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make that decision next year, and it will take an affirmative
vote. It isn't a matter of saying,well, if you don't vote no,
.it happens, or if you don't vote yes, it happens. We will be
required to make an affirmative vote,and by taking it off the
table and saying this is earmarked money for our problem, to me,
makes good sense.

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r W a r n e r .

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President, members of the Legislature,
S enator Ha n n i b a l has indicated what I was going to say, too,
because it seems the impression has gained momentum that the
m oney was ap p r o p r i a t e d , and it is a contention appropriation
subject to the approval of this body. The l an g uage i s v e r y
clear, the construction and renovation of such projects shall
not begin until such project is approved by the Legislature.
The difference is that you are in a biennial budget issue and
there is $3 million being "reserved" to address the issue in the
second half of the biennium, and that, it seems to me, i s ve r y
prudent. That other alternatives can be developed and should be
developed was the very reason this kind of language was put in
in hopes of being able to do exactly that. The only difference
is, if you adopt Senator Moore's amendment, then next year you
start from scratch. You have no money to reallocate. You h a ve
whatever might be available with all the other competition. I
think we need to address the problems in c or r ec t i on s . There
i sn ' t any question about that. I t i s go i ng t o , i n my op i n i on ,
require some facilities, but in addition to that, it also should
be looking at all the alternatives that are there. I re ad an
interesting d ocument, Senator L andis, from one o f you r
constituents awhile back who did a paper on a lternatives to
i ncarcer a t i o n , masters, I think, o r a d o c t o r s , I b e l i ev e , b ut i n
any event, there are other things to address and that is exactly
what we are proposing is to look at those as we goa long . Th e
other thing I ought to mention, I know that there was s o me
comments, I think, Senator Chambers, you mentioned salaries. Of
course, what was funded is exactly what was negotiated. One can
argue w h e t her t h a t was negotiated by both parties the same or
not, I don't know. Nevertheless, it is what they all agreed to
a nd t h at was f un d e d , which was a 5 p e r c en t i nc r e ase e ach y e a r ,
plus a shift differential increase over the two years as w e l l ,
but I would hope you do not take the money out. And, ag a i n , i t
cannot be spent until this body approves in a f u t u r e se ss i on .
It is reserved but not authorized to spend.
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