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Fal l  Conference  and Candida te  Debates  

September 7-8, 2018 
Two Rivers Convention Center 

Grand Junction, CO 

Fr iday  September 7  

 9:00am      Executive Committee Meeting 
11:00am     Board of Directors Meeting 
11:55am     Friday Luncheon (open to all) 
1:00pm       Board of Directors Meeting (continued) 
5:30pm      Steak Fry at Cross Orchards Historic Site  
      (3073 F Rd, Grand Junction, CO) 

2 

Saturday  September  8  

8:00am     Welcome 
8:05am     House District 54 
8:40am     House District 55 
9:10am     House District 58 
9:40am     House District 57 
10:10am    House District 61 
10:40am    House District 59 
11:10am    House District 26 
11:40am    House District 13 
12:10pm    Networking Break-Visit Vendor Booths 
12:20pm    Lunch Served 
12:40pm    What to Expect in November? A Crowded Ballot! 
  -Keynote Presentation 
1:40pm    Networking Break-Visit Vendor Booths 

 



Afternoon Candidate Debates  
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2:00pm    Senate District 5 
2:20pm    Senate District 6 
2:50pm    Senate District 7 
3:20pm    Colorado Secretary of State 
3:50pm    Colorado State Treasurer 
4:20pm     Day Debates Adjourn 
 

Evening  Candidate  Debates  

6:00pm     Welcome 
6:15pm     Colorado Attorney General 
6:55pm     U.S. House of Representatives-2nd Congressional District 
7:45pm     U.S. House of Representatives-3rd Congressional District 
8:35pm     Colorado Governor 
9:05pm     Adjourn 

MARQUIS TITLE SPONSOR 

EVENING DEBATE SPONSORS 
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Colorado House  Dis tr ic ts  

Colorado Senate  Dis tr ic ts  
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Colorado Congress ional  Dis tr ic ts  

CLUB 20 Region 



A BIG THANK YOU 

VENUE SPONSORS 

GENERAL EVENT SPONSORS 
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STEAK FRY SOCIAL HOUR SPONSORS 

St. Mary’s Medical Center 
Executive Security International 

Cindy Dozier 

Home Loan  Investment CO 
Caerus Oil and Gas 

Colorado Petroleum Association 

FRIDAY LUNCH SPONSOR 

MARQUIS TITLE SPONSOR 



TO ALL OF OUR SPONSORS 

EVENING DEBATE SPONSORS 
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SATURDAY KEYNOTE LUNCH SPONSORS 

STEAK FRY SPONSORS 

BREAK & REFRESHMENT SPONSORS 

VOTER GUIDE & PROGRAM SPONSORS 

Rocky Mountain Health Plans 
Union Pacific Railroad 

Debra Irvin 
West Slope PharmaLogic  

Ray Beck 

West Slope PharmaLogic 
VIP RECEPTION SPONSOR 



MEET THE CANDIDATES 

UNITED STATES CONGRESS-2nd Dis t r ic t  

Joe Neguse 
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Democrat House Candidate 

Broomfield, Colorado 

Attorney 

www.joeneguseforcongress.com 

Republican House Candidate 

Denver, Colorado 

Business Executive 

www.peteryuforcongress.com 

Peter Yu 

UNITED STATES CONGRESS-3rd  Dis t r ic t  

Republican House Candidate-Incumbent 

Cortez, Colorado 

United States Congressman 

votetipton.com 

Scott Tipton 



MEET THE CANDIDATES 
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UNITED STATES CONGRESS-3rd  Dis t r ic t  

Democrat House Candidate 

Steamboat Springs, Colorado 

Frmr County Commissioner/Frmr State Rep 

dianeforcolorado.com 

Diane Mitsch Bush 

Even as a child I knew what a payday loan and real economic 
hardship was. However, while struggling to make ends meet, my 
mother always taught me that we have a responsibility to make the 
world better for everyone. That core belief led me to citizen activism, 
a lifetime of volunteering, and ultimately a career in public service. 
I’m running for Congress because I believe government should 
actually work for the people by investing in public education, 
protecting our environment, providing healthcare for everyone, and 
creating an economy that works for ALL.” 

As both a Routt County Commissioner (2007-2012) and a Colorado 
State House Representative (2013-2017), Diane has been recognized 
for integrity, transparency, and dedication. From 2007 to 2012, she 
chaired the Northwest Transportation Planning Regional 
Commission (NWTPR). Diane also has a long history with Club 20. 
She served on the Club 20 Board of Directors (2007-2012), was on 
the Club 20 Executive Committee (2010, 2011), and served on both 
the Club 20 Tourism Policy Committee and the Club 20 
Transportation Policy Committee. As a public servant, Diane has 
stood up for the Western Slope and will continue to fight for the 
issues that we care about. 

www.dianeforcolorado.com 



MEET THE CANDIDATES 

COLORADO GOVERNOR 

Jared Polis 
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Democrat Gubernatorial Candidate 

Boulder, Colorado 

United States Congressman 

polisforcolorado.com 

Walker Stapleton 

Republican Gubernatorial Candidate 

Greenwood Village, Colorado 

Colorado State Treasurer 

stapletonforcolorado.com 

COLORADO ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Phil Weiser 

Democrat Attorney General Candidate 

Denver, Colorado 

Attorney, Former Dean CU Law School 

philforcolorado.com 



MEET THE CANDIDATES 
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Republican Attorney General Candidate 

Parker, Colorado 

District Attorney 18th Judicial District 

george2018.com 

COLORADO ATTORNEY GENERAL 

George Brauchler 

                                 George Brauchler is a candidate for Attorney 
General in Colorado. He is a middle class kid from Lakewood, whose 
strong desire to serve his community, his state, and his country started 
early. Like his wife and young children, he is the product of public 
education. To help pay for college, he earned a U.S. Army ROTC 
scholarship and took it to the University of Colorado-Boulder, where 
he received a degree in Economics and Political Science, and 
eventually, a degree in law.  
George is the elected District Attorney representing the 18th Judicial 
District, which includes 1 million Coloradans in Arapahoe, Douglas, 
Elbert and Lincoln counties. It is a jurisdiction larger than the state of 
Connecticut and forty-five percent more populous than Denver. Since 
taking office in 2013, George has created one of the most transparent 
and fiscally responsible public offices in the state.  
As a member of the U.S. Army Reserve, George has been mobilized to 
active duty twice since 9/11 and most recently served as the Chief of 
Military Justice for Fort Carson, and ultimately, for the U.S. Division-
North, 4th Infantry Division in Tikrit, Iraq. Currently, he is a Colonel 
in the Colorado Army National Guard serving as a legal advisor for 
NORAD/NORTHCOM.  
As Attorney General, George will put Colorado first, represent the 
entire state—not just Denver, keep our communities safe, defend 
Colorado’s Constitution and laws, and fight to keep our economy 
competitive and fair.  
George and his wife Marcia reside in Parker. Marcia has been an 
entrepreneur and successful local business owner for more than 
seventeen years. Like other parents, their proudest achievements are 
their four ever-active children.  

www.George2018.com George 2018, PO Box 9875, Denver, CO 80209  
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Republican Treasurer Candidate 

Greenwood Village, Colorado 

Entrepreneur  

brianwatson.vote 

Brian Watson 

COLORADO STATE TREASURER 

Brian is an entrepreneur with decades of experience managing 
millions of dollars in assets, restructuring complex debt, and 
overseeing large investments throughout Colorado and the country.  

Brian believes in being a statesman, not a politician. He will not play 
partisan politics with Colorado’s hard earned tax dollars, but rather 
will work to build bridges and find sustainable solutions for PERA, 
our teachers, and all Colorado public employees. 

Brian has pledged not to take a salary from the government, setting a 
precedent from day one of saving every tax dollar possible to 
improve Colorado’s quality of life. 

br ianwatson.vote 
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MEET THE CANDIDATES 

Dave Young 

Democrat Treasurer Candidate 

Greely, Colorado 

Teacher/Legislator 

daveyoungforcolorado.com 

COLORADO STATE TREASURER 

COLORADO SECRETARY OF STATE 

Wayne Williams 

Republican Secretary of State Candidate-Incumbent 

Colorado Springs, Colorado 

Colorado Secretary of State 

winwithwayne.org 

Jena Griswold 

Democrat Secretary of State Candidate 

Louisville, Colorado 

Attorney 

jenaforcolorado.com 
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MEET THE CANDIDATES 

COLORADO STATE SENATE Dis t r ic t  6  

COLORADO STATE SENATE Dis t r ic t  5  

Kerry Donovan 
Democrat Senate Candidate-Incumbent 

Edwards, Colorado 

Director of Academics for Vail Ski and Snowboard    
Academy 

donovanforsd5.com 

Olen Lund 
Republican Senate Candidate 

Paonia, Colorado 

Former Delta County Commissioner 

olenlund.com 

Don Coram 
Republican Senate Candidate-Incumbent 

Montrose, Colorado 

State Senator and Small Business Owner 

doncoram.com 

Guinn Unger, Jr 

Democrat Senate Candidate 

Bayfield, Colorado 

Retired Business Owner/Electrical Engineer 

ungerforcosenate.com 
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Republican House Candidate 

Longmont, Colorado 

General Manager at Armillary Aviation, 
LLC  

Kevin Sipple 
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Chris Kennedy 

Democrat Senate Candidate 

Grand Junction, Colorado 

Grand Junction City Councilman and Small Business 
Owner 

kennedyforcolorado.com 

COLORADO STATE SENATE Dis t r ic t  7  

Ray Scott 

Republican Senate Candidate-Incumbent 

Grand Junction, Colorado 

State Senator and Small Business Owner 

rayscottforcolorado.com 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  13 

MEET THE CANDIDATES 
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KC Becker 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  13 

Representative KC Becker is the House Majority Leader, the No. 2 
position in the 65-member body. She organizes the legislative 
calendar and makes sure all bills that make it to the House floor 
receive full and fair consideration. 

In 2017 and 2018 Rep. Becker sponsored some of the year's 
signature pieces of legislation. In '17 she sponsored a measure to 
stave off hundreds of millions of dollars in budget cuts to hospitals, 
and allows Colorado to invest nearly $2 billion to repair and 
expand its crumbling, overburdened road network. Additional 
benefits will flow to rural K-12 students, small businesses and 
Colorado’s seniors. In '18 she put the beleaguered public pension 
system back on track to financial stability and as a result, more 
secure retirements for public employees. 

She also worked on bills to protect Colorado's public lands and our 
environment; from maintaining rights to fishing and recreational 
uses of water in compliance with the Endangered Species Act, to 
raising awareness about the importance of pollinators. 

www.kcbecker .org 

Democrat House Candidate-Incumbent 

Boulder, Colorado 

Legislator, Attorney 

kcbecker.org 



20 

MEET THE CANDIDATES 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  26 

Democrat House Candidate-Incumbent 

Steamboat Springs, Colorado 

Legislator, Dpty Dist Attorney Eagle County 

dylanroberts.org 

Dylan Roberts 

Republican House Candidate 

Eagle, Colorado 

Self Employed 

nickimills.com 

Nicki Mills 
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COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  54 

Democrat House Candidate 

Clifton, Colorado 

Engineer 

 

Erin Shipp 

Republican House Candidate 

Delta, Colorado 

Consultant/Writer 

electmattsoper.com 

Matt Soper 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  55 

Democrat House Candidate 

Grand Junction, Colorado 

Occupational Therapist 

tanyatravisforhd55.com 

Tanya Travis 

Unaffiliated Candidate for House 

Palisade, Colorado 

Director, Southwest Innovation Corridor/
Town Trustee 

chaseforcolorado.com 

Thea Chase 
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COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  55 

MEET THE CANDIDATES 

Republican House Candidate 

Grand Junction, Colorado 

Mesa County Treasurer 

janicerichforcolorado.com 

Janice Rich 

I am originally from Texas. I was 21 years old when I moved to Grand 
Junction, 

Colorado. It didn’t take long to feel at home here. And, 45 years later, I 
still do. 

In the late 1970s, my former husband and I purchased a convenience 
store, liquor store, and gas station in the small community of Whitewater, 
Colorado. We owned and operated that business for four years. 

My involvement in politics really began in the early 1980's with an 
incredible mentorship— my former boss of more than 20 years, the late 
Jim Robb, who served as Mesa County’s State Representative from 
House District 54. I learned first-hand how incredibly important 
consistent and steady leadership is for our community. When Jim Robb 
was later appointed U.S. Magistrate Judge, I also served as his courtroom 
clerk. 

In the mid-1990s, I started my own business support and secretarial 
service. At that time, I worked with another State Representative from 
House District 55, my good friend Gayle Berry (for three of her four 
terms). 

I was elected Mesa County Clerk & Recorder in November 2002, and re-
elected in 2006. I was elected Mesa County Treasurer in 2010, and re-
elected in 2014. Thank you to the Mesa County voters; it has been a 
privilege to serve. 

I met Steve Rich in 2000. We were married in 2006, and we continue to 
make our home in the community we have both grown to love — Grand 
Junction, Colorado. 

www. janicer ichforcolorado.com 
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Republican House Candidate-Incumbent 

Carbondale, Colorado 

Legislator, Retired Engineer 

votebobrankin.com  

Bob Rankin 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  57 

Democrat House Candidate 

Glenwood Springs, Colorado 

Attorney  

colincaresforcolorado.com 

Colin Wilhelm 

COLIN WILHELM A NEW VOICE FOR THE 57TH 

Colin is a graduate of Marquette University and New England School 
of Law. He has been practicing law in Glenwood Springs since 2014 
and owns his own practice with his wife Erin Richards-Wilhelm. 

Colin Believes in bringing a new voice for the people of the Western 
Slope. 

Colin wants to bring in new jobs sectors by diversifying the economy 
of the Western Slope, establishing affordable healthcare for everyone, 
and protecting our environment. 

His bold vision and new ideas will help bring about these needed 
changes and continue to improve the lives of the people of the 57th. 

www.col incaresforcolorado.com 
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Republican House Candidate-Incumbent 

Montrose, Colorado 

State Legislator 

catlinforcolorado.com 

Marc Catlin 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  58 

Democrat House Candidate 

Telluride, Colorado 

Author 

seth4thehouse.com     

Seth Cagin 
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Democrat House Candidate-Incumbent 

Durango, Colorado 

Legislator/Former Educator 

barbaramclachlan.com 

Barbara McLachlan 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  59 

Unaffiliated Candidate for House 

Gunnison, Colorado 

Retired Game Warden/Law Enforcement  

jonesforcolorado.com 

Paul Jones 

Republican House Candidate 

Cedaredge, Colorado 

Engineer 

mikemasonforcolorado.com 

Mike Mason 

COLORADO STATE HOUSE Dis t r ic t  61 

Democrat House Candidate 

Dillon, Colorado 

Summit School Dist. Director of Communications 
and Community Engagement 

mccluskieforco.com 

Julie McCluskie 
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A BIG THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS 

MARQUIS TITLE SPONSOR 

EVENING DEBATE SPONSORS 

VENUE SPONSORS 

SATURDAY KEYNOTE LUNCH SPONSORS 
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COLORADO BALLOT Referred  Measures  

Amendment A-Prohibit Slavery and Involuntary 
Servitude in All Circumstances 
Amends the Colorado Constitution to remove 
language that currently allows slavery and involuntary servitude to be 
used as punishment for the conviction of a crime.  

Argument For: The section of the Colorado Constitution that allows slavery 
and involuntary servitude as punishment for a crime should be updated 
because it represents a time in the United States when not all people were 
seen as human beings or treated with dignity. Removing the language      
explicitly prohibits slavery and involuntary servitude in all circumstances, and 
reflects Colorado’s commitment to equality and just treatment.  

Argument Against: Slavery and involuntary servitude are already illegal in all 
instances. Therefore, the measure can be viewed as making a change to the 
Colorado Constitution that is merely symbolic and unnecessary. Under 
another view, removing the language in the constitution could have the 
unintended consequence of raising legal uncertainty around current offender 
work requirements until legal precedent is established.  

Fiscal Impact: The measure may minimally impact state and local government 
revenue, costs, and workload if court filings increase due to offenders filing 
additional lawsuits.  
 

Amendment V-Lower Age Requirement for 
Members of the State Legislature 
Amends the Colorado Constitution to lower the age 
requirement for serving in the state legislature from 25 to 21.  

Argument For: Excluding 21- to 24-year-olds from seeking election to the 
state legislature is an unnecessary restriction. A 21-year-old is considered an 
adult under the law. Voters can judge whether a candidate possesses the 
maturity, ability, and competence to hold political office. In addition, allowing 
younger candidates to run for office encourages the civic engagement of 
young people.  

Argument Against: The current age requirement strikes an appropriate 
balance between youth and experience. Younger candidates may lack the 
maturity and expertise to be effective legislators. The policy decisions and 
political pressures that legislators face are best handled by people with more 
life experience. Lack of experience could hinder a young legislator's ability to 
represent his or her constituents effectively.  

28 

Referred Measures  

Source: www.sos.state.co.us 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů 
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů 
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

**Club 20 does not have positions on these amendments** 
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Referred Measures  

Source: www.sos.state.co.us 

COLORADO BALLOT Referred  Measures  

Amendment W-Election Ballot Format for Judicial 
Retention Elections 
Amends the Colorado Constitution to change the 
ballot format for judicial retention elections to remove the requirement 
that a retention question be asked for each justice and judge.  

Argument For: Amendment W helps make the ballot more concise and 
reader-friendly. A well-designed and shorter ballot will allow voters to 
complete it more efficiently, which may encourage voter participation. A more 
compact ballot may also save counties printing and mailing costs, particularly 
in more populous counties that elect multiple justices or judges and counties 
that are required to print ballots in both English and Spanish.  

Argument Against: The current ballot design is reader-friendly because it 
clearly asks a retention question for each justice and judge. The changes 
proposed in Amendment W may be inconsistent with previous sections of the 
ballot, and voters may be unclear if they are casting votes in a multi-candidate 
election or for each individual justice or judge. This confusion may increase 
the likelihood that voters will choose to skip judicial retention questions.  

Fiscal Impact: Local government impact. Amendment W decreases county 
clerk and recorder workload and may reduce ballot printing and mailing costs.  
 

Amendment X-Industrial Hemp Definition 
Amends the Colorado Constitution to remove the 
definition of “industrial hemp” from the Colorado 
Constitution and, instead, use the definition in federal law or state 
statute 

Argument For: Striking the definition of industrial hemp from the Colorado 
Constitution allows the state legislature to react to changes to the definition at 
the federal level. As a result, Colorado’s industrial hemp growers will maintain 
compliance with federal policy and remain competitive with other states.  

Argument Against: Voters approved Amendment 64 to the Colorado 
Constitution in 2012, which included the current definition of industrial hemp. 
Amendment X allows the state legislature to make changes to the term’s 
definition, which may cause uncertainty among industrial hemp growers who 
have relied on the constitutional definition in establishing their businesses.  

Fiscal Impact: Removing the definition of industrial hemp from the Colorado 
Constitution has no impact on the revenue or expenditures of any state or 
local government agencies.  

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů 
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů 
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

**Club 20 does not have positions on these amendments** 
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Referred Measures  

Source: www.sos.state.co.us 

COLORADO BALLOT Referred  Measures  

Amendment Y-Congressional Redistricting 
Amends the Colorado Constitution to: 

· create the Independent Congressional Redistricting 
Commission, consisting of an equal number of 
members from each of the state's two largest political 
parties and unaffiliated voters, to amend and approve 
congressional district maps drawn by nonpartisan 
legislative staff;  

· establish a process for selecting commissioners, new requirements for 
transparency and ethics, and a procedure for judicial review of 
commission maps; and  

· establish and prioritize the criteria the commission must use for adopting 
the state’s U.S. congressional district map.  

Arguments For: Amendment Y limits the role of partisan politics in the 
congressional redistricting process by transferring the legislature’s role to an 
independent commission. The measure creates a system of checks and 
balances to ensure that no one political party controls the commission. 
Republicans, Democrats, and unaffiliated voters must be appointed to the 
commission in equal numbers. Lobbyists and politicians are prohibited from 
serving on the new commission. Additionally, nonpartisan legislative staff 
draw the district maps, and a map's approval requires a supermajority vote of 
the commission, including at least two unaffiliated commissioners. These 
provisions encourage political compromise by keeping political parties and 
politicians with a vested interest in the outcome from controlling the 
redistricting process.   

The measure makes the redistricting process more transparent and provides 
greater opportunity for public participation. Congressional redistricting is 
conducted by an independent commission in public meetings, with safeguards 
against undue influence in the preparation and adoption of maps. All 
Coloradans will have the opportunity to engage in the process because the 
commission will conduct meetings throughout the state rather than only at the 
State Capitol. The commission is subject to state open records and open 
meetings laws, and anyone paid to lobby the commission has 72 hours to 
disclose their lobbying activities. By requiring that map-related 
communications occur in public, Coloradans will be able to see exactly how 
the districts are drawn.  

 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů 
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

Support 
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Referred Measures  

Amendment Y-Congressional Redistricting Continued 
Arguments For: The measure brings structure to the redistricting process by 
using clear, ordered, and fair criteria in the drawing of districts. By prioritizing 
factors such as communities of interest, city and county lines, and political 
competitiveness, it provides specific direction to the commission about how it 
should evaluate proposed maps. It also prevents the adoption of a map that 
protects incumbents, candidates, or political parties, or a map that dilutes the 
electoral influence of racial or ethnic minorities. Along with these prioritized 
criteria, the measure prescribes a structured court review process and 
provides more guidance regarding the court’s role than has existed in prior 
redistricting cycles.  
Arguments Against: Amendment Y takes accountability out of the redistricting 
process. Unlike state legislators who are subject to election and campaign 
finance requirements, unelected commissioners are not accountable to the 
voters of Colorado. The selection process relies on unelected retired judges 
to screen applicants and select half of the commissioners. Further, the 
commission is staffed by government employees who are not accountable to 
the voters, and they may end up drawing the final map if the commission 
cannot reach an agreement.  
The commissioner selection process outlined in the measure is complex, and 
half of the members are determined by random chance. This complicated 
and random selection process may prevent individuals with important 
experience and knowledge from becoming commissioners. While the goal of 
the random selection may be to remove politics from redistricting, unaffiliated 
commissioners with partisan views could still be selected, and the selection 
process may not result in a commission that can be impartial and promote 
consensus.  
The measure outlines criteria that may be difficult to apply in an objective 
manner. For example, the broad definition of communities of interest is 
vague and open to interpretation. The measure also leaves the commission to 
determine what a competitive district is without specifying what factors to 
consider. Additionally, the four unaffiliated commissioners will have political 
leanings that may be difficult to discern, but that could sway how they apply 
the criteria and influence the final map, since many critical votes require their 
support. The resulting map may serve to protect certain segments of the 
population at the expense of others and could result in districts that make no 
sense to voters.  
Fiscal Impact: State revenue. Beginning in FY 2020-21, Amendment Y may 
minimally increase Secretary of State cash fund revenue from fines collected from 
lobbyists who fail to disclose the required information.  

State expenditures. Overall, Amendment Y increases state expenditures to fund the 
commission by $31,479 in FY 2020-21 and $642,745 in FY 2021-22 as compared 27 
with the expenses for the current process.  



32 

Referred Measures  

Source: www.sos.state.co.us 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů 
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

COLORADO BALLOT Referred  Measures  

Amendment Z-Legislative Redistricting  
Amends the Colorado Constitution to: 

· replace the Colorado Reapportionment Commission 
with the Independent Legislative Redistricting 
Commission, consisting of an equal number of 
members from each of the state's two largest political 
parties and unaffiliated voters, to amend and approve 
state legislative district maps drawn by nonpartisan 
legislative staff;  

· establish a process for selecting commissioners, new requirements for 
transparency and ethics, and a procedure for judicial review of 
commission maps; and  

· expand and prioritize the criteria the commission must use for adopting 
state legislative district maps.  

 
Arguments For: Amendment Z limits the role of partisan politics in the 
redistricting process. Through the commissioner selection process, checks 
and balances are in place to ensure no one political party controls the 
commission. Applicants must be qualified to serve on the commission and, 
unlike the current reapportionment commission, lobbyists and politicians are 
prohibited from serving. The selection process limits the appointment power 
of party leaders by relying on retired judges and random selection. 
Republicans, Democrats, and unaffiliated voters must be appointed to the 
commission in equal numbers. Additionally, nonpartisan legislative staff draw 
the district maps, and each map's approval requires a supermajority vote of 
the commission, including at least two unaffiliated commissioners. These 
provisions keep political parties and politicians with a vested interest in the 
outcome from controlling the redistricting process, encouraging political 
compromise.  
The measure makes the redistricting process more transparent and provides 
greater opportunity for public participation. Legislative redistricting is 
conducted by a more independent commission than currently exists, with 
safeguards against undue influence in the preparation and adoption of maps. 
The commission is subject to state open records and open meetings laws, and 
anyone paid to lobby the commission has 72 hours to disclose their lobbying 
activities. By requiring that map-related communications occur in public, 
Coloradans will be able to see exactly how the districts are drawn.  
 

Support 
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Referred Measures  

Source: www.sos.state.co.us 

Amendment Z-Legislative Redistricting Continued  
Arguments For: The measure brings structure to the redistricting process by 
using clear, ordered, and fair criteria in the drawing of districts. By prioritizing 
factors such as communities of interest, city and county lines, and political 
competitiveness, it provides specific direction to the commission about how it 
should evaluate proposed maps. It also prevents the adoption of maps that 
protect incumbents, candidates, or political parties, or maps that dilute the 
electoral influence of racial or ethnic minorities.  
Arguments Against: Amendment Z reduces accountability in the redistricting 
process. The selection process the measure proposes will result in a group of 
commissioners who are not only not elected, but are not even accountable to 
elected officials. This process relies on unelected retired judges to screen 
applicants and select half of the commissioners. Further, the commission is 
staffed by government employees who are not accountable to the voters, and 
they may end up drawing the final maps if the commission cannot agree. 
Legislative staff may have a vested interest in the outcome of legislative elections 
that could bias their work drawing district maps.  
The commissioner selection process outlined in the measure is complex, and 
half of the members are determined by random chance. This complicated and 
random selection process may prevent individuals with important experience 
and knowledge from becoming commissioners. While the goal of the random 
selection may be to remove politics from redistricting, unaffiliated 
commissioners with partisan views could still be selected, and the selection 
process may not result in a commission that can be impartial and promote 
consensus.  
The measure outlines criteria that may be difficult to apply in an objective 
manner. For example, the broad definition of communities of interest is vague 
and open to interpretation. The measure also leaves the commission to 
determine what a competitive district is without specifying what factors to 
consider. Additionally, the four unaffiliated commissioners will have political 
leanings that may be difficult to discern, but that could sway how they apply the 
criteria and influence the final maps, since many critical votes require their 
support. The resulting maps may serve to protect certain segments of the 
population at the expense of others and could result in districts that make no 
sense to voters.  
Fiscal Impact: State revenue. Beginning in FY 2020-21, Amendment Z may 
minimally increase Secretary of State cash fund revenue from fines collected 
from lobbyists who fail to disclose the required information.  
State expenditures. Overall, Amendment Z increases state expenditures to fund 
the Independent Legislative Redistricting Commission by $252,065 in FY 2020
-21, and decreases state expenditures by $65,977 in FY 2021-22, as compared 
with the expenses for the current Reapportionment Commission.  
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Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Amendment 73-Funding for Public Schools 

Would raise the state corporate and  income tax rates for 
those who earn  more than $150,000 per year to help 
fund full-day kindergarten and increase public school 
funding. The proposal would increase the corporate income tax rate from 
4.63% to 6% and would increase income tax rates on individuals, estates, 
and trusts on a sliding scale: 

 >$150,000-$200,000 .37% increase 

 >$200,000-$300,000 1.37% increase 

 >$300,000-$500,000 2.37% increase 

 Over $500,000+  3.62% increase  

The measure sets the residential property tax assessment rate at 7% for 
schools and sets the non-residential property assessment rate at 24% which 
is less than the current rate of 29%. 

Arguments For: If passed, Initiative 93 would  increase base per-pupil 
funding, pay for full-day kindergarten, and put more funds toward students 
with special needs, such as those with disabilities, those who are learning 
English, and those who are gifted and talented.  

Colorado is 28th in the nation for per-pupil funding and half of the state’s 
school districts operate only four days per week to save money. Colorado 
needs a sustainable revenue source to be educationally and economically 
competitive.  

Arguments Against: The measure is projected to raise $1.6 billion in taxes 
annually and would be one of the largest tax increases in Colorado history.   

Funds are not tied to educational outcomes and there are no guarantees 
that these funds will make it into the classroom or improve student 
outcomes.  

The 2018-19 state budget already includes a 6.95 percent increase for 
education, roughly $475 more per student . 

Fiscal Impact: State Revenue- FY 2018-2019-Expected to raise $726.6 
million and $1.6 billion in FY 2019-2020  

Proponents: Great Education Colorado     www.greateducation.org 
Opponents:  Ready Colorado     www.readyeducation.org 

BALLOT INITIATIVES On the  Bal lot* 
Ύ�Ɛ�ŽĨ�ϴͬϭϲͬϭϴ 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů�
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

Sources: www.sos.state.co.us, www.coloradoindependent.com 

No Position 



35 

Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Sources: www.sos.state.co.us; corising.org; vitalforcolorado.com 

BALLOT INITIATIVES Pending Ver i f ica t ion* 
Ύ�Ɛ�ŽĨ�ϴͬϭϲͬϭϴ 

Initiative 97-Setback Requirement for Oil & Gas Development 

Would establish a 2,500 foot buffer zone (almost 1/2 
mile) between new oil and gas operations and occupied 
structures, such as homes, schools, and hospitals as well 
as vulnerable areas which include playgrounds, sports 
fields, public parks, public and community drinking 
water sources, irrigation canals, reservoirs, lakes, rivers, 
perennial or intermittent streams, and creeks as well as 
any additional vulnerable areas designated by the state or 
local government. 

Arguments For: Current regulations allow fracking operations to 
occur 500 ft from a home and 1,000 ft from a school building which 
poses a risk for public health and safety.  

The Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission received over 
1,100 complaints last year from those concerned that their health and 
quality of life have been ruined by fracking. 

There have been 13 explosions and fires at oil and gas sites since last 
spring and numerous reports of farmers, ranchers, and other 
landowners whose property has been contaminated and property 
values damaged. 

Arguments Against: The measure increases setbacks to five times the 
distance of what is currently required and effectively bans oil and natural 
gas development in the state, costing tens of thousands of jobs, hundreds of 
millions in tax revenue, and would ripple through all segments of the 
economy. 

Will cost the state thousands of jobs with 33,500 to 43,00 jobs lost in year 1, 
growing to around 115,000-147,800 jobs by year 2030. 

Could cost the state and local communities billions in revenue that would 
go to public schools, public safety, fire departments, and road 
improvements. 

Fiscal Impact: State Revenue– Expected reduction in future state revenue 
from severance taxes, royalty payments from development on state land and 
lease revenue from development on non-federal land.  

Proponents: Colorado Rising     www.corising.org 

Opponents:  Vital for Colorado     www.vitalforcolorado.com 

^ƚĂƚƵƚŽƌǇ�
�ŚĂŶŐĞ 

Opposed 
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Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Sources: www.sos.state.co.us; www.gazette.com; www.coloradoan.com 

Initiative 108-Just Compensation for Reduction in 
Fair Market Value by Government  Law or 
Regulation 

Would allow a private property owner to sue state or 
local governments if their property is taken, 
damaged, or reduced in fair market value due to a 
government law or regulation, for public or private 
use, with out just compensation. 

Owners must prove that the devaluation is the result of government 
action. 

Argument For:  This amendment will allow private property owners to take 
state or local governments to court when their property is devalued. 

Current existing law does not allow a property owner to sue until their 
property has been devalued by 90%. Initiative 108 would allow a property 
owner to sue for fair compensation for a much lower threshold.  

This measure protects private property rights and gives landowners greater 
recourse if the government makes a decision that reduces their fair market 
value. 

Argument Against:  This measure will unleash litigation over a plethora of 
claims, including zoning changes, local business/industrial development 
decisions, and just about any land management decision that a local 
government may make. It will pit property owners against one another and 
will turn land management decisions into a lawyer’s playground. 

The ballot measure doesn't identify the kind of private property that could 
be taken or gives a definition of ‘fair market value’ which makes the 
language very ambiguous and leaves this measure open to interpretation.  

 

Fiscal Impact: State Revenue: Expected to increase 

State Expense: Expected to increase 

 

Proponents: Colorado Farm Bureau     www.coloradofarmbureau.com 
Opponents: Colorado Municipal League     www.cml.org 

BALLOT INITIATIVES Pending Ver i f ica t ion* 
Ύ�Ɛ�ŽĨ�ϴͬϭϲͬϭϴ 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů�
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

Opposed 
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Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Sources: www.sos.state.co.us; www.coloradopolitics.com 

Initiative 126-Payday Loans 

 This initiative would cap payday loan annual 
percentage rates at 36%, simplifying finance 
charges/fees and reducing the amount that a lender 
can charge. 

Argument For:  The average annual percentage rate for 
payday loans in Colorado is 129 percent with some 
APRs climbing above 200 percent. That means a 
Colorado borrower would pay $119 in fees and interest to borrow the 
average payday loan of $392. 

People understand this is a predatory product and no one should be 
charging 200 percent interest on a $500 loan. 

The 36 percent interest rate would put payday lenders on the same footing 
as any other lender in Colorado.  

Argument Against:  This measure would drive payday lenders out of 
Colorado, leaving those in need of short term payday loans with fewer 
options to gain funds that may be necessary for their well being and 
survival.  

 

Fiscal Impact: No state or local government expenditures are expected. 

 

Proponents: Colorado Public Interest Research Group     www.copirg.org 

^ƚĂƚƵƚŽƌǇ�
�ŚĂŶŐĞ 

No Position 
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Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Source: www.sos.state.co.us 

BALLOT INITIATIVES Pending Ver i f ica t ion* 
Initiative 153: Transportation Funding 
Would increase the state’s sales tax by 0.62%, from 2.9% to 
3.52%, and will allow CDOT to issue bonds totaling up to $6.0 
billion with a total repayment cost not to exceed $9.4 billion over 
20 years. The revenue generated is dedicated for the following 
purposed: 
· 45 percent for bond repayment and state transportation 

funding;  
· 15 percent for multimodal transportation; and  
· 40 percent for municipal and county transportation projects.  
The measure also creates a citizen oversight commission that must annually report 
how the bond proceeds have been used.  

Arguments For: Colorado needs a long term sustainable funding source to address 
the more than $9 billion project list to improve the statewide infrastructure system.  
With alternative fuel vehicles becoming more popular and federal requirements on 
fuel efficiency standards, the gas tax is not keeping up with the demand of a growing 
population and an influx of users of the system. 
This measure provides a statewide funding solution with funds being distributed 
back to local governments-towns and counties-to improve local roads and bridges 
and allows some funds to be used for multimodal projects.  
If this measure does not pass, the Denver-Metro areas will likely move forward with 
their own measures to fund their own transportation needs. This will cripple the 
state’s ability to solve the funding shortfall on a statewide basis. 

Arguments Against: Many voters feel they are already paying too much in taxes 
and don’t have faith that these funds would be spent efficiently and effectively to 
address the problem. 
Several resort communities along with the Denver-Metro areas will collect the 
majority of the sales tax to be used for this measure and will not get to keep all of the 
funds they collected. These funds will be put in a pot and distributed throughout the 
state. Some feel that they would be better off solving their own transportation needs 
rather than supporting a statewide funding fix. 
Many resort communities already have a high sales tax rate and this increase may 
make them economically uncompetitive to tourists looking at affordable places to 
vacation and visit. 

Fiscal Impact: State Revenue: Up to $6.0 billion; State Expenditures: Est. $65,127 
 
Proponents: Let’s Go Colorado     www.letsgocolorado.com 
Opponents: No organized opposition at this time 

Ύ�Ɛ�ŽĨ�ϴͬϭϲͬϭϴ 

^ƚĂƚƵƚŽƌǇ�
�ŚĂŶŐĞ 

Support 
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Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Source: www.sos.state.co.us; www.i2i.org 

Initiative 167: Authorize Bonds for Transportation 
Funding  
Requires the General Assembly to identify and 
appropriate funds to pay for transportation bonds in the 
amount of $3.5 billion to be spent solely on road and 
bridge expansion, construction, and maintenance and 
repair projects. The annual appropriation will be 
approximately $432,600,000 out of the General Fund 
and the maximum repayment cannot exceed $5.2 billion. 

Argument For:  Colorado’s transportation system should be paid for out of 
the general fund since it is a core function of state government.  

Funds should be used for road and bridge projects only, no funds should 
be used for transit or bike lanes. 

Voters want to fix our roads without increasing taxes and without “creating 
a slush fund” for state and local governments.  

Argument Against: This measure proposed to allocate funds to roads and 
bridges only. There are no funds for local projects for communities to use 
to improve local infrastructure which make up some of the most travelled 
roads in the state. 

This measure also has no funds for multimodal projects. These types of 
projects would include senior van rides to doctor’s appointments, complete 
streets, safe routes to schools, bike lanes, and other projects aimed at 
moving people who aren’t able or who aren’t willing to drive. 

One if the biggest concerns raised is the question of what funds will be cut 
out of the General Fund to pay for the $432,600,000 annual appropriation.  
There has been no indication as to what programs will be cut to pay for the 
appropriation and many have grave concerns that education funding may 
be one of the first areas cut. 

Fiscal Impact: State Revenue Beginning in FY 2019-20, revenue to the 
State Highway Fund in CDOT will increase by up to $3.5 billion over a 
multi-year period. The timing of the revenue increase is uncertain. Voter-
approval of the TRANs make this revenue stream exempt from the 
TABOR limit. State Expenditures The measure will have the following 
impacts on state expenditures from FY 2019-20 to FY 2038-2039.  

 

Proponents: Independence Institute     www.i2i.org 
Opponents: No organized opposition at this time 

^ƚĂƚƵƚŽƌǇ�
�ŚĂŶŐĞ 

Opposed 



40 

Bal lo t  In i t ia t ives 

Source: www.sos.state.co.us; www.bhfs.com; www.gazette.com 

Initiative 173: Campaign Contributions 
If a candidate contributes or loans more than          
$1 million to his or her candidate committee, then all 
candidates in the same election who did not benefit 
from contributions shall be entitled to accept 
aggregate individual contributions for a primary or 
general election at five times the current rate. 
Argument For:  This ballot measure seeks to level the 
playing field when candidates or supporters put millions of 
dollars into campaigns. 
This measure would only apply to statewide candidates: governor, secretary 
of state, attorney general, state treasurer, and those running for the 
Legislature. 
Argument Against: The measure amends the Colorado Constitution and 
Colorado campaign finance laws creating a unpredictable election climate in 
the state. 
 

Fiscal Impact: State Revenue: None expected 
State Expenditures: Initiative #173 will result in a one-time cost of $15,000 in 
FY 2018-19 in the Department of State to make modifications to the state's 
campaign finance tracking system, TRACER. This cost is paid from the 
Department of State Cash Fund  
 

 

Proponents: Greg Brophy and Betty June Nikkel 
Opponents: No organized opposition at this time 

Ύ�Ɛ�ŽĨ�ϴͬϭϲͬϭϴ 

BALLOT INITIATIVES Pending Ver i f ica t ion* 

�ŽŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶĂů�
�ŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ 

The First Regular Session of the Seventy-Second Colorado 
General Assembly will convene on January 4, 2019. 

Support 
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Contact  Informat ion 

Christian Reece, Executive Director 

Email :  christian@club20.org 

Address :  PO Box 550 

   Grand Junction, CO 81502 

Phone:  970. 242. 3264 

Fax:  970. 245. 8300 

Websi te :  www.club20.org 

Colorado Genera l  Assembly  

Address :  Colorado State Capitol 

   200 East Colfax 
   Rm 271 (House) Rm 346 (Senate) 

    Denver CO. 80203 

Websi te :  http://www.leg.state.co.us 

Sess ion Live  Stream:   

  http://www.coloradochannel.net 



A BIG THANK YOU 

VENUE SPONSORS 

GENERAL EVENT SPONSORS 
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STEAK FRY SOCIAL HOUR SPONSORS 

St. Mary’s Medical Center 
Executive Security International 

Cindy Dozier 

Home Loan  Investment CO 
Caerus Oil and Gas 

Colorado Petroleum Association 

FRIDAY LUNCH SPONSOR 

MARQUIS TITLE SPONSOR 



TO ALL OF OUR SPONSORS 

BREAK & REFRESHMENT SPONSORS 

EVENING DEBATE SPONSORS 
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SATURDAY KEYNOTE LUNCH SPONSORS 

STEAK FRY SPONSORS 

VOTER GUIDE & PROGRAM SPONSORS 

Rocky Mountain Health Plans 
Union Pacific Railroad 

Debra Irvin 
West Slope PharmaLogic  

Ray Beck 

West Slope PharmaLogic 
VIP RECEPTION SPONSOR 



The pr int ing  of  th is  program was 
made poss ib le  by our  

Program Sponsors:  

Fal l  Conference and Candidate  Debates  

ZĂǇ��ĞĐŬ� 

Debra Irvine 


