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WHEREAS, the Texas Department of Corrections has notified the Attorney General in Writing that the i k a t e  
population of the Texas Department of Corrections has reached 95% of capacity, as defined by statute and as 
imposed by the agreed order in Ruiz v. h4cCotter; and 

WHEREAS, the Attorney General has certified, in writing, that the inmate population has reached 95% of the 
capacity, as defined above, of the Texas Department of Corrections; and 

WHEREAS, by Senate Bill 215, 70th Legislature, Regular Session, amending the Texas Prison Management Act, 
Article 61840 Texas Revised Civil Statutes, the legislature has required that under these circumstances the Gover- 3 
nor shall certify that an emergency overcrowding situation exists and shall take certain steps to resolve the certified 
overcrowding condition. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, William P. Clements, Jr., Governor of Texas, do hereby certify that an emergency over- 
crowding situation exists among the inmate population of the Texas Department of Corrections. 

FURTHERMORE, under the authority vested in me, I do hereby order the Director of the Texas Department 

This executive order shall be effective immediately and shall be binding as authorized by law. This Executive Order 
may be modified or amended from time to time, as required to carry out the intent of the legislature, until the 
emergency overcrowding condition no longer exists. 

Issued in   us tin, Texas, o n  August 3, 1987. 
William P. Clemenfs, Jr. 

Governor of Texas 

Proclamation WPC 87-2192 
Senate Bill 1, the General Appropriations Bill, has reached my desk for action, having been duly certified 
by the Comptroller of Public Accounts pursuant to Article 111, Section 49a of the Texas Constitution. It 
authorizes an expenditure of $38.3 billion in total funds and $24.04 billion in general revenue funds for fiscat 
1988-1989, after rider adjustments. 

The Texas Legislature this year worked through a regular session and two special sessions in an historic ef- 
fort to control government spending and attempt to set priorities. There is no question that much blood, 
sweat and tears were shed in this effort, and I wish to commend Lieutenant Governor Hobby and Speaker 
Lewis on their,willingness to work with me. I would also like to recognize the members of the Senate Finance 
Committee and the House Appropriations Committee for their hard work over the last seven months, and 
the members of the Conference Committee who drafted the final product now before me in the form of 
Senate Bill 1. But most important of all I believe all Texans owe a tremendous debt of gratitude to those 

spending to a fiscally responsible level. 

For two and a half weeks I have reviewed this budget. It is the critical product of the Legislature's seven- 
month effort. While I commend the Legislature and its leadership for their efforts, there are places that 
can stand additional scrutiny and additional economies. It is in that spirit that I exercise my constitutional 
prerogative of line item veto so that modest advances are made in pursuit of fiscal discipline and budgetary 
integrity. 

My line item vetoes, totaling $167.4 million, will include the elimination of individual aircraft operations 
in specific agencies. The intent is to both save Texas taxpayers significant sums of money, while at the same 
time encouraging agencies to utilize the Aircraft Pooling Board. 

This measure is nothing but a crude attempt at legislative and political blackmail, unbecoming of our Texas 
legislative process. It is hoped that the thinking and the tactics that produced such an insidious measure will 

1 be exorcised prior to the 71st Legislative Session. 

I have long believed that the systems offices throughout our college and university systems are not fully in- 
corporated into their respective institutions. One veto reflects a recommendation originally made in the Policy 
Budget presented to the Texas Legislature in February. To directly quote from that report: "As an economy 
measure. I recommend individual institutions allocate funds from their budget as a substitute for direct revenue 
funding of the system offices. Beside saving money, I hope this system change will Have the positive effect 
of making system offices more sensitive to the needs of their respective institutions." 

'1~ ; Additional veto items include reductions in administrative and bureaucratic costs in the Department of Human 
Services, while other savings are found in higher education and the State Department of Highways and Public 

I Transportation. While a sharp eye was focused on savings, a constant sensitivity to services was maintained 
throughout the budget review process. 

Our state government is in a period of dramatic transition. As never before, each agency, board and com- 
mission must review every expense, must prioritize every program and must ensure to the people of Texas 

t 


