
HOUSE No. 5458

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133, April 6. 1972

To the Honorable Senate and House ofRepresentatives:

ln accordance with the provisions of Article LVI of the Amend-
ments to the Constitution, I am returning, herewith. House Bill No.
5144 entitled “AN ACT INCREASING THE SALARIES OF THE
CLERKS AND ASSISTANT CLERKS OF THE SUPERIOR
COURTS.”

This bill provides for a 10% increase in salary for all the clerks of
the Superior Court in the various counties of the Commonwealth.
The same increase is provided to assistant clerks, whose salaries are
based on a percentage of the salary of the clerk.

In addition, the bill raises those percentages, so that assistant
clerks gain additional increases over the 10%. For example, an
assistant clerk will now receive a sum equivalent to 80% of the salary
of the clerk. Only Middlesex assistant clerks now receive 80%; the
others had received 75%. Second assistant clerks are increased from
60% to 75% of the salary of the clerk, again with the exception of
Middlesex, which is at 75%. Finally, all other assistant clerks will
receive 65% of the clerks salary, instead of the present 55%.

The bill, therefore provided salary increases of up to 38% for some
individuals. This sizable increase results from combining the increase
due to the changed percentages with the 10% increase given to the
base figure, which is the salary of the clerk.

I have today returned the state employee salary increase with the
recommendation that it be made effective at the end of this year
rather than at the beginning. In that message I have referred

* specifically to the fiscal crisis facing the Commonwealth and its
taxpayers. 1 will not repeat those arguments here, but direct them
to your attention.

1 do not deny that the superior court clerks deserve a pay increase.
I cannot, however, justify asking state employees to wait until next
year for a 4.3% cost-of-living raise, while permitting raises of up to
38% for the clerks to be applied retroactively to January 1 of this
year.
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The total cost of this bill, over $200,000, must be paid by the
cities and towns through the county assessment. Taxpayers who are
facing their own crisis of living on fixed or controlled wages with
rising prices and taxes should not have to be assessed still more
property taxes to pay for raises of this kind this year.

I therefore recommend the bill amended as follows:
By striking out Section 2 and inserting in place thereof a new

section; SECTION 2. This act shall take effect as of January first,
nineteen hundred and seventy-three.

Respectfully submitted,

FRANCIS W. SARGENT,
Governor
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