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   Today's column presents what has always been the goal of this website since its inception, and that is to make Coloradans aware of just what can happen without voters ever knowing such legislation is being proposed, but even more detrimental, passed without citizens every getting to vote on it.   
   A bill that would have impacted every citizen of Colorado negatively was postponed on February 1 – House Bill 16-1071.  
   HB 1071, titled “Concerning Initiative Powers Granted to the Registered Electors of County Governments,” was sponsored by a legislator from Adams County, a county infamous for its corruption and use of county employees and funds by commissioners for self-serving purposes. Representative JoAnn Windholz sponsored the bill, with no sponsor as yet in the Senate when the bill was killed in its first House committee hearing. Read the provisions of the bill later in this column.
   Why should voters be concerned about such unbridled powers being given to counties/county commissioners without citizens ever having a chance to vote on such a bill? Yes, it had the Safety Clause – “The general assembly hereby finds, determines and declares that this act is necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, and safety,” and would have become effective on July 1, 2016 with citizens totally clueless.
   Back in the 60's, the powers that be in Gilpin County, plus a very few citizens “sold out” the northern portion of the county to the Boulder Valley School District to assure some of the northern residents their kids and grand kids would have a school to go to. Schooling in Gilpin during those days was on shaky grounds according to coverage in the local newspaper.
   That deal allowed northern county voters to vote to do so without any safeguard to ever relinquish the northern area of the county. Since that inclusion action, property owners to this day have had to pay more than four times the property tax annually than property owners in the southern part of the county have to pay. Of course, the powers that be are still adamant there is just no way to undo this, primarily because of all the bonds outstanding over the decades, etc. etc.
   Another piece of legislation that would have taken away the right of two-thirds of a county to vote on who represents them as commissioner has been attempted at least three times, and there's still time to get it on the slate this year. That piece of legislation (Senate Bill 14-084) was passed unanimously with great hoopla by the Senate in 2014, only to be killed in its first House Committee hearing.
   Legislators in the House saw the constitutional problem with taking away citizens right to vote rather quickly, with the House co-sponsor withdrawing her name from the bill before the House Committee hearing ever got under way. The constitutional problem seemed to escape the entire Senate as the unanimous vote demonstrated.
   Following are the provisions taken verbatim from the fiscal impact analysis of the Colorado Legislative Council staff for HB 1071 had the bill passed and been enacted. Keep in mind as you read, in small, sparsely populated counties, five percent is a very few people.
   Of Colorado's 64 counties, all but 11 have a population of less than 100,000, with half the counties having less than 15,000 people. As of February 2nd at 11:43, the Colorado Secretary of State showed 3,763 active voters in Gilpin County. Five percent of 3,763 equates to 188 people!
   HB 1071 would have:  
· granted initiative powers to the voters of every county or any special taxing district created by a county;
· residents may submit a proposed ordinance or other legislative change (initiative) to the board of county commissioners (board) by filing a written notice with the county clerk and recorder (county clerk);
· the notice must specify whether the initiative affects the entire county or a geographic portion of the county;
· within 180 days after the notice is submitted, the petitioners must file an initiative petition signed by five percent of the county's registered electors, or five percent of the registered electors in the geographic region affected;
· the clerk must determine if the signature requirement has been met and make an independent evaluation to determine the geographic area;
· once determination is made, the county clerk must certify the initiative to the board;
· the proposed initiative may be adopted without alteration by the board within 20 days;
· if the board does not adopt it, the initiative must be published for voter approval at a regular or special election held no less than 60 days and no more than 150 days after final determination;
· the initiative will take effect if a majority of registered electors vote in favor of the initiative; and
· if two or more conflicting initiatives are approved, the initiative receiving the most votes must be adopted.
   No piece of legislature should ever be introduced, considered or passed and enacted without a way of undoing the provisions and consequences, and the undoing specifically set forth in the legislation at the time of introduction. The world changes as the decades pass.  
   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
