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SENATOR V. JOH NSON: Mr. Speaker and members of the
Legislature, I was just going to make a couple of brief
remarks about w hat people perceive as the e ssential
unfairness of a unilateral decision made by the judges to
use monies that we had appropriated in a limited capacity to
fully fund probation officials, including t hose o f t h e
j uveni l e cou r t i n Doug l a s Coun t y , notwithstanding what
appeared to be clear legislative intent to the contrary and
how, in a sense, if we, as Senator Goll states, permit those
judges to get away with it, we open the door for all kinds
of future deficiency appropriations that are f o r ced upon us
when others make unilateral decisions and we a r e s i mp l y
compelled after the fact to make a judgment call as to
whether or not to recognize that u ni l a t e r a l de ci si o n . I
think that particular argument that Senator Goll presents
a nd other s h ave p r e s e n t e d have some merit, in fact, have
considerable merit. The difficulty I am ha v i n g w i t h t he
argument, however, is my memory that year in and year out
when yo u an d I adop t b as i c appropriation bills as each
session come s t o an end, many times our appropr i a t i on
leader, Senator Jerome Warner, wil l i nd i ca t e e i t h e r pu b l i c l y
o r p rivately that ver y l i k e l y , not wi t h st an d i n g the
a ppropr i a t i o n b i l l we h a v e j u st ado p t e d , we are go i n g t o see
a def i c i e n c y a p p r o p r i a t i o n i n t h e following session to pick
up the costs of s uch things as Special Education, in
particular, to pick such things as the cost of Medicaid, in
particular, or to pick up the costs of such things as maybe
the homestead exemption, in particular. In other words,
there have always been times iii o u r l i f e wh e n i n ad o p ti n g a
basic appropriational document we know that there are some
a reas t hat h a ve be en sho r t ch a n ged , so to speak, in that
appropriation bill and that we undoubtedly will have to pick
up that shortchange in a subsequent legislative session.
And I think we have accepted that practice. We certainly
have recognized that practice. N ow, what w e a r e be i n g as k e d
to do today is qualitatively different from that in this
respect. When the original a ppropr i a t i o n s b i l l was a d o p t e d
d uring t h e l a st se ss i o n , i t sp ec i f i c al l y di d not c ont e mp l a t e
this kind of a deficiency that we are picking up. In other
w ords, t h e r e w a s ne v er any b od y wh o s hould h av e h ad a sen s e
that this was a deficiency that was going to be ca l l e d f or
i n a s u b sequent s e s s i o n . So that is a qualitative different
from our other conduct in expending money previously but
then knowing that we would p r o b abl y h a v e t o do a deficit
a ppropr i a t i o n o r deficiency appropriation i n a sub s e q uent
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