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March 268, 1967
Marion E. Martin, Commissioner Iabor and Industry
Phillip M. Kilmister, Assistant Attorney General

Fire Pighters Arbitration law,

ST

The 102nd Iogislature of the gtate of Maine enacted into
law the Fire Pighters Arbitration lLaw. 8aid law provides for
the creation of a three-pember arbitration board to resolve
disputea. In section 988 of Title 26 it is stated:

"A majority decision of the arbitrators
shall not be finel and binding upon either
the argaining agent or the corporate
authorities.”

QUEBTION:

Would & unanimous degieion of the arbitrators be final
and binding?

ANEVER:
'!'ig.

The policy of the Plre Pighters Arxbitmtion Law is set
forth in 26 M.R.8A. § 981 and provides in easence that in
the absence of the right to engage in strikes or other work
ateppage devices, that msmbers of any paid municipal fire
department shall have the right, among ether things, to sub~-
nit their ladbor disputes to arbitration.

26 M,R.8.A, } 981 provides in part as follows:
*It is declared to be the public policy

of this state to accord to the permanent
uniformed mepbers of any paid fire depart-
wment in any municipality all of the

rights of labor other than the right to
strike, or engage in any work stoppage



Marion x. Marstin g Marceh 28, 1567

7o rendar arbitration an sffective procedurs for tha
sottlemont of disputes, we belisve that the Legisimture
-gleaxly intended that the dscision of the arbitrators should
be final and binding upon the parties who sulmit their
disputes to srbitration, If the deuision is not final and
binding then the entire arbitration prooedure would appear
ts be a pullity and would not in fact be & method for ree
solving disputes.

If the legislature had intepded that the decision of the
arbiteation board should never be £inal and binding upon the
porties, we believe they would have clearly said so. Instead,
the Legislature has sisply stated that "a majority decision
of the arbitrators shall not be final and binding."

Both partises to the arbitration procedure, the municipal
corparate authorities and the fire fighters, exch choose ons
arbitrator and the two arbiteators so chosen in turn select’

8 third, - When all three arbitrators render a unsnimous doe
eision, there would appear o be no reason.why such s decision
should not be considered a final resolution of the matter
dispute between the parties, '

Phillip M. Kilmister
Azsistant Attorney Gemeral
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