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Executive Department

State House, Boston, June 2, 1947,

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives

I am returning without my approval House Bill 1195
entitled: “An Act to reduce the years of service
REQUIRED UNDER THE ORDINARY DISABILITY SECTION OF

THE CONTRIBUTORY RETIREMENT LAW.”
This bill would further liberalize disability retirement

provisions which are already liberal. It would in certain
cases permit retirement to persons under the age of fifty-
five after only fifteen years of service. In the case of
such retirements, the employee would receive an allow-
ance computed upon the assumption of a retirement at
fifty-five. The whole retirement system is thrown out of
balance, if an actuarial basis, calculated for retirements
at fifty-five after twenty years of service, is made to
apply to retirements at forty after fifteen years of service.
Yet such a result is entirely possible under the provisions
of this bill.

Apart from the unsound actuarial effect of this bill,
there is a larger consideration involved. How much gov-
ernment can we afford? The cost of retirement allowances
is met only in part from the earnings of the retirement
fund. The balance is made up by the Commonwealth.
Each year that balance is larger. Ten years ago an
appropriation of $288,856 was required to supplement
the retirement fund. In 1940 the budget appropriation
was $377,515. In 1945 it was $555,585. Last year the
budget item of $669,000 underestimated the actual re-
quirements by $200,000, and this additional amount had
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to be added in a deficiency appropriation this year. Even
without the provisions of House Bill 1195, the estimated
requirements of the retirement law for the year commenc-
ing next July 1 have necessitated an appropriation of
$1,100,000.

At a time when every effort must be made to cut down
the cost of state government, House Bill 1195 would in-
evitably increase it. Our primary responsibility today
is to insure continuance of needed government services
in the face of the heavy increases in cost on every side.
When we are obliged to seek additional revenues to
avoid a break-down in those services, we cannot justifi-
ably take on the additional financial burden of enlarged
retirement benefits.

However desirable this proposed liberalization of our
retirement law may be, it cannot be considered proper
at this time.

Respectfully yours

ROBERT F. BRADFORD,
Governor of Massachusetts.


