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MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR
RETURNING UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF ARTI-

CLE LVI OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE CON-
STITUTION, WITH RECOMMENDATION OF
AMENDMENT, THE ENGROSSED BILL
RELATIVE TO THE COLLECTIVE BAR-

GAINING UNIT OF THE METROPOLI-
TAN DISTRICT COMMISSION POLICE

Senate, October 24, 1977.

(see House, No. 6524)
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In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Seventy-seven.

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

October 21, 1977.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives:

In accordance with the provisions of Article LVI of the Amend-
ments to the Constitution, I am returning herewith, House Bill No.
6524, entitled, “An Act Relative to the Collective Bargaining Unit
of the Metropolitan District Commission Police.”

H 6524 would establish a separate collective bargaining unit for
Metropolitan District Commission police officers below the rank
of captain. These officers are currently part of a bargaining unit
composed of various law enforcement personnel. The effect of this
bill would be to create a third unit for police and law enforcement
officers, one having been created by legislative action without my
approval two years ago for certain positions in the uniformed
branch of the state police.

The establishment of this new unit would create many more
problems than it would solve. It is by no means clear that all or
even a majority of the affected metropolitan district police officers
support this change in their collective bargaining unit are jus-
tifiably concerned that this fragmentation of the existing unit
structure will affect their ability to bargain from a position of
strength. From the commonwealth’s point of view, the much
better labor relations practice is to bargain in one unit with all
similarly situated employees, so that each group will be treated
fairly and uniformly. The Labor Relations Commission held ex-
tensive hearings, with the full participation of all employee groups,
before it defined the original bargaining units in 1975. The legis-
lative interference in the entire process which this bill represents,
apparently for the purpose of aiding one particular union that
wishes to organize this group of police officers, is improper and,
I believe, should be discouraged as much as possible.
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In addition, the passage of this legislation would raise very seri-
ous legal questions with regard to the continued validity of the
recently negotiated contract with the law enforcement bargaining
unit. I could not sign any bill that would have the effect of negat-
ing the agreement into which negotiators from both sides put so
much time and effort.

I therefore recommend that H 6524 be amended by adding the
following sentence: The passage of this act shall not affect the fy
validity or implementation of any collective bargaining agreement
or contract signed before the effective date of this act, and any
such agreement or contract shall continue in full force and effect
not withstanding the passage of this act.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael S. Dukakis
Governor
Commonwealth of Massachusetts


