BALLOT ISSUES 2006

This document was provided by the Colorado League of Women voters.

There are 14 state-wide issues to be voted on this fall.  Seven of them come

from the citizens and are called initiatives.  Seven of them come from the

legislature and are called referenda.  Some of them will change the state

Constitution and others will change state laws.

Issues are placed on the ballot by:

Initiative:  a proposal by citizens who collect enough signatures to place

their proposal on the ballot.

Referendum:  a proposal put on the ballot by the legislature so citizens can

vote on it.

Statewide issues on the ballot may be either:

Amendments to the Colorado Constitution

A constitutional amendment can be put on the ballot either by the Colorado

legislature or by citizens who use the initiative process.  Only voters can

change the constitution.

Amendments to the Colorado Laws

An amendment to the Colorado laws can be put on the ballot either by the

Colorado legislature or by citizens who use the initiative process.  The

legislature can change any law.
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INITIATIVES (Proposals by Citizens)

AMENDMENT 38:  PETITIONS

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment and changes many current rules

to put initiatives (proposals by citizens) on the ballot.  It would allow

initiatives at all levels of government (special districts, city, county, &

state).

Background:  Colorado voters have had the right to put initiatives

(proposals by citizens) on the ballot since 1910.  The state makes rules for

citizens to follow to do this.  It is limited to every other year (years

ending in even numbers like 2006).

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It would make it easier for citizens to put

issues on the ballot.  This is for every level of government, every year.

It makes it harder for elected officials to change a law or other decision

approved by the majority of voters in an election.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  Voters would have to vote on many more issues at

each election.  The money for these petitions would come from the taxpayers.

Proposals like this one were voted down in 1994 and 1996.

AMENDMENT 39:  MONEY SPENT IN SCHOOLS

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

[Referendum J is similar.]

This proposal is a constitutional amendment and makes school districts spend

65% of their money on things tied to teaching in the classroom.  It defines

what those things are, such as:  teachers' salaries, books, computers,

aides, libraries and class activities like field trips, athletics, arts, and

music.

Background:  Local school boards decide how to spend money in their local

schools since there are many differences in Colorado's 178 school districts.

At this time, 166 school districts would not meet the requirements of this

proposal and would need to spend $278 million to do so. 

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  This proposal makes spending money in the

classroom the number one goal.  It includes teachers, classroom aides,

tutors, books and field trips.  It does not increase taxes.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  This proposal ignores many things outside of the

classroom that help students, including students with disabilities.  These

things include counselors, nurses, testing, transportation, and food

services.  It makes school districts redistribute their money.  It takes

away local control.

AMENDMENT 40:  TERM LIMITS FOR JUDGES

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment and limits the number of years

Colorado judges on the Supreme Court and Court of Appeals can serve as

judges.  

Background:  Judges are now appointed by the governor. Citizens vote later

to keep the judges.   A term for a Colorado Supreme Court judge is ten

years.  A term for the Court of Appeals judges is eight years. 

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  The frequent change of people in office is good

for our political system.  There already are limits for those in the

legislature and other state officials (governor, attorney general, secretary

of state, and treasurer) so there should be term limits for judges.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  Even though most voters may want to  keep these

judges, this proposal would throw out 70% (5 out of 7) of the Supreme Court

judges and 40% (7 out of 19) of the Court of Appeals judges despite their

excellent records. This would make Colorado courtrooms very political as

future governors could appoint nearly all Supreme Court judges and Court of

Appeals judges who share his/her political views.

AMENDMENT 41:  ETHICS IN GOVERNMENT

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment that forbids any elected

official from receiving any gifts that cost more than $50.  This includes

elected officials at all levels of government.  It keeps lobbyists from

giving gifts to government officials, employees or members of their

families.  It prevents legislators who are no longer in office from being a

paid lobbyist for two years after leaving office.  It sets up a commission

to watch over this law.

Background:  Under the Colorado Constitution, State elected officials cannot

accept gifts worth more than $50.  Elected officials may take a paid

lobbying position once they leave office.  There is a code of ethics in

place for state officials. When there are complaints, they are heard by a

board when the governor asks, or by a legislative ethics committee appointed

by leaders in the legislature.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  A lawmaker will have to wait at least 2 years

after leaving his/her job in the Legislature before going to work as a

lobbyist.  When government officials do things that are wrong, it makes it

hard for people to trust in government.  This proposal is necessary to help

people trust in good government.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  Elected officials can already be investigated

for violations.  The law now says that money or gifts of $50 or more given

to elected officials must be revealed.  

The new, independent ethics commission will have the power to oversee gifts

received by state, county and local government elected officials, employees

of these governments, and public colleges and universities.

AMENDMENT 42:  MINIMUM WAGE

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment and changes the minimum wage in

Colorado from $5.15 to $6.85 to be adjusted every year.  It also changes the

minimum wage for people who get tips from $2.13 to $3.83.   These wages

would also be adjusted yearly.

Background:  Colorado's minimum wage is the same as the federal minimum

wage.  It was last changed in 1997.  States may have a higher minimum wage

than the federal minimum wage.  Right now 23 states and the District of

Columbia have a higher minimum wage than the federal wage.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  A small increase in the minimum wage would help

workers without causing loss of jobs or causing businesses to move from

Colorado.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  This increase will cause prices to go up on

items that people buy.  It will also cause employers to look for ways to cut

costs and may cut some benefits. 

AMENDMENT 43:  MARRIAGE

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment and puts the law in the state

constitution (laws that can only be changed by voters) that marriage is

between one man and one woman.

Background:  Currently, Colorado statutes (laws that can be changed by the

legislature) say that marriage is between one man and one woman. Colorado

law also recognizes a common law marriage between a man and a woman who live

together as husband and wife but have not had a marriage ceremony.  Common

law marriages are treated in law exactly the same as licensed marriages.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  Marriage between one man and one woman is

common sense.  Biology makes it clear that marriage must be between a man

and a woman to create human life and it is the best situation for raising

children.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  This proposal is not needed since current law

does not allow a marriage between persons of the same sex.  It is

discriminatory and may be found unconstitutional.  It will do nothing to

strengthen existing marriages in Colorado.

AMENDMENT 44:  MARIJUANA POSSESSION

(Changes Colorado Law)

This proposal is an amendment to the state laws and says that anyone

21-years old or older can legally have up to one ounce of marijuana.  It

says that anyone under 21-years of age who has one ounce of marijuana

commits a crime.

Background:  Colorado law now makes possession of less than one ounce of

marijuana a crime with a fine up to $100.  In 2005, there were 3,700

convictions in state courts for possession of marijuana.  Other marijuana

related offenses (driving under the influence of marijuana, growing,

distributing or selling and other offenses) would remain illegal.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  Government studies say that marijuana is less

harmful than alcohol.  The state is wasting money on arresting and

prosecuting people for having a small amount of marijuana.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  Making marijuana legal may lead to using it

more. Marijuana harms learning and judgment and may lead to mental health

problems.

REFERENDA  (Proposals by the Legislature)

REFERENDUM E:  LESS PROPERTY TAX FOR DISABLED VETERANS

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment and would make property taxes

lower for veterans who are 100% disabled as a result of their military

service.  There is no age requirement.

Background:  This proposal adds veterans who are 100% disabled in the

military service to the Colorado Senior Homestead Property Tax Exemption

(age 65 and older).

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  The money veterans save by not having to pay

this property tax could be used to make changes in their homes to help them

live with their disability.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  If the state cuts taxes for one group of people,

it should cut taxes for everyone.  Veterans with 100% service-connected

disabilities who do not own their home will not benefit.

REFERENDUM F:  RECALL DEADLINES

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a constitutional amendment about elections to recall state

elected officials.  [To recall someone means to take him/her out of office

before their term is completed and to elect someone else.]  It would put

this law in the state laws instead of the constitution.

Background:  This takes recall rules out of the constitution and puts them

in state laws making it easier to make changes as needed.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It makes it easier for the Colorado Legislature

to make changes to election laws that were written in 1913.

Arguments for a "No" Vote: This puts too much power into the hands of

elected officials in Colorado because it lets them change election deadlines

for recalls of their own offices.

REFERENDUM G:  OBSOLETE PROVISIONS

(Changes Colorado Constitution)

This proposal is a state constitutional amendment that takes laws out of the

state constitution that are no longer needed or no longer make sense.

[Example:  Someone who objects to military service would no longer have to

pay to not serve in the military.]

Background:  At each general election, six items are placed on the ballot

asking voters to remove them from the state constitution.  They are items

that are no longer needed or do not make sense.    

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It would get rid of items no longer needed and

make the state constitution shorter.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  It would get rid of a part of the history of the

state.

REFERENDUM H:  REMOVE A STATE BUSINESS INCOME TAX DEDUCTION

(Changes Colorado Law)

This proposal is an amendment to the state laws and gets rid of a state

income tax benefit for a business that knowingly hires and pays an illegal

alien (someone who comes into this country without the necessary papers to

work) to work for them.  This would start in 2008.

Background:  Currently a business may deduct the cost of doing business

[including paying people to work for them] from their income tax.  This lets

the company pay less in taxes and keep more of its money.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It is a tax increase on businesses to keep them

from hiring illegal aliens who may work for less money.  

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  It contains no means to enforce the law against

violators.

REFERENDUM I:  DOMESTIC PARTNERSHIPS

(Changes Colorado Law)

This proposal is an amendment to the state statutes and allows same sex

couples to get legal protections and benefits under Colorado law.  Some of

those protections are:  to help with financial support of a domestic

partner, to own property together, to adopt a child of a domestic partner,

to decide on medical care for a domestic partner.  These couples would have

to get a license to register their partnership in Colorado.

Background:  Currently same-sex couples must sign an agreement to make

medical decisions for each other. They cannot get benefits usually given to

couples under the law like Worker's Compensation.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It gives legal protections and benefits to

same-sex domestic partners in Colorado.  It would make these partners

responsible for raising children, paying bills, and owning property.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  It would make domestic partnerships exactly like

marriage except for using the word "marriage".  These partnerships would get

a license and divorce would be possible.

REFERENDUM J:  SCHOOL DISTRICT SPENDING REQUIREMENTS 

(Changes Colorado Law)

[Similar to Amendment 39]

This proposal is an amendment to the state laws and makes school districts

spend 65% of their money on items tied to teaching in the classroom.  Those

things include:  teachers' salaries, books, computers, aides, libraries and

class activities such as field trips, athletics, arts, and music.

Referendum J also adds things like meals (hot lunches), money for buses, and

tests.

Background:  There are state requirements that books, buildings, insurance

and services for at-risk students must be provided b public schools.  Three

Colorado school districts would not meet the requirements of this proposal

and would have to spend $1 million to do so.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It requires money to be spent in the classroom

and would be easier to change to meet changing needs because it is a state

law and not in the state constitution like Amendment 39.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  It is not necessary because nearly all school

districts spend most of their money on things that help students learn.

Locally elected school boards are best able to make these decisions.

REFERENDUM K:  IMMIGRATION LAWSUIT AGAINST THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

(Changes Colorado Law)

This proposal is an amendment to the state statutes and tells the Colorado

Attorney General to sue the federal government to make the federal

government enforce federal immigration laws.

Background:  Colorado pays for services such as health care, education, law

enforcement, criminal defense and prisons.  The lawsuit asks the federal

government to repay Colorado for these costs.

Arguments for a "Yes" Vote:  It would let the federal government know that

people in Colorado want them to enforce federal laws about immigration.

Arguments for a "No" Vote:  A state cannot sue the federal government for

these costs and the lawsuit would be thrown out.

Last Day to Register to Vote - October 10, 2006 

Last day to request an absentee ballot by mail is October 31

Last day to request an absentee ballot in person is November 3

Early voting is October 23 - November 3

Election Day is November 7- 2006

