
Massachusetts  poised  to  ban
new gasoline-powered vehicles
by 2035
By Matt Murphy
State House News Service

In the wake of the Biden administration restoring California’s
authority to set vehicle emission standards more stringent
than federal rules, Massachusetts is poised to follow that
state into a ban on new gasoline-powered vehicles by 2035,
potentially setting the stage for the next big fight over how
to meet state climate goals.

Massachusetts  is  one  of  16  states  that  tie  themselves  to
California’s  vehicle  emission  standards,  a  policy  first
adopted in 1991 under the Massachusetts Clean Air Act that
ensures the state has among the most stringent anti-pollution
regulations on new cars and trucks in the country.

California Gov. Gavin Newsom in 2020 signed an executive order
directing state regulators to mandate the sale of only zero-
emission vehicles by 2035, and Baker included the policy in
his 2050 Decarbonization Roadmap published in December 2020.

“So the commitment for the state of Massachusetts that we will
ban  sales  of  internal  combustion  engines  by  2035  is  a
commitment to which we are wedded,” Energy and Environmental
Affairs Secretary Kathleen Theoharides said last month during
a  hearing  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Global  Warming  and
Climate Change.

That position is now being targeted by a coalition of free-
market think tanks and advocacy organizations, led locally by
the  Massachusetts  Fiscal  Alliance,  who  believe  the  state
should decouple itself from California.
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“For us in Massachusetts, MassFiscal and (Citizens for Limited
Taxation)  are  going  to  fight  pretty  hard  to  make  sure
motorists  have  choices  and  the  free  market  dictates  what
people  want  instead  of  the  governor  of  California,”  said
Fiscal Alliance spokesman Paul Craney.

Craney helped organize a conference call Thursday with groups
representing  the  six  New  England  states,  excluding  New
Hampshire,  who  have  laws  tying  their  vehicle  emission
standards  to  California,  describing  it  as  the  next  big
battleground after many of the same groups helped successfully
build opposition to the now defunct regional Transportation
Climate Initiate. TCI would have attempted to reduce carbon
emissions from cars and trucks by putting a declining cap on
emissions in participating states.

The new coalition, consisting of 29 groups in 15 of the 16
states tied to California, is looking to spread awareness with
the public, media and legislators of what is about to happen
in a little more than a decade.

“Citizens  don’t  support  autopilot  laws,”  said  Chip  Ford,
executive director of Citizens for Limited Taxation, adding,
“We’re hoping that we can bring accountability back to any of
these laws, especially something as radical as this, banning
internal combustion engines.”

The Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs did
not respond to requests for comment.

The 1970 federal Clean Air Act required states to adhere to
federal vehicle emission standards, but granted a waiver to
California to set its own rules to deal with smog as long as
they were more stringent than the federal standards. Other
states were allowed to sign on to either the federal rules or
those set by California.

While President Donald Trump rescinded the waiver allowing
California to set its own rules, the Environmental Protection



Agency on Wednesday restored that authority and with it the
rights of states to follow California’s lead when it comes to
regulating tailpipe emissions.

Nick Murray, of the Maine Policy Institute, said continuing to
follow California will put a “substantial economic burden on
low- and middle-income Mainers.” He also questioned whether
the electric grid in New England could handle the demand that
would be required for a full transition to electric vehicles
by 2035.

“Following  California  regulations  is  simply  not  feasible,”
Murray said.

Meg Hansen, president of Ethan Allen Institute in Vermont,
predicted that a ban on gasoline-powered vehicles would fail
in rural states like hers where public transit is not an
option  and  zero-emission  technology  is  “not  affordable  or
readily available.”

“Vermont is not a colony of California,” Hansen said. “It is
anti-democratic and irrational for Vermont lawmakers to cede
regulatory authority over our standards to another state.”

Christian Herb, president of the Connecticut Energy Marketers
Association, said the California Air Resources Board has begun
the regulatory process to implement Newsom’s executive order
and opponents like his organization plan to participate in
those proceedings.

More  recently  in  Massachusetts,  the  Department  of
Environmental  Protection  in  January  developed  emergency
regulations to immediately adopt California’s Advanced Clean
Trucks (ACT) policy, which requires an increasing percentage
of trucks sold between model year 2025 and model year 2035 to
be zero-emissions vehicles.

The Baker administration has said that in order to reduce
emissions by 45 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 the state



would  need  about  1  million  of  the  5.5  million  passenger
vehicles projected to be registered in the commonwealth to be
zero-emission vehicles, a huge leap from the roughly 36,000 on
the road as of January 2021.

Massachusetts  Department  of
Public  Health  Updates
COVID-19 Death Definition
Beginning Monday, March 14, the Massachusetts Department of
Public  Health  (DPH)  will  update  the  criteria  used  for
identifying COVID-19 deaths to align with guidance from the
Council of State and Territorial Epidemiologists. Currently,
the  COVID  death  definition  includes  anyone  who  has  COVID
listed as a cause of death on their death certificate, and any
individual who has had a COVID-19 diagnosis within 60 days but
does not have COVID listed as a cause of death on their death
certificate.  The  updated  definition  reduces  this  timeframe
from  60  days  to  30  days  for  individuals  without  a  COVID
diagnosis on their death certificate.

The revision follows the recommendation of the Council of
State and Territorial Epidemiologists (CSTE), in collaboration
with the US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC),
to  create  a  standardized  approach  for  states  to  use  for
counting COVID-19 deaths. Several other states are adopting
this definition.

Massachusetts has applied this new definition retroactively to
the start of the pandemic in March 2020. As a result, 4,081
deaths  in  Massachusetts  that  were  previously  counted  as
associated  with  COVID  will  be  removed.  In  addition,
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approximately 400 deaths not previously counted but identified
through a manual process of matching death certificates with
medical records will be added to the COVID-19 death count. The
state’s overall COVID death count, therefore, will decline by
3,700.

“We are adopting the new definition because we support the
need to standardize the way COVID-19-associated deaths are
counted,” said DPH State Epidemiologist Dr. Catherine Brown.
“Prior  to  the  CSTE  definition,  states  did  not  have  a
nationally recommended definition for COVID-19 deaths and, as
such, have been using a variety of processes and definitions
to count their deaths. In Massachusetts, our definition has
consistently been broader than most other states. After a deep
dive  into  our  data  and  reviewing  thousands  of  death
certificates we recognize that this updated definition gives
us a truer picture of mortality associated with COVID-19.”

“It is important to understand that we cannot identify all
COVID-19  deaths  with  100  percent  accuracy,”  said  Nicolas
Menzies, Associate Professor of Global Health at the Harvard
T.H. Chan School of Public Health. “The revised definition for
COVID-19 deaths is a reasonable balance between sensitivity
and  specificity  and  will  make  it  easier  to  compare
Massachusetts death data with data from other jurisdictions.”

“Updating this important metric is a necessary step to help us
better gauge the current severity of the pandemic and its
impact on our health system and society as a whole,” said Dr.
Helen Boucher, Interim Dean of Tufts University School of
Medicine,  Chief  Academic  Officer  at  Tufts  Medicine  and
infectious  disease  physician  at  Tufts  Medical  Center  and
member of the Governor’s Medical Advisory Board. “The ability
to  be  nimble  and  quickly  adapt  to  changing  circumstances
demonstrates Massachusetts’ continued leadership in COVID-19
data reporting and analysis.”

Early in the pandemic, and absent clear national guidance, DPH



matched  COVID-19  surveillance  case  information  with  death
certificates to identify deaths in people who tested positive
for the virus but did not have COVID listed as a cause of
death.  To  avoid  the  possibility  of  missing  any  COVID-
associated death, anyone who tested positive for COVID and
died was counted as a COVID-associated death regardless of the
length of time between their diagnosis and their death or
whether  COVID  was  listed  as  the  cause  on  their  death
certificate. This approach was overly broad and led to an
overcounting of COVID-19-associated deaths.

Beginning in April 2021, based on the growing knowledge about
COVID-19 and an analysis of deaths in Massachusetts up to that
point,  DPH  updated  the  way  it  counted  deaths.  COVID-19-
associated deaths still included anyone with COVID-19 listed
as a cause of death on the death certificate but DPH also
applied a 60-day timeframe from diagnosis to death for anyone
diagnosed with COVID-19 but who did not have COVID-19 on the
death certificate.

This  latest  update  further  reduces  the  timeframe  between
diagnosis and death from 60 days to 30 days for individuals
without  COVID  listed  on  the  death  certificate.  The  new
definition  will  be  reflected  in  the  COVID-19  interactive
dashboard data on Monday, March 14.

Beginning Monday, all calculations involving deaths posted in
the COVID-19 dashboard and the raw data file will contain the
updated data. Previous raw data files will still be available
on the website and will not be updated.

Deaths in long-term care facilities (LTCF) will continue to be
reported  directly  from  those  facilities,  but  the  updated
definition will align surveillance deaths more closely with
the LTCF-reported counts.

Several new data points and some changes in functionality and
visualizations are also being added to the COVID-19 dashboard,



beginning Monday. No data are being eliminated and the changes
are  designed  to  enhance  the  interactive  experience  for
dashboard users and to ensure compliance with Americans with
Disabilities Act requirements.

Massachusetts  Public  Health
Reports  “Significant
Overcount” of COVID Deaths
By Chris Lisinski
State House News Service

When state public health officials publish Monday’s report
about  the  latest  COVID-19  impacts  on  Massachusetts,  the
cumulative death toll through two years of the pandemic will
suddenly stand about 15 percent lower.

The Baker administration will start using a new public health
surveillance definition next week, narrowing the window of
time between a confirmed COVID-19 diagnosis and death required
for the fatality to get attributed to the highly infectious
virus.

Saying  the  Bay  State’s  earlier  methodology  led  to  a
“significant  overcount  of  deaths,”  officials  said  Thursday
they will adopt a new system recommended by the Council of
State and Territorial Epidemiologists.

And  in  a  step  that  could  reshape  understanding  of  the
pandemic’s impact on Massachusetts, the administration will
apply the new method retroactively, resulting in 4,081 deaths
once linked to the virus being recategorized as stemming from
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other causes and roughly 400 others newly being labeled as
COVID-19 deaths.

“We think this is an absolutely critical step in improving our
understanding of who COVID has impacted most significantly
during the pandemic,” said state epidemiologist Dr. Catherine
Brown. “We believe that this will provide us a much more
accurate  picture  of  who  has  died  associated  with  a  COVID
infection  in  Massachusetts,  and  it  will  also  improve  our
ability  to  compare  our  data  with  data  from  other
jurisdictions.”

For the duration of the pandemic, state officials have deemed
a fatality COVID-related if it met at least one of three
criteria:  if  a  case  investigation  determined  the  virus
“caused”  or  “contributed”  to  the  death,  if  the  death
certificate listed COVID-19 or an “equivalent term” as the
cause,  or  if  state  public  health  surveillance  linked  a
confirmed COVID-19 diagnosis to a Bay Stater’s death.

The first two measures remain unchanged since the earliest
days of the crisis, but the third has already been updated
once and is set to evolve again on Monday.

From March 2020 to March 2021, DPH counted the death of any
person who had previously tested positive for COVID-19 as a
COVID-related  death,  regardless  of  how  much  time  elapsed
between those two events.

Even if someone contracted the virus in March and died in a
car crash in July, they were added to the ongoing tally of
pandemic deaths for that first year.

“This strategy worked well at the beginning of the pandemic,
and in fact, a paper was published last summer in the Journal
of the American Medical Association, which lauded our efforts
here in Massachusetts in counting deaths that occurred during
the first wave of the pandemic as opposed to several other
jurisdictions,” said Public Health Commissioner Margret Cooke.



“But over time, our approach proved to be too expansive and
led to a significant overcount of deaths in Massachusetts.
People who had gotten COVID earlier in 2020 and died for other
reasons  ended  up  still  being  included  in  COVID-associated
death counts.”

The department updated its approach for the third criterion in
April  2021,  officials  said  Thursday,  keeping  the  death
investigation and death certificate triggers in place. Under
that method, officials counted only those who died within 60
days of a COVID diagnosis as deaths related to the virus,
unless their death was clearly linked to another cause such as
trauma.

That system remained in place for most of 2021 and will be
replaced  in  Monday’s  daily  report  by  the  new  definition,
recommended in December by the national consortium of state
public health leaders after months of study.

The  new  method  suggested  by  the  Council  of  State  and
Territorial Epidemiologists calls for counting deaths within
30 days of a COVID-19 diagnosis where “natural causes” is
labeled on a death certificate as attributable to the virus,
half as long a timeframe as under the most recent definition
in Massachusetts.

Brown  said  the  update  will  “make  sure  that  what  we  are
capturing is the acute impact of COVID.”

“People who are seriously ill and hospitalized for longer and
end up dying after that 30 days have almost invariably had
COVID listed on their death certificate, so they end up being
counted under another method,” Brown said.

As has been the case throughout the pandemic, if an official
death investigation determined the virus caused or contributed
or if a death certificate lists COVID-19 or an equivalent
term, that fatality will add to the pandemic death toll.



Brown said the vast majority of the 4,081 deaths that will no
longer be deemed COVID-related, about 95 percent, occurred
between May 2020 and May 2021, covering the tail end of the
state’s first surge and its second surge that winter. Most of
the roughly 400 deaths that will acquire a COVID label also
happened in that span, Brown said.

Taken  together,  the  removals  and  additions  net  out  to  a
reduction in the cumulative COVID-19 death toll of about 3,700
people, more than the entire population of Provincetown.

DPH does not expect to have a new tally for the number of
COVID-19 deaths in Massachusetts until it publishes new data
on its COVID-19 dashboard around 5 p.m. on Monday. Back-end
work  to  merge  datasets  will  take  place  over  the  weekend,
according to Brown.

It also remains unclear if the change in Massachusetts will
send out ripple effects across the country.

Asked if other states planned to adopt the national council’s
recommended  methodology  as  well,  Brown  said  that  the  new
definition planned for rollout in Massachusetts is “actually
much more consistent with what many other jurisdictions are
already using.”

“This is a recommended guidance definition, and it is designed
to  help  improve  comparability  across  jurisdictions,  across
states. But we have also heard from a few jurisdictions that
they are not planning on updating the way they count deaths,”
she said. “What’s really important is that this change to the
definition will actually increase the ability to compare the
counts in Massachusetts with other jurisdictions because it
will be more similar to what most other jurisdictions are
using.”

The  U.S.  Center  and  Disease  Control’s  online  tracker  on
Thursday  listed  959,533  total  COVID-19  deaths  across  the
country since Jan. 21, 2020. Massachusetts had the 13th-most



total deaths among states and the 11th-highest rate of deaths
per 100,000 residents, both of which will likely change when
the updated death toll is published next week.

As of 5 p.m. Wednesday, Massachusetts health officials had
recorded 23,708 confirmed and probable COVID-19 deaths since
the outbreak first began, so that figure is likely to drop to
around 20,000 on Monday.

The new methodology will also apply to weekly reporting about
COVID-19 cases in vaccinated individuals, the next version of
which is set for publication on Tuesday.

Brown  added  that  preliminary  analysis  did  not  show  any
significant  changes  to  the  distribution  of  deaths  by  age
group, sex and race or ethnicity once the new definition was
applied.

“While we absolutely acknowledge that we’re moving to a more
accurate  and  appropriate  way  to  count  deaths,  it  doesn’t
change our understanding, it does not alter our understanding,
of who has died from COVID and where the most disproportionate
impacts have been,” Brown said.

The Baker administration appears not to have made as public an
announcement about the first change to its statewide COVID-19
death definition as the latest update. Officials said in April
2021  that  they  would  change  how  deaths  were  counted
specifically in long-term care facilities to align with the
CDC’s national definition, but made no mention in that press
release of the broader change imposing a 60-day limit on the
span between an infection and death to count in some cases.



Baker  voices  concerns  about
undocumented  immigrant
drivers’ license bill
Matt Murphy
State House News Service

As he waits to see how the Senate will respond to legislation
that would allow immigrants unable to prove lawful residence
in Massachusetts to obtain drivers’ licenses, Gov. Charlie
Baker voiced his concern Thursday that the House-passed bill
did  not  adequately  protect  against  someone  unlawfully
registering  to  vote.

The House last month passed a bill that would allow so-called
undocumented immigrants to apply for a driver’s license if
they can produce certain papers proving their identity and
residence in Massachusetts, such as a foreign passport.

“This license we’re talking about is not a privilege-to-drive
card, which is what they have in a bunch of other states. It
looks exactly like a Massachusetts driver’s license. You can’t
tell the difference between this and a regular one,” Baker
said during an hour-long appearance on GBH’s Boston Public
Radio.

Baker has opposed the concept, but said Thursday he did not
want to comment on legislation that not yet been finalized.
The governor did say he was disappointed the House voted down
(31-125) a Minority Leader Brad Jones amendment that would
have  required  the  Registry  of  Motor  Vehicles  to  share
information with municipal clerks looking to verify a license
holders’ eligibility to vote.

“That bothered me a lot,” Baker said. “I really think this is
an issue we have to make clear. Driver’s license is one thing.
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The right to vote is something else.”

The House added language to its final bill to clarify that a
license or learner’s permit applicant who does not provide
proof  of  lawful  presence  will  not  be  not  automatically
registered  to  vote  under  the  state’s  automatic  voter-
registration law. But Baker suggested he does not think this
goes far enough.

“We got to create a process that somehow separates people who
are citizens from people who aren’t who are applying for this
driver’s license,” Baker said.

Senate  President  Karen  Spilka  supports  giving  licenses  to
undocumented immigrants, but said Sen. Brendan Creighton is
still taking the temperature of senators on the issue and she
hopes to bring it up for a vote “within the coming weeks.”

“I don’t know exactly how many weeks, if it’s going to be
several or a few or whatever, but hoping to bring it to the
floor,” Spilka said.

The House passed the bill by a veto-proof majority.

New  Bedford  Suspends  COVID
Vaccination/Testing  Policy
For Municipal Employees
Due to a precipitous decline in the number of COVID cases
locally,  the  City  of  New  Bedford  is  suspending  its  COVID
vaccination/testing policy for municipal employees.

Earlier  today,  Mayor  Jon  Mitchell  directed  the  City’s
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Personnel Office to cease implementation and enforcement of
the  City’s  COVID  vaccination/testing  policy  across  city
government, effective immediately. Employees who had chosen to
comply with the policy by producing a negative COVID test on a
weekly basis will no longer be required to do so, and new
employees will not be required to submit proof of vaccination
going forward.

COVID cases in New Bedford have fallen dramatically over the
past several weeks. The City hit its peak of daily cases on
January 7, when 562 cases were reported over the previous day.
As of Monday, February 28, the City is seeing an average of 23
cases per day over the past week—a 96% decline in cases from
the January peak.

The City of New Bedford’s employee vaccination/testing policy
was first announced in August 2021, negotiated with employee
unions in the fall, and implemented on November 15 for most of
the  City’s  approximately  1,100  non-school  employees.  The
primary goal of the policy was to protect residents and staff,
as well as set an example for public and private employers in
Greater New Bedford. 825 City employees subject to the policy
were  recorded  as  fully  vaccinated—a  rate  of  74  percent,
compared to New Bedford’s general population vaccination rate
of about 57 percent.

More  than  200  employees  chose  to  comply  through  weekly
testing. In many instances, the weekly tests revealed COVID
infections that would have otherwise gone undiagnosed. As a
result, COVID-positive employees were prevented from coming
into work and likely infecting colleagues or residents with
whom they would have interacted.

No  City  employees  were  terminated  or  issued  disciplinary
suspensions  for  non-compliance  with  the  policy.  In  some
instances,  employees  who  failed  to  supply  timely  testing
results were denied entry to the workplace until test results
were submitted. In these cases, employees had their accrued



personal or vacation time reduced accordingly.

The  City  will  continue  to  honor  the  employee  benefits
negotiated in agreements with the Police, Fire, AFSCME unions
during 2021. The City reserves the right to reinstitute the
vaccination  and  testing  policy  should  a  new  COVID-related
public health threat emerge in the future.

The New Bedford Health Department will also continue to focus
on  other  aspects  of  the  pandemic  response,  including  the
promotion of vaccinations and boosters which continue to be
highly  effective  at  preventing  severe  COVID  outcomes.  The
Health Department will also continue to monitor transmission
risk and the emergence of new variants that could require
additional safeguards.

Baker:  Massachusetts  Stands
With  Ukraine  Against
“Tyrant’s War”
Colin A. Young
State House News Service

The invasion of Ukraine that Russian President Vladimir Putin
is leading is a “tyrant’s war” that must be met with swift and
strong action from the rest of the free world, Massachusetts
Gov. Charlie Baker said Thursday.

“The  commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  stands  with  the  free
democratic nation of Ukraine. And I’m quite sure that the
people of Massachusetts stand with the men, women and children
of Ukraine as well. And that’s because the people of Ukraine,
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like all people the world over, if given the chance choose to
live peacefully in an open and free society,” Baker said at
the  start  of  a  winter  storm  press  conference.  “One  man’s
actions, the actions of a tyrant, now put that all at risk and
millions of innocent lives in jeopardy.”

Russia lobbed missiles and artillery fire into Ukraine before
dawn there Thursday and then moved air and ground forces into
the sovereign nation as part of what Putin claimed was a
“special  military  operation”  meant  to  “demilitarize”  and
“denazify” Ukraine. It came after weeks of escalation and
uncredible claims of Ukrainian attacks on Russian supporters.

After  huddling  with  other  G7  leaders  Thursday  morning,
President Joe Biden announced new sanctions against Russian
institutions and a number of oligarchs. “History is littered
with  tyrants  and  despots  who  chose  similar  evil  paths  of
destruction  and  each  time,  thankfully,  there  are  powerful
forces  unwilling  to  stand  by  and  do  nothing.  There’s  no
question that America, NATO and every nation that purports to
value their sovereignty and the safety of their people must
respond  to  this  evil  act,”  the  governor  said.  Earlier
Thursday, about 100 people rallied outside the State House to
show  their  support  for  the  people  of  Ukraine  and  to
demonstrate  against  the  violence,  WBUR  reported.

Sex Offender Sentenced to 45
Years in Prison for Attempted
Production  of  Child
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Pornography
A New Jersey man was sentenced this week in federal court in
Worcester  in  connection  with  attempting  to  produce  child
pornography.

Jordan Winczuk, 36, of Bellmawr, N.J., was sentenced by U.S.
District Court Judge Timothy S. Hillman to 45 years in prison
and  five  years  of  supervised  release.  On  Oct.  27,  2021,
Winczuk  pleaded  guilty  to  one  count  of  attempted  sexual
exploitation of a minor and one count of commission of a
felony offense involving the sexual exploitation of minor as a
registered sex offender.

“While on parole for a previous child exploitation conviction,
Mr. Winczuk again sought to sexualize and harm another child.
Now, this predator is a federal prisoner,” said United States
Attorney Rachael S. Rollins. “Today’s sentence illustrates my
office’s unwavering commitment to prosecute those who seek to
sexualize and harm our children. Through deception and lies,
this Level 3 sex offender sought to rob another child of their
innocence. Our exceptional law enforcement partners made sure
that didn’t happen.”

“Jordan Winczuk repeatedly exploited the innocence of children
by portraying himself as someone they could trust. Today’s
sentence ensures this danger to society can never sexually
exploit  another  child  again,”  said  Joseph  R.  Bonavolonta,
Special  Agent  in  Charge  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of
Investigation, Boston Division. “While Mr. Winczuk is behind
bars, his victims will try to recover from the emotional scars
he left them with, and the FBI will continue to work with our
law enforcement partners to investigate and bring to justice
others like him who are intent on harming children.”

In January 2018, Winczuk, a Level 3 sex offender, contacted a
Worcester boy through social media. Over a period of weeks,
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Winczuk attempted to convince the victim, who had disclosed
that he was only 11 years old, to photograph his genitals and
send  those  pictures  to  Winczuk  via  Instagram.  During  his
contact with the victim, over a period of weeks, Winczuk posed
as a 13-year-old girl, the brother of the purported teenage
girl and as a first responder in efforts to influence the
victim to send photos of himself. In February 2018, a search
of Winczuk’s New Jersey residence recovered cell phones that
contained  child  pornography  and  included  multiple
conversations in which he requested sexually explicit images
from other apparent minors. At the time, Winczuk was on parole
following  a  state  conviction  in  New  Jersey  for  sexually
assaulting  a  boy  and  endangering  the  welfare  of  a  child
through the distribution of child pornography.

U.S.  Attorney  Rollins;  FBI  SAC  Bonavolonta;  and  Worcester
Police Chief Steven M. Sargent made the announcement today.
Valuable  assistance  was  provided  by  Homeland  Security
Investigations, the New Jersey State Police and the New Jersey
State Parole Board. Assistant U.S. Attorneys Kristen M. Noto
and  Danial  Bennett  of  Rollins’  Worcester  Branch  Office
prosecuted the case.

This case was brought as part of Project Safe Childhood, a
nationwide initiative to combat the growing epidemic of child
sexual exploitation and abuse, launched in May 2006 by the
Department of Justice. Led by U.S. Attorneys’ offices and
CEOS, Project Safe Childhood marshals federal, state and local
resources to locate, apprehend and prosecute individuals who
exploit children via the Internet, as well as to identify and
rescue  victims.  For  more  information  about  Project  Safe
Childhood, please visit www.projectsafechildhood.gov.



Massachusetts  Senate  backs
two bills that would observe
“Emancipation Day” and “Negro
Election Day”
The Senate approved two bills on Thursday that would have the
state observe two black-history relate days. One bill filed by
Representative  Michelle  L.  Ciccolo  (D),  bill  H.3117  would
declare July 8 as Massachusetts Emancipation Day or Quock
Walker Day, and the second bill S 2703, filed by Senator Joan
B. Lovely (D) would designate the third Saturday in July as
Negro Election Day.

“Emancipation Day” would honor Quock Walker, whose 1783 case
before  the  Supreme  Judicial  Court  established  the  legal
precedent  that  slavery  was  in  direct  conflict  with
Massachusetts’  newly-minted  Constitution  and  was  therefore
unconstitutional.

“Negro Election Day” would recognize the adoption of the first
black voting system which took place in 1740 when enslaved
people  in  Massachusetts  would  hold  an  annual  election  to
choose their own king or governor.

Bristol  County  D.A.  Thomas
Quinn announces that he will
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run for re-election
“I am announcing my candidacy for a third term as Bristol
County District Attorney. In January 2015, I was appointed
District Attorney by both Governors Patrick and Baker. I have
since been elected twice by the citizens of Bristol County.

I  became  District  Attorney  because  of  the  support  of  the
citizens of Bristol County, for which I am forever grateful.
It has been a privilege and honor to serve the people of
Bristol County for the last 7 years.

My office has had a number of accomplishments while I have
been  the  District  Attorney.  These  include  obtaining
convictions in the high profile cases of Aaron Hernandez and
Michelle Carter.

I have fought hard to keep violent criminals off the streets
by utilizing “dangerousness hearings” to protect the community
and  vulnerable  victims.  During  the  pandemic,  we  were
successful in preventing the wholesale release of dangerous
defendants.

I started a first of its kind Elder Fraud Unit to protect our
seniors  from  fraud  and  abuse  through  prosecution  and
prevention.

I  have  personally  visited  every  senior  center  throughout
Bristol County to speak with our seniors about these important
issues.

My  office  is  active  in  the  community  working  with  local
partners to address the opioid epidemic, domestic violence and
teen safety issues.

I  created  a  Cold  Case  Unit  to  thoroughly  review  unsolved
homicides  and  violent  sexual  assault  cases.  Through  these
efforts my office has solved two homicide cases and the case
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of a serial rapist from the late 90’s who brutally raped 4
women. This defendant is now serving 50 years in State Prison.

We also started a DNA collection initiative for convicted
felons who have not provided DNA as required by law. This will
assist in solving cold cases.

My priority is the safety of the citizens of Bristol County.
People have a right to feel safe in their communities. I grew
up  in  this  County  and  raised  my  family  here.  With  your
continued support, I look forward to serving the people of
Bristol County for another four years.” -Office of Bristol
County D.A. Thomas Quinn.

Courtesy of Thomas Quinn photo.



Massachusetts bill that would
grant undocumented immigrants
driver’s  licenses  nears
approval
Massachusetts lawmakers appear ready to pass a bill that is
twenty years in the making.

The  bill  would  lift  restrictions  barring  undocumented
immigrants from getting their driver’s licenses. Of course,
this would hinge upon their being a Massachusetts resident,
that they can provide valid proof of identity, and pass the
driving test.

During Monday’s session approval was given to a House Ways and
Means version of the bill, a version that redacted text from
the  Transportation  Committee’s  version  last  week.  This
redaction addressed what were considered to be loose standards
on what would be accepted as a form of identification. Now
consulate IDs, as well as passports, would be accepted.

Attorney General Maura Healey, eight sheriffs’ organizations,
270 local community organizations, along with 55 heads of
Massachusetts law enforcement voiced their approval on the
bill, as did Gov. Baker who declared his support on Monday
during a press conference.

Boston Mayor Michelle Wu, one of 18 mayors who signed a letter
on Tuesday urging lawmakers to vote in favor of the bill, said
in a statement, “All Boston and Massachusetts adults deserve
access to driver’s licenses regardless of immigration status.
I support the Family Mobility Act because it will make all of
us safer.”

Opponents of the bill feel allowing illegal aliens to get
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driver’s licenses provides them with a document that enables
them to live in Massachusetts as if are here legally, and it
will make it easier to be able to commit more identity fraud,
something the state is already dealing with in the form of PPP
and Pandemic Unemployment Assistance scams.

If  the  bill  passes  an  estimated  78,000  immigrants  in  the
Commonwealth  would  obtain  licenses  within  the  first  three
years of implementation.

The bill needs to pass both chambers before making it to
Baker’s desk.


