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John Shadegg is a well respected Republican member of the 111th Congress, in the House of Representatives.  Shadegg represents the 3rd congressional district of Arizona, which encompasses much of central and northern Phoenix (Figure 1).  The 3rd district (4th district in pre-2002 census reports) is 599 sq miles in area, with a population of approximately 660,000 (As of 2005 census).  Over 96% of the population in the district live in an urban community, while only about 4% live in rural communities.  The median income for the district is just over $48,000 per year, with 8.7% of the population below the poverty line; the vast majority of employed people are white collar (68%), with an even split between blue and gray collared peoples (approx 15%).  Just over 13% of the people in the district are military veterans.  Caucasians comprise almost 80% of the population, while Hispanics make up a large part of the remainder of peoples at 14% of the population.  The 3rd district is generally considered an affluent and comfortably Republican district. (Almanac of American Politics, 2008)


John first ran for the House in 1995 (104th Congress) as a Republican, and is currently serving his 8th consecutive term.  In February of 2008 he declared that he would not seek reelection in 2008 for the 111th Congress.  Just 10 days after his statement of retirement from the House of Representatives, 146 of his colleagues in the House signed a letter asking him to reconsider retirement from the House.  Needless to say, he was extremely humbled and stunned by the response he received, and after careful consideration decided to run for another term.  John is now one of three Republican representatives (of 8 total reps) for Arizona in the 111th U.S Congress.


Born on October 22nd, 1949 in Phoenix, AZ, John will be celebrating his 60th birthday later this year.  John is the son of Steve Shadegg, who was thoroughly engaged in managing political campaigns.  Most notably, Steve  managed Barry Goldwater's 1952 and 1958 U.S Senate races.  Steve also organized the Draft Goldwater movement in the 1964 presidential campaign.  Following in his fathers footsteps, John decided to pursue a life of politics and law.  He attended University of Arizona for both his Baccalaureates Degree (in 1972) in Political Science, and his Juris Doctorate Degree (JD) three years later from University of Arizona School of Law.  While attending school, John served in the Arizona Air National Guard (1969 – 1975).  After college, John began working as a practicing attorney.  In 1983, he was employed as a “special assistant” attorney general in the State of Arizona office, where he worked for about seven years.  From '91 - '92 he worked as a special counsel to the Arizona state House Republican caucus.  He next worked as an advisor to the US Sentencing Commission, as well as on the Counsel for the Arizona Wildlife Conservation in 1992 before running for the House in 1994.


John is happily married to Shirley Lueck, with both a son (Stephen) and a daughter (Courtney).  The family presides in Shadegg's district in Phoenix, Arizona.  John is of Episcopalian faith.  He has stated that his political position can best be stated as an economic conservative who has fought for lower taxes, and against wasted government spending.  In every Congress since the 104th (his first), he has introduced the Enumerated Powers Act, although it has never been passed into law.  The act decrees that all bills introduced in Congress include a statement setting forth the specific constitutional authority under which the law is being enacted. The measure would force a continual re-examination of the role of the national government, and would fundamentally alter reach of the federal government.  Shadegg has been a consistent conservative within the House, and has stuck to principles generally within Republican policies.  


John Shadegg is currently serving in the House Energy and Commerce committee.  Within the Energy and Commerce committee, he is a member of the Subcommittee on Communications Technology and the Internet,  the Subcommittee on Energy and Environment, and the Subcommittee on Health.  He is also a ranking member of the Subcommittee on Environment and Hazardous Materials.  Outside of the House, John is a board member of the Arizona State University Law Society.  He was a founding director of the Goldwater Institute for Public Policy, and a former chair for the Juvenile Justice Advisory Board, as well as former president of the Crime Victim Foundation.  John Shadegg has also been involved in many caucuses and non-legislative committees, namely as Chair for the House Republican Policy Committee (2005-06), Chair for Republican Study Committee (2000-02), the Special Counsel for AZ House Republican Caucus ('91 – '92), Chair of 'Its Time' Anti-Tax Initiative, and a member of the Victim's Bill of Rights Task Force.  The caucuses and committees in which he has participated display his dedication to the Republican cause.  He is a dedicated and pledged Congressman, with the intentions of bettering his community/district, as well as the United States a s a whole. (Project Vote Smart – www.votesmart.org)


As expected, interest groups have a wide range of views on representative John Shadegg, each pertaining specifically to Shadegg's political opinion that most greatly affects the particular group.  For example, the American Civil Liberties Union graded John at an 18/100 (18%) for support of their initiatives.  The ACLU advocates for individual rights, ranging from criminal justice and death penalty to free speech, gay rights, and religious freedom.  The fact that the ACLU ranked Shadegg so poorly indicates that he is more concerned with the well-being of the entire population, and is less worried about providing rights for each individual that could disturb or interfere with the general public (also referred to as anti-civil rights voting).  On the other side of the spectrum we find the Information Technology Industry Council, a group comprised of the nation's leading high-tech companies that lobby to “reduce barriers that stifle innovation, increase access to global markets, promote e-commerce expansion, protect consumer choice, and enhance the global competitiveness of our companies.”  It is expected that John would have a connection to this interest group, as he is a member of the subcommittee on Communications Technology and the Internet and thus has a great impact on legislation that would affect the ITIC.  The National Taxpayers Union also ranks Shadegg very highly for his firm stance on lowering taxes and decreasing wasteful government spending.  The ACU (American Conservative Union) is the nation's oldest and largest grassroots conservative lobbying organization, created with the intentions of a commitment to a market economy, traditional moral values, and strong national defense system.  Shadegg's high rating with the ACU is reflected by his stance on increased defense spending and his traditional views on the economy and an open market with less government regulation and reduced government spending.  In contrast, the League of Conservation Voters (LCV) gave Shadegg 0/100, as a result of the group's strong dedication towards the protection of the environmental future of the planet.  This is likely a result of John's advocacy for the continued use of traditional energy sources (coal, natural gas).


Campaign contributions are one of the most important aspects of a Congress person's history, as they reveal what groups have given the most money, and in turn will have the greatest influence on how the representative votes.  John Shadegg has generally raised about the average for a congress person ( < $1 million per year).  However, in 2008, Shadegg raised almost $3 million, nearly double the average for House members.  Individual contributions provided 64% of the total sum he raised, while PAC contributions added over $1 million, or 35% of the total.  MJKL Enterprises donated almost $30,000, the most of any single contributor.  MJKL is a company out of Tempe, Arizona, that owns many restaurants, and has over $26 million in annual sales.  Leadership PAC's, or Leadership for America's Future, provided the greatest donation from an industry in 2008 for John Shadegg, at over $180,000.  Leadership PAC's donated 100% of contributions to Republican candidates.  Other major industry contributors included Health Professionals ($167,000), Republican/Conservative groups ($165,000), and Real Estate groups ($155,000).  (www.opensecrets.org)


The first option to decrease the federal budget deficit is to increase the income tax on peoples making more than $200,000 a year.  Since Shadegg has been rated very highly on behalf of the NTU (National Taxpayer's Union), it is easy to see that he is against any increases in income taxes.  He is also opposed to increased government spending, which is the only rational for increased taxes.  John Shadegg has endorsed having businesses and large corporations within Arizona pay increased taxes that would then go towards the creation of an all-day kindergarten program for the state, yet this is the only matter in which he has advocated for higher tax rates.  He has been opposed to any income tax hikes, as seen in his Political Courage Test of 2008 where he stated that every tax bracket, including the highest, should have “greatly decreased” income tax rates.  He has voted in favor of keeping reduced taxes on capital gains and dividends (Dec 2005), on providing tax relief (Sep 2004), on income tax cuts (Oct 2001), and is regarded as a “Taxpayer's Friend” on tax votes.  His 0% rating by the CTJ (Citizens for Tax Justice) indicates his opposition to progressive taxation (www.ontheissues.org).  


One reason that Shadegg would consider voting in favor of increased tax rates for those who make over $200,000 a year would be that the majority population in the district would be unaffected by the tax increase.  Since the median annual income in the 3rd district is less than $50,000, most constituents would be unaffected.  However, there is too great a percentage of people within the district that would be affected or opposed to the tax, as the district is “comfortably Republican”.  Lower tax rates are a staple of the Republican values, and something that John feels very strongly about.  


The second option involves increasing the gas tax from 18.4 cents per gallon up to 30 cents.  Because of the inelastic demand of gasoline (the extreme dependence on it creates an almost invariable demand), taxation of the resource is an effective means of revenue collection for the government (both state and federal).  However, the long run demand is more elastic, as people will change their ways of life to avoid the high costs associated with usage of the fuel.  Higher taxes on the fuel act as a way to reduce pollution and also decrease dependence on fossil fuels, which come for the most part from foreign sources.  Shadegg has stated that he would like to see the US diminish its dependence on foreign oil sources, and would like to see more “American-made energy”.  Raising the gasoline tax would without a doubt increase investments into alternative fuel sources, which in turn can boost the US economy into the creation of domestically created energy.  This would be a powerful shift, that would result in less dependence on foreign sources.  However, transportation fuel taxes are a regressive tax, in that low-income people pay a higher proportion with respect to their income, and transportation is not always an easily avoidable expense.  This is an important issue especially in the 3rd district, as the median income is fairly low.  


  Higher gas taxes could also be used to mend broken roads, and to fix bridges, as well as ease congested highways in addition to investing in renewable resources.  However, Shadegg voted no on tax incentives for renewable energy (Feb 2008), as well as voting in favor of keeping oil and gas exploration subsidies.  In May of 2001, he voted to repeal the gas tax.  He also has a 0% rating by the CAF, indicating opposition to energy independence (www.ontheissues.org).  In the Political Courage Test, John stated that he would like to see gasoline tax greatly decreased, which coincides with his feelings about income taxes, as well as essentially all taxes.  He also supports increased development of traditional energy resources (coal, natural gas, etc.) as well as supporting domestic oil exploration in now-restricted areas.


The third option open to Congress is to reduce military spending by 10%.  This is a clear-cut violation of the political views that John Shadegg, and the Republican party, represent.  Shadegg is a firm proponent of increased national defense spending.  In the Political Courage Test, he noted that homeland security and defense should have greatly increased budget priorities, such that spending should in no way decrease.  He also noted that every category of defense spending mentioned in the test should be 'slightly increased'; these range from number of armed forces, military hardware, missile defense, to all military programs.  John feels that national security is a very important issue that should be addressed with more effort, and in turn, with more money.  He feels that there should be more discretion to monitor domestic communications, and that there should be increased funding to states and local governments and cities for homeland security purposes.  He also advocates expanding the missile defense system that is currently in place.  The only reason for decreasing the national spending on military would be to increase the state's military budget, but this is an essentially unnecessary move.  The option is a total contradiction of traditional Republican political views, and would not have any notable benefits.  He supports continuing military recruitment on college campuses (Feb 2005), supported a new position of Director of National Intelligence (Dec 2004), supported an emergency $78 billion for the war in Iraq and Afghanistan (Apr 2003), and also voted yes on a $266 billion Defense Appropriations bill (Jul 1999).  He has a 0% rating by SANE interest group, indicating an extremely pro-military voting record.


The fourth option available is to eliminate Urban Community Development block grants to cities.  The sheer fact that 96.5% of the district is Urban, and the median annual income is below $50,000 displays the need for the grant.  The city of Phoenix Community Development Block Grant program has been revitalizing neighborhoods and  housing since 1975.  A sudden dropping of the program would gradually give rise to increased numbers of urban communities that are in need of reconstruction, making it difficult for rough areas to improve socio-economically.  This program is especially important to many of the 3rd district constituents.  However, today's real estate market makes it less appealing to invest money into housing.  Elimination of the program would instigate self-help among the people who are in need.  Traditional Republican views include opposition to social programs that work to help many people in areas of life ranging from education to employment.  A block grant for urban development goes against some values of the Republican party, but may be deemed necessary by the district due to the circumstances.  


The last of the five options is a 20% decrease in price supports for agriculture.  Currently, many commodities such as wheat, cotton, milk, and rice are subsidized.  In the 1930's, 25% of the nation resided on 6 million small farms, and benefited from subsidization.  By 1997, only 2% of the population lived on farms (60 million), and just 157,000 farms comprised for over 70% of farm sales.   In 2004, the US subsidized more than $8 billion for all crops; a 20% decrease would reduce this to about $6.5 billion per year for farming support.  The radical change in number of farms has significantly decreased the number of people who benefit from the agriculture subsidies.  However, the $1.5 billion per year lost would only result in $25 less per persons per year that live on a farm (60 million) on average. In addition, Shadegg's Political Courage Test displays that he recommended slightly decreasing the federal budget's allocation for agriculture.


After careful review of each option, and the knowledge that three must be chosen, the elimination of options begins.  Reducing military spending is not an option, especially in today's society.  Considering that we are in an ongoing war against terrorism, the reduction of military strength would not be helpful for national interests, and could prove costly if other nations decided to take advantage of the reduced militia presence.  The elimination of Urban Community block grants is also an unreasonable venture.  For over 30 years, the program has helped improve the lifestyles in the poorest and least well off regions of the US.  Abortion of the program would result in drastically increased poverty rates and degradation of Urban society.   


Decreasing support for agriculture can be reasoned in that each person who lives on a farm will only lose $25, or under $750 per farm.  Since price supports are progressive, the smaller farms will lose less money, however it will be a greater percentage of total income.  Since food and agricultural goods are an inelastic material, the people will gradually replace the funding that the government pulls, as they will require the services and in turn be forced to pay increased prices.  


Although it is contrary to traditional Republican values, one option that has been chosen is the increase in income taxes for those who make over $200,000.  While the option is certainly not one that John Shadegg would ever like to chose, it applies only in the sense that a much smaller proportion of the district will be affected by the increased taxes than the proportion of whom will benefit from Urban Community Development block grants, and in this way is the better of two bad options.  


I believe that increasing the gas tax to 30 cents is the third option that Shadegg would be in favor of.  While he certainly opposes increasing gas tax, the move could prove beneficial to some concepts that he has interest in pursuing, such as the creation of more domestic energy, resulting in less money transferred to foreign countries.  The increased tax could also be used to invest in the research of safer and cleaner uses for traditional resources, as well as alternate and renewable resources.  In this way, an increased tax rate can help some of the ideas that John is in favor of. 
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Figure 1: Map of 3rd Congressional District of Arizona
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