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Executive Department
State House, Boston, April 3, 1969.

To the HonorableSenate and House of Representatives:

I am returning, herewith, without my approval, House Bill No.
3110 entithd “An Act providing that residents of cities and towns
shall be placed ahead of nonresidents on eligible lists of applicants
for appointment to the police forces of their respective munici-
palities.”

This bill requires that the name of a resident who is an applicant
for a position on the police force of a community and who is other-
wise eligible be placed ahead of the name of a non-resident even
though the non-resident achieves a higher mark on a civil service
examination. This creates “absolute residents preference” with re-with re-

gard to appointments to police forces of communities, so that a
non-resident with a high mark on a qualifying examination would
be passed over for a resident who earned a low mark.

While we concur that residency in the community of employ-
ment is desirable in the case of a police officer, that is not at issue
here, since existing law already provides that a non-resident 'who
is appointed to the police force of a city or town must establish
residence within that city or town, or within ten miles of the
perimeter thereof, within nine months after his appointment.

The provision of existing law which liberalized residency require-
ments as they apply at the time of examination and appointment
was enacted in response to a critical shortage in police recruitment
and only after exhaustive study indicated that this approach was a
desirable method of improving the standards of local law enforce-
ment agencies.

To undo this progressive measure at this time would be incon-
sistent with modern police recruitment practises and with the prin-
ciples of civil service reform itself.
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At a time of intense concern for public safety, all of us must do
our part to encourage the highest possible standards of law en-
forcement. In this connection, the public is entitled to nothing
less than the best qualified police officers we can recriut. This
legislation would not achieve that objective, but on the contrary
would have just the opposite effect. I feel that it is hypocritical
to voice concern for ‘Taw and order” and then enact legislation of
this nature.

For the above reasons I cannot approve the measure and I re
turn this bill without my approval.

Respectfully submitted

FRANCIS W. SARGENT,
Acting Governor of the Commonwealth


