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To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives:

I am returning herewith without my approval Senate Bill 
No. 366, entitled “ An Act Establishing the Minimum Com
pensation for Members of Certain Police Departments who 
have served therein for Five Years.”

This act of the Legislature fixes a minimum salary of six 
dollars per day for policemen in the various cities and towns 
throughout the Commonwealth, with the exception of the 
City of Boston and towns where the police force is not under 
Civil Service jurisdiction.

Far outstripping in importance the financial aspect of this 
bill is the question of principle involved. By force of legis
lative enactment this bill attempts to compel cities and 
towns to do that which they can do without this legislation 
if the citizens and local government approve. This bill is 
the most severe blow at local or home government enacted 
within my memory. The question comes to us squarely as 
to whether in purely local affairs, where the citizens and 
local government have every latitude to use their discretion, 
the State should usurp or influence the rights of home 
government. There can be but one answer to that question 
on its merits.

Wherein can it be logically and truthfully argued that the 
State government, knowing nothing about local conditions, 
is better able to decide the question as to whether a city or 
town can afford to or should pay a certain minimum wage 
or salary to its employees or officials than the citizens and 
government of each community? And, if this is not true, 
why should not the Legislature set the salaries of all other 
city and town employees and officials? I am opposed to 
State House control of purely local affairs.



It is true that this bill would first be submitted to the 
municipality for acceptance, but this is an insidious substi
tute for local self-government where no substitute is required 
or desired. Furthermore conditions change, but the home 
government is given no power under this bill to change its 
action once taken. N o Legislature can ever know as well as 
do the home folks the financial capacity of the local com
munity and the wages that there prevail. The town meeting 
is New England’s best political contribution and should be 
allowed to function freely without undue interference by the 
State.

There is widespread opposition to this legislation. Public 
officials and citizens in different walks of life, including those 
of modest incomes, have sent their protests to the Executive 
Department.

This is unnecessary legislation and an unwarranted inter
ference with powers delegated by the Legislature to its 
political subdivisions. It has always been recognized that 
the fixing of pay and salaries for such services should not be 
removed from local control. Such legislation as this should 
not be placed on the statute books of Massachusetts.

A LV A N  T . FULLER.






