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EYE ON GILPIN COUNTY . . .




June 20, 2011


A taxpaying citizen would be hard pressed to find a government entity – city, county, state or federal – that is not in the throws of a budget crisis.  All a person with common sense has to do to reach a conclusion as to why is to take a look at some of the programs/projects the federal budget funds.  

Locally, based on figures appearing in the local newspaper for Gilpin’s transportation system, known as the Gilpin Collector, the average cost per passenger ride is $12.00 to $14.00 (figure is courtesy of the former Road and Bridge Director).  As a reminder, that service is provided free of charge to passengers.  Operating funds purportedly are paid with grant money (federal transportation funds).  


Point-of-Information:  All figures presented in the following discussion of the Gilpin County Recreation/Community Center and employee salaries are published the county newspaper of record, the Weekly Register-Call.  

Also locally, prior to 2010 the number of individuals using the Gilpin Community/Recreation Center was provided to Commissioners in a monthly report.  Until February of 2011, the monthly disbursements published in the local newspaper were itemized as “Parks & Recreation (Fund #8).”  The last time that itemization appeared was on January 27, 2011 showing December 2010 disbursements totaling $41,724.66.   Gilpin County’s 2010 Salary information was published on February 24, 2011.


When publication of February 2011 disbursements was published on March 24, 2011, the Parks and Recreation (Fund #8) had disappeared from the monthly disbursements notice in the Weekly Register-Call, and has not appeared since.  Close review of the Gilpin County General Fund #1since March 2011 reveals the disbursements for Parks and Recreations appear to be made from Fund #1, and not itemized as has been the procedure since opening day of the facility.  

The monthly report presented to Commissioners at its January 18, 2011 meeting showed these statistics for December 2010:  


1,210 individuals visited the facility (4,907 visits by those individuals)



981 of those visitors were Gilpin residents



$1,699.00 in revenue non members


$2,385.00 membership fees



Total revenue $ 4,084.00


Analyzing these statistics:  $41,724.66 disbursements, less $4,084.00 revenue, based on 1,210 individuals, figures out to $31.11 per person.


Or if you prefer, based on 4,907 visits equates to $8.50 per person.  


For comparison, December 2009 statistics showed:


847 individuals visited the facility (total visits not published)


$2,846.00 in revenue non members


$2,198.00 membership fees


Total Revenue $5,044.00


Disbursements $43,625.32, less revenue of $5,044.00 nets operating expenses of $38,581.32, and equates to $45.55 per person.

Elected officials are oh so quick to jump to defend such facilities with the dismissal of outcries that such facilities are NEVER meant to make money.


For comparison, let’s look at one of the most publicized earmarks in the federal budget in recent history – the unsinkable bridges to nowhere in Alaska as they became known.  Yet, funds are not available to properly maintain vital structures such as the Minnesota bridge that collapsed killing several people.  It is readily acknowledged, the “things” being compared are in no way similar, but the per-person/trip premise still applies.  
The bridge linking Ketchikan (which has a population of 8,000) to an island with a population of 50 at a cost of $223 million figured out to a cost to taxpayers for each trip of $43.00.  (Statistics provided by Taxpayers for Common Sense.)  

Additionally, an earmark was added for work on a section of another bridge linking Anchorage to a remote and little-used port that had a total estimated project cost of $1.5 billion.  


Few readers will recall, but Taxpayers for Common Sense points out, the bridges became an issue when Hurricane Katrina knocked out an Interstate 10 bridge in Southern Louisiana and funds were needed immediately to rebuild it.  The bridge was a vital link in the highly used most southern route of the interstate network which stretches from Jacksonville on Florida’s east coast, runs continuously across the southern United States, and ends in Los Angeles on California’ west coast, a distance of 2,421 miles, according to the road atlas.  


To quell the uproar, congressional negotiators removed the earmarks out of the appropriations bill that was to pay for them.  

Great victory, huh?  Not so fast.  The catch that went virtually unpublicized was that Alaska got to keep the $454 million in those two earmarks to use as it saw fit for any transportation projects it chose, even those “unsinkable bridges.”  No slight of hand there.  The tactic provided another way and the freedom for local elected officials to use the funds as future patronage.    


Just to summarize:



Unsinkable bridge in Alaska
$43 per trip



Gilpin’s Recreation Center December 2009, $45.55 per visit; December 2010, 31.11 per visit.  

Postscript:  There was a real dearth of monthly reports for the Recreation Center in 2010 and 2011.  


Fast forward to 2011, the Parks and Recreation (Fund #8) was evidently merged into Gilpin’s General Fund (Fund #1), the result being Gilpin citizens no longer see the itemization of monthly operating expenses to run the Recreation/Community Center.  

Taxpayers seldom look at hard, cold numbers as presented here which enables elected officials to “bowl” citizens over with just how grand the Connector and Recreation/Community Center are.  No argument from this writer.  They are, BUT, in this time of continuing unemployment and foreclosures, can taxpayers afford such, or the level of efficiency of operation?  


In this citizen/taxpayer/writer’s opinion and those who pay attention to such matters, merging the disbursements made in connection with the Gilpin County Recreation/Community Center into the General Fund (Fund #1) is meant to hide from public view the monthly costs required to operate the facility.

And just last week, Commissioners authorized yet another salary survey for county employees.  No doubt, just as was determined by a survey conducted five or so years ago, department heads will be found to be so grossly underpaid as to warrant an immediate raise, and in a county with a population of 5,000 plus!  Review of the salaries published in February reveal just how many department heads are approaching the salary level of the Governor of Colorado!    


As an example of raises generously handed out by Commissioners to make up for such travesty, raises for the director of the heretofore discussed Gilpin Recreation Center have been ever so generous.  Published figures over the years reveal that the director’s salary in February 2004 was $50,577.00.  The published level in February 2010 was $96,916.02, with a slight drop to $93,147.34 in 2011.  

A recap of salaries published for the director shows:


2004
$50,577.00


2005
$53,103.60


2006

?


2007
$64,753.92


2008
$76,315.66


2009

?


2010
$96,916.02


2022
$93,147.34


Point-of-Information:  Employee benefits are not included in the published salary figures.  
Mark Twain once said:  “The rule is perfect – in all matters of opinion our adversaries are insane.”  

Doris Beaver

