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Thursday, August 9, 1973

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR,

RETURNING, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF

ARTICLE II OF SECTION I OF CHAPTER I OF

PART THE SECOND OF THE CONSTITUTION,

WITH HIS OBJECTIONS THERETO, IN

WRITING, THE ENGROSSED BILL PRO-

VIDING FOR THE POSITION OF AD-

MINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT FOR

INTER-GOVERNMENT RELA-

TIONS FOR THE BOSTON

JUVENILE COURT.
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EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133

August 9, 1973

To The Honorable Senate and House of Representatives

I am returning, herewith, without my approval, Senate Bill No.
291, amended, entitled “AN ACT PROVIDING FOR THE POSI-
TION OF ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT FOR INTERGOV-
ERNMENT RELATIONS FOR THE BOSTON JUVENILE
COURT.”

The Administrative Assistant for Intergovernment Relations
which this legislation, without setting forth any minimum qualifi-
cations, authorizes would “coordinate activities between the Boston
juvenile court and the department of mental health, the department
of public welfare, the department of youth services and other
state, county and federal agencies”.

Although it can be argued that the creation of this position is es-
sential to coordinating activities between the Court and various
agencies, I do not believe that this legislation is the proper vehicle
for bringing about the desired result. On June 20, 1973 I returned
this legislation to you with a recommendation that it be amended
to provide:

1) that it would only take effect upon acceptance by the Mayor
and City Council of Boston;

2) that the assistant be required to serve on a “full-time” basis;
and

3) that the assistant might be removed for sufficient cause by
the justice.

You chose not to amend the bill. I will not approve it in this
form.

I strongly believe that the Mayor of Boston and the City Council
should have the opportunity to pass upon the establishment and
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funding of this position since the expense will be borne only by the
city’s taxpayers. Local acceptance of such an item is a sound prin-
ciple of government and is especially appropriate at a time of aus-
terity.

This bill authorizes an annual salary equal to eighty per cent of
the salary of the justice. This would be approximately $23,000 per
year. I am not aware of any compelling reason why this position
should be authorized a salary which exceeds that of the Clerk of|j
the Boston Juvenile Court and which exceeds that of most clerks.
In urging me to veto this bill, officials of the City termed the salary
“exorbitant” and indicated that only three other court employees
in Suffolk County would have higher salaries.

In addition, I think that the taxpayers of Boston are entitled to
a requirement in the legislation that the individual devote full time
during ordinary business hours to his duties. I also believe that
the Justice of the Court should be granted explicit authority to
remove the individual for sufficient cause.

Therefore, I return the bill without my approval because it forces
on the taxpayers of Boston, without their consent, the support of a
very expensive salary for a position with no established qualifica-
tions, no requirement of full time service, and no express provision
for removal of the office holder.

For the above reasons, I cannot in good conscience approve the
measure and I return the bill without my approval.

Respectfully submitted,

FRANCIS W. SARGENT
Governor

Commonwealth of Massachusetts


