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EDITORIAL NOTE

Thxs monograph reports the results of another investigation
-in the Bureau of Business Research series in financial admin-
“istration, “As in the case of other. related publications, the pri- -
mary purpose is to- diseover means of improving finaneial prae-
tice, that is, of finding out how. limited finances may be used to
“secure the greatest possible public service. 'This end:- should be
achieved by direct assistance to state officials and by diffusing
more widely among the citizenry a knowledge of the purposes
_and procedures of financial planning and management. - The
Bureau hopes that this study will directly aid publie officials
and employees and give the. people of the commonwealth more
ingight into the opers,tlons of their state’s agency for fiscal
control:

“The Bureau 1n1t1ated this analysis early in 1944, Mr. Mar-
tin planned the work'and defined its scope. Under his direction
Miss Briscoe did the original research and drafted the report.

- Mr. Martin, with Miss Briscoe’s close collaboration, refmed the
manuseript and prepared it for publication,

The writers are indebted to Mr. Frank D. Peterson former
Director of the Division of Accounts and Control, Kentucky
Department of Finance, and now Comptroller of the University
of Kentucky, and to Mr. Warren M. Van Hoose, present Director
of the Division of Accounts and Control and Assistant Budget

_Director, Kentueky Department of Finance, both of whom gen-
erously gupplied information and both of whom offered valuable
suggestions after reading a draft of the manuseript.

- JAMES W. MARTIN, Director

) o Bureaun of Business Research
August, 1945



THE‘KENTUCKY STATE BUDGET SYSTEM
CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The adoption of a budgetary system is basic to an efficient
and economical management of public affairs. Few public ad-
ministration authorities would dissent from the statements that
no government can have an efficient execution of public activi--
ties unless it has developed an efficient financial system through
which the activities of the government are fed and that no finan-
cial system can prove satisfactory if it is not based securely on
what is known as a budget.

A promiscuous use of the word ‘‘budget’” makes a precise
definition of the term difficult, The word has been loosely
applied to everything and every phase of the budget reform pro-
cess. Many writers have identified a budget with a collection
of papers showing the estimated expenditures and revenues, or
what is more properly called the ‘‘budget document;’’ others
have made it synonomous with a revenue or appropriation act.
‘““‘Budget,”’ as used throughout the following pages, corresponds
to neither of these conceptions, )

The Kentucky statute defines the budget as ‘‘the complete
financial plan for each fiscal year as proposed in the budget
report and modified and adopted by means of the appropriation
and revenue acts’’ (italies supplied).!

The essence of a budget is that it is a financial plan; it is
a government’s work program translated into terms of dollars
and cents. Budgeting embraces both planning future publie
activities and executing these plans. The President of the United
States in his budget message of 1941 gave this deseription :

“The Budget of the United States Government is a
statement that reflects in money terms what the Govern-
ment does for the people and what the people contribute
to the Government.

“In these figures over a course of years are mirrored

1 Acts 1934, chap, 25, art. 1, sec, 2(¢): Kentucky Revised Statutes, 1944
(hereinafter these statutes will be referred to as KRS), sec, 45.010(3).



the changing attitudes of the people toward the growmg
_ needs which they expect their Government to meet. .

A government s plan of action involves, in a broad sense,
deciding what portion of the citizens’ income is to be spent col-
lectively and how it i§ to be spent. The budget has the same’
objective in planning and administering public finance poliey
as it has in private finance, that is, getting the most value from
the dollar in this case the tax dollar.

The budget system is the continuous chain of operatlons and
procedures by which the financial plan, or budget, is formulated,
adopted, and put into action. The budget document is the col-
lection of statements which presents the plan i in a printed form.
Budget systerms as they operate foday did not spring into exis-
tence full grown, but they have evolved gradually and have ex-
panded with changing eonceptions of the responsibilities of gov-
ernment. - If a budget had existed 150 years ago, it would have
been a small one; and the budget system would have had a nar-
row range of activities to cover, consistent with the precept that
“‘that goverrmerit is best which governs least.”’ That conception
no longer obtains, and budget systems now seem to operate under
a philosophy of “‘that government is best which serves most.”’
Certainly, government today extends to its citizens not only
nore protection but more service than it did a eentury ago. .

As the title indicates, this study concerns the Kentucky state
budget system. The primary objective is to describe and evalu-
_ ate the operations of the present system. An attempt is made at
different points to appraise budgeting in Kentueky with a view
of determining whether it is rendering maximum service to the
" governors, their administrative officials, the legislatures, and the
citizens of the state themselves in designing and executing the
‘work program of the state. One method of appraisal is to indi-
cate the progress which has been achieved in budgeting practice
by summarizing the changes in the procedure from the time of
the adoption of the first budget law in 1918 up to the present.
Authoritative literature on budgeting provides another basis of
evaluation. Finally, the Kentucky system is compared in some
. instances with practices and experience in the federal govern-

2The Budget of the United States Government, for the fiscal year end-
ing June, 1941, p. v.
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ment and in other states, since an important yardstick for any
one government unit is the achievement of other government
units. In short, this study is concerned with the budgetary pro-
cess rather than with the budgetary product in terms of dollars
and cents. It is concerned with administrative practices, not
with the financial results of these procedures.



CHAPTER IT
THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE .
KENTUCKY BUDGET SYSTEM

For the first century and a quarter of Kentuecky’s indepen-
‘dent -existence the state’s finanecial management was decidedly
unsystematic, Not only was financial planning largely lacking
but so also were means of effectuating orderly eontrol over cur-
rent revenue and expenditures. As in many other states, the
Kentucky? legislative body did not vote appropriations for each

" agency at every regular session, but permitted expenditures on
blanket, authorizations often many years old.2 This method con-
tinued as the principal one employed in Kentucky until 1934.3
Under the poliey of setting apart special revenues the various
items of expenditure included in the eost of. government were
usually financed in three ways: (1) Certain funections were pro- .
vided for by dedicating certain taxes, or portions of general
taxes; (2) departments or functions of a regulafory or public
service character were authorized to exact fees or other charges
and to use the revenues so derived for their own support; and
(3) the general or administrative cost of government, as well as
smaller expenditures of a miseellaneous charaeter, were provided
for currently by appropriations from any funds in the treasury
not otherwise appropriated.*

THE PRE-BUDGET PERIOD
Financial practices prior to budgeling

The early fiscal practice of the Kentucky state government:
-i$ not surprising in the light of eontemporary federal usage, Our
national government at the turn of this century was the only

11t dp];es.rs that Kenticky was neither better nor worse than the aver-
age state in the matter of financial management. Cf, William Franklin
Willoughby, The Movement for Budgetary Reform in the States, 1918, passim,

2 A, E. Buck, Public Budgeting, 1929, p. 11,
. %In 1934 several of the state’s largest revenue-raisinietaxes were di-
gened fron; apportionment to specific revenue funds to t general fund.
ee PD. 49, :

s+ Report of the Efficlency Commission of Kentucky, The Government of
Kentucky, 1924, p. 68, .
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great nation without a budget system.> Congress raised and
voted in & more or less haphazard manner the many millions of
dollars required annually to operate the federal government.
The basic defect in the pre-budget practices was a fajlure to con-
sider the problem of financing government activities as a whole.
The lack of a prepared plan which would shape and control poli-
cies of action was evidenced in the federal procedure in numer-
cus ways, In the first place, the estimates of expenditures were
prepared by the heads of the various spending agencies without
adherence to any uniform principle. The Secretary of the
Treasury was required to compile the departmental requests in
a so-called ‘‘book of estimates;’’ but he was merely a eompiling
authority and had no power to modify the proposals transmitted
to bim by the heads of the administrative departments, who,
indeed, often submitted modified estimates at a later date and
lobbied with the committees of Congress until they were ap-
proved.® The President could esxercise his general powers to
secure a coordination of the estimates and their conformity to a
general policy, but he had no staff through which he could ef-
fectively exercise the authority.” There was neither a uniform
syvstem of accounts which would produce information needed to
devise a finaneial plan nor an ageney to utilize the information
if it had been available; no standard expenditure classification
by units of organization, functions, or activities, or according
to character and object had been officially adopted.® Procedures
were irregular with respect to getting before Congress statements
of financial needs of the government, and ‘ycongressional treat-
ment of estimates disintegrated still further the process of mak-
ing appropriations. Neither house made any effort to review the
expenditure and revenue estimates together. In fact, the book
of estimates was split up and parceled out to numerous commit-
tees in each house. At one time eight distinet committees in the
House of Representatives, each acting independently of the
others, reviewed what were known as the general appropriation
bills; if a department were refused an appropriation by one

3 A, E. Buck, The Budyet in Governments of Today, 1934, chap. 2, and
op. it B d0,

s Willtam _Franklin Willoughby, The Problem of a Nuational Budget,
1M8, pp. 53, 56, and The National Budget System, 1927, pp. 4-12.

? Lo, cit. * .

* Loc, cit.
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committee, it sometimes applied to another for the same item and
not infrequently met with success.® Under these circumstances
it can be readily seen that both administrators and legislators
failed to sense the signifieance of formulating a comprehensive
plan of financing, of comparing expenditires of one ageney with
those of another in the light of estimated revenues, or viee versa;
of determining the relative merits of the demands on the trea-
sury; and of coordinating the various activities of government
to prevent duplication. Responsibility for the success, or lack
of it, of the voted appropriations in fulfilling financial needs
could be attributed to no one except for the indefinite, general
responsibility always attaching to Congress as a body.

The laws governing the assignment of revenues to funds in
Kentucky were involved and numerous. Many provisions seemed
1o be inspired by the belief that to provide funds without assign-
ing them fo a designated purpose would be contrary to good
practice, a poliey which is irreconcilable with the budget idea of
planning expenditures periodically. To illustrate the complex-

.ity of the system of determining the amounts to be expended on
particular activities, the following law is quoted:

“An annual tax of forty (40) cents upon each one hun-
dred dollars ($100) of value of all property directed to be
assessed for taxation, as herein.provided, shall be paid by
the owner, person or corporation assessed. Of the aggre-
-gate amount of tax realized by all assessments under this
forty (40) cent rate, fifteen cents shall be for the use of the
ordinary expenses of the government, eighteen cents for the
support of the common schools, one cent for the use of the
sinking fund, one and three-quarter cents for the support
and erection of buildings for the University of Kentucky at
Lexington, five-eights of one cent for the support and erec-
tion of buildings for the Eastern State Normal School
located at Richmond, five-eights of one cent for the sup-
port and erection of buildings for the Western State Normal
School Jocated at Bowling Green, and three cents for the
State road fund, and the Auditor of Public Accounts will
make distribution of said tax in accordance with the said
apportionment at the end of each month. ...

This example describes the allocation of the property tax
revennes only ; other taxes were distributed according to varying
formulas. Jn addition certain revenues and receipts, such as
fees, sales of materials, interest, contributions, ete., were credited

® Willoughby, The National Budget System, op. cit., p. ‘14
* 1918 Supplement to Carvoll's Kentucky Statutes, 1915, sec, 4019, -
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directly to a departmental fund to be spent by the agency re-
ceiving the same. Any revenues not specifically dedicated were
considered a part of the general fund, available for legislative
appropriations.

An apparent purpose of this method of financing was to
reduce the labor and responsibilities of current financial ad-
ministration to the minimum. However, trying to minimize ef-
fort in administering the finances had unfortuunate results. The
finances proceeded aecording to the formula of apportionment
set down by law, producing surpluses here and deficits there.
There was no annual or biennial summing up of resources and
adjustments of expenditures taking place in order to make every
dollar go as far as possible and to see that none of the money was
spent extravagantly.

Kentucky not only failed to plan expenditures in advance,
but the state also lacked proper organization for controlling ex-
penditures, In the first place, the Treasury Department did not
have custody of all the state’s cash. Although a number of de-
partments and institutions made use of the Treasury, numerous
agencies maintained their own treasuries and their own bank
accounts.!? This disintegration not only made the problem of
supervision and auditing a more difficult one beeause the insti-
tutional accounting staff and the State Treasurer kept separate
books and documents, which did not always correspond; but it
also meant that miscellaneous income could be retained and spent
without authorization.

Second, there was no unified control over the finances. Six
principal offices, working independently of each other, had im-
portant duties in connection with financial administration.
These were : ’

1. The Office of the Auditor of Public Accounts, which
kept one set of state accounts, issued warrants for the pay-
ment of claims, prepared receipts for money paid into the

1 Efficiency Commission of Kentucky, op. cit., pp. 57, 58 reported in 1924
the following state agencies which maintained independent treasuries: Uni-
versity of Kentucky, Western Normal School, Eastern Normal School, School
for the Deaf, School for the Blind, Western Kentucky Industrial College,
Kentucky Normal and Industrial Institution for Colored Persons, Confeder-
ate Home, Department of Health, and severa)l smaller units like the State
Board of Accountancy. Although this report relates to a date later than
the period under discussion, it is apparent from the language of the report
that & simtlar, and possibly worse, situation prevailed at an earlier period.



Treasury, audxted settlements of county off.xcers sent in
“to the ‘capitol, and performed other related duties*

2. . The Office of the State Treasurer, which kept another
set .of state accounts, had -custody of the funds of the-com-
monwealth, and had control over the actual drawings from
the state deposxtorles

.8. The Office of the State Tax Commission, which bad
general supervision over the assessment and collection. of
many of the important revenues of the state, mcludmg
supervision over the local assessment of property taxes.

4, The Office of the State Inspector and Examiner, which
.was required to audit the Auditor’s and:Treasurer’s ac-
‘counts once a year and investigate them monthly and was
-authorized fo Investigate-the conduct of any other officer
of the state who received state monies or managed or con-
4rolled any state property.”

5.  The Office of the Governor, Wthh had general responsi-
bility for seeing that the work to be done by the other state
dificers was properly performed.®

6. The Office of the Sinking-Fund Commlssxon, which was
responsible for handling the transactions necessitated by
the bonds of the commonwealth and for installing a uni-
form system of accounting and reporting.’"

‘The budget idea is very nearly the exact opposite of the
system just described. In the first place, the budget is a plan
of ‘expenditures aiming to appropriate only for needs that are
‘clearly demonstrated to exist and to make no money ‘available
before the negds have been thoroughly examined. Second, a
budget system aims to give eontrol of the resources to those to
whom such eontrol properly belongs, namely, the representatives -
of the people, by means of a periodieal review of expenditures
and revenues. At the same time the budget system lodges con-
trol in the representative assembly, it aims to place definite
responsibility upon each administration to plan and manage the
finances for each fiscal period, so that money available may be
used to the greatest possible advantage in meeting current de-
mands on the treasury within the limits preseribed by the Gen-
eral Assembly.

Development of the budget concept

In the first decade of the twentieth century the machinery .
of administration was not a subject of popular interest, ‘and the

B Qarroll's Kentucky Statutes, 1915, secs. 143 et. geq. .
wCarroll’s Kentucky Statutes, 1915, secs, 4686- 4638, 4697, :
3‘1918 Supplement to Carrolls Kentucky Statutes, 1915 secs. 4114i-11

Ie(,'ar'roll’s Kentucky Statutes, 1915, Secs, 4623, 4630,
. 1 Rentucky Constitution, sec.
1 Carroll’s Kentucky Statutes, 1915 secs., 4592 et. seq.

et, 8
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word ““budget’’ was seldom used by the American people. It
had no news value in itself; but other stories of the rising tax
rate, money wasted, the rapid rise in the cost of government,
and abuses of public officials did attract the attention of the
press and the publie. So it was that the results of slip-shod and
systemless financial practices set a few individuals to thinking
in terms of administrative reform and a budget—a budget as a
means of holding officers accountable for their actions, a budget
as a means of telling the people in advance why money was
wanted, a budget as a means of planning for services and locat-
ing responsibility for the plans, a budget as a eommunity pro-
gram to be financed.18 -

At this stage in the development of public interest bureaus
of munieipal research were organized to study the finaneial
procedure, organization, and management of city governments.1®
The oldest of these, the New York Bureau of Municipal Research,
established in 1906, immediately inaugurated a study of local
budgetary needs.?® The campaign generally spread from the
cities to the national government and from there to the states.
Perhaps the largest single contribution to the promotion of pub-
lic interest in the budget system was made by President Taft’s
Commission on Economy and Efficiency. This notable Commis-
sion, composed of five experienced authorities, was organized in
1910 under the chairmanship of Frederick A. Cleveland of the
New York Bureau of Municipal Research.?l QOne.of its most
important inquiries resulted in a report, ‘‘The Need for a Na-
tional Budget,”’ which President Taft sent to Congress with a
message of approval in 1912, the first oceasion that any respon-
sible officer of the national government had advocated the
budget idea.22 The Commission also went so far as to prepare a
budget for the President to submit; but both the report and the
budget went no further than the committee on appropriations,

8 Frederick A, (‘leveland and A. E. Buck, The Budget and Responsible
Government, 1920, p. 75.

vA E Buck “The Development of the Budget Ydea in the United
States,” Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science,
May, in24, p. 31; Frederick A. Cleveland, “Evolution of the Budget Idea in
the United States " Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science, Nov., 191‘3 n 32.

%* Buck, loc. cit.

% Ibid., p. 32. h

® House Documents, 62nd Cong 2nd sess., 1911-1912, vol. 113, doc. 864;
and Cleveland, op. cit,, pp.
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largely because the President had lost' much of his support in
‘Congress.2® However, the work of the Taft Commission had

far-reaching effects on the states. ‘This report, fiscal reform

organizations, certain local finanecial conditions, and far-sighted

leadership favored improved financial planning. So several of

the state legislatures began making studies of their administra-
. tive methods and considering budget systems as a means of im-
proving the management of government finance.

" Although Kentucky was not the first state to adopt a budget
plan, it was not the last.2¢ In 1918 in the following message
Governor A, O. Stanley recommended that the legislature enact
a budget law:

“The new tax system bids fair to raise sufficient rev-
‘enue to meet the current expenses of the State and to
" afford a balance for a sinking fund, to be applied in the

liquidation of the State’s existing indebtedness. In order
-that this income may be economically and judicially ex~
geilded, a budget system should be inaugurated without
-delay. . . . .

“The General Assembly cannot very well estimate the
expenses of the Commonwealth under our present methods
of making expenditures. The General Assembly should

-have before it at each regular session a complete list of
all acts providing for the payment of money from the
- freasury of the State. The needs of the various institutions
and departments of the government may not remain the
same from year to year. If the legislature should assemble
all acts appropriating money into one act and re-enact such
law with such changes as might be necessary at every regu-
lar session, the General Assembly could intelligenily esti-
‘mate the expenses of the Commonwealth and fix the tax
rate. for each fiscal year. , . . Under this plan the General
Assembly could have control over the expenditure of the
public funds of the State and could economize by reducing
appropriations so as to bring them within the estimated
revenue when such step might be found necessary.”®

In the same year Senator J. W. Harlan introduced an aet
‘creating a Budget Appropriation Commission and providing for
a budget method of ascertaining the expenditures of the various
agencies of the state government.2® The act passed in both the
House of Representatives and the Senate with practically no
negative votes.2?

:%Villo\égl&)'. op.ta({i.t-, bD. t2%1. b23(1 .
. wenty-three states enacted budget laws prior to 1918, .
and Buck op, ot 108 3:4 P L] Cf. Cleveland
* House Journal, 1918, vol. 1, p. 36,
% Renate Journal, 1918, vol. 1, p. 68, .
- MT&@ v.oit‘:a :\‘rlass S.a%fﬂn}}aﬂve. ‘l’md Z,Ine%%lve, ?in %he Houge and 2286'
affirmative, e Senate. ouse Journal, 1 vol, X 1328
Senate Jowrnal, 1918, vol. 1, p. 423, ! ’ » pp. 1327,
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TuE First KENTHCKY BUDGET Law

Provisions of the 1918 act?8

The first provision of the budget law was one creating a
Budget Appropriation Commission composed of the Governor as
chairman, the chairman of the State Tax Commission, and the
State Auditor, all of whom served without additional compensa-
tion. The Commission had but one function, namely, the
preparation of budgets and the drafting of appropriation bills—
both for submission to the General Assembly.

To accomplish its purpose, the law required the various of-
fices and departments receiving or expending state money to
file statements of receipts and disbursements for the two preced-
ing fiscal years and estimates of expenditures required and of
revenues expected for the next two ensuing years with the Bud-
get Commission on January 1 of each year in which the General
Assembly convened. The estimated receipts were to be shown
by ““source’’ and the estimated expenditures by ‘‘purpose’’ as
follows (however, a different classification ecould be prescribed
by the Commission) : salaries, maintenance and operation, sup-
plies, repairs, and permanent improvements. The heads of each
of the spending agencies were designated as the responsible offi-
cials to compile these statements, exeept that the State Auditor
filed the statements of the legislative and judicial branches.
Likewise on the first of January of every other year the State -
Treasurer furnished the Budget Appropriation Commission with
a summary of the financial condition of the state as of the end
of the last fiscal year, showing the total amount of receipts and
expenditures of the Treasury Department, total state debt, sink-
ing fund requirements, and ‘an estimate of income for each year
of the ensuing biennium. The Commission met on or before the
fifth of January of the assembly year and eontinued meeting
until a budget report was prepared. In examining the state-
ments submitted by the spending agencies the Commission could
avail itself of the assistance of the State Inspector and Examiner,
who had power to subpoena witnesses and who, because of his
other duties, was familiar with the operations and eonditions of
the various departments.

® Acts 1918, chap. 12.
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* The Commission submitted the result of its work in the
form of a report with accompanying appropriation bills, one for
each of the fiscal years next ensuing, to the General Assembly
-before the third Monday of its session. These dates indicate that
the whole task of budget preparation was econsummated in the
period of less than a month. ' In the event of failure of the As.
-sembly to pass appropriation bills in any year, the law authorized
expendltules on the basis of the preceding year’s appropriations
until new appropriations were made

Inmv,mtwns of the law
. Although the budget law of 1918 mdlcated that Kentucky
had expressed approval of the budget idea of periodically plan-
ning and reviewing the finances of the state, in actual fact the
law failed to accomplish the management of its finances accord-
ing to a budget plan, first, because it left the resources tied up
under the statutory. apportionment scheme, second, because it
~ made no provision for controlling. expenditures according to
© “‘budgeted’’ appropriations, and third, because it failed to de- -
velop the budget staff sufficiently so that it could effectxvely
bring in information and control expenditures.
For the year ending June 30, 1923, the gross revenues of the
' state’ amounted to approximately $21 million; of this amount
* over $13 million was automatically set apart by prior legislation
into six major special funds, leaving a balance of less than $8
. million in the general fund to which the budget in reality ap-
plied.?* And even in the general fund there were several minor,
special accounts consisting of revenues which were available only
“for certain uses as already prescribed by the statutes of prior
. years.®® But this is not the whole story; the $21 million gross
revenues mentioned above comprised only such revenues as were
taken into the Treasury with the receipts of departments and
institutions which were not reported to the Auditor and de-
posited with the State Treasurer wholly unaccounted for, It is
“apparent that in essence the new budget proeedure fulfilled just
the function of the old annual appropriation act, providing for
the general and miscellaneous expenses of government, and no
more,

» Efficiency Commission of Kemucky, op mt, »p. 70, 71,
* Lao, oit.
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No mention was made in the law of a scheme of allotting
appropriations, keeping a budget ledger, or otherwise providing
methods of controlling expenditures. The old system of sub-
mitting elaims to the Auditor of Publie Accounts, who issued
warrants to the State Treasurer for their payment, continued
without alteration. So far as spending agencies were concerned,
the new ‘‘budget system’’ meant only that they were required
biennially to submit certain information to the Budget Commis-
sion; and after appropriations were made, they proceeded under
the old methods. ' /

The plan followed in the 1918 law was that of having a com-
mission of three administrators responsible for the preparation
of the budget. Although most budget authorities writing in the
early period of budget development had advocated making the
chief executive the responsible official for preparing the finan-
cial plan,3! several of the first state laws, like Kentueky’s, did
not recognize the need for gubernatorial leadership.32 The
membership of administrative officials on the Kentucky Com-
mission indicates that the framers of the law had the idea of an
executive budget system, for such a system is based on leader-
ship by executive officials. However, a commission form of
budget-making authority makes for divided and hence dissi-
pated responsibility. The personnel of the Budget Commission
was not suitable for the supervision of the budget machinery.
Arguments could be readily advanced for obtaining the advice
of the Auditor of Public Aceounts, the principal finaneial officer
of the state, and of the chairman of the Tax Commission, the
principal revenue officer, in preparing the budget; but whatever

# Cf., for example, Buck, -loc. cit.; Cleveland and Buck, op. cit., pp.
126-129; Cleveland, op. cit,, pu. 71 ff.; 8. Gale Lowrie, "The Proner Function
of the State Budget,” Aunals of the American Academy of Dolitical and
Social Science, Nov., 1815, p. 49; Emerson C, Harrington, “The Executive
Budget,” Proceedings of the Governor's Conference, 1916, pp. 25 ff.; Rufus
E. Miles, “The Budget an() the Legislature,” Annals of the American Academy
of Political and Social Science, Nov., 1915, pp, 42-44; Willoughby, The Move-
ment for Budgetary Reform in the States, op, cit,, p. 182 and The Problem
of @ National Bndyet, op. cit., pp. 30, 31. Edward A. Fitzpatrick, Budget
Making in « Democracy, 1918, passim was one outstanding authority who
endorsed preparation of the budget by the legislature. For a summary of
a debate on the relative merits of an “executive budget” and a “legislative
budget” see IFrederick P. QGruenberg, “The Executive vs. the Legislative
Budget,” National Municipal Review, Mar., 1918, pp. 167-173.

2 Seven of the first twelve laws enacted in 1911 and 1913 fixed responsi-
bility for preparation of the budget plan either upon a board or commission
or upon the legislature, Cleveland and Buck, ap. cit,, p. 124, 1t may be
significant that under Kentucky's 1918 law two of the three Budget Com-
mission members were the Governor and his appointee, the Chairman of the
State Tax Commisslon.
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information these officers could give could be completely set

" forth in typewritten statements without conferring upon them
equal authority with the Governor in making decisions upon the
estimates. It was, according to the Efficiency Commission of
Kentucky, ““practically a farce for the heads of great depart-
ments like Roads, Education, Charities, and Health to have to
bring their requests to the Auditor of Publie Accounts and the
chairman of the Tax Commission.’’33 '

One of the most serious faulis of the first budget law was
failure to provide for adequate staff assistance. It is impossible
for anyone who is at all familiar with the difficulties of budget
‘making to imagine a successful budget without a staff to handle
the problems of form and content and to do investigational work.
The Kentucky law not only failed to make provisions for such a
staff, but also stipulated that no extra clerical expenses incident
to the work of preparing the budget report could be incurred.
The Commission served without additional compensation, and
its members were aided only in that they could direct the State
Inspector and Examiner to make investigations for them.

Administration of the act , )

After the budget act was passed, it would have been possible
to develop forms and procedures supported by a more or less
adequate accounting system which would have produced the
information necessary for the control of state finances within the
limits of control covered by the budget. Moreover, by the de-
velopment of the budget within its legal limitations it should
have been possible to present clearly and convineingly the diffi-
culties under which the system labored and possibly to have ob-
tained Telief from some of these limitations. Apparently, none
of this was done; the duties imposed upon the Budget Commis-
sion were performed in the most perfunctory manner,34

A first essential in producing a budget report is the com-
pilation of some general statements, summarizing revenues, ex-
penditures, treasury conditions, indebtedness, and all other ele-
ments entering into the finanecial situation, for use in laying out
a financial program for the ensuing year. In the report of the
Budget Commission relative to the years ending June 80, 1923,

= Op, eit.,, p. T
© 71bid, p. 13
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and June 30, 1924, the only statement of a general charaecter was
a brief one of 1921 treasury receipts and disbursements and out-
standing warrants, as compared with the ‘‘probable amount of
revenue’’ and “‘approximate need of revenue’’ for the fiscal
years ending in 1923 and 1924.3% Xxcept for a reference to the
ommission of federal grants the statement gave no indication of
what was included in the revenue estimate figure; it wholly
ignored the special fund problem and so opened the way for the
grossest sort of misconception; there was no suggestion as to
what funetions the expenditure estimate figure covered.®® As a
summary statement it was not only inadequate but misleading.
The law required the State Treasurer to supply the Budget Com-
mission with information. concerning the state’s financial condi-
tion. However, both his accounts and those of the Auditor of
Public Accounts recorded only cash receipts and disbursements,
and not transactions at the time obligations were ineurred.’?
Furthermore, no appropriation accounts were kept in the Audi-
tor’s office.38 In short, the accounting system was not geared to
produce the essential information upon which to build the budget
plan.

The detailed schedules of estimates were not much more
" helpful than the general summary statement, since they failed to
differentiate between expenditures from special funds and from
the general fund, failed to classify requests as prescribed in the
law, and failed to recapitulate revenues according to source and
fund.®® In brief, the problem of obtaining detailed information
that would materially assist the legislature in finally arriving at
the eorrect amounts to appropriate was not solved, and probably
could not have been completely solved without provision for a
qualified budget staff to make an extended study of financial
conditions and needs and without an accounting system to pro-
duce budgetary information. The Commission did not have the
staff and did not take the opportunity to make the most of the
State Inspector and Examiner’s service, but instead the already

* Ibid., p. 74. Also note that the two fiscal years were treated in the
one statement despite the legal stipulation that a budget plan be prepared
for each fiscal year of the biennium.

% Loe, cit.

¥ Conference with Mr. Warren Van Hoose, Assistant Budget Director,
Kentucky Department of Finance, Sept. 6, 1944,

¥ Efficiency Commission of Kentucky, op. cit.,, p, 162,

® 1bid., pp. 75, 76.
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over'worked Assistant Auditor of- Publie Accounts was selected -
as the clerical assistant to the Budget Commission. 40 .

Kentiicky, however, was not a singular example of state
failure to install a thoronghgoing budget system. Mr. A. E.
Buek, writing in 1924, said: .

“Although several states have had budget legislation-on
their -statute books for almost ten years, they have made
very little progress in the direction of a real budget system,
that is, one that makes for careful planning and estab-
lishes control over expenditures after appropriations have
been authorized. ™ .

- His expldnation of this lack of progress is much like that
which applied to Kentucky, namely, the failure to spend enough
time on budget work, lack of staffs to gather essential budget in-
formation, and the failure to recognize the budget as a complete
plan.42 ' ’ ) - k
. Revisions Mape sy mHE LAw oF 1926
: Contents of the lawt® - L
) Two changes effected by the 1926 law indicate that the 1926

(eéneral Assembly was making an effort to correct the funda-
mental faults of the first budget law. ) .
“In the first place, an atiempt was made definitely to center
- responsibility for the preparation’ of a budget plan upon some
officer. The Budget Commission was retained, but the Office of
State Budget Officer was created to perform all the duties rela-
tive to preparing a budget report. :The State Tnspector and Ex-
aminer was designated as the Budget Officer and made ex-
officio secretary of the Budget Commission. In addition to
preparing the budget report at the direction of the Commission,
the Inspector and Examiner was required to enforce the pro-
visions of the 1926 law and to make a regular investigation of all
state offices.- This latter requirement was obviously meant to
make the budgeting procedure more than a biennial conference
and to provide for studying the needs of the spending agencies to
a fuller extent. The law on this point read:

“In addition to his duties as hereinbefore prescribed,
the State Budget Officer shall make regular investigations -

- @ Ibid., p. 17, s .
a “Progress in State Budget Making,” National Municipal 8
1924, pp. 24, 25. 19 nicipal Review, Jan.,
2 Loc. cit.
4 Acts 1926, chap. 170.
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of all State offices. He shall report to the Governor on
each and every budget unit at least once each year, and

under the direction of the Governor, shall prepare the ma- °

terial for a report to the General Assembly concerning each

budget unit for the use of the Governor. The Governor
shall submit a full and complete report to the second ses-
sion of the General Assembly during his administration as

to the development, functions, organization, business

methods, expenditures and operations of each budget unit

and as to the State adminisiration as a whole, together
with any recommendations he may have for improvements

in administration.”*

The Budget Officer, however, had no vote on any matter
which came before the Commission; his position was that of an
advisor and of a staff assistant. He was required also to serve
the General Assembly in the same. capacity, for the law sitpulated
that : '

“From the time of the submission of the budget to the
General Assembly until the appropriation bills shall have
been finally disposed of, the Budget Officer shall be at the
disposal of the General Assembly or any of the appropria-
tion committees thereof, and shall devote his entire time
to the work of the appropriation committees under the-
direction of the respective chairmen.”®
A second fundamental aspect of the 1926 law evidenced the

recognition on the part of its framers of the need of setting up
machinery to control expenditures to keep them within the
bounds of the appropriations. The Auditor of Public Accounts
was required to keep a budget ledger as a part of the records of
his office. At the beginning of each fiscal year he was to eredit
the budget ledger with the funds set apart and appropriated by
the budget appropriation act to each budget unit; all warrants
thereafter drawn were to designate the budget fund from which
the same were payable and the amount entered upon the budget
ledger, The Auditor had no authority to issue a warrant in ex-
cess of any budget fund, and any warrants so issued were illegal.
The Auditor also had the power to decide any issues as to the
meaning of the terms used in the appropriation aet, but the
budget units conld appeal to the Commission in cases of complete
disagreement. The law was emphatic on the point that the
terms and provisions of the budget and appropriation act should
constitute binding limitations upon expenditures from the

“ Aote 1926, chap. 170, sec. 2.
% Acts 1926, chap. 170, sec. 16.
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treasury. Transfers between classes of expenditure for any one
budget unit were permitted upon the written approval of the
Budget Commission; and appropriations for eontingencies and -
special items were made available only after approval by the
Governor of the individual items of the proposed expenditures.

Other provisions designed to facilitate the budget procedure
were: shifting back the date on which the estimates were sub-
mitted by the heads of the departments to November 15 of the
assembly year and the date on which the Commission met to
consider such estimates to December 21, in order to allow more
time for preparation of the budget report; and stipulating in
mere exact language the contents of the budget document in
order to assure its preparation in a useful form. It is interesting
that the law required the Governor to ‘‘ prepare recommendations
as to each budget item for two fiscal years next ensuing, which
shall be presented in the budget report presented to the General
Assembly, . . .”® although the Commission was retained in
much the same eapacity as the 1918 law.’

‘' New wine i old bottles”

The 1926 budget law was adequately deseribed by one ad-
ministrator in these words, ‘‘The law had teeth in it, but it was
like putting new wine in old bottles.”’¢” Continuation of the
old scheme of assigning tax revenues to specific functions and
permitting the retention of other receipts by the various budget
units for their own use made the stipulation that no expenditures
could be made except by virtue of an appropriation aet a super-
ficial one. TUntil the biennial appropriation act really appro-
priatéd money to the spending agencies aceording to a precon-

- ceived plan which took into consideration the relative needs, '
instead of appropriating aceording to an outworn formula of
tax apportionment, the budget system could bhe no more than a
half-way measure, which did not funetion in practice aceording
to the theory of its purpose.

The control by the Auditor of Public Accounts over the
expenditures was perfunetory. There was no carefully kept and
adequate record of all financial transactions to exercise compul-

 ®Acts 1926, chap. 170, sec, 13. :
¢ Conference with Mr. Warren Van Hoose, Sept. 6, 1944,
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sion onthe various departments and agencies to abide by the
budget as adopted until after 1936. Prior to fiscal 1935, in fact,
no budget ledger was kept ; but instead the vouchers were merely
filed as they came into the Auditor’s office; to ascertain the
charges against a particular budget fund at any given moment
required adding all the vouchers filed under the fund up to that
time.#® Because there was necessarily some delay in the raceipt
and payment of bills for supplies after they had been ordered
and because the status of a given fund was not readily accessible,
purchase orders were often placed without available money to
pay the bills.#®* When the warrants came to the Treasurer’s
office and there was no money on which to write a check, he
stamped the warrant ‘‘interest-bearing,’”” and it was returned to
the claimant5° As a consequence of those conditions, the inter-
est-bearing warrants outstanding against the state were over $25
million by 1936.51

Finally, the State Inspector and Examiner could devote
only a part of his time to the budget function. Although the
creation of the post of State Budget Officer may have been an
effort to assure adaquate preparation of a budget report, which
would be based on a thorough and continuous investigation of
financial needs and practices according to sound budget theory,
other duties of the State Inspector and Examiner consumed
most of his time; and he could devote little attention to budget
work.®? At any rate, budget recommendations based on an ex-
haustive study of departmental needs would have had ‘‘no teeth”’

as long as most appropriations resulted from tax allocation
formulas. .

In short, the 1926 law failed to reach to the roots of the dif-
ficulties embedded in Kentucky’s system of fiscal administration.
It superimposed a comparatively sound budget system upon a
financial structure which prevented its effective operation.

# Loc. cit.

* Loc. cit. Also see Gov. A. B. Chandler, Kentucky Government, 1935-
1939, p. 17.

% Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, former Director of the
Division of Accounts and Control, Kentucky Department of Finance, now
Comptroller of the University of Kentucky, Oct. 18, 1944,

8 Commonwealth of Kentucky, The Ezecutive Budget, for the biennium
1940-42, p. 47.

8 Conference with Mr, Warren Van Hoose, Sept. 6, 1944,
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LEGISEATION OF 1934 AND 1936 -

"The Budget and Financial- Administration Act of 1934 and
the Governmental Reorganization Act of 1936 are the two prin-
cipal bulwarks of legislation under which'the Kentucky budget
.System how operates. The functioning of the present system is

“developed at length in the subsequent chapters; the analysis

of these two and related laws at this pomt serves to 1ntroduce the
‘setting.

The Budgel and Fi_na‘ncial Administration Act and
the Administrative Reorganization Act of 193458
The 1934 budget act embraced budgeting, accounting, pre-
“auditing, treasury administration, post-auditing, and fiscal re-
porting.. It was a thoroughgeing reform in financial legislation,
and it operated in conjunction with a nominally changed ad-
‘ministrative structure.

(1) ~Organization for financial administration. On the
face of the  Administrative Reorganization Act of 1934, far-
reaching change in the structure of the state government was
effected. . Purportedly financial administration was a good deal

: mbdified. The reorganization was rendered innocuous by the
_terms of the law however; for each pre-existing officer was di-
rected to “‘exereise all the powers, duties, and functions now
vested in his office by the Constitution and laws of the State

154,

(2) * Budget legislation. The 1934 budget act provided
that the Governor, by and wifh the advice and assistance of the
State Budget Officer and the Board of Finance, should prepare
and submit a budget report presenting a complete financial plai;
_for each fiscal year of the ensuing biennium to the General As-

sembly at each regular sessio. The aet outlined the proeedure
to be followed in preparmg the report and the contents of the
document.’s

A system of allotments to distribute expendlture of appro-
priations over the entire fiscal period was installed; and a con-

:ﬁbn 1934, chaps. 25 and 15’5
- cts 1934, chap. 155, art. 1, sec. 1, art, §
sec. 1, art. 6, sed. 1, art. 7, sec. 1, art 1o et e sec i art. 19, art. 21
sec. 1, art. 22, sec. 1.

SSubsequent Chapters IV and ¥ describe the operations of the law
on this point in full
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trol over the incurring of obligations was established by a method
of pre-auditing purchase orders, payrolls, and other vouchers to
ascertain whether they were legal and whether there was an
allotted appropriation to cover the expenditure. The apportion-
ment and pre-audit scheme is an elementary prerequisite to ef-
feetive budget control, and the adoption of these methods in
1934 was a progressive step in Kentucky budget procedure. The
successful operation of the allotment method necessitated intro-
ducing new methods of accounting. The law took note of this
fact and directed the State Budget Officer to install a unified
and integrated system of accounts for the state, exclusive of the
accounts required to be maintained by the Auditor of Public
Accounts, which were provided for under the provisions of the
Budget and Financial Administration Act. However, although
the Auditor set up a simple hand-kept budget ledger which
greatly improved earlier procedures, an effective accounting
system was not made & part of the state’s financial structure
until after 1936. The statute required current administrative
reports to provide a measure of the amount and the tempo of
the work done, as well as the efficiency of the various agencies,
to be furnished to the Governor, the Board of Finanee, and the
budget units.

The Governmental Reorganization Act of 1936.°

To change or not to change the existing structure of Ken-
tucky state government was an important issue in the guberna-
torial campaign of 1935. It was alleged that there had been a
fake governmental reorganization in 1934, and eandidate A. B.
Chandler promised the people of Kentucky a reorganization
“from top to bottom,”” which would result in economical man-
agement of the affairs of the commonwealth.57 One of his early
acts after election was to appoint an unofficial reorganization
commission, the chairman of whiech was the Honorable J. C. W.
Beckham, a former Governor of Kentueky.58 The Commission
worked closely with the General Assembly on the bill for reor-
ganization, ‘which produced the following results. The existing

% Acts 1936, 1st spec. sess., chap. 1.

% James W. Martin, “State of Kentucky Reorganizes its Finances,”
The Tax Magazine, May, 1936, p. 279.

@ Loce. ¢it.
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agencies and departments were consolidated into seven constitu-
tional administrative departments—the Governor’s Office, De-
partment of State, Department of Law, Department of Treasury,
Department of Agriculture, Labor, and Statistics, Department of
Edueation, and Department of Military Affairs; ten statutory
administrative departments—Department of Finance, Depart-
mient of Revenue, Department of Highways, Department of
Welfare, Department of Health, Department of Industrial Re--
lations, Department of Business Regulation, Department of .
Conservation, Department of Library and Archives, and Depart-
ment of Mines and Minerals; and six independent agencies—
Anditor of Publie Accounts, Legislative Council, Board of Elec-
tion Commissioners, Railroad Commission, State Racing Com-
mission, and Public Service Commission. The least desirable
changes were the retention of the Department of Mines and
Minerals, which might have been coordinated with the general
-Department of Industrial Relations, stace both agencies per-
formed funetions of a regulatory pature pertaining to industrial
relations, and the retention of an independent state school for
the deaf at the same time that all other such institutions were
integrated with some general administrative department.5® In
the process of integration, too, the act made use of the single-head
administrator prineciple, except that in the cases of agencies hav-
ing quasi-judicial or quasi-legislative functions, boards were
created. - Except for the offices supervised by elective officials,
the departments were directed by the Governor’s appointees ac-
cording to the principle that the Gévernor should be responsible
for managing the administration.

A pre-eminent place was given to the Department of Fi-
mance in the reorganization plan. Only the Tllinois, Ohio, and a
few other state plans approached the Kentucky scheme in the
extent to which it assigned to the Department financial eontrol
over the work of the state administration.®® The Department was
legally set up for administrative purposes in four divisions to
perform the funetions of budgeting, accounting control, purchas-
ing and managing public properties of the state, and personnel
supervision. The old Board of Finance was superseded, and the

o Ibid., p. 280.  Subsequently the work of the State Department of Mines
and Minerals has been somewhat extended.

© Loc. ‘c{t
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Division of the Budget in the new Department of Finance re-
placed the State Inspector and Examiner as the budget staff
ageney to assist the Governor in preparing and execnting the
budget plan according to the procedure adopted in the Budget
and Financial Administration Act of 1934. Another contribu-
tion to sound budgeting made in 1936 was the provision for ade-
quate reecord-keeping facilities. The Public Administration
Service was employed by the Governor to install modern ae-
counting mechanisms, such as machine posting, to replace the
pen budget ledger used from 1934 to 1936.8¢

Under the new arrangement the Auditor of Public Accounts
was no longer charged with comptroller functions. The reor-
ganization gave him the status of a real post-auditor, so that after
the term of the Auditor then in office he would review all finan-
cial transactions after they had been completed and report on
their eorrectness to the Governor, the General Assembly, and the
people.

It is fair to say that the governmental set-up after 1936 was,
for the first time in Kentucky’s history, such as not to impede
effective administration of the public finances. The modernized
structure for administering the finances in general and the ae-
counting and budgetary control machinery in particular estab-
lished the possibility of having good finaneial administration;
however, these mechanisms could not guarantee smooth func-
tioning. The next task was to utilize the techniques provided by
the General Assembly to effect an efficient public finanee opera-
tion in the state. The degree to which this has been done is
discussed in the following chapters.

Changes in the disposition of revenue ,

The old system of apportioning tax receipts to specific
functions was materially altered by 1934 legislation. The Gen-
eral Assembly in that year provided:

“The aggregate amount of State tax realized by the
assessment made of and levied upon real estate, all assess-
ments of franchise, shares of stock, money in hands, notes,
bonds, accounts and other credits, whether secured by
pledge, mortgage or otherwise, or unsecured, and the tax
on bank deposits and upon shares of building and loan asso-
ciations and upon funds realized from the collection of

@ Loc¢. cit.; Gov, A. B. Chandler, loc. cit.
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mhentance tax levied in Kenfucky and the aggregate
amount of all other state revenue realized from every other -
source whatsoever, ‘excepting operating recexpts and/or
revolving fund accounts ... and further excepting the gaso-
line tax, automobile llcense, motor. bus license, truck license
and drivers’ license, shall be credited to the General Fund
for the use of the expenses of government.”® -
~ This prov1s1on was fundemental in making the Budget and
Finanecial Administration Act of value. In substance, it meant
that the state adopted the policy of budgeting, or planning, the
allocation of all its income with the exceptions provided in the
act.% The appropriation act henceforth could represent an
actual appropriation based on a budget plan, instead of a mere
" review of tax apportionment formulas,

6@ Acts 1934, chap. 154,

% Jt is important to point out that the exceptions amount to more than
half of the total. See Table I in the following chap er.



CHAPTER III
THE CURRENT CONCEPT OF BUDGETING

The foregoing chapter has shown how Kentucky, like other
states, turned to budget making in the search for responsible
government and has described the developments in Kentucky’s
budget procedure. This and the following chapters attempt to
describe in detail the operations of the present budget system of
the state.

Three aspects of budget theory which merit special attention
because of their influence on the effective operation of a budget
system are: (1) emphasis on the central position of the chief
executive in formulating and eontrolling the financial policy of
the state; (2) a trend toward a more systematic use of budgeting
~ as a tool of planning and management; and (3) recognition of
the principle that a budget system must comprehend all revenues
and all expenditures in order to prevent fiscal maladjustments.
These precepts are highly correlated in their influence on the
management of public finances. In other words, effective guber-
natorial leadership depends upon the degree to which the budget-
ing procedure and the budget staff agency are developed to
serve as tools of planning and management; and, conversely, a
highly developed budget system may stalemate if the executive
does not recognize the service it can be to him. Finally, both of
these factors are potent only with respect to that amount of the
state’s finances which are subjected to budget processes.

Tae Executive Bupcer!

Executive budgets were a part of a process of unifying
authority in the executive branch of government to combat irre-
sponsible government. The extreme doctrine of the separation
of executive from legislative and judicial branches of govern-
ment with its emphasis on ‘‘checks and balances’’ interfered
with executive responsibility for governmental administration.

1This term is used most commonly to refer to the delegation of the re-
sponsibility for budget preparation to the chief executive, but the eXecutive
hudget system may also grant special powers with respect to the adoption
and execution of the budget program,
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In faet, some political thinkers believed that government could
best be kept responsible to the people by: (1) diffusing the power
in the repregentative legislatures and curbing the executive; and
(2) making the government weak in the scope of its activities in
accordance with the laissez-faire principle.2
Experience over a period of a few decades discredited both .
- these conceptions. The practice of ‘‘log.rolling,’’ the extrava-
gance of the “‘pork barrel,”” the frequent absence of effective
fiseal leadership, and the slowness of legislative action indicated
that it was a mistake to make the legislature responsible for de-
“tails of activities and methods of administration—that that body
could propose, discuss, decide, but it was seemingly disqualified
for “‘doing.”’ At the same time the change in the economic de-
velopment of the country from an agrarian to a predominantly
urban population, from individual to large, impersonal corpor-
ate enterprises, created a social environment which necessitated
making new and complex regulations in the interest of liberty.
The need was gradually felt for the state to widen its sphere of -
activities. As new functions were assumed, they were first as-
signed to the elective officials, the secretary of state, the state
treasurer, the state auditor, ete.; also independent offices were
created to administer a part of these new activities. Because
these agencies were relatively irresponsible, the lawmakers
strengthened the chief executive’s authority over them and then
sought ‘comprehensive reorganizations of the state governmental
machinery.® .

" The need to re-examine and rebuild the structure eventnated
in reeognition of the governor’s responsibility for directing the
administrative activities of the state. The executive budget has,
perhaps, contributed more than any other single factor to this
end. To a large extent, subjecting to the chief executive’s finan-
cial control officers who are not appointed by the governor re-

PO S—

2John A. Perkins, The Role of the Governor in Michigon wn the Enact-
ment of Appropriations, 1942, p. 1 and Leslle Lipson, The Aymericrm Gavelmor
from Figurehead to Leeder, 1939, chap, 1.

3Lipson, op. cit, chap. &; John M. Mathews, “The New Role of the
Governor,” Americen Political Science Review, 1912, pp. 220 £f. Since 1910
more than half of the states have reorganized their administrative frame-
work. A. B. Buck, The Reorganization of State Governments in the United
States, 1938, pp. 7-12. For the nature of the arguments of those who opposed
the movement see F. W, Coker, “Dogmas of Administrative Reform,” Admeri-
cen Political Science Review, 1922, pp. 399-411.°
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duces their sense of iudependence and contributes toward the
unification of the state’s management,

The essential characteristic of an executive budget system is
that each line of work in every department and institution of the
state be carried out according to a carefully considered plan and
that this plan be integrated under the governor’s direction. At
the same time the governor’s power and authority are increased,
50 is his responsibility. The budget procedure forces the gover-
nor to eome before the legislature, not only to give an account of
past acts, but also to make known his plans for the future before
further support is given. The representatives, and at election
time the voters, review his budget plan, including its execution.

The chief executive, by virtue of his authority over admin-
istration, is in a key position to prepare the financial plan. A
convincing statement on this point, which is frequently quoted,
is that of René Stourm, the noted French writer on the budget:

“The executive alone can and should do this work.
Situated at the center of government, reaching through its
hierarchial organization to the smallest unit, the executive
more than anybody else is in a position to feel public needs
and wishes, to appreciate their comparative merits, and
accordingly to calculate, in the budget, a just appropriation
which each of these needs and wishes deserves. Others
may know certain details as well, possibly better than the
executive, but nobody can have so extensive and impartial
a view of the mass of these details, and no one can com-
promise the conflicting interests with so much competence
and precision. Morover, the executive, charged with the
execution of the budget, is compelled, through concern as

to his future responsibility, to prepare as well as possible
the plan.,™

The principle of integrating authority in the executive
branch has frequently borne the brunt of attack; but the execu-
tive budget has been fully endorsed by American writers on
budgeting and public administration,® because it measures up to
two essential requirements of the budget-making authority,
namely, (1) that it should be an administrative rather than a

* The Budget, 1917, pp. 53, b4,

¢ 8es Chapter II, p. 16, especially footnote 31; also c¢f. A. E. Buck,
Pubdlic Budgeting, 1929, pp. 284-286, The Budget in Governments Today, 1334,
p. 80; Arthur N. Holcombe, State Government in the United States, 1926,
p. 327; Harley Lelst Lutz, Public Finance, 1936, p. 867 ; Austin F, MacDonald,
American State Government and Administration, 1940, p. 355; John M.
Pfiffner, Public Administration, 1934, p. 300; J. Wilner Sundelson, Budgetary
Methods in National and State Governments, 1938, pp. 297-301; and Leonard
D. White, Introduction to the Study of Public Administration, 1939, chap. 13.
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legislative agency, and (2) -that it should he the same agency
which is responsible for the execution of “the budget. )
. Although the theory of executive budgets is as old as any
theory on budgeting in this country, it was not until 1936 that
Kentucky began to operate an executive budget system definitely
under the Governor’s ¢ontrol. The Budget and Financial Ad-
ministration- Act of 1934 authorized the Governor to prepare a )
‘budget, but it was not until the Governmental Reorganization
Act- was passed. in 1936 that pointed responsibility was placed -
upon him through a change in the administrative structure,
which made the heads of the most important departments di-
rectly responsible to the Governor; and not until then was pro-
vision made for adequate financial and technieal assistance.s In
recent years the Kentucky Governors have taken advantage of
the control over finances vested in them and have made marked
progress in state finaneial administration. When Governor-
Chandler became chief executive in 1936, the total debt of the
state, which had been accumulating sinee 1908, approached $28
million.”  In Mareh 1942 the last of the interest-bearing state
warrants were.called for payment.® The disorderly operating.
deficits which accumulated between 1908 and ‘1936 were wiped -
out largely by gubernatorial control over the finanees through
the effective use of the budget machinery together with revision
and administration of the revenue laws. The Governor exer-
cised control through planning the finances for each fiscal
period, through effective leadership in getting each General
* Assembly to adopt the plan, and through active administrative
" management of the plan as it was approved.
"There is,. however, some evidence of a relinquishment of
gubernatorial leadership in“budget matters in the eurrent ad-
“ministration. Before the General Assembly convened, the
Governor, like his immediate predecessors, referred the budget
problem to the Leégislative Counecil; but, whereas earlier execu-
tives had sought adwice regarding the executive budget, he
seemed to ask that the Council prepere the budget. For the first
time singe 1934, the 1944 plan, as the Governor submitted it,

i %8ee Chapter 1, pp. 21- 23M a
3 andler, es) o the General Assembly,” Senate
- Journal, 1938 vol. 1, pp. 1 5, sa%)ver $25 million wasg in th%' form of
Warrant debt.
$Gov. Keen Johnson, Kentucky. Government, 1939-1943, p,” 51,
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contemplated a current deficit. Some weeks after presenting
his financial program, the chief executive modified his recom-
mendations materially, saying that he had not had time origi-
nally to reach a mature judgment. Besides all these factors,
executive leadership was not aided by the fact that a majority
of legislators belonged to the opposition party.? The General
Assembly failed to pass the budget bill during the regular ses-
sion, and a speeial session had to be ealled for the purpose. Ken-
tuckians interested in sound budget practice and accustomed for
some years to seeing the general appropriation bill passed under
executive leadership early in the session are much concerned
about the manner in which the current appropriations were
passed in the face of opposition to the Governor.l The 1944
budget snarl may be only d temporary condition growing out of
the present administration’s reaction against alleged ‘‘dicta-
tion”’ from the Governor’s office.

THE BUDGET AS AN INSTRUMENT OF PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT

While wthe term ‘‘budgeting’’ frequently connotates a
technical system by means of which the policies of the legisla-
ture and executive will be determined and carried out, the idea
that the budget process is more than a neutral agent is evidenced
by much of the current literature on the subject,)! which is

? James W, Martin, “Current Developments in Kentucky State Budget-
ing,’;nstouthwfstern Social Science Quarterly, Dec.,, 1944, pp. 197 ff,
L0¢, cit.

U 8¢e Arthur N. Holcome, “Over-All Financial Planning through the
Bureau of the Budget,” Public Administration Review, 1940-41, pp. 225-230 ;
Catheryn Seckler-Hudson and Cynthia H. Moore, “Budgetary and Fiscal
Theory as Reflected in Presidential Budget Messages, 1921-44,” in Catheryn
Sgckler»ltludson, Budgeting: An Instrument of Planning and Management,
Unit 1, 1944, passim; J. Weldon Jones, The Execution of the Federal Budget,
reprint of an address given at the 26th annual meeting of the American
Aceounting Association, Dec. 30, 1941, pp. 1, 2; Allen D, Manvel, “The
Philosophy and Essentials of Budgeting,” in Catheryn Seckler-Hudson,
op. cit., pp. 63, 64; Fritz Morstein Marx, “The Background of the Budget
and Accounting Act,” and “The Bureau of the Budget Since Dawes: Stabil-
ity and_ Reorientation,” in Catheryn Seckler-Hudson, op. cit., pp. 20-26 and
52-57; Harvey §. Perloff, “Budgetary Symbolism and Fiscai Planning,” in
C. J. Friedrich and Edward 8. Mason, Public. Policy, 1941, pp. 37 ff.; Donald
C. Stone, Planning as an Administrative Process, reprint of an address
presented to the National Conference on Planning, May 12, 1941, p, 10;
Harold D. Smith, The Budget as an Instrument of Legislative Control and
Erecutive Management, reprint of an address for the Municipal Finance
Officers Association, June 9, 1944, passim, The Bureau of the Budget as an
Instrument of Management, reprint of an address given at a joint meeting
of the American Political Science Association and the American Society for
Public Administration, Dec. 29, 1340, passim, “The Bureau of the Budget,”
Public Administration Review, 1940-41, pp. 106-115, The Role of the Bureau
of the Budget in Federal Administration, reprint of an address given at a
joint_ meeting of the American Political Science Association and the Ameri-
can Society for Public Administration, Dec. 28, 1939, pagsim, Some Budget
Problems, reprint of an address delivered before the Economic Club of
Detroit, April 29, 1940, passim; Robert A. Walker, “The Relation of Budget-
ing to Program Planning, Public Administration Review, 1944, pp. 97-127.

B, 8,8
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shifting emphasis from the ‘“wateh dog over the treasury’’ idea -
stressing aecounting techniques to & view that the budget can
“best serve financial palicy if it is used as an instrument of plm-
mng management. e
- 'The budget wasg first ~offwlally conceived in this cquntry a8
a tabulation of conmtemplated expenditures.  In keeping with
- this earliest American view, many of the first so-called budget
“laws required merely tables showing planned expenditures. The
guiding thought seemed to be thet the specific expenditure plan
‘(often -of the ‘‘general fund’’ only) onght to be worked out be-
fore the beginning of each fiscal year, This primitive coneep-
“tion is retained in Kentucky language usage even though actnal
budget-making has advanced beyond it. For example, the news-
paper correspondents eommonly refer to *“the budget bill’’ when
.the general state appropriation measure is meant; they exclude
" other appropriation bills and all revenue legislation. )
The budget developed in a period when fiseal goundness was
a part of the ideal of minimum government interference with
the private economy; the demands for economy and efficiency
-were rooted in the prevailing social ethic and becawme a part of
the conception of budgeting. ‘‘Soundness’’ in governmental
finance was interpreted-as calling for a limitation of publie -
activities and expenditures to a minimum; and the budgetary
principles emphasized equilibrium, which insisted on a balance
“between government expenditures and ourrent revenues an-
nually, which came from the theory that a year was the maximum -
of time over which legislatures could afford to let the control of
-the purse out of their immediate supervision and so would limit
the éxpansion of governmental activities from long-term projects,
-and unity, which demanded that all fiscal material be presented
in a single budget.3? "When social needs demanded that govern-
‘ment bring about a wmore equitable distribution of wealth,
regularize employment and eare for the unemployed, control in-
_ dustries affected with a plain public interest, and prevent pri.-
vate économy from bresking down under the weight of too severs
crises, government spending on a larger scale was inevitable. A
new fiscal policy appeared, but this policy was frustrated to a

*Bmith, The Budget as an Instrument o,f Lsg&ulat'.ve Controt and
-Brecutive Management, joo. -cit.; Perlolf. op, s Dp. 40-43,
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considerable extent as a result of being pressed into a budgetary
system which had been built on principles contradictory to the
new policy.’® Budget practice in the states and in the national
government has not kept pace with the changing fiscal policy,
and the systems are still largely geared to the principle that
budgeting is primarily an instrument of restricting and control-
ling expenditures.

The Kentucky system, for example, has made superior pro-
visions for executing and eontrolling the budget plan which is
adopted by the General Assembly;!* however, there is no place
either in the Division of the Budget or in any other agency
where a staff makes studies of administrative organization and
management in order to did the Governor in obtaining a meore
efficient and economical administration. The function of the
budget as a means of preventing extravagance and of keeping
expenditures within appropriations is an important one; but if
the purpose of the budget is limited to merely this control oper-
ation, the budget system does not contribute maximum service to
the management of finances. There is a positive role for the
budget system of Kentucky to perform.

The budget is the crucible into which the manifold issues of
collective action, economic intervention, tax justice, allocation of
resources to various functions, ete. are poured; and, if wise de-
cisions are to be made on these issues, significance must be at-
tached to the budget as an instrument of implementing publie
policy and guiding governmentul activities. Budgeting is a form
of planning, and planning is the basis of progressive budgeting.!8
Professional planning groups think of budgeting and planning
as interrelated functions in connection with capital outlay and
physical construction but have overlooked the planning neces-
sitated by the annual budget process. Administrators who carry
out public policies, budget officers, executives, and legislators,
who review the budget requests, are all foreed to think of future
operations in order to determine the proper allocation of rev-
enues. The budget is a plan of action and must be considered as

® Evidence the attempts at balanced budgets, the “pump-priming,” and
the “compensatory” and “extraordinary'’ budgets of the current adminis-
tration in the federal government.

* See Chapter VII
» A good statement of this idea is presented in Walker, ou, cit., passim,
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" essentially a means of assisting the officials responsible for pub-
"lie activities in earefully appraising the program requirements.
“This. view calls for making a place in the budget staff agency
- for studying administrative organization and techniques and
appraising the various needs and demands for extending or limit-
ing governmental serviees. It also calls for drawing on person-
nel with general administrative training or with first-hand know-
ledge of the needs and problems of operating agencies in seleeting
budget staffs in addition to those in the aceounting profession.
‘While he was director of the budget in Virginia, Mr. Row-

land Egger wrote this of the budget function:

. “The budget, in fact, is not fundamentally a fiscal
document at all, nor is the budgetary process a financial
procedure.’ To be sure, it frequently utilizes the mecha-
nisms of fiscal control, but it also utilizes other types of
control of a non-fiscal character, and even fiscal controls
are more often than not used for other than strictly finan.
cial purposes. A budget is a work program, and to the
extent that it reflects purely fiscal considerations it fails
in its most important objective. e

BubGETARY COMPREHENSIVENESS

. Pmnctple of budgetary comprehemwemsa
Comprebensiveness is one of the most widely recogmzed of .
budgetary principles, and one that has been recommended as a
feature of good budgeting .regardiess of the nature of the ap-
_ proach’ to budgeting in general. The concept of comprehensive-
ness presents the demand that the budget system cover all re-
ceipts and all disbursements of a particular government unit -
which it servesl? It does not imply that all fiseal activities
shonld be subjected to a uniform treatment at all times. What is
meant is that the existing practice should be known and under-
stood so that it ean be relied upon to give a true interpretation
of the fiscal operations of {he state, and that no items of expendi.
ture or receipt lie outside the procedure of planning, voting, and
controlling fiseal operations. In general, practices of earmark-

| ®epower-is Not Enough,” State Government, Aug, 1940, p. 150.

» Sundelson, op. cil.,, chaps., ¢ and 10 ditferentlates hetween budgetary
comprehensiveness and hudgetary unity. Accordin ng to his viewpoint, bud-
getary unity precludes segregation within the budget system of certain An-
ancial operations for particular treatment, while comprehensiveness precludes
complete exclusion of some transactions from the budget system. owever,
since both these elements_are involved {n determining whether a govern-
ment unit's budget e all r and expenditures, the

“distinction is lgnorad
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ing revemues for specific purposes, omitting some operations
from the budgetary procedure, and maintaining a multiple fund
system are conducive to fiscal maladjustment and are associated
with efforts to mask the true fiscal impact of economic policies.
On the other hand, these practices per se cannot in every in-
stance be condemned -as being fiscally unsound. For example,
the existence of a special fund for the amortization of debt can-
not be deprecated as defeating the proper administration of the
budget system.

In 1934 Kentucky made a definite step toward the goal of a
comprehensive budget system when she diverted the receipts
from a number of the principal taxes from special, restricted
funds to the general fund to be used to defray expenses of gov-
ernment as distributed by a budget plan; but the step was by no
means complete. Several practices still exist which hamper the
operation of the budget system. The areas of fiscal administra-
tion in Kentucky which are virtually void of budgetary manage-
ment are discussed in the following paragraphs.

Assignment of tax revenues

The variations in assignment devices are almost innumer-
able, and depend largely upon the purpose of the assignment and
the general circumstances that surround it.1®8 There are various
motives that inspire assignment of tax revenues—a desire to limit
expenditures to assure revenue adequacy, to grant independence
to a segregated function, and to gain the popular support of a
particular revenue measure by tying the yield up with a lofty
purpose; a belief that categories of taxes are levied for a specifie
service; or even a tradition of assigning a particular levy which
hangs on even under altered circumstances.

The most universally earmarked taxes in the states are
those of the motor vehicle family and payroll taxes, although in-
heritance, poll, severance, and probably almost every other type
of tax imposed are assigned in some jurisdiction or another.1®

B ¢f. Sundelson, op. cit., pp. 193-198 for a complete discussion on assign-
ment motives and devices.

W Ibid., pp. 213-227; Tax Research Foundation, Texr Systems (eighth

ed.), 1940, the columns "Distribution of revenue' in the various tax tables
of the 48 states.
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Kentueky is one of the few states that limit their tax assign.
- ments t6; the usually dedicated automotive and payroll lavies.20
“ Certain revenues of Kentucky are payable into the stats
* road fund and become immediately available for financing the
. activities of the Department of Highways. All revenues collected
_ from the gasoline and other motor fuel excises and from the li- -
_ cense and. permit taxes on motor vehicles (except that one-half =

the revenues.from fruck licenses: are distributed equally among. -

counties for eounty road funds?1) go into the state Toad fund.23
Tn sddition the fund receives the receipts of certain depart-
mental fees (such as contraetors’ prequalification fees??), sales,
and rentals, some county and court fees, and various subventions,
The fund operates with few statutory restrictions as to the -

amounts that may be-expended for the various activities of the
" Department of Highways. By enactment of the 1936 General
Assenmibly $2 million are appropriated abnually out of the state
road fund to be used by the Department of Highways for the
improvement, reconstruction, and maintenance of eounty roads
and bridges which have not besn accepted by the Department
for maintenance.?* Algo in the biennial appropriation acts the
legislature stipulates the maximum amount to be expended for
ordinary reeurring administrative expenses of the Department
and of the highway patrol. This restriction is not so binding,
however, in view of the fact that the term ‘‘administration’ is
broad in scope and may embrace varying amounts and types of
expénditures. Finally, appropriations arve made out of the road
fund to the Department of Revenue and to-the Division of Motor

Transportation, Department of Business Regulation, for cover-
 ing eosts of administering some of the automotive taxes, . All
other money received and placed to the eredit of the state road
_ fund are appropriated to the State Highway Department ¢for
use and benefit of the State Road System in construction, main-
tenance, and repair of roads, and for all the activities and duties
-of said Department, ag preseribed by law.”“ This money is

®N. Y Me., Mass., and Va. are other limited assi -
delson, Py c-i.t, o pan, a0 Bnment states, Sun

47.020. The Motor vehicie usage tax is a general fund revenu

mea.sure (Srd spev. sess., 1936, chap, 14, sec. 8). gen und re @
2 KRS 47.010.
BKRS 47,010,

# dets 1936, chap. §, sec. 1; KRS 179, 410
% §ee Acty 1942, chap. 1, parts see. 1
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spent at the discretion of the State Highway Commissioner, who
is appointed by the Governor;?¢ but it is not subjected to the
regular executive budget planning.

At the fourth special session of 1936 the General Assembly
enacted the Unemployment Compensation Law, which estab-
lished a special fund to be known as the ‘‘unemployment com-
pensation fund’’ to be administered ‘‘separate and apart from
all public monies or funds of the State.’’?” The fund operates
in conjunction with the federal Social Security Act. Three
separate accounts are maintained within the fund: (1) a clearing
account which receives all money payable to the fund, mainly
employees’ and employers’ contributions from payroll taxes;
(2) an unemployment trust fund account recording the deposit
of the payroll tax receipts with the United States Secretary of
the Treasury; and (3) a benefit account consisting of money
requisitioned from the federal government for the payment of
benefits.28 The fund also includes interest, fines, and penalties
collected under the Unemployment Compensation Law.2® The
law designated the State Treasurer as custodian of the fund and
created an Unemployment Compensation Commission, composed
of an executive director and two associate directors, all ap-
pointed by the Governor, to administer the fund.?® The unem-
ployment compensation administration fund was created in the
state treasury to defray costs of administration,3! :

The states have little choice with respect to unemployment
compensation arrangements, sinee the federal statute coerces the
earmarking of payroll taxes. However, the existence of autono-
mous highway funds is unessential and undesirable. A survey of
assignment policies indicates that earmarking motor fuel and
vehicle tax yields ean be traced to inherent tax factors, that is,
that the taxes are levied on the basis that the motorist is paying
for the roads.32 However, hichway maintenance is not a self-

N KRS 12.040, 176.020.

¥ Acte 1936, 4th spee. sess,, chap. 7, sec. 9(a); KRS 341.490.
® Acts 1936, 4th spee. sess., chap. 7; KRS 341.500.

* Acts 1936, 4th spec. sess., chap. 7, sec. 9(a) ; KRS 341.490.

¥ Acts 1946 4th spec. sess., chap. 7, secs. 9(e) and 10(a):; KRS
341.500, 341.1 P

n Acts 1936 4th spec. sess., chap., 7, sec. 13; KRS 341.240.
@ See Harold M. Groves, Financing Government, 1938, chap. 14 and
Ray H. Garrison, The Taration of Commercial Motor Vehicles in Kentucky,

unpublished master’'s thesis, University of Kentucky, 1944, chaps. 2 and 3.
The view stated in the text follows the findings of the National Tax Associa-
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balancing category for whieh independent funds are essential.
The need to coordinate and plan all public works activities, of
which road construction and maintenance is a part, militates
“against the separation of highway expenditures from other capi-
tal outlays. A greater degree of budgetary unity in planning,
voting, and executing a fiscal program can be achieved when all
revenues of the state are allocated in relation to the relative fi-
nancial requirements of each function. The receipts of the
Kentucky state road fund amount to nearly 25 per cent of the
total revenues of the state®® and could be made a part of the
general fund subject to biennial appropriation based on a bud-
get plan without jeopardizing the maintenance of the high\:vays.

S

Assignment of non-tax revenues

The practice of assigning both tax and non-tax revenues has
led to the creation of specific-use funds which are sometimes
linked with the normal budgetary process, but more often given
an extra-budgetary status. The extent to which the assignments
of non-tax revenue interfere with budgeting is not as great as
the extent to which tax dedieations do so. (See Table 1.) The
‘special fund system and the modern budget idea are incompa-
tible; and, as long as resources are set aside for the purpose of
carrying on speeific activities, the state will reap disadvantages
irrespective of the kind of budgeting methods it may adopt. The
Public Administration Serviee in reporting on financial admin-.
istration in Michigan wrote:

. “The inelasticity inherent in a complex fund structure
impedes the allocation of resources according to relative

“A simplification of the fund structure would tend to
obviate the possibility of one agency having available an
excess of funds while at the same {ime other departments
may be inadequately financed due to the condition of the
fund from which their activities must be financed,”™

tlon committee to Investigate hiehway finance, Jacob Viner and others,

‘Problems of Highway Finance,’ Proceedigs -of the National Tax Associa-

tion, 1924, p. 430 and James W. Mariln and others, “Taxation of Motor

%e;ulcle 'g?nsponatlon,", Proceedings of the National Tax Association,
y D. N

. ®Ze¢ Table 1. In spite of the progress made, the General Assembly
has submitted a constitutional amendment for the approval of the voters
in the fall of 1945 which would perpetuate road fund earmarking. The
amendment proposes to divert the revenues derived from the motor usage
tax and the operators’ license from the general fund to the road fund.

“Regort on Financial Administration in the Michigan State Govern-
ment, 1938, pp. 72, T3.
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Table I

Revenue Receipts of Kentucky for the Fiscal Year Ending
June 30, 1943

Percentage
Fund* Amount of Total
General $32 692,006.18 40.2
Revolving, trust and agency 13,265,918.52 16.3
State road® 19,814,288.87 244
Highway bridge bond sinking 1,150,995.66 1.4
County road trust 317,470.00 1
Unemployment compensation
insurance 13,714,688.45 16.9
Teachers retirement 662,667.46 8
Total $81,298,035.14 100.1

Source: Kentucky Department of Finance, Blennial Repoxt for the
fiscal vear ending June 30, 1943, pp. 166, 222, 256, 266, 270, 281,

a. The special deposit lrubt fund and the county road smking funds
were ommitted on the basis that the monies placed in these two funds are
not state revenue; the state is merely custodian of these funds, The state
fire and tornado insurance fund was omiilted because it represents disburse-
ments by various departments of money already counted under the general
fund. The state contributions were subtracted from the teachers’ retirement
fund anf transfers from the federal government were subtracted from the
unemployment compensation insurance fund.

b. Fiscal vear ends March 31.

Neither the Budget and Finaneial Administration Act nor
any other statute contains an inclusive list of the funds of the
commonwealth of Kentucky. There are four types of funds with-
in the state’s fiseal structure: general, revolving, trust and
agency, and sinking.

(1) The general fund. Authoritative treatises on govern-
mental accounting describe the general fund as one which fi-
nances most of the government’s expenditures other than con-
struction, operation of public service enterprises, and sinking
fund payments, and further that its revenue resources are typi-
cally more varied and bulk larger than those of any other fund.3s
The general fund in Kentucky does not support all the regular
activities of the commonwealth. A few departments, Law, Fi-
nance, and Treasury, are financed entirely out of the general
fund; most of the departments and their subdivisions are fi-
naneed through both the general and revolving funds; while
still other divisions, such as the Fish and Game Commission and
the professional examining boards attached to the Department

% Carl H. Chatters and Irving Tenner, Municipel and Governmental
Accounting, 1940, pp. 33, 34,
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of Business Regulation, are handled entirely through revolving
funds.?® The revenue receipts for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1943 totaled $81,298,035.14.87 Of this amount the general
fund received $32,692,006.18, or approximately 40 per cent.38
Thus; it appears that the Governor and the legislature eould bud-
get little more than 40 per cent of the revenue receipts without
authority to divert the revenues of the special funds &om their
dedicated purposes.

(2) Revolving funds. A revolving fund ordinarily means
one established for carrying on a specific activity the receipts of
which replenish the outlays from the fund so that it is self-
supporting; this type of fund is generally established by appro-

. priation from the general fund, by the sale of bonds, and in
some cases, by capital advances from other governments.”‘ In
Kentucky, however, the revolving funds are in reality special
revenue funds. The Budget and Financial Administration Act
* defines the term as ‘““a State treasury account aceruing to the
. eredit of a budget unit from operating receipts, fees, gifts, or
.-appropriations which may be used in defraying maintenance
and. operating expenses of activities and agencies which are in
whole or in part self-supporting.’’4® Revolving fund accounts
may be established for financing the operations of industries,
farms, hospitals, dormitories, dining halls, ete. by depositing the
operating receipts of such activities and agencies in the state
ireasury to the credit of the respective revolving fund account.4t
Such deposits may represent amounts received from every other
source, inelnding tuition aund incidental fees, federal grants,
gifts, and donations.. In short, these provisions permit budget
units, upon statutory authorization, to deposit their operating
and other receipts in a special fund subject to disbursement by
only that particular budget unit, .
The use of such funds has resulted in a degroe of instability
in planning activities of the commonwealth. To.the extent that
departments are financed through these special funds, there is

% Commonwealth of Kentucky, The Ewzecuti
194gs emonealt Y, ecutive Budget for the bxenmum

7 See Table 1.

®.Loe: cit.

= Chatters and Tenner, op. cit., p. ’19 .

* Acte 1934, chap. 25, art. 1, sec, 2(q).

@ Acts 1934 chap. 25, art., 8, Bee. 14 KRS 45.140.
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little budgetary control over their expenditures. Nearly every
function of the state is partially financed thus. In some in-
stances the use of such funds is not an illogical assignment of
receipts, such as the board and room fees of the state colleges,
which are deposited in revolving funds to be used in maintaining
the dormitories. Moreover, the agencies partly supported by
revolving funds usunally have responsibility for collecting, and
often for preseribing the rate of revenunes which replenish the
fund. This faet argues strongly in favor of such funds. For
example, the board of trustees of the state colleges prescribe
most of the fees and charges; and these eollections doubtless
would be reduced if they did not condition support of the insti-
tutions. As long as activities are largely financed throngh gen-
eral fund appropriations and only partly operated by revolving
funds, there can be a margin of budget planning through modify-
ing the general fund appropriations in accordance with the
amount of revolving fund receipts. In this way an excess of
funds in particular agencies could be obviated. The assignment
of receipts is especially to be deprecated where an entire budget
unit is financed by special revenue assignment. The elimination
of special revenue funds in Kentucky, as far as practicable,
would greatly aid in both budgeting and accounting, besides con-
tributing tremendously to the citizens’ understanding of state
finances.

The state road fund, described in the preceding section, the
highway bridge bond fund, which receives money for the sale
of bridge bonds to be used for specific purposes,*? and the state
fire and tornado insurance fund are in the nature of revolving
fund aceounts, as described by the Kentucky law, but are large
enough to require special treatment in the aecounting system and
in financial reporting. ’

(3) Trust and agency funds. Trust and agency funds are
established to account for assets received and held by the govern-
ment in the capacity of trustee or agent for individuals or other
governmental units. The Budget and Finaneial Administration
Act makes special provision for trust funds by providing that
any agency of the state government having private funds avail-
able for its support or for the purpose of defraying the expense

e KRS 180.240,
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of any work done under its direction shall deposit such funds or
contributions with the State Treasurer.*3 With the exeeption of
the ecounty road trust, special deposit trust, and the unemploy-
ment compensation funds, the Kentucky trust and ageney funds
are consolidated within the general grouping of revolving, trust,
and agency funds. This consolidation has been found feasible
for reporting since separate accounts are maintained for each of
the funds, which are relatively small in amount, and since the
trust funds received by the state are handled as are the revolving
funds, that is, they do not require appropriation by the legisla-
ture. The revolving, trust, and agency funds receive over 16
per cent of the total state revenues.4* :

(4) Sinking funds. A sinking fund is established to ae-
‘cumulate resources for the retirement of bonds. The highway
bridge bond sinking fund is the only sinking fund handled
through the State Treasury in Kentucky at present. This fund
was created for the parpose of paying the prineipal and interest
on bridge revenue bonds. The ineome of this fund is derived
from bridge tolls, such tolls being fixed by the Department of
"Highways.*® In general, the assignment of receipts to sinking
funds does not constitute a serious infraction of the principle of
‘comprehensiveness, provided the operations of the funds are
fully reported and understood. .

Other extra-budgetary elements

The discussion up to this point has attempted to differenti-
ate between the financial transactions of the state and its de-
partments which are subjected to the serutiny of budget plan-
ning and eontrol through the central budget office and those
which are substantially independent of the budget procedure.
All the funds previously mentioned are cleared through the
state Department of Treasury. It is virtually impossible to as-
certain the degree to which state agencies receive monies which
do not reach the central Treasury Office. It Will have to suffice
to say that some trust funds, revenue bond sinking funds, federal
grants, and gifts are retained by various spending agencies over

# Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 6, sec. 9; KRS 41.290. As to the Universit:
see also KRS 164.160, which some attorneys believe constitutes this a,gonc};:
-a “special case” ‘

# See Table 1,

“ KRS 180.090.
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which there is no eentral supervision. Possibly federal grants
constitute the largest proportion of these monies, since the fed-
eral government, like private donors, usually makes grants di-
rectly to spending agencies for specifie purposes. Although
there may be no justification for giving authority to the Gover-
nor to make recommendations regarding the expenditure of
grants and gifts made directly to the spending agencies, there is
cause for reporting all receipts and all expenditures if a valid
picture of the state’s fiscal operations is to be obtained.

STEPS OF THE BUDGETARY PROCESS

For the more comprehensive analysis of the present bud-
getary practices in the following chapters the conventional stages
of budgetary procedure as first designated by the French author-
ity, René Stourm,*’ and followed by A. E. Buck*® have been ac-
cepted : (1) the formulation, which takes up the estimates at their
inception and carries them through the executive heads of the
spending agencies to the budget staff agency for revision and
to the chief executive for final review; (2) the authorization,
which deals with the legislative body and its committee where the
financial plan is given legal status by legislative enactment; (3)
the execution, which extends into the domain of financial ad-
ministration and through which the financial plan is actually
carried out; and (4) the accountability for the budget as exe-
cuted, which is the check to determine whether the administra-
tion has ecomplied with the terms and conditions imposed by the
legislature.4® A section dealing with the budget document has
been added.

‘With respect to these stages of the budgetary procedure, it
now appears to be the opinion that the executive should control
the first, third, and fifth, and the legislature should dominate

“ The University of Kentucky receives annually about $1.5 million in
federal payments, most of which are not deposited in the State Treasury
or regularly reported to the Department of Finance (conference with Mr.
Frank D. Peterson, Comptroller of the University of Kentucky, Sept. 11,
1944). 'The federal grants of Morrel-Nelson funds made to the University
and to the Kentucky State College for Negroes do clear through the Depart-
ment of Finance to the Treasury (conference with Mr, Warren Van Hoose,
Assistant Budget Director, Kentucky Department of Finance, Sept. 4, 1944).

Y Op. cit., p. 52.

“ pPyblic Budgeting, op. cit., p. 41.

® Ag the Bureau of Business Research has published recently The State
Auditor, no extended consideration is given here to accountability,
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the secondr.and fourth. The division into stages, Thowever,
should nof -obscure the fact that there is a continuity,in the
whole process and no procedures are isolated from any of the
others. '



CHAPTER IV
FORMULATION OF THE BUDGET

ORGANIZATION FOR BUDGET PREPARATION

The budget-making authority

The practices of budget making in the states, as Well as the
theory concerning it, show the marked preference for delegating
the responsibility of preparation to the executive. All but nine
states! have executive budget systems. The alternatives to bud-
get preparation by the executive are preparation by an admin-
istrative board,? by a board composed of both administrators
and legislators,® or by a hoard composed solely of members of the
legislature.t In all states having a board type of budget-making
authority, except Indiana and Arkansas, the governor is not only
a member of the board, but the ex officio chairman.

There are several practices in the various states which dilute
the governor’s authority in budget making. All the states, ex-
cept Kansas, which does not exempt legislative costs, and
Indiana, which dispenses with the usual immuunity of the judi-
ciary, give the governor no authority to revise agency estimates
for legislative and court expenditures.®? Nebraska and Vermont
require the governor to communicate his reasons for changes in
the estimates to the legislature.® This provision casts doubt on
the governor’s ability and reduces his work to that of clerical
compilation.” In Michigan a state administrative board com-
posed of various state officers has general supervisory econtrol
over all administrative departments and institutions,®8 This may
not be objectionable provided the Governor is left free to make

* Ark., Del, Fla., Ind,, Mont., N. D, 8. C, Tex., and W. Va.

? Del., Fla., Mont., Tex., and W. Va,

3Ind., N. D, and 8. C.

* Ark.

8 J. Wilner Sundelson, Budgetary Methods in National and State Govern-
ments, 1928, p. 299.

$ Compiled Statutes of Nebraska, 1929, chap 81, art. 3, sec., 81-310 and
Public Laws of Vermont, 1933, chap. 30, sec.

7 Sundelson, lec. ¢it. This author imerprets the requirement as a futile
effort to keep political motivations out of the expenditure revisions.

$ Mason’s 1940 Cumnlatwe Bupplement to the Compiled Laws of Michi-
gan, chap. 11, secs. 201, 203
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decisions regarding expenditure estimates.® In all states the
legislative practides of dedicating funds to specific purposes and
of detailing appropriations so that there can be no flexibility in
expenditures restriet the governor in both planning and execut-
ing the budget. The governor can be greatly handicapped by a
disintegrated administrative structure which places popularly”
elected officials outside of his econtrol and similarly by the ex-
istence of a large number of boards and commissious substan-
tially independent of the governor.. Lack of proper staff assist-
ance can weaken the governor’s power to the point of being per-
functory. Another limitation to effective executive budget plan-
ning suggested by one writer!? is the fact that in some states
where the term of office is short and where the governor is not
eligible for re-election there is less inducement to make an out-
standing record in fiscal policy matters. Unless the governor
aspires to a political career, this factor may decrease his sense of
respousibility to the people. ’ :

- Although mueh has been accomplished in recent years to-
ward establishing an effective executive budget system in Ken-
tueky, there are, as is true in other states, some limitations on the
Governor’s power to utilize the budget system to its fullest ex-
tent. Some of these are discussed more completely in connection
with other phases of the budgetary process and are mentioned
only briefly here. The segregation of the commonwealth’s re-
sourees into numerous, restrictive funds reduces the Governor’s
diseretion in allocation of resources to the funetions of govern-
ment according to relative needs; unrestricted legislative power

- to modify the Governor’s budget leaves the door open for the
executive plan to be partially or completely replaced by a legis-
lative budget ;1 the lack of adequatestaff assistance weakens the
Governor’s ability to maximize the budget as an instrument of
planning and management.
csseniiany, WA exoeutive ToaporaibiLy While the B Te o nl S hudEet 18
SR i, el S, s, opor Sioinegls gl
istrative Roard in Michigan, 1938, pp. 22, 65,. 66 and John A, Perkins,";“;l‘;

ggles '?Istgw Governor in Mickigan in the Enactment of Appropriations, 1942,

. 97, 98.

1 Denzel C. Cline, Brecutive Control : itures i

Jersoy, 1931' ¢ g ntrol over State Hapenditures in New
2 In actual practice Kentucky has made a definite contributi

estalr»ltl?;);ﬂngna,t }fgt“fft@“"“; relations.h{p betv;"een tll:e legislat,;wbk‘;lgigfn at:;v %ﬁg

executive oting of appropriations throu,

Council ag an advisory body. See Chapter VI.g he use of the Leglslative
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The budgcet staff agency

The Governmental Reorganization Act of 1936 integrated
finaneial functions in a Department of Finance and provided
that the Division of the Budget within the Department act as
the Governor's staff agency in the actual work of collecting the
necessary information, compiling and arranging the material in
a report, and controlling appropriations.12

An examination of the state laws indicates that there are
four general types of staff agencies.’® Fifteen states!* have de-
partments of general finaneial administration which have powers
covering the important phases of fiscal management—budget-
ing, the maintenance of control aceounts and pre-audit functions
for other state spending agencies, the installation of a uniform
accounting system, centralized purchasing duties. Sometimes
nonfiscal functions, such as general personnel eontrol, are in-
cluded. These departments are generally subdivided into divi-
sions or bureaus which have charge of one general function., All
of these states have an executive budget system.

A more popular form of staff ageney is the budget bureau,
oftice, or officer connected with or subordinate to the executive
department. The funections of these agencies are more limited
than the departments of finance above described. Suek offices
deal mainly with the preparation of the budget, although in
many cases they also exercise some supervision over its execu-
tion. Seventeen states,’® all with executive budget systems, em-
ploy this type of staff agency. In Nevada also the Governor
prepares the budget without the aid of any other office.

In some states in which the budget-making authority is the
board type the aceountants and clerical workers in the offices of
the members of the board often serve as the staff agency. Some-
times additional assistants are employed for the purpose of doing
the routine work connected with budget preparation. Nine states
are In this group.!¢

1 Acts 1936, 1st spec. sess., chap. 1, art. 10, secs. 1, 3; KRS 42.030, 42.040,

B Also See A. E. Buck, Public Budgeting, 1929, pp. 291-300 and Sundel-
son, op. cit., pp. 302-318.

B Ala,, Calif., Conn., I, Ky., La., Me, Mass, Minn., N. [I., Ohio,
R. T, 8. D, Utah, and Wash. Mo. will prequmubly belong in this category
atler July 1 ]94~1

* Cole., Ga, Idaho, Kan., Md., Mich,, N. H., N. Y,, N, C,, Okla., Ore.,
Pa., Tenn, Vt., Va., Wisc, and Wyo.

1 PDel, Fla.,, Ind.,, Miss, Mont, N. D, 8§ C, Tex. and W, Va.
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Six states!” make no provision in their laws for a budget
staff ageney, but assign the duties of supplying information for
. budget preparation to one or several of the state financial offi-
cers. Assignment of budget-making duties to an officer of the
state having duties other than budget preparation is usually un-
fortunate in that it imposes a task which is worthy of full-time
attention upon an official who can devote only part-time to the
duty. As a consequence both functions must be partially
neglected,1® -

The assignment of each statel® to these categories is some-

_what arbitrary. In-many eases hybrid forms occur. For in-
stance, in Texas the Board of Control, the members of which are
appointed for long overlapping terms, prepare expenditure es-
timates; the elective Comptroller prepares revenue estimates and
performs certain other duties incident to budget administration ;
and the Governor submits appropriation bills and approves
minor deficiencies. All budget staff agencies rely on other state
fiseal officers for information, and the laws frequently stipulate
that certain officers assist the agency. States in the first cate-
gory are not subclassified to indicate whether financial adminis-
tration functions have been completely or only partially_ inte-
grated. ‘

The extent to which a staff agency aids in the determination
of financial policy is more important to all states than the ad-
ministrative organization for budgeting. The Governmental
Reorganization Act of Kentucky in providing a staff agency
prescribes

“The division of the budget, under the direction of the
Commissioner of Finance, shall perform such functions
relating to the préparation and administration of the State
budget as may be required by the Commissioner of Finance,
In general, this division shall be responsible for all matters
relating to the State budget as provided in Chapter twenty-~
five (25), Acts of the General Assembly of 1934 Articles
111, 1V, V, VI, and IX, and elsewhere in the statutes, The
division of the budget shall be headed by a director of the
budget, who shall be a person acquainted with the methods

 Ariz, Ark, lowa, Mo, Neb, snd N. M. ‘
constn?tlo‘x;, will 'Cx;o lon'ger oceupy t'hls positloe\’[ aftg?s;gi‘;ii, “.l%i?‘)r the new

» See James (. Robinson and Edwin 0. Griffenha P . -
istration of the State of Missourd, 1929, p, 88 for a ségf?éme&“’é?%ﬁ g;'slmt
ggﬁzgg_king the Chairm_an of the Tax Commission of Missouri the chief budget

® The facts respecting Nevada are not-suffick
accurate classification of that state. iciently complete to raake
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and techniques of public budgeting. Subject to prior ap-

proval of the Governor in writing, the Commissioner of

Finance may serve as director of the budget, or he may

appoint a director of the budget, as provided in this Act,

who shall serve under his supervision and direction.””®

The Commissioner of Finance is responsible to the Governor
for the administration of the Department of Finance and is ap-
pointed by the Governor to serve at his pleasure.2 :

The duties of the budget officer as director of the staff
agency are mainly: (1) to assist the Governor in preparing a
biennial hudget report presenting a complete financial plan for
each fiscal year of the ensuing biennium to be submitted to the
legislature; (2) to keep ‘“in continuous process of preparation
and revision, in the light of his direct studies of the operations,
plans, and needs of budget units and of existing and prospective
sourees of inecome, a tentative budget report for the next ensning
hiennium for which a budget report is required to be prepared;’’
and (3) to administer the budget as approved by the legisla-
ture.22 Of these three it is the second function which has re-
ceived the least attention in Kentucky.

Since the creation of the office of Budget Director, there has
been no appeintment to the position; that is, the Commissioner
of Finance has retained the titular post and the work connected
with preparing and executing the budget has been largely dele-
gated to the Director of the Division of Aceounts and Control,
or to the chief accountant in this Division, the Commissioner re-
taining the final authority.?3

Thus, the Division has never been set up as a distinet unit
as contemplated by law. Although the Commissioner of Finance
continually administers allotments, there is a definite budget
staff only in the four-to-six months period prior to the biennial
legislative session. During this time when the budget docu-
ment is in the process of being compiled, the Director of the
Division of Aecounts and Control serves as Acting Budget Di-
rector working under the supervision of the Commissioner of

® Acts 1936, 1st spec. sess., chap. 1, art. 10, sec. 3; KRS 42.040.

n Acts 1936, 1st spee, sess., chap. 1, art. 10, sec. 2; KRS 42.020.

= fctg 1934, chap. 25, art, 3, secs, 2, 7, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, and art 4,
sec. 7; KRS 45.030, 45.080, 45.120, 45.130, 45.160, 45.170, 45.180, 45.190,
45200, 45.270, 45.320.

® Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, former Director of the
Division of Accounts and Control, Kentucky Department of Finance, now
Comptroller of the IIniversity of Kentucky, May 11, 1944,
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Finance as Budget Director; and clerical assistance is recruited '
"by shifting employees within the Department of Finance and
hiring additional employees if necessary.* This temporary
type of staff agency is at best only a makeshift and satisfies
neither the apparent requirements of the Kentucky law nor the
demands of good budget practice. The law envisioned a perma-
nent budget staff operating throughout each year when it said
that the budget officer ‘‘shall have in comtinuous process of
preparation and revision , . . a tentative budget report for the
next ensuing biennium’’ (italies supplied). Moreover, admin-
istration of the state budget needs the attention of a full-time
staff.. o

The responsibilities of the Division of the Budget are
broader than mere fiseal control. Although it is neeessary to
- compile the estimates of the financial requirements of the state
in one-report, to analyze these estimates in terms of dollars'and
gents, and to check the financial conduet of the spending agen-
cies, the work of budget making is not limited to the short period
between the time of the submission of the budget estimate forms
to the spending agencies and the presentation of the completed
budget report to the legislature. In order to prepare a well
conceived financial plan the budget staff ageney should eguip
itself beforehand with information about operating practices and
administrative costs, - .

The federal government has recently taken the lead in es-
tablishing a budget staff agency which looks beyond the mere
assembling of money items for the budget document. The idea
of a budget system which relates the entire budget process to the
over-all responsibility of administrative planning and manage-
ment eentered in the President was implicit in the movement of
reform which immediately préceded the enactment of the federal
Budget and Aecounting Act of 1921, although it was not put into
operation immediately.25 When the Bureau of the Budget was
created in 1921, it was placed in the Treasury Department, but

" 1 .
:x;gf’i.ng the butigetmg process an incidental function of accounts and con-
% Fritz Morstein Marx, “The Background.of the Budget and Accounting

Act,” in Catheryn_Seckler-Hudson, Budgeting: An Instru: £
and Management, Unit I, 1944, pp. it ) ment of Plenuing
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was transferred to the Executive Office of the President in
1939.26  Various functions in addition to the work of preparing
the federal budget document are now assigned tq the Bureau,
such as making studies looking toward improving management
in the federal government, advising the departments and agen-
cies with respect to the relationship between pending legislation
and the President’s program, clearing executive orders and
proclamations, receiving enrolled bills that are to go to the
White House, and preparing executive veto messages.??

Two states which have followed the lead of the federal Bur-
eau of the Budget in providing for research studies to aid the
governor in efficient administration are New York and Virginia.
In 1939 Governor Price of Virginia sought the assistance of a
philanthropic foundation interested in the improvement of gov-
ernment machinery in order to expand the Division of the Bud-
get, and at this time a section on administrative planning was .
created to undertake, either by itself or in collaboration with the
departments, survey studies of internal departmental organiza-
tion to develop specific plans and programs for long-term im-
provements.®® New York has in its budget staff agency both a
management unit to service budget examiners and heads of de-
partments in matters of organization, personnel, ete., and a re-
search unit to determine state needs.??

In both these states the staff ageney is a part of the execu-
tive office, and the director of the budget is appointed by the
governor to serve at his pleasure. The elose connection with the
chief executive not only facilitates the work of preparing esti-
mates but also enhances the prestige of the budget office and of
its director. For the most part department heads resent an in-
vestigation by an outside man concerning the mechanics of their

* President Franklin D. Roosevelt, “First Plan on Governmental Re-
organjzation,” House Documents, 76th Cong., 1st sess., 1939, doc. 262.

* Danlel W, Bell, “The Functiong of the Bureau of the Budget,” 4 For.
um on Finance, edited by George B. Roberts, 1940, pp. 48-70; Gustave A.
Moe, “The Bureau of the Budget and Governmental Budgeting in Wartime,”
in Latheryn Seckler-Hudson, op. cit., Unit V, pp. 50-64; Harold D. Smith,
Th€ Role of the Burean of the Budget in Federal Administration, reprint of
an address given at a Jjoint meeting of the American Political Science
Association and the American Society for Public Administration, Dec. 28,
1939, passim,; Horace W. Wilkie, “Legal Basis for Increased Activities of
the Federal Budget Bureau,” The George Washington Law Review, Apr.,
1942, pp. 276, 277, 287 fr.

# Rowland Egger, “Constructive State Economy,” Commonwealth, the
Magazine of Virginia, Jan., 1940, pp. 13 f{f.

®» John E. Burton, “Budget Administration in New York State,” State
Government, Oct., 1943, pp. 205-207,
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“operations, The head of a division of the budget under a depart-
ment of finance is not as high in the administrative hierarchy as
is a department head; and, conséquently, he would have less in-
fluence than a direct representative of the governor.

_Although- the President’s Committee on Administrative
Management?® emphasized the importance of strengthening the

“budget office as'a managerial arm of the President and of mak-
ing the budget officer a direct representative of the President,
Mr.-A. E. Buck,3! as a member of the Committee’s staff, held the

-view that the Bureau should be a part of the Treasury Depart-
ment because of the intimate relationship of the work of the two
agencies. The accounting agency of a government unit’s finances
must cooperate with the budget ageney in supplying information,
but there does not seem to be convincing evidence that the bud-

" get staff must be physically connected with the controlling
‘ageney in order to obtain aid from it; and the advantage which
a staff agency clothed with the prestige of the -executive office
has over a subdivision of-a department in making contacts
throughout the administration is highly compensatory.

- If the budget function is to be viewed as something more
than policing the treasury, collecting and compiling figures, and-

_performing routine clerical tasks, then it follows that the person-
nel of ‘the budget staff should include personnel trained and ex-
_perienced in a variety. of public administration areas other than

_aceounting. - The budget director especially should be a man of
foresight and should be qualified to evaluate the relative worth

" # Report with Special Studies, 1937, pp. 4, 8, 52. This opinion has been
endorsed in principle by Bernard L. Gladieux, Administrative Planning in
the Pederal Government, reprint of an address delivered before the annual
conference of the Governmental Research Association, Sept. 8, 1939, p. 23
J. Weldon Jones, The Execution of the Federal Budget, reprint of an address
delivered before the 26th annual meeting of the American Accountin,
Association, Dec. 30, 1941, p. 1; Daniel T. Selko, The Adminisiration of Fed-

— eral Finances, 1939, pp. 2, 47-49, The Federal Financial System, 1940, p. 116
- Efficiency Commission of Kentucky, The Government of Kentucky, 1924, p.
208; Robinson and Griffenhagen, op. c¢it.,, pp. 27-29, 42; and Tiptén R.

. Snavely, 4 Study of the Fiscal System of Tennessee, 19386, p. 17.

L YFinancial “Control ‘and Accountability,” President's Committee on

Administrative Management, op. cit.,, pp. 141, 142. Concurrence with this

- view {8 apparent in other studies of state organization, although in most
cases the advocacy of placing the budget function in a department of finahce
was gecondary to the primary issue of integrating the scattered financial
functions. 8ee The Brookings Institution, Repart on o Survey of Organiza-
tion and Administration in Oklohoma, 19535, pp. 220, 231; Griffenhagen and
Associates, Report Made to the Special Legislative Committee on Orgoniza~
tion and Revenue, State of Wyoming’, 1933, pp. 337, 338; James Karl Cole-
man, State Administration i South Carolina, 1936, p, 76; Institute of Public
Administration, Report on o Survey of Or and A ation of
the State Government of New Jersey, 1930, p. 49; and Public Administration
servticel,s.ar‘zsepwggn Financial Administration in the Michigan State Govern-
‘ment, v P
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of programs and activities and relate them to the whole admin-
istrative framework and policy if he is to advise the governor.
It is of equal importance to stress that the director’s attitude
toward administrative officials should be that of a counselor and
not of a erusader. Neither the governor nor his budget assis-
tants can achieve the desired goal if harmonious relationships
with administrative officials are not maintained. Naturally
enough, the heads of the various offices resent an outsider who
presumes to know far more about the business of each and every
department than does anyone else and who ‘‘takes up the cud-
gels’’ in trying to tell administrators how to run their businesses.

Departmental organization .

The exact budget functions in the departments and other
establishments of Kentueky vary aceording to the types of in-
dividuals who perform the work, the volume and complexity of
the work, size of the organization, and the degree to which the
functions are developed. Two primary functions in any depart-
ment are: (1) to obtain the funds necessary for effective opera-
tion of the various activities of the department ; and (2) to main-
tain an effective relationship between the allotment and prudent
expenditure of these funds. In most of the state departments
the decisions relative to these two functions are made by the de-
partment head, and the routine work of compilation and main-
taining control aceounts is delegated to a clerk in the executive
office of the department.3? For example, when estimates of
expenditures are prepared in the Department of Revenue, the
budget clerk in the Commissioner’s office first prepares them
using the financial records showing previous years’ expendi-
tures; then thev are given to the executive assistant, who re-
views them and confers with the division heads upon their
needs for the ensuing biennium; and finally, they are received
by the Commissioner himself, who makes the final requests for
appropriations basing his decisions on the information supplied
him by the executive assistant and on his own work policy for
the entire department. In some departments, the Department

8 Conterence with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, Aug. 5, 1944, and personal
observation. The departmental budget organization in a iarger govern-
mental unit is necessarily more elaborate; ¢f. Verne B. Lewis, Budgetary

Administration in the United States Department of Agriculture, 1941, pp.
10-13. -
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of Finance and. the Department of Business Regulation for- ex-
ample, the practice is to make the division chiefs responsible for
the general financial administration of their units, including
the preparation of estimates. They make decisions, presumably,
in compliance with the department head’s general policy of ex-
panding or contracting activities.?s ~

This is probably a good point at which to emphasize that
budgeting is not bottled up in a vacuum in the central budget
office, but that it permeates the whole administrative strueture.
“Tt is found at the first link of the administrative chain where the -
person in charge of the service division, and even the unit super-
visors, of the Department of Revenue, for example, must decide
whether the addition of two more stenographers is necessary to
maintain an efficient level of performance and goes on through
decisions on the same question by the Commissioner of Revenue,
the Director of the Division of the Budget, the Governor, and the
Gerleral Assembly. Once the appropriations are made, deter-
mination of an effective balance between allotments and expendi-
tures is especially important to the burean chief and his assist-
ants, sinee these officials are held responsible for the results
obtained in their respective fields. At the same time, under the
budget system, nothing that involves the expenditure of money
is-outside the purview and interest of the department head and

the central budget office, so that there exists a fusion of respon-
sibility.

PROCEDURE 1N PREPARING THE BUDGET DOCUMENT
The call for estimates
The first formal step in preparing the Governor’s budget is
the preparation of the budget estimate sheets by the Division of
the. Budget and their distribution to the budget units. All
agencies of the state which receive state money should submit
expenditure estimates. However, in view of the fact that a policy
" has been adopted of making the highway function independent
“ of regular budget procedure, the Kentucky Department of High-
ways does not submit the usually required estimates.®4
The‘Division of the Budget is required to furnish such forms
as it may preseribe to the hedds of the budget units for their use

® Loc, cit.
# Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, Oct, 18, 1944,
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in preparing estimates, to furnish a statement of the expenditures
of the unit for the eurrent year, and to instruet them on the pro-
cedure to he followed in making estimates.®® In addition the
Division is responsible for estimating expenditures for county
officials and eourt costs, debt and interest, and other expendi-
tures which are not the result of activities of specific depart-
ments or agencies.*¢  Estimates of all revenues and receipts are
prepared by the Division of the Budget with the aid of collecting
agencies.??

In order to complete the budget plan in time for submission
to the General Assembly not later than the third Monday of its
hiennial session, the estimate forms must be distributed on or be-
fore October 13 of each year preceding the regular session.®®
This means that expenditures must be estimated eight months

. before the beginning of the budget period on July 1 and thirty-
two months before the end of the period. The length of the period
makes estimation a diffieult problem, but the preparatory stage
in Kentucky is not as far removed from the beginning of the
fiscal period as it is in most states.??

When estimate forms are distributed, they are ordinarily
accompanied by a statement of the general fiscal policy of the
administration in order that the departments may adjust their
expenditure requests in advance of submission. The following
statement aceompanied the budget forms distributed for the
1942-44 biennium ;

“In the matter of estimates, economy is urged. It is
the purpose of the Administration to maintain the present
sound financial basis of operations. While a complete
liquidation of the present State indebtedness by January
1, 1942 is contemplated, yet the completion of improvements
now in progress is urgent. The estimate of receipts for the
current year is approximately $2,500,000 less than actual
receipts during the last completed fiscal year and due to
economic conditions resulting from the present world af-
fairs a probability of further decreases exists. This prob-
able decrease in revenue together with the necessity for
completing the improvement and rehabilitation program in
progress at the respective charitable and eleemosynary in-

% Acts 1934, chap, 25, art. 3, sec. 5; KRS 45.060.

% Public Administration Service, Handbook of Financial Administration,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, 1937, pp. 23, 24.

% Loc. ¢it, In practice the Division simply adopts tax and license esti-
mates which the Department of Revenue prepares. The Department of
Finance forecasts other reventes.

% Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, secs. 5, 10; KRS 45.060, 45.100.

= Sundelson, op. cit., p, 363,
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stitutions will prevent any increases in ordinary, operating
expenses. Therefore, I earnstly solicit the full and hearty
cooperation of all agencies to the end that we continue
" our fundamental policy of keeping expenses within the

limits of income”* :

Another aid to department heads aécompanying the estimate
- forms is a bulletin issued by the Division of Purchases and Publie
Properties of the Department of Finance.#* This Division, as
the state’s centralized purchasing agency, is conversant with
price trends and is best equipped to make price forecasts. The
bulletin which it prepares is intended to_ serve as a guide to
prices to be used in estimating future expenditures for materials,
supplies, and equipment.

Estimate Forms
‘ The forms prescribed by the Division of the Budget may
“vary from year to year, but a comparison of those used for the
'1938-40 biennium*? with those used for the 1942 biennium?*s
. -indieates that they are similar. The procedure is virtually the
same for each biennium—two copies of each form are prepared,
- the duplicate copies for the departmental files and the original
copies for submission to the Division of the Budget ;. and before
the forms are sent to the several departments, the data for the
past biennium are tentatively entered by the Division of the
Budget on the basis of the records of the Division of Aceounts
and Control and the personnel roster maintained by the Division
of Personnel Efficiency. The forms are arranged to show ex-
penditures for the past year, estimates of current year expendi-
tures, requests of the departments for the ensuing two years,
-~ recommendations of the Governor for the ensuing two years, and
a column for comments. Revolving funds are separated from
the general fund,** since the Governor and his budget staff have
no authority to alter the former. The forms include: (a) detail
~of expenditures for personal services showing the number of
. bersons employed in edeh agency by class of position; titles and
salary rates must be in conformity with the elassifieation plan
-and salary schedule adopted by the Division of Personnel Effi-

* Kentucky Department of Revenue file copy of Department of Finance
budget estimate forms for the 1942-44 biennium, P

4 Public Administration Service, op. cit., p. 24.

8 Ibid., pp. 24-32.

# Kentucky Department of Revenue, file copy.

# Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec, 14; KRS 45.140.
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ciency; (b) detail of expenditures for servieces other than per-
sonal broken down according to the subsidiary classification of
postage, telephone, freight charges, ete.; this analysis by type of
service and commodity makes for more eareful preparation of
estimates and facilitates review analysis; (¢) a summary of ex-
penditure estimates by budget units arranged under each de-
partment or institution; (d) a form which details and explains
any estimates required for capital outlay and replacements; the
explanation sets forth the deseription of the item or project,
detailed reasons for the proposed expenditure, how and when the
item is to be purchased or constructed, and any other pertinent
data necessary to describe fully the need for the appropriation;
aud (e) a forin on which the head of each spending ageney sup-
ports and justifies his requests; this justification is quite fre-
quently put into a letter which accompanies the estimates when
they are returned to the Division of the Budget.

The revenue estimates show figures by source for the past
vear, current year, and next ensuing two years, the latter shown
by quarterly periods. Forms for earlier years called for esti-
mates of aecruals, but this practice has been dropped since the
bulk of revenue receipts is derived from income and excise
taxes*® which are received when assessed; any aceruals resulting
from additional assessments, such as delinquencies and ecorrec-
tions after audit, are minor in amount, and eolleetions usually
occur within the fiscal year.

stimating expenditures
Expenditore estimates are an essential foundation of the
budget, and the care with which they are made largely deter-
mines the success with which the budget is administered, If the
objective of those responsible for the administration of public
affairs is 10 secure the greatest benefits to the citizenry in rela-
tion to the taxes imposed, it is essential that expenditure éstimat-
ing be considered of vital importance, and not merely a routine
clerical task.
No exact rules have been formulated for judging expendi-
ture needs in Kentucky or elsewhere. Budgetary laws contain
_ no provisions on this point. It is for this reason that estimating

* Kentucky Department of Finance, Biennial Report, for the fiscal
years ending June 30, 1942 and June 30, 1943, pp. 35, 86, 121,
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must be left to the diseretion of the department heads and their
budget aides. The estimates will be good or bad in direct pro-
portion to the amount of experience in the work, the foresight,
sagacity, and integrity of the estimators. Although the task of
estimating cannot be reduced to an exact science, it ean be ac-
complished so that estimates are more than bad guesses.

In the first place, breaking the expenditure analysis down
by function, organization unit, activity, character, and object+s
will produce a set of figures which more accurately approaches
exaet estimates than a lump-sum figure for a budget unit will
do. Second, estimates can approach real needs more accurately
if based upon work programs, rather than upon previous year's
expenditures and if cost accounting is used for studying per-
sonnel, material, and equipment requirements.#” Most of the
administrators in Kentucky do not keep written and exaect
records of work loads in their departments, but depend upon a
general mental picture of the quantity of serviee performed and
upon past year’s requirements in making their requests.t®* How-
ever, work norms have heen developed in some instances. The
Department of Revenue, for example, keeps records of work
loads (the number of tax forms filed in each unit, ete.) and also
utilizes cost accounting techniques in determining the cost of
collecting specific taxes.*?

Records which show work loads in quantitative terms not
only aid the adminjstrator in estimating, but provide information
which he ean utilize in many other instances, for example deter-
mining personnel requirements. These same records again would
benefit the Division of the Budget and the Governor in deter-
mining the best allocation of the resources. Such specific infor-
mation could be required of the budget units in Kentucky, for
the law states: )

-“The head of each budget unit . . . shall submit to the

Department of Finance estimates of the financial require-

* Municipal Finance Officers Associati Muniot; Budget P "
and Budgetary Aocounting, 1942, p. 29, 7 T n oipal Budget Procedure

¥ Ibid., p. 23; B. O. Griffenhagen, “Utilizing Unit Costs to Measure
Governmental Efficiency,” Proveediuga,'Citizens Conference on Government
EWEN T B, L K d Mol L Mo Pl poelnent
nistration,” Public t. i
The Work Unit in Federal Admin,istrat{on', 19317, pp. 3-;1[.‘ nistration Service,
“ Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, Aug. 5, 1944,

- # 8¢e Kentucky Departme: . "
1943, pp. 21-24, ¥ Dep: nt of Revenue, Twenty-fifth Annual Report,
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ments and receipts of his budget unit for the next two

fiscal years, on the forms and in the manner prescribed

by the Department of Finance, with such explanatory data

as is Tequired by the department. . . .” (italics supplied).”

The truth is that the budget staff agency in Kentucky is too
small and works as an entity for such a short time that it has
neither the time nor the personnel to make use of more detailed
information. In addition, the staff of the Department of Fi-
nance itself is adequate neither to aid departments in the iu-
stallation of cost accounting procedures nor to utilize cost in-
formation if it could be obtained.

Estimating revenues

The bulk of the work of estimating state revenues and re-
ceipts is done in the Department of Revenue. Table 2 shows for
one fiseal year both the amounts and types of receipts which are
estimated by the Department of Revenue and the Department
of Finance. As is evidenced by the table, the Department of
Revenue estimates all tax receipts, which covers more than 75
per cent of the total. The job of estimating is hegun by the head
of the Division of Research and Statisties within the Depart-
ment of Revenue ahout a month before the date on which the
estimate forms are sent out by the Division of the Budget, and
considerable time and energy are applied to the task. The Di-
rector of Research and Statisties collaborates with the Commis-
sioner of Revenue and his assistant, who reach final judgments.
The Division of the Budget accepts these revenue estimates with-
out revision.

The non-tax receipts are estimated by the Division of the
Budget in ecoperation with the collecting agencies.? The de-
partmental fees, sales, and rentals for the general fund ineclude
-sueh items ay legal process agents’ fees and corporation filing
and recording fees for the Secretary of State, texthook sales of -
the Department of Education, examining and inspection fees for
other departments, ete.; for the revolving, trust, and agency
funds the largest items are tuition and board and room fees of
state colleges and examination and registration fees for various

% Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 6; KRS 45.070.
s Public Administration Service, loc. cit.
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state boards; and for the state road fund, they include such
. items as truck permit fees, sales of junk, ete.5%

Table 2
ESTIMATED REVENUE RECEIPTS IN KENTUCKY, 1944-45

Estimated by Department of Revenue

Estimated by Department of Finance

GENERAL FUND

Property and inherit-
ance taxes (except
franchise corpora-
tions)

Income and special
. corporation taxes .. 11,056,000.00
Alcohol taxes .and
licenses — . -6,037,000.00
Excise taxeg (other
than alcOnol) ... 5,169,000,00
License taxes (other
than alechol)

Total _.__

1,737,750.00
—— _,.,330 275 750,00

e 8,276,000.00

Departmental fees,
sales, and rentals~-$ 90,000.00

County and court costs 1,150,000.00

Miscellaneous xje\}enue.. 40,000.00

$1,230,000.00

REVOLVING TRUST, AND AGENCY FUNDS

Spacial corporation
and property taxes.. $ 265,000.00

Licenses (other

than alcohol) 905,200.00

Departmental fees,

sales, and rentals ~§ 2,567,781.00
Subventions and

Brants e 8,165,800.00
Miscellaneous revenue. 34,080.00

Total o $1,170,200.00 $10,757,661.00
STATE ROAD FUND

Excise taxes ... $10,490,000.00 Departmental fees,

sales, and rentals _. $21,600.00
Licenses and permits. 2,379,250.00

Total wmmovrram e §12, 869, 250. 00 $21,600.00
Grand total ...... $44,315,200.00 $12, 059, 261,00
Source: Commonwealth of Kentuckv The FErecutive Budget, for the

biennium 1944-46, pp. 20-23, 28,

Review and revision of eshmates

The spending agencies are required to return their estimates
to the Division of the Budget by November 15, one month after

. they reeceive them.58

At this time the Division of the Budget

© Kentucky Department of Finance, Bisunial Report, op. cit., pp. 29,

86, 123

ﬂd:vta 1934, chap. 25, art, 3, séc. 6; KRS 46.070,
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studies the individual estimates for error, and aggregates all re-
quests to compare with total anticipated receipts. In order to
enforee the provisions of the budget and finaneial administration
act and to get full information, the Commissioner of Finance or
a representative of the Department of Finance as designated by
the Commissioner has free access during business hours to all
books, reports, papers, and aceounts in any budget unit and may
compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of testi-
mony touching upon the subject under investigation 3+

As a matter of good polities the budget officer in Kentucky
does not revise and reduce estimates himself, but he has private
conferences with the Governor at which time they go over the
original requests together.5 The Governor assumes personal
responsibility for the budgét as it is finally revised. The Gov-
ernor-elect has the prerogative of examining the budget report
in process and attending all hearings thereon.58

The review is one of the most vital steps in the budgetary
process and one which is eriticised as being non-scientifie, parti-
san, and neglected. Expenditure estimates generally have to be
revised downward and the review process is one of determining
how ‘‘scarce means shall be allocated to alternative uses.’'s?
Since department heads are frequently over-ambitious in the
expansion of services for their particular department and sinee
they are not familiar with the entire field of government opera-
tion and do not know the limitations of finanecial resourees, it is
imperative that the Division of the Budget study the total pie-
ture—the variations in volume of work, the effectiveness of or-
ganization within the spending agencies, the utilization of new
methods and machinery, and the adoption of work measurement
standards, ineluding eost accounting techniques—as an effective
means of giving the taxpayer the most serviee from his tax dollar,

For the most part standards for the evaluation of perform-
ance are yet undeveloped in Kentucky, partly because there is
not time fo analyze the work programs of each department ex-
tensively in the short time allotted to budget preparation. The

% Actg 1934, chap. 25, art. 9, sec. 2; KRS 45.330.
® Conference with Mr, Frank D. Peterson, May 11, 1944,

o Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 9; KRS 45.080.

67 V. 0, Key, Jr.,, “The Lack of a Budgetary Theory,” American Poli-
tical Science Review, 1940, p. 1138. etary ¥
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fiscal year in Kentucky, as'in most states, begins on July 1, and
the budget document must be ready for submission to the legis-
Jature six months prior to this date. In order to minimize the
time elapsing between the preparation of the financial plan and
the opening of the finaneial year, the formulatlon stage is
squeezed at both ends.

At the present time in Kentucky the review is considerably
influenced by the personality and information of the reviewers—
the Governor, the members of the Legislative Council, and the
Budget Director.® This is always true to some extent since
each of these persons, except perhaps the Budget Director, lacks
information regarding the detailed needs of every department
and so is inclined to be most concerned with the limited number
he does know and to be influenced by conferences with particular
department officials. For this reason again it would be. profit-
able to equip the Governor with a full-time budget staff agency,
which would continuously study the needs of the government, the
possibilities of preventing waste, ete., and for the reviewers to
utilize the information such a budget staff agency could supply.

Another fanlt of the Kentucky review process is the failure
to analyze adequately the revolving fund receipts of the various
departments before the general fund appropriations are recom-
mended. The Governor does not give this factor adequate at-
tention in the first place, and the legislature follows the same
line of least resistance; one budget officer, when asked if the
legislature considered the dedicated receipts of the agencies
as a factor influencing a just and economical appropriation
answered: ‘‘They don’t know and for the most part they don’t
care,’’s9 *

Kentneky has made one valuable contribution to the review
process. Although the whole budgetary procedure is character:
ized by exactness and finality at certain points, the stage be-
tween the Governor’s review and the authorization by ‘the legis-
lature is one- which includes highly developed elements of eo-
operation and collaboration. The budget calendar provides that
conferences attended by the Governor, the representatives of the

® Conference  with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, May 11, 1944; conference
with Mr., Warren Van Hoose, Assistant Budget’ DireZtor, Kentucky Depart-
ment of Finance, Sept. §, 1944.

® Conference with Mr. Warren Van Hoose, Sept. 6, 1844,
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Division of the Budget, and the individual department heads be
held during the month of November, at which time the estimates
can be discussed and final decisions made.®® The “Governors
since 1936 have invited the members of the Legislative Council
to attend these hearings and to give advice with respect to
policies which should be reflected in the budget plan. For the
most part the Governors have incorporated the recommendations
of the Council in their executive budget proposals.6t This prac-
tice indirectly gives the publie, through its representatives, an
opportunity to be heard and works advantageously for the Gov- ~
ernor as well in that he is able to feel the temper of the General
Assembly before making his decisions.®2 The budget is one of
the most important pieces of legislation the Governor must con-
sider; if he cannot get his financial plan accepted, his whole
plan of administration may erumble. In Kentueky at the budget
hearings the administration and the legislature ‘‘get together,”’
so to speak, to give their opinions. The result of such collabora-
tion is noticeable. The passage of a general appropriation bill
reflecting the Governor’s expenditure program was made with
practically unanimous vote from 1938 through 1942,%% which is
a strange proceeding in most states and which is certainly foreign
to the Congress of the United States.

® Public Administrative Service, op. ¢it.,, p. 32. In practice these con-
ferences are largely held in December.

@ Gov. Keen Johnson, Kentucky Government, 1939-1943, p. 54.

& The effectiveness of the Governor's use of the Legislative Council in
this connection is allegedly impaired by the jealousy of members of the
General Assembly who are not members of the Council. Kentucky experi-
ence guggests, moreover, that the plan reaches maximum efficiency only
it the Governor adopts a policy of close collaboration with legislators., See
James W. Martin, “Current Developments in Kentucky State Budgeting,”
Southwestern Social Science Quarterly, Dec., 1944, pp. 197 ff.

& Johnson, loc. cit.



CHAPTER V
THE BUDGET DOCUMENT

Lrearn Provisions ReLATIVE 10 THE BUpcEr Documant

The budget takes shape in the form of & doecument, which is
-a collection of summary and detailed statements setting forth
- the financial plan, schedules showing the past and present oper-
afions, and, sometimes, the bills required for legislative author-
ization. - By means of .this document the exeeutive’s financial
poliey is presented to the legislature for consideration and action.

- On the whole, the legal provisions throughout the states are
‘ot very specific as to the form of the budget document. Most
state laws preseribe the general content and require certain fi-
naneial statements, but permit the budget information to be set
up in various ways. The degree of specificity ean be illustrated
by dividing the states into three groups.

1. In Arkansas the Budget Committee of the General As-
sembly prepares the necessary appropriation bills and a budget
document is not required. The Kansas law provides that the
-Governor submit his recommendations in a budget message, and
no further requirements relative to the preparation of a docu-
ment are made. In North Dakota the State Budget Board sends
its recommendations for appropriations to the Legislature but
does not prepare a complete document. Georgia, Illinois, Mis-
sissippi, Oregon, and. Pennsylvania make only a general re-
quirement that a budget plan be submitted to the legislature and
do not make definite stipulations as to the contents:

2. In more than half of the states’ the laws prescribe the
contents of the budget document, but the amount of data re-
quired and the exactions of the law in making the requirements
vary from state to state. :

3. “Ahe Alabama, Colorado, Connecticut, Towa, Maine,
Maryland, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, and New Hampshire
1Ariz, Calif, Del, Fla, Idaho, Ind, Ky., La . Mags., Mich, Nebr.

Nov.,, N, M., N. &, N. ¥., N. C., Ohio, Okla,, ®. L, S, C., 8. D., Tenn., Tex.,
Ut.ah. Vt., ‘Va., Wash,, W Va., Wls and Wyo
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laws not only preseribe certain contents but also stipulate in
what form they shall be compiled. ]

As a practical matter it may be wise for budget officers to
be legally compelled to produce certain information for the
benefit of the legislatures and the publie; it does not follow that
requirements of law always make for the most comprehensive
and understandable document, nor does it mean that the law is
followed to the letter. Detailed legal provisions, especially as
to form, may hinder rather than aid in the preparation of a
simple and clear document. For example, the law of Maryland
has a provision dividing the budget into two parts; one part is
called ‘‘governmental appropriations’™ covering interest and
principal due on state debt, salaries prescribed by law, appro-
priations for the legislative, judicial, and executive branches, or,
in other words, expenditures which might be termed obligatory ;
the second part is designated ‘‘general appropriations’’ and in-
cludes all other expenditures, which are more or less optional.?
The division on such a basis means cutting across organizational
units and splitting the requirements for current purposes into
two parts. As a practical arrangement this was regarded as un-
satisfactory; so an arbitrary division of the budget document
was made along organizational lines.3

Kentucky :

Kentucky s law relative to the contents of the budget docu-
ment is neither as specific as that of Maryland nor as general as
that of Kansas or North Dakota. Viewing the document in the
light of compliance with statutory provisions is not an attempt
to evaluate these provisions, but more a basis of approach in
examining and revealing the contents of the Kentucky document.
In abbreviated form the legal requirements are as follows:

1. A budget message signed by the Governor,

2. Summary statements of the Commonwealth’s financial
condition to include: -
(a) a comparative consolidated balance sheet showing
surplus or deficit, as the case may be, at the close of
the last two fiscal years concluded;

(b) summary statements of fund balances showing in de-
tail for each fund the current account surplus or
deficit at the beginning of each of the two fiscal

* Maryland Constitution, art. 3, sec. 52.
Y A. E. Buck, Public Budgeting, 1929, p. 54.
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years. last concluded actual income of ‘each year,
total net appropriations for each year, and fotal ex-
penditures of each year; .
(c) similar summary statements of the estimated fund
© balances for the current fiscal year and each of the
next two fiscal years. :

These statements shall be accompanied by such other .
schedules as the Governor deems advisable.

- 3. Statements of receipts for each of the last two fiscal years

concluded and estimates of the same for the current and
each of the next two fiscal years, {0 be itemized by or~ -
ganization units and sources and by funds and sources,
and to show further current income, refunds, sale of as-
sets, and collections of prior years’ revenue. Existing
sources of receipts shall be analyzed and proposed new

sources explained. k )

- 4. Summary statements of expenditures and disbursements

for the two fiscal years last concluded, itemized by
budget units under functional heads. .

5, Statements analyzing changes in surplus by funds for the

last two years concluded. -

8. A statement as of the last completed fiscal year and an
restimate as of the current fiscal year, showing total

funded debt, value of sinking fund assets, net funded
debt, and floating liabilities,

Detailed comparative statementis of expenditur'es and

requests for appropriations by funds, budget uniis, and

budget classes, showing expenditures for each of the two
fiscal years last concluded, budget of the current year,
and requests of the budget units and recommendations
of the Governor for each of the next two fiscal years—
all subdivided according to budget classes of ordinary
recurrind%nexpenses of operation and maintenance, and of
 extraordinary expenses and capital outlays. Following
the list of actual and proposed expenditures should be a
brief explanation of the functions of the unit and com-
ments on its policies and plans, -

8. A summary statement for each fund of the cash resources
estimated to be available at the beginning of each of the
next two fiscal years and estimated cash receipts of those
years as compared with the recommended appropria-
tions for the same years with recommendations as to how
deficiencies arve to be met, if they are present. )

. A draft of a proposed appropriation act or acts, embody-

g the Governor’s recommendations for the next two
fiscal years to be itemized by budget units for ordinary
recurring expenses and by budget classes for extraordi- -
nary expenses and capital outlays, which are to be sup-
plemented by such wording as will imit each appropria-
tion to the specific purpose intended, Drafts of .such
revenue and other acts as may be recommended for put-
ting into effect the proposed plan are to be included,

16. A certificate of the State Auditor as to the accuracy of

the statements of financial condition, of receipts, and of
disbursements* .

I

L=

¥ Acts, 1834, chap. 25, att, 3, sec. 4; KRS 45.040,
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Both the physical make-up and the contents of the first
Iudget document for the biennium 1938-40 differ from the sue-
ceeding three® The following comments relate to the hudget
documents from 1940 to date, all of which have the same form.

A more complete discussion of the commonwealth’s funds
appears in an earlier chapter,® but a few remarks on this point
are necessary for the clarity of the subsequent paragraphs. Al-
though the statutes speecify that information of various kinds
bhe supplied relative to each fund and the law further requires
that a separate account be maintained for each revolving, trust,
and agency fund,? for fiscal reporting purposes in the budget
document and in the Department of Finance reports a group of
small funds of the nature of accounts are treated together under
the heading “‘revolving, trust, and agency funds.”” This method
of treatment has practical value, since these funds are numerous
and small in amount.8 Reference to ‘‘revolving, trust, and
ageney funds’’ in the following paragraphs ineludes this whole
group of small funds. The remaining funds as titled in the
budget documents and other financial reports are: general fund,
road fund, National Industrial Recovery et fund, (no longer
used) bighway bridge bond fund, highway bridge bond sinking
fund, county road trust fund, county road sinking fund, special
deposit trust fund, state fire and tornado insurance fund, unem-
ployment compensation fund, and the teachers’ retirement fund.
The law contemplates the inelusion of all these funds in the bud-
get report, but many of them have been set up to receive dedi-
cated revenue; generally speaking, only the revolving, trust, and
agency funds and the general fund are given full treatment in
the budget reports. This fact is obvious from the following
statements regarding compliance with the law.

Requirements 1 and 2(a) above are fulfilled. In addition
to showing a consolidated balance sheet for all funds, separate
bulance sheets are shown for each fund. Consolidated balance
sheets of particular funds are also exhibited. For example, the

® A good description of the 1938-40 hbudget document appears in Public
Administration Service, Handbook of Financial Administrdtion, Common-
wealth of Kentucky, 1937, pp. 32-34.

¢ Sce Chapter III. .

7 Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 14, art. 6, sec. 9; KRS 41.290, 45.140.

8 Kentucky Department of Finance, Riennial Report, for the fiscal years
(-ndi]x;gr.lu‘;]e 30, 1942 and June 30, 1943, pp. 223-229 lists 189 of these
sma unds,
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general fund. is eombined with-the revolving, trust, and agency
funds in one statement; and the N. L R. A. fund, while it ex-
isted, was combined w1th the state road fund in another state-
ment. i : : .
The operatmg statements as required in 2(b) are shown for
‘the general fund, the state road fund, and the group of revolving,
irust, and agency funds for the bienniums 1940-42 and 1942-44;

but in the 1944-46 document these statements are not separated
from the analysis of surplus,

, Requirement 2(c) is missing entirely. Estimated fund bal-
ances and operating statements by funds for the eurrent fiseal
year and the coming biennium are nowhere shown.

Receipts of three classes of funds, the general, the road, and
" the revolving, trust, and ageney group, are itemized by fund and
‘source according to requireinent 3 and are further itemized for
the general and road funds by quarterly periods for each year
of the coming biennium. Receipts of the remaining funds of the
commonwealth are not shown. TFurther, itemization by organi-
zation unit and fund, as the statute requires, is not included ex-
cept for the biennium 1940-42, when the receipts of the revolving,
trust, and ageney group were shown by organization unit. ' It
would seem to he worthwhile, quite aside from the fact that it is
required by statute, to continue this statement so' that it may
serve as a guide in determining gemeral fund appropriations to
- -organization . units” which also have revolving  fund receipts
available for expenditure. * .

Requirement 4 so far as it relates to expendxtures is met for
the general fund only.

Requirement 5 is met in each document; as to revolving,
Arust, and agency funds it is most clearly met in the 1944-46
document.

The only statement regarding debt included in the budget
doeuments is one which shows total warrants outstanding for the
general and the state road funds for each fiseal year from 1908
to date. A debt statement as preseribed in requirement 6 is not
necessary since the state at present is, legally speaking, free from
debt (exeept for the constitutional debt to educational agencies).
_ The final call for interest-bearing warrants was made in Mareh,
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1941; a nominal amount of warrants were not presented for
payment.?

Requirement 7 above is met for disbursements from the gen-
eral and the revolving, trust, and agency funds as a group.

One of the most regretable failures to meet statutory re-
quirements adequately is non-compliance with requirement 8
above, The total estimated receipts and expenditures should be
combined in one statement in order to present a one-page sum-
mary of the budget plan. A suggested form for this purpose is
presented below.

Inclusion within the budget report proper of the aets
required to put the financial plan into action would seem to
bulk the document unnecessarily and be repetitious, although
" this opinion is not consistently held.!® Many of the states!!
require that the budget makers prepared drafts of appropriation
and sometimes revenue bills, and it is customary for budget
agencies to perform this task whether the law requires it or not,
but the drafts are not usually bound with the rest of the docu-
ment.22  The Division of the Budget in Kentucky prepares
drafts of appropriation bills, although they are not bound with
the budget document.

A certificate by the Kentucky State Auditor as to the ac-
curacy of the financial information as required in the statutes
is not presented, although this statement with the Auditor’s
cooperation eould easily and properly be included.

SuceesTED ForM AND CONTENT

Nothing approaching a uniform method of compiling bud-
get doeuments has yet been developed among the states. In
physical appearance budget documents exemplify all sizes from
regular octavo to large atlas and vary in length from 18 pages,
as in the Nebraska report for the 1941-43 biennium, to over 700
pages, as in the current New Mexico and California doecuments.

* Commonwealth of Kentucky, The Executive Budget, t‘or the biennium
1944-46, p. 34. This small ﬂmoum~ was charged off July 1, 1944,

2 Buck, op. cit.,, p. 57 makes the following statement: ‘“While the in-
clusion of these measures in the budget docurment is not widely sanctioned
by present usage, it is nevertheless quite desirable.”

u Ala., Ariz, Ark., Calif., Colo., Conn., Iowa Ky., La., Me, N.
H., N. Y.. N. C, Okla., Tex., Va., WlSC, and W

# Current or recent budget documents for w,ell over half of the states
have been personally examined.
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New York’s executive budget is printed in two -volumes, each of
which contains over 500 pages. Sometimes the budget doeuments -
contain only expenditure data without even a brief statement
of govermmental income.!3 Some states do not publish their
budgetary plan for general circulation in any form; no effort is
‘made to issue the estimates for publie information.

- Although it is not possible to develop standard forms on
~which to present the budget data in view of the fact that the

states’ financial structures, their tax systems, and their laws

are widely divergent, minimum eriteria of contents are necessary
to make the document of value to legislators and citizens.1* This
type of budget is discussed in subsequent pages with reference
to Kentucky. . ' -

Budget message

The Governor is afforded the opportunity in-the budget
message to vitalize the financial plan. He can break away from
technical, financial terminology and present his proposals in a
vernacular understandable to laymen. The plan when sum-
marized in such a budget message is news, and the papers will
ravely fail to give it first-page space. ’

Obviously, the message will ehange from period to period
as do the general conditions to which it relates, but a compre-
hensive message will include discussions on the financial con-
dition of the government-—whether one of surplus or defieit;
an enumeration of the outstanding eurrent revenue and ex-
penditure problems; a complete discussion of the future polidy,
emphasizing any changes in the tax structure, shifts in expendi-
tures, new outlays, major modifications in departmental or in-
stitutional organization, salary standardization, and the soecial
aspeets of governmental expenditures; detailed consideration of
capital outlay payments; an account of the state’s indebtedness;
and a- diseussion differentiating between the non-budgeted ex-
penditures (i. e., expenditures which are authorized by virtue
of eollection as in the case of the receipts of the Kentucky state
road fund ‘and also expenditures which are fixed and uncon-

lI'See the Ind., Neb, N. D,, and Utah documents.

’,ACf Buck, op. cit.,, pp. as £f. ; Municipal ¥inance Ot‘ﬂcers Assocln,tmn,
Mmmngal Builyet Procedure and Bud,getary Accounting, 194 0,
D (iges ‘In Defense of the Budget,” Toward Better Budget{ng, 1941

s
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trollable, such as interest on debt, maturing serial bonds, actuar-
ia]l requirements of sinking funds, and any other payments re-
quired by existing law) from the budgeted items in order to
make clear to the publie that part of the total expenditures for
whieh the Governor is responsible by virtue of his recommenda-
tions. . ;

Many of the state budget messages are no niore than letters
of transmittal from the governor or from whoever is responsible
for budget preparation.’ Sometimes a letter of transmittal
from the governor is supplemented by a more complete analysis
of the budget plan by the chief budget officer.!t

Recent Governors of Kentucky have done a commendable
job of presenting the budget plan in their messages. Taking the
194244 budget document as a sample, the contents of the Gov-
ernor’s message therein included a full description of the state's
financial condition, its indebtedness, and its activities; a discus-
sion of the general financial policy relating anticipated income
to estimated expenditures showing why and where increases in
expenditures were required; an analysis of the possible fluctua-
tions in the tax resources; and recommendations for legislation
which would increase the service of government. Although dis-
tinetions were not drawn between budgeted and non-budgeted
funds, the message generally was comprehensive. The fusion of
a general message with the budget message tends to confuse
citizens and thereby to impair the effectiveness of popular con-
trol over fiscal policy. That is, the practice sacrifices some of
the purposes of the budget message—and by the same token
renders the general nonfiscal policy statement more obscure in
the mind of the public. Only once, under existing financial
control machinery, has a Kentucky Governor thus failed to take
maximum advantage of his opportunity to make his program
¢lear.

Other notable examples of budget messages among the states
at the present time are those of the governors of California, Con-
necticut, Massachusetts, Missouri, North Carolina, New Mexico,
New York, Rhode Island, and Virginia. Graphs, pie charts, and
summary tables have been used in some of these messages. This

3 For example, se¢ the budget documents of Colo., Idaho, Towa, Minn.,
Mont.,, N. H.,, and Tenn. :

1 §ee Colo., INI., and Miss, documents.
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"would seem to be a worthwhile practice, for the budget message
is uswally the only part of the document that is widely publi-
cized; such charts and tables give citizens a. more concrete pie-
“tare of the financial plan than words alone ean present.

Budget snmmmy
‘One of the most essential featules of a good budget docu-
ment, and one ‘which is conspicuously lacking in Kentucky’s, is
the budget summary. This statement should be brief, but should
comprehend the complete financial plan. "It should be set up in .
"a manner so as to exhibit a balanced relationship between esti-
- mates of income and outgo for the budget period. - This does not
mean, however, that it should take the form of a balance sheet.
In fact, it-is more nearly comparable to an operating statement.
Simplicity and clarity. of statement are the essence of all budget
reports and especially of the budget summaries. The budget
summary.should be set up in such form and in sach terminology -
" that citizens can with reasonable effort understand it. ;
Figure 1 is a suggested form to be followed in a budget
summary for Kentucky. The grouping into three funds was
made in order to show the general fund plan, which in Kentucky
is the budgeted plan, separate from the others, and the state
road fund separate from the remaining funds, since its opera-
tions are of greater magnitude than any or all of the others. It
should be emphasized that oll funds other than the general and
road funds should be included in the third section. Citizens are
interested in the magnitude of government operations, and the
one place where they should be aple to find this information is
in the budget document. It often happens that if a budget
system is not fully comprehensive and some funetions lie out-
side the scope of budgetary planning and management that the
operations of these functions are not fully reported. Failure
to include all receipts, earmarked or otherwise, and all disburse-
ments results in a misconception of the government’s finances.

Supporting schedules to the budget summary

» Sinee only the broad outlines of the financial plan are pre-
sented in the budget summary, details of this outline must be
exhibited on supporting schedules, Nearly all budget documents
contain a number of such statements; in fact, if careful atten-



Figure 1 .

GENERAL BUDGET SUMMARY JULY 1, 1944 TO JUNE 30, 1946

Support- Support-
ing sched- ing Sched-
Income ule on p... 1944-45 1945-46 Expenditures ule on p.... 1944-45 1945-46
1. General fund General fund
Surplus or deficit Current operat-
at beginning of year ing expenses
. Tax receipts Capital outlay
Non-tax receipts Debt service :
Unapprop. reserves
2. State road fund State road fund
Surplus or deficit Current operating
at beginning of year expenses
Tax receipts Capital outlay
Non-tax receipts Debt service
Unapprop. reserves
3. AIll other funds All other funds

Surplus or deficit

at beginning of year
‘Tax receipts
Non-tax receipts

Current operat-
ing expenses
Capital outlay
Debt service
Unapprop. reserves

Total means of
financing

Total expenditures

1L
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tion is not giveﬁ to their form and content, it is likely that the
number and nature of these schedules will complicate rather than
éontribute to a clear understanding of the financial plan,

The legal requirements in Kentueky’s budget law provide
for certain of these statements of a summary character. Keep-
ing in mind the requirements of the statutes the following sup-
porting summary schedules are proposed for the Kentucky
budget report. Different suggestions would be presented if
requirements of the law were ignored.

1. A consolidated fund balance sheet as shown on page 11

. of the 1942-44 document.

2. -Balance sheets by funds as shown on pages 8 and 9 of

the 1942-44 document.
" 3. Summary statements of general and road fund opera-
~  tions as shown on page 14 and 15 of the 1942-44 docu-
ment, plus a similar statement for all funds other than
these two. : :

4, Analysis of changes in deficit and surplus for the gen-

eral and state road fund as shown on pages 29 and 30
of the 1942-44 document, plus a similar statement for all
other funds. .

5. A statement of debt following the statutory stipulations.

6. A one-page summary of all estimated tax receipts by

source, :

7. A one-page summary of all estimated non-tax receipts

by source, preceded by a summary in the same form of
data for the two last completed years. _

8. A summary of estimated expenses as illustrated in
Figure 2, preceded by a summary in the same form of
data for the two last completed years.

A summary of expenditures in the same form as the
statement on pages 39 and 40 of the 1942-44 document.

9

In compliance with the statutes the first three statements
aould give information for the last two fiscal years concluded,
the eurrent fiscal year, and for each of the two ensuing years.
‘The information of the fourth statement should relate to the
last two fiscal years concluded. The debt statement, prepared
to reflect the constitutional debt to public education in the ab-
sence of other eredit obligations will show the situation as of the
close of the last completed fiscal year and the estimated status as
of the close of the eurrent fiscal year (inclusive of floating ob-
ligations). The coverage of statements 6-9 inclusive has been
indicated already.
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Figure 2

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES BY CHARACTER
AND OBJECT CLASSIFICATION JULY 1], 1944 TO JUNE 30, 1946

General fund  State road fund All other funds
1944-45 1945-46 1944-45 1945-46 1944-45 1945-46

Current operating
expenses:
1. Personal
services
2. Services
other than
personal
3. Materials
and supplies
4, Other current
expenses

Total

Capital outlay:
1. Land
2. Buildings
3. Machinery and
equipment

Total

Combined Total

Detail of estimates

Detailed statements of the estimates of income and expendi-
ture complete the statement of the financial plan. Generally,
the expenditure estimates are grouped according to organization
unit and objeet and the revenue estimates by source and fund.

In some budget documents!? expenditures are itemized to
a fine detail showing the number and eclass of positions, the
postal, telephone, and other service charges, the materials to be
purchased, and other breakdowns. This practice usually con-
tributes more to the bulk of the budget report than to its value.
Legislators have neither the time nor the will to examine ex-
penditure estimates in such detail and are interested primarily

i Bee, for example, the documents of Calif.,, Fla., and N, Y,
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ini causes for changes in certain classes of expenditure. The de-

tail of this information they can obtain upon request from the

‘budget officer. In other documents!$ expenditures are grouped

by funds. In many cases this arrangement euts across organiza-'
tion units, and to examine the total expenditure requirements of

a given department one must look under the several funds. The
department or ageney responsible for the- expenditure is of

primary significance and the fund, seeondary.

Kentucky’s budget law calls for:

. “Detailed comparative statemenis of expenditures and
" requests for appropriations by funds, budget units and
budget classes, showing the expenditures for each of the
two fiscal years last concluded, the budget of the current.
year, and the requests of each budget unit and the Gover-
nor’s recommendatxons for appropriations for each of the
two ensuing years, all distributed ‘according to budget
classes of ordinary- recurring expenses of operation and
mamtenance, and of extraordmary expenses and capital

outlays. . . "™ .

A‘summary statement of expenditures by organization unit
and funetion for the three years preceding and for the ensuing
two years is shown on the first page of the detailed estimates .
section in the Kentucky reports. Then the estimates are pre-
sented separately by departments of government as the main
classification and are further detailed by fund, by budget unit
under each department, and by budget class or object of expendi-
ture.under each budget unit. . Five classes of expenditures are
shown personal services, services other than personal, materials
and supplies, other current expenses, and capital outlay. A
general statement of the organization and functions of each de-
partment precedes the estimate figures as an aid in interpreting
the purpose of the expenditures.

The detailed estimates in the Kentucky budvet documents
are clear .and well presented, but they are not complete. Dis-
bursements from the general fund and the group of revolving,
trust, and agency funds are the only ones that are shown. This
does not, of eourse, reveal the total expenditures of the state.
The most notable omission of funds is the state road fund, which
means that the expenditures of the Department of' Highways

¥ 8ee the I1l. and N. Y. reports.
® Agts 1934, chap. 25, art. 8, mec, 43 KRS 45.050.
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are not included.2® Although the law elearly contemplates that
the Department of Highways shall be as completely subject to
budgetary control as the earmarking of its support will permit,2!
the Department of Finance does not even show Highway De-
partment estimates in the budget document. Certainly, in this
report to the General Assembly the activities of this ‘‘budget
unit’’ and its plan for the ensuing fiscal period should be fully
shown.22

The income estimates are usually presented by source and
by fund. In many cases the income side of the budget plan is
neglected even to the extent that some states fail to give any idea
as to how expenditures are to be financed.2? It is not unusual
for states to report only general fund receipts or otherwise to
omit receipts of some of its funds.

There is no one place in Kentucky financial reporting where
a complete picture of the state’s income is shown. The budget
reports show receipts of the general fund, state road fund, and
the gronup of revolving, trust, and agency funds only. This
covers only approximately 80 per cent of the total.?+

The law requires:

“Statements of income and receipts for each of the two
fiscal years last concluded, and the estimated income and
receipts of the current fiscal year and of each of the two
ensuing fiscal years. The statements of income and esti-
mated income shall be itemized by sources, by organiza-
tion units and sources, and by funds and sources. The state-
ments of receipts and estimated receipts shall be itemized
by organization units and sources, and funds and sources,
and shall show separately, receipts from current income,
receipts from refunds and reimbursements of expendi~
tures, receipts from sale of assets, and receipts on account
of the income of prior years, all detailed by sourse, . . .’*

Income and receipts in Kentucky phraseology are differen-
tiated on the basis that the former represents net addition to

® There are included among the miscellaneous appropriations recom-
mendattons for maximum amounts to be spent out of the state road fund
for administration and highway patrol and a recormmendation for the main-
tenance of certain rural highways.

= See, e. g, KRS 45.010, 45.040, 45.050, and especially 45.150 and 45.170.
Recent experience in Minnesota illustrates the fact that, although earmark-
ing greatly cripples budgetary management, executive control over an agency
supported by earmarked revenues can be faxgely effective,

2 In fact, of course, the law contemplates, and sound financial policy
requires, that such a department should be as much as any other within the
purview of the budget in every respect except as to method of support.

= See the Ind., Neb., N. D, and Utah documents,

M Bee Table 1.

® Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec, 4; KRS 456.040.
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“assets and the latter may represent only a conversion of assets.
In the budget documents both income and receipts are shown
by source for the general, road, and revolving, trust, and agency
‘funds. They are shown by organization unit and souree for the

_revolving, trust, and agency group for one biennium only,
1940-42. It would seem to be especially worthwhile to continue
showing this revenue by organization wunit. If legislators are to
make wise decisions as to the allocations of state money, they
could utilize a statement of the receipts of the organization units
through the revolving funds in determining general fund ap-
propriativns. )

On the whole, the detail of expenditure and income esti-
mates are well presented, but they are limited in their coverage.
To present a complete pieture of the state’s financial plan, it
should be emphasized that all receipts and all expenditures
should be shown in both the various summary statements and in
the detail of estimates. ) :

Arrangement of the budget statements

Kentucky’s budget document bas three parts: (1) the bud-
get message, (2) the financial statements, and (3) the detail of
expenditure estimates, requests, and recommendations. The
revenue estimates are lodged in the midst of the statements show-
ing the financial condition of the state. A more logical arrange-
ment would be to place the detail of revenue estimates with the
detail of expenditure estimates. This would result in the follow-
ing arrangement: part one, the budget message; part two, the
budget summary, supporting summary schedules, and the legally
required statements eoncerning the financial condition of the
state; and part three, the detail of revenue and expenditure
estimgtes. Drafts of appropriation and revenue bills are omit-
ted from this arrangement on the ground that they would be
repetitious of material elsewhere presented.26

% This is not to suggest, of course, that these bills be neglected.



CHAPTER VI
AUTHORIZATION OF THE BUDGET

Tur RoLE oF THE LEGISLATURE IN BUDGETING PROCEDURE

At first glimpse there appears to be a marked confliet in
the relationship of the executive and legislative branehes in the
matter of planning a budget program for a government unit.
Oranting the postulate that the executive is in the strategic
position to evaluate the expenditure requests of the spending
agencies and to coordinate the finaneial program aud aceepting
the prineiple that to hold him responsible for the administration
of state activities demands giving him a voice in defining the
activities, the question has been asked whether the executive
budget system does not by concentrating authority in the execu-
tive diminish popular control over the purse and reduce legisla-
tive action to a perfunetory voting of the budget.! The answer
to the question necessitates defining and delimiting the respon--
sibility of each branch in formulating the state’s financial policy.
It should be emphasized, first, that the ultimate objective of hoth
branches should be to prepare as sound and effective a financial
program as circumstances permit. An executive budget system
requires a governor, as chief administrator, to colleet and as-
similate the requests for appropriations of all the spending agen-
cies and to present these requests, along with other required in-
formation, to the legislative body. If the governor has recog-
nized and fulfilled his responsibility, he will have reviewed the
details of the requests thoroughly aund revised them to conform
with his general financial policy and with the estimated revenue
receipts, so that he submits to the legislature a carefully studied
and comprehensive budget plan. The legislature is charged with
the duty of reviewing the governor’s finaneial plan. It has a
definite responsibility to reject, to decrease, or to incrcase any

1 See Robert Luce, Legislative Problems, 1335, pp. 344-348, 371 {f. for
the nature of the arguments of those who question executive superiority in
coordinating the financial plan. Lucius Wilmerding, Jr., The Spending
Power, 1443, chap. 13 supports the belief that the Congress of the United
States has sufficient power to control the purse, but that it has failed to
develop machinery and methods of control to a satisfactory degree.
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proposed revenues or expenditures not consistent with its inter-
pretation of what the public desires.

However, practice in Amefican government units indicates
that the line of demarcation drawn in the preceding paragraph
is more theory than fact. Legislative modifieation of the execu-
tive -plan has sometimes extended to the point of substituting a
legislative budget for the executive budget And agam, by ex- -
'ertmg indirect party leadership powers legislative accomplish-
ments of governors in propelling their budgets through the legis-
latures have earned for them the appellation of ‘‘chief legisla-
tor.” Perhaps there can be mo inviolate rule which would
-clearly limit the area of responsibility of each branch and which
would apply in all circumstances. A complexity of executive:
legislative relationships is involved in voting the budget.

,Ewecutwe mflueme o authorizing the budget
The amount of authority given to the executive over the
voting of the budget is a factor in determining the legislature’s
role and responsibility. -While voting the budget is essentially
a legislative function in democratic political systems, this is not:
the circumstance in all countries. In some governments there
is & full authorization of the budget by the executive with only.
a formal legislative sanction. This does mnot usually happen
under normal conditions -and is characteristic of the dietator
countries. Under the Japanese system the budget is largely
determined by the executive, since certain expenditures amount-
ing to about three-quarters of the total budget may not be altered
by the Diet.2- Sometimes the parliamentary and congressional
governments provide for executive authorization-in ease the
legislature fails to act- in a speeified time. For example, in
Clhile the executive budget becomes effective on the first day of
the fiscal year if the Chilean Congress has not voted on it prior
to that time.? Second; there may be limited determination of
the budget by the executive subject to legislative serutiny and
approval. This is the practiee which has developed under the
English budget system, now largely copied by the British Do-
minions.* The House of Commons, by a self-denying rule of

3 A. BE. Buck, The Budget in Governments Today, 1934, p. 0.

3 Ibid., p. 88.
4 Loo. oit.
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long standing, has established a procedure under which budge-
tary initiative passes completely to the executive, no monetary
proposals being- considered by the House unless recommended
by the Cabinet® The effect is to limit the action of the House
to eliminations and reductions only, and the Cabinet may de-
cline to accept these revisions if they are at all important. A
few of the American states have adopted kindred restrictions on
legislative action. For example, the Maryland, New York, and
West Virginia constitutions provide that these states’ legisla-
tures may increase or decrease items relating to legislative and
judiciary expenditures, but may only strike out or reduce the
remaining budget proposals of the executives.® The statutes of
Nevada also limit the Legislature to eliminations and reduc-
tions.” Third, the budget proposals of the executive may be pre-
liminary or advisory subject to legislative initiative and action.
When acting on the budget, most state legislatures are not bound,
either by law or custom, to adhere to these proposals, or to accept
them as a full measure of gowemmental requirements. They
may disregard them entirely and devise their own financial
program. ’

The federal government as well as most of the state govern-
ments in the United States fall in the third category, and the
executives submit to the legislative bodies budget recommenda-
tions which are advisory proposals. However, if the law-making
body fully realizes that the exccutive budget proposals-supply
information designed to assist the appropriating procedure, it
will not disregard the executive plan. Instead, the appropriation
acts will be sueh as to impose only the restrictions necessary to
insure the proper application of public funds and to modify tiie
budget only insofar as the executive proposals are inconsistent
with legislative financial policies, .

The Governors of Kentucky since 1936 have been singularly ‘
suceessful in promoting their financial programs without legis-
lative alterations. The administration has prepared the appro-
priation bill to dovetail with the fiscal program incorporated in

¢ Morlin Harold Hunter and Harry Kenneth Allen, Principles of Puble
Finance, 1940, pp. 654,

e Maryland Constltuﬁon, art. 3, sec. 52; New York Constitution, art, 7,
sec. 4; Weat Virginia Constitution, art, 6, sec, 51, In Md. the leglslature
may add new items, which are subject to veto.

7 Nevada Compiled Laws, 1929, sec. 6995.
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the budget, and the General Assembly, practically without dis-
sent, has approved the bill as written.® This does not mean that.
the leginlature ought invariably to accept the Governor’s budget,
muech less that full authorization by the executive without legis-
lative sanction is the desived goal. It does mean that the Ken-
tucky General Assemblies have not tried to mutilate the Gov-
ernors’ plans, nor have they tried to substitute their judgment
'in respect of details of expenditures for the judgment of those
in charge of administration.

EBzecutive-legislative cooperation

Another factor which strongly influences the voting of the
budget is the degree to which the executive and the legislature
cooperate in designing the financial program. Under ordinary
cireumstances party control affords. practically the only unify-
ing force between the two branches. The fundamental difficulty
in obtaining eooperaejm is traceable to the theory of separation
of powers. This };sr'iciple precludes an easy solution, for it
tends to diseourage collaboration. Many treaties have been Writ-,
ten on the subject of checks and balances. - One eminent consti-
tutional scholar indieated that there is little cause for the belief
that our liberties are dependent upon separation of power when
he wrote:’

“Among all the modern fallacies that have obseured -
- the true teachings of constitutional history, few are worse
than the extreme doctrine of separation of powers.and the’
indiscriminate use of the phrase ‘checks and balances. . ..
The true safeguards of liberty against arbitrary government
are the ancient legal limitation and modern political re-
sponsibility. But this responsibility which in modern times
has become fully as important for our welfare as the
ancient legal limits, is, I think, utterly incompatible with
any extended system of checks and balances.”

Several recommendations, such as giving the executive the
right to introduce financial measures on the floor and providing

3 Gov, Keen Johnson, Kentucky Government, 1939-1943

enactment of the last appropriation bill, however’, evidenced’ xaa%)jme5 4‘;0“3‘&2
bhetween the Governor and the General Assembly; and the Governor's bud-
get was substantially modified. The difficulty may be attributed partly to
the fact that he Governor did not maximize his use of the Legislative Coun-
cil (Cf. Ja,mfas W. Martin, ,“One Method of Limiting Taxation in the Blue
Grass State” Rulletin of the National Tax Assaciation, Jan., 1945, pp. 120
£f.) and partly due to the fact that the Governor was Republican and the
leglslsas‘lzll;re1 )was largely Democratic. (See Courier-Journal, Jan. 2, 1944,
sec. 8, p. 1. .

144 '1(42.5 H. McHlwain, Constitutionalism, Ancient and Modern, 1940, pD.

, 3
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that the executive and his cabinet be given an opportuuity to
join in the legislative debates, have appeared during the course
of development of hudgeting procedure with a view of promoting
more collaboration between the two branches; but little action
has resulted.!® Some states provide that the governor or his
representative may appear before the legislature to defend his
proposals, and a few, New York, Maryland, and Connecticut,!
require that he appear to give explanations; but the provisions
have become practically dead letters of law, owing to the failure .
of the legislatures to establish the mnecessary procedure to put
them into effect.22

Although there is nothing in Kentucky law which requires
collaboration between the two branches in the enactment of a
budget program, the state has made progress toward effecting a
compatible relationship between the Governor and the General
Assembly through the medium of the Legislative Council. Es-
sential facts are placed before the Legislative Couneil, the Gen-
eral Assembly’s instrument for advance planning, in the hear-
ings which the Governor convenes before submitting his pro-
posals to the legislature. The Couneil, acting in an advisory
_capacity, makes suggestions toward improving the budget plan;
and for the most part, the Governor embodies these suggestions
in his recommendations.?® In this manner the legislature and
the administration work jointly in formulating finaneial policy.
The advantages of group thinking, contemplated in the old com-
mittee plan of defining the budget-making authority, is seeured
and pointed responsibility for the plan still remains vested in
the Governor.

TRANSMITTING THE BUDGET PLAN TO THE LIEGISLATURE

The budget document is usually transmitted to the legisla-
tivé body as soon as it is printed. This is the duty of the budget-
making anthority, generally required by specific legal provisions
naming the date of transmittal. In the several states the budget
maker is required to transmit the budget to the legislature on

® A E. Buck, “Public Budgetmg" in Taxation and Public Policy
(edited by Paul Studenskx), 1936, pp. 34, 35.

v Maryland Constitution, art, 8, sec. 52: New York Constitution, art, 17,
sec. 3; General Statutes of Connectwuz, 1339 supplement, sec, 52e(k).

3 Buck, The Budget in Governments of Today, op. cit.,, p. 107.
B Gov. Keen Johnson, loc¢. cit.
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;peeifie(i dates, generdlly within the first month of the session.
Rarely is the state budget sent to the legislature on the first day
of the session. The more common dates for transmitting are the
fifth, fifteenth, twentieth, ind thirtieth days of the legislative
session,’4. The problem connected with the submission date is
one._of .providing thé Governor time for formulating the plan
and affording the legislators time enough to study the budget
plan thoroughly before the session ends and before the beginning
of the fiscal year. The Kentucky law provides: . -

- “The State Budget Officer shall have the budget report,
as approved by the Governor, printed in such number of
copies as the Governor may order, and copies thereof shall

- be transmitted to the House of Representatives not later

than the third Monday after the convening of the General
Assembly in regular session.”™ - g )

. However, it has been reported that few members of the Gen-
eral Assembly see a budget document, aside from the draft of the
general appropriation bill, before the budget bills are ready to -
be passed ‘upon because it is not released from the printers in
sufficient time.*% . As a consequence, the legislators are not able
to study the complete financial plan in advance of budget enact-
ment. There seems to be little reason for failure on the part of -
the Governor and his staff to. get the complete budget document
assimilated, printed, and in the hands of the represenatives in
time for them to make use of the information it presents. The
legislators should make the chief use of a budget document. It
is of even more significance to them than to administrators, who,
admittedly, need some digest of -appropriations to the various
departments. Apparently, in Kentueky the legislators utilize
ouly the appropriation bills prepared by the budget staff and .
reported from the committees, which are neither so detailed in
content nor so informative as the budget document.

The submission of the budget to the legislature may be a
mere incident in a day’s work, passing almost unnoticed, or it
may be the most important oceasion of the legislative session.

1;42 The Council of State Governments, Th;! Book of the States, 1941-1942,
P . N

8 Acts 1934, chap. 26, art. 3, sec. 10; KRS 45.100,

¥ Conference with Mr. Charles Iarnsley, former representative in the
Kentucky General Assembly, Aug, 25, 1944 and conference with Mr. Frank
D, Peterson, former Director of the f)lvislon of Accounts and Control, Xen-
tucky Department of Finance, now Comptroller of the University of Ken~
tucky, Aug. 26, 1944, Possibly the existing conditions may suggest deferring
the date on which the budget is to. be submitted. :
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American practice tends to make it a purely routine matter. It
is possible to present the budget to the legislative body in such a
way as to excite public interest in it and to stimulate the examin-
ation of its proposals by the members of that body and citizens
generally, England has accomplished this to a remarkable de-
gree through the ‘‘budget speech,”” which is delivered by the
Chancellor of the Exchequer before the House of Commons,
assembled in the committee of the whole on ways and means. It
is carefully prepared by the Chancellor and usually takes hir
two or three hours to deliver, during which time any member
of the House may interrogate him. ;

While our governmental system does not lend itself to the
English practice, again owing to the independence of the execu-
tive and legislative branches, it is nevertheless possible for the
executive to appear before the legislative body and deliver a
budget speech in connection with the presentation of his financial
plan. Kentucky Governors have followed this practice. In fact,
the budget message is broadeast and published in a front-page
spread in Kentucky papers. It is undeniable that public inter-
est is heightened by the personal gubernatorial presentation of
fiscal plans. Where a summation in the form of a budget mes-
sage has not made its appearance, & number of difficulties have
been noted;!7 and it is probable that a lack of focus upon the
governor’s fiscal program enables him to shirk a part of his
responsibility.

LiraisLaTive ORGANIZATION
The bicameral legislature )

The legislatures of state governments have the same double-
chambered organization as their counterpart, the Congress of the
United States; although the arguments for this arrangement do
not seem to be as valid in one case as in the other. The chief
problem of the bicameral arrangement in budgeting is the dis-
tribution of budget functions between the two chambers. Certain
priority rights are evidenced in a few of the states. The initia-

7 “Because the budget document has not been presented to the Legisla-
ture by means of a formal message from the Governor . . . the legislators
have paid scant attention to it. It receives no mention in the House or
Senate journals and finds its place on the members’ desks along with the
reports of the various state officers and institutions.” Brookings Institution,
Report on a Survey of State and Local Government in Mississippi, 1932,

p. 360
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>tion of revenye measures in Kentucky, for example, is restricted
to the lower house.l® However, the effect of these few priority
rights has not been influential in bringing about the limitation
of upper chamber power.!? Students of budget problems have
not hesitated to add their blessings to the campaign for uni-
camera) legislatures, not only because the plan would avoid.
costly duplications, but because- the budget can best be consid-
* ered as a unified plan if it is not acted on by two separate
bodies.?® In order to climinate some of the disadvantages of
the bicameral system without eompletely abandoning it, the pro-
cedure of combining the two houses in a joint committee of the
whole has been suggested as a smoother means of reviewing the
budget plan.

I’he comnuttee system

The committee system is the core of state legislatures. The
legislatures make up their collective minds largely vmanously
through their committees. .

The typical state legislature has a separate standing com-
mittee in each house for the stiudy of the general appropriation
bill. The committee in one house usually works independently
of the eommittee in the other house. Before the appropriation
bill is presented for open discussion by each house in Kentucky,.
it is considered by the appropriation committee of each house..
During this discussion the Divector of the Budget and his staff
can be of great assistance to members of the committees in ex-
plaining and defending the budget as presented; and, in fact,
they-are required by statute to be at the disposal of the General
Assembly and its appropriation committees while the bidget is
\under consideration,?1 '

What appears to be the gréatest contribution made by the
states is the reeognition in some cases that joint committees
should coordinate the activities of both chambers and thus avoid

1 The Senate may propose amendments to revenue bills provided no new
matter ig introduced. Kentucky Constitution, sec. 47

* A B. Buck, Moderniving Our State Legislature, 1936, p. 1..

® Loc. cit, Buck, The Budget in Governments of Today, op. cit., pp.
188, 189, Public Budgeting, 1920, p. 373; J. Wilner ﬁundelson, Budgetary
Metlwds in. Naotional and State Governments, 1937, p. 447, ,

2 Aets 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 11; KRS 45.110.
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duplication of work.22  Most of these states provide only for
joint hearings by the committee, which does not as such vote on
bills. Nevertheless, there is some indication that a unified legis-
Jative approach may be thus fostered.

Legislative couneils

As noted before, Kentucky’s use of the Legislative Council
not only promotes ccoperation between the administration and
the general Assembly, but also serves as a means of joint discus-
sion of the budget by the two houses, since its membership in-
cludes both senators and representatives, The Council when
first created comsisted of five senators, five representatives, and
five administrative officials.?® In 1938 a special session reor-
ganized and provided for eight senators, appointed by the Lieu-
tenant Governor, eight representatives, appointed by the
Speaker of the House, and five administrative officers, appointed
hy the Governor; the Lieutenant Governor and the Speaker of
the House are ex officio members and the Governor is an hon-
orary member.2¢ The 1944 General Assembly changed the pro-
visions again to drop the administrative members, an amendment
which was widely construed as a partisan measure.?

The Kentucky Council was one of two similar bodies estab-
lished in nine states which included administrative officers in its
membership.26  Although legislative counecils are primarily
agencies for harmonizing differences between parties and be-
tween houses, the inclusion of administrators aids in also promot-
ing good feeling between the administration and the legislature.
Some observers have expressed doubt as to whether good feeling
among all legislators has been promoted, owing to the jealousy of
Senate and House members who are not on the Couneil,

LEGISLATIVE ACTION ON THE BUDGET
Kestrictions on revising the executive budget
As has been mentioned previously, among the American

® The list of states that operate permanently with some joint com-
mittee activly on buﬂgetary matters includes Conn.,, Ark.,, Del., Fla., Idaho,
Me., Mass,, Miss, Mo, N, C,, Okla,, S. C, Tenn., Va, Wis.,, and Wyo.
Sundelson, op. cit,, p. 449,

® Acts 1936, 1st spec. sess., chap. 1, art, 21, sec. 2. Under the original
law, the Council was officially a joint committee of the General Assembly.

# Acts 1938, 1st spec. sess., chap. 2, sec, 2,

® KRS 7.020 James W, Martm "Kentucky Weakens Centralized State
Administration,” ‘Nutional Mxmtctpat Review, May, 1944, pp, 253, 264,

% The Council of State Governments, op. cit,, p, 109,
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states there are only four, Maryland, Nevada, New York, and
West Virginia, which have effective restrictions on changing
executive budget proposals. These states provide that altera-
tions of the budget plan shall take the form of eliminating or
reducing items, but recommendations may not be increased. In
three of these states, however, the law provides that items of
appropriations may be added provided such additions are
separate from the original item and refer to but one single object
or purpose.z? . h ) - '

The most common limitations upon legislative action found
in the states are of a general, cautionary nature, such as specify-
ing that thé budget shall be balaneed or that no appropriation
bills shall be considered before the budget bill as planned by the
executive is passed upon. For the most part these admonitions
are neither binding nor observed. ‘

The Kentucky law stipulates:

“All expenditures of the state and of ifs budget units -
shall be made under the authority of an annual or biennial
appropriation Act or appropriation Acts, which shall be
based upon a budget prepared as provided in thig chapter.™

“The financial plan for each fiscal year as presented
in the budget report shall be adopted, with such modifica-
tions as are made by the General Assembly, by the passage
of an appropriation Act or Acts and such revenue and other

- ﬁcgsd as are necessary for the purpose. . . .” (italics sup-
plied.”®

Thus, the Governor in Kentucky, as in most states, prepares
a financial program which could be only ‘‘wishful thinkixg’’ on
his part. Whether it will become a legislative reality depends on
the” personality of the Governor, his party strength, and his
relationships with legislative leaders. ’

The appropriation act ) _
An appropriation act eonsists of individual appropriations
that are defined by statute as: - :

“authorizations by the General Assembly to a budget unit
to expend, from public funds, a sum of money not in excess
of the sum specified, for the purposes specified in such
authorization and under the procedure specified,”™

% Ibid., p. 112,
_BKRS 45.020
% KRS 45,050,
® KRS 45.010,
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A budget unit is defined by statute as a department or other
unit of organization for which appropriations are made separate
from any other organization unit.3* This definition is flexible
and leaves the preliminary determination of what shall constitute
a budget unit to the Governor and final determination to the
General Assembly. The Kentucky (eneral Assembly makes ap-
propriations to the various budget units in a lump sum and does
not itemize to indicate the specific use of the money. This is a
happier arrangement than the line item form of appropriation
which specifies the amount to be spent for salaries, for supplies,
for traveling expenses, ete., and which seriously impairs execu-
tive control over the execution of the budget. ‘‘A line item
budget becomes a frozen budget, frozen for the ensuing year,
practically incapable of adjustments, to the changing needs and
changing conditions that may develop during the year.’’s2

Iowever, a weakness in the Kentucky appropriation acts
appears in connection with the revolving funds. Each biennium
the various fees, rentals, admittances, sales, etc., eollected by the
professional boards, institutions, and other agencies of the state
rovernment are appropriated in full to these agencies. An ap-
propriation which authorizes an agency to spend as much as it
receives in revenue from fees and other sources makes the control
vver such expenditures more difficult. Similarly, the appropria-
tions out of the state road fund, with minor exeeptions, are not
specific as to purpose, time, and amount and depend upon the
receipts collected into the road fund. -

Provisional budget voting

In Kentucky if the legislature should fail to make an appro-
priation for any fiscal year for any purpose or purposes re-
quired to be executed by provisions of existing laws, or if the
Governor should veto an appropriation essential to the execu-
tion of such a purpose and an appropriation is not passed over
the veto, then the existing appropriations, exclusive of appro-
priations for extraordinary expenditure and capital outlay, con-
tinue from year to year until they are altered by the legislature.3

M Acts 1934, chap. 25, art, 1, sec. 2(g) ; KRS 45.010.
3 John E. Burton, “Budget Administration in New York State,” State
Government, Oct., 1943, p. 205. '

B Acts 1934, chap. 25, art, 3, sec. 12, KRS 45,120,
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If the existing appropriations are applicable t6 ordinary recur-
ring expenses and extraordinary or capital outlay expenses, the
Department of Finance determines what proportion applies to
ordinary recurring expenses; and the proportion so determined
- becomes the appropriation for the next fiscal year.’* However,
as yet a budget has been adopted each biennium prior to the
opening of the fiscal year.

Few states provide in their statutes a measure which will
cover eontingencies of failing to get a budget plan adopted.
This is probably dué to the fact that lengthy intervals between
the adoption of the budget bills and the beginning of the period
to which they refer are common and provisional budget pro-
cedures are seldom necessary.

Tue Exgcutive VETO

In most jurisdietions in the United States before the voted
program becomes effective it must be approved by the executive.
Thus the veto power of the governors i a part of the process of
budget authorization. In connection with the desire to advance
and eontinue the philosophy of executive budgeting, attempts
_have been made to give governors exceptional power of review
over budgetary items.

Section 88 of the Kentucky Constitution provides:

“Every bill which shall have passed the two Houses
shall be presented to the Governor. If he approve, he shall
sign it, but if not, he shall return it, with his objections,
to the House in which it originated, which shall enter the
objections in full upon its journal, and proceed fo recon-
sider it. If, after such reconsideration, a majority of all
members elected to that House shall agree to pass the bill,
it shall be sent, with the objections, to the other House, by
which it shall likewise be considered, and if approved by a
majority of all the members elected to that House, it shall
be a law; . . . The Governor shall have the power to dis-
approve any part or parts of appropriation bills embracing
distinet items, and the part or parts disapproved shall not
bgcorg)flfle,a law unless reconsidered and passed, as in the case
of a bill.”

Most of the states allow the governor the. privilege of the
item veto.3® In a few states the governor is given the power to

# Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 12; KRS 45.120.
% Sundelson, op. c¢it., pp, 507, 519,
# Councll of State 'Governments, op. cit., p. 78,
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reduce as well as invalidate items in the budget bills.3” In most
of the states the vetoes are made more effective by virtue of the
fact that the legislature may over-ride only with a higher vote
than was necessary when the bill was originally passed; a two-
thirds majority is customary.?®

However, it is now generally recognized that executive in-
fluence in the formulation of financial policy and his power in
persuading the legislature to adopt his program are more help-
ful to the development and management of fiscal policies than is
the veto power. The latter is, at best, a pruning device; the
former can be construetive,

& Sundelson, op. ¢it., p. 489,
* Loo. cit.



CHAPTER VII -
EXECUTION OF THE BUDGET

-Emphasis has been placed on the point that thoroughly sat-
isfactory budgetary procedure.cannot be established unless it
rests upon. an integrated administrative structure. - An in-
tegrated administrative system is one in which the several serv-
ices and institutions are grouped according to their functional
character into departments, all of which are elosely eoordinated .
under the' supervision and control of the governor. The system
earries with it the requirement that the heads of these -depart-
ments shall hold their offices by appointment by the governor
and shall be subject to rémoval by him and that the line of ad-
ministrative authority shall thus run through the governor to
the legislature, instead of directly to that body. Under other
conditions it iy exceedingly difficult, if not impossible, for a
governor, even though he may be directed by statute to formulate
a budget, to prepare a document that would be more than a com-
pilation and revision of programs prepared by other officers not
responsible. for the manner in which administrative affairs are
conducted. By the same token, the task of executing and con-
trolling ‘the budget plan is made more arduous if administrative
officials are independent of the goverrior. Mr. Buck, writing in
1929, said: i

) “However, as yet he (the governor) is little more than

the nominal budget making authority in perhaps half of

these states, This is due mainly fo two things: in the first

place, he does not have the proper staff assistance and the
necessary information to formulate the budget; in the sec-

ond place, he is not in a commanding position with respect

to the administrative organization of the state government

so that he can properly execute the budget when it has

been adopted by the legislature.™ '

- In 1936, after a week’s recess following the regular session, -
the Kentucky General Assembly was convened in extraordinary
session to.consider one subject only, the reorganization of the
state government. The reorganization bill as passed provided
for a systematic integration of administrative functions, so that

L Public Budgeting, 1929, D, 284,
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like or similar functions would be performed in the same depart-
ment.?2 Since 1936 other independent agencies have been created
and added to the six designated by the reorganization act—
the Board of Registration and Purgation, the County Debt Com-
mission, the Soil Conservation Committee, and the Aeronauties
Commission.? The more the number of agencies independent of
the Governor’s supervision, the less integrated the system be-
comes, In 1944 the General Assembly again modified the ad-
ministrative reorganization plan in such a way as to indieate a
trend toward decentralization,

Twenty-seven other states have partially or nearly com-
pletely reorganized their state governments in the past quarter
century for the declared purpose of obtaining ‘‘efficiency and
economy.’’* On the whole, the state governments which have
reorganized their administrative structures have made possible
more effective budgeting, especially from the standpoint of the
execution of the budget.® When the heads of the more important
departments are placed on an equal footing with the governor as
to the source of their authority, he has no power to manage ad-
ministration, not even through the budget.

FivaNciaL ORGANIZATION FOR BUDGET EXECUTION

The financial machinery of any government, if it is to serve
the purpose of budgetary administration and control, must be so
constructed as to meet two requirements. In the first place, it
must enable the executive to direct the fiscal affairs of the gov-
ernment ; second, it must provide the means whereby the legis-
lative body will have a check on the performances of the execu-
tive and the administration. ' ]

Many of the states have established budget bureaus or of-
fiees, which are, in most instances, headed by single officers ap-
pointed by and working under the direction of the governor, and
which are comnected with the executive office.® This type of
staff ageney has the advantage of prestige gained as a result of
being a direct representative of the governor, but in many cases

?8ee Chapter II for s description of the administrative structure as
designed by the 1936 act,

IKRS 66.300, 117.340, 183.020, 262.030.

2"I'he Council of State Governments, The Book of the States, 1941-42,

82,
s Buck, op. cit., p. 438.
¢ Loc. cit,
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these budget staffs fall short of performing all the functions
necessary to give the governor adequate control, such as main-
taining aceounts through which budgetary control may be es-
tablished.” There is no reason why they could not be utilized
t0 the maximum. Another popular type of staff agency makes
use of departments of finance, which have powers covering im-
portant phases of fiscal management to a varying degree in the
ditferent states. The Kentueky Department of Finance holds a
- pre- -éminent position in the state’s organization, and few other
states approach the degree of financial eontrol in their finance
departments as that achieved through the Kentucky scheme.5
The reorganization act of 1936 recognized the coneeptlon
that budgeting is an administrative rather than a judicial or
legislative function ;y and it set up machinery for administration
of the budget plan by the executive, as well as for preparation
and presentation of estimates to the General Assembly.® The
*. Department of Finance was organized to include a division to be
responsible for the budgeting funetion as outlined in the 1934
Budget and Financial Administration Act, along with three
other divisions—a Division of Accounts and Control, a Division
of Purchases and Public Properties, and a Division of Person-
nel Efficiency.1® The fact that the Division of the Budget has
not operated so as to take maximum advantage of the budget
“system' is not a defect in the organization scheme, but rather
a failure on the part of both the governors and the legislatures
to provide adequate personnel and to look upon the budget pro-
eedure as an important instrument of continuous financial
planning. ‘
One of the important ‘contributions to sound budgeting made
after 1936 was provision for adequate accounting facilities. The
Public Administration Service was retained by .the state to in-
stall records and to develop the best possible budgeting tech-
niques.!?> The operation of the control system is deseribed in the
succeeding sections.
TIvid., pp. 295, 297, 444,
8 James W. Martin. “Kentucky Weakena Centrs.hzed State Administra-
tion,” National Municipal Review, May, 1944, pp. 253, 254,
°See Chapter 1L
 Acts 1936, lst spec. sess., chap. 1, art, 10, sec, 3; KRS 42.020, 42,040,
42.050, 42.060, 42.110.

o See Cha.pter Iv.
2 gee Chapter 1L



93

Bupeeriry CoNTROL OVER HEXPENDITURES

Control of the execution of the budget plan is a function of
the Governor performed through machinery in the Division of
Aceounts and Control in the Department of Finance, The ma-
chinery consists essentially of a system of executive allotments,
under which the spending agencies forecast the vear's expendi- .
tures by periods and arve required to ohserve these limitations as
approved by the Department of Finance. In states in which this
budeetary control is not exercised, but the departmeuts of fi-
nance resort only to a pre-audit of claims and vouchers, the fi-
mances are likely to hecome maladjusted at the end of the fiseal
vear, because spending agencies often get over-ambitious in their
spending at the beginning of the year and come up without any
funds toward the last of the period. The Kentucky law
stipulates:

“Except as deviations therefrom are made necessary by
changes in conditions of operations, to meet unforeseen
contingencies, to correct errors, or to avoid cash deficits,
the heads of the budget units, the Department of Finance
and the Governor, in alloting appropriations for expendi-
ture, shall be governed by the work plans formulated by
the heads of the budget units as shown in the detailed
budget estimates as amended by the General Assembly,
and shall make allotments semi-annually to permit the
carrying out of such plans, and the heads of the budget
units shall hold to the work plans and detailed expenditure
estimates as authorized and approved on advices of allot-
ments. In no case shall obligations be incurred or expen~-
ditures made in excess of the total amounts allotted. The
decision of the Department of Finance as to the amount
of any allotment for a specified period or as to the purposes
for which money allotted may be expended shall be final
and conclusive.”®

The request for allotments

The hudget calendar provides for the distribution of re-
yuests for allotments to the budget units by the Division of the
Budget! on May 1 of each year.’ Before the requests are dis-
tributed, the Division of the Budget inserts the name and
amount of the appropyiation against which the allotments are
chargeable and the names of the respective departments, divi-

W Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 17; KRS 45.160,

M 8ince Kentucky has not established a division of the budget as a
distinct entity (see Chapter IV), it is usually the Director of the Division
of Accounts and Control who performs the duties connected with budget
control.

% Public Administration Service, Handbook of Financial Administration,
Commaonwealth of Kentucky, 1937, pp. 23, 37,

G, 8.—1
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sions, and institutions on the forms.. The provision of these
data'is necessary so that the department head may be informed -
by w hat units the Division of the Budget wishes to maintain
“eonfrol over expenditures. These forms are prepared in dupli-
cate and the original copies must be returned to the Division of
‘the Budget not later than May 81.2¢ As shown on the sample
form on the following page, the estimated expeunditures must be
shown by budget elass of expenditure and by quarterly periods.'?
Tiowever, in practice allotments are made for only one quarter -
‘at a time. 'The space provided at the bottom of ’t}ie form is for-
"use by the Division of the Budget so that it ean keep a summary
Yecord of allotments and the status of each-allotment account.

Fﬂlmrr out the requests for allotment by the department
heads wsually amounts to a division of the total appropriation
by four, since the spending agencies feel that all the money ap-
propriated is theirs to spend.'® However, the appropriations. -
made by:the General Assembly designate the maximum amounts
to be spent rather than the minimum and the Department of

~Finanee has authority to eut appl opriations in the case of unfor-
seen contingencies.1?

Although the Department of nghwa) does not submit
expenditure estimate forms and follow the regular bu("lgetary‘
procedure in the formulation stage,?® it does comply with the
regulations coneerning the allotment procedure. The Highway
Department prepares a work program, that is, the estimated
numbey of miles of road construction contemplated, the amount
of road repair and maintenance, ete:, which is sent to the Divi-
sion of the Budget with the request for an allotinent; the budget
division uses the work program and estimates of road fund re-
ceipts by the Commissioner of Revenue to make allotments to the
. Highway Department.?! '

1 Public Administration Service, op: cit,, p. 37

¥ Although the law refers to semi-annual allotments (Acts 1934, chap.’
25, art, 3, sec. 17; KRS 46.160), the Department of Finance may require
allotments based on shorter periods of time. (Conference with Mr. Warren
Van Hoose, Assistant Budget Du'ector, Kentucky Department of Finance,
Sept. 6, 1944)

3 Conference with Mr. Warren Van Hoose, Sept. 6, 1944,

3 Acte 1934, chap, 25, art. 3, secs. 3 and 17; KRS 45.050 and 45.160.

 See Chapter IV.

2t Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, former Head of the Division
of Accounts and Control, Kentucky Department of Finance, now Comptroiler
of the University of Kentucky, Oct. 18, 1944.
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Advice of allolinent

Requests for allotments are analyzed by the Division of the
Budget, which determines allotments for the first quarter and
tentatively decides upon allotments for the other three quarters.
The spending agencies are informed of their quarterly allotments
on the ““Advice of Allotment’’ form on the twentieth of the
month preceding the beginning of each quarter.?2 The decisions
of the hudget office are final in determining allotments and in
interpreting the meaning of items specified in any appropriation
act.?® Iowever, the department heads often confer with the
Director of the Budget on issues ‘of controversy, and they may
be able to convince him to allot according to their suggestions.

There have been occasions when the departmental admin-
istrators have made strong objections to the allotments made by
the budget division. For example, when the second quarterly
allotment was made to the Attorney General’s office in 1938, it
was reduced by approximately seven hundred dollars since there
was an unspent balance of that amount left from the first quar-
ter.?* The Attorney General complained bitterly and filed a
suit against the Department of Finance to get his allotment in-
creased; but the Commiissioner of Finance convinced him that
if the need for additional money actually appeared, he could ob-
tain it, and so the suit was dropped.s

The Division of the Budget has sometimes made it a poliey
to reserve a percentage of the total appropriation from allotment
i case the anticipated revenues are not fully realized. For the
fiscal year 1936-37 a 10 per cent reserve was established; and, as
a result when revenues were fully realized, several departments
had at the beginning of the fourth quarter unspent balances in -
their total appropriations.2¢ They tried to spend these balances
by “‘stocking up,”’ but the Commissioner of Finance prohihited
these purchases. The result was that the budget for the year
was underspent by about a million dollars, which amount was
applied to paynient of the state debt according to the Governor’s
established financial policy.?7

® Public Administration Service, loc. cif,

2 Acts 1924, chap. 25, art, 3, sec. 19; KRS 45.160.

* Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, Oct. 18, 1944,

® Loc. cit.

* Loc. cit.
7 Loc. cit.
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-Allotmcnt transfers and supplements -

Transfers from an allowance for one budget class (ie., per-

sonal services; services other than personal ; materials, supplies,
and - parts ; “replacements and other current expenses; capital
outlay; and debt and interest) to an allowance for another bud-

get elass within the same budget unit may be authorized by the ~

administrative head of the budget unit if approved by the Divi- .

sion of the Budget.?® It isthe pohcv of the Division of the Bud-
get to sanetion these transfer requests, except that the allotment
for personal sérviees is more rigidly serutinized since consider-
able difficulty would result from lack of funds for salaries.??
- Supplementary allotments are left to the judgment of the
Budget Director; however, in no case are total allotments made
*in excess of the appropl umon 3¢ .

-Control over commitments

P

The task of the Division of the Budget does nof end w1th .

fixing the allotments. Execution and control of the budget plan- .

is"a eontinuous process, and keeping expenditures within allot-
ments by machinery set up in the Division of Acconnts and Con-
trol is a function of the Division of the Budget to insure the
‘execution of the budget plan as 1t was adopted by the General
Assembly -

Budgetary control over ineurring state expenditures is ef-
fected by routing all vouchers authorizing encumbrances to the

" Department of Finance, which determines whether or not the

proposed expenditures are authorized by the appropriations and

allotments against which it is proposed to charge_them, and that’

the amounts involved do not exceed the unencumbered balances
of such allotments.®! After approval as to propriety and the
sufficieney of funds, the amounts are posted to the expenditure
and encumbrance ledger, which is a subsidiary ledger maintained
_to reflect the status-of each allotment account. -This procedure
is known as a pre-audit of proposed expenditures. There is still
another pre-audit before cash is disbursed. After the goods are
~delivered and the invoices rendered, the invoices are checked
28 Acts 1934, chap. 25, art. 3, sec. 18; KRS8 45.130,
» Conference with Mr. Warren Van Hoose;, Sept, 6, 1944,

™ Loe. cit.
B4 cts 1934, chap. 25, art. 4; KRS .45.190..
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with the purchase order and the receiving report against the
goods delivered. It is only after this final check that the De-
partment of Finance writes out a treasury warrant on which the
checks are drawn.

Appropriation transfers and emergency funds

The allotment and pre-audit procedures are valuable ad-
juncts of budget control; but they are, generally speaking, tech-
niques of a preventative character. The Governor has also been
granted power to manage the state finances in a positive way,
even after allotments have been made against appropriations.
In the first place, the Governor’s budget staff agency is author-
ized to make transfers between appropriations to the budget
units within one state department.?? For example, a transfer of
a part of the appropriation to the Division of Personnel Effi-
ciency to the Division of the Budget could be made since both
these budget units are in the same department. This authority
permits some flexibility in the budget plan; it also eould be used
to pointed advantage if the legislature should make detailed
appropriations. :

A second tool of budget management, which is responsive to
changing conditions, is provided by the Governor’s general
emergency fund. The General Assembly has followed a policy of
appropriating a specified amount ‘“for meeting ordinary re-
curring and extraordinary expenses deemed emergencies by the
Governor of the Commonwealth and to be expended by the Gov-
ernor to meet any emergency that may arise. . . .”’335 The gen-
eral emergency fund has ranged in amount from $200,000 to
$250,000;** and has been used for such large emergencies as-
meeting the expenses incurred because of the flood in the capital
city in 1937.35 The Governor has also used the emergency fund
effectively in supplementing regular departmental appropria-
tions when they have been found to be insufficient. For ex-
ample, in one year when the office of the Clerk of the Court of
Appeals had extra maintenance and operation expense because
of a heavy docket and was about to incur an overdraft of $1,100

8 Aets 1934, chap 25, art, 111, sec. 18; KRS 45.130.
® This I8 the language of the appropriation acts.
™ Acts 1938, chap. 1, sec. 4; Acts 1940, chap, 416, sec 4; Acts 1943, chap.

1, sec. 4; Acts 1944, 2nd spec. sess., chap. 1, sec, 4,
® Conference with Mr. Frank D. Peterson, Oct. 18, 1944,

L}
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the Governor by an executive order transferred this amount
from his emergency fund to the account of the clerk of the
Court of Appeals.®® Any department head may appeal to the
Governor for assistance and will get it if he convinees the Gov-
ernor that he has just cause and that his request does not reflect
wasteful or imprudent expenditure.

Both the provision for transferring appropriations and the
grant of an emergeney fund to the Governor allow adjustments
in. expenditures which were not contemplated when the budget:
was formulated. They make it possible for the Governor to exe-
cute the budget plan without undue rigidity and without baving
to call the legislature in special session to make additional
emergengy appropriations. The policy of the General Assembly
of granting to the Governor unrestricted authority over the ex-
penditure of the emergency fund also reflects the placing of full
responsibility upon bim for the successful management of the
state’s finances.

AccounTing RECORDS

The accounting system maintained by the Division of Ae-
counts and Control plays an important part in the preparation
and the execution of the budget. It serves the budgetary process
by: (1) providing information concerning expenditures and
revenues of prior years, which is employed in building the bud-

_get for the new fiseal period. (2) keeping records which furnish
information for current control over expenditures; and (3) mak-
ing reports to the public, the Governor, the Commissioner of
Finance, and the heads of the budget units to assure that appro-
priate action will be taken if actual revenues prove to be less
than the estimates, or any irregularities or ‘‘tight’’ conditions
exist in the funds available to any department.

The Divisiox; of Accounts and Control is requiréd t0 main-
tain: :
1. A set of budgetary control accounts for each fund which

will show at all times the status of the fund.

2. A subsidiary appropriation ledger for each fund show- .
ing the appropriation to each budget unit, additions to
the appropriations, allotments from the appropriation,
the unallotted balance of the appropriation,. cormmit-

 Loe, oit,
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ments charged to allotments, and the free or unencums-
bered balance of allotments.

3. A set of general controlling proprietary and operating
accounts for each fund so as to record transactions in
summary form and show the actual current assets, pre- -
paid expenses, current liabilities, deferred credits to in-
come, reserves, current liabilities, actual income, actual
expenditures, and the current surplus or deficit.

4. A uniform classification of revenue and non-revenue
receipts by sources, which is to be observed by all bud-
get units in transmitting monies and reporting on rev-
enue receipts,

5. A standard classification of expenditures by activities of
the budget units.

6. A standard classification of budget units by major func-
tions, .

7. Such other accounts and records as the Commissioner
of Finance may consider necessary to obtain needed in-
formation relative to financial condition, financial oper-
ations, and costs.

8. Controlling accounts for receipts, payments, and state
depositories entirely independent of those maintained
by the Treasury.”

As documents evidencing financial transactions pass
through the Division of Accounts and Control, thev are subject to
the review deseribed above and are entered upon the appropriate
records. The establishment of effective record-keeping in this
Division makes it possible for the Governor to maintain control
over the execution of the budget plan.

Fiscan ReporTING

The current information coneerning the status and ehanges
in all phases of the state’s financial picture is employed by the
Governor, the budget and finance officers, and departmental
officials in the management of the commonwealth’s activities.
Under the provisions of the Budget and Financial Administra-
tion Act dealing with fiscal reporting, the Division of Aceounts
and Control is required:

1. To furnish each budget unit, within ten days after the
close of each month, a statement of its appropriations
and allotments showing all transactions recorded during
the previous month and the balances as of the beginning
and end of each month,

2. To furnish the Governor and the Commissioner of Fi-

M Acts 1934, chap, 25, art. 7, secs. 1 and 3; KRS 45.300.
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nance, within ten days after the close of each month, a

report containing:

(a) a summary statement of the actual fmapclal con-
dition of each-fund as of the cloge of the previous
month; -

(b) a summary statement of the receipts and payments
of each fund for the previous month and for the
current ‘fiscal year to the close of the previous
month; )

(¢) a summary budget statement for each fund showing
the available cash balance as of the end of the pre-

" vious month, the amount of cash estimated to be re-
ceived from each source -during the remaining
months of the fiscal year, the total means of financ-
ing the amount of unallotted balances of appropria-
tions, the estimated amount of unliquidated com-
mltments and the estimated cash surplus or deficit,

3. To file with the Governor, on or before the first day of
- October of each fiscal year, a complete report of the
financial transactions of the preceding fiscal year and
" of the financial condition as of the end of that fiscal
year, with such supplementary data and comments as
may be necessary to make the report complete and easy

to understand.® .

Revisep EstiMATEs oF RECEIPTS ‘

Important to budgetary administration is the analysis of
revenue collections as compared with the estimates in the budget
" plan and the interpretation of such data from the viewpoint of

the plan’s exeeution. If the state’s expenditure program is to be
properly coordinated with revenue collections, it is necessary
that the original receipis estimates be revised whenever the need
for such revision is indicated hy actual eollections or by signifi-
cant changes in the factors upon which the estimates were based.
‘The revenue collection estimates are a decisive element in guid-
- ing the allotment process. Effective utilization of the revenue
~ estimates requires sustained revision of the estimates and also
requires making the appropriate entries to the general and sub-
sidiary aceounting reeords. ]

The Department of Finance asks for quarterly revisions of
revenue estimates from the Department of Revenue when the
revisions appear to be necessary ; and it has been'a general prac-
tice for the Revenue Department to submit revisions at the be-
~ ginning of each fiscal year whether called for by the Finance
Department or not.

® dcte 1934, chap. 25, art. 7, sec. 2; KRS 45.320.



CHAPTER VIII
KENTUCKY BUDGETING, 1918-1944: RESUME

Although Kentucky endorsed the budget idea as early as
1918, it was not until after 1936 that the state installed a budget
system which would aid financial administration in any sub-
stantial degree.

A thoroughgoing budget procedure demands that a compre-
hensive finauncial plan, encompassing all anticipated activities of
the state for the future fiscal period, be carefully formulated
and executed. Budgeting practices in Kentucky from 1918 to
1934 failed to conform to this criterion for several reasons. (1)
The revenues of the state were largely restricted by law for
specific expenditure. Because of the earmarking of taxes and
other receipts, the budget authorities and the legislators counld
plan, or budget, only a small portion of the state’s financial
transactions. (2) No publie official during this period was
pointedly responsible for either preparing or administering a
budget plan. A Budget Commission of three administrators was
charged with the task of submitting a budget to the General
Assembly for its consideration, but preparation of a budget was
secondary to other official duties for which each member of
the Commission was primarily responsible. Moreover, the
framers of the budget laws did not envision the scope of the
work involved in formulating a real budget plan, for they failed
to provide the Commission with adequate staff assistance. (3)
The state’s financial structure was disintegrated; and no office
had specific authority or the means to coordinate and control the
finances according to a pre-designed plan, even if a comprehen-
sive budget had been prepared. (4) Finally, the accounting
records did not produce adequate financial information neces-
sary as a basis on which to build a budget plan and essential for
current budget control.

The 1934 General Assembly paved the way for establishing a
serviceahle budget system by abandoning to a large extent the
old scheme of blauket authorization to’spend money, and thus
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mdking it possible for the budget system to comprehend a greater
portion of the state’s financial transactions; by adopting the ex-
éoutive budget philosophy, which made the Governor the respon-
sible general manager of financial poliey; and by installing
budgetary control procedure. However, because the Governor
was not in a controlling position with respeet to state govern-
mental machinery and because the financial organization did
not provide him with adequate technical assistance, the budget
system ‘‘limped’” between 1934 and 1936. The Governmental
~ Reorganization Aet of 1936 integrated the major functions of
government into departments under the Governor’s supervision .
and management and coordinated the staff services of adminis-
tration into a single Department of Finance, which provided the
Governor the technical assistance necessary to prepare, present,
and administer his budget. - ’

Budgeting in Kentueky practice now.means planning pro-
grams for welfare activities, for conservation, for eduneation,
and for all other functions which the budget system covers;
ascertaining the cost of these programs; submitting to the legis-
lature a proposed plan of finaneing the v;iork; authorization- of
the plan by the legislature ; and carrying out the plan thus made
and approved. The state also provides for checking the execu-

* . tion of the plan after it has been consummated.

Aside from the outstanding fact that the Division of the
Budget in the Department of Finance has not been elevated to a
position in which it can effectively and continuously study the
needs of the spending agendies and contribute maximum serviee
to the Governor in planning expenditures, the authorized budg-
etary resources have been exploited with considerable success
since 1936. The word ‘‘authorized’’ is emphasized because the
General Assembly has not designed a completely comprehensive
budget system. The statutes permit approximately three-fifths
of all expenditures to be made by virtue of the fund which fi-
nances them, rather-than by virtue of appropriations based on
a budget. The chief examples of these extra-budgetary funds
are the state road and the revolving, trust, and ageney group.
. To the extent that receipts are earmarked by law for specific
. expenditure, the effectiveness of the budget plan is decreased.
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Beginning with the 1938 legislative session and continuing
through each successive biennial session, the Governor has placed
hefore the General Assembly a reasonably clear-cut fiscal plan,
By developing the extra-legal procedure of inviting the Legisla-
tive Council to attend budget hearings and give advice with re-
speet to estimates and polieies which ought to be reflected in the
executive hudget, the Governors up to, but not including, 1944
have been singularly successful in getting their financial pro-
grams adopted in the General Assembly, and have thereby im-
proved budgeting practice. The commonwealth also has much
cause for gratification regarding the control of finanees exer-
cised after legislative appropriations have been made. This con-
trol is made possible by authorizing the Governor through the
Department of Finauce to confine the expenditures of individual
agencies to quarterly allotments based on approved work pro-
grams and by an effective pre-audit of commitments to insure
legality and the sufficiency of allotments hefore cash is disbursed
by the Treasurer. Another technique which the Governors have
cmployed in connection with exeeuting the budget plan is made
possible by the appropriation of a fairly substantial amount to
an emergency fund, which the Governor may spend to meet ex-
ceptional demands. The 1936 act also separated the comptroller
functions from the Office of the Aaditor of Tublic Accounts
and provided for an effeetive post-audit of administrative ae-
tivities. A post-audit is an indispensable eounterpart of sue-
cessful hudgeting since it affords a means of checking the stew-
ardship and cfficieney of the administrators who were charged
with the exceution of the financial plan adopted by the legis-
lature. .

‘Whatever has heen achieved in budget administration since
1936 has been facilitated by the fact that since that date the
state has had a real accounting system. The beginnings of the
system date to 1934, when provisions for its establishment were
enacted. These provisions became a reality after the Governor
in 1936 had modern accounting techniques installed.



