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Taking Away Your Vote . . .

The “anti” groups have grown to a staggering number, but the one(s) pushing Amendments 60 and 61 and Proposition 101 could probably go on the books as having the loftiest goals in Colorado history.  The language for the ballot has now been finalized, and careful comparison reveals no change from Draft 3 which appeared in the August 30th and September 6th editions of Eye on Gilpin County.  


This writer has been covering the legislature now for more than five years.  In looking back over those years and paying attention causes an observant person to draw one distinct conclusion:  All too often, the vote of Coloradans counts only for a certain amount of time.  Perhaps a better way of saying it is “Your vote counts until the ‘anti’ groups decide they know best,” and set out to convince Colorado that “voters really didn’t know what they were voting for,” in those previous elections.  

The November 2004 ballot contained a measure turned down by Colorado voters regarding state personnel rules on hiring temporary workers for indefinite periods as opposed to the current 6 months limit.  The second part, equally egregious in this writer’s opinion, allowed the state to abolish positions in the state personnel system in favor of personal services contracts.  No patronage there, not a bit!!  


The following July (2005), the Owens Administration “quietly” implemented a number of the procedures turned down by Colorado voters in the 2004 election.    Jeff Wells was state Director of Personnel at the time, and professed in a legislative hearing held in December of 2005 that he “was within his authority to adopt new rules,” based on his belief that some of the legislature’s lawyers misunderstood some of the procedures.  


As a result of that hearing, attorneys for the legislature recommended the rules implemented by the Owens Administration/Wells interpretation be overturned because the rules violated Colorado’s Constitution or state statutes.  


So, now we have the “anti” groups with a goal of outright voiding and reversing what Colorado voters have voted into law over oh so many years – the most vocal group this time around being the “pushers” of Amendments 60 and 6l and Proposition 101 (“60, 61 and 101”), CO Tax Reforms.  

The reader is encouraged to re-read the ballot language from the August 30th and September 6th editions of Eye on Gilpin County, then read the following analyses prepared by the Colorado Center on Law and Policy (CCLP) whose mission is “to provide a timely and objective analyses of state fiscal issues and their effect on lower-income Coloradans.”  This week, Amendments 60 and 61 with Proposition 101 covered next week.  (Note:  All emphasis added is by this writer.)  


In this writer’s opinion, destroying financing for education across the board gives right-wing extremists control over the people – the less education a population has, the easier it is to control.  That’s how Hitler got away with what he did!

The Effects on Your Community if Amendment 60 passes:   Amendment 60 will overturn local property tax decisions.  Any past voter-approved decision to keep property tax revenue above constitutional limits will be automatically undone.  In 98 percent of our school districts, 81 percent of our counties and 76 percent of our cities, voters have approved such property tax decisions.  It [passage] will also restrict local control by limiting the scope of future ballot measures.  


Amendment 60 will force all school districts to lose 60% of their property tax revenue.  Over ten years, all property taxes going to schools will be cut in half and the state must replace that revenue.  Requiring the state to backfill for lost local revenue increases the state’s obligation to fund K-12 while simultaneously reducing the state’s ability to fund other important public services such as human services, health, higher education or public safety.  If Amendment 60 (and 61 and Proposition 101) pass and the state government replaces this money for local governments, it [the state] will have to cut all other state services by 99%.  

Amendment 60 will levy a new mandatory property tax on public enterprises and authorities, such as water districts, utilities, and colleges and universities.  In order to pay this new tax, these public services will have to dramatically increase their fees for services, such as water bills and tuition.  Writer’s point-of-information:  The “pushers” fail to recognize increased fees (a/k/a regulatory taxes) are ones you the voter usually do not get to vote on under TABOR – one more step in taking away your right to decide.  

Amendment 60 will cut over $1 billion of local funding for public schools and will override the will of local voters and reverse your earlier votes.  It will reduce property taxes, but will do so at the expense of public schools and other essential services provided by state and local governments that protect our communities.  


No one person can save the world from its own self-destruction, but education of the people can.  That is why Amendment 60 is such a horrendous thing to inflict on Colorado.  It is an “out and out” shell game.  

The Effects on Your Community if Amendment 61 passes: Amendment 61 will prohibit the state from any form of borrowing.  The state will not be able to use practical public financing to address our infrastructure needs such as building and maintaining roads, building hospitals, maintaining schools and managing cash flow.  Rather than enjoying the use of an asset as it is paid for over time, the state will have to pay for all building and maintenance projects up front, similar to a family buying a house without a mortgage.  


Amendment 61 will place strict limitations on all local government borrowing.  Any local government borrowing must be repaid with ten years, making it more expensive to build in the short run.  After paying off their debt, a local government must reduce its taxes equal to the amount it paid annually to finance that debt.  This will discourage officials from beginning any new infrastructure projects.  Districts can only borrow up to 10 percent of their assessed value.  Due to this limit alone, most local governments will not be able to borrow money to finance needed projects for approximately eight years.  


Borrowing to pay for critical infrastructure needs is not bad; it is a sensible financial tool that enables businesses, families, and governments to invest in the future.  By choking our ability to borrow in any form, Amendment 61 will stifle Colorado’s ability to build and maintain what we need to be a prosperous and economically viable state.  
Mark Twain once said:  “The rule is perfect – in all matters of opinion our adversaries are insane.”  
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