
SENATE No. 348

Executive Department Boston, March 8, 1916.

To the Honorable the Senate and the House of Representative
I return herewith without my approval Senate Bill No. 97,

entitled An Act to authorize the Reinstatement of Roland
P. Green as a Member of the Police Department of the City
of Boston.

It appears that charges were made against Roland P. Green
and John T. Flatley, patrolmen in the Police Department,
with conduct unbecoming an officer in assaulting patrolman
Fitzgerald and with neglect of duty in failing to report an
injury received by the said Fitzgerald. Green and Flatley
pleaded not guilty and were represented by counsel. The
Trial Board consisting of three captains made a report
finding that the charges were sustained as to both defend-
ants and recommending that they be dismissed from the
Police Department. An order to that effect was made by
the Police Commissioner. Subsequently an application was
made for a re-hearing and the Police Commissioner in a
letter under date of December 28th, 1914 concerning this
application to Hon. George Holden Tinkham, said

With respect to the first charge, I have found neither in the report
of the testimony at the trial nor in these documents presented to me bj
you, reasonable ground for questioning the judgment of the Tria
Board which at the trial saw all parties and witnesses and heard all
testimony and arguments

As to the second charge, the defendants were convicted on their
own testimony. Putting aside for the moment all question as to an
assault and accepting as accurate everything that they testified to
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to Fitzgerald’s condition and conduct, their testimony would show
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that at three o’clock in the morning they met a brother officer on duty
and in uniform who was so much under the influence of liquor that
though themselves waiting for a car for home, they considered it neces-
sary to follow him into a side street, thus attracting the attention of
half a dozen to a dozen citizens who in turn followed them; that
Fitzgerald slipped, fell and cut his face; that getting upon his feet he ac-
cused them of having assaulted him and, removing parts of his uniform,
offered to fight either or both of them; that this injured, intoxicated
and pugnacious fellow officer, armed with club and revolver, who had
publicly accused them of assaulting him was left by them in an alley-
way at that hour on a very cold morning; that though the car which
they had expected to take had been missed because of their following
Fitzgerald and though they had nearly an hour to wait for the next car,
and though a telephone call from a signal box to the station house
would have brought a sergeant to the scene, they did absolutely nothing
to remove Fitzgerald from a situation involving danger to himself and
others and discredit to the Police Department. On the contrary' they
idled away the better part of an hour in the immediate vicinity and
then rode to their homes. It is plainly to be noted in the report of the
trial and especially in the questions asked by' the Board, to which
questions the answers were not in the least satisfactory, that this con-
duct on the part of the defendants deeply impressed the experienced
police officers who composed the Board.

In view of the foregoing statements by' the Police Commis-
sioner followed by his refusal to grant a re-hearing it seems
to me the passage of the proposed bill would be in a high
degree derogatory to good discipline in the Police Depart-
ment. The action described by' the Police Commissioner is
so inconsistent with the conduct that should be expected by
officers especially charged with the preservation of order and
the protection of the public that I feel constrained to return
without my signature the pending bill which would author-
ize the appointment of Green to the Police Department
without that examination ordinarily required of any citizen
who desires to become a member of the Police force.

SAMUEL W. McCALL.






