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take part in as many of the discussions as I would have liked
prior to bringing this bill to the floor, but one o f t h e
concerns has be en, why have w e not addr ess e d the community
colleges as sort of a separate entity out there? Why have they
not been brought in under the b i l l ? Why hav e we no t sa i d
something about the state funding versus t he ar e a f u n d i n g
mechanism for the community colleges under this bill? I do n ' t
know if you can go into great detail on that, Senator Withem,
but that is a concern because I see, I h ave s e e n t hr ou g h the
appropr i a t i o n s p r oc es s , that the funding for those community
colleges, at least in some parts of the state, is not on a very
sturdy basis and that p roblems were predicted from the very
b eginning of t h e establishment of the community c o lleges
regarding their financing, and I am sure the commission must
have looked at this to some degree. Could you, fo r t h e record ,

SENATOR WITHEM: Yeah, I certainly can, and I will even do it on
my own time if I can't get it done on the time here. One of t h e
weaknesses t h e ov er si g ht gr oup saw w ith the initial
recommendation from the consultants was is the initial
recommendation from the consultants said leave the community
colleges alone. T heir rationale was t h ey d i d n ' t see maj or
problems there with the community colleges, number one , an d t h e
oversight members somewhat disagreed with them on that, that we
felt that there are som e p r ob l e m s there t ha t ne ed t o be
addressed. Se cond l y , t hey r ecognise d t h at under o ur St at e
Constitution, as l ong as y ou hav e t he D uis , Ge r d e s - D u i s
amendment, the Duis amendment, as someday some people f o l l o w i n g
us will be s aying now was it Warner or was it Hefner that did
such and such way b ack when p r obab ly , t he Duis amendment says
you cannot have a property tax for a state function. I f yo u p u t
in strict supervision of the community colleges at the s tat e
level and continue to fund them with the property tax, you have
a constitutional problem. You can't do it. What you can do to
alleviate that would be (a) to change the Constitution to say
t hat you c an u se a property tax for a state function. The
likelihood of the people voting for something like that is very
small . Th e second t hing you c o u l d d o , a nd f r a n k l y y o u c o u l d
still do it under LR 239. There i s no t h i n g i n 239 that will
prevent us som e d ay from funding the community colleges all at
the state level, and once we do that, then we ca n br i ng t hem
under . But that was the rationale, that we are not going to
fund them at the state level, we are n ot go i n g t o a m end t h e
Constitution to allow the state to levy a property tax,so you

talk about that a little bit?
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