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Respondents Mason Tvert and Brian Vicente, Proponents, respectfully

submit the following Answer Brief:
I.  ARGUMENT

In response to Petitioner’s Opening Brief, Proponents refer the Coutt to the
discussion of the pertinent issues in their Opening Brief.

Proponents would, however, supplement that discussion here in one respect.
In his Opening Brief at pages 8-9, Petitioner appears to interpret Proponents’
measures as seeking to “amend TABOR’s key point of VOTER APPROVAL of all
new taxes and tax rate increases and delegate to legislators increasing taxes in an
unstated amount.” Thus apparently arises Petitioner’s concern that the Proponenté’
intent is “to eviscerate the heart of TABOR” and that the Ballot Title Board is
apparently in league to “conceal the intent of the measure” from the voters.

| This is quite an aggressive reading of Proponents’ measures. Indeed, the

Court may note on pages 15 and 16 of Proponents’ Opening Brief that they are
presuming that any tax increase enacted by the General Assembly under the
authorization or directive of any of these measures will be referred at that time to
the voters precisely as required by Colo. Const. art. X, §20. The alternative .

interpretation apparently feared by the Petitioner ~ that the General Assembly is




being surreptitiously empowered to enact a tax without voter approval —is an

unlikely prospect that seems to have eluded all but the Petitioner.
This Court has been quite clear that a title review under §1-40-107(2),
C.R.S. (2010) is neither the time nor context within which to tackle such an

interpretive quandary. In re Title, Ballot Title and Submission Clause, and

Summary for 1997-1998 #10, 943 P.2d 897, 899-900 (Colo. 1997). Should one of

these measures be adopted, and should the General Assembly enact a tax under its
authority and seek to dispense with voter approval otherwise mandated by Colo.
Const. art. X, §20, and should someone object to the propriety of that action ~ that
would be the appropriate time for the courts to resolve that issue.
II. CONCLUSION
The Respondént Proponents again respectfully request the Court to dismiss

the Petition for Review or, alternatively, to affirm the actions of the Title Board.
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