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other, I g uess, question, Senator Smith says this is
temporary but you know I am not sure that is true either
because, as 'she stated, there is a b i l l her e t h at wou l d I
guess adjust levies downward as valua t i on s go u p ward but
that bill has not been passed yet, and I don't see anything
temporary about that even if this passes because i t i s not
going to push this back again. So the temporary part of it
I don ' t s ee e x c e p t for the fact that we do h ave a dead l i n e
when ail property tax should be removed from the support of
community technical colleges. However, there was a bill in
the Education Committee the o ther da y wh i ch w o u l d remove
that sunset and, however, in committee we did amend it to
just extend the sunset I think to 1992. So to say that this
is temporary I really believe would be stretching it. I
would just direct your attention to the fiscal note and you
w il l not i ce t hat Sou t h e a s t , under t h e b i l l , t he t o t a l
increase would be from 6.9 million w hich can be l e v i e d n o w ,
and the fiscal note says it could go up to 11.9 million. So
we are talking about nearly doubling in a number of the
community technical colleges as far as local property tax is
concerned. When I came into the Legislature, I had two
things on my mind and that has been quite awhile a go . One
thing i s I d i dn ' t l i ke t he l oc a l c i t y sa l e s t ax a nd I h a v e
not been able to do anything about that except I d id ge t a
bill through that made the people vote on it. T he othe r o n e
I had was I wanted to get the c ommunity t e c h n i c a l co l l e ge s
funded by the state General Fund and h ave not had an y
success at that at all. T here w a s a t i me w h e n Governor
Thone was Governor I thought maybe I could get it done but I
couldn't even get it done then. So my p r o s p ect s h av e b e en
pretty slender because it seems to me that all postsecondary
educational systems should be f und e d i n the same manner
which is from the state General Fund rather than property
t ax . So t h i s l i t t l e ame n dment I h ave i s only something to
battle what Senator Hartnett mentioned. It is a good new
word. I t h i nk h e j u st coined i t , "creepyi sm", "creepyism" .
I have not heard that before but he is a doctor so I assume
that is in the d ictionary. I f n ot , I t h i nk i t means
p ropert y t ax cr ee p i n g up . So in my area this amendment
would keep the property tax for technical community colleges
from reeping up from 4.2 to 5, or from the total of 11.2 to
12 cents per $100 and that is the reason I introduced this

PRESIDENT: T h a n k you , Sen a t o r . Now the n e xt spe a k er , I
recognize Senato r A b boud . The question has been called. Or

amendment.
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