
VETO MESSAGE: 
 
  
                         VETO MESSAGE - No. 147 
  
TO THE SENATE: 
  
I am returning herewith, without my approval, the following bill: 
  
Senate Bill Number 3417, entitled: 
  
    "AN ACT to amend the general municipal law, in relation to providing 
      of  a special accidental death benefit to beneficiaries of certain 
      deceased employees" 
  
    NOT APPROVED 
  
  General Municipal Law Section 208-f grants accidental  death  benefits 
to widows, widowers and dependent children of certain other law enforce- 
ment  and  emergency  personnel  who  die in the line of duty, including 
police officers and firefighters. This bill would extend the coverage of 
Section 208-f to various additional titles: members of a  department  of 
sanitation  in  a  city, special officers, school safety agents, parking 
control specialists, taxi and limousine  inspectors,  and  campus  peace 
officers of the City University of New York. 
  
  The  benefit  provided  by Section 208-f is intended to protect family 
members of public workers who face significant risk of death. Yet, while 
the bill's supporters  present  some  anecdotal  evidence  of  mortality 
regarding  sanitation  workers,  they list only one job-related death in 
the past 15 years for all the other titles  covered  by  the  bill.  For 
most,  there  is  no  evidence presented of any heightened risk. While I 
agree with the sponsors' assertion that the employees at issue carry out 
difficult tasks that can sometimes put them  at  risk  of  injury,  that 
alone is not a sufficient reason to extend them this extraordinary bene- 
fit. 
  
  Further,  there  are significant technical problems with the bill. For 
one thing, it is difficult to determine which employees will fall within 
the bill's ambit. Some of the terms used - such as "special  officer"  - 
have  clear  meanings in New York City, but their application in various 
town and cities across the state may vary widely. Similarly uncertain is 
the bill's coverage of "member(s) of a pension or retirement system of a 
department of sanitation." In Syracuse, for example, the  Department  of 
Public  Works handles sanitation as well as a variety of other responsi- 
bilities. Whether all (or some) of its employees are covered  is  likely 
to  be  the subject of dispute. Given the value of the benefit at issue, 
this legislation has the potential to foster endless litigation  regard- 
ing who may claim it. 
  
  In  disapproving  this  bill,  I do not rule out any extension of this 
benefit from further consideration. Given the  technical  problems  with 
this bill, however, and its coverage of multiple titles without specific 
evidence  of  their  mortality  risks, I do not believe that this legis- 
lation is warranted. 
  



  The bill is disapproved.                      (signed) ELIOT SPITZER 
                              __________ 
 


