Doris Beaver's
EYE ON THE LEGISLATURE
   Legislation introduced each session has a “routine” path to follow on its journey to passage or that fate of “postponed indefinitely (killed),” but come election year, those legislators running for re-election have additional incentive for getting their bills passed. The list of bills passed plays a huge role in their campaigns back on the home front. Careful review sometimes finds that list may involve bills such as “sunsetting” of some law that have been on the books for a long time and no longer needed.
Senate Bill 14-084:  When introduced in the 2012 legislative session, an identical bill to SB 084 did not have its first committee hearing until March 19, 2012, and was postponed indefinitely (killed) at its first Senate Committee hearing.
   SB 084 was introduced on January 14 , 2023, passed its first committee hearing on January 27, 2014, was passed UNANYMOUSLY by the full Senate on February 3, 2014, and already had its first reading in the House of Representatives where it was assigned to the House Committee on State, Veterans and Military Affairs. That's what's call “fast tracked” due to pressure from sponsoring legislator!
   What's so critical about SB 084 to warrant such fast tracking?  A method for taking away the right of two-thirds of a county to vote on who represents them!!
   SB 084, “Concerning the Election of a County With a Population of Less Than Seventy Thousand By the Voters Residing in the District From Which the Commissioner Runs for Election,” is the second try in two short years to pass such a piece of legislation that has the resulting consequence of taking away the right of two-thirds of a county to vote on who represents them.
   The fiscal impact analysis by the Legislative Council notes that 53 of Colorado's 64 counties have a population of less than 70,000.
   The bill's specifics:
· Allows the voters of a county with a population of less than 70,000 people to change the method by which county commissioners are elected so that each commissioners is elected exclusively by the voters residing in that district;
· To change the method of electing commissioners, the bill authorizes the Board of County Commissioners to refer the question to the voters;
· Alternatively, qualified electors may file a petition to have the question placed on the county-wide ballot at the next general election, said petition must be signed by at least eight percent of the total number of qualified electors of a county voting for all candidates for the office of Secretary of State at the last general election shall be sufficient to place on the ballot at a general election the question of whether to change the method of electing the Board of County Commissioners;
· In the case of a petition to change the method of electing commissioners, such petition must specify the method, either by referendum or by initiative.
   Sponsor of SB 084, Republican Senator Ellen S. Roberts, represents eight southwestern Colorado counties with Durango in LaPlata County being the largest city in the area. Rural residents claim they are ignored by commissioners who refuse to address rural county issues and otherwise ignore them.
   Apparently, Senators chose to ignore the United States Constitution, Article XV, Section 1, which states:  “The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States, or by any state, on account of race, color or previous condition of servitude.”
   Senator Roberts and others supporting this bill obviously believe complaints from this county are justification enough to take away the right of two-thirds of the voters in a county to vote on who represents them, but nothing is justification.
   When constituents are ignored as LaPlata County residents claim, the solutions is to recall those commissioners, not impose a consequence of taking away the right of two-thirds of the population in 53 counties of Colorado to vote on who represents them.
Sponsors of Senate Bill 14-084:  Senator Ellen S. Roberts (R-Archuleta, Dolores, LaPlata, Montezuma, Montrose, Ouray, San Juan and San Miguel) 866-4884; and Representatives Don Coram (R-Dolores, Montezuma, Montrose and San Miguel) 866-2955, and Jeanne Labuda (D-Denver, Jefferson) 866-2966.
Senate Bill 14-138:  Volunteer firefighters who provide services at the scene of an emergency are provided limited immunity. SB 138 extends that limited immunity to community volunteers and their organizations.
   As introduced, the immunity “applies to all good faith efforts to respond to an emergency, and the exemption does not apply to grossly negligent or reckless acts or omissions.”
Lead Sponsors of SB 14-138:  Senators John Kefalas (D-Larimer) 866-4841, and Kevin Lundberg (R-Larimer) 866-4853; and Representatives Jerry Sonnenberg (R-Cheyenne, Kit Carson, Logan, Morgan, Phillips, Sedgwick and Yuma) 866-3706, and Mike Foote (D-Boulder) 866-2920.
House Bill 14-1106:  Here's another one that evokes an “Are you kidding me?” response. HB 1106, “Concerning a State Income Tax Deduction for a Taxpayer Who Pays a Penalty for Failing to Maintain Minimum Essential Coverage Required by the federal Patient Protection  and Affordable Care Act,” (PPACA) is yet another indirect Republican assault on President Obama's healthcare reform.
   HB 1106 “creates an individual income tax deduction to offset penalties paid by taxpayers under the provisions of the federal PPACA. The income tax deduction equal to the penalty becomes available to a Coloradan calculating his/her Colorado taxable income for a given tax year beginning in 2015 (an amount equal to the penalties he or she paid under the PPACA for a month during that tax year).
   Coloradans planning to ignore the mandate to sign up and obtain or retain qualifying healthcare coverage and are not exempt from the mandate should beware. The penalty is stiff – “equal to the greater of a fixed dollar amount or a percentage of the household's taxable income. The maximum amount of the fixed penalty is capped, but a household whose percentage penalty exceeds the fixed penalty cap must pay the full amount of its percentage penalty.”
   The fiscal impact analysis by the Colorado Legislative Council includes these assumptions and statistics:
· approximately 705,000 Coloradans were uninsured in 2012 with approximately 22% assumed to be exempt from the individual insurance mandate because their incomes are below the federal poverty level;
· the federal government will penalize 254,700 adults and 46,300 children in calendar year 2015 for failing to carry qualifying health insurance under the PPACA (between October 1, 2013 and January 1, 2015, 249,000 Coloradans will enroll in either Medicaid or a private health insurance plan available through the Connect for Health Colorado exchange; 15.4 percent of the uninsured population in 2015 and 2016 will be children);
   The estimated impact on state revenue lost due to the deduction is not chump change:
· Fiscal Year 2014-15 revenue deduction - $2,090,271.00
· Fiscal Year 2015-16 revenue deduction - $6,426,582.00
Fiscal Year 2016-17 revenue deduction - $8,538,968.00
· Estimates are for the minimum amount of revenue loss.
Lead Sponsors of House Bill 14-1106:  Representatives Dan Nordberg (R-El Paso) 866-1965, and Jared Wright (R-Delta, Mesa) 866-2583. No sponsor as yet in the Senate.
House Bill 14-1062:  HB 1062 concerns an optional use of an approval voting method by local governments in nonpartisan elections.
   “Approval voting” is defined as a “type of voting that allows an elector to cast a vote for as many of the candidates per office as the elector chooses,” and the candidate with the most votes wins.
   There are requirements to meet should a local government opt to conduct an election using an approval voting method:  
· the election is a nonpartisan election;
· use of the approval voting method is not prohibited by the charter of the local government;
· the election is conducted in accordance, Article 7 of Title 1, with newly added Part 11 and rules promulgated by the Secretary of State pursuant to Section 1-7-1105;
· special districts may adapt the requirements of Article 7 of Title 1 of the Colorado Revised Statutes, Part 8 and newly added Part 11, including requirements concerning the form of the ballot, the method of marking the ballot, the procedure for counting ballots, and the form of the election judges' certificate, as  necessary for compatibility with the approval voting method.
· the election is conducted with a system of casting, recording and tabulating votes that is capable of conducting the election using approval voting and that has been certified by the Secretary of State.
   In an election using the approval voting method in which one candidate is to be elected to an office, the candidate who receives the greatest number of voters is declared the winner.
   HB 1062 does not prohibit a local government from enforcing or imposing additional requirements for determining the winner of a local government election using an approval voting method.
   Prior to October 1, 2014, the Colorado Secretary of State is required to adopt rules in accordance with Article 4 of Title 24 of the Colorado Revised Statutes on the conduct of elections using approval voting methods, including the methods and procedures for tabulating, auditing and reporting results in an election using an approval voting method.
   Since local Clerks and Recorders, may at his or her discretion, decline to coordinate an election for a local government as defined in Section 1-7-1102(2) using the approval voting method, local governments will likely have costs to adjust vote tabulating machines and software, notify the public of the change in voting system and other costs.
Sponsors of House Bill 14-1062:  Representative Jonathan Singer (D-Boulder) 866-2780; and Senator David Balmer (R-Arapahoe) 866-4883.
   The reader's comments or questions are always welcome. E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
