The Battlement M esa Ser vice Association
The BM SA and 60, 61 and 101!

By Keith Lammey, President, Battlement M esa Service Association

At this point in the political season, we've alksethe political advertisement regarding measufe$6 & 101. In
fact you may be to the point that you don’t wanthtar the same old message “one more time” aboutywh
should or shouldn'’t vote for the three issues.

Rest assured, it isn't my intent to ask you to eufhrough the same message again, but perhapgeyaondered
what the Battlement Mesa Service Association thaiksut these issues and, if enacted, what impaatutd have
on the BMSA and its ability to provide servicesotor community.

This is sort of a good news, bad news story.stdirt with the good news.

Even if Colorado’s voters pass all three of thesmsaores — Amendments 60 and 61 and Proposition-10g&
Battlement Mesa Service Association will continoecbnduct our business exactly as we have in tise pblo
doubt you've heard all of the horror stories aldooi other entities including school districts, spkdistricts, cities
and towns, etc. will be severely impacted.

So why is the BMSA immune? The BMSA does not nee@iny form of tax revenues and we don’t borrow eyon
Except for some industry contributions, our sokeraie source is the assessments paid by our members

The bad news is that, if these measures passeBattit Mesa and the BMSA will feel the impact. &{plain.

The assessments paid by our members pay for the sEsices that the BMSA provides. These servicekide
things like landscaping, irrigation, fence mainteceand replacement, maintenance of the trail systéc. and the
BMSA will still be able to provide these services.

The problem is that several services that arecatito our community are not funded nor providedthsy BMSA
and the funding for those services will be seveirlyacted if 60, 61 and 101 pass.

Two prime examples are our road system and thdeBsht Mesa Activity Center. Battlement Parkwatgre
Quarry Road, Spencer, Sipprelle and all of theestrén Battlement Creek, The Reserve, Willow Cre®igne
Ridge, Monument Creek, Tamarisk Village and TankaMgadows are county roads. The county pays fafdhe
maintenance, including snow plowing, for theseedtre If Garfield County’s revenues are cut, itlisiost certain
that the county will reduce the level of servickattthey provide, including the maintenance andvjplg of our
streets. And then there is the Battlement MesaigtCenter. The Activity Center is owned and oged by the
Battlement Mesa Metropolitan District. The Metr@s@ict is a special district and these measufgsassed, will
substantially reduce their funding.

Sure, reduced funding will make it more difficuttrfthe Metro District to provide our water and seweeds, but
not to the point where no water or sewer servieeshbe provided.

In contrast, based upon my understanding of thesees, and of the Metro District’s funding sourddslieve that
the Battlement Mesa Activity Center WOULD CLOSE!itk¥h the last year, the hours and some servicdsdhae
reduced in order to balance the Activity Centetisidpet and it has had a noticeable impact on ounuaomty. Just
imagine what it would be like to not have our AdtnCenter!



So, even though the BMSA’s funding would not beedily impacted by the passage of these three messom
September 28, 2010, the BMSA board of directoreddd adopt a resolution against the three measures
Please, don't hurt our community! Please don'tt l@olorado! Please vote against Amendments 6064ndnd
Proposition 101!

The opinions expressed by Battlement Mesa Service Association President, Keith Lammey are his, and not
necessarily those of all Battlement Mesa governing entities or this newspaper.

(Originally published in the Grand Valley Echo).



