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                        VETO MESSAGE - No. 216 

 

TO THE SENATE: 

 

I am returning herewith, without my approval, the following bills: 

 

Senate Bill Number 640, entitled: 

 

   "AN ACT to amend the criminal procedure law, in relation to granting 

     uniformed  members of the bureau of fire prevention of the town of 

     Islip peace officer status" 

 

Senate Bill Number 5507, entitled: 

 

   "AN ACT to amend the criminal procedure law, in relation to granting 

     uniformed marine patrol officers in Seneca  county  peace  officer 

     status" 

 

   NOT APPROVED 

 

 Senate  Bill  No.  640 would create peace officer status for employees 

working as uniformed members of the Bureau of  Fire  Prevention  in  the 

Town  of  Islip.  Senate Bill No. 5507 would create peace officer status 

for employees working as uniformed  marine  patrol  officers  in  Seneca 

County.    If  designated  as peace officers, these employees would have 

many of the same powers as police officers. Those powers include the use 

of force to make arrests, the ability to make  warrantless  arrests  and 

conduct  warrantless searches, and the ability to issue appearance tick- 

ets. 

 

 These bills suffer from the same policy concerns as the  multitude  of 

bills  seeking  to  grant peace officer status to local officials that I 

have previously vetoed. My reasoning for doing so has not changed  -  we 

should  not  authorize new peace officers in a patchwork, ad hoc manner. 

Using one of this  year's  bills  as  an  example,  if  the  Legislature 

believes that a marine patrol officer in Seneca County should be granted 

peace  officer status, there is no reason why a marine patrol officer in 

any other county should not also be granted this status.  No  justifica- 

tion has been provided for not doing so. 

 

 I  have repeatedly called upon the Legislature to propose a comprehen- 

sive, statewide process for determining which  categories  of  officials 

may require the law enforcement powers that are given to peace officers. 

To  date,  the Legislature has not done so. This year, I advanced my own 

solution, which would have granted peace officer  status  to  those  job 

titles  recognized by the Legislature both this year, and in years past. 

However, the Executive was unable to reach a resolution with the  Legis- 

lature. 

 

 I  remain  willing  to  discuss  my  proposal with the Legislature, or 

alternatively, discuss any solution that would address this issue within 

the broader context of  the  law  enforcement  needs  in  municipalities 

throughout  the  State.  But  until then, I am constrained to veto these 

bills. 

 

 These bills are disapproved.                (signed) ANDREW M. CUOMO 

 

                              __________ 


