
2024 Measures on the Ballot 
Table 1 lists the measures on the 2024 statewide ballot. Of these 14 measures, 7 propose 
changes to the state constitution, 5 propose changes to the state statutes, and 2 are questions 
referred to the voters by the state legislature. The constitution and the statutes together make 
up state law, but the state legislature may change the statutes, with the Governor’s approval. 
Statutory measures can be changed in the future without asking the voters.  
State law also requires voter approval for some tax changes. These questions are referred by the 
legislature and do not change the text of state law. 
Changing the state constitution requires voter approval. Any constitutional measure adopted by 
the voters must go back to the voters to change it in the future, although the legislature may 
adopt statutes that clarify or implement these constitutional measures, as long as they do not 
conflict with the constitution. Additionally, adopting a constitutional amendment requires at 
least 55 percent of the votes cast, except that when a constitutional amendment is limited to a 
repeal, it requires a simple majority vote. Each analysis identifies the vote required for the 
measure to pass. 
Measures referred by the state legislature. A measure placed on the ballot by the state 
legislature that amends the state constitution is labeled an "Amendment," followed by a letter. A 
measure placed on the ballot by the state legislature that amends the state statutes or that is 
referred as a tax question is labeled a "Proposition," followed by a double letter. 
Measures initiated by citizens. A measure placed on the ballot through the signature 
collection process that amends the state constitution is labeled an "Amendment," followed by a 
number between 1 and 99. A measure placed on the ballot through the signature collection 
process that amends the state statutes is labeled a "Proposition," followed by a number between 
100 and 199. 

Table 1 
Measures on the 2024 Ballot 

Measures Amending the Constitution 
Amendment G Modify Property Tax 

Exemption for Veterans with 
Disabilities 

Amendment H Judicial Discipline Procedures 
and Confidentiality 

Amendment I Constitutional Bail Exception 
for First Degree Murder 

Amendment J Repealing the Definition of 
Marriage in the Constitution 

Amendment K Modify Constitutional Election 
Deadlines 

Amendment 79 Constitutional Right to 
Abortion 

Amendment 80 Constitutional Right to School 
Choice 

Questions Referred by the Legislature 
Proposition JJ Retain Additional Sports 

Betting Tax Revenue 
Proposition KK Firearms and Ammunition 

Excise Tax 

Measures Amending State Statutes 
Proposition 127 Prohibit Bobcat, Lynx, and 

Mountain Lion Hunting 
Proposition 128 Parole Eligibility for Crimes of 

Violence 
Proposition 129 Establishing Veterinary 

Professional Associates 
Proposition 130 Funding for Law Enforcement 

Proposition 131 Establishing All-Candidate 
Primary and Ranked Choice 
Voting General Elections 
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Quick Ballot Reference Guide

G
Modify Property Tax Exemption for 
Veterans with Disabilities
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning the expansion of eligibility for 
the property tax exemption for veterans with a disability to include a veteran who does not have a 
service-connected disability rated as a one hundred percent permanent disability but does have individual 
unemployability status?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment G reduces 
the property taxes paid by some 

veteran homeowners by expanding the existing 
homestead exemption to include veterans whose 
disability is rated as making them unemployable.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment G means 
that existing requirements to receive 

the homestead exemption remain in place, and 
it continues to be available to veterans whose 
disability is rated as 100 percent permanent and 
total.

H
Judicial Discipline Procedures and 
Confidentiality
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning judicial discipline, and, in connection 
therewith, establishing an independent judicial discipline adjudicative board, setting standards for judicial 
review of a discipline case, and clarifying when discipline proceedings become public?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment H 
creates an independent adjudicative 

board made up of citizens, lawyers, and judges to 
conduct judicial misconduct hearings and impose 
disciplinary actions, and allows more information to 
be shared earlier with the public. 

NO A “no” vote on Amendment H means 
that a select panel of judges will 

continue to conduct judicial misconduct hearings 
and recommend disciplinary actions, and cases 
remain confidential unless public sanctions are 
recommended at the end of the process. 
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Quick Ballot Reference Guide

I
Constitutional Bail Exception for First 
Degree Murder
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning creating an exception to the right 
to bail for cases of murder in the first degree when proof is evident or presumption is great?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment I allows 
judges to deny bail to a person 

charged with first degree murder when the judge 
determines that the proof is evident or presumption 
is great that the person committed the crime.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment I requires 
judges to set bail for all persons charged 

with first degree murder.

J
Repealing the Definition of Marriage in the 
Constitution
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with a majority vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution removing the ban on same-sex marriage?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment J repeals 
language in the Colorado Constitution 

that defines a valid marriage as a union between 
one man and one woman.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment J 
maintains the current language in 

the Colorado Constitution that defines a valid 
marriage as a union between one man and one 
woman.
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Quick Ballot Reference Guide

K Modify Constitutional Election Deadlines
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning the modification of certain 
deadlines in connection with specified elections?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment K results 
in earlier deadlines for certain election 

filings and the publication of ballot measures in 
newspapers.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment K maintains 
current constitutional deadlines for 

election filings and the publication of ballot 
measures in newspapers.

79 Constitutional Right to Abortion
Placed on the ballot by citizen initiative • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be a change to the Colorado constitution recognizing the right to abortion, and, in connection 
therewith, prohibiting the state and local governments from denying, impeding, or discriminating 
against the exercise of that right, allowing abortion to be a covered service under health insurance plans 
for Colorado state and local government employees and for enrollees in state and local governmental 
insurance programs?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment 79 places 
the right to abortion in the Colorado 

Constitution and repeals the current ban on state 
and local funding for abortion services.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment 79 continues 
the ban on state and local funding for 

abortion services and maintains the authority of 
the state legislature to determine the legality of 
abortion in the state. 
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Quick Ballot Reference Guide

80 Constitutional Right to School Choice
Placed on the ballot by citizen initiative • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution establishing the right to school choice for 
children in kindergarten through 12th grade, and, in connection therewith, declaring that school choice 
includes neighborhood, charter, and private schools; home schooling; open enrollment options; and future 
innovations in education?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment 80 creates 
a constitutionally protected right to 

school choice for K-12 children and their parents, 
and specifies that school choice includes public, 
private, homeschool, and any future innovations in 
education.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment 80 
maintains the current system of school 

choice in state law.

JJ
Retain Additional Sports Betting Tax 
Revenue
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with a majority vote

Ballot Title

Without raising taxes, may the state keep and spend all sports betting tax revenue above voter-approved 
limits to fund water conservation and protection projects instead of refunding revenue to casinos?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Proposition JJ allows 
the state to keep and spend more 

money for water projects when sports betting tax 
revenue is collected above the amount previously 
approved by voters.

NO A “no” vote on Proposition JJ means 
the state will pay refunds to casinos 

and sports betting operators when sports betting 
tax revenue is greater than the amount previously 
approved by voters.
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Quick Ballot Reference Guide

KK Firearms and Ammunition Excise Tax
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with a majority vote

Ballot Title

SHALL STATE TAXES BE INCREASED BY $39,000,000 ANNUALLY TO FUND MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES, 
INCLUDING FOR MILITARY VETERANS AND AT-RISK YOUTH, SCHOOL SAFETY AND GUN VIOLENCE 
PREVENTION, AND SUPPORT SERVICES FOR VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND OTHER VIOLENT 
CRIMES BY AUTHORIZING A TAX ON GUN DEALERS, GUN MANUFACTURERS, AND AMMUNITION 
VENDORS AT THE RATE OF 6.5% OF THE NET TAXABLE SALES FROM THE RETAIL SALE OF ANY GUN, GUN 
PRECURSOR PART, OR AMMUNITION, WITH THE STATE KEEPING AND SPENDING ALL OF THE NEW TAX 
REVENUE AS A VOTER-APPROVED REVENUE CHANGE?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Proposition KK creates 
a new tax on firearms, firearm parts, 

and ammunition, and uses the revenue for crime 
victim services, mental health services for veterans 
and youth, and school safety programs.

NO A “no” vote on Proposition KK means 
the state’s taxation of firearms and 

ammunition will not change.

127
Prohibit Bobcat, Lynx, and Mountain Lion 
Hunting
Placed on the ballot by citizen initiative • Passes with a majority vote

Ballot Title

Shall there be a change to the Colorado Revised Statutes concerning a prohibition on the hunting of 
mountain lions, lynx, and bobcats, and, in connection therewith, prohibiting the intentional killing, 
wounding, pursuing, entrapping, or discharging or releasing of a deadly weapon at a mountain lion, lynx, 
or bobcat; creating eight exceptions to this prohibition including for the protection of human life, property, 
and livestock; establishing a violation of this prohibition as a class 1 misdemeanor; and increasing fines and 
limiting wildlife license privileges for persons convicted of this crime?

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Proposition 127 would 
make it illegal to hunt bobcats, lynx, 

and mountain lions in Colorado.
NO A “no” vote on Proposition 127 would 

continue to allow the hunting of bobcats 
and mountain lions, as it is currently regulated by 
the state. Hunting lynx would remain illegal under 
state and federal law.



G Modify Property Tax Exemption for 
Veterans with Disabilities
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote 

Amendment G proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:
 y reduce property taxes for some veterans of the U.S. Armed Forces with a disability.

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment G reduces 
the property taxes paid by some 

veteran homeowners by expanding the existing 
homestead exemption to include veterans whose 
disability is rated as making them unemployable.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment G means 
that existing requirements to receive 

the homestead exemption remain in place, and 
it continues to be available to veterans whose 
disability is rated as 100 percent permanent and 
total.
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Summary and Analysis of Amendment G

What is the current homestead exemption?

The homestead exemption in the state constitution reduces property taxes owed on a qualifying 
homeowner’s primary residence by exempting 50 percent of the first $200,000 of the home’s value from 
taxation. 

Qualifying homeowners include: Coloradans aged 65 or over who have lived in their home for at least 
ten years; veterans with a service-connected disability rated 100 percent permanent and total by the 
federal government; and surviving spouses, also known as Gold Star spouses, of U.S. Armed Forces service 
members who died in the line of duty and of veterans whose death resulted from a service-related injury or 
disease. 

The homestead exemption reduces property taxes collected by counties and paid to local governments. 
The state reimburses the local governments for all revenue lost as a result of the exemption.

Who qualifies for the homestead exemption under the measure?

Amendment G extends the homestead exemption, currently available for veterans with a disability 
rated 100 percent permanent and total, to veterans who have qualified for the Total Disability Individual 
Unemployability (TDIU) rating as determined by the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs. The 100 percent 
permanent and total disability rating is based on physical or medical service-related injuries or illnesses 
and is a medical determination, unrelated to whether a person can be employed. In order to qualify for 
the TDIU rating, a veteran must be unable to work a steady job that supports them financially because 
of a service-connected disability. In most cases, a veteran must also have at least one service-connected 
disability rated at 60 percent or more disabling, or have two or more service-connected disabilities, with 
at least one rated at 40 percent or more disabling and a combined rating of 70 percent or more. The TDIU 
rating allows a veteran to receive federal disability benefits equal to what a veteran with a 100 percent 
disability rating receives.

An estimated 3,700 veterans in Colorado who are not otherwise able to claim the homestead exemption 
would be eligible for the exemption under this amendment in property tax year 2025. 



15

Analysis

How does the homestead exemption reduce a homeowner’s property tax bill?

Table 1 provides examples of how the homestead exemption reduces property taxes based on an average 
2023 property tax rate and the current exemption level. The actual tax reductions will vary depending 
on the statewide residential assessment rate, the home value, and local property tax rates set by local 
governments. 

In 2023, about 285,000 seniors claimed homestead exemptions, with an average tax reduction of $540, 
and about 12,000 veterans and Gold Star spouses claimed homestead exemptions, with an average tax 
reduction of $590. 

Table 1
Examples of Homeowner Savings from the Homestead Exemption

Home Value
Average Taxes without 
Homestead Exemption

Average Taxes with 
Homestead Exemption

Average 
Tax Reduction

$150,000 $890 $445 $445
$250,000 $1,480 $890 $590
$500,000 $2,950 $2,360 $590

$1,000,000 $5,900 $5,310 $590

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

 

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Argument For Amendment G

1) Veterans who are unable to hold a steady job need property tax relief as much or more than other 
veterans who currently qualify for the homestead exemption and are still able to work. Including 
veterans with a TDIU rating in the homestead exemption helps ensure that those in need receive tax 
relief.  

Argument Against Amendment G

1) The TDIU rating is not necessarily permanent. Expanding this exemption will make property taxes 
more complicated, harder to administer fairly, and reliant on determinations by the U.S. Department of 
Veterans Affairs that are subject to change. 

Fiscal Impact of Amendment G

State and local spending. Amendment G will increase state spending by $1.8 million in state budget 
year 2025-26, and similar amounts in future years, to reimburse local governments for lost property tax 
collections under the measure. With this state reimbursement, money available for local spending will be 
unchanged.

G

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html


H Judicial Discipline Procedures and 
Confidentiality
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Amendment H proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:

y create an independent adjudicative board to preside over ethical misconduct hearings involving judges; 
and

y allow for increased public access to judicial discipline proceedings and records. 

What Your Vote Means

16

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment H creates 
an independent adjudicative board 

made up of citizens, lawyers, and judges to conduct 
judicial misconduct hearings and impose disciplinary 
actions, and allows more information to be shared 
earlier with the public. 

NO A “no” vote on Amendment H means 
that a select panel of judges will 

continue to conduct judicial misconduct hearings 
and recommend disciplinary actions, and cases 
remain confidential unless public sanctions are 
recommended at the end of the process. 

Summary and Analysis of Amendment H

What is judicial misconduct and discipline?

Colorado judges must follow a code of conduct. Judicial misconduct occurs when a judge acts unethically 
or in ways that diminish public confidence in the integrity of the courts. Misconduct complaints may include 
improper demeanor, alcohol and drug use, dishonesty, retaliation, conflicts of interest, inappropriate 
communication, and mistreatment or harassment of staff. Any person may file a complaint, and judges 
found to have violated their ethical duties may be disciplined publicly or privately, depending upon the 
nature of the misconduct. 

How are judicial discipline cases currently handled?

Pursuant to the Colorado Constitution, the Commission on Judicial Discipline (commission), an independent 
judicial agency charged with investigating allegations of misconduct against judges, screens and 
investigates complaints. Members of the commission are appointed by the Colorado Supreme Court and 
the Governor. The screening process eliminates complaints that are outside the commission’s jurisdiction, 
such as those that ask to review a judge’s rulings or order new trials. The commission further investigates 
complaints when there is sufficient evidence of misconduct. 
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Analysis

Thereafter, the commission can do one of the following: 1) dismiss the complaint; 2) impose private 
discipline; 3) hold an informal hearing; or 4) initiate formal hearings. Formal hearings are conducted by 
a panel of judges selected by the Colorado Supreme Court. When the hearing is over, the commission 
reviews the panel’s findings and forwards disciplinary recommendations to the Colorado Supreme Court for 
a final determination. Misconduct cases are made public upon the commission filing its recommendations 
for public discipline. Complaints that result in informal punishments are not disclosed to the general public. 

What changes does Amendment H make to the judicial discipline process?

Amendment H creates the Independent Judicial Discipline Adjudicative Board (adjudicative board), separate 
from the Colorado Supreme Court and commission, to preside over judicial discipline hearings and impose 
sanctions. The adjudicative board consists of four district court judges, four attorneys, and four citizens 
appointed by the Colorado Supreme Court and the Governor. The new board’s decisions are considered 
final unless there is proof of a legal or factual error upon appeal to the Colorado Supreme Court. If an 
appeal involves a Colorado Supreme Court justice, it is heard by a tribunal made up of randomly selected 
appellate and district court judges. Formal disciplinary charges against judges are also made public at the 
beginning of the hearing.

Figure 1 below summarizes the new discipline process. 

Figure 1
Judicial Discipline Flow Chart
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H Judicial Discipline Procedures and Confidentiality

Table 1 compares current practices with those proposed in Amendment H. 

Table 1 
Current Judicial Discipline Proceedings Compared to Amendment H

Current Judicial Discipline Judicial Discipline Under Amendment H 

Formal Disciplinary Hearings 

Judges selected by the Colorado Supreme Court hear cases 
and make disciplinary recommendations to the commission, 
who in turn makes recommendations to the Colorado 
Supreme Court for a final discipline ruling.

The independent adjudicative board, made up of 
an equal number of attorneys, judges, and citizens, 
conducts judicial discipline hearings and makes the final 
discipline ruling.

Independent Tribunals

In cases involving a Colorado Supreme Court justice, their 
family members, or staff, the entire Colorado Supreme 
Court must disqualify themselves and be replaced with a 
tribunal composed of seven randomly selected Colorado 
Court of Appeals judges. The tribunal hears the case and is 
the final decision-maker on sanctions.

The tribunal is composed of randomly selected District 
and Appeal Court judges representing different districts 
and only hears cases that involve Colorado Supreme 
Court justices, their staff or family members, or any 
other case where two justices have recused themselves. 
A tribunal will also hear appeals from the independent 
adjudicative board.

Colorado Supreme Court Role 

The Colorado Supreme Court is the final arbiter of cases 
after receiving disciplinary recommendations and makes 
rules about the process. 

Colorado Supreme Court role is limited to 
appointments and appeals. Rules for the process are 
established by an independent committee.

Public Access to Information

Formal judicial disciplinary hearings are held privately until 
the commission files a formal recommendation for public 
sanctions with the Colorado Supreme Court.

The proceedings against a judge and the related record 
become public when formal charges are filed. 

Appointments

Commission members are appointed by the 
Colorado Supreme Court and the Governor with Senate 
confirmation. Colorado Supreme Court appoints special 
master judges to hear discipline cases. The State Court 
Administrator randomly selects judges for the tribunal in 
cases where the Colorado Supreme Court is disqualified. 

Commission members and the new adjudicative board 
are appointed by the Colorado Supreme Court and the 
Governor with Senate confirmation. The State Court 
Administrator randomly selects Court of Appeals and 
District Court judges for the tribunal to hear Colorado 
Supreme Court related appeals. 

Why is Amendment H on the ballot?

After extensive hearings involving experts, stakeholders, and the public, the Colorado legislature passed 
three bipartisan bills in 2023 that change judicial discipline procedures and workplace culture, including 
Amendment H. Because this amendment would change Colorado’s constitutional provisions on judicial 
discipline, it requires voter approval to become law. The other two bills address confidentiality, complaint 
filing and reporting, and data collection, as well as creating a new office to assist judicial employees with 
workplace and other complaints.
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Analysis

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Argument For Amendment H

1) Colorado judges should not have direct influence and oversight over the discipline of their 
colleagues. Amendment H is an important change that aims to enhance the transparency, integrity, 
and independence of the judicial discipline process. Historically, judicial discipline has largely been 
self-regulated, facing challenges in oversight and self-protection. This amendment serves to enhance 
public confidence and trust in the courts. Finally, this measure is a compromise recommended by nearly 
all members of the General Assembly and formally by the Judicial Branch. 

Argument Against Amendment H

1) The current system works. Judges understand how to review cases, hold hearings, and make impartial 
and hard decisions. As a result, they have the experience to hear judicial discipline cases. The 
amendment transfers this authority to attorneys and citizens, who cannot fully understand judicial ethics 
and the unique challenges of being a judge. The judiciary’s existing system of checks and balances, such 
as nomination and retention elections, ensures only the best become and remain judges.

Fiscal Impact of Amendment H

State spending. The measure will increase state costs by about $50,000 per year. This funding provides 
compensation and training to members of the newly created judicial discipline board and rulemaking 
committee.

H

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html


I Constitutional Bail Exception for 
First Degree Murder
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Amendment I proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:

y restore the ability of judges to deny bail to people charged with first degree murder when certain 
criteria are met.

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment I allows 
judges to deny bail to a person 

charged with first degree murder when the judge 
determines that the proof is evident or presumption 
is great that the person committed the crime.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment I requires 
judges to set bail for all persons charged 

with first degree murder.
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Summary and Analysis of Amendment I

What is the history of bail and the death penalty in Colorado?

Since the ratification of the Colorado Constitution in 1876, a person accused of a crime has the right to 
bail out of county jail while awaiting trial, except under certain circumstances. One of these exceptions is 
for offenses for which the death penalty may be sought, which includes first degree murder, as long as the 
“proof is evident and the presumption is great” that the person committed the offense. This is a high legal 
standard used by judges after a prosecutor presents evidence at an initial hearing in a criminal case. It is 
a standard that is greater than the standard required for arrest but less than the standard required for a 
conviction in a trial. 

In 2020, the General Assembly passed a law that abolished Colorado’s death penalty. As a result, there 
is no longer an exception to the bail requirement for first degree murder, and differing interpretations 
emerged on whether or not judges must set bail in first degree murder cases. The Colorado Supreme Court 
intervened and, on June 20, 2023, ruled that all people charged with first degree murder are eligible for 
pretrial release and therefore judges cannot deny them bail.  

What does the measure change?

In response to the Colorado Supreme Court ruling, the General Assembly referred Amendment I to the 
voters, which, if passed, amends the Colorado Constitution to again allow judges to deny bail in first degree 
murder cases when the proof is evident or the presumption is great that the person committed the crime. 

What is first degree murder? 

A person can be charged with first degree murder if the offense occurs as a result of any of the following:

• a premeditated intent to kill; 
• showing extreme indifference to human life while engaging in conduct that could knowingly kill another 

person which then results in a death;
• providing a controlled substance to a child on school grounds who dies as a result; or 
• a person in a position of trust knowingly causing the death of someone under 12 years old.
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Analysis

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Argument For Amendment I

1) The measure restores a longstanding statewide legal precedent that was inadvertently eliminated by 
the repeal of the death penalty. Prior to the repeal by the General Assembly in 2020, persons charged 
with first degree murder were not eligible for bail. Without the possibility of a death sentence, persons 
charged with first degree murder are now eligible for bail. In addition, the legal standard of “proof 
is evident or presumption is great” is high enough to provide a safeguard against judges routinely 
denying bail for all persons charged with first degree murder, regardless of the evidence in the case. 
People meeting this high standard are a danger to others if they are released.  

Argument Against Amendment I

1) In the United States, a person is considered innocent until proven guilty. If an individual is ultimately 
found not guilty at trial, a pre-trial detention means they would have spent time in jail for a crime they 
did not commit. This raises significant concerns about justice and fairness, as the time lost and impacts 
on their life cannot be undone. Therefore, a person arrested for a criminal offense should have the 
opportunity to be free pending trial. Judges have the discretion to set restrictive bail conditions if they 
believe a person is especially violent or likely to commit another offense if they are released pending 
trial. 

Fiscal Impact of Amendment I

State and local spending. Amendment I will increase workload in state trial courts, state agencies that 
provide representation for indigent persons, and local district attorney offices to review whether the criteria 
for denying bail have been met in first degree murder cases. First degree murder cases are already time 
intensive, and the type of hearing required by the measure is expected to occur infrequently. Thus, any 
workload impact under the measure will be minimal and not affect state or local spending. 

I

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html


J Repealing the Definition of Marriage 
in the Constitution
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with a majority vote

Amendment J proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:

y repeal the definition that states only a union of one man and one woman is a valid or recognized 
marriage in Colorado.

What Your Vote Means
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YES A “yes” vote on Amendment J repeals 
language in the Colorado Constitution 

that defines a valid marriage as a union between 
one man and one woman.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment J maintains 
the current language in the Colorado 

Constitution that defines a valid marriage as a union 
between one man and one woman.

Summary and Analysis of Amendment J

What is the status of same‑sex marriage in Colorado?

Colorado’s constitution and state statute both define a valid marriage as the union between one man 
and one woman. However, same-sex marriage in Colorado is currently legal because of court rulings that 
have declared federal and state bans on same-sex marriage to be unconstitutional. In 2014 and 2015, the 
Colorado Supreme Court and U.S. Supreme Court both ruled that same-sex couples have a right to marry 
and in 2022, the U.S. Congress repealed the previous ban on same-sex marriage from federal law. All 
50 states are now required to recognize same-sex marriages lawfully entered in any state.

What does Amendment J do?

In 2006, Colorado voters approved an amendment to Colorado’s constitution stating that only the union 
of one man and one woman is a valid or recognized marriage in Colorado. Amendment J repeals this 
language, which has been declared unconstitutional by state and federal courts.

Because this language has been ruled unconstitutional, it does not currently impact the ability of same sex 
couples to marry in Colorado. However, if the U.S. Supreme Court overturns its previous rulings, the legality 
of same-sex marriage would revert to each state.  In this case, Colorado’s current constitutional definition 
of a valid marriage as the union of one man and one woman, as well as an existing Colorado statute that 
defines marriage similarly, could prohibit new same-sex marriages in the state. It is unclear how Colorado’s 
court rulings would be affected by a federal ruling.

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html
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Analysis

Argument For Amendment J

1) The right of same-sex couples to marry is currently protected by state and federal court rulings and by 
federal law. However, if the U.S. Supreme Court overturns its previous rulings in the future, leaving the 
current definition of marriage in Colorado’s constitution jeopardizes the ability of same-sex Coloradans 
to marry. Marriage is a basic right, and Colorado’s constitution should reflect this right for all state 
residents.   

Argument Against Amendment J

1) Marriage should be a union between one man and one woman, and this definition of marriage should 
be preserved in the Colorado Constitution. If court rulings regarding same-sex marriage change in the 
future, the Colorado Constitution should reflect that marriage is a union between one man and one 
woman. 

Fiscal Impact of Amendment J

Amendment J will not have a fiscal impact on state or local governments. It conforms the Colorado 
Constitution to current practice and rulings by the Colorado Supreme Court and U.S. Supreme Court.

J



K Modify Constitutional Election 
Deadlines
Placed on the ballot by the legislature • Passes with 55 percent of the vote
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Amendment K proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:

y make deadlines one week earlier for citizens to submit signatures for initiative and referendum 
petitions, and for judges to file declarations of intent to seek another term; and

y require that the content of ballot measures be published in local newspapers 30 days earlier than under 
current law.

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment K results 
in earlier deadlines for certain election 

filings and the publication of ballot measures in 
newspapers.

NO
election filings and the publication of ballot 

 A “no” vote on Amendment K maintains 
current constitutional deadlines for 

measures in newspapers.

Summary and Analysis of Amendment K

How does Amendment K change election filing deadlines?

Amendment K makes certain election filing deadlines one week earlier. Specifically, the measure moves up 
the deadline for citizens to submit signatures for initiatives and referendum petitions and for judges to file 
a declaration of intent to seek another term, as outlined below. 

Citizen initiatives. In Colorado, citizens can collect signatures and file petitions to propose changes 
to state law (initiatives) and to challenge laws passed by the state legislature (referendum petitions). 
The deadline to submit both types of petitions is currently three months before the general election. 
Amendment K makes the deadline for citizens to file these petitions one week earlier.

Intent for judges to seek another term. Judges in Colorado are appointed by the Governor. To serve 
another term, a judge must be retained by voters. Judges must currently file a declaration with election 
officials that they intend to seek another term at least three months before the general election. 
Amendment K makes the deadline for judges to file this form one week earlier.

How does Amendment K change the publication of ballot measure content in newspapers?

The nonpartisan staff of the state legislature must publish the title and text of all statewide ballot measures 
in newspapers around the state. Currently, this publication must occur at least 15 days before the election. 
Amendment K makes the deadline to publish ballot measure content in newspapers 30 days earlier. 

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html
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Analysis

Argument For Amendment K

1) Election deadlines are tight, especially to send ballots to military and overseas voters. Amendment K 
gives election officials more time to format, translate, and review ballots for accuracy before they are 
sent to voters. Time for this work is particularly important as ballots grow longer and more complex. It 
also ensures that newspapers publish the content of ballot measures sooner and before voters receive 
their ballots. 

Argument Against Amendment K

1) For some initiatives, Amendment K gives citizens less time to collect signatures and file petitions. Extra 
time to ensure ballots are accurate should not make it more difficult for citizens seeking to gather 
signatures for citizen initiative petitions. The content of ballot measures is already publicly available and 
is often covered by the media. More time for this mandatory publication is unnecessary.

Fiscal Impact of Amendment K

Local government. By making certain deadlines for election filings earlier, Amendment K may shift and 
reduce workload for county clerks and recorders. Staff will have additional time to format and translate 
ballots and to program election systems.

State government. Any impacts on state government are minimal. Amendment K may shift when petition 
signatures are reviewed for some ballot measures and will shift when ballot measure information is 
published in newspapers. It will not impact the associated costs.

K



79 Constitutional Right to Abortion
Placed on the ballot by citizen initiative • Passes with 55 percent of the vote
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Amendment 79 proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:

y make abortion a constitutional right in Colorado; and

y repeal the existing constitutional ban on state and local government funding for abortion services.

What Your Vote Means 

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment 79 places 
the right to abortion in the Colorado 

Constitution and repeals the current ban on state 
and local funding for abortion services.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment 79 continues 
the ban on state and local funding for 

abortion services and maintains the authority of 
the state legislature to determine the legality of 
abortion in the state. 

Summary and Analysis of Amendment 79

What does Amendment 79 do?

Amendment 79 makes abortion a constitutional right in Colorado and prohibits state and local 
governments from denying, impeding, or discriminating against exercising that right. Amendment 79 also 
repeals an existing Colorado constitutional provision banning the use of public funds for abortion services.

What is the legal history of abortion in Colorado and the United States?

Under current Colorado law, a pregnancy may be terminated at any time.

Beginning in 1967, Colorado law permitted abortions in specified circumstances, including when the 
pregnancy would likely result in the death of the pregnant woman and in cases involving rape or incest.

In 1973, the U.S. Supreme Court recognized a right to abortion, but allowed individual states to regulate it 
depending on the stage of pregnancy.

In 1984, Colorado voters amended the Colorado Constitution to prohibit the use of state and local 
government funds to pay or reimburse any person, agency, or facility for an abortion. Colorado law makes 
exceptions to the funding ban in certain circumstances, such as to prevent the death of a pregnant woman.

In 2022, the Colorado legislature placed many rights related to reproductive health care in Colorado 
statutes, including creating a statutory right to have an abortion. 

Also in 2022, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the U.S. Constitution does not include a right to abortion, 
and returned the authority of regulating or prohibiting abortions to states.
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Analysis

What restrictions are there on government funding for abortion services and how does Amendment 
79 change this?

The language added to Colorado’s constitution in 1984 bans public funding for abortion services for: 

• Medicaid, the joint federal and state program that provides health care coverage to low-income 
individuals; and

• health insurance plans that are offered to state and local government employees. 

There are exceptions in federal and state law that allow Medicaid to pay for an abortion when the life of the 
pregnant woman is in danger or when the pregnancy is the result of rape or incest.

Amendment 79 repeals the constitutional ban on public funding for abortion services, potentially allowing 
state and local money to be used to pay for abortions through Medicaid or state and local government 
employee health insurance plans. The measure does not guarantee government-provided abortion 
funding; future decisions on funding abortion services will be made by the Colorado legislature and local 
governments.

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Arguments For Amendment 79

1) Placing the right to abortion in the Colorado Constitution protects abortion access in Colorado, 
ensuring abortion will be available in the state regardless of changing political climates. The measure 
safeguards an individual’s ability to make their own health care decisions, which is a cornerstone of 
a free society that values individual rights and protects a person's autonomy over their reproductive 
choices.

2) Colorado’s constitution should not ban funding for health care services; rather, policymakers should 
have the option to fund the care they believe state residents need. Abortion is an essential component 
of women’s health care. By removing the funding ban from Colorado’s constitution, Amendment 79 
may allow government employees and Medicaid recipients increased access to abortion services.

Arguments Against Amendment 79

1) Amendment 79 is extremely broad and could prevent Colorado from passing statutes in the future to 
regulate or restrict abortion in any way. Placing the right to abortion in Colorado’s constitution limits 
the ability of lawmakers to pass policies preventing abortions later in pregnancies, establishing parental 
notification laws, or creating safeguards if they are interpreted to impede a woman’s right to abortion. 
Abortion is already legal in Colorado, and a constitutional amendment is not necessary to ensure 
abortion access in the state.

2) Many Coloradans are opposed to abortion for personal, religious, and moral reasons. Taxpayers should 
not be forced to pay for services to which they morally object. State law already allows exceptions for 
public funding of abortions in cases where the mother’s life is in danger. Maintaining the current ban on 
public funding ensures that taxpayer money is not funding elective abortions.

79

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html
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Constitutional Right to Abortion79

Fiscal Impact of Amendment 79

The measure will have no fiscal impact to state and local governments, as it places current state law 
and practices around abortion services into the Colorado Constitution. To the extent that additional 
abortion-related programs are created from allowing the use of public funds for abortion services, state or 
local government spending will increase. At this time, no change in spending is estimated, as it will depend 
on future decisions by the state legislature and local governments.
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80 Constitutional Right to School 
Choice
Placed on the ballot by citizen initiative • Passes with 55 percent of the vote

Amendment 80 proposes amending the Colorado Constitution to:

• create the right to school choice for children in kindergarten through twelfth grade (K-12) and create 
the right for parents to direct the education of their children; and

• define school choice to include public neighborhood and charter schools, private schools, home 
schools, open enrollment options, and future innovations in education.

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Amendment 80 creates 
a constitutionally protected right to 

school choice for K-12 children and their parents, 
and specifies that school choice includes public, 
private, homeschool, and any future innovations in 
education.

NO A “no” vote on Amendment 80 
maintains the current system of school 

choice in state law.

Summary and Analysis of Amendment 80

Does Colorado law allow school choice?

Under Colorado law, students may attend any public school for free, even if they do not live in the school 
district. Public schools include neighborhood schools, charter schools, and some online schools. Each 
school district has policies allowing parents to enroll students in the public school of their choice. State law 
also permits parents to choose non-public education options, such as private schools or home schools. 
Public schools receive public funding from local and state governments. Private schools and home schools 
do not receive any public funding. 

What does this measure do?

Amendment 80 creates a constitutional right to school choice and equal opportunity for K-12 children. 
The measure also creates the right for parents to direct the education of their children. Neighborhood 
and charter schools, private schools, home schools, open enrollment options, and future innovations in 
education are included in the new constitutional definition of school choice. 

Will the measure change school choice laws in Colorado?

The measure results in no immediate change to state law, or the enrollment policies of local school 
districts. Parents may continue to choose a variety of K-12 school options for their children. The state 
legislature currently makes laws to govern public education and how schools are funded. By creating a 
new constitutional right to school choice for children and parents, Amendment 80 may affect how the 
legislature makes policies about school choice and lead to changes to state law and local school district 
policy via court interpretation or direction.
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80 Constitutional Right to School Choice

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Argument For Amendment 80

1) Amendment 80 guarantees that school choice is a right of parents and children. By placing this right in 
the state constitution, Coloradans affirm their commitment to a parent’s right to choose an appropriate 
school for their children, including all forms of schools, both public and private. A constitutional 
measure ensures this right cannot be taken away by future legislatures. 

Argument Against Amendment 80

1) The Colorado Constitution already guarantees a free public education, and Colorado already has robust 
school choice laws that allow parents to choose from many public school options, or choose to educate 
their children in private or home schools. The measure may conflict with current law prohibiting public 
funding for private education and will require interpretation by the courts. Ultimately, this could result 
in redirecting funding from public schools to private and home schools.

Fiscal Impact of Amendment 80

State and school district spending. Amendment 80 has no immediate impact on education-related 
spending by the state or school districts, but may increase their spending on legal expenses and planning 
costs. Depending on how the measure is interpreted by the courts and the state legislature, the measure 
may change the allocation of state or local funding for education.

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html
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KK Firearms and Ammunition Excise Tax

temporary COVID-19 relief funds received from the federal government for public health services, including 
mental health and victim service programs. School safety programs have received allocations of state funds 
in the past. 

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Arguments For Proposition KK

1) Gun violence causes substantial physical, mental, emotional, and financial harm. Taxing firearm and 
ammunition sellers is an appropriate way to fund programs that reduce the negative impacts of gun 
violence. There is a connection between the prevalence of firearms in the community and negative 
outcomes, including homicides, domestic violence, suicide, and violent crimes, and the associated 
trauma and mental health harm. This measure taxes firearms to provide much needed services to 
address these issues.

2) Reliable access to victim and mental health services is critical for impacted communities. Victims 
of domestic violence, military veterans, and at-risk youth deserve dependable support to recover 
from their trauma. Current funding sources for these services are inconsistent and in some cases 
disappearing, while demand continues to rise. Without steady funding, these services may be reduced 
or eliminated. Proposition KK provides dedicated money to sustain and expand violence prevention, 
healing, and recovery programs. 

Arguments Against Proposition KK

1) Citizens have a state and federal constitutional right to own firearms. This measure places an additional 
burden on the ability of law-abiding Coloradans to exercise this right. Legal firearm sales should not 
be taxed to address problems caused by the harmful or illegal use of firearms, or to fund other state 
programs addressing public health. Furthermore, sales to people convicted of certain crimes are already 
prohibited and will not contribute financially to solving the harms to society they have caused. If the 
state wants to strengthen support for crime victims and persons needing mental health services, it 
should prioritize these programs within the state’s current resources.

2) Firearms are used for many legitimate purposes, including self-defense and personal and community 
safety. Placing an additional tax on firearms and ammunition reduces the ability of people, particularly 
those with limited financial means, to access these tools. People seeking to buy firearms may choose 
to buy them in other states to avoid the new state tax, hurting Colorado businesses and potentially 
encouraging illegal purchases of firearms.

Fiscal Impact of Proposition KK

State revenue. Proposition KK increases state revenue from a new tax on firearms and ammunition. In 
state budget year 2024-25, about $9.0 million will be collected on a partial year basis (April through June 
2025). In state budget year 2025-26, the first full year of collections, up to $39.0 million will be received. 
Comparable amounts will be collected in future years, adjusted for inflation and trends in firearm and 
ammunition sales. This revenue is exempt from constitutional spending limits. 

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html
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Firearms and Ammunition Excise TaxKK

Table 4 shows the revenue expected from the new tax on firearms and ammunition in Proposition KK for FY 
2025-26, the first full fiscal year for which the tax increase would be in place, and an estimate of state fiscal 
year spending without the tax increase.

Table 4
Estimated State Fiscal Year Spending and the Proposed Tax Revenue Increase 

from the New Tax on Firearms and Ammunition
  

FY 2025‑26 Estimate
Fiscal Year Spending Without the Tax Increase $22.76 billion
Revenue Increase from the New State Tax on Firearms Sellers $39.0 million
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Prohibit Bobcat, Lynx, and Mountain Lion Hunting127

Fiscal Impact of Proposition 127

State revenue. The measure is anticipated to decrease state revenue to CPW in the Department of Natural 
Resources by about $410,000 through June 2025, and by about $450,000 per year thereafter. This revenue 
reduction is the result of the elimination of all mountain lion hunting license sales, and some reduction of 
furbearer hunting license sales. To the extent that prohibited killing occurs, the state may receive additional 
revenue from fines or civil penalties.

State spending. The measure will decrease state expenditures in CPW by approximately $39,000 in 
FY 2024-25, and by $77,500 in FY 2025-26 and in future years. This is the result of a decrease in game 
damage claims paid to livestock owners when livestock is damaged by a mountain lion. In addition, 
state expenditures will increase by approximately $57,000 in FY 2024-25 and $115,218 in FY 2025-26 
in the Department of Law to provide general counsel to CPW. This is required to create new rules and 
regulations needed to conform with the requirements of this measure. In total, the measure increases state 
expenditures in CPW by about $22,000 in FY 2024-25 and about $44,000 in FY 2025-26. 
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128 Parole Eligibility for Crimes of 
Violence
Placed on the ballot by citizen initiative • Passes with a majority vote

Proposition 128 proposes amending the Colorado statutes to:

y increase the amount of prison time a person convicted of certain crimes of violence must serve before 
becoming eligible for discretionary parole or earned time reductions; and 

y make a person convicted of a third crime of violence ineligible for discretionary parole or earned time 
reductions.

What Your Vote Means

YES A “yes” vote on Proposition 128 would 
require a person convicted of certain 

crimes of violence to serve at least 85 percent of 
their sentence in prison before being eligible for 
discretionary parole or earned time reductions, and 
make a person convicted of a third or subsequent 
crime of violence ineligible for earned time or 
discretionary parole. 

NO A “no” vote on Proposition 128 keeps 
the current requirement that a person 

convicted of certain crimes of violence serve 
75 percent of their sentence in prison before being 
eligible for discretionary parole, minus earned 
time for progressing in personal, professional, or 
educational programs.

Summary and Analysis of Proposition 128

What is parole and how does discretionary parole differ from mandatory parole?

Parole is a system to supervise convicted persons after they are released from prison. Every person 
sentenced to prison in Colorado is released through either discretionary or mandatory parole, unless 
they are sentenced to life without parole. Discretionary parole occurs when a person reaches a prescribed 
eligibility date, which is the minimum amount of time a person must stay in prison before parole can be 
considered. Thereafter, the person may apply to appear before the State Board of Parole to determine if 
the remaining sentence may be completed under community supervision. Mandatory parole occurs when 
a person reaches their mandatory release date, which is the maximum amount of time a person must stay 
in prison before they are automatically released on parole. In both cases, the State Board of Parole sets 
the conditions of community supervision, such as requiring employment, housing, or substance abuse 
treatment.  

How does parole for crimes of violence work under current law?

Under current law, a person convicted for certain crimes of violence must serve 75 percent of their sentence 
in prison before being eligible for discretionary parole, minus earned time. Earned time reduces a person’s 
time in prison as an incentive for progressing towards certain personal, professional, or educational goals 
by up to 10 or 12 days a month, depending on the crime for which the person was convicted. When a 
person becomes eligible for discretionary parole, they appear before the State Board of Parole which 
determines whether they will be released from prison ahead of their mandatory release date and placed on 
supervised parole. 
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Analysis

In the example results in Figure 2, 100 votes are cast. No candidate has more than 50 percent of the first-
place votes in round 1. Candidate D has the fewest votes in round 1 and is therefore eliminated. Ballots that 
ranked Candidate D first are now redistributed and counted for the next highest ranked candidate on those 
ballots in round 2. Again in round 2, no candidate has more than 50 percent of the votes, so the candidate 
with the fewest votes, Candidate C, is eliminated. Finally, after Candidate C’s ballots are redistributed to 
those voters’ next choice, Candidate B gets 56 percent of the votes in round 3 and wins the election. Please 
note that, for simplicity, every ballot counts in each round in this example. In practice, some ballots will run 
out of active candidates in their rankings and not factor into all rounds of counting.

When will Proposition 131 take effect? 

Under current law, Proposition 131 cannot take effect until certain criteria are met. At least 12 municipalities 
that meet various demographic qualifications must use ranked choice voting, and the state must audit 
these elections and prepare a report, before an election for state and federal offices using the changes 
proposed in the measure can occur.

For information on those issue committees that support or oppose the 
measures on the ballot at the November 5, 2024, election, go to the 
Colorado Secretary of State’s elections center web site hyperlink for ballot 
and initiative information:

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html

Arguments For Proposition 131

1) The all-candidate primary gives all voters an equal opportunity to decide which candidates make the 
general election ballot. There are many districts in Colorado that are safe for one major political party, 
which means that whoever wins that primary election almost always wins the general election. Turnout 
is lower in primary elections, and the voters who do participate are often the most partisan. Opening 
primary races to more voters allows greater participation in these elections and could also make general 
elections more competitive.

2) Proposition 131 allows voters to rank the top four candidates in general elections, giving them more 
choice to express their voting preferences. General election voters are not necessarily limited to one 
candidate from each party, giving Coloradans more options. Voters are more empowered to give a top 
ranking to their favorite candidate, while still supporting backup choices. Ranked choice voting could 
lead to election results that better reflect the will of the voters. 

Arguments Against Proposition 131

1) The new election system proposed by Proposition 131 is more complex and expensive. Voters will have 
to vote in two different systems for each election and may receive multiple ballots. Taxpayers will pay 
for extensive voter education and outreach efforts. Even so, some voters will still be confused and will 
incorrectly fill out their ballots, which could change election winners. The complexity of counting ranked 
results could lead to questions about whether the results are fair.

131

https://coloradosos.gov/pubs/elections/Initiatives/InitiativesHome.html
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Titles and Text

Amendment G
Modify Property Tax Exemption for Veterans with Disabilities

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes 
only. The ballot title will not appear in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the 
Colorado constitution below was referred to the voters because it passed by a two-thirds majority vote of the state 
senate and the state house of representatives.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning the expansion of eligibility for the property tax 
exemption for veterans with a disability to include a veteran who does not have a service-connected disability rated as 
a one hundred percent permanent disability but does have individual unemployability status?

Text of Measure:

Be It Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Seventy-fourth General Assembly of the State of Colorado, the 
Senate concurring herein:

SECTION 1. At the election held on November 5, 2024, the secretary of state shall submit to the registered electors of 
the state the ballot title set forth in section 2 for the following amendment to the state constitution:

In the constitution of the state of Colorado, section 3.5 of article X, amend (1)(c) and (1.5) as follows:

Section 3.5. Homestead exemption for qualifying senior citizens, veterans with a disability, and surviving 
spouses receiving dependency indemnity compensation - definition. (1) For property tax years commencing on or 
after January 1, 2002, fifty percent of the first two hundred thousand dollars of actual value of residential real property, 
as defined by law, that, as of the assessment date, is owner-occupied and is used as the primary residence of the 
owner-occupier shall be exempt from property taxation if:

(c) For property tax years commencing on or after January 1, 2007, only, the owner-occupier, as of the assessment 
date, is a disabled veteran with a disability.

(1.5) For purposes of this section, "disabled veteran" "veteran with a disability" means an individual who has served 
on active duty in the United States armed forces, including a member of the Colorado national guard who has 
been ordered into the active military service of the United States, has been separated therefrom under honorable 
conditions, and either has established a service-connected disability that has been rated by the federal United States 
department of veterans affairs as one hundred percent permanent disability through disability retirement benefits or 
a pension pursuant to a law or regulation administered by the department, the department of homeland security, or 
the department of the army, navy, or air force or has individual unemployability status as determined by the United 
States department of veterans affairs.

SECTION 2. Each elector voting at the election may cast a vote either "Yes/For" or "No/Against" on the following 
ballot title: "Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning the expansion of eligibility for the 
property tax exemption for veterans with a disability to include a veteran who does not have a service-connected 
disability rated as a one hundred percent permanent disability but does have individual unemployability status?"

SECTION 3. Except as otherwise provided in section 1-40-123, Colorado Revised Statutes, if at least fifty-five percent 
of the electors voting on the ballot title vote "Yes/For", then the amendment will become part of the state constitution.

Amendment H
Judicial Discipline Procedures and Confidentiality

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes 
only. The ballot title will not appear in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the 
Colorado constitution below was referred to the voters because it passed by a two-thirds majority vote of the state 
senate and the state house of representatives.
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Ballot Title:

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning judicial discipline, and, in connection therewith, 
establishing an independent judicial discipline adjudicative board, setting standards for judicial review of a discipline 
case, and clarifying when discipline proceedings become public?

Text of Measure:

Be It Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Seventy-fourth General Assembly of the State of Colorado, the 
Senate concurring herein:

SECTION 1.  At the election held on November 5, 2024, the secretary of state shall submit to the registered electors of 
the state the ballot title set forth in section 2 for the following amendment to the state constitution:

In the constitution of the state of Colorado, section 23 of article VI, amend (3)(a), (3)(e), (3)(f), (3)(g), and (3)(h); and 
add (3)(c.5) and (3)(k) as follows:

Section 23. Retirement and removal of justices and judges. (3) (a) There shall be a commission on judicial 
discipline. It shall consist of: Two judges of district courts and two judges of county courts, each selected by the 
supreme court, as provided by law; two citizens admitted to practice law in the courts of this state, neither of whom 
shall be a justice or judge, who shall have practiced in this state for at least ten years and who shall be appointed 
by the governor, with the consent of the senate; and four citizens, none of whom shall be a justice or judge, active 
or retired, nor admitted to practice law in the courts of this state, who shall be appointed by the governor, with the 
consent of the senate. An appointing authority shall not appoint a member of the independent judicial discipline 
adjudicative board established in subsection (3)(c.5) of this section to the commission.

(c.5) (I) There is created the independent judicial discipline adjudicative board as an independent agency within 
the judicial department. The adjudicative board shall conduct formal judicial disciplinary proceedings. The 
adjudicative board also shall hear appeals of the commission's orders of informal remedial action. Appeals to the 
adjudicative board are confidential. The adjudicative board consists of four district court judges without any 
judicial or attorney disciplinary history, appointed by the supreme court; four attorneys without any judicial 
or attorney disciplinary history who are licensed to practice law in Colorado and who reside in Colorado, 
appointed by the governor and confirmed by the senate; and four citizens who are not judges or attorneys 
licensed to practice law in Colorado, appointed by the governor and confirmed by the senate. An appointing 
authority shall not appoint a member of the commission to the adjudicative board. For the purpose of staggering 
terms, when making the initial appointments to the adjudicative board, the appointing authority shall designate 
two members from each category to a five-year term and two members from each category to a three-year term. 
All subsequent appointments are for a term of five years; except that in the event of a vacancy on the adjudicative 
board, the original appointing authority shall appoint, in the same manner as an original appointment, a 
replacement to serve the remainder of the term.

(II) Upon order of a formal hearing pursuant to subsection (3)(e) of this section, a panel of the adjudicative 
board shall convene to conduct the hearing. A panel consists of one judge, one attorney licensed to practice 
law in Colorado, and one citizen. The state court administrator, or the administrator's designee, shall randomly 
select the panel from among the adjudicative board's membership. The random selection of a panel is a purely 
administrative function.

(e) (I) The commission may, after such investigation as it deems necessary, dismiss a complaint, order informal 
remedial action, or order a formal hearing to be held before it a panel of the adjudicative board concerning the 
removal, retirement, suspension, censure, reprimand, or other discipline of a justice or a judge. or request the 
supreme court to appoint three special masters, who shall be justices or judges of courts of record, to hear and take 
evidence in any such matter and to report thereon to the commission. The respondent justice or judge may appeal 
the commission's order for informal remedial action to a panel of the adjudicative board. The adjudicative panel 
shall review the commission's informal remedial action order for abuse of discretion. An appeal of an informal 
remedial action order is confidential consistent with subsection (3)(g) of this section.

(II) After a formal hearing, or after considering the record and report of the masters, if the commission finds good 
cause therefor, it the adjudicative panel may dismiss the charges before it; take informal remedial action; or it may 
recommend to the supreme court order the removal, retirement, suspension, censure, reprimand, or other discipline, 
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as the case may be, of the justice or judge. The commission adjudicative panel may also recommend order that 
the costs of its the investigation and hearing be assessed against such justice or judge. The justice or judge may 
appeal an adjudicative panel's disciplinary order, and the commission may appeal an adjudicative panel's dismissal 
or disciplinary order, to the supreme court or, when the circumstances described in subsection (3)(f)(II) of this 
section are present, to the tribunal described in subsection (3)(f)(II) of this section.

(f) (I) Following receipt of a recommendation from the commission, the supreme court shall review the record of 
the proceedings on the law and facts and in its discretion may permit the introduction of additional evidence and 
shall order On appeal of an adjudicative panel's order for removal, retirement, suspension, censure, reprimand, or 
other discipline, as it finds just and proper, or wholly reject the recommendation or a panel's dismissal of charges, 
the supreme court, or the tribunal described in subsection (3)(f)(II) of this section if the tribunal is hearing the 
appeal, shall review the record of the proceedings on the law and facts. When reviewing the adjudicative panel's 
decision, the supreme court shall review matters of law de novo, review factual matters to determine whether 
the adjudicative panel's determination is clearly erroneous, and review any sanctions imposed by the adjudicative 
panel for abuse of discretion. Upon an order for retirement, the justice or judge shall thereby be retired with the 
same rights and privileges as if he retired pursuant to statute. Upon an order for removal, the justice or judge shall 
thereby be removed from office, and his salary shall cease from the date of such order. On the entry of an order for 
retirement or for removal of a judge, his office shall be deemed vacant.

(II) In proceedings in which the circumstances described in this subsection (3)(f)(II) are present, a tribunal 
comprised of seven judges of the court of appeals and district court shall review the decision of the adjudicative 
panel or hear any other appeal in the same manner and use the same standards of review as the supreme court 
when it reviews decisions and hears appeals as described in subsection (3)(f)(I) of this section. The state court 
administrator, or the administrator's designee, shall randomly select members of the tribunal from among all 
district judges and court of appeals judges who do not have a current disciplinary investigation or proceeding 
pending before the commission or adjudicative board; have not received a disciplinary sanction from the 
commission, adjudicative board, or supreme court; and are not otherwise required by law, court rule, or judicial 
canon to recuse themselves from the tribunal. A tribunal must not include more than one member who is a court 
of appeals judge and not more than one district judge from any one judicial district. The random selection of 
tribunal members is a purely administrative function. The tribunal shall review decisions and hear any other 
appeals in the following circumstances:

(A) When the proceedings involve a complaint against a Colorado supreme court justice;

(B) When a Colorado supreme court justice is a complainant or a material witness in the proceeding;

(C) When a staff member to a Colorado supreme court justice is a complainant or material witness in the 
proceeding;

 (D) When a family member of a Colorado supreme court justice is a complainant or material witness in the 
proceeding; or

(E) When any other circumstances exist due to which more than two Colorado supreme court justices have 
recused themselves from the proceeding.

(III) Upon a determination that a sanction imposed by the adjudicative panel is an abuse of discretion, the supreme 
court or, if applicable, the tribunal, shall remand the proceedings to the panel that imposed the sanction with 
directions the court or tribunal deems necessary.

(IV) Upon an order for retirement, the justice or judge is retired with the same rights and privileges as if the 
justice or judge retired pursuant to statute. Upon an order for removal, the justice or judge is removed from 
office and the justice's or judge's salary ceases from the date of the order. On the entry of an order for 
retirement or for removal of a justice or judge, the justice's or judge's office is deemed vacant.

(g) (I) Prior to the filing of a recommendation to the supreme court by the commission commencement of formal 
disciplinary proceedings against any justice or judge, all papers filed with and proceedings before the commission on 
judicial discipline or masters appointed by the supreme court, pursuant to this subsection (3), shall be are confidential, 
and the filing of papers with and the giving of testimony before the commission or the masters shall be privileged; 
but no other publication of such papers or proceedings shall be privileged in any action for defamation; except that 
the record filed by the commission in the supreme court continues privileged is confidential. A person is absolutely 
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immune from any action for defamation based on papers filed with or testimony before the commission, the 
adjudicative board, the supreme court, or the tribunal, but no other publication of the papers or proceedings has 
absolute immunity in any action for defamation and a writing which that was privileged prior to its filing with the 
commission or the masters does not lose such privilege by such filing.

(II) Notwithstanding the confidentiality requirement described in this subsection (3)(g), the commission may:

(A) Release information about the status of an evaluation, investigation, or proceeding to the victim of 
misconduct or the complainant;

(B) Release information about a complaint that resulted in informal remedial action or public discipline of a judge 
or justice to the state court administrator as necessary for the selection of a tribunal pursuant to subsection 
(3)(f)(II) of this section; any relevant commission on judicial performance or judicial nominating commission, 
the office of attorney regulation counsel, and the office of the presiding disciplinary judge, or successors to 
each commission or office; the office of the governor, for the purpose of judicial appointments; the judicial 
department, for the purpose of reviewing applicants for the senior judge program and appointments to the 
adjudicative board pursuant to subsection (3)(c.5)(I) of this section; and other limited recipients consistent with 
the purposes of this section allowed by rule; and

(C) Make publicly available aggregate information about trends or patterns in complaints made to the 
commission, but the commission shall not make public any information that identifies any specific person or 
complaint.

(III) A recipient of confidential information pursuant to subsection (3)(g)(II)(B) of this section shall preserve the 
confidentiality of the information subject to any sanctions for violation of confidentiality as may be provided by 
law.

(IV) The general assembly may provide by law for confidential reporting and complainant rights consistent with 
subsection (3)(g)(II) of this section.

(h) The supreme court shall by rule provide for procedures before the commission on judicial discipline, the 
masters, and the supreme court. The rules shall also provide the standards and degree of proof to be applied by 
the commission in its proceedings. A justice or judge who is a member of the commission commission, adjudicative 
board, tribunal, or supreme court shall not participate in any proceedings involving his the justice's or judge's own 
removal or retirement.

(k) (I) There is created a rule-making committee to adopt rules for the judicial discipline process. The rule-making 
committee consists of four members appointed by the supreme court; four members appointed by the adjudicative 
board; four members appointed by the commission; and one victim's advocate, as defined in law, appointed by the 
governor. Members serve at the pleasure of their appointing authority. The rule-making committee shall elect a 
chair who is a member of the committee. The rules must include the standards and degree of proof to be applied in 
judicial discipline proceedings; confidential reporting procedures; and complainant rights during the evaluation, 
investigation, and hearing process. The general assembly may provide by law for confidential reporting and 
complainant rights.

(II) The rule-making committee may promulgate specific rules governing proceedings before a panel of the 
adjudicative board. The Colorado rules of evidence and Colorado rules of civil procedure, as amended, apply to 
proceedings before a panel of the adjudicative board until and unless the rule-making committee promulgates 
rules governing panel proceedings. Rules promulgated pursuant to this subsection (3)(k)(II) apply to formal 
proceedings initiated on or after April 1, 2025.

SECTION 2. Each elector voting at the election may cast a vote either "Yes/For" or "No/Against" on the following 
ballot title: "Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning judicial discipline, and, in 
connection therewith, establishing an independent judicial discipline adjudicative board, setting standards for judicial 
review of a discipline case, and clarifying when discipline proceedings become public?".

SECTION 3. Except as otherwise provided in section 1-40-123, Colorado Revised Statutes, if at least fifty-five percent 
of the electors voting on the ballot title vote "Yes/For", then the amendment will become part of the state constitution.
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Amendment I
Constitutional Bail Exception for First Degree Murder

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes 
only. The ballot title will not appear in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the 
Colorado constitution below was referred to the voters because it passed by a two-thirds majority vote of the state 
senate and the state house of representatives.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning creating an exception to the right to bail for 
cases of murder in the first degree when proof is evident or presumption is great?

Text of Measure:

Be It Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Seventy-fourth General Assembly of the State of Colorado, the 
Senate concurring herein:

SECTION 1. At the election held on November 5, 2024, the secretary of state shall submit to the registered electors of 
the state the ballot title set forth in section 2 for the following amendment to the state constitution:

In the constitution of the state of Colorado, section 19 of article II, amend (2); and add (1)(d) as follows:

Section 19. Right to bail ‑ exceptions. (1) All persons shall be bailable by sufficient sureties pending disposition of 
charges except:

(d) For the offense of murder in the first degree, as defined by law, committed on or after the effective date of 
this subsection (1)(d), when proof is evident or presumption is great.

(2) Except in the case of a capital offense or murder in the first degree, if a person is denied bail under this section, 
the trial of the person shall be commenced not more than ninety days after the date on which bail is denied. If the 
trial is not commenced within ninety days and the delay is not attributable to the defense, the court shall immediately 
schedule a bail hearing and shall set the amount of the bail for the person.

SECTION 2. Each elector voting at the election may cast a vote either "Yes/For" or "No/Against" on the following 
ballot title: "Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning creating an exception to the right 
to bail for cases of murder in the first degree when proof is evident or presumption is great?"

SECTION 3. Except as otherwise provided in section 1-40-123, Colorado Revised Statutes, if at least fifty-five percent 
of the electors voting on the ballot title vote "Yes/For", then the amendment will become part of the state constitution.

Amendment J
Repealing the Definition of Marriage in the Constitution

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes 
only. The ballot title will not appear in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the 
Colorado constitution below was referred to the voters because it passed by a two-thirds majority vote of the state 
senate and the state house of representatives.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution removing the ban on same-sex marriage?

Text of Measure:

Be It Resolved by the Senate of the Seventy-fourth General Assembly of the State of Colorado, the House of 
Representatives concurring herein:

SECTION 1. At the election held on November 5, 2024, the secretary of state shall submit to the registered electors of 
the state the ballot title set forth in section 2 for the following amendment to the state constitution:
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In the constitution of the state of Colorado, repeal section 31 of article II as follows:

Section 31. Marriages ‑ valid or recognized. Only a union of one man and one woman shall be valid or recognized 
as a marriage in this state.

SECTION 2. Each elector voting at the election may cast a vote either "Yes/For" or "No/Against" on the following 
ballot title: "Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution removing the ban on same-sex marriage?"

SECTION 3. Except as otherwise provided in section 1-40-123, Colorado Revised Statutes, if a majority of the electors 
voting on the ballot title vote "Yes/For", then the amendment will become part of the state constitution.

Amendment K
Modify Constitutional Election Deadlines

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes 
only. The ballot title will not appear in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the 
Colorado constitution below was referred to the voters because it passed by a two-thirds majority vote of the state 
senate and the state house of representatives.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning the modification of certain deadlines in 
connection with specified elections?

Text of Measure:

Be It Resolved by the Senate of the Seventy-fourth General Assembly of the State of Colorado, the House of 
Representatives concurring herein:

SECTION 1. At the election held on November 5, 2024, the secretary of state shall submit to the registered electors of the 
state the ballot title set forth in section 2 for the following amendments to the state constitution:

In the constitution of the state of Colorado, section 1 of article V, amend (2), (3), and (7.3) as follows:

Section 1. General assembly ‑ initiative and referendum. (2) The first power hereby reserved by the people is the 
initiative, and signatures by registered electors in an amount equal to at least five percent of the total number of votes 
cast for all candidates for the office of secretary of state at the previous general election shall be required to propose 
any measure by petition, and every such petition shall include the full text of the measure so proposed. Initiative 
petitions for state legislation and amendments to the constitution, in such form as may be prescribed pursuant to 
law, shall be addressed to and filed with the secretary of state at least three months and one week before the general 
election at which they are to be voted upon.

(3) The second power hereby reserved is the referendum, and it may be ordered, except as to laws necessary for the 
immediate preservation of the public peace, health, or safety, and appropriations for the support and maintenance 
of the departments of state and state institutions, against any act or item, section, or part of any act of the general 
assembly, either by a petition signed by registered electors in an amount equal to at least five percent of the total 
number of votes cast for all candidates for the office of the secretary of state at the previous general election or by the 
general assembly. Referendum petitions, in such form as may be prescribed pursuant to law, shall be addressed to and 
filed with the secretary of state not more than ninety days eighty-three days after the final adjournment of the session 
of the general assembly that passed the bill on which the referendum is demanded. The filing of a referendum petition 
against any item, section, or part of any act shall not delay the remainder of the act from becoming operative.

(7.3) Before any election at which the voters of the entire state will vote on any initiated or referred constitutional 
amendment or legislation, the nonpartisan research staff of the general assembly shall cause to be published the text 
and title of every such measure. Such publication shall be made at least one time in at least one legal publication of 
general circulation in each county of the state and shall be made at least fifteen days prior to the final date of voter 
registration for forty-five days before the election. The form and manner of publication shall be as prescribed by law 
and shall ensure a reasonable opportunity for the voters statewide to become informed about the text and title of 
each measure.
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In the constitution of the state of Colorado, amend section 25 of article VI as follows:

Section 25. Election of justices and judges. A justice of the supreme court or a judge of any other court of record, 
who shall desire to retain his the justice's or judge's judicial office for another term after the expiration of his the 
justice's or judge's then term of office shall file with the secretary of state, not more than six months and one week 
nor less than three months and one week prior to the general election next prior to the expiration of his the justice's 
or judge's then term of office, a declaration of his the justice's or judge's intent to run for another term. Failure to file 
such a declaration within the time specified shall create creates a vacancy in that office at the end of his the justice's 
or judge's then term of office. Upon the filing of such a declaration, a question shall be placed on the appropriate 
ballot at such general election, as follows:

"Shall Justice (Judge) .... of the Supreme (or other) Court be retained in office? YES/..../NO/…./." If a majority of those 
voting on the question vote "Yes", the justice or judge is thereupon elected to a succeeding full term. If a majority of 
those voting on the question vote "No", this will cause a vacancy to exist in that office at the end of his then present term 
of office.

In the case of a justice of the supreme court or any intermediate appellate court, the electors of the state at large; in 
the case of a judge of a district court, the electors of that judicial district; and in the case of a judge of the county court or 
other court of record, the electors of that county; shall vote on the question of retention in office of the justice or judge.

SECTION 2. Each elector voting at the election may cast a vote either "Yes/For" or "No/Against" on the following ballot 
title: "Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution concerning the modification of certain deadlines in 
connection with specified elections?"

SECTION 3. Except as otherwise provided in section 1-40-123, Colorado Revised Statutes, if at least fifty-five percent of 
the electors voting on the ballot title vote "Yes/For", then the amendment will become part of the state constitution.

Amendment 79
Constitutional Right to Abortion

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional staff of the offices of the secretary of state, the 
attorney general, and the legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes only. The ballot title will not appear 
in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the Colorado constitution below was drafted 
by the proponents of the initiative. The initiated measure is included on the ballot as a proposed change to current 
law because the proponents gathered the required amount of petition signatures.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be a change to the Colorado constitution recognizing the right to abortion, and, in connection therewith, 
prohibiting the state and local governments from denying, impeding, or discriminating against the exercise of that 
right, allowing abortion to be a covered service under health insurance plans for Colorado state and local government 
employees and for enrollees in state and local governmental insurance programs?

Text of Measure:

Be it enacted by the People of the State of Colorado:

Section 1. Legislative declaration. We, the voters of the state of Colorado, hereby find and declare:

(a) Colorado has been a leader in affirming the right to abortion since 1967;

(b) In 1984, Colorado adopted Amendment 3 which has had the unintended consequences of denying health 
insurance coverage for abortion services for state and local public employees, even in cases of rape, incest, 
continuation of a pregnancy that gravely endangers the patient’s health, or even when it is clear there is a fatal fetal 
condition;

(c) Amendment 3 also prevents use of health insurance coverage provided through medicaid for abortion services, 
even when continuing the pregnancy gravely endangers the patient’s health or when it is clear there is a fatal fetal 
condition;
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(d) In 2022, the United States supreme court reversed the long-standing decision of Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973), 
that had provided federal constitutional protection for abortion rights, leaving decisions about the right to abortion 
up to policy makers at the state level;

(e) In 2024, Colorado voters recognize Amendment 3 has had discriminatory and harmful effects on state and local 
public employees and those enrolled in state sponsored insurance programs and their families;

(f) Voter reversal of this policy is consistent with U.S. supreme court rulings on recognizing equal access to rights, such 
as the right to vote. Harper v. Virginia Board of Elections, 383 U.S. 663 (1966). Therefore, it is timely and appropriate for 
voters to enact this amendment now.

Section 2. In the constitution of the state of Colorado, add section 32 to Article II as follows:

Section 32. Abortion

The right to abortion is hereby recognized. Government shall not deny, impede, or discriminate against the 
exercise of that right, including prohibiting health insurance coverage for abortion.

Section 3. In the constitution of the state of Colorado, repeal section 50 of article V.

Amendment 80
Constitutional Right to School Choice

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional staff of the offices of the secretary of state, the 
attorney general, and the legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes only. The ballot title will not appear 
in the Colorado constitution. The text of the measure that will appear in the Colorado constitution below was drafted 
by the proponents of the initiative. The initiated measure is included on the ballot as a proposed change to current 
law because the proponents gathered the required amount of petition signatures.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be an amendment to the Colorado constitution establishing the right to school choice for children in 
kindergarten through 12th grade, and, in connection therewith, declaring that school choice includes neighborhood, 
charter, and private schools; home schooling; open enrollment options; and future innovations in education?

Text of Measure:

Be it Enacted by the People of the State of Colorado:

SECTION 1. In the constitution of the state of Colorado, add section, 18 to article IX as follows:

Section 18. Education ‑ School Choice (1) Purpose and findings. The people of the state of Colorado hereby find 
and declare that all children have the right to equal opportunity to access a quality education; that parents 
have the right to direct the education of their children; and that school choice includes neighborhood, charter, 
private, and home schools, open enrollment options, and future innovations in education.

(2) Each K-12 child has the right to school choice. 

Proposition JJ
Retain Additional Sports Betting Tax Revenue

Question:

Without raising taxes, may the state keep and spend all sports betting tax revenue above voter-approved limits to 
fund water conservation and protection projects instead of refunding revenue to casinos?

The General Assembly referred this question to the voters in House Bill 24-1436, which is available online under 
Referring Legislation here: https://leg.colorado.gov/bluebook

https://leg.colorado.gov/bluebook
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(j) Approve a nationally recognized veterinary professional associate credentialing organization for purposes of 
credentialing veterinary professional associates in this state. The credentialing organization approved by the board 
may:

(I) Require completion of a university-approved program for veterinary professional associates; and

(II) Require that an applicant pass a veterinary professional associate national examination.

(7) The powers of the board are granted to enable the board to effectively supervise the practice of veterinary medicine 
and of veterinary technicians and veterinary professional associates and are to be construed liberally to accomplish 
this objective.

SECTION 5. In Colorado Revised Statutes, 12-315-112, amend (1)(ee) as follows;

12‑315‑112. Discipline of licensees. (1) Upon receipt of a signed complaint by a complainant or upon its own motion, 
the board may proceed to a hearing in accordance with section 12-315-113. After a hearing, and by a concurrence of 
a majority of members, the board may take disciplinary or other action as authorized in section 12-20-404 against an 
applicant for a license or a licensed veterinarian for any of the following reasons:

(ee) Failure to properly supervise a veterinary student, a veterinary student preceptor, a veterinary technician, a 
veterinary professional associate, or other veterinary staff;

SECTION 6. In Colorado Revised Statutes, article 315 of title 12, rename Part 2 as follows:

Part 2. Veterinary Technicians and Veterinary Professional Associates

SECTION 7. In Colorado Revised Statutes, 12-315-201, add (1)(c) and (1)(d) as follows:

12‑315‑201. Additional board duties ‑ rules ‑ repeal. (1) In addition to any other duties specified in this part 2 or 
section 12-315-106, the board shall:

(c) Require biennial continuing education for veterinary professional associates, as may be determined by the 
board by rule, as a condition of renewing registration; and

(d) Adopt any rules necessary for the practice and supervision of veterinary professional associates.

SECTION 8. In Colorado Revised Statutes, add 12-315-203.7 as follows:

12-315-203.7. Veterinary professional associate -qualifications- registration - fees - continuing education - 
rules. (1) An individual who desires to practice as a veterinary professional associate in this state must file an 
application for registration with the board, along with the required application fee, in the manner determined by 
the board.

(2) Qualifications. To be qualified for registration as a veterinary professional associate, an individual must:

(a) Be at least eighteen years of age; and

(b) Hold a master’s degree in veterinary clinical care or the equivalent as determined by the board.

(3) Registration. Commencing January 1, 2026, an individual who practices as a veterinary professional associate 
in this state must be registered by the board pursuant to this section and rules adopted by the board for the 
registration of veterinary professional associates.

(4) Rules. Prior to registering veterinary professional associates pursuant to this section, the board shall establish, 
by rule:

(a) The time frames and requirements for registration, renewal of registration, and suspension and reinstatement 
of registration for veterinary professional associates;

(b) The method for an applicant to demonstrate that the applicant meets the requirements set forth in subsection 
(2) of this section;
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(f) Article 315 of this title 12 concerning veterinarians, and veterinary technicians, and veterinary professional 
associates.

SECTION 18. In Colorado Revised Statutes, 24-72-204, amend (3)(a)(XIV) as follows:

24-72-204. Allowance or denial of inspection - grounds - procedure - appeal - definitions - repeal. (3) (a) The 
custodian shall deny the right of inspection of the following records, unless otherwise provided by law; except that the 
custodian shall make any of the following records, other than letters of reference concerning employment, licensing, or 
issuance of permits, available to the person in interest in accordance with this subsection (3):

(XIV) Veterinary medical data, information, and records on individual animals that are owned by private individuals 
or business entities, but are in the custody of a veterinary medical practice or hospital, including the veterinary 
teaching hospital at Colorado state university, that provides veterinary medical care and treatment to animals. A 
veterinary-patient-client privilege exists with respect to such data, information, and records only when a person in 
interest and a veterinarian or veterinary professional associate enter into a mutual agreement to provide medical 
treatment for an individual animal and such person in interest maintains an ownership interest in such animal 
undergoing treatment. For purposes of this subsection (3)(a)(XIV), "person in interest" means the owner of an animal 
undergoing veterinary medical treatment or such owner's designated representative. Nothing in this subsection (3)
(a)(XIV) shall prevent the state agricultural commission, the state agricultural commissioner, or the state board of 
veterinary medicine from exercising their investigatory and enforcement powers and duties granted pursuant to 
section 35-1-106 (1)(h), article 50 of title 35, and section 12-315-106 (5)(e), respectively. The veterinary-patient-client 
privilege described in this subsection (3)(a)(XIV), pursuant to section 12-315-120 (5), may not be asserted for the 
purpose of excluding or refusing evidence or testimony in a prosecution for an act of animal cruelty under section 
18-9-202 or for an act of animal fighting under section 18-9-204.

SECTION 19. Effective date. This act takes effect on January 1, 2026.

Proposition 130
Funding for Law Enforcement

The ballot title below is a summary drafted by the professional staff of the offices of the secretary of state, the 
attorney general, and the legal staff for the general assembly for ballot purposes only. The ballot title will not appear 
in the Colorado Revised Statutes. The text of the measure that will appear in the Colorado Revised Statutes below was 
drafted by the proponents of the initiative. The initiated measure is included on the ballot as a proposed change to 
current law because the proponents gathered the required amount of petition signatures.

Ballot Title:

Shall there be a change to the Colorado Revised Statutes concerning state funding for peace officer training and 
support, and, in connection therewith, directing the legislature to appropriate 350 million dollars to the peace officer 
training and support fund for municipal and county law enforcement agencies to hire and retain peace officers; 
allowing the fund to be used for pay, bonuses, initial and continuing education and training, and a death benefit 
for a peace officer, police, fire and first responder killed in the line of duty; and requiring the funding to supplement 
existing appropriations?

Text of Measure:

Be it Enacted by the People of the State of Colorado:

SECTION 1. Statement of purpose. The people of the State of Colorado find and declare:

(1) This measure is enacted in response to a significant increase in crime, and especially violent crime, in the state of 
Colorado.

(2) The people of Colorado find, determine, and declare that the criminal laws of the state of Colorado must be more 
rigorously and comprehensively enforced.

(3) The people further find, determine, and declare that Colorado will be a safer place if Colorado recruits, trains, 
retains, and rewards the best and brightest law enforcement officials in Colorado to prevent and enforce crimes 
against the people of the state of Colorado.
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of this code in selecting and casting the ballot. After selecting and casting a ballot, the elector shall return the 
ballot to the clerk. The secretary of state may by rule adopt additional ballot requirements necessary to avoid 
voter confusion in voting in the all-candidate primary election.

(5) Neither the secretary of state nor any county clerk and recorder shall place on the official all-candidate 
primary election ballot the name of any person as a candidate who does not meet residency requirements for 
the office, if any. The information found on the voter registration record of the county of current or previous 
residence of the person seeking to be placed on the ballot is admissible as prima facie evidence of compliance with 
this article.

(6) Except as otherwise provided in this code, the election officers for all-candidate primary elections have the 
same powers and shall perform the same duties as those provided by law for general elections.

(7) All expenses incurred in the preparation or conduct of the all-candidate primary election shall be paid out 
pursuant to section 1-4-101(5).

SECTION 5. In Colorado Revised Statutes, amend 1-4-103, as follows:

1‑4‑103. Order of names on primary ballot. (1) Candidates designated and certified by assembly for a particular 
an office other than a covered office shall be placed on the primary election ballot in the order of the vote received 
at the assembly. The candidate receiving the highest vote shall be placed first in order on the ballot, followed by the 
candidate receiving the next highest vote. To qualify for placement on the primary election ballot, a candidate must 
receive thirty percent or more of the votes of the assembly. The names of two or more candidates receiving an equal 
number of votes for designation by assembly shall be placed on the primary ballot in the order determined by lot in 
accordance with section 1-4-601(2). Candidates by petition for any particular an office other than a covered office 
shall follow assembly candidates and shall be placed on the primary election ballot in an order established by lot.

(2) Candidates for the all-candidate primary election for a covered office shall be placed on the ballot in an 
order determined by lot.

SECTION 6. In Colorado Revised Statutes, amend 1-4-104, as follows:

1‑4‑104. Party nominees. Candidates voted on for offices at primary elections for an office other than a covered 
office who receive a plurality of the votes cast shall be the respective party nominees for the respective offices. If more 
than one office of the same kind is to be filled, the number of candidates equal to the number of offices to be filled 
receiving the highest number of votes shall be the nominees of the political party for the offices. The names of the 
nominees shall be printed on the official ballot prepared for the ensuing general election.

SECTION 7. In Colorado Revised Statutes, 1-4-104.5, amend (1), (2), and (3), as follows:

1‑4‑104.5. Primary election canceled ‑ when. (1) If, at the close of business on the sixtieth day before the primary 
election for an office other than a covered office, there is not more than one candidate for any political party who 
has been nominated in accordance with this article or who has filed a write-in candidate affidavit of intent pursuant 
to section 1-4-1101 for any office on the primary election ballot, the designated election official may cancel the 
primary election and declare each candidate the party nominee for that office at the general election. For purposes 
of other applicable law, such nominee shall be deemed a candidate in and the winner of the primary election for an 
office other than a covered office. The name of each nominee shall be printed on the official ballot prepared for the 
ensuing general election.

(2) If a major political party has more than one candidate nominated for any office other than a covered office on the 
primary election ballot, the primary election shall be conducted as provided in section 1-4-101.

(3) If, at the close of business on the sixtieth day before the primary election for an office other than a covered 
office, there is not more than one candidate for each major political party who has been nominated in accordance 
with this article for any office on the primary election ballot and a minor political party has more than one candidate 
nominated for any such office, the primary election shall be conducted as provided in section 1-4-101 for the 
nomination of the minor political party candidate only.

SECTION 8. In Colorado Revised Statutes, add 1-4-207, as follows:


