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SECRETARY OF STATE

Arizona Secretary of State Lobbyist System

STATE OF ARIZONA

Generaked by Lobbyist Search version 3.50

Principal/Public Body Information

PPBID 106747
PPB TYPE Principal
PPB NAME EPCOR WATER
PPB STATUS Active
PPB CONTACT
2355 W PINNACLE PEAK RD STE 300
PPB ADDRESS PHOENIX, AZ, 85027-
PPB PHONE 602-475-1297
Active Lobbyist References
L.OB ID REF TYPE LOB NAME STARTED
3608544|DL GUZMAN, CHAD 1/10/2020
3608956|LFC CLARUS COMPANIES LLC 1/10/2020
3608923]|AL DUNHAM, DOUGLAS W. 1/10/2020
. Annual Report Information
REP YEAR RECEIVED EXEMPTED AMENDED
2020 NO
2019]3/2/2020 NO
2018|4/2/2019 YES
2017]9/28/2017 YES
2016|3/1/2017 YES
2015|2/29/2016 YES
2014|3/2/2015 YES
2013]2/26/2014 NO
2012]3/1/2013 YES
Inactive Lobbyist References
LOBID | REF TYPE LOB NAME STARTED TERMINATED
3608956|DL CLARUS COMPANIES LLC 1/5/2017 1/10/2020
3603185|DL TRIADVOCATES LLC 212312012 1/5/2017
3606198|AL BRADFORD, SHAWN 1/9/2015 1/1/2019
3609188|AL DAY, TROY 2/23/2012 1/1/2019
3609598|AL MCKEE, JIM 1/16/2013 1/9/2015
3609599|AL STENHOLM, REBECCA 1/16/2013 1/1/2019
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COMMISSION ON APPELLATE COURT APPOINTMENTS
MINUTES
October 8, 2020
PRESENT: Chief Justice Robert Brutinel, Chair; Ammon Barker; Laura
Ciscomani; Buchanan Davis; William Gresser; Tracy Munsil; Gerald
Nabours; Jonathan Paton; Daniel Seiden; Kevin Taylor; Kathryn
Townsend; Tina Vannucci; Linley Wilson and James Zieler
REMOTELY:Jaime Chamberlain
ABSENT: Larry Suciu
Chief Justice Brutinel called the meeting to order at 8:00 a.m. to interview candidates for
nomination to the Arizona Independent Redistricting Commission. He announced that
Jaime Chamberlain was not feeling well and would join the meeting via Zoom and Larry

Suciu would not be present.

He also introduced Kate Sawyer and Marjorie Becklund from the Attorney General's
office.

Public Comment

Chief Justice Brutinel called for comment from the public on the applicants. Most
speakers were present via Zoom. He asked speakers to limit their comments to three
minutes.

Ron Ober spoke in favor of candidate Ernest Calderon.

Tamalyn Lewis spoke in favor of candidate Ernest Calderon.

Dennis Burke spoke in favor of candidate Ernest Calderon.

Betsey Bayless spoke in favor of candidate Ernest Calderon.

Charles Kiefer spoke in favor of candidate Ernest Calderon.

Nick Gudovic spoke in favor of candidate Paul Djurisic.

Ken Clark shared concerns regarding candidate Nick Dranias.

Steve Muratore shared concerns regarding candidate Nick Dranias, Rodolfo Espino

and Thomas Loguvam and spoke in favor of the written comments submitted by

representative Jennifer Longdon.

+ State Representative Jennifer Longdon shared concerns regarding candidate Nick
Dranias and asked the Commission to extend the list of candidates to interview more
minority applicants.

e Bonnie Boyce-Wilson spoke on behalf of the League of Women Voters of Arizona

and asked the Commission to select political balanced nominees.
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s Betty Bengston spoke on behalf of the League of Women Voters of Arizona and
asked the Commission to select truly independent nominees for the IRC chair.

» Pinny Sheoran spoke on behalf of the League of Women Voters of Arizona and
asked the Commission to select five nominees for the IRC chair who are truly
independent.

o State Representative Martin Quezada shared concerns regarding the lack of
minority candidates the Commission will be interviewing and asked the Commission
to extend their list of candidates.

¢ Dana Allmond spoke to the Commission regarding her application and clarified the
information received from the Pima County Recorder's office on her voter
registration.

¢ Gene Mikaolajczyk shared concerns regarding candidate Anders Lundin.

o Ted Maxwell spoke in favor of David Mehl.

Legal Advice from the Attorney General’s Office Regarding Eligibility Questions
and Selection of Interview Questions

At 8:55 a.m. it was moved that the Commission go into executive session to receive
legal advice from the Attorney General’s Office and to select the questions to be asked
of each candidate. The motion was seconded and passed unanimously.

At 10:29 a.m., the Commission returned to public session.

Approval of November 16 Minutes

Gerry Nabours moved that the minutes of the September 17 screening meeting be
approved as corrected. The motion was seconded and passed unanimously.

Disqualifications and Disclosures

Kathryn Townsend disclosed that she accidentally spoke with Walter Schoch by
confusing some phone numbers. She realized she was speaking to him and ended the
call right away.

Gerry Nabours disclosed that Christopher Bavasi listed him as a reference on his
application, but he did not discuss the application with him, and he was not aware Mr.
Bavasi would list him as a reference.

Laura Ciscomani disclosed that David Mehl is an elder at her church, but she does not
believe it is a disqualification.

Ammon Barker disclosed that he accidentally called Walter Schoch trying to find a
number for one of his references but did not speak directly with him. He mentioned that
Mr. Schoch called him back and left a voice mail with the correct information which he
then sent to Ms. Townsend, which was probably where the mixing of numbers occurred.




Daniel Seiden disclosed that Donald Wilson attended a meeting with him at the
Governor’s office, and that he met Walter “Randy” Schoch in prior political meetings.

Chief Justice Brutine! disclosed that he spoke to one of his colleagues on the Supreme
Court regarding Ernest Calderon.

All members who made disclosures indicated that there is nothing in their current or
past relationships or acquaintances with the applicants that would prevent them from
considering the applications impartially or pose a conflict in voting on the applications.

Linley Wilson noted for the record a response to the letter submitted by legislators
regarding the lack of minorities on the list of candidates being interviewed by the
Commission. She noted that the application does not require the applicants to list their
ethnicity and 25 applicants out of the 138 did not include this information. Out of the 113
applicants who did provide this information only 23 candidates listed a non-white
ethnicity. After the previous meeting discussion regarding qualifications of applicants, 17
of the 113 who provided this information (15%) were deemed eligible under the
constitutional criteria. The Commission selected 8 of these 17 individuals for
interviews. In total, the Commission selected 51 individuals for interviews out of 138
applicants. Eight of the 51 finalists were minorities (15%).

Ms. Wilson also noted that the Constitution requires geographic diversity and of the 138
total applicants, only 21 were not from Pima or Maricopa County which totals to 15% of
the applicants. The Commission selected 12 of the 21 applicants that do not reside in
Pima or Maricopa County. Therefore, out of the 51 candidates the Commission was
interviewing, 23.5% of the candidates are not from Pima and Maricopa Counties.

Laura Ciscomani noted for the record that the Commission is prohibited from recruiting
applicants and that she would have liked to see more applicants with diverse ethnic
backgrounds. Ms. Ciscomani noted that she believed the Commission did the best they
could with the individuals who were presented to them.

Investigation Reports

Gerry Nabours moved to remove Mignonne Hollis, independent applicant, and Kenneth
Strobeck, republican applicant, from the list of interviewees due to the information
received from the Attorney General regarding lobbyist activities. The motion was
seconded and passed by a vote of 12-2-1 with Chief Justice Brutinel abstaining.

Chief Justice Brutinel suggested that the Commission members provide reports of
candidates in groups beginning with the independent candidates, then democratic
candidates and republican candidates.

The Commission members disclosed due diligence findings for Christopher Bavasi,
Megan Carollo, Joseph Citelli, Nicole Cullen, Nicholas Dranias, Thomas Loguvam,
Anders Lundin, Erika Schupak Neuberg, Gregory Teesdale and Robert Wilson.




The Commission members continued disclosing their due diligence findings for the
Democratic candidates including Elizabeth Bernstein, Grant Buma, Ernest Calderon,
Bryan Cooperrider, and Martha Durkin.

Kathryn Townsend moved to go into executive session at 11:43 a.m. The motion was
seconded and passed unanimously.

The Commission returned to public session at 11:47 a.m.

The Commission continued with the due diligence findings for Rodolfo Espino, Donald
Evans, Grant Freeland and Susan Freeman.

Chief Justice Brutinel disclosed that he is subject to Judicial Performance Review (JPR)
and part of that process is meeting with a conference team consisting of a judge, an
attorney and a public member to discuss his JPR results. Susan Freeman was the
attorney member of his team and they met earlier that week, but he did not discuss this
process with her.

The Commission continued disclosing the due diligence findings for Sheila Harris and
Art Hinshaw.

The Commission recessed for lunch from 12:00 p.m. {0 12:32 p.m.

Chief Justice Brutinel asked the Commission to continue with their due diligence
findings for Dale Keyes, Robert Kovitz, Shereen Lerner, Mark Murphy and Mumtaza
Rahi-Loo.

Laura Ciscomani asked for legal advice on Ms. Rahi-Loo regarding her current
appointment as a Justice of the Peace Pro Tem.

The due diligence reports continued for James Robbins, Derrick Watchman, Maxine
White and Teresa Wyatt.

Kate Sawyer, Assistant Attorney General provided a response as to whether a justice
of the peace pro tem would be considered public office. She mentioned that in looking
at the analysis in the Adams case, which was referenced earlier and looks to the
definition of public office in ARS§ 38-101, they do not read anything that exempts a
justice of the peace pro tem from that definition and therefore is a disqualification.

A guestion was raised if she were to resign from her position as a justice of the peace
pro tem, would she be eligible. Ms. Sawyer stated that the Constitution asks for
applicants to not hold public office within three years.

Daniel Seiden moved to disqualify Mumtaza Rahi-Loo on the basis of holding public

office as a justice of the peace pro tem. The motion was seconded and passed by a
vote of 12-2-1 with Chief Justice Brutinel abstaining.
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The Commission completed the due diligence findings for Teresa Wyatt. Chief Justice
Brutinel suggested that the Commission complete the reports for the republican
candidates the next morning.

Interviews of Independent Candidates

From 12:59 p.m. to 1:39 p.m., the Commission interviewed Joseph Citelli, Gregory
Teesdale, Christopher Bavasi, Anders Lundin and Nicholas Dranias

From 1:58 p.m. to 2:50 p.m., the Commission interviewed Nicole Cullen, Robert Wilson,
Megan Carollo, Thomas Loguvam and Erika Schupak Neuberg.

Discussion of Independent Applicants and Interviews

Chief Justice Brutinel opened the floor for discussion. He suggested a straw poll by
reading the names alphabetically then the Commission could decide who to add to a
tentative list.

Laura Ciscomani asked for advice regarding a potential conflict of interest with Joseph
Citelli's application. Mr. Citelli is the legal counsel for the Arizona Registrar of
Contractors which is a state agency and they lobby the state legislature. While he is not
the legislative liaison she is wondering if there is a conflict of interest.

The Commission discussed the independent applicants' qualifications and the
interviews.

Chief Justice Brutinel announced it is his practice not to vote except to resolve a tie.

Kate Sawyer shared that they did not find an obvious conflict of interest with Mr. Citell’'s
application or the points raised by Ms. Ciscomani.

The Commission continued discussing the interviews and qualifications of the
independent applicants.

A straw vote was conducted to focus discussion and determine whether any strong
consensus existed on the potential nomination list. The results of the straw poll were:

Christopher Bavasi — 2 Thomas Loquvam — 11
Megan Carollo -7 Anders Lundin - 0

Joseph Citelli — 4 Erika Schupak Neuberg — 14
Nicole Cullen — 12 Gregory Teesdale — 9
Nicholas Dranias — 5 Robert Wilson — 7

The Commission discussed the resulis of the straw vofe.

Linley Wilson moved to revote on Megan Carollo and Robert Wilson who tied with 7
votes each. The motion was seconded and passed by a vote of 14-0-1 with Chief
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Justice Brutinel abstaining.

The Commission discussed the need for geographic diversity and the difference
between both candidates who received 7 votes, Tracy Munsil suggested a short break
to think about which of the two candidates she would cast her vote on.

Chief Justice Brutinel called for a second vote on Megan Carollo. The result of her vote
was 4 Commission members voted in her favor.

Chief Justice Brutinel called for a second vote on Robert Wilson. The result of his vote
was 9 Commission members voted in his favor.

Selection of Independent Nominees

Jonathan Paton moved to finalize the list of independent candidates which included
Nicole Cullen, Thomas Loquvam, Erika Schupak Neuberg, Gregory Teesdale and
Robert Wilson. The motion was seconded and passed by a vote of 13-0-2 with Chief
Justice Brutinel abstaining.

Chief Justice Brutinel instructed the Commission to continue sharing the due diligence
findings of the republican candidates.

The Commission shared the due diligence findings for Trevor Abarzua, Jonathan Allred,
Margaret Bevan, Scott Crouch, Lisa Davis, Paul Djurisic, Megan Gould Maestas, Brian
Hatheway, Kevin Kopp, David Lane, David Mehl, Brandi Oveson, Walter Schoch, Grant
Smith, Michael Striplin, William Turner, Donald Wilson, Edwin Winkeler and Douglas
York.

Chief Justice Brutinel thanked the Commission for their work and mentioned he would
see them all the following day for the interviews of the democratic and republican
candidates. The Commission adjourned at 4:44 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Gerald Nabours
Commission Secretary
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APPLICATION (INCLUDING ATTACHMENTS) FOR
INDEPENDENT REDISTRICTING COMMISSION

Answer all items in print or type. Attach additional sheets as needed fo answer completely.

Full Name Thomas Logquvam

Spouse’s Name (if applicable) Stephanie Loguvam

City  Phoenix Zip 85028

County of Residence Maricopa Resident of Arizona Since 1990-97 and
since 2002

Employer EPCOR USA, Inc. Title General Counsel and Vice Presidernt of

Corporate Services

Office Address 2355 West Pinnacle Peak Road, Suite 300 Office Phone 623-445-2449

City Phoenix State AZ Zip 85027

Education; Include name(s) of institution(s) and year diploma(s) or degree(s) recetved.

Wake Forest University, 2001, Bachelor of Arts in Politics and Communtcation

University of Arizona James E Rogers College of Law, 2005, Juris Doctorate

List all political activities for at least the past ten years. Include dates of service and indicate all
offices held in any organization. (Use attachment if necessary.)

None




List all professional and occupational memberships for at least the past ten years. Include dates
of service and indicate all offices held in any organization. Please include honors, awards and
other forms of recognition, (Use attachment if necessary.)

Executive Committee Member, Arizona Bar Association Administrative Section, 2017-2019

List all civic and community service activities for at least the past ten years. Include dates of
service and indicate alf offices held in any organization. Please include honors, awards and other
forms of recognition. (Use attachment if necessary.)

Board Member, Greater Phoenix Chamber, January 2020 to present

Board Member, Chairman, Alcoholism & Addiction Assistance Association 2008-2019
(Chairman 2017-2019)

Board Member, Chatrman, HandsOn Greater Phoenix, 2007-2013 (Chairman 2012-2013)
Peer Support Monitor, Arizona State Bar Member Assistance Program, (2009-2012)

ATTACH A STATEMENT OF INTEREST explaining why you are interested in serving on
the independent redistricting commission,

ATTACH A RESUME OR BIOGRAPHICAL STATEMENT.

Applications that do not include the required resume or biographical statement, and a statement
of interest, will be considered incomplete and will NOT be considered for nomination.




COMPLETELY ANSWER ALL OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS:

I.

Are you committed to applying the provisions of the Arizona Constitution, Article I'V,
Part 2, Section 1 in an honest, independent and impartial fashion, and to upholding public
confidence in the integrity of the redistricting process? Yes (X) No()

Will your employment and/or personal circumstances permit you to attend meetings of
the Independent Redistricting Commission in their entirety?  Yes (X ) No ()

Are you a registered Arizona voter? Yes (X) No ()
Have you been continuously registered for at least the past three years with the same
political party or as unaffiliated with a political party? Yes (X) No( ) If no, attach

explanation,

Indicate political registration for the past three years: No Party

During the past three years, have you:

a. been appointed to, elected to, or a candidate for any other public office, including
precinct committeeman or committeewoman, but not including school board
member or officer? Yes () No (X)

b. served as an officer of a political party or as an officer of a candidate’s campaign
committee? Yes { ) No (X)

c. served as a registered paid lobbyist?  Yes { ) No (X)
If your answer to any part of this question is “Yes,” attach an explanation.
SEE ATTACHED EXPLANATION

Is there any possible conflict of interest or other matter that would create problems or
prevent you from fairly and impartially discharging your duties as an appointee to the
Independent Redistricting Commission? Yes ( ) No (X) If your answer is “Yes,”
attach an explanation.

Are you now an officer, director, or majority stockholder, or otherwise engaged in the
management, of any business enterprise?  Yes (X) No( )

If your answer is “Yes,” give details by attachment, including the name of the enterprise,
the nature of the business, the title and description of your position, the nature of your
duties, and the term of your service.

Have you filed your state or federal income tax returns for all years you were legally
required to file them? Yes (X) No ( ) If your answer is “No,” explain by attachment.




10.

11

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Have you paid all state, federal and local taxes when due? Yes(X) No( )} Ifyour
answer is “No,” explain by attachment.

Have you ever violated a court order including but not limited to an order for payment of
child or spousal support? Yes ()} No (X) If your answer is “Yes,” explain by
attachment.

Have you ever been expelled, terminated, or suspended from any employment or school
or course of learning on account of plagiarism, cheating, or any other “cause” that might
reflect in any way on your integrity? Yes ( ) No(X) If your answer is “Yes,”
explain by attachment.

Are you, in any jurisdiction, currently charged with or have you ever been arrested for,
convicted of, or pleaded guilty to any felony, misdemeanor (excluding civil traffic
violations), or violation of the Uniform Code of Military Justice? Yes( ) No(X) If
your answer is “Yes,” explain by attachment.

If you performed military service, please indicate the date and type of discharge. If other
than honorable discharge, explain by attachment.

NOT APPLICABLE

List and describe by attachment any litigation involving an allegation of fraud in which
you are or were a defendant.

NOT APPLICABLE

In the past year, have you ever been reprimanded, demoted, disciplined, placed on
probation, suspended, or terminated by an employer as a result of your alleged
consumption of alcohol, prescription drugs, or use of illegal drugs? Yes( ) No(X) If
your answer is “Yes,” explain by attachment the circumstances under which such action
was taken, the name(s) of any persons who took such action, and the background and
resolution of such action.

Have you failed to vote in any general election held during the past eight years?
Yes( ) No(X) Ifyouransweris“Yes,” explain by attachment.

Have you ever refused to submit to a test to determine whether you had consumed and/or
were under the influence of alcohol or drugs? Yes( ) No(X) If your answer is
“Yes,” state the date you were requested to submit to such a test, type of test requested,
the name of the entity requesting that you submit to the test, the outcome of your refusal
and the reason you refused to submit to such a test,

Within the last five years, have you ever been formally reprimanded, demoted,
disciplined, placed on probation, suspended or terminated by an employer?

Yes( ) No(X) Ifyouranswer is “Yes,” state the circumstances under which such
action was taken, the date(s) such action was taken, the name(s) of any persons who took
such action, and the background and resolution of such action.

Has a judgment or finding that you failed to comply with the substantive requirements of
any business or contractual arrangement, including but not limited to bankruptcy
proceedings, ever been entered against you? Yes( ) No (X) If your answer is
“Yes,” explain by attachment.




20.

21.

List by attachment all elected or appointed offices that you have held and/or for which

-you have been a candidate, and the dates.

NOT APPLICABLE

Provide any additional information relative to your application or qualifications you
would like to bring to our attention at this time.




BY SIGNATURE OF THIS APPLICATION:

If appointed to the Independent Redistricting Commission 1 undersiand 1 will be ineligible for
Arizona public office or for registration as a paid lobbyist during my term on the lndependent
Redistricting Commisston and for three years thereafter, pursuant to the Arizona Constitution,
Article IV, Part 2, Section I.

| have reviewed the constitutional requirements governing the Independent Redisiricting
Commission and attest that I meet those requirements.

I anthorize investigation of all of my responses to this application and further authorize the
references listed in the confidential section of this Application to give you any and all
information concerning my qualifications they may have, personal or otherwise, and releasc all
parties from ali liability for any damages that may result from furnishing information to you.

! understand that the Commission which reviews my application may or may not conduet an
mierview, and may make its decision bascd on my responses to this Application and any due
diligence.

The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.
P

s
IGNA" Lo 08/07/2020
SIGNATURE 6.{ o DATE
State of Arizona )
) ss.

County of_Maricopa” )

Subscribed and sworn 10 before me this 7t0 day of AUGUSE 2020, by
Thomas Loquvam

My Commission Expires:

ANDREA VILLEGAS
Netaty Puble; - State of Arizona
MARICOPA COUNTY
Comnmission # 552487
Expires August 14, 2022

August 14, 2022

OPTIONAL SECTION

The Commission on Appellaie Court Appointments strives for diversity in its appoiniments.
Therefore, in this optional section, we ask you to consider providing us with information that will
help us evaluate our progress in achieving this goal.

RACE/ETHNICITY: { ) WHITE (Not Hispanic) % ) NATIVE AMERICAN
{ ) HISPANIC ) ASIAN/PACIFIC ISLANDER
{ YBLACK ( ) Other:

GENDER: ( YMALE () FEMALE




T. Logquvam
Statermnent of Interest
IRC Application August 2020

Despite studying politics in college and maintaining a daily awareness of national and local political
news, | have eschewed patticipating in formal roles related to politics. The issues are important and
endlessly fascinate me, but the day-to-day partisan drama has always deterred me from doing anything
other than complaining about the state of things.

Recently, however, my seven year old daughter called me out for my complaints. Wearing her favorite
t-shirt, which reads “Smash Glass Ceilings)” she deadpanned to me, “dad, you always tell me to take
action rather than just complain about something, so why don’t you do something?”” Her comment
rendered me speechless with an equal mixture of pride and chagtin, I can attempt to teach her how to
be, but if my actions do not reflect my words, what kind of father am I?

To be the best father I can be, I submit this application to be a member of Arizona’s Independent
Redistricting Committee. Long and careful considetadon has consistently led me to the conclusion
that undue pattisanship is a major, if not #b major, crippling force in our republic. Secking common
ground is openly criticized as “anti-American” or “disloyal” to one’s political party. Seemingly
manufactured hostlity undetscores all political dialogue. Legislators must play to the exiremes of their
patties if they hope to escape the next primary in their politically-lopsided districts. “Policy
development” in this environment can resemble the repeated collision of extreme positions. If a policy
does emerge from this environment, it often lacks bipartisan “buy-in,” putting the policy at risk when
the othet party next assumes the majority. The result isn’t thoughtful governance, but instead a
disappointing race to the bottom after each election cycle.

This cannot be the system of government our framers intended.

I am not so naive as to assume that a single stint on the IRC is a panacea. But I am a pragmatist.
Incremental progress may not seem flashy, but it works over time. From my perspective, creating fair
and balanced legislative districts is an excellent, if not the best, way to make incremental progress.
Partisanship emerges from base tribal instincts and is exacerbated by political districts that are “safe”
for either party. In these safe districts, elections are decided at the primary stage and general electons
can be vestigial. Because they must win in primaries, more extremne candidates will inevitably rise to
the top. Once elected, these politicians will continue espousing extreme perspectives to bolster their
chances for re-election at the next primary. And the cycle continues, If, by contrast, legislators must
account to a balanced electorate in their district, my hope is that legislators will attempt to find
balanced solutions that reflect broad coalitions, not extreme ideologies.

I am not affiliated with any political patty-—not in spitit nor in name. I see truth on both sides of the
aisle. T am not interested in advancing any particular agenda. I want to improve the process by reducing
incentives for partisanship.

But more importantly, I want to stop complaining and instead take action. Next time my daughter
calls me out and asks, “What are you doing about it?”’, I want to have an answer that is commensurate
with being the kind of father I want to be——the kind of father she deserves, Maybe along the way, [
can do my part to make things a little better for Arizona too.




Thomas Arminius Loquvam

EDUCATION
e University of Arizona College of Law, Tucson, Arizona: Juris Doctorate, Graduated First in
Class, May, 2005.
o Otrder of the Cotf
o Articles Editor, Arizona Law Review
o Browning Award for Excellence in Constitutional Law
e Wake Forest University, Winston-Salem, North Carolina:  Bachelor of Arts in Politics and
Commnnication, cum lande with Honors in Politics, May, 2001.

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE
e EPCOR USA, Inc.: Genetal Counsel and Vice President, Cotporate Setvices, (9/19-today)
e Loguvam Law Firm: Owner and Managing Member (4/19-9/19)
*  Arizona Public Service Company: Associate General Counsel, State Regulatory, Litigation, and
Environmental (1/14-4/19); Senior Attgrney (5/10-12/13)
* Fenpemore Craig, P.C.: Commercial litigation associate (1/07-5/10)
» Cohen Kennedy Dowd & Quigley, P.C.. Commetcial liigation associate {(9/05-12/06)

Admitted to practice in the State of Arizona and the District Court of Atizona.

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT & PERSONAL
* Board Membet, Greater Phoenix Chamber (1/20-present)
¢ Board Member, Alcoholism & Addiction Assistance Association (2008-2017); Chair (2017-
2019)
¢ Board Member and Executive Comimitteernan, Hands On Greater Phoenix (2007-2013);
Chairman (2012-2013)

¢ Executive Committee, Atizona Bar Association Administrative Section (2017-2019)
¢ Peer Suppott Monitor, Arizona State Bar Member Assistance Program (2009-2012)




T. Loquvam
Explanation re: Question 5
IRC Application August 2020

Explanation re: registered and paid lobbyist

I do not consider myself a “registered and paid lobbyist.” Nor do I meet the definttion of a registered
and paid lobbyist under A.R.S. § 41-1231 because, among other items, I am not “compensated for the
primary purpose of lobbying on behalf of a principal.” Nonetheless, in an abundance of caution, I
should note that I am registered as a lobbyist with the Arizona Corporation Commission under ACC
Ethics Rule 5.2 on behalf of my current employer, EPCOR USA, Inc. T offer more detail below.

The nature of my responsibilities with EPCOR require that T register as a lobbyist with the Arizona
Corporation Commission. Specifically, under ACC Ethics Rule 5.2, T must register as a lobbyist in
order to speak with any Commissioner on virtually any issue. Because I am the primary laison with
Commissionets for EPCOR USA, Inc, I registered as a lobbyist for EPCOR with the Arizona
Corporation Commission in September 2019.

Intetacting with Commissionerts is patt of my role as EPCOR’s Vice President of Corporate Services,
I am not specifically paid to “lobby,” but instead dtaw a normal salary that is paid whether I speak
with a Commissioner or not. Among my other responsibilities (which include being EPCOR’s General
Counsel), T am EPCOR’s primary spokesperson at the Commission for the mytiad of instances that
may necessitate direct communication with Commissioners. These instances could include, for
example, explaining some aspect of EPCOR’s operations to Commissioners outside of a formally
scheduled Open Meeting, notifying Commissionets of an emergency that has arisen, or disclosing to
Commissionets that EPCOR’s facilities have been damaged.

I have never otherwise registered as a lobbyist for EPCOR or for any other entity (i} under A.R.S. §
41-1232; (i) with the ACC; or (i) with any other governmental body.




T. Loquvam
Explanation re: No. 7
IRC Application August 2020

Explanation re: being an officer of a business enterprise

I am currently the General Counsel and Vice President of Cotporate Services for EPCOR USA, Inc.
I joined EPCOR in September 2019. Below is a brief explanation of my role:

As Vice President of Corporate Services, Thomas has oversight fot developing and guiding strategic
goals and objectives that align with the company’s long-term vision and growth within the United
States. Among his areas of tesponsibility are Customer Care & Billing, Public & Government Affairs,
Information Setvices, and Rates & Regulatory.

As General Counsel, Thomas is responsible for all legal matters involving EPCOR USA and its
tegulated and unregulated U.S. subsidiaties, including corporate and regulatory compliance, litigation,
operational agreements, and management of real property issues.
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YELLOW SHEET REPORT

G_,ﬂ BitDGITOWER MEDIAD® by Arizona Capitol Reports, LLC unless otherwise credited. All rights reserved. Monday, October 12, 2020

‘NEWS NOTES AND GOSSIP-

BOWERS’ ACE

The final list of 25 independent
redistricting candidates is set and if —
or when — Bowers opts to pick the
first IRC member, it could leave .
Democrats another step behind in the
process. Many saw the last IRC’s
composition as the result of a solid |
strategy by Dems. This time around,
many- regard the GOP as having !
outmaneuvered the Dems. The
Commission on Appellate Cowrt !
Appointments spent roughly nine ;
hours interviewing 38 Republican
and Democratic candidates on
Friday, winnowing them down to 10
from each party (¥YS, 10/9). Just a
day before, CACA finalized the list
of five independents, one of whom
will eventually serve as chair (Y8,
10/8). Among the  partisan
candidates, seven are Republicans from Maricopa County: Jonathan Allred, Scott Crouch, Lisa Davis, Paul
Djurisic, Kevin Kopp, Walter Schoch and Douglas York. The other Republicans are David Mehl from Pima
County, Brandi Oveson from Apache County and Michael Striplin from Pinal County. Across the aisle,
five are Democrats from the Maricopa County: Ernest Calderon, Donald Evans, Shereen Lerner, James
Robbins and Maxine White. The rest are Grant Buma f{rom Yavapai County, Bryan Cooperrider from
Coconino County, Robert Kovitz and Teresa Wyatt from Pima County and Derrick Watchman from
Apache County. The last IRC was composed of two individuals from Maricopa County (one Republican
and one Democrat), two from Pima County (one Dem, one GOP), and Colleen Mathis, the independent
chair who was also from Pima County.

ADAMS’ RULES

Former Speaker Kirk Adams told our reporter that picking the first commissioner gives the speaker a lot of
“freedom” to make his choice. *“There are no county restrictions at that point and there aren’t really any
political restrictions either,” he said. Adams chose first in the 2011 redistricting, picking Republican Scott
Freeman from Maricopa County. No more than two of the four partisan picks can be from the same
political party or from the same county. Since the speaker makes the first pick, he is not bound by the IRC
composition’s partisan and geographical requirements. Adams took until the last possible day to select
Freeman on Jan 31, 2011 after interviewing the Republican candidates and working with House staff to
figure out who fit his three-pronged approach, he said. His first criterion was, “Can this person count to
three?” Adams said. “Three is the magic number on that commission.” Five individuals make up the IRC,
so the independent chair holds the most power and is often the deciding vote. Adams said his second
criterion was to find the candidate who had “the intellect to process data,” given how data-driven the JRC
is. “And then the third one, which is just as important as the others, was someone that was reliable —
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reliably Republican,” he told our reporter. Once Bowers makes his pick, which railbirds speculate could
happen this week or soon thereafter, Fernandez only has seven days to make her pick, and so the pressure
on the minority leader immediately mounts. Indeed, Bowers® first move would put Fernandez and
Democrats under a time crunch. They will only have a week to vet all 25 finalists and pick a Dem
commissioner. Fernandez, of course, could theoretically throw everything off by choosing the second
Republican on the IRC. Adams doesn’t think that would ever happen. “There would be a personal political
price to pay from the party,” he told our reporter.

FERNANDEZ’S CONUNDRUM
As noted above, the ball is in Bowers’ court. He can buck recent ANY CHANCE WE CAR ﬁEﬁUﬂHlS?

tradition, in which the speaker selects his or her pick in late
January near the constitutional deadline. The speaker has until [ t\
Jan. 31 to select a partisan choice among the 10 Republicans and !
10 Democrats on the candidates list. Bowers has the option to wait
until after the new legislative session starts before making his
choice. If Dems won the majority this November, however, that
new speaker would be a Democrat. Picking before the election
allows Bowers to control the selection timeline. Once he picks, he
sets off a cycle of week-long periods in which Fernandez, Fann
and Bradley — in precisely this order — will also have to pick IRC
commissioners. A spokesman for Bowers would not comment on
when he would make his pick or who. “Speaker Bowers will be
approaching this important constitutional role with the seriousness
it deserves and reviewing the nominees closely,” spokesman

Andrew Wilder told our reporter, noting that the list of nominees N

only became final late last week.

NO TIME FOR FIVE-DIMENSIONAL CHESS

Fernandez said she has begun to review nominees but has not decided yet. “They (the GOP) make the fitst
move,” she said. She said she has seen no indication that Bowers is primed to make a pick, though she
acknowledged that she likely wouldn’t be the first to hear about it, especially since the lack of physical
proximity these days makes it even more difficult to pick up information. “I’d certainly hope they
wouldn’t” rush the pick, she said. Ultimately, her pick will be the result of a “group effort” involving her
caucus, she said. She has also regularly been meeting with Arizona Democratic Party Chair Felecia
Rotellini, including to discuss redistricting as recently as last week, Fernandez said. Neither Rotellini nor
her spokesperson could be reached for comment. Fernandez laughed at the idea that she would pick a
“moderate” Republican to throw the process off — the kind of five-dimensional chess that often gets
proposed during redistricting. “Boy, I don’t know if I’d recognize one,” she said. “10 years agp, that was a
consideration. But the {Republican) Party has changed so much in those 10 years,” she said.

REPUBLICANS COUNTER DEMOCRATS’ SINGLE-SHOT STRATEGY

In a novel strategy to overcome Democrats’ single-shot campaign, some Republicans and their supporters
seek to convince Democratic voters to use their second vote to pick a House Republican candidate, An
unnamed group paid for a text ad in LD20 last week warning Demacrats in the district not to “waste” their
second state House vote and to vote for Kern, “You get 2 votes & there’s only 1 Dem running,” the text
reads. “Join local Democrats & cast your 2nd vote for Anthony Kern. Kern works with both parties to make
AZ atop state for new jobs & higher wages, and he passed coverage for those with pre-existing conditions”
(LINK). Kern and Bolick face a challenger in the form of single-shot Demaocratic candidate Judy
Schwiebert, who may represent her party’s best chance of flipping a seat in the House. In LD8, Cook’s
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campaign is trying a similar tactic. Democrats in that district only have one candidate for House — Sharon
Girard. Cook’s team suggested in a recent mailer that Democrats should cast their second vote for the
incumbent Republican. “With Girard being the only Democrat on the ballot for two seats, LD8 Democrats
get to pick who to support with their second vote,” reads a mailer that Cook’s campaign paid for in the
district. “David Cook’s work on health care and schools make him a logical choice.”

HOBBS TO COURT: LET’S ELIMINATE THE UNCERTAINTY

Hobbs is appealing a court order that extended the voter registration deadline to Oct. 23 after initially
saying she did not intend to do so. She was scheduled to appear at oral arguments before the Ninth Circuit
Court of Appeals this afternoon. In a court filing, Hobbs explained that she changed her mind about
appealing because requests from other groups to appeal or stay the district court’s ruling created uncertainty
that she wished to avoid. Brnovich, the Republican National Committee and the National Republican
Senatorial Committee also sought to intervene in the case to block the extended voter registration deadline.
In her argument, Hobbs said she didn’t want the extension and argued vigorously against it in district court,
but opted to accept the court’s ruling to avoid confusion for voters. “Unfortunately, the administrative
(complication) predicted by the Secretary below has manifested itself. Because of this appeal and the
pending stay requests, the Secretary, county recorders and voters alike face the very uncertainty that she
sought to avoid,” her attorneys wrote. At this point, Hobbs said she would like a stay after a “reasonable
grace period” — perhaps Oct. 16 — and a guarantee that voters who registered between the original deadline
of Oct. 5 and the stay are guaranteed the right to vote.

WARD BLAMES GALLEGO FOR CANCELLED PARTY
Atizona Republican Party Chair Kelli
so' vn“ WEHE TEI_““G ME Ward cancelled this year’s downtown
Phoenix GOP Election Night bash, and
blamed “Mayor Kate Gallego’s tyrant-
like policies.” Ward said in an email to
party supporters that she’s looking for a
new locale for an in-person party, but it
X won’t be in downtown Phoenix. While
h,s’ p | she declined to name the original
location, the Republican Party typically
holds its election night events at the
ABOUT THOSE Tvnn"'r “KE Pﬂuclis downtown Phoenix Hyatt. The venue put
. MRS in major occupancy limits and social
distancing rules, which Ward blamed on Clty of Phoenix policies. Ward also cited security concetns for
cancelling the contract with the downtown Phoenix venue, suggesting that leftist protesters would endanger
her guests. “We were also presented with evolving and credible security concerns due to the radical left’s

violent tendencies, which we’ve seen on full display across America,” she wrote.

TODAY IS INDIGENOUS PEOPLES DAY

Today is officially Indigenous Peoples Day, a victory for Peshlakai and the Indigenous Peoples Caucus
after years of piecemeal work to recognize Arizona’s original residents. Peshlakai has spent much of her
time in office focused on drawing attention to Native Americans, working to designate highways for Native
code talkers and veterans and to add a new state holiday, Native American Day. Ducey finally signed Laws
2018, Chapter 148 (S1235: state holiday; Native American Day) in 2018, making June 2 — or the Sunday
immediately following it — Native American Day. With one holiday down, Peshlakai turned her attention
this year to a bigger fish: replacing Columbus Day with a day to celebrate the indigeous people who lived
in the Americas long before Christopher Columbus landed in the Carribean in 1492, Her 81026 (indigenous
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peoples; civil rights holidays) didn’t get a hearing this year, but Ducey on Sept. 4 signed a proclamation to
recognize Oct. 12 of this year as Indigenous Peoples Day, though he didn’t go so far as to replace
Columbus Day. Peshlakai intends to reintroduce a bill next year to permanently establish Indigenous
Peoples Day instead of Columbus Day.

‘PRESS RELEASES AND NEWS CLIPS-

Governor Ducey Statement on Roberta McCain

PHOENIX O — Governor Doug Ducey today released the following statement on the passing of Roberta McCain:
“Angela and I are deeply saddened to hear of the passing of Roberta McCain, Born in Qklahoma in 1912, Roberta was
a towering figure in American political and military life for more than half a century. She possessed the same
candidness and maverick-streak that Arizonans came to love about her son. During his captivity, she displayed
characteristic grit and resolve as the matriarch of the McCain family. Forty years later, she would play an active role
in his run for president, at the age of 96. The wife of Admiral John 8. McCain Jr., mother to three children, world
traveler and someone who celebrated her 108th birthday in February, she leaves an incredible legacy, with a dozen
grandchildren and even more greai-grandchildren and great-great-grandchildren. Our prayers and sincerest
condolences go out to Cindy and the entire McCain family.”

fHHt

Statement from Senate President Fann on the passing of Roberta
MeCain

"Today Arizona mourns the loss of Roberta McCain, at the age of 108, She lived a life with public service
and the military at its center. Her husband John was a four-star Navy Admiral, and their son John a Navy
pilot who spent five years as a prisoner of war in North Vietnam before returning home and then
representing Arizona in the U.S. Senate.

America got to know Mrs. McCain in the 2008 presidential campaign, where it quickly became apparent
where her son learned the benefits of 'straight talk'. Although 96 at the time, she had more energy than
those who were half her age.

Today Arizona sends its prayers and thoughts to the entire McCain family."
#it#

Clerk of Court Launches Online Payments Feature for Court Fines

and Fees

Phoenix, Ariz. -- The Clerk of the Superior Court in Maricopa County is proud to announce it is providing the ability
for customers to make payments online for court-related fines and fees beginning October 12, 2020. The Clerk’s
Office partnered with Point&Pay, a nationwide leader in providing payment solutions for courts and other government
agencies, to develop a vittual payment feature for the public — which eliminates the need to visit a facility in-person.
The virtual payment option, which became fully accessible to the public on October 12, provides customers with the
means to pay deferred filing fees, non-criminal court ordered fees and criminal fines, fees, and restitution at any time
and from any device through an gasy-to-use payment portal.

The need for a virtual payment option became more pressing with the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, as mandates
around social distancing and safety went into effect. Previously, customers were limited to making payments in
person, via mail, or over the phone. The convenience of online payments will significantly reduce customer foot
traffic in facilities, allow Clerk staff to apply greater atteniion to other customer needs, and increase averall collection
rates.
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“The launch of online payments is a significant win for our Office and our partner agencies,” said Jeff Fine, Clerk of
the Court in Maricopa County. “This is particularly so for the Adult Probation Department, which was previously
limited to accepting manual payments via money orders, and for our customers who now have the option of making
payments from the convenience of their own homes.”

The Clerk’s Office processes approximately 250,000 payments annually for deferred filing fees, non-criminal court
ordered fees and criminal fines, fees, and restitution. The launch of the new payment portal also provides the
opportunity to partner with retail centers (i.e. 7-11, Dollar General, Wal-Mart) where the public will be able to make
cash payments in-person, if preferred. However, the Clerk’s Office is continuing to advise that the public utilize all
remote means for accessing services, in order to reduce exposure to the coronavirus. Customers interesied in making
child support payments online may continue to do so through the Arizona Department of Economic Security®s portal.

FHHt

We Can Vote Announces $2 Million Ad Buy to Inform Voters,
Promote Healthy

VYoting Options in Key States

The ad will reach voters in Arizona, Florida, Georgia, Minnesota,

North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin

WASHINGTON, DC — Earlier today, We Can Vote, a nonpartisan coalition dedicated to promoting safe, secure and
successtul elections in 2020, announced an all-new $2 million digital ad buy to promote safe and trusted information
on the voting options available in key states around the country.

We Can Vote is a nonpartisan coalition of public health experts, civic organizations, businesses, and elected officials.
The organization is focused on promoting ways voters can safely navigate the polls and protect their health mid-
pandemic—highlighting the appeal, safety and security offered by carly voting and vote-by-mail as well as steps
voters can take to vote healthy in-person on Election Day.

To reach voters with up-to-date voting information online, We Can Vote also recently launched healthyvoting.org,
which offers practical advice and regionally-specific information for voters in all 50 states, DC and voting
territories—all in an effort to help voters protect themselves and their community from the spread of COVID-19.
“These ads and healthyvoting org serve one purpose and one purpose only: io promote the safe, heaithy and trusted
options voters have when casting their ballots this year,” said Jessica Barba Brown, senior advisor to We Can Vote.
“Public health and elections officials are working hard so that voters can have a voting experience that gives them
peace of mind—both when if comes to the spread of this pandemic and the integrity of their ballot. We Can Vote is
proud to be a resource for voters looking for safe and trusted information on this year’s elections.”

We Can Vote’s ads will run in Arizona, Florida, Georgia, Minnesota, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania and
Wisconsin—starting in mid-October and running until Election Day.

»
“And then the third one, which is just as important as the others, was

j F TI—IE DA ” someone that was reliable — reliably Republican.”
C

- Former House Speaker Kirk Adams, explaining his criteria for
picking an IRC commissioner a decade ago
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