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The Office of the Auditor General has conducted a performance audit  of the 

Tax Advisory Council i n  response t o  an April 27, 1983, resolution of the 
Jo in t  Legislative Oversight Comrni t tee .  This performance audit  was 
conducted as part  of the Sunset Review s e t  forth i n  A.R.S. §§41-2351 
through 41 -2379. 

The Tax Advisory Council was created i n  1973 i n  the same legis lat ion tha t  

created the Department of Revenue and the State  Board of Tax Appeals. The 
Council's purpose as  s e t  forth i n  i t s  s ta tu tes  i s  t o  "provide fo r  a 
continuing review and exchange of ideas fo r  a f a i r  and uniform system of 
taxation" and " to  f a c i l i t a t e  the e f f i c i en t ,  economical and effect ive 

administration of taxation and revenue collection" i n  Arizona. The 
Council i s  required t o  report  t o  the Department of Revenue, the Governor 

and the Legi sl  ature. 

The Council has fa i led  t o  f u l f i l l  i t s  statutory mission. I t  has developed 
few suggestions to  improve the tax system, and discussion topics have been 
1 imi ted. In addition, there has been very 1 i t t l  e communication between 
the council and State  policy makers. Further, other organizations 
effectively ful f i l l  the Council ' s  purpose, making the Council 
unnecessary. Consequently, the Counci 1 shoul d be a1 lowed t o  terminate 

under the Sunset s ta tutes .  
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

The Office of the Auditor General has conducted a performance audit  of the 

Tax Advisory Council i n  response to  an A p r i l  27, 1983, resolution of the 
Jo in t  Legislative Oversight Committee. This performance audit  was 

conducted as part  of the Sunset Review s e t  forth i n  Arizona Revised 
Statutes (A.  R. S. ) §§41-2351 through 41 -2379. 

The Council was created i n  1973 i n  the same legis lat ion tha t  created the 
Department of Revenue and the State  Board of Tax Appeals. The Department 

of Revenue ( D O R )  i s  the tax collection and enforcement agency of the 
State,  and administers laws relating t o  taxation. The Board of Tax 
Appeal s hears and deci des appeal s by taxpayers from deci si ons rendered by 
DOR. The Council i s  intended to  communicate any problems identified 
during the appeals process and possible solutions t o  D O R Y  the Legislature 
and the Governor. 

The Council i s  composed of nine members: the director of the Department 
of Revenue who serves as chairman, a l l  s ix  members of the State  Board of 
Tax Appeal s ,  and two private c i t izens  appointed by the Governor fo r  3-year 
terms. Statutes require tha t  Council meetings be held a t  l e a s t  quarterly. 

The Council does not have a budget or s ta f f  of i t s  own. Tax Appeals Board 
members receive $50 per day fo r  time spent i n  the performance of the i r  
duties and compensation for  travel expenses from the Board of Tax 
Appeals. Public members receive $50 per day f o r  time spent i n  the 
performance of the i r  duties and travel reimbursement from the Department 
of Revenue. The Department of Revenue also provides secretarial  and 
support services to  the Council. 

Scope Of A u d i t  

O u r  audit addressed issues s e t  forth in the 12 Sunset Factors i n  A.R.S. 

$41-2354, and more specif ical ly  studied whether the Council serves a 
necessary function and should be continued. 



The Auditor General and s t a f f  express appreciation t o  t he  members of the  

Council and the  Department of Revenue fo r  t h e i r  cooperation and assistance 
d u r i n g  the  audi t .  



SUNSET FACTORS 

I n  accordance w i t h  A.R.S. $41 -2354, t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e  should consider  t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  12 f a c t o r s  i n  determining whether the  Tax Advisory Council 

shoul d  be cont inued o r  te rmi  nated. 

1. Ob jec t ive  and purpose i n  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  Council 

The Tax Advisory Counc i l ' s  ob jec t i ves  and purposes as s e t  f o r t h  i n  

A.R.S. S42-111 a re  t o  "prov ide f o r  a  con t i nu ing  rev iew and exchange of 

ideas f o r  a  f a i r  and un i fo rm system o f  t axa t i on "  and " t o  f a c i l i t a t e  

t h e  e f f i c i e n t ,  economical and e f f e c t i v e  admin i s t ra t i on  o f  t a x a t i o n  and 

revenue c o l l e c t i o n "  i n  Arizona. The Counci l  i s  in tended t o  p rov ide  a  

forum f o r  informed i n d i v i d u a l  s  t o  share concerns and develop remedies 

t o  t a x  problems. The Counc i l ' s  s t a t u t o r y  charge i s  t o  p rov ide  a  

channel o f  communication t o  t h e  Department o f  Revenue (DOR), t h e  

Governor and the  Leg is la tu re .  The Counci l  does n o t  have statements 

f o r  goals and ob jec t i ves  and has no p lans  t o  develop any i n  t h e  fu tu re .  

2. The e f fec t iveness  w i t h  which t h e  Counci l  has met i t s  o b j e c t i v e  and 

purpose and the  e f f i c i e n c y  w i t h  which t h e  Council has operated 

The Tax Advisory Council has n o t  success fu l l y  met i t s  s t a t u t o r y  

ob jec t ives .  The Council has made some e f f o r t  t o  rev iew t h e  f a i r n e s s  

and un i fo rm i t y  o f  Ar izona 's  t a x  system, and has prov ided feedback t o  

government p o l i c y  makers on two occasions. However, t he  few 

recommendations developed by t h e  Counci l  have n o t  been se r ious l y  

considered by the  Leg is la tu re .  The d i r e c t o r  o f  DOR has s ta ted  t h a t  

t h i s  i s  probably because they prov ided l i t t l e  substance t o  p o l i c y  

makers. Overal l ,  t h e  Council has f a i l e d  t o  communicate w i t h  the  

L e g i s l a t u r e  and t h e  Governor i n  a  t i m e l y  o r  p e r i o d i c  manner. I n  

add i t ion ,  the  Council has prov ided no recommendations t o  DOR t o  

improve the  e f f i c i e n c y  and e f fec t i veness  o f  t a x  admini s t r a t i o n  ( see 

page 8). 



I n  add i t i on ,  t h e  Council f a i l e d  t o  h o l d  t h e  requ i red  meetings f o r  any 

of t h e  1 a s t  5 years. A1 though the  Council i s  requ i red  by 1 aw t o  ho ld  

meetings a t  l e a s t  qua r te r l y ,  i t  has f a i l e d  t o  do so (see page 9) .  

3. The e x t e n t  t o  which t h e  Council has operated w i t h i n  t h e  p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t  

I f  t h e  Council f u l f i l l e d  i t s  mandate i t  would operate w i t h i n  the 

p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t .  The Council has been i n e f f e c t i v e  i n  ach iev ing  the  

purpose f o r  which i t  was o r i g i n a l l y  establ ished, and has prov ided 

1 i t t l e  b e n e f i t  t o  t he  State. 

4. The e x t e n t  t o  which r u l e s  and regu la t i ons  promulgated by t h e  Council 

a re  cons i s ten t  w i t h  t h e  1 egis1 a t i v e  mandate 

Sta tu tes  do n o t  r e q u i r e  promulgat ion o f  any r u l e s  and regu la t ions ,  and 

the  Counci l  has n o t  done so. 

5. The e x t e n t  t o  which the  Counci l  has encouraaed i n ~ u t  from the  ~ u b l i c  

before promulgat ing i t s  r u l e s  and regu la t ions  and t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which 

i t  has informed t h e  p u b l i c  as t o  i t s  ac t i ons  and t h e i r  expected impact 

on t h e  p u b l i c  

The Counci l  has n o t  adequately informed the  p u b l i c  about i t s  ac t i ons  

because i t  has f a i l e d  t o  comply w i t h  several aspects o f  t h e  open 

meeting law. Council minutes and agendas are i ncons i s ten t  and do n o t  

f u l l y  conform t o  l e g a l  requirements. Some Board minutes have f a i l e d  

t o  make proper a t t r i b u t i o n s  t o  speakers, f a i l e d  t o  i d e n t i f y  guests 

a t tend ing  the  meetings, and f a i l e d  t o  l i s t  the  names o f  members n o t  

a t tend ing  t h e  meetings. 

Council agendas have a1 so f a i l e d  t o  conform t o  open meeting law 

requirements. On some occasions, agendas have n o t  been a v a i l a b l e  24 

hours be fore  the  scheduled Council meeting and have lacked adequate 

de ta i  1. 



6. The e x t e n t  t o  which the  Council has been ab le  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  and 

reso lve  complaints t h a t  a re  w i t h i n  i t s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

Th is  f a c t o r  does n o t  apply because t h e  Counci l  i s  n o t  a  regu la to ry  

agency. 

7. The ex ten t  t o  which the  At torney General. o r  any o the r  a ~ ~ l i c a b l e  

agency of  S ta te  government has the  a u t h o r i t y  t o  prosecute ac t ions  

under enabl i ng 1  eg i  s l  a t i  on 

The Council i s  n o t  responsib le f o r  enforc ing t a x  laws. Th is  i s  t h e  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of t he  Department o f  Revenue. Therefore, t h i s  f a c t o r  

i s  n o t  app l icab le .  

8. The e x t e n t  t o  which the  Council has addressed d e f i c i e n c i e s  i n  t he  

enabl ing s t a t u t e s  which prevent  i t  from f u l f i l l i n g  i t s  s t a t u t o r y  

mandates 

The Counci l  has n o t  proposed l e g i s l a t i o n  t o  amend i t s  s t a t u t e s  and no 

changes t o  i t s  l e g i s l a t i o n  are  planned. 

9. The e x t e n t  t o  which changes are  necessary i n  t h e  laws o f  t h e  Council 

t o  adequately comply w i t h  the  f a c t o r s  1  i s t e d  i n  t h e  Sunset Law 

Our rev iew i d e n t i f i e d  no needed s t a t u t o r y  changes. 

10. The ex ten t  t o  which te rminat ion  o f  t h e  Council would s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

harm t h e  p u b l i c  heal th,  sa fe t y  o r  we1 f a r e  

Terminat ion o f  t h e  Counci l  would n o t  harm the  p u b l i c  heal th,  sa fe t y  o r  

we1 fa re ,  s ince t h e  Counc i l ' s  r o l e  o f  adv i s ing  DOR, t h e  Governor and 

the  Leg is la tu re  i s  n o t  necessary (see page 9) .  

11. The ex ten t  t o  which the  l e v e l  o f  r e g u l a t i o n  exerc ised by the  Council 

i s  appropr ia te  and whether 1  ess o r  more s t r i n g e n t  1  eve1 s  o f  r e g u l a t i o n  

woul d  be a ~ ~ r o ~ r i  a te  



Th is  f a c t o r  does n o t  apply  because t h e  Counci l  i s  n o t  a  regu la to ry  

agency. 

12. The e x t e n t  t o  which t h e  Counci l  has used p r i v a t e  con t rac to rs  i n  t h e  

performance o f  i t s  d u t i e s  and how e f f e c t i v e  use o f  p r i v a t e  con t rac to rs  

coul d  be accompl i shed 

The Counci l  does n o t  use p r i v a t e  con t rac to rs  i n  connect ion w i t h  i t s  

dut ies.  There are no areas o f  t h e  Counc i l ' s  f u n c t i o n s  i n  which 

e f f e c t i v e  use o f  p r i v a t e  con t rac to rs  cou ld  be accompl i shed. 



FINDING 

THE TAX ADVISORY COUNCIL I S  NOT NECESSARY 

The Tax Advisory Counci l  i s  n o t  necessary and cou ld  be al lowed t o  

terminate. The Counci l  has been i n e f f e c t i v e  i n  ach iev ing  t h e  purposes f o r  

which i t was o r i g i n a l  l y  es tab l  i shed. A1 though t h e  Counci 1 ' s miss ion  i s  

s t i l l  va l i d ,  i t s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  a re  being met by o the r  p u b l i c  and 

p r i v a t e  organizat ions, making t h e  Counci 1 obsolete. 

The Counci l  Has Been I n e f f e c t i v e  
I n  Achiev ing I t s  Purpose 

The Tax Advisory Council has f a i l e d  t o  f u l f i l l  i t s  s t a t u t o r y  mission. The 

Council has developed few suggestions t o  improve t h e  tax  system, and 

d iscussion top i cs  have been l i m i t e d .  I n  add i t ion ,  t he  Council has n o t  

c o n s i s t e n t l y  communicated i t s  a c t i v i t i e s  t o  p o l i c y  makers, as requ i red  by 

1 aw. Furthermore, t h e  in f requency o f  Council meetings may a1 so 1 i m i t  i t s  

ef fect iveness.  

The Tax Advisory Counc i l ' s  s t a t u t o r y  purpose i s  t o  p rov ide  f o r  a 

con t i nu ing  review and exchange o f  ideas t o  promote a f a i r  and un i fo rm t a x  

system, and t o  f a c i l  i t a t e  t h e  e f f i c i e n t  and e f f e c t i v e  admin i s t ra t i on  o f  

t a x a t i o n  and revenue c o l l e c t i o n  i n  Arizona. The Council i s  cha i red  by t h e  

d i r e c t o r  o f  DORY and a1 so inc ludes  two pub1 i c  members and a l l  s i x  members 

of t he  Sta te  Board o f  Tax Appeals. The S ta te  Board o f  Tax Appeals i s  an 

independent agency, n o t  sub jec t  t o  t he  c o n t r o l  o f  the  Department o f  

Revenue, w i t h  the  power t o  equa l ize  the  va lua t i on  o f  a l l  p roper ty  i n  t h e  

Sta te  and t o  hear and decide a l l  appeals from DOR decisions. The Counci l  

was in tended t o  p rov ide  a communication channel between the  Appeals Board 

and p o l  i c y  makers regard ing  prob l  ems encountered dur ing  the  appeal s 

process. 



The Tax Counci l  Has Accomplished L i t t l e  - Tax Council a c t i v i t i e s  have been 

minimal. Since 1980 the  Council has commented on proposed t a x  l e g i s l a t i o n  

on ly  twice. These analyses both r e l a t e d  t o  b i l l s  i n v o l v i n g  proper ty  

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o r  va lua t ion ,  and were a c t u a l l y  prepared by members of 

D i v i s i o n  I of t h e  Board o f  Tax Appeals ou ts ide  t h e  Counci l  meeting 

se t t i ng .  These two reviews were g iven minimal cons ide ra t i on  by the  

Leg is la tu re  because they prov ided l i t t l e  substance t o  p o l i c y  makers. 

V a l i d  t o p i c s  f o r  d iscussion have been neglected by t h e  Council. Since 
1980, t he  Council has spent a m a j o r i t y  o f  i t s  meeting t ime  d iscussing 

proper ty  value l e v e l s  and assessment p rac t ices .  Aside from proper ty  tax  

matters, no o the r  subjects have d e a l t  w i t h  fa i rness  and un i fo rm i t y  

issues. I n  add i t ion ,  t h e  Council has spent very l i t t l e  t ime  rev iewing the 

e f f i c i ency  and ef fect iveness o f  Ar izona'  s  t a x  admini s t r a t i o n  program and 

has developed no usefu l  recommendations i n  t h i s  area. 

Some v a l i d  t o p i c s  may be purposely neglected by the  Counci l  because o f  a 

perceived c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  w i t h  p o t e n t i a l  Board o f  Tax Appeals cases. 

Some Council members who are  a l so  on t h e  Board have re fused t o  discuss 

important  issues t h a t  may a r i s e  i n  f u t u r e  Board cases. Th i s  a t t i t u d e  has 

1 i m i t e d  one of t h e  Counc i l ' s  most va luable sources o f  poss ib le  top ics .  

F a i l u r e  To Communicate - The Council has f a i l e d  t o  communicate i t s  

a c t i v i t i e s  i n  w r i t i n g  t o  the  execut ive and l e g i s l a t i v e  branches as 

requ i red  by s ta tu te .  A.R.S. 542-1 12 requ i res  t h a t  the  Council : 

". . . s h a l l  render t h e i r  f ind ings ,  repor ts ,  and 
recommendations i n  w r i t i n g  t o  the  governor, t o  t h e  
d i r e c t o r  o f  the  department o f  revenue and the  
1 eg i  s l  ature. " 

Council members have n o t  fo l lowed through t o  ensure t h a t  t h e i r  ideas are 

communicated t o  p o l i c y  makers. 

Meetings Too In f requen t  - F i n a l l y ,  t h e  Counci l  has f a i l e d  t o  h o l d  the 

requ i red  meetings f o r  any o f  t h e  l a s t  5 years. The Council i s  



s t a tu to r i l y  required t o  hold meetings a t  l e a s t  quarterly.  In none of the 
l a s t  5 years  has the  Council s a t i s f i e d  t h i s  requirement. According t o  
f igures  provided by DOR s t a f f ,  only 12 meetings have been held s ince  
1980. Infrequent meetings, the  f a i l u r e  t o  generate meaningful agenda 
topics ,  and minimal communication w i t h  the  Governor and Legislature 
suggests a lack of member i n t e r e s t  i n  Council functions. 

Necessary Review I s  
Accompl i shed By Others 

Presently, o ther  en t i  t i e s  evaluate Arizona ' s  system of taxation and 
revenue col lect ion.  Tax Advisory Council oversight responsibil i t i e s  a re  
being met by other  private and public e n t i t i e s .  In addit ion,  the  Board of 
Tax Appeals does not need the  Council i n  order t o  provide e f f ec t i ve  input 
on tax problems. Therefore, termination of the  Council would not i nh ib i t  
iden t i f i ca t ion  of tax  problems o r  proposal of sol ut ions t o  administrators 
and policy makers. 

Council Mission Fu l f i l l ed  By Others - Numerous public and pr ivate  e n t i t i e s  
substant ia l ly  f u l f i l  1 the  Council ' s  mission. These groups provide pol icy 
makers and administrators w i t h  an ongoing review of taxation problems and 

suggestions f o r  solutions.  The following organizations a r e  examples of 
such groups: the  Arizona Tax Research Association, the  Arizona Chamber of 
Commerce, Governor's Office, t he  Arizona Federation of Taxpayer 
Associations, t he  Arizona Society of Cer t i f i ed  Pub1 i c  Accountants Tax 

Liaison Committee, the  Arizona Society of Practicing Accountants, the  Tax 
Committee of the  Arizona Bar, the  Municipal Sales Tax Study Commission, 
and the  County Assessor's Association. Various l eg i s l a t i ve  committees and 
1 eg i s la t ive  s t a f f  can provide forums fo r  discussion and research, and 
often prepare recommendations and proposals r e l a t i ng  t o  tax  problems of 
a l l  kinds. 

DOR receives i n p u t  from the  pr ivate  sector  t o  review tax problems and 

propose remedies. DOR maintains a c lose  working re1 at ionship w i t h  several 
pr ivate  organizations t h a t  o f f e r  opinions on new l eg i s l a t i on  and DOR 

administrative procedures. In addi t ion,  DOR can u t i  1 i z e  s ta tu tory  powers 



t o  form specia l  purpose counc i l s  o r  committees t o  study s p e c i f i c  t a x  

problems. For  example, A.R.S. S42-1451 .B prov ides f o r  a un i fo rm 

1 i c e n s i  ng, c o l l  e c t i o n  and a u d i t  committee t o  study t h e  Sta te  admini s te red  

sales t a x  system. Such a committee has been establ ished. A1 so, A.R.S. 

S42-1ll.C g ives t h e  DOR d i r e c t o r  the  a u t h o r i t y  t o  form specia l  purpose 

counc i l s  as requ i red  o r  "essent ia l  t o  t he  publ i c  i n te res t . "  A1 though such 

specia l  purpose counc i l s  have n o t  been formed, i t  i s  des i rab le  f o r  t h e  

d i r e c t o r  of DOR t o  have t h i s  opt ion. 

Board Of  Tax Appeals Does Not Need Council - S ta te  Board o f  Tax Appeals 

members, who a1 so serve on t h e  Council , woul d s t i  11 be abl e t o  p rov ide  

feedback t o  appropr ia te  o f f i c i a l  s i f  t h e  Council were terminated. Board 

members are i n  a p o s i t i o n  t o  i d e n t i f y  s p e c i f i c  t a x  problems generated by 

cases on appeal. Terminat ion o f  the  Counci l  would n o t  i n h i b i t  t he  

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t a x a t i o n  problems o r  p r o h i b i t  d i r e c t  communication w i t h  

t a x  admin is t ra to rs  and t a x  p o l i c y  makers by members o f  t he  Board o f  Tax 

Appeals. Board s t a t u t e s  do n o t  p r o h i b i t  d i r e c t  con tac t  by members w i t h  

DOR s t a f f  t o  discuss problems generated by cases on appeal. I n  add i t ion ,  

Board members can communicate t h e i r  concerns d i r e c t l y  t o  members o f  t he  

Governor's s t a f f  who e f f e c t  t a x  p o l i c y  changes. I n  the  past,  Board 

members have met w i t h  s t a f f  o f  DOR and t h e  Governor's O f f i c e  ou ts ide  t h e i r  

r o l e  as Tax Advisory Council members t o  discuss t a x a t i o n  problems. 

Nothing p r o h i b i t s  Board members from d i r e c t l y  communicating w i t h  

1 egis1 a t i v e  commi t t e e s  t o  discuss problems, as 1 ong as s p e c i f i c  pending 

cases a re  n o t  discussed. F i n a l l y ,  t he  d i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Department of 

Revenue and most Counci 1 members be1 i eve  t h a t  t he  Counci 1 has accompl i shed 

l i t t l e  i n  i t s  present  form and cou ld  be terminated. Some Council members 

s t i l l  f e e l  t h a t  t h e  Counci l  i s  needed, b u t  should be res t ruc tured.  

CONCLUSION 

The Tax Advisory Council i s  unnecessary and cou ld  be a1 lowed t o  te rminate  

under the  Sunset s tatutes.  The Council has been i n e f f e c t i v e  i n  achiev ing 

t h e  purpose f o r  which i t  was establ ished, and has prov ided 1 i t t l e  b e n e f i t  

t o  t he  State. P r i v a t e  pro fess iona l  assoc ia t ions  and publ i c e n t i  t i e s  



review taxation l eg i s l a t i on  and propose solut ions  t o  tax  problems, 
subs tan t ia l ly  f u l f i l  1 ing the  Council ' s  mission. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. The Tax Advisory Council should be allowed t o  terminate under the  
Sunset s t a tu tes .  

2. The s ta tu to ry  author i ty  i n  A.R.S. $42-1ll.C f o r  the  d i r ec to r  of DOR t o  

es tab l i sh  special purpose councils  when necessary should be retained 
i n  DOR's s ta tu tes .  
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April 26, 1985 

Mr. Douglas Norton 
Auditor General 
111 West Monroe 
Suite 600 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

Dear Mr. Norton: 

This letter is in response to your recent performance audit of 
the Tax Advisory Council. After reviewing your findings, I agree 
with your recommendation that the Council should be abolished. It 
has not been effective in bringing out suggestions for improving 
our state's administration of taxes, nor has it outlined any 
substantive options for revised tax policy. I feel the 
composition of the Council limits its objectivity and makes it 
difficult to discuss and develop policy on pertinent issues. 

It is true that the Council has not met as regularly as it 
should, but most of this is due to the general lack of interest 
and inability of the members to define topics and tackle key 
problems. Attendance at the meetings has been poor and there is 
little input for meaningful, important agenda items. 

To our knowledge we have consistently met open meeting 
requirements. We have always taken the necessary steps to inform 
the public prior to the meetings and attempted to prepare agendas 
reflecting the subjects that were to be discussed. Tapes have 
been availabale immediately for anyone to review the discussions 
of the Council. 

I agree with your analysis that the objectives of this Council 
are being better met through the various private tax advisory 
groups that currently work with the Department. Your report 
cited such groups as the CPA Tax Liaison Committee, the Arizona 
Society of Practicing Accounts and the Tax Committee of the 
Arizona Bar Association, all of which provide valuable feedback 
on problems in tax administration and are active in the 
legislative arena to affect necessary policy changes. 

Mailing address [Capitoll: 
1 7 0 0  W. Washington 
Phoen~x, AZ 85007 

Other locations: 
Phoenix Uptown 
5555 N. 7 t h  Avenue 

Tucson 
402 W. Congress 
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Therefore, I concur the Council is not a useful group for the 
legislature to continue and that its regulatory status should be 
allowed to expire. 

Sincerely, 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 


