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RATIONALE

Central Michigan University (CMU) annually hosts the
Michigan Special Olympics and houses the Olympics’
participants. In the past, accommodations for the
participants have been provided in various campus
facilities, and the university would hke to develop
centralized facihities to be used specifically for the Speciol
Olympics program. The Department of Tronsportation
(DOT) owns a parcel of land adjacent to the CMU campus
that contams a structure formerly used as a maintenance
garage. The DOT has constructed a new garage facility
and has hittle or no use for the former facility. The university
would hke to convert the building into housing units for the
Speciol Olympics program.

CONTENT

Senate Bill 283 would authorize the Department of
Transportation (DOT) to convey a parcel of State-owned
land n the city of Mt. Pleasant to Central Michigon
University (CMU) for $1 The property currently 1s tne
tocation of a DOT maintenance garage, and is adjacent
to the CMU campus.

The conveyance would have to be by deed approved by
the Attorney General. All rights to coal, otl, gas, and other
mimmerals found on, within, or under the property wouia be
reserved by the State. Revenue received from the
conveyance wouid be deposited in the State Treasury and
credited to the Transportation Funa.

FISCAL IMPACT
Tne bil 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 wouid fuifui
CMU’s need for adequate housing for Special Olympics
Participants.

Opposing A reument

Most State land transfers contain a standord clcuse
Providing for the land to revert to the State f it 13 used for
othe- thon the sta*ed purposes. Without such a clouse in
this bill, CMU could be free to sell the land.

Reponse: Since CMU is an arm of the State, a reverter
clause is not necessary The bill mereiy wouio transfer the
land from one Staie entity to another furtnes, re.erter
clauses sften are ignored ana only serve to clog tne title
to the property.
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