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TO THE HONORABLE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES;

I am returning, herewith, without my approval. House Bill No. 3237,
entitled, "An Act Making Appropriations for the Fiscal Year Ending June the
Thirtieth, Nineteen Hundred and Seventy-Eight to Provide for Supplementing
Certain Existing Appropriations and for Certain New Activities and Projects.

H.3237 is a single-item supplementary budget. Its purpose is to increase
the state's contribution of employees' group life and health insurance payments
from 75% of the total monthly premium, which is currently the state's
contribution, to 80" as of last July 1 and 85% as of last January 1. These
increases were negotiated and approved in the general state employees contract
that was signed last summer, and this legislation would in effect ratify that
portion of the agreement.

Unfortunately, the legislature has chosen to add to this essential wording
change a proviso that would prohibit future group health insurance contracts
from paying for most abortions. By so doing, they have made it impossible
for me to sign this legislation, and they have made it impossible (at least
temporarily) for the commonwealth to live up to its end of the agreement that
was concluded many months ago. As a result, most state employees have had
excess deductions taken from their paychecks since February, to make up for
advances allowed in anticipation of the passage of this item.

The issue here is certainly not abortion. The U. S. Supreme Court made itclear in 1973 that women have the constitutional right to choose an abortion.
Regardless of any of our personal feelings on the subject, that is the law,and it is not going to change in the foreseeable future.

The issue here is not even the breadth of coverage under the current grouphealth insurance contract. The drafters of this proviso have implicitlyacknowledged that any action the legislature may now take cannot legally affectthe current contract, because they have made their proviso apply only to
contracts or contract extensions executed after the passage of this bill.

The real issue raised by this bill is whether we are going to have twoclasses of citizens; one with the right to choose an abortion and another that
is effectively denied that right. I believe that state employees should not bedenied health insurance coverage that they now receive, bargained for again in
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