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 There’s a lot of interest in a task force Gov. Doug Burgum is form-
ing to study governance of public colleges and universities. The 
governor’s office has received 234 applicants for the 15-member 

committee.
That reflects widespread interest in higher education in North Da-

kota, which is good. The applicants are no doubt motivated by a vari-
ety of reasons, but they should share one goal: improving education 
in the state. Burgum has stressed the committee will look at gover-
nance, not at eliminating any of the state’s colleges or universities. 
The state Board of Higher Education has passed a resolution asking 
Burgum to allow them representation on the task force.

That’s a reasonable request. The task force will need feedback from 
those who have been working closely on higher education issues for 
the last few years. Burgum has indicated the board will be included in 
the task force’s work. Three members of the board have applied to be 
on the task force: board chairman Don Morton, a retired Microsoft 
executive from Fargo; Greg Stemen, branch manager of First Com-
munity Credit Union in Oakes; and Kevin Melicher, an optometrist.

If one of the board members isn’t appointed to the task force then 
at least one should be named an adviser to the group. The task force 
needs to tap into their knowledge. It’s going to be a challenge for the 
task force to accomplish the work ahead.

Burgum will be reviewing the large pool of applicants this month 
and hopes to convene the first meeting later this month or in early 
January, according to Mike Nowatzki, Burgum’s communications di-
rector. When the first meeting is held will be dependent on the avail-
ability of the members he selects.

He wants the task force to develop proposals for the 2019 Legisla-
ture, which convenes in a little over a year. That’s not a lot of time to 
hold meetings, gather information and develop proposals.

The task force will hear from a lot of people with different agen-
das. Administrators, faculty, students, parents and legislators will 
no doubt offer conflicting suggestions. Coming up with creative and 
workable proposals and getting them through the Legislature will be 
a daunting task. We need a system of higher education governance 
that’s open, effective and has the confidence of the public.

It’s a tough job that needs to be tackled.

Burgum, Carlson 
dropped the ball

 We are going to forget about the 
Burgum Recession before most of 
us feel its full effects. The wealth 
transfer from the honest-to-good-
ness demand sector of working 
and retired people to the supposed 
supply side super-rich in Con-
gress’ tax bill will overwhelm our 
local recession.

But before we forget, let’s doc-
ument the obvious. In 2017 we see 
fewer help-wanted signs and more 
house-for-sale signs in Bismarck. 
The problem is not the slump in oil 
development, it is the response to 
the slump by Gov. Doug Burgum 
and Rep. Al Carlson. They drove us 
into a ditch.

According to Zillow, our home 
has lost 10 percent of its value this 
year and our neighbors’ homes 
being up for sale for months on 
end confirm that analysis. But, our 
property taxes won’t reflect that. 
Instead, they will go way up, thanks 
to the Burgum-Carlson budget. It 
didn’t have to be like this.

They laid off state workers, froze 

state employee wages and the Bur-
gum budget even tried to cut their 
compensation by $60 a month. 
State employee wages fuel the lo-
cal economy. Freezing their wages 
means they can’t even keep up 
with inflation.

Hundreds of millions cut from 
schools and colleges. Frozen 
wages. Increased property taxes 
from withdrawing state support. 
All unnecessary.

The people created the Legacy 
Fund to smooth over the revenue 
bumps we know come from oil 
taxes. It is a rainy-day fund. In 
2017, Burgum and Carlson could 
have used $900 million from the 
Legacy Fund and the fund would 
still grow. They knew it was rain-
ing. But, they didn’t open the um-
brella. We are getting wet.

Tracy Potter, Bismarck

Heitkamp abandons 
N. Dakota residents

 I am disappointed by Sen. 
Heidi Heitkamp’s decision to vote 
against historic tax relief legisla-

tion, and yet again ignore the best 
interests of North Dakotans.

How can she come back to North 
Dakota and proclaim to have our 
best interests in mind, only to 
proudly stand next to her Demo-
cratic colleagues in Washington 
and cast obstructive votes? At 
what point will Heitkamp stop 
talking about working on the is-
sues most important to North 
Dakotans, and actually achieve the 
results we need?

This tax relief legislation will 
have a positive impact on our state. 
On average, our middle-class fam-
ilies will see a $2,300 cost savings 
and an added average of about 
$4,000 in extra income to help 
them cover their day-to-day ex-
penses. That equates to nearly four 
months of mortgage payments, 
eight months of car payments or 
four months of groceries. We won’t 
forget that when Heitkamp had the 
chance, she failed to deliver.

Dawson Schefter, Fargo

dawson schefter is a Fargo resident 
and serves as the chairman of the 
North dakota young republicans.

 WASHINGTON — The Re-
publicans’ tax legislation 
is built on economic pro-

jections that are as confidently as 
they are cheerfully made concern-
ing the legislation’s shaping effect 
on the economy over the next 10 
years. This claim to prescience 
must amaze alumni of Bear Stearns 
and Lehman Brothers, which were 
85 and 158 years old, respectively, 
when they expired less than 10 
years ago in the unanticipated 

Great Recession.
 The predictions 

of GDP and revenue 
growth assume, 
among many other 
things, continua-
tion of the current 
expansion. It began 
in June 2009 and 
has been notable for 
its anemia relative 

to other post-1945 expansions: 
Its average annual growth rate has 
been 2 percent; theirs, 4.3 percent. 
But it also has been remarkably 
durable. It is 102 months old; the 
average since after World War II is 
58 months. Unless the business cy-
cle has been repealed, a recession 
is almost a certainty during the 10-
year window for which the tax bill 
has been tailored.

What the legislation’s drafters 
anticipate, indeed proclaim, is 
that Congress will not allow to 
happen what the legislation says, 
with a wink, will happen. So, this 
might mark the historic moment 
when Washington decided that 
it no longer will bother to blush. 
The legislation says the tax reduc-
tions for individuals will expire by 
2025. Treasury Secretary Steven 
Mnuchin, however, says “we have 
every expectation that down the 
road Congress will extend them.” 
Of course Congress will. The 

phantom expiration is an $800 
billion fudge, a cooking of the 
books in order to cram the tax bill 
into conformity with arcane par-
liamentary procedures that make 
the measure immune to filibuster. 
We have been down this road be-
fore: For the same reason, some 
George W. Bush tax cuts of 2001 
were scheduled to expire at the end 
of 2010; 82 percent of them (mea-
sured by revenue) did not.

The Democrats’ denunciation 
of the Republicans’ tax cuts be-
cause they especially benefit the 
wealthy is a recyclable denuncia-
tion of any significant tax cut. The 
top 1 percent of earners supply 
39 percent of income tax reve-
nues, the top 10 percent supply 
70 percent, the bottom 50 percent 
supply 3 percent, 60 percent of 
households pay either no income 
taxes (45 percent) or less than 5 
percent of their income, and 62 
percent of Americans pay more 
in payroll taxes than in income 
taxes. So, any tax cut significant 
to macroeconomic policy — any 
that might change incentives suf-
ficiently to substantially change 
businesses’ and individuals’ be-
haviors — must be primarily a cut 
for the affluent.

Democrats pretend to worry that 
Republicans are executing a dia-
bolical double play, using tax cuts 
to placate donors, then citing the 
cuts’ enlargement of the national 
debt as an excuse to cut entitle-
ments. Surely Democrats know 
that Republicans are not insubor-
dinate to their president, who has 
vowed to oppose any significant 
(i.e., touching Social Security or 
Medicare) entitlement reforms. 
Besides, whenever Republicans 
run large budget deficits — the 
tax legislation probably means 
that the next decade’s will be even 

larger than they would have been 
— they serve the Democrats’ basic 
agenda: They legitimize the bipar-
tisan penchant for making big gov-
ernment seem cheap. Republicans, 
too, give people $X worth of gov-
ernment services and charge the 
recipients $Y, with Y significantly 
less than X.

In 2002, when Dick Cheney — a 
strict constructionist, but not of 
economic data — said “Reagan 
proved deficits don’t matter,” the 
publicly held national debt was 33 
percent the size of GDP; today it 
is 75 percent. At some point, the 
debt’s size matters, and we seem 
determined to learn the hard way 
where that point is.

This tax legislation, an amalgam 
of earnest hoping and transparent 
make-believe, is a serious lunge 
for sustained 3 percent growth. 
Without this, the economy, and 
hence the entitlement state, 
will buckle beneath the strain of 
10,000 of the elderly each day be-
coming eligible for Social Security 
and Medicare. The Republicans 
purport to know how changed tax 
incentives will affect corpora-
tions’ and individuals’ decisions, 
and how those decisions will radi-
ate through the economy. Repub-
licans do not know — nobody, in-
cluding the Republicans’ equally 
overconfident critics, does — but 
they might be right, and their wa-
ger is worth trying.

Economics is a science of in-
centives, and like all sciences it is 
never “settled.” Both sides, with 
their thumping predictions, have 
given hostages to the future, which 
will deal harshly with some. Per-
haps most. Possibly all of them.

George Will writes for the Washington 
Post. his syndicated column appears 
sundays and Thursdays.

Board needs 
voice on higher 
ed task force

GOP tax wager is worth the gamble
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