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October 6, 2014 

Mr. Michael Bailey      Ms. Pamela Hanna 
Glendale City Attorney      Glendale City Clerk 
5850 W. Glendale Ave      5850 W. Glendale Ave 
Suite 450       Suite 455     
Glendale, AZ 85301      Glendale AZ 85301 

Dear Mr. Bailey and Ms. Hanna, 

This letter constitutes a formal complaint about the activities of a political committee currently involved 
in Glendale City elections. The committee is “Recall Councilman Gary Sherwood”. 

The committee was formed 08/12/2014 (Exhibit A). 

1. MISSING CAMPAIGN FINANCE REPORT 

The Pre-Primary Election report for the period 06/14/2014 through 08/14/2014 was due by August 22, 
2014 and has not been filed as of this writing. If there was no financial activity, the report must be filed 
indicated that is the case.  

The report is at least 30 days late. 

A.R.S. § 16-918.B states the committee is “liable for a late penalty of ten dollars for each business day 
after failure to make or file a campaign finance report that is required pursuant to this chapter up to a 
maximum of four hundred fifty dollars.” 

The minimum fine for the missing report should be $300.00. Additional fines might accrue if the 
committee has been sent notification via certified mail there may be a failure to file a campaign report. 

The Post-Primary Election report for the period 08/15/2014 through 09/16/2014 was due by 
09/25/2014. It was filed five full business days late on 10/03/2014. 

2. MISSING REPORTING OF CONTRIBUTIONS 

The campaign finance report (exhibit B) finally filed on 10/03 lists a contribution from “Neighbors for a 
Better Glendale” in the amount of $16,000 received on 08/18/2014. 

I assume the committee only filed the report on 10/03 because the City Clerk contacted the committee 
to let them know they were missing a finance report or two. I will submit a request for that information. 

A.R.S. § 16-914.01 (B) states that contributions of more than ten thousand dollars from a single source 
must be reported. A.R.S. § 16-914.01 (C) states that said report must be filed within twenty-four hours 
excluding Saturdays, Sundays and other legal holidays. Clearly, that has not been done, although 
another committee in Glendale (Protect Glendale Taxpayers) filed their notices in a timely fashion. 

A.R.S. § 16-914.01 (D) states a political committee that violates the section are liable in a civil action for 
a civil penalty of up to three times the amount improperly reported as prescribed by A.R.S. § 16-924. 

In this case, I believe the potential civil penalty for this infraction is three times the amount improperly 
reported, or $48,000. 
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3. COMMITTEE ID INCORRECT ON CAMPAIGN FINANCE REPORT 

The committee id number on the contributions page (page three) of the finance report is incorrect. 

4. SPONSORING ORGANIZATION NOT IDENTIFIED 

Because all funding for this committee is provided by one entity, Neighbors for a Better Glendale should 
be listed on the Recall Councilman Gary Sherwood Committee statement of organization. The other two 
committees exclusively funded by Neighbors for a Better Glendale correctly completed that section of 
their registration forms. 

5. COMMITTEE NAME INCORRECT 

I believe the committee should have amended their committee name once they received the serial 
number for their recall petition (Exhibit D). The correct committee name should be “Recall Councilman 
Gary Sherwood Committee in support of RC-14-01”. 

6. INTENT TO MISLEAD 

The City of Glendale campaign finance web site is intended to provide an unobstructed view of 
campaign related processes in the city. Because no campaign finance reports were available for 
publication, the “Recall Councilman Gary Sherwood” committee did not even appear on the city web 
site until they finally filed. 

Thus, persons being asked by paid circulators to sign petitions to recall their elected representative 
would find it impossible to determine the financial backing of the committee. In fact, one could not even 
“look up” the committee anywhere, one would have to submit an information request to the City Clerk. 
How would one even know the need to submit such a request? 

An October 1 article in the Glendale Star (exhibit C) quotes committee Chairman Lee: 

While Lee said she wasn’t sure exactly how many signatures they had gathered after one month, 
she felt they were already close to the required 3,851 needed to have a recall placed on the 
ballot. 

The people signing circulated petitions prior to October 3, when the campaign finance report was finally 
filed late had no possibility of discovering what entity was providing the financial backing for the 
committee. 

That would work strongly in favor of the committee willing to pay a small fine once their filing status was 
discovered and they corrected what may have been a purposeful omission. 

Had the ultimate source of their funding, the Gila River Indian Community through Neighbors for a 
Better Glendale, been public knowledge, perhaps many of the people that signed the petitions would 
have felt the committee was politically motivated to rid the City of a council member that supported the 
casino that would compete with Gila River and Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community businesses. 

There is no way of telling how many of those people would have changed their minds about signing a 
recall petition. Perhaps none, perhaps all of them, perhaps somewhere in between. 



P a g e  3 | 3 

 

The purpose of campaign finance statutes, particularly the $10,000 notice regulations, is to prevent a 
committee “flying under the radar”. Had this committee waited three days (until August 15) to register 
their committee, they could have had free rein to accept and spend unlimited funds without any 
member of the public having a clue the committee or recall petition even existed until the next finance 
report was due September 25 (if they chose to file it). 

A recall petition allows 120 days of petition circulation to gather the necessary signatures, the fine for 
filing a late finance report is so miniscule ($10/day) compared to the budget of this committee. It’s 
entirely possible the fine could be calculated into the budget for the advantage of not publishing the 
financial information behind the committee and the petition. 

A.R.S. provides a remedy for the above technique in A.R.S. § 16-914.01 by penalizing committees a 
SIGNIFICANT amount of money for not reporting large donations and expenditures. Because the penalty 
is three times the amount received or spent, it would be foolish to NOT file the notices unless the 
committee was willing to gamble they wouldn’t be caught. 

While the $10,000 threshold is commonly used, an argument could be made that the threshold is 
actually $2,500 because of the local nature of this action and the proximity to election days. 

Therefore, any petition signatures gathered by this committee, minimally the ones obtained prior to 
their filing of a campaign finance report, should be excluded from consideration. 

Further, this committee should be penalized for purposefully attempting to circumvent the election laws 
of the State of Arizona. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

George Fallar 
29043 North 59th Street 
Cave Creek, AZ 85331-3421 
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Sherwood recall group claims it is on pace with signature-gathering
Posted: Wednesday, October 1, 2014 12:25 pm

By DARRELL JACKSON, Staff Writer | 

After pulling petitions to gather signatures for a possible recall of the Sahuaro district councilmember, the Recall Councilman Gary Sherwood Committee said it is well 
ahead of the pace it had hoped when it comes to gathering signatures.

“The response to our petitions has been very strong and quite a few people are in agreement with our group and effort to get this on the ballot,” committee chairman Anna 
Lee said. “A lot of people are telling us that they are very disappointed with the job and the flip-flopping that Mr. Sherwood has done since being elected.”

Lee said she personally feels that Sherwood lied after she campaigned for him and actually got some of the neighbors to change their minds and help elect Sherwood 
when he ran in 2012.

Lee said the final reason that made her group decide to try for a recall was the fact that Sherwood voted in favor of the Tohono O’odham casino Aug. 12 after 
campaigning against it. But she claimed there were many reasons to do this now.

“I got my neighbors to vote for him and we all now feel like he lied to us during the campaign,” Lee said. “He has changed his vote so many times that we just feel that 
we need a change.”

While Lee said she wasn’t sure exactly how many signatures they had gathered after one month, she felt they were already close to the required 3,851 needed to have a 
recall placed on the ballot.

“I would say we are close to that number, but we are going to continue to gather signatures as people are still looking to sign this petition,” Lee said.

Lee said they are using all means necessary to gather signatures, including volunteers and paid signature-gathers at local establishments.

The group pulled petitions Aug. 21 and has until Dec. 12 to turn in the required 3,851 signatures of the Sahuaro district registered voters

Once the city has received the petitions, the city clerk’s office would review them before sending them to the county for verification. If the county verifies the needed 
3,851 registered voter signatures from Sahuaro district voters, then there would be one step with Sherwood before it got on the ballot.

“Once the signatures are verified by the county, the person being recalled is notified that he can put out a public statement or resign,” City Clerk Pam Hanna said. “They 
don’t have to take the entire 120 days, so the timetable depends on when everything is turned in.”

Lee said that while they are close to the required number of signatures, they are going to continue to gather more signatures and are focused on turning in more than 
enough signatures to authorize a call for a special recall election. The election would take place 90 days (in March) after the signature turn-in deadline.

“We are using everything in our power to gather signatures and we are going to use most of the (120 days) that we can to make sure we turn in more than enough 
signatures,” Lee said. “I am confident that we will get this on the ballot.”

More From This Site
◾ The Eagles come to Gila River Arena

◾ Sherwood defends testimony at senate hearing

◾ Chocolate Affaire to be held Super Bowl weekend
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