
HOUSE 44

Department of Public Welfare
600 Washington Street, Boston 11, October 31, 1958.

Hon. Edward J. Cronin, Secretary of the Commonwealth
My dear Mr. Secretary : In accordance with the provisions

of chapter 30, section 33, as amended by the acts of nineteen hundred
and forty-eight, chapter sixty-seven, we are transmitting two bills
and recommendations which will be part of our annual report.

Very truly your!

PATRICK A. TOMPKINS.

Cfje Commontoealtf) of e^assacljusctts

Commissioner
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gerous Diseases.

This bill is filed in order to remove an archaic provision of the
Dangerous Disease statute which presently provides that when the
patient or his kin are unable to pay, the local health department is
financially responsible if the person has a settlement in the Common-
wealth, and if the person lacks a settlement in the Commonwealth,
the State Welfare Department is financially responsible.

The settlement of an individual which is merely a legal status
should have no bearing on whether the individual should fall under
the jurisdiction of the Health Department or the Welfare Depart-
ment. If it is sound, and we believe it is, initially to place both
financial responsibility and the responsibility for the care and treat-
ment of persons afflicted with diseases dangerous to the public
health in the State Department of Public Health and in the town
boards of health, it is fundamentally unsound to provide that finan-
cial responsibility be shifted to the State Welfare Department simply
because the patient lacks a legal settlement in the Commonwealth.
This financial responsibility of the Department of Public Welfare
exists only when the patient is placed by a local board of health in a
municipal or county sanatorium.

We have additional inconsistencies existing in the situation where
a local board of health placed the patient who has a legal settlement
in the Commonwealth in a state sanatorium. In this instance, the
local board of health is required to continue to assume financial
responsibility, and must reimburs
Health for the care provided (si
General Laws).

the State Department of Public
section 66, chapter 111 of the

1
This present law had its origin n 1874 at a time when the State

Board of Charities was responsible for all matters affecting public
health and welfare. It was not until 1886 that the State Board of
Health was created. It was at that point that the responsibility for
this program which was then in the State Department of Charities

1. An Act relative to Financial Responsibility for Dan-
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should have been transferred to the newly created State Board of
Health.

A review of the various statutes from the beginning brings out the
amazing similarity of the language and the provisions between our
present law and the law enacted in 1874. Under the present law,
the State Department of Public Welfare has no authority or juris-
diction beyond the payment of a bill presented by a local agency
when it is determined that an individual does not have a settlement
in the Commonwealth.

It has been brought to our attention by the Department of Public
Health that in numerous instances this Department is paying a
much higher rate in a municipal or county sanatorium while at the
same time there are beds available for such patients in state facilities.

2. An Act relative to Residence Requirements on Aid to
Dependent Children Program.

Chapter 349 of the Acts of 1958 amended the residence require-
ment in section 2 of chapter 118 of the General Laws (Aid to De-
pendent Children) as it relates to children under one year of age.
This change was brought about by striking out the word “birth”and
substituting the word “application.”

While this change is a rather insignificant one as far as persons
affected, nonetheless, the Federal Department of Health, Education
and Welfare has brought to our attention the fact that the present
wording of the law is not in conformity with the requirements of the
Social Security Act, and therefore they have raised a question of
conformity which ultimately could mean disapproval of our whole
program.

It is of the essence that the bill submitted with this recommenda-
tion be approved as rapidly as is possible.
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