pdf
ttp://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/AHHOACC-DRs.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/2019_007553Survey.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/TaycoToPInv.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/Letter-re-Lot-147.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/JHitminv.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/reddacted-notes-from-august-12-meeting.pdf
http://savepaysonaz.com/data/documents/Screen-Shot-2022-08-31-at-12.38.23-PM.png


ISSUE 34 PAYSON, ARIZONA September 2, 2022

Response to submission 
of Resolution 3309 for 
Council Approval 
By Jim Ferris, August 25, 2022 
In response to the last ‘Whereas’ of Res, 3309 page 1 – 
The Rim Country Educational Alliance- Separate Legal 
Entity (RCEA-SLE) property does not appear to have 
been officially annexed into the Town of Payson (TOP).  
Are there any records or documentation to affirm that 
there has been a petition filed and approval for 
annexation? 

If a Separate Legal Entity (SLE) is an autonomous public 
subdivision owning its own land, does the Town have 
any jurisdiction or authority over the SLE and its real 
property?  Is it not unlike a small county or any other 
public subdivision? 

If the SLE is in town limits and subject to Town building 
and zoning ordinances, why do we need a Plan Review 
and Field Inspection Agreement (PRFIA)?  Why have we 
not enforced Town ordinances on this property all 
along?   

Why did the Town not enforce our previous PRFIA with 
the RCEA-SLE (Res. 2898) dated January 21, 2016, and 
expired December 31, 2020?  Because I was told that 
they are a Separate Legal Entity, and they could do 
whatever they wanted on THEIR property.  The RCEA 
bulldozed many trees along with substantial 
excavating work on their property in June of 2019.  A 
year and a half before the PRFIA expired.  They did this 
without an approved drainage plan with the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality.  They did this 
without having the work approved through the Town.  
But don’t look through the rear-view mirror, we can 
trust them now. 

The RCEA-SLE claimed that they did not have to follow 
the Town ordinances because they are a separate legal 
entity and can do whatever they wanted on their 
property. 

Res. 2898 was also signed by the President of the RCEF.  
Now that the RCEF has a lease-leaseback agreement 
with the RCEA I would think that it would be incumbent 
to have the RCEF as part of the new PRFIA Agreement.   

But now our town administration and town legal are 
claiming that the RCEA-SLE property is in town limits.  
Again, I ask – Why do we need Res. 3309?  Why not 
simply enforce town ordinances within what they claim 
are town limits? 

By our town administration declaring the RCEA-SLE is 
within Payson town limits and attempting to have the 
Council affirm that notion by approving Res. 3309, the 
Town is cracking the door open for the RCEA-SLE to 
coerce Payson to share our SRP water rights with them.  
I am concerned that this may affect our negotiated 
water rights with the SRP. 

If the Council approves Res. 3309, will the Town have 
to contract for or otherwise secure additional civil 
engineering services, and permitting and inspection 
services from third parties; or possibly have to hire 
more staff?  What happens when the RCEA-SLE decides 
to terminate the PRFIA? – Or it is allowed to expire? 

Past explanations for claiming the RCEA-SLE property is 
within town limits was the fact that the town re-zoned 
the property for educational facilities.  At the 
prompting of our former Mayor, Kenny Evans, past 
MHA Secretary and Town Public Works Director 
prepared and presented the zoning change to the Town 
Council and it passed.  Just because the Town changed 
the zoning status of parcel #304-01-375 does not 
mean the town acted within its authority to do so.  The 
act of rezoning does not substitute for the proper 
process of annexation. 

If TOP zoning, building, and development codes apply 
to commercial and residential development within the 
Town of Payson and requires PRFIs, then why is this 
Agreement necessary? 

As a member organization of the SLE, has Star Valley 
been involved or consulted in the construction of this 
Agreement? 

The RCEA-SLE property was designated for higher 
learning.  I have not heard any plans for a facility to be 
built for that purpose. 

¶14.15 Cancellations.  Redundant wording. The parties 
by mutual agreement may terminate this Agreement 
before the expiration date by mutual agreement. 

Because of Rim Country Educational Foundation’s 
(RCEF) having exclusive enterprise right to all 
development on the RCEA-SLE property, the RCEF 
should be a party to this agreement.  The RCEF is a 
domestic for-profit LLC and is wholly owned by the 
MHA Foundation which by extension of MHA’s control 
of the RCEF and the only source of revenue for the 
RCEA-SLE and the RCEF, the MHA should be a party to 
the new agreement. 

In contemplation of this new IGA, will the RCEA-SLE 
agree to come into compliance with Government 
Accounting Standards Board rules and regulations and 
provide compliant documents to the Town?  IGA 
Resolution No. 2617 §3: ¶31 states, “The Entity [RCEA-
SLE] shall operate within an annual adopted budget 
and comply with all statutes, laws and regulation 
including rules established by Government 
Accounting Standards Board.” 

The MHA Foundation and the RCEF should be named 
in §13 Mutual Indemnification. 

§14.7 No Third-Party Beneficiaries.  It appears to me 
that this Agreement violates A.R.S §38-503 Conflict of 
Interests in that this Agreement conveys benefit to the 
RCEF and the MHA.  Neither are a party to this 
Agreement. 

¶14.13 Non-Appropriation/Non-Receipt.  This 
paragraph would lead me to believe that for the Town’s 
security and financial protect, we would want to secure 
and analyze the financial statements of the parties with 
whom we are entering into a contract of this nature.  It 
would be prudent for any party entering into a contract 
where you are relying on the financial ability of each 
contracting party that they should demonstrate their 
financial ability to perform their contractual 
obligations. 

The IGA Res. 2617 approved July 7, 2011, and the 
attached Governance Agreement is only signed by the 
TOP and TOSV.  The town has had substantial 
contentions over several provisions of this IGA.  The TOP 
and the TOSV seems to have had it in their authority to 
mutually agree to amend the IGA at any time.  
However, it appears that there has not been the will or 
courage to simply amend Res. 2617.  Whatever the 
reasoning for not correcting deficiencies – please be 
aware that the TOP and the TOSV by mutual consent 
had and still have the authority to terminate Res. 2617 
and the Entity it created. 

I do not support Res. 3309.  There are too many 
questions and concerns.  If past performance is the 
best gage to determine future results, we are in trouble 
with this one. 

The last item on Town Council Agenda for August 25, 
2022, is consideration to Recess to Executive Session 
and discuss RCEA Agreements.  This is way out of order.  
So, the Town Manager wants the Council to consider 
and possibly approve a new and weak IGA with the 
RCEA before a discussion in executive session 
regarding RCEA Agreements.  If the Town is considering 
taking any legal action against the RCEA, that should 
be discussed before we consider entering into a new 
IGA.  Any intentions or considerations of entering into 
any new agreements or memorandum of 
understanding with the RCEA/MHA/RCEA should be 
publicly discussed for transparency and citizen 
feedback.  What we do going forward could create a 
huge financial liability for the Town.  Without 
transparency it’s hard to not be apprehensive and 
concerned. 

★ ★ ★ ★    
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By Walt Noot 
I give up but I still have to complain.  Alexander 
Hamilton said “the masses are asses” and a glance at 
our current political and social circumstance cements 
his assertion.  It is absolutely incomprehensible that 
any Democrat running for office has even a glimmer of 
hope at realizing victory.  They are as useless as a 
screen door on a submarine.  Worse than that they are 
destructive not simply inept.  How bad do things have 
to get before the idiots voting for Dems realize the 
magnitude of their voting folly? I tried to find a less 
inflammatory word than idiot but it really describes the 
reality. Of course, there exist idiots on the Republican 
side who just happened to fall into the right camp.  As 
my mom used to say, “even a blind chicken finds an 
occasional piece of corn.”  Bless those chickens. 

I used to think that many people were simply so 
brainwashed by CNN and the other posers like them 
that they just didn’t have the facts required to form 
thoughtful conclusions based on critical thinking.  I 
viewed them as woefully ill informed, not stupid.  Well, 
unfortunately, I gave them way too much credit.  They, I 
thought, were inveigled into voting for liberal agendas.  
They couldn’t help themselves.  They see themselves 
occupying moral high ground.   

It requires no particularly Herculean powers of 
processing complex problems today to understand 
what has and is happening to our freedoms, our 
economy, our security, and the existential threat that 
the education system poses.  You really don’t need to 
figure anything out. We can’t attribute culpability to 
the fake news outlets.  Apparently, many folks can’t 
figure out that the price of gas isn’t a Putin problem.  
Explain to me how it’s okay to get oil from oil producers 
that don’t refine crude as cleanly as we do?  Then 
explain to me how to justify rewarding those in office 
for sabotaging our fossil fuel industry that can again 
make us energy independent.  It also brings back high 
paying jobs.  No, Dems want to vote for this self-
destructive behavior.  It seems better to them that 

America pays the price for this obtuse direction.  It 
doesn’t matter to them that not only are we punished 
with the financial burden, we are also made to look 
foolish in the eyes of the world because nothing 
changes until Russia, China, India, and others are 
equally invested.  Vote Democrat. Picture me shaking 
my head in disgust. 

Equally mystifying is that the price hikes in food don’t 
trickle down to the lowest common denominator:  
Idiotic Biden policies.  Please explain to me why 
anyone wants to reward a Dem for these senseless 
actions. I don’t know if a Democrat looks at his/her 
financial portfolio.   My 401K, for example, as a result 
of fiscal miscalculations on the part of the current 
administration, is better termed a 101K.  Can’t ignorant 
Dems figure out why their finances shrink like a cheap 
shirt in the dryer?  Vote for a Democrat.  Why would you 
if you have to pay for anything? 

The addition of 87,000 IRS agents ought to have a 
sobering effect on the most faithful of Democrats.  Who 
in their right mind can’t see the transparency of this 
move?  It’s staggering to realize the power given the 
administration by this tyrannical maneuver. Consider 
too the creation of a Misinformation Bureau. What that 
means is simply censorship.  If you don’t genuflect to 
the left, you are disseminating misinformation. This my 
friends is a harbinger of the coming dystopia.  This 
should frighten the pants off every liberal, not just 
conservatives.  Trust me, sooner or later you libs will 
find yourselves on the opposite side of an issue with 
Biden and you then will become part of the 
misinformation galaxy. Please, wake up. 

I quake when I hear the all too familiar rhetoric from 
the likes of Eric Adams in New York. His indignance 
over Governor Abbot sending a few hundred illegals to 
his sanctuary city is so absurd. It’s the height of 
hypocrisy.  He calls it a humanitarian crisis because 
they don’t have the capacity to take care of so many.  
Thousands per day cross the border in just one sector of 
the border.  The human toll there dwarfs the puny 
influx into NYC.  Governor Hochul & Jeckyl (as I like to 

call her) is equally absurd in seeking federal 
aid to help with the dilemma they are 
facing.  What about the border states?  
Where is the relief for them?  Maybe an 
extra 87k in border agents rather than IRS 
agents might actually benefit the nation.  
Keep voting for Democrats.   

Dems carry the torch for infanticide like a 
badge of honor.  Jim Ferris once shared a 
great observation with me.  I’m not stealing 
it here since I have given him credit. He may 
have stolen it but if he did, I’m glad he did 
so.  The example is to consider a woman 
driving to an abortion clinic to have the 
inconvenience terminated. Now, imagine 
you are driving and happen to miss the stop 

sign and collide with the abortion bound woman 
killing her unborn infant in the process.  You, the 
unfortunate driver, will be tried and convicted of 
manslaughter.  The end result of both trips is that only 
one of you will pay the price for ending the life of the 
unborn child.  Hey libs, get the irony here? 

It doesn’t matter how much you hate Trump.  If you 
can’t see the danger in this overreach of raiding his 
home, you must have a bottle in front of you and are in 
need of frontal lobotomy.   

Apparently, libs don’t care about cities being occupied 
and or burned down.  Prosecutorial indifference or 
rather deference to felons should make you fear for 
your safety.  I can only assume you are stupid if you 
keep voting for Dems who to a man seem to support 
criminals rather than victims. 

Corruption is synonymous with the Biden clan.  There is 
so much evidence of the Biden machine reaping 
millions of dollars in obvious pay for influence 
schemes. Think as well of the Clinton schemes to oust 
Trump, Hunter’s laptop, and impeachment efforts.  All 
of these events are so transparent and blatantly 
abusive.  Yet, Dems keep voting for these miscreants.  
Does their hate for Trump trump reason or are they 
stupid?  Likely Both. 

I opened this diatribe with “I give up.”  My hope is that 
a red wave really will occur in November and that a 
Republican takes the White House two years later.  The 
frightening thing is that these results are anything but 
guaranteed.  If anything less than a huge conservative 
win takes place I truly believe the republic will be lost 
to dictatorship and a communist style existence. 
Sounds too radical to be true but all the indicators are 
there.  We are already on the precipice.  Consider the 
control the left already has with its media allies, control 
of social media, the weaponization of the DOJ, the FBI, 
and Homeland Security, and the scariest of all, the 
education system and the opportunity for 
indoctrination it affords.  We are undeniably living an 
Orwellian nightmare. 

★ ★ ★ ★  Page 5

Stupidity That Knows No Bounds
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By Cathy Baum 
August 30, 2022 -  
Last Thursday at the Town of Payson City hall 
held a meeting and a large representation of 
re s i d e n t s f ro m Th e A l p i n e H e i g h t s 
Homeowner’s Association attended.  Our 
concerns were several:  the location and 
access to the second water tower in Alpine 
Heights and the archeological study costing 
$189,003.00 as well as the legal ramifications 
concerning Lot 147 at the end of a dead-end 
(cul de sac) called Hillcrest Drive. 
No one in the Alpine Heights is opposed to 
the second water tower. We are upset with the 
method by which the city purchased the land 
and then split the lot. 
The other issue is the legal matters concerning 
Lot 147.  Because the lot is in the 
Homeowner’s Association and because the 
purchaser of any lot in the HOA must sign an 
agreement to follow the Bylaws and 
conditions recorded with the land title, the 
Town cannot claim ignorance of the law.  
According to the HOA By laws: 
1) Any lot split must be approved by a majority 
of the HOA members and a signed approval 
recorded with the County of Gila; 
2) The lot nor any portion it can be removed 
from the HOA without a majority of HOA 
members agreeing and the approval recorded 
in the County Assessor records; 
3) According to the By Laws, no access through 
the lot is permissible to access another lot. 
The Town cannot produce any agreements 
signed by the HOA. They have not explained 
why they before the resolution of these legal 
matters, have agreed to an archeological study 
costing $189,003.00. 
Before anything else is done, mistakes of the 
past need to be rectified. The control of lot 147 
needs to be returned to the HOA and all By 
Laws and restrictions respected.  The Town 
Council has stated that they will sit down with 
the President and board of the Alpine Heights 
Homeowner’s Association to deal with these 
matters.  We are waiting. 

★ ★ ★ ★       

The Wall 
That Heals 

Eric Randau, an Alpine Heights resident has 
worked tirelessly to bring the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial to Payson. 
The Wall That Heals, a three-quarter scale replica of 
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial along with a 
mobile Education Center, is coming to Payson, AZ, 
on August 25-28, 2022 at the south general 
purpose field at Rumsey Park, 400 N. McLane Rd., 
and will be open 24 hours a day, closing Sunday at 
2 pm, and is free to the public. The Wall That Heals 
honors the more than three million Americans 
who served in the U.S. Armed forces in the 
Vietnam War, and it bears the names of the 
58,281 men and women who made the ultimate 
sacrifice in Vietnam. 
“The Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund is pleased 
to bring The Wall That Heals mobile exhibit to 
Payson to allow local veterans and their family 
members a chance to experience The Wall,” said 
Jim Knotts, president and CEO of VVMF. “Hosting 
The Wall That Heals provides an opportunity to 
honor and remember all those who served and 
sacrificed in the Vietnam War and educate visitors 
on the continuing impact of the Vietnam War on 
America.” 
The Wall That Heals is transported from 
community to community in a 53-foot trailer. 
When parked, the trailer opens with exhibits built 
into its sides, allowing it to serve as a mobile 
Education Center telling the story of the Vietnam 
War, The Wall and the divisive era in American 
history. 
The three-quarter scale Wall replica is 375 feet in 
length and stands 7.5 feet high at its tallest point. 
Visitors will experience The Wall rising above them 
as they walk towards the apex, a key feature of the 
design of The Wall in D.C. Visitors are able to do 
name rubbings of individual service member’s 
names on The Wall.  

★ ★ ★ ★ 

I'm shocked at President Trump's choice of Blake 
Masters. I spoke with Blake personally and found 
him arrogant, not open for ideas, very much into a 
globalist mindset. Also spoke with Jim Lamon 
several times and he answered my questions in an 
America First way. He should have been the 
obvious choice for a Trump endorsement.  
Also a little shocked with Abe Hamadeh as he 
came up from nowhere. 2 years army intelligence 
experience? Really? When Andrew Gould gave up 
30 years of experience being on the Az 
Supreme court, tried 2 cartel cases and won? 
Then there is the matter of Abe Hamadeh's 
brother who allegedly put 1 mil in Abe's war chest, 
got the Trump endorsement and just days 
thereafter the brother withdrew the funds???? 
What qualities does Abe have as AZ Attorney 
General? What the hell was 45 thinking? 
But like the dems we need to let go of our 
opinions and band together and vote MAGA to get 
this country back. I do, however,   like 45's choice 
endorsing Kari Lake and Mark Finchem. Do not 
want to state my opinion of Karrin Robson as 
thankfully that is a moot point. 
I also feel the Republican ballot faux pas in Pinal 
County were planned.  
On the local front, I'm aghast that our chairman of 
the GCRC, Gary Morris,   and Jane Evans head of 
GOP volunteers had their thumb on the scale 
when they spoke to guests at GCRC HQ or the 
chairman on the radio, ripping on our incumbent 
AZ Senator Wendy Rodgers and sickeningly 
"gushing" over Kelly Townsend, a latecomer to the 
race who got into it after not being able to get a 
Trump endorsement.   GOP   protocol dictates no 
one in their more public positions are to publicly 
promote one candidate over another before a 
primary election.  
Just my opinion as a naturalized US citizen whose 
family immigrated to America to escape a life of 
socialism. Stop it now, before its too late. 
Respectfully, 
Inga Chouinard  

★ ★ ★ ★ 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SCHOOL BOARD 
CANDIDATE 

MICHAEL 
HEATHER 

My name is Michael Heather and I am running for 
Payson USD school board. I am the only man 
running for the job. I grew up in Pasadena, CA and 
went to Arizona State University on a swimming 
scholarship. I have owned property in Arizona since 
1988. I* I. owned and ran a machine shop for 38 
years and retired to Payson after buying my home 
here in 2018.  In my long history of volunteer 
service, I was on the board of directors for a sport/
education organization for 23 years, serving as an 
officer for 8 years. I was also a disaster team leader 
for the American Red Cross for 6 years. I have 2 
grown children. 
My path to running for school board was somewhat 
circuitous, but was the necessary path to correct 
many real problems that are so very obvious to 
even a casual observer. If the children of today are 
tomorrow's doctors, leaders, plumbers or writers, 
they should know how to add, subtract, read and 
think for themselves. I do not believe that they are 
getting nearly enough information to form good 
choice making habits for their future selves, and I 
want to help them get to the best version of their 
adult lives, involving their parents as much as 
possible. School is not a substitute parent nor 
should it be a social leader. The students of today 
are burdened with the very real personal and social 
problems of masking and 1 1/2 years of stolen 
education during stupid lockdowns and "remote 
learning." Civil society does not quarantine the 
healthy and these children will have to deal with 
this travesty until at least 2032. 
The students of today will have to navigate a maze 
of adult behavior that is not meant for childhood 
consumption: sexual grooming, multiple pronouns 
to describe two sexes, trans-closets, pride parades 
and demonstrations, all wrapped in a gaudy color 
scheme to astound and confuse young minds 
about their own sexuality or value in society. A few 
teachers support this curriculum, they must be 
corrected (or terminated if resistant). The board 
allows and supports the behavior, showing the 
liberal, progressive nature of today’s education 
system. It is more important for children to feel 
good than to actually learn from experience such as 
rote subject learning, phonetics, sport (winning and 
losing), music and language. If the students are to 
be our doctors, lawyers and plumbers of tomorrow, 
it is incumbent upon us as their protectors and 
leaders now to help them learn how to think (and 
hence make good decisions), not what to think. 
Payson USD has a particular problem in that it 
spends far too much money outside the classroom. 
By doing so, the students are robbed of enough 

learning hours to make a meaningful student 
experience. They currently get only 800 hours during 
the school year when using a 4 day weeks, when 950 or 
more was common not long ago. Graduation rate is 
lower than most of AZ (under 68%), the programs being 
used in the classroom are not only useless, they are 
counterproductive to well adjusted student growth. 
Computer learning needs to be scaled back. The 
technology is there as a valid support, but it is not an 
ideal learning platform or experience. Other programs 
are fastidiously worded to avoid being called social 
emotional learning, but they are. Look up AVID, or UDL 
and you will find page upon page of tiring 
gobbledygook meant to avoid the truth of their 
outcome. Mostly just making money for the purveyors, 
but ultimately disaster for student learning. UDL makes 
money selling the idea that learners are better off than 
students because students rely upon teachers for 
subject matter and learners are self-guided. This is fine 
in graduate level university settings, but imagine  2nd 
grade child being left to design their own scholastic 
future. Students were good enough for 2000 years to 
get society and science to their current levels, why go 
backward? 
The recently passed voucher program should be seen 
not only as a benefit for parents and students to dictate 
their own education, but as a challenge for all school 
districts to do far better in spending education dollars. 
In Payson, even if every one of the student population 
availed itself of this system, the district would still 
receive about 15 million dollars just to exist. That means 
too much money is being spent on support and 
Administrative positions, and too little on actual 
classroom education. The district could easily and 
efficiently run on half of its current budget and still give 
teachers the raise they deserve. On the Board website, 
anyone attending a board meeting that does not act or 
speak in an accepted manner toward the members is 
threatened with a civil lawsuit for defamation in the 
code of conduct. This is a heinous act of arrogance by 
the board and must end. The board members are 
elected to represent the students and parents, not their 
own selfish interests and as public servants, they must 
be willing to suffer the slings and arrows of the public 
they serve. Respect is earned, not demanded.  Please 
vote for me in November.


★ ★ ★ ★ 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The Payson News 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, you’re not 
getting the whole story. We feel 
newspapers have a responsibility to 
the community to keep the people 
informed without trying to promote 
an agenda for personal gain.  To 
disinform the public is wrong, we 
have enough fake news in this 
town. What is written today is our 
history tomorrow.  It is too 
important to let one group continue 
to deprive us of the truth; 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, and be able to question 
things in our town without threats. 
This is our town, it belongs to the 
people. If you would like to 
subscribe and be on the email list 
for The Payson News send an email 
to: news@thepaysonnews.com 
Or if you’d like to submit an ad, 
s e n d a n e m a i l t o : 
news@thepaysonnews.com.  We 
ask that you help our efforts and 
get the word out to neighbors, 
friends and family.  God Bless. ★ 

KNOWLEDGE IS POWER 
THE POWER IS IN YOU! 

ThankYou!

Mark
16:15

Join Us

mailto:news@thepaysonnews.com?subject=SIGN%20ME%20UP!
mailto:news@thepaysonnews.com?subject=Ad%20Submission
mailto:news@thepaysonnews.com?subject=SIGN%20ME%20UP!
mailto:news@thepaysonnews.com?subject=Ad%20Submission
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By Jim Ferris 

I have said and many others have said that Payson 
is a microcosm of Washington DC.  You may expand 
that microcosm to all of Gila County.  A microcosm 
is a small-scale replication of the larger 
comparison.  Why are so many seeing this 
comparison? 

First, we need to understand that there are two 
distinct factions that exist in both the DC realm and 
the Payson realm.  On one side you have the old 
establishment crowd which I will call the Cabal.  The 
Cabal is made up of people you consistently see in 
several prominent organizations in our community; 
organizations such as the MHA/RCEA-SLE/RCEF, 
Chamber of Commerce, Town Boards and 
Commissions, media, local medical industry, 
several church organizations, and other social 
organizations.  The Cabal has made a point of 
aggressively populat ing many of these 
organizations.  Could it be that they desire power 
and control which obviously translates to personal 
interest and economic advantages?  Does the Cabal 
have reason to be highly motivated in championing 
certain special interests?  You bet they do. 

The other faction which I will refer to as the 
Community First faction are people that generally 
do not have a lot of person investment in private 
enterprises which are embedded in the community.  
The Community First (CF) crowd represents a large 
cross-section of the community.  You will find them 
interspersed in all kinds of community 
organizations.  Many in the CF crowd are 
conservative, constitutionalists, and Christian.  You 
will see them at Memorial Day and Veteran’s Day 
ceremonies, the reading of the Declaration of 
Independence, and many other patriotic events.  
You won’t see many, if any, of the Cabal at these 
events.  Why?  It is my humble opinion that CF 
crowd focus on core constitutional values and what 
is in the best interest of all citizens.  They look for 
what will provide the greatest impact in the quality 
of life for all citizen without regard for how it 
impacts their personal finances, ego, or personal 
power. 

What is obviously apparent about the Washington 
beltway?  It is controlled by a bureaucratic swamp – a 
tight net cabal of unelected power brokers.  Does 
Payson have a swamp?  Take that as a rhetorical 
question that needs no answer.  And just like the DC 
swamp they have this self-image of being this 
enlightened elite that know better than you or I.  Several 
Council members have basically declared this on the 
council dais stating they were elected by the citizens to 
make decisions and they do not have to defer to the 
citizens wishes on how they will vote on any particular 
issue.  They know better. 

The swamp is embedded in all the organizations I 
mentioned above, and they are also embedded in 
influential government and organizational positions.  
You are not eligible for those positions if you are not in 
lockstep with their agenda and ideology.  Those 
positions are closely vetted.  You think the Washington 
swamp is hard to drain – well Payson swamp is no 
different. 

Think about it.  Most citizens are just trying to raise a 
family, maintain a decent job, trying to make a go of a 
business, or just trying to fit-into a mutually accepting 
business community or social network.  It’s becomes a 
little intimidating if you question the Cabal’s agenda or 
suggest a direction that does not conform to their 
special interests.  I personally have received at least four 
threatening letters from Cabal law firms.  They have paid 
huge legal fees to shut me up.  Just know that to make 
life easier you better not buck the status quo – the 
swamp group think.  They have future investment 
designs in Payson and everything that the Town 
considers must fit into their plans. 

Look at Washington DC’s selective justice system.  If you 
are of a certain political persuasion, Democrat or on the 
Left, you are immune from being investigated let alone 
from prosecution.  Same here in Payson/Gila County.  If 
you are Cabal person you can overtly break campaign 
finance laws and our Town Attorneys or County Attorney 
will turn a blind eye to the violation.  But if you are a CF 
candidate, the Town Attorneys will be after you like 
white on rice until you pay – for violations that do not 
appear to exist.  I can show you the complaint filed 
against Deborah Rose and the applicable Arizona 
Revised Statute (ARS); and then I challenge you explain 
to me how he campaign violated state statues.    Stan 

Garner an astute legal scholar filed the complaint.  He 
just happened to be watching Deborah Rose’s Facebook 
podcast, which I’m sure he does religiously, and he 
heard what he knew to be an expressed political 
endorsement that triggered a requiring that it be 
reported as an in-kind donation on Deborah Rose’s 
campaign finance report.  He Stan Garner must have 
then diligently researched the campaign finance report.  
And apparently with his in-depth understanding of 
campaign finance law he reported the violation.  I and 
others read the statues and could not come to the 
conclusion that a violation was committed but Stan 
knew.  If you think I am being a little facetious, you’re 
right.   But this is how the Cabal functions – like the DOJ 
and FBI does today.  It is disgusting to me, but it 
apparently does not affect the moral conscious of our 
community.  I knew Stan was a useful Something.  The 
Cabal at its best.  I could go on with how sinister it gets 
on the Superior Court level, but not now. 

Another DC parallel is the media reporting.  It’s obvious 
that the lame street media is nothing more than a 
propaganda arm for the Democrat National Committee.  
Who might be an equivalent propaganda arm for the 
Cabal?  Payson’s own replica of The New York Times – 
The left-wing Payson Roundup.  The fake news Payson 
Roundup has printed lies against me.  They have 
dutifully and willfully worked with the Cabal to 
propagandize and deceive the public and provide 
unquestionable and unwavering support of the Cabal’s 
agenda.  CNN’s support of the DNC is weak in 
comparison.  You will not see any real investigative 
reporting in the Roundup. Oh, let’s not forget to give 
honorable mention to the FCC rules violator KRIM which 
is sponsored by The Town of Payson and your tax dollars.    
The Roundup knows Kenny Evans has a credibility 
problem, but do they really care?  Any Community First 
individual pushing for the truth does not stand a chance 
trying to get coverage of their side of the issues.  I know 
this by personal experience.  Cancel Culture is alive and 
well in Payson.  We need honest publications like the 
Payson News to get any semblance of the truth out to 
the public.  I ask that you help support our efforts. 

★ ★ ★ 

Payson A Washington DC  
Microcosm
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By Greg Friestad 
On August 23, 2022 Barbara Buntin filed all the 
appropriate paperwork to register with the Town to 
be a write-in candidate for Mayor of Payson in the 
General Election. Arizona statutes require 
candidates to register with the appropriate agency 
before those write-in votes can be accepted and 
counted.  
It is apparent that the acting Town Clerk was 
directed to send the denial letter as constructed. 
This legal interpretation is not within Ms, Stanley’s 
area expertise and authority. It was very unfair of 
the Town to direct her to send such a letter which 
appears to convey her interpretation of the law. 
How can the town administration and /or the Town 
Attorney so shamelessly cover their responsibilities 
and actions behind the Assistant Town Clerk. 
On August 25. 2022, Barbara received a letter from 
acting Town Clerk H. Michelle Stanley denying her 
registration as a write-in candidate for Mayor of 
Payson. [SEE HERE] Many people do not agree 
with the Town’s denial of Barbara’s request which 
the Town based on their interpretation of ARS 
9-821.01 (F) and Payson town code 30.07 (C). 
Payson code 30.07 (C) is a virtual copy of ARS 
9-821.01(F) and both are written, as their titles 
state, to clarify the process for declaring candidates 
elected outright in the primary election or, if no 
candidate receives a majority of the votes, which 
candidates (from the primary election can 
advance to the General election). Again, these 
codes were written only to determine who won 
outright in the Primary or who advances to the 
General Election. Even Council Member 
Underwood in her comments at a 9/27/18 council 
meeting, shortly after the council approved a 
revised version of Payson code 30.07 (C) seems to 
agree with our concerns when she said:  
“There was a write-in candidate for a runoff 
election in this election and Council member 
Underwood noted this ordinance mimicked 
what the State mandated for an election. 
Council member Underwood felt, after 

talking to the 
L e a g u e o f 
Arizona Cities 
and Towns that it 
was unclear and 
not stated well 
i n t h e S t a t e 
Statute about 
how a run-off 
election versus a 
w r i t e - i n 
candidate was 
allowed. Council 
m e m b e r 
U n d e r w o o d 
would like to 

look at this going 
forward with the Town.”  The League has not clarified 
this question as of this date. 
The Town claimed in their letter to Barbara that the two 
codes in question said “no other candidates, 
including write-ins, are permitted in a run-off.“  
That is not an accurate statement. Neither ARS 
9-821.01 (F) or Town code 30.07 (C) make that 
statement. Those statutes say that only the two 
candidates with the most votes in the Primary election 
can advance to the General election. These codes are 
specific to the vote count to determine the winner or 
runoff candidates “IN THE PRIMARY ELECTION. These 
codes say nothing about eliminating write-in 
candidates. By inserting the Town’s interpretation 
of both statutes to include write-in candidates 
you change the meaning of those codes. In effect, 
you administratively eliminated the possibility 
of any write-in candidate for town office from ever 
again participating in the General Election. The Town of 
Payson does not unilaterally have the authority to 
eliminate the right of an individual to be a write-in 
candidate. Yes, the State of Arizona can and does require 
write-in candidates to “register” with the proper election 
authority to have their write-in votes counted but you 
cannot deny them the right to register as long as all the 
requirements in Arizona Revised Statutes are followed. 
Barbara meets all the requirements in Arizona 
statutes. 

Ordinance 904, which was the latest modification to 
town code 30.07 was adopted on 9/13/18 (as noted on 
the documents included with the letter from the Town). 
It obviously was not intended to eliminate write-in 
candidates for town offices from being in the General 
Election. 
We confidently say that because of action on 9/17/18, 
four days after adoption of ordinance 904/code 
30.7 (C), the town set a precedent by accepting a 
write in candidate for council in the general 
election ( committee number 18-WC-01). The 
candidate was Suzy Tubbs and Barbara Buntin was her 
campaign committee chair. Why was that allowed 
and Barbara’s request denied since Mayor and 
councilmen are elected the same way? Does the 

phrase equal treatment under the law have 
meaning? 
Since both of Barbara’s potential rivals for Mayor in the 
General Election are incumbents on the Payson council, 
it might appear that one or both of them may have 
influenced a decision that would eliminate their 
competitor. This decision obviously did not come from 
the acting Town Clerk. I sincerely hope that political 
influence was not involved in the decision to eliminate 
write-in candidate Barbara Buntin from the General 
Election. 
Barbara Buntin told us that she has chosen to abide by 
the town’s decision and did not want to take further 
action. 
We strongly urge whoever made the original decision to 
deny Barbaras registration as a write-in candidate to 
reconsider that decision so the write-in process would 
remain available to any other person who wants to be a 
candidate. 
There are many in Town who do not support the two 
candidates for Payson Mayor as determined by the 
Primary Election and flawed Town decisions. We also 
encourage any additional write-in candidates to apply 
and test the Town interpretation of Code 30.07 (C) in 
court if necessary. At the very least, don’t vote for either 
candidate and write-in your favorite candidate on your 
ballot to show the Town they made a serious mistake in 
judgment. 
*Without being registered with the Secretary of 
State as a candidate if you chose to write-in your 
vote it will not be counted but the message will 
be transmitted. 

★ ★ ★ 

Write-In Candidate Denied
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By Michael Heather 
The voters of Payson have created a mayoral runoff 
between the two weakest people running for the 
position. Imagine choosing to vote between a 
dumpster fire and a train wreck. The current mayor 
Tom Morrissey has signed not one, but two non-
disclosure agreements with MHA Foundation while 
he was. mayor, meaning that his entire term is 
owned not by the people who elected him, but by 
Kenny Evans, who has kept secret his own interests. 
The next choice is Chris Higgins, a former 
councilman who was living illegally on the property 
of yet another former councilman (Steve Smith) 
and his wife Tina McAllister-Smith, a new 
councilman, until recently. Perhaps the voters 
should know about FCC regulations that have been 
broken and money paid by the town to a shell 
corporation in order to skirt yet more FCC 
regulations. After taking into account his 
bankruptcy, he is running as a broke, homeless 
mayor. But he got more votes than anyone else. 
Way to go! 
You now have a town council without any direction 
other than that given by MHA or the town manager, 
an employee of the town who seems to be taking 
orders from MHA. Taylor pool, which he 
conveniently decided to close, backed by a big pile 
of lies and the contract town attorney still exists. It 
is far less expensive to refurbish (about $150,000) 
than tear out. The only bid (reported to be 
$307,000) was made by the husband of a recently 
retired (30 years) town public works employee. And 
that is only one of the two water features in 
question. The Splash pad was passed by the council 
3 years ago yet has not been started. The town 
council will likely continue its love affair with 
studies and consultants, using YOUR tax money to 
do anything but improve the living conditions in 
town, create a destination Main street, replace 
asbestos-lined water mains that are more than 40 
years old, and what about the streets? 
Gotta hand it to you folks; you were told many 
times by wild eyed know nothings that a forensic 
audit would cost $500,000 and find nothing and 
they frightened you into believing both ends of the 
statement. It would either find nothing or cost a lot 
if there were irregularities to find and people to 
charge. Maybe not by this town manager, who lost 
a vote of confidence in Colorado just before 
becoming the darling of Payson. But by voting for 

what is familiar, please do not expect anything to 
improve in the foreseeable future. The town council will 
have big smiles at every meeting because they got away 
with the big lie that you bought, and they will not have 
to answer for. You will have the same sense of paying 
too much for living in a formerly wonderful town that is 
just not so wonderful for you. Crappy roads, conflict-of 
interest, corruption and nepotism should probably be 
on the town seal. I voted for a little change. We will get 
much more of the same old stuff, plus a new park we 
cannot afford and will not own even after paying for it 
for 49 years.                ★ ★ ★ 
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