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€öe  Commotüuealtö of Q^assactuisetts

House of Representatives, M ay 24, 1948.

The House committee on Rules to whom was referred 
the order relative to requesting the opinions of the 
Supreme Judicial Court on the constitutionality of the 
Bill providing for a twenty percent pay increase for 
certain officers and employees in the service of the 
Commonwealth (House, No. 1881), report that the 
same ought to be adopted.

For the committee,

JOHN H. VALENTINE.
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Clje Commontoealt!) of Q^assacimsctts

House of R epresentatives, May 24, 1948.

Whereas, Final action having been taken on the Gen
eral Appropriation bill for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 
1948, there is now pending before the House of Represent
atives a certain bill providing for a twenty per cent pay 
increase for certain officers and employees in the service 
of the Commonwealth (House, No. 1881) a copy of which 
is herewith submitted ; and

Whereas, The expenditure which would be required to 
carry out the terms of said bill, if enacted, would be far 
in excess of the means available either for the current 
fiscal year or for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1948, 
after taking care of the appropriation carried in the said 
General Appropriation Bill ; and

Whereas, Grave doubt exists as to the constitutionality 
of said bill numbered House, No. 1881 ; therefore be it

Ordered, That the opinion of the Honorable the Jus
tices of the Supreme Judicial Court be required by the 
House of Representatives on the following important 
questions of law:

(1) Is the pending bill referred to a special appropria
tion bill within the meaning of Article LXIII of the 
Amendments to the Constitution?

(2) Is it constitutionally competent for the General 
Court to pass said bill, the provisions of which call for 
expenditure of state money in excess of available resources, 
without providing the specific means for the payment of 
the required expenditures?

(3) Should said bill be amended before enactment so 
as to provide the specific means for defraying the expendi
ture authorized, would it then, if enacted, comply with the 
Constitution?
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(4) Can such a bill be ruled out of order before the 
enactment stage?

(5) Would the bill comply with the Constitution if 
amended so as to make the expenditure authorized 
thereby subject to such appropriation as might subse
quently be made therefor?

LAW RENCE R. GROVE, Clerk.
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