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***MEDIA RELEASE*** 

NO ON 72 RELEASES NEW TV AD

(DENVER)—No on 72-No Blank Checks in the Constitution launched a new 30-second television ad 
pointing out the flaws in Amendment 72, a $315 million tax hike that would lock hundreds of millions of 
dollars in new spending into the state Constitution for programs that have yet to be determined. 

The ad is part of the coalition’s continuing efforts to educate voters about how Amendment 72 effectively 
puts a blank check for special interests in Colorado’s 140-year-old Constitution.

-FACT CHECK-

GRAPHIC

Judge Dennis Maes, retired chief 
district judge

JUDGE MAES

“I’m retired Judge Dennis Maes.”

 

Judge Dennis Maes was first appointed to the District Court 
bench in 1988. Judge Maes served as the Chief Judge for the 
10th Judicial District for 17 years, prior to his retirement in 2012. 

JUDGE MAES

“Our revered Constitution 
shouldn’t be used by special 
interests for their own benefits.
But Amendment 72 does just 
that.”

Most of the revenue that would be generated by Amendment 72 
would go towards grant funding. Amendment 72 gives all grant 
making power exclusively to the CO Department of Public 
Health and Environment (CDPHE) or the Department of Health 
Care Policy and Financing (DHCPF), but fails to create any 
safeguards or measures to prevent special interests from using 
grant funding for their own benefit.

Amendment 72 requires only that the Legislative Research 
Office of the General Assembly annually publish the names of 
all programs receiving grant funding and the amounts received. 
The measure does not require audits or annual reports to show 
how the money is ultimately spent. No other means of oversight 
or tools for accountability are provided to voters to ensure grant 
funding doesn’t go to special interests. 
http://www.sos.state.co.us/pubs/elections/Initiatives/titleBoard/fili
ngs/2015-2016/143Final.pdf
 

http://www.sos.state.co.us/pubs/elections/Initiatives/titleBoard/filings/2015-2016/143Final.pdf
http://www.sos.state.co.us/pubs/elections/Initiatives/titleBoard/filings/2015-2016/143Final.pdf
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JUDGE MAES

“It’s a 315-million-dollar tax that 
locks spending programs in our 
constitution where it can’t be 
changed without yet another vote 
of the people -- even in the case 
of waste or fraud.”

The CO Legislative Council estimates Amendment 72 would increase 
state tax revenue by $315.7 million in state budget year 2017-2018. 
Amendment 72 amends Colorado’s Constitution to require that 51% of 
the resulting tax revenue go towards government grants, effectively 
locking in grant spending deep into our Constitution. 
http://www.leg.state.co.us/LCS/Initiative%20Referendum/1516initrefr.
nsf/d60c4a50a373057b87257a8c00715d47/56b31fa0f60d408e87257fb
9007d0a09/$FILE/2015-2016%20143bb.pdf

The tax increase created by Amendment 72 would operate 
under Article X, Section 21(10) of the Colorado Constitution. 
Tobacco taxes under this section cannot be repealed or reduced 
by the legislature, even in cases of waste, fraud or abuse.
http://tornado.state.co.us/gov_dir/leg_dir/olls/constitution.htm#A
RTICLE_X_Section_21 

Amendment 72 does not provide any mechanism for voters to 
change or amend the tobacco tax, even in cases of waste or 
abuse, without a statewide vote.

JUDGE MAES

“And many of the spending 
programs haven’t even been 
created yet.”

According to the CO Legislative Council’s analysis, 51% of the 
$315.7 million generated by Amendment 72 would go towards 
grants. Amendment 72 only identifies generic, open-ended 
categories for grant funding but fails to provide any specific 
details to voters regarding which actual programs or projects will 
obtain funding:

• $92 million goes towards tobacco research grants,
• $48 million towards grants to improve health, find 

employment and prevent homelessness for veterans
• $34 million for grants for child and adolescent mental 

health and substance abuse treatment/prevention 
http://www.leg.state.co.us/LCS/Initiative%20Referendum/1516initrefr.
nsf/d60c4a50a373057b87257a8c00715d47/56b31fa0f60d408e87257fb
9007d0a09/$FILE/2015-2016%20143bb.pdf

GRAPHIC

72 is Opposed By:
 
Colorado Union of Taxpayers

Colorado Concern

Colorado Alliance of Women

Please click here to view our growing list of coalition members.
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http://www.noonamendment72.com/coalition-members/
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