






2018 Board of Directors Candidate Stewart Tagg 

1. Which best describes your philosophy regarding the future of Green Valley….keep the status-
quo or become an agent for change and why? 

I believe investment in our community is essential as in industry. Without it our 
infrastructure and community will deteriorate. The progress however has to be fiscally 
sound and in line with the wants and needs of our membership. 
 

2. What opportunities and challenges do you see in the future for GVR? 

Our challenge is to create growth without overpopulating our community to the point 
where our infrastructure cannot support the increase. Any new development should 
include the recreation facilities for GVR members. 
 

3. As a Director of the Board, what would be one thing you would like to see changed that would 
improve the reputation of the Board? 

The new board needs to be more accessible and transparent to the members. The more 
distant the relationship, the more distrust is created. 

 

4. There are several committees which support the Board of Directors. Is there at least one 
committee you would have a specific interest in serving on and why? 

This is my second year as a member of the P&E Committee, I feel this committee is one 
of the more important. With good information, member input and wise decisions, the 
committee can steer GVR via the BOD in a positive direction. 

 

5. Member dues represents 59.42% of GVR’s FY2018 Operating & Capital Budget. The rest of the 
budget comes from other sources. Should GVR continue to expand non-dues income to help 
keep dues low? If so, what strategies or other sources would you recommend? 

Non-dues income is needed to supplement our budget or our dues would need to almost 
double. Partnering with outside organizations could bring in these necessary funds. A 
typical example would be the cell towers and energy projects. Possibly GVR dues could be 
linked to the purchase price of a residence, and increases applied on that base.  
 

  



6. GVR’s 23,000+ members represent approximately 76.7% of Green Valley’s 30,000 residents. 
Do you think GVR should be engaged in community issues that affect all residents, and if so, 
what type of issues? 

What affects Green Valley, potentially affects our GVR members, therefore any GV issue 
is a potential GVR issue. Any weight that GVR can lend towards the satisfactory 
completion of an issue should be used. The roads are a present day issue that concerns all 
GV and GVR residents, this has been partially addressed but needs continued efforts that 
we all could benefit from. 
 

7. GVR maintains over $30M in capital facilities. Should GVR foster a long-term facilities plan? If 
so, do you have any suggestions how to implement that plan? 

It is essential that we maintain our physical plant, both in the long and short term. This 
plan however needs to be across the board for all our facilities and not be biased to any 
particular ones. At present we have sites that need to be brought up to the standards of 
others. Conduct an in depth facility assessment, identify the priorities, match resources to 
those priorities, implement a schedule.  
 

8. The tax-exempt, charitable GVR Foundation will assist local economic development and 
tourism through the soon-to-be-released community-based website, RetireArizona.org. Please 
explain why you would or would not support this endeavor. 

I have mixed feelings about the new website. On one hand it is good to show potential 
residents/members what GV and GVR has to offer. However we do not want to take the 
risk of over populating our community. 
 

9. In your opinion, what are the three (3) most critical issues facing GVR in the next three years? 

Members continued trust has to be restored in its BOD and staff. The GVR mid term (3-5 
yrs.) plan and the "long term" plan offered by WSM. has to be re-evaluated to better 
distribute available moneys to better serve the entire community. Concentrate on sensible 
spending in an effort to boost reserve funds. A "natural habitat park" at Canoa Hill GC 
would be an asset to the GV community, but GVR should have no involvement with any 
financial responsibilities. The park should be county run as it will be county owned.  
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