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RATIONALE 
Central Michigan University (CMU) annually hosts the 
Michigan Special Olympics and houses the Olympics' 
pa r t i c i pan t s . In the pas t , a c c o m m o d a t i o n s fo r the 
part ic ipants have been prov ided in various campus 
fac i l i t i es , and the univers i ty w o u l d like to d e v e l o p 
centralized facilities to be used specifically for the Speciol 
Olympics program. The Department of Transportation 
(DOT) owns a parcel of land adjacent to tne CMU campus 
that contains a structure formerly used as a maintenance 
garage. The DOT has constructed a new garage facility 
ond has little or no use for the former facility. The university 
would like to convert the building into housing units for the 
Special Olympics program. 

CONTENT 
Senate Bill 283 w o u l d au tho r i ze the Depa r tmen t of 
Transportation (DOT) to convey a parcel of State-owned 
land in the city of Mt. Pleasant to Central Michigan 
University (CMU) for $1 The property currently is tne 
location of a DOT maintenance garage, and is ad|acent 
to the CMU campus. 

The conveyance would have to be by deed approved by 
the Attorney General. All rights to coal , oil, gas, and other 
minerals found on, within, or under the property woula be 
reserved by the Sta te . Revenue received f r o m the 
conveyance wouid be deposited In tne State Treasury and 
credited to the Transportation Funa. 

FISCAL IMPACT 
Tne bill would have no fiscal impact on State or iocal 
government. 

ARGUMENTS 
Supporting Argument 
The DOT has no further use for the land or the structure in 
question, and the conveyance of the property would fulf. l! 
CMU's need for adequate housing for Special Olympics 
participants. 

Opposing Argument 
Most State land transfers contain a standard clcuse 
providing for the land to revert to the State if it is used for 
othe- than the sta'ed purposes. Wirhout such a clause in 
this bil l . CMU could be free to sell the land. 

Response: Since CMU is an arm of the State, a reverter 
clause is not necessary The bill merely wouia transfer trie 
iond from one State entity to another rurtnef, re.erter 
clauses often are ignored ana only serve to clog tne title 
•o the property. 
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Legislative Analyst: P. AfTholter 
Fiscal Anaiyst: i. Makokha 

This analysis was prepared bv nonpartisan Senate staiTforuse b> 
the Senate in its deliberations and does not constitute an official 
statement of legislative intent. 
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