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MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR
RETURNING WITH HIS OBJECTIONS THERETO
IN WRITING, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF
ARTICLE II OF SECTION I OF CHAPTER I OF
PART THE SECOND OF THE CONSTITU-
TION, THE ENGROSSED BILL REQUIR-
ING LEGISLATIVE APPROVAL OF FED-
ERAL OPTIONS WHICH SUBSTAN-
TIALLY CHANGE PUBLIC BENEFIT

PROGRAMS.
(see Senate, No. 2335, amended)

December 28, 1981
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EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
STATEHOUSE • BOSTON 021cBOSTON 02133

December 24, 1981

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives:

I am returning herewith, without my approval, Senate Bill 2335,
entitled “AN ACT REQUIRING LEGISLATIVE APPROVAL OF
FEDERAL OPTIONS WHICH SUBSTANTIALLY CHANGE
BENEFIT PROGRAMS.”

On December 17, 1981 I requested an opinion of the Supreme
Judicial Court as to whether this Bill would constitute an uncon-
stitutional abrogation of the Governor’s veto power as ensured by
the Massachusetts Constitution.

The court found that “the proposed act would require approval
by both branches of the General Court either by action or by fail-
ure to act within the 120 day period (as defined in the bill) before
any plan could be implemented. The legislative mechanism applies
to plans which alter public benefit programs administered under
various provisions of the General Laws and which, due to changes
in the Federal law, would “reduce or terminate” benefits or alter
“the existing conditions of eligibility for any of said programs . .

(Excluded from the approval mechanism would be plans arising
from changes in Federal law requiring conforming legislation.)
There is no provision for gubernatorial action if the plan is disap-
proved; we assume none is intended. “What this

. .

. proposed
fact) attempts to do is to provide an open-ended means of reg-
ulating the conduct of members of the executive branch according
to the consensus of the Houses of the Legislature as evidenced by
resolutions enacted at unspecified times in the future.” Opinion of
the Justices, 375 Mass, at 837-838. The undersigned Justices be-
lieve that such a procedure would violate Part 11, c. 1, § 1, art. 2,
of the Massachusetts Constitution.”
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For these reasons I cannot sign Senate Bill 2335 into law.

Respectfully submitted,

Edward J. King
Governor




