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It's rare when a Massachusetts lawmaker is expelled from the legislature by the same people they
serve with, sit next to, and craft legislation with. No member of the House had been thrown out
since 1916 — until last week, when the Legislature exercised its power to remove one of its own.
Former state Rep. Carlos Henriquez, D-Dorchester, who had served in the Legislature since
2011, saw his political career come to a halt by a vote of 146-5 on Thursday. Just five lawmakers
voted against expulsion: State Reps. Gloria Fox, D-Roxbury; Russell Holmes, D-Boston; Denise
Provost, D-Somerville; Carl Sciortino, D-Medford; and Benjamin Swan, D-Springfield. In
addition, Reps. John Rogers, D-Norwood, and Angelo Scaccia, D-Readville, did not vote despite
being present in the chamber. Reps. William Galvin, D-Canton, and Kevin Murphy, D-Lowell,
were both absent.

Before the expulsion vote, Henriquez's sympathizers in the Legislature advocated for censure,
rather than expulsion. Their amendment failed 10-143, garnering the support of only Fox,
Holmes, Provost, Rogers, Scaccia, Sciortino, and Swan, as well as Reps. Mary Keefe, D-
Worcester; Liz Malia, D-Jamaica Plain, and Assistant Majority Leader Byron Rushing, D-South
End.

With the passage of the expulsion vote, lawmakers were once again reminded that they are there
to serve the public and the job is not for life, despite some strong evidence otherwise.

To take a step back and describe how the Legislature was forced into this situation, you have to
start with the circumstances that unfolded in 2012. Henriquez, while in his first term, was
arrested and charged for allegedly assaulting and holding a female victim against her will. The
victim, according to reports, first met the representative while he was performing his official
duties as a lawmaker. The victim claimed that Henriquez punched her, and that she escaped only
by jumping out of a moving car.

Henriquez was quickly thrust into the spotlight for alleged transgressions that were very serious,
but never answered; he never offered a counter to the victim's story.

Nearly a year went by after Henriquez's arrest. He continued to serve in the Legislature, got re-
elected, earned a taxpayer-funded paycheck and pension, and failed to offer an explanation. The
Legislature continued to proceed without pause. The House Committee on Ethics, headed at the
time by now-Boston Mayor Marty Walsh, never held a hearing. When pressed, legislative
leaders deferred to the courts and offered a "wait and see" approach to see how the judicial
system would act.

The so-called "war on women" was a national campaign theme in 2012, but concern regarding it
seemed to diminish after the election was over. During Henriquez's trial, his attorney attempted



to undermine the victim's credibility and introduce doubt to the jury, which was nonetheless
convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that he was guilty on two counts of assault. Still,
Henriquez maintained his innocence and rebuffed public calls for his resignation. At one point,
Henriquez defiantly urged constituents to contact the Speaker's office on his behalf. Despite his
best efforts, the Legislature did the right thing and expelled him.

Throughout this time, the Legislature missed an opportunity to address its rules of conduct.
Henriquez was expelled for violating House Rule 16A-1, a rule primarily designed to forbid
financial conflicts of interest. During the debate, Rep. Garrett Bradley, D-Hingham, and others
insisted that Henriquez's failure to "exercise prudence ... and avoid transactions, activities, or
obligations, which are in substantial conflict with or will substantially impair their independence
of judgment." Some legislators who voted against expulsion argued that there were valid
concerns whether the Legislature could expel Henriquez based on his situation and the House
rules for "independence of judgment."

Presumably, the leaders of the Ethics Committee chose the language with which they believed
they could make the best possible case to their fellow representatives. Everyone deserves a fair
trial and their day in court, but public officials should be held to a higher standard. Most public
officials are bound by comprehensive laws for how they can interact with lobbyists and donors,
and what they must and must not do in the course of performing their official duties. At some
point in this process, House leadership should have realized that a clearer code of personal
conduct was necessary, too.

In Massachusetts, the public is frequently reminded that our Legislature's rules are antiquated
and weak. In this case, as in too many others, Beacon Hill's leaders missed an opportunity to
challenge our cynicism.
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