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HOUSE

Wednesday, June 2, 1965

The House met according to ad-
journment and was called to or-
der by the Speaker.

Prayer by the Rev. Mr., Royal
Brown of Gardiner.

The journal of yesterday was
read and approved.

Papers from the Senate
Conference Committee Report

Report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches of the Legis-
lature on Bill “An Act Clarifying
the Inland Fisheries and Game
Laws” (S. P. 428) (L. D. 1375)
reporting that the House reconsid-
er its action whereby it passed
the Bill to be engrossed, adopt
Committee of Conference Amend-
ment ‘“A” and pass the Bill to be
engrossed as amended by Commit-
tee Amendment “A’ as amended
by House Amendment ‘A’ there-
to, House Amendments *“A’, “B”
and “C” and Conference Commit-
tee Amendment ““A’’; that the Sen-
ate reconsider its action whereby
it passed the Bill to be engrossed;
reconsider its action whereby it
adopted Senate Amendment “A”;
indefinitely postpone Senate
Amendment “A”; adopt Committee
of Conference Amendment “A”
and pass the Bill to be engrossed
as amended.

(Signed)

McDONALD
of Piscataquis
MANUEL of Aroostook
CARTER of Kennebec
— Committee on part of Senate.

GAUDREAU of Lewiston

COOKSON of Glenburn

ROSS of Bath
—Committee on part of House.

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed as
amended by Committee A m en d-
ment “A” as amended by House
Amendment ‘“A” thereto, House
Amendments “A”, “B” and ‘C”,
and Conference Committee Amend-
ment ‘‘A” in non-concurrence.

In the House, the Report was
read.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Gaudreau.

Mr. GAUDREAU: Mr. Speaker,
I move that we accept the Com-
mittee of Conference Report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Gaudreau,
moves that we accept the Com-
mittee of Conference Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Ellsworth, Mr. Ander-
son.

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker,
I move indefinite postponement of
C‘Zg’ference Committee Amendment

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is to accept
the Committee of Conference Re-
port.

Mr. ANDERSON: I would speak
to my motion for indefinite post-
ponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
have to rule that Committee
Amendment ‘“A’’ is not before us
until we accept the Committee of
Conference Report.

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker,
I move that we reject the Confer-
ence Committee Report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Ellsworth, Mr. Anderson,
moves that we reject the Com-
mittee of Conference Report.

Mr. Bourgoin of Fort Kent re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: A division is
requested on the motion. The Chair
will state what the motion is. The
motion is to reject the Committee
of Conference Report, and this is
debatable.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bow-
doinham, Mr. Millay.

Mr. MILLAY: Mr. Speaker, I
find myself in a rather unenviable
position today. I am going to de-
fend the Committee of Conference
report, which of course goes along
with this amendment on an open
season on moose.

Now, needless to say, most of
us in here aren’t too keen on an
open season on moose but I would
point out to you that this is tied
to the omnibus bill and the omni-
bus bill is a very important bill
to the Inland Fisheries and Game
Department. Now it includes such
important things as the dog law
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which would increase the period
that owners have to keep their
dogs under control for back to
December 1 to June 30, a very
important law. It includes certain
license increases, it includes cer-
tain rules for importing fish to
prevent disease getting into the
state, it includes such things as
repealing certain game preserves,
a thing that’s very important; and
now let’s take a look at the
amendment and take it for what
it is.

Open season on moose, there
should be an open season on
moose in the areas of Aroostook
County. Now it doesn’t say how
many areas, the Inland Fisheries
and Game set these up and it
could be perhaps two areas where
moose are certainly congregated.
It calls for fifty licenses to be
drawn by lot. The average suc-
cess on shooting moose is about
forty-eight percent so we’re talk-
ing about twenty-four moose each
year. Twenty-four moose in 1965
and another twenty-four in 1966.
This is not a large number com-
pared to the number that are
killed by automobiles and by other
various methods, including poach-
ers.

Now in a matter of value, of
course the license fee is $35, so
we are going to receive a certain
return for these moose and we
are going to receive certain eco-
nomic privileges because it cer-
tainly is going to give Aroostook
County a little publicity if we al-
low them to shoot this many
moose.

Another more important thing in
my mind is the idea of being
able to examine these moose that
are killed and find out why our
moose population is so stable and
is not increasing. The biologists
actually are interested in this bill
to some extent because it will
give them a chance to examine
these moose, find out why they
are not propagating in greater
numbers, and perhaps in the end
we will all be happy that this
will pass. But I am defending it
on these grounds and I hope that
you will not reject the Committee
of Conference Report but will go
along with it and pass this bill.

2941

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Wa-
terville, Mr. Baldic.

Mr. BALDIC: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As Chair-
man of the Fish and Game Com-
mittee I know how hard these
Committees have been working
and I want to go on record as
favoring the Committee Report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
restate what the question before
the House is. Under the Joint
Rule 13 there are only two ques-
tions before the House. One is to
either accept the Committee of
Conference Report or reject the
Committee of Conference Report.
As the Chair recalls, the first mo-
tion that was made was the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Lew-
iston, Mr. Gaudreau, that we ac-
cept the Committee of Conference
Report. So that is the pending
question before the House, is to
accept the Committee of Confer-
ence report. If we do not accept it,
naturally the next motion that
would be made would be to reject
it.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Ellsworth, Mr. Ander-
son.

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker,
I understand that this can be de-
bated now.

The SPEAKER: This is debat-
able.

Mr. ANDERSON: In regard to
the new section 2355a, I don’t think
it’s worth the paper that it is
written on. It designates no partic-
ular areas or the size of the areas.
The Fish and Game Department
could well have an open season
right in the middle of Houlton
Square and for the years 1965
and 1966 I think they’re very opti-
mistic because I don’t think there
would be a moose left to shoot in
1966.

A short time ago the House
overwhelmingly defeated this is-
sue. This obnoxious bkill, if enact-
ed, will be the beginning of the
end for this noble animal, mark
the close of a God given heritage
to the people of the State of
Maine. I have had letters and tele-
phone calls from nearly every sec-
tion of the state complimenting the
House for their stand against ex-
termination of the moose. Shall
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we be swayed by the selfish in-
terest of a handful of legislators
or stand firmly by our previous
vote, prove to the people of the
State of Maine that democracy
still prevails? I humbly ask the
leadership of the majority party
to respect the will of the people.
I urgently ask and expect the mi-
nority leadership to protect my
position in the motion that I have
made. Mr. Speaker, many in this
House would like to go on record
publicly on this issue; when the
vote is taken I move it be taken
by the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Gaudreau.

Mr. GAUDREAU: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I don’t want to belabor
this too long but I just like to
bring out a few points on the
limited moose season. There al-
ready is a limited moose season
in New Brunswick and Quebec.
Biologists from New Brunswick
state that the herd is greatly im-
proved as a result of this limited
harvest. The northern part of our
state is actually serving as a game
farm for Canada. This controlled
limited harvest is the best meth-
od of conducting a research pro-
gram. Under this program a de-
tailed study will be made of every
moose harvested. Mr. Steve Pow-
ell, the Fish and Game biologist,
stated that our moose herds have
been plagued with disease and this
disease has recently been found in
our deer. Should this spread our
deer could be in trouble.

Last year eighty-five dead moose
were found and the estimates
from the Fish and Game Depart-
ment state that there are prob-
ably two hundred that died from
old age or from other reasons. In
New Brunswick the kill varies
from 33 to 46 percent of their lim-
ited season. If we take the top
percentage there only would be
about twenty-five moose killed.
Certainly this will not deplete our
moose herd. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Per-
ham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: Be-
cause this compromise does af-
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fect my beloved Aroostook County,
I must speak in defense of the
moose. I am extremely unhappy
with the Conference Committee
Report and I hope that you will
refuse to accept it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Cam-
den, Mr. Haynes.

Mr. HAYNES: Mr. Speaker,
we’ve heard the term horse and
buggy many times in this session.
To consider this moose killing gim-
mick a study in these times is
surely a horse and buggy scheme.
I think that it is more horse than
it is buggy. I have a magazine
here that just came out, the Na-
tional Wildlife. “Wyoming is con-
ducting a study right now and
here is the way they do it. To
get live wild specimens for study
the Dbiologist stalks and shoots
moose with a 32 gauge shotgun
firing hypodermic syringes with an
immobilizing drug. With a quarry
paralyzed from five to twenty
minutes the biologist has time to
tag the animal, take a blood sam-
ple, estimate its weight and con-
dition, check its teeth to estimate
its age, and check it for parasites.
This information is valuable not
only for this project but for other
studies involving the health, wel-
fare and movements of Wyoming’s
moose herd.”’

I hope that the people of Maine
are fully aware of what is going
on here today. Certainly the im-
portance of the rest of this bill, in
relationship to this particular
amendment, was well known be-
fore this amendment was put in
here and it was undoubtedly con-
sidered that if this amendment
was put in here we would leave
it as it is.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from
Brownville, Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, the last
time this particular item was be-
fore the House I told you that
the moose was a tourist attraection
for photographers. Now those of
you that read the papers have
just noticed recently that they
found the skeleton of a man who
was lost on Mt. Katahdin. Who
found him? People that were up
there to take photographs of the
moose. Now there in black and
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white is proof of what an attrac-
tion the moose is and you start
shooting at him you’re going to
have one heck of a time taking
his picture. .

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from East
Millinocket, Mr. Birt.

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I think the general senti-
ments of the people, my personal
feeling anyway, is the general sen-
timents of most of this House,
which has been indicated by the
vote several times, and the people
of the State of Maine, is the de-
sire to preserve the moose and
not have any form of open season
on them, and I certainly hope that
the action of the House this morn-
ing is sensitive and that the Con-
ference Committee Report is re-
jected.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Sher-
man, Mr. Storm.

Mr, STORM: Mr. Speaker, some
half a century ago we had a poli-
tical party in this country that
was known as the bull moose par-
ty. It didn’t take very long for
that party to become extinct. Let’s
not send the bull moose in Aroos-
took County to join them.

On motion of the gentlewoman
from Bangor, Mrs. Ruby, House
Rule 25 was suspended for the re-
mainder of today’s session in or-
der to permit smoking.

On further motion of the same
gentlewoman, the gentlemen were
allowed to remove their jackets if
they so desired.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Port-
land Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. SULLIVAN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I
know very little about moose but
I do know that my relatives and
friends who come here from Mas-
sachusetts, New Jersey, Detroit
Michigan, and California, they are
interested in preserving the moose.
One of the things they do when
they come here they want to see
a moose. Well I've never been able
to show them a moose except
down here in the museum, and I
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think this bill should be killed and
we preserve the moose and if we
want this research, I would say
common sense tells me that the
suggestion of the gentleman that
spoke how they do it in Wyoming
is a very good idea.

That other about killing them,
that appears to me to be a lot
of camouflage. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bath,
Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Some persons have ques-
tioned why I would delve into a
project such as this. Each year I
fish not only in the State of Maine
but in Quebec and New Brunswick
and each year I hunt not only in
the State of Maine but in New
Brunswick and North Carolina, I
am extremely interested in all
types of fish and game projects
and I fear that the House is about
ready to scrap some very worth-
while programs this morning. We
can’t amend a Committee of Con-
ference Report. If we reject it the
entire bill falls by the wayside,
and I think that we should pay
a bit of attention to exactly what
that is.

This is a fairly complicated, but
very important piece of legislation.
The original bill contains sixteen
pages. It was reported to us with
a four page committee amend-
ment. Later House Amendment A
to Committee Amendment A was
adopted. Still later, House Amend-
ments A, B and C were presented.
These all received passage by this
House. This is the Omnibus Bill
containing the recommendations of
the Department of Inland Fish and
Game. It contains many excellent
provisions. However, the entire leg-
islation is in jeopardy this morn-
ing.

The House refused to adopt Sen-
ate Amendment A relative to lim-
ited moose hunting in Arcostook
County. At one point, since both
the House and Senate insisted on
their action without requesting a
Committee of Conference, the leg-
islation was temporarily suspend-
ed. However, a committee was la-
ter appointed and took the matter
under advisement. Fully realizing
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the significance of the entire bill,
the conference agreed that under
the circumstances compromise
would be the better part of valor.

The first section of the amend-
ment changes the date of deer
hunting in the Southwestern zone
from the month of November to
November the fifth to December
the fifth. This is heartily endorsed
by the department and passed the
House once before as an amend-
ment to another biil, only to be
defeated in the other branch. The
other area is the controversial sec-
tion. On this, we agreed to present
to the House a very limited pro-
posal for an open season on moose.
This would be limited to six days,
a total of fifty licenses and would
apply not to the entire country, but
only certain areas therein. These
areas would be determined by the
Fish and Game Department.

Committee members share the
point of view expressed on these
floors that the noble and majestic
moose is truly a very valuable as-
set to our state. We should not
risk depleting the population of
these magnificent animals by any
state-wide open season. However,
the committee recommendations
were based on several factors
which should be considered.

Aroostook County is contiguous
to the Province of New Brunswick
where they have had a limited
moose season since 1960. There,
one thousand licenses are made
available by lot from approximate-
ly fifteen thousand applications.
Last year 296 moose were shot or
about one for every three licenses.
This percentage has remained
about the same over the years so
we might assume that the county
kill would be approximately twen-
ty. The Province further reports
that each year the conditions of
the herd is improving.

One of the main reasons for
this amendment is found in para-
graph 4 of section 2355-A ‘‘After
the hunting season, each person
who holds a license under this
section shall complete and return
to the commissioner a detailed re-
port, for -conservation research
purposes, on forms prepared by
the commission’’. The research val-
ue of such an open season has
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been established in New Bruns-
wick. Aside from those shot, two
thousand other moose were ob-
served. Nearly twice as many
yearlings are now seen as com-
pared to 1960. The condition of the
herd is considered excellent. Each
year there is a decrease in tick
infestation.

In areas of over population the
antlers are much smaller and not
nearly as well developed. Al-
though three moose weighed over
800 pounds field dressed, the ave-
rage weight was only 507 pounds.
Of those observed, 30 percent were
bulls, 49 percent cows, 17 per-
cent calves and 4 percent year-
lings. This information would be
most difficult to obtain without an
open season. In summary, the
New Brunswick Fish and Game
Protective Association is very sat-
isfied with the provincial open
season and the results emanating
therefrom.

As I mentioned at the outset,
a negative vote on this conference
committee report is a vote against
the entire department bill to clari-
fy the Inland Fish and Game laws.
Let us briefly look at some of the
other items which would be af-
fected:

1. The establishment of hearing
dates.

2. Redefinition of migratory bird
regulations.

3. A change in fees for guide’s
licenses.

4. Revision of camper license
fees.

5. Extension of area limits for
veterans exemptions.

6. Clarification of license revo-
cations and restrictions.

7. The establishment of a more
permanent method of tagging
deer.

8. A change in the seasons for
trapping muskrat and fisher.

9. The exclusion of bear hunting
with certain non resident licenses.

10. The regulation of private
ponds and the cultivation of fish
therein,

11. The prohibition of spear guns
for taking fish.

12. The redefinition of certain
ZONeES.

13. The revised pay scale for
wardens.
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14, Free fishing licenses to per-
sons over 70 years of age.

15. Amplification pertaining to
certain closed areas.

16. The establishment of depart-
mental procedure to grant certain
variances.

Although I often do not espouse
each cause sponsored by our leg-
islative friends from Arocostook, I
certainly feel that under the ecir-
cumstances we should go along
with this proposal today and I
hope that the House will act fa-
vorably on this Committee of Con-
ference Report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ells-
worth, Mr. Anderson.

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I have
no quarrel with the gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross, in regards
to the deer issue. I would have
liked to have picked out the new
section, 2355A, relative to open
season on moose. But realizing
that I couldn’t do that I had no
other recourse but to move in-
definite postponement of the whole
amendment. Members of the
House, if this bill is enacted in
two years from now there will be
another bill here to open up an-
other section of the state and then
it will be state-wide. And I say
to you, that if this happens, the
only moose that you will see is
the moose on the State of Maine
flag.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Healy.

Mr. HEALY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: We have been going here
for forty-five minutes and we
haven’t got off of page one. I
move that instead of killing the
moose we kill the amendment.

The SPEAKER: The amend-
ment is not before the House. The
Chair will again rule that the only
question before the House is either
to accept or to reject the Commit-
tee Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Augusta, Mr. Lund.

Mr. LUND: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Looking ahead to item five
on page two, I note that the other
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House voted to reject the report
and voted to ask for another Com-
mittee of Conference. I would as-
sume that if the other House
could do that on another bill we
could do the same on this bill,
and I think we perhaps should
consider doing that in this case.

There is one aspect of this moose
legislation that bothers me. I think
that we all know that one of our
problems with the moose here in
Maine is that of poaching, and I
think the passage of this limited
moose season would make much
more difficult the job of appre-
hending poachers. The big dis-
couraging feature with regards to
poaching a moose is that it is a
very large animal and it is diffi-
cult to dispose of the meat. If
you leave the meat lie, in the
winter the fox tracks can be seen
from an airplane and the body
can be easily located. If you haul
the carcass off, it is a lot of
moose to pass out and your friends
are liable to give you away when
they talk about it. And in Maine
the possession of moose meat is
illegal.

That is the law and as far as I
can recall the law doesn’t make
any exception for the moose which
has been legally shot in Canada.
So the big club that the enforce-
ment officers have to protect the
moose from poachers is the ‘‘pos-
session of moose meat”’ law. If
this amendment passes it will be
possible to legally possess moose
meat in Maine and I don’t see
how anybody can be prosecuted for
illegal possession of moose meat
because it would be necessary for
the state to prove that not only
it was moose meat but that it had
been illegally shot, since it would
be possible to shoot some moose
legally. Therefore I would hope
that this limited season would not
pass. I think that it would make
the problem of enforcement more
difficult in protecting the rest of
the moose herd.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Per-
ham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I
think that the gentleman has made
a remarkably good point in this
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debate, because it is certainly
nothing unusual in the records of
the actions of this House in the
past to refuse to accept Confer-
ence Committee Reports and ask
for another Committee of Confer-
ence. One other thing that I did
wish. to mention when I was on
my feet, that it must be aware to
all of us that in this day and age
anyone wishing to hunt moose can
reach almost any point in an air-
plane. I have flown over that terri-
tory on two or three occasions at
treetop height and it is very easy
under those conditions to spot
these moose wherever they are. I
think we must be complete-
ly aware of how easy it would be
to practically eliminate this moose
herd. I hope you will seriously
consider this before you vote.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lew-
iston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: I thought when
the fast moving gentleman from
Portland, WMr, Healy mentioned
that we had been on page 1 for
forty-five minutes that he would
make a motion. We have now been
on page 1 for forty-eight minutes
and I would like to get off
page 1. I now move the previous
question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, now
moves the previous question. For
the Chair to order the previous
question, it must have the ex-
pressed consent of one-third of the
members present. All those in
favor of the previous question will
kindly rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously,
more than one-third having arisen,
the previous dquestion is in order.
The question before the House
now is shall the main question
be put now, which is debatable
for no more than five minutes and
the merits of the bill are not de-
batable. Is the House ready for
the question?

All those in favor of the main
question being put now will say
aye; all those opposed will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed.
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The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is on the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Gaudreau, that we ac-
cept the Conference Committee Re-
port and the gentleman from Ells-
worth, Mr. Anderson, has request-
ed that when the vote be taken,
it be taken by the yeas and nays.
For the Chair to order a roll call
it must have the expressed desire
of one-fifth of the members pres-
ent. All those in favor of the vote
being taken by the yeas and nays
will kindly rise and remain stand-
ing until the monitors have made
and returned the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously,
more than one-fifth having arisen,
the yeas and nays are in order.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from East Millinocket, Mr.
Birt and inquires for what pur-
pose does he rise?

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, on a
parliamentary inquiry, would y ou
clarify the situation? If this is
rejected, does this allow for an-
other Committee of Conference or
will it kill the bill?

The SPEAKER: If the Commit-
tee of Conference report is reject-
ed a motion would be in order to
request another Committee of Con-
ference with new conferees.

An the House will again say
that the only motion before the
House and the only matter to be
considered is the acceptance or
the rejection of the report. If you
accept the Committee of Confer-
ence Report you are accepting it
as Committee Amendment ‘A’ as
amended by House Amendment
“A” thereto and House Amend-
ments “A”, “B”’, and “C” and
Committee of Conference Amend-
ment “A”,

The Chair will once again state
the motion. The question before
the House is on the motion of the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr.
Gaudreau, that we accept the
Committee of Conference Report
on Bill “An Aect Clarifying the In-
land Fisheries and Game Laws,”
Senate Paper 428, L. D. 1375. If
you are in favor of accepting the
Committee of Conference Report
when your name is called you will
either answer yea or yes; if you
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are opposed to accepting the Com-
mittee of Conference Report, when
your name is called you will either
answer nay or no. The Clerk will
call the roll.

Rell Call

YEA — Anderson, Orono; Bal-
dic, Beane, Bedard, Benson, Me-
chanic Falls; Benson, Southwest
Harbor; Binnette, Bishop, Boisson-
neau, Bourgoin, Bradstreet, Bren-
nan, Bussiere, Carroll, Cham-
pagne, Conley, Cote, Cottrell,
Crommett, Curran, Drigotas, Du-
mont, Erwin, Faucher, Fecteau,
Fortier, Fraser, Mesico; Fraser,
Rumford; Gaudreau, Glazier, Gra-
ham, Harvey, Bangor; Harvey,
Windham; Harvey, Woolwich;
Hawkes, Jalbert, Jordan, Keyte,
Knight, Laberge, Lebel, Lent, Le-
vesque, Martin, McKinnon, Millay,
Mills, Mitchell, Palmer, Poulin,
Prince, Ross, Bath; Roy, Ruby,
Searles, Starbird, Susi, Truman,
Wheeler, Wuori.

NAY — Anderson, Ellsworth;
Avery, Baker, Orrington; Baker,
Winthrop; Berman, Bernard, Ber-
ry, Birt, Bragdon, Brewer, Buck,
Burwell, Carter, Cressey, Cushing,
Dickinson, Doyle, Drouin, Dudley,
Dunn, Eustis, Evans, Gauvin, Gif-
ford, Gilbert, Gillan, Hammond,
Hanson, Gardiner; Harriman,
Hawes, Haynes, Healy, Huber,
Hunter, Clinton; Hunter, Durham;
Jewell, Kennedy, Lang, Lewis,
Libhart, Lincoln, Littlefield, Low-
ery, Lund, Lycette, Meisner,
Mosher, Nadeau, Norton, Payson,
Peaslee, Pendergast, Pike, Pitts,
Rackliff, Richardson, Cumberland;
Richardson, Stonington; Roberts,
Ross, Brownviile; Sawyer, Scott,
Storm, Sullivan, Waltz, Watts,
White, Guilford; Whittier, Wo o d,
Young.

ABSENT — Blouin, Carswell,
Cookson, Crosby, D’Alfonso, Dan-
ton, Davis, Dostie, Edwards, Far-
rington, Hanson, Lebanon; H a u-
gen, Hoy, Katz, Kilroy, Kittredge,
Lane, Sahagian, Stoutamyer, Ward,
Wight, Presque Isle.

Yes, 60; No, 69; Absent, 21.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
announce the vote. Sixty having
voted in the affirmative, sixty-nine
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having voted in the negative, and
twenty-one being absent, the mo-
tion does not prevail.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bath, Mr, Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest a new Committee of Confer-
ence.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross, requests a
new Committee of Conference
Is this the pleasure of the House?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Ellsworth, Mr. Ander-
son.

‘Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker,
would a motion for indefinite post-
ponement of the amendment be in
order?

The SPEAKER: It would not be
in order. Is it the pleasure of the
House to appoint a new Commit-
tee of Conference?

The motion prevailed.

From the Senate: The following
Orders:

ORDERED, the House concur-
ring, that the Judicial Council is
requested to study the comparative
merits of the public defender sys-
tem and assigned legal counsel for
indigent defendants, and the desir-
ability of introducing either into
the judicial system of the State,
and to report the results of its
study to the 103rd Legislature
(S. P. 587)

Came from the Senate read and
passed.

In the House, the Order was
read and passed in concurrence.

Tabled

.ORDERED, the House concur-
ring, that the Legislative Research
Committee is authorized and
directed to study the shrinkage
allowance on motor fuel for retail-
ers and wholesalers, and the vari-
ances of motor fuel prices through-
out the State and to report its find-
ings and recommendations to any
special session of the 102nd Legis-
lature or to the 103rd Legislature
(S. P. 588)

Came from the Senate read and
passed.

In the House,
read.

(On motion of Mr. Levesque of

Madawaska, tabled pending passage
in concurrence and unassigned.)

the Order was
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Senate Reports of Commitiees
Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary reporting “Ought
to pass” on Bill “An Act relating
to Testamentary Shares of Omit-
ted Children” (S. P. 287) (L. D.
849)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. GLASS of Waldo
VIOLETTE of Aroostook
STERN of Penobscot
—of the Senate.

BISHOP of Presque Isle
RICHARDSON
of Cumberland
DAVIS of Calais
DANTON
of Old Orchard Beach
GILLAN
of South Portland
BRENNAN of Portland
—of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting “Ought not to
pass” on same Bill,

Report was signed by the follow-
ing member:

Mr. BERMAN of Houlton
—of the House.

Came from the Senate with the
Majority Report accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed.

In the House: Reports were read
and the Majority “Ought to pass”
Report was accepted in concur-
rence and the Bill read twice.

Under suspension of the rules,
the Bill was given its third read-
ing, passed to be engrossed and
by unanimous consent sent forth-
with to the Senate.

Messrs.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches of the Legis-
lature on

Bill “An Act Approving the
Course of Study in Private
Schools” (S. P. 87) (L. D. 231)
which Report was accepted in the
House on May 26.

Came from the Senate with the
Report rejected and that body vot-
ing to ask for another Committee
of Conference, with the following
Conferees appointed on its part:
Messrs. MENDELL

of Cumberland
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SNOW of Cumberland
FALOON of Penobscot

In the House:

On motion of Mr. Berry of Cape
Elizabeth, the House voted to
further insist and join in a second
Committee of Conference, and the
Speaker appointed the following
Conferees on the part of the
House:

Messrs. BERRY of Cape Elizabeth
LENT of Scarborough
GRAHAM of Freeport.

Non-Concurrent Matter

An Act relating to TUniform
Local Effort for Payment of
School Subsidies (S. P. 307) L. D.
1041) which was passed to be
enacted in the House on May 28
and passed to be engrossed as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A” on May 27.

Came from the Senate passed
to be engrossed as amended by

Committee Amendment “A” and
Senate Amendment “A’” in non-
concurrence.

In the House: On motion of

Mr. Levesque of Madawaska, the
House voted to recede and concur
with the Senate. By unanimous
consent, sent forthwith to the
Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Fees
for Fishing and Hunting Licenses”
(S. P. 427) (L. D. 1362) which was
passed to be engrossed as amend-
ed by Committee Amendment “A”
and House Amendment “A” in
non-coneurrence in the House on
May 27.

Came from the Senate with
Committee Amendment “A” in-
definitely postponed and the Bill
passed to be engrossed as amend-
ed by House Amendment “A” in
non-concurrence,

In the House: The House voted
to recede and concur with the
Senate. By unanimous consent,
sent forthwith to the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter
Bill “An Act Revising the Motor
Vehicle Dealer Registration Law”
(S. P. 535) (L. D. 1526) which was
passed to be engrossed as amend-
ed by House Amendment “A” in
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non-concurrence in the House on
May 28.

Came from the Senate passed
to be engrossed as amended by
House Amendment “A’” and Senate
Amendment “A” in non-con-
currence.

In the House: On motion of
Mr. Bernard of Sanford, the House
voted to recede from its former
action whereby this bill was passed
to be engrossed as amended by
House Amendment “A”,

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Sanford, Mr. Bernard.

Mr. BERNARD: Mr. Speaker,
I now move that Senate Amend-
ment “A” be indefinitely post-
poned.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Sanford, Mr. Bernard, now
moves that Senate Amendment
“A” be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. Lebel of Van Buren re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: A division has
been requested. All those in favor
of the indefinite postponement of
Senate Amendment “A” will kind-
ly rise and remain standing until
the monitors have made and re-
turned the count.

A division of the House was
had.

One hundred having voted in
the affirmative and none having
voted in the negative, the motion
did prevail.

The Bill was passed to be en-
grossed as amended by House
Amendment “A” in non-concur-
rence and sent up for concurrence,
By unanimous consent, sent forth-
with to the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter

An Act to Allocate Moneys for
the Administrative Expenses of
the State Liquor Commission for
the Fiscal Years Ending June 30,
1966 and June 30, 1967 (S. P.
551) (L. D. 1550) which was passed
to be enacted in the House on May
27 and passed to be engrossed on
May 21.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment “A” in non-
concurrence.

In the House: The House voted
to recede and concur with the
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Senate. By unanimous consent,
sent forthwith to the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter
Bill “An Act Creating the In-
vestment of State Funds Law”
(S. P. 555) (L. D. 1564) which was
indefinitely postponed in non-con-
gurrence in the House on June

Came from the Senate with that
body voting to insist on its former
action whereby the Bill was passed
to be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment “A”,

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recoghnizes the gentleman from
Freeport, Mr. Graham,

Mr. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, I
move that we recede and concur
and I would speak on the motion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Freeport, Mr. Graham, now
moves that we recede from our
former action and concur with the
Senate in the adoption of Senate
Amendment ““A.” The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. GRAHAM: Mr, Speaker,
Members of the House: I shall be
brief. Yesterday we debated and
overdebated this bill. We heard
all about Puerto Rico. We heard
about domestic and imported
wines. For a moment I thought I
had been dozing and that we were
discussing a liquor bill.

This bill L. D. 1564 speaks for
itself. It is a law to tighten and
modernize the investment of state
funds. A law to publicize and safe-
guard these investments. Let me
quote from Section 183. ‘“The Com-
mission must issue a monthly re-
port. Each report shall include a
detailed summary of investments,
reinvestments, purchase, sale and
exchange transactions, setting
forth, among other things, the in-
vestments bought, sold and ex-

changed, the dates thereof, the
prices paid and obtained, the
names of the dealers involved,

and a statement of the funds or
accounts referred to herein. Such
reports shall be circulated to a
mailing list of investment bankers
and brokers recommended by the
Investment Council,” and so forth.
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Yesterday, one opponent made
a great to-do about the fact that
only four members of the proposed
Investment Council would con-
stitute a quorum. Only four, he
screamed. Yet under the existing
system only two members of the
board do business.

Here’s the portfolio of the
present investment funds. Oh, it's
a safe portfolio, safe as a wheel-
barrow. But when you want to go
somewhere you don't get in a
wheeibarrow. This portfolio isn’t
going anywhere. Its bonds, which
comprise T0% of the securities in
it, have declined three million do}-
lars in value. Its stocks, some
10%, have gained three million
dollars in value. Yet the opponents
attack this bill because it proposes
to raise the stock limitation from
10% to 20% of the portfolio. As a
matter of fact, the funds are al-
ready over the legal limit in
stocks.

With a 20% limit these state
funds would still be conservatively
invested. Investment trusts have
80 to 90 percent in stocks, Other
pension funds have 50% in stocks.
This allows them to pay greater
benefits without sacrificing
security.

In golf, ladies and gentlemen,
they tell you to keep your eye on
the ball. I ask you to keep your
eye on this bill, L. D. 1564, Let’s
get our state funds moving. The
cost of living is going up, other
conservative pension funds are
moving up; but our state funds are
still in a wheelbarrow. The vehicle
they need is L. D, 1564.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman {irom
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: When I
listen to the gentleman from Free-
port, Mr. Graham, it reminds me
of a mythological character named
Icarus who flew up to the sun.
When he got up there it got so
hot that the wax in his wings
melted and he fell down to the
ground. I think perhaps we need
to keep our feet on the ground
on this particular matter. These
flights of fancy make interesting
listening. I think the results from
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what would happen if this L. D.
is put into effect would not be
quite so interesting.

We are told that we are way
behind the times, we need a
change, we need to come up to
date. I don’t know if the gentleman
from Freeport, Mr. Graham, fol-
lows the stock market. He seems to
feel that common stocks are quite
an attractive opportunity for in-
vestment. But we really have seen
some remarkable action in the
stock market lately and I hope
that we don’t have too many of
our pension funds which we are
safeguarding and administering for
our retirees in common stocks at
this particular stage of the game.
He may have clairvoyance, how-
ever, which would indicate the
future holds a great deal, but let’s
not fly to the sun on this particular
one.

If we want to have a nice poli-
tical appointment, we can do it
right now. If we want to change
investment services, we can do this
right now too. We at present in the
State of Maine employ a nationally
recognized investment service
which gives from the accomplished
facts of the Maine State Retire-
ment System record very, very
good advice. It stacks up very
well, as a matter of fact better
than the average return on invest-
ments of this type.

The proposal as put forth before
the State Government Committee
had as its chief spokesman a mem-
ber of the other large advisory
service in the country. Are we here
debating the merits of swapping
one investment counseling service
for another? It has been proposed
that changes should be made. Cer-
tainly, they should. There is hardly
a department of the state which is
not so complex and so far-reaching
in its responsibilities and in its
administration that it could not
stand overhaul. This overhaul
should not be done on the floor
of this House. It should not be done
as the result of political caucuses
which apply strong arm tacties and
tell you to vote for this measure
because it is very important. These
changes should be the result of
careful study. This I think every-
body would go along with. I think
we should recognize this matter for
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what it is, pure, straight partisan
politics. I urge you to vote for my
motion, which now is for indefinite
postponement of this L. D. and all
its accompanying papers, and I
would request a roll call,

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Edwards.

Mr. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: You heard this called a

flight into fancy. You have heard
the gentleman from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry say that he would
support this if it were based an a
careful study. I will point out to
you that he has referred to com-
mon stocks as a rather risky opera-
tion, and yet in the minority draft
that he put out of committee he
also indicated that at least twenty
percent should be in common
stocks.

Now I will give you a hundred
and forty page study on this very
thing. It was made ten years ago
and has not been implemented yet,
by the consulting firm of insurance
and investment actuaries of
Bowles, Andrews and Towne. Let
me read you briefly from this
study.

“Following the suggestions out-
lined above, it is believed that a
material increase in return to the
System may bhe obtained even
under the present law. However,
it is felt that a substantial increase
can be obtained with safety if the
law were liberalized or better still
apply the Prudent Investment
theory to managing the System
portfolio. Investment in preferred
stocks should not be confined to
public utilities alone and some
thought should be given to the
right to purchase common stocks.

“With a more liberal law the
System’s annual contribution can
be materially reduced over a period
of years by the extent that the
annual rate of return exceeds the
interest rate on which the System
is set up. If you include a diversi-
fied list of common stocks this will
offset the smaller return obtained
from a strictly bond and limited
preferred stock portfolio.

“The purchase of common stocks
by pension or retirement funds is
by no means out of the ordinary.
For example, in 1953 this firm sub-
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mitted a questionnaire to a group
of managers of pension funds and
received replies from 14 located
in 6 states, Among the questions
asked were:

‘If you are given unrestricted
powers as to investments under a
pension plan;

(A) What proportions of the
fund would you invest in the vari-
ous types, such as common stocks,
preferred stocks, corporate bonds,
mortgages,” ”’

Now here are the list of what
percentage of the fund they would
invest in common stocks: 25%,
30, 25, 25, 20, 25, 25, 33 1/3, 25-35,
20, 25, 25, 30, and 10-35. Nobody
would invest less than 20%.

Ladies and gentlemen, if you
want a study, here it is. It was
made ten years ago and it’s about
time we implemented this one be-
fore we went ahead and made
another one.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentlemen from
Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I think the difficulty with this
bill is, as has been well stated by
my friend from Cape Elizabeth,
Mr. Berry, it is purely and simply
one of politics. Now the bill re-
quires that the Investment Coun-
cil be appointed by the Treasurer
with the approval of the Governor.
Now I submit to you ladies and
gentlemen of the House, this is
exactly contrary to what apparent-
ly the majority of this House feels
should be the case in the question
of the Executive Council and other
questions of good government. We
in that bill were attempting to
make the Executive, the head of
the Executive branch of govern-
ment, the Governor, responsible
for those executive functions of
appointment of key personnel. Yet
in this bill we ignore his appointive
duties and make the Treasurer the
appointing officer. Now to me this
is wrong and this is why I am in
favor of indefinite postponement.

So the matter will be perfectly
clear there is one other difficulty
with the bill and that is the re-
quirement as to who shall be on
the Investment Council. Again
look at it very carefully, this is a
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political issue. There should be
no restrictions in this bill as to who
the Governor shall appoint to the
Investment Council, because as the
years go by the percentages of in-
vestment in these funds will
change and the highest owners of
equities in the fund will also
change, and yet to preserve by
law the percentage of people ap-
pointed is an undue restriction
on the appointive powers of the
Executive.

Now for these two very good
reasons, I am against this bill.
If the Majority Party seriously
wants this bill passed, then it
should, of its own accord, put in an
amendment to take care of these
political difficulties.

Now, there is absolutely a great
deal of sense in what my friend
Mr. Graham from Freeport says
about the investment in commons.
I think we are agreed to that. No-
body is shackled any more, ex-
cept the State of Maine apparently,
with a ten percent restriction in
commons, The point was made the
other day that the bond and pre-
ferred investments are doing bet-
ter percentagewise than the com-
mons. First of all, I don’t believe
this is necessarily true. Secondly,
if you want to think of it in this
way, the last several years com-
mon stock investments well made
have doubled their actual sale
value in about five or six years.
You start on 'base year one, you
are getting an average return of
31469%, the stock wvalue doubles
in five years. At the end of five
or six years you are mot getting
3159 return on your original in-
vestment, but you are getting 7%.
It is as easy and as simple as that.

I remind you again the record
of Harvard in fourteen years, the
record of going from two hundred
and twelve million dollars in their
trust fund to over a billion in
fourteen years by an investment
policy which had been at least
fifty percent in commons all the
time. It would run higher, but it
never got below fifty, as far as I
know, in common stocks.

Now, if you have got good peo-
ple that you trust, you don’t ham-
string them with extremely re-
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strictive laws. It may very well
be that this is the worst time in
the world to invest in commons.
I probably would agree with that,
but you don’t build this into a law
because on the second day of June,
1965 the market is too high. You
put trust in the people you ap-
point, and when the market is low
you let them invest in commons.
It is as simple as that. This bill
basically is good, but it has polit-
ical overtones and if our friends
in the opposite party wish to get it
passed, get the political over-
tones out of i, make it a respon-
sible bill in line with your theories
on good government, then I pre-
dict you can pass it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. SULLIVAN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I am
a little bit amused at some of the
statements that Mr. Berry makes.
Mr. Berry, as far as I know, is
not a specialist on investments.
And further, when he talks about
political overtones, if he will really
look in and go over the portfolio
that they have I think he will find
‘_chat there are a great many polit-
ical overtones in what they are
now doing. Also, approximately
tqn years ago, this I am going to
give as an anology.

The Republican Party, and I was
a delegate to three of their conven-
tions, they went on record at the
convention in Bangor in ’52 for a
just and equitable minimum wage
law. We didn’t have one in the
state. And the understanding was
that it was to be seventy-five cents
an hour. And lo and behold, when
the Legislature met, eighty percent
of the Republicans in the Legisla-
ture and this Senate they voted
against their own platform. And in
’54, the convention was in the City
of Portland, and I was again a
delegate and the convention was in
City Hall. And those on the com-
mittee it was in there again to get
votes. And with the help of some
of the liberal, progressive Republi-
cans the committee took it out and
we put it back in.

And lo and behold what again
happened to it? When it got into
the Legislature and we managed
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to get it through the Legislature
and with the help of liberal, pro-
gressive Republicans, as I remem-
ber the vote, it went through
eighty-six to forty-six. And when it
got into the Republican controlled
Senate, there were then twenty-five
Republicans in there and eight
Democrats and of course the Dem-
ocrats were in favor of a seventy-
five cents an hour minimum wage
law, but twenty Republican Sena-
tors, twenty, that’s eighty percent
of them, killed it. Now then, you
have this year, ten years later.
The Republican Governor picked
up the objectives of the Democratic
Party and he recommended a $1.15
and $1.25 minimum wage.

Now, I suggest, or I believe, it is
my personal opinion, that again Mr
Berry and some of the other Re-
publicans, they again are trying to
build a stone wall in front of prog-
ress. And his motion to indefinitely
postpone should be killed. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Freeport, Mr.
Graham, that we recede and con-
cur. The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Lewiston, Mr, Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, we
had a very lengthy debate on this
yesterday, both sides have very
ably debated it today. I now move
the previous question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, now
moves the previous question. For
the Chair to entertain the meotion
for the previous question, it must
have the expressed consent of one-
third of the members present. All
those in favor of the previous ques-
tion at this time will kindly rise
and remain standing until the mon-
itors have made and returned the
count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third having arisen, the
previous question is in order. The
question before the House now is
shall the main question be put now,
which is debatable for no more
than five minutes by any one mem-
ber and the merits of the bill are
not debatable. The question before
the House is, shall the main ques-
tion be put now?
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All those in favor of the main
question being put now will say
aye; all those opposed will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House now is on the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Free-
port, Mr. Graham, that we recede
from our former action and now
concur with the Senate.

The gentleman from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry has requested that
when the vote be taken, it be taken
by the yeas and nays. For the
Chair to order a roll call it must
have the expressed consent of one-
fifth of the members present. All
those in favor of having the vote
taken by the yeas and nays will
kindly rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

The members will kindly take
their seats, the Chair has been in-
formed that the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry, did
make a motion that this bill and
its accompanying papers be indefi-
nitely postponed. So the question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry, that this bill and
its accompanying papers be indefi-
nitely postponed.

Does the gentleman desire a roll
call on this motion?

Mr. BERRY: Yes, I do.

The SPEAKER: Does the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr, Jalbert,
also move the previous question on
the motion of the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry, that
this bill and its accompanying
papers be indefinitely postponed?

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
yes, I do.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is on the
motion of the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, that the pre-
vious question be had at this time.
For the Chair to order the previous
question, it must have the ex-
pressed consent of one-third of the
members present. All those in
favor of the previous question will
kindly rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously,
more than one-third having arisen
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the previous question is in order.
The question before the House now
is shall the main question be put
now, which is debatable for no
more than five minutes by any one
member whether the main ques-
tion shall be put now.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Biddeford, Mr, Truman.

Mr. TRUMAN: Mr. Speaker,
and if the main question is put
now, I can debate this for five
minutes?

The SPEAKER: You may de-
bate whether the main duestion
should be put now. You may not
debate the merits of the bill. You
may express your reasons why
you believe the main question

should be put or should not be put.
Mr, TRUMAN: Parliamentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may make his inquiry.

Mr, TRUMAN: Am I going to
be allowed to debate this thing
any further?

The SPEAKER: If the main
question is not put now, the gentle-
man would be allowed to debate
it.

Mr. TRUMAN: If the main ques-
tion is not put now, I will be al-
lowed to debate it?

The SPEAKER: That is correct.

Mr. TRUMAN: Thank you.
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Augusta, Mr, Katz.

Mr. KATZ: Mr. Speaker, per-
haps as a matter of principle I
have voted against previous ques-
tion all session long. Sometimes
it hurt me to vote against ending
debate. This time it doesn’t hurt
me. We are dealing with the lives
and fortunes of some thirty
thousand people and their fam-
ilies, I think that there is a ques-
tion —

Mr. JALBERT: I rise on a point
of order.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may state his point of order.

Mr, JALBERT: The gentleman
is debating the merits or demerits
of the bill,

The SPEAKER: The
man’s point is well taken,

Mr, KATZ: Mr. Speaker, if I
may continue and tell you why 1

gentle-
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feel the debate should continue,
this is an important bill and al-

though —

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr, Jalbert and in-

quires for what purpose does he
rise.

Mr. JALBERT: The gentleman
is debating the merits of the bill.

The SPEAKER: The point is
well taken,

Mr, KATZ: Mr. Speaker, I
haven’t mentioned the merits of
the bill, whether I am a proponent
or opponent, I'm just discussing
the importance of continuing de-
bate —

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recoghizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: The gentleman
mentioned the proponents and op-
ponents. He is debating the merits
of the bill.

The SPEAKER: The
man’s point is well taken.

Mr. KATZ: Mr. Speaker, let the
record indicate I favor continuing
the debate as long as anyone has
anything to say on this,

The SPEAKER: The record will
so indicate.

All those in favor of the main
question being put now will say
aye; all those opposed will say
no,

A viva voce vote being doubted
by the Chair, a division of the
House was had.

Sixty-three having voted in the
affirmative and fifty-five having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Berry, that this
bill and its accompanying papers
be indefinitely postponed. And the
gentleman has requested that
when the vote is taken that it be
taken by yeas and nays. For the
Chair to order a roll call it must
have the expressed desire of one-
fifth of the members present. All
those in favor of the vote being
taken by the yeas and nays will
kindly rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count,

gentle-
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A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-fifth having arisen the
yeas and nays are in order. The
question before the House is on
the motion of the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr, Berry, that
this Bill ““An Act Creating the In-
vestment of State Funds Law,”
Senate Paper 555, L. D. 1564 and
its aeccompanying papers be in-
definitely postponed. If you are in
favor of this bill and its ae-
companying papers being in-
definitely postponed when your
name is called you will either
answer yea or yes; if you are op-
posed to this bill and its ac-
companying papers Dbeing in-
definitely postponed when your
name is called you will either
answer nay or no. The Clerk will
call the roll.

ROLL CALL
YEA — Anderson, Ellsworth;
Avery, Baker, Orrington; Baker,

Winthrop; Benson, Southwest Har-
bor; Berman, Berry, Birt, Bragdon,
Brewer, Buck, Burwell, Carter,
Cressey, Cushing, Danton, Dickin-
son, Dunn, Erwin, Evans, Gifford,
Hammond, Hanson, Gardiner; Har-
riman, Hawes, Hawkes, Haynes,
Huber, Hunter, Clinton; Jewell,
Katz, Kennedy, Lang, Lewis, Lib-
hart, Lincoln, Littlefield, Lund,
Lycette, Meisner, Millay, Mosher,
Norton, Payson, Peaslee, Pike,
Prince, Rackliff, Richardson, Cum-
berland; Richardson, Stonington;
Roberts, Ross, Bath; Ross, Brown-
ville; Sahagian, Scott, Storm, Susi,
Truman, Waltz, Watts, White, Guil-
ford; Wight, Presque Isle; Wood,
Young.

NAY-——Anderson, Orono; Baldie,
Beane, Bedard, Benson, Mechanic
Falls; Binnette, Bishop, Boisson-
neau, Bourgoin, Bradstreet, Bren-
nan, Bussiere, Carroll, Champagne,
Conley, Cote, Cottrell, Crommett,
Curran, Doyle, Drigotas, Drouin,
Dudley, Dumont, Edwards, Eustis,
Faucher, Fecteau, Fortier, Fraser,
Mexico; Fraser, Rumiford; Gaud-
reau, Gauvin, Gilbert, Glazier, Gra-
ham, Harvey, Bangor; Harvey,
Windham; Harvey, Woolwich;
Healy, Hunter, Durham; Jalbert,
Jordan, Keyte, Knight, Laberge,
Lebel, Lent, Levesque, Lowery,
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Martin, McKinnon, Mills, Mitchell,
Palmer, Pitts, Poulin, Roy, Ruby,
Sawyer, Searles, Starbird, Sulli-
van, Wheeler, Whittier, Wuori.

ABSENT -— Bernard, Blouin,
Carswell, Cookson, Crosby, D’Al-
fonso, Davis, Dostie, Farrington,
Gillan, Hanson, Lebanon; Haugen,

Hoy, Kilroy, Kittredge, Lane,
Nadeau, Pendergast, Stoutamyer,
Ward.

Yes, 64; No, 66; Absent, 20.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
announce the vote. Sixty-four
having voted in the affirmative,
sixty-six having voted in the nega-
tive, and twenty being absent, the
motion to indefinitely postpone
does not prevail.

The question before the House
now is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Freeport, Mr. Graham,
that we recede from our former
action and now concur with the
Senate. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

The motion prevailed.

By unanimous consent sent forth-
with to the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter

An Act relating to Appropria-
tion to Adjust State Employees’
Pay (H. P. 184) (L. D. 239) which
was passed to be enacted in the
House on May 28 and passed to
be engrossed as amended by Com-
mittee Amendment  “A” as
amended by House Amendment
“A” thereto on May 26.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Com-
mittee Amendment “A” as
amended by House Amendment
“A” thereto and Senate Amend-
ment “A” thereto in non-concur-
rence.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Levesque of Madawaska, the House
voted to recede and concur with
the Senate. By unanimous con-
sent, sent forthwith to the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter

An Act Providing Only One Way
to Split a General Election Ballot
(H. P, 884) (L. D. 1181) which was
passed to be enacted in the House
on April 27 and passed to be en-
grossed on March 10.
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Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed in non-concur-
rence.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Levesque of Madawaska, the House
voted to recede and concur with
the Senate. By unanimous con-
sent, sent forthwith to the Senate.

Non-C;ncurrent Matter

An Act Conferring Upon Others
the Powers Now Vested in the
Executive Council (H. P. 1136)
(L. D. 1555) which was passed to
be enacted in the House on June
1 and passed to be engrossed on
May 21.

Came from the Senate passed
to be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment “A” in non-
concurrence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr. Levesque.

Mr. LEVESQUE: I now move
that we recede and concur,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr. Levesque,
now moves that we recede from
our former action and concur with
the Senate in the adoption of
Senate Amendment “A”.

The ‘Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from York, Mr. Erwin.

Mr. ERWIN: Mr. Speaker, this
bill, although it was co-sponsored,
is an obvious attempt to do what
was incapable of being done by
a constitutional amendment, and
that is simply to strip the Execu-
tive Council of many of its
significant powers. Now we've
been over the debate on the con-
stitutional amendment which failed
of enactment and no one has,
within my hearing in any event,
explained just how this bill will
“work, how it was researched, or
what the actual effect of the bill
is; and I object to the House of
Representatives supinely sitting
here and accepting what may well
be a pig in a poke. This is not
a responsible piece of legislation;
it is simply a gimmick, a way to
get around a two-thirds require-
ment of a constitutional amend-
ment, and it doesn’t seem to me
either to be the straightforward
way to bring about governmental
reform.
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Someone has presumed to wave
a magic wand over the Statutes of
Maine with respect to the Execu-
tive Council and by so doing they
expect the rest of us to hold still
for what we wouldn’t hold still
before. Now I object to it, I object
to the method, and I don’t really
think this ought to be, although
I am sure it is a political matter.
The Executive Council has noth-
ing sacred about it, but the way
to intelligent govermental reform
lies on a different path than this
one. I hope that the motion to
recede and concur does not pre-
vail,

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Kingman Township, Mr. Starbird.

Mr. STARBIRD: Mr. Speaker,
I don’t think that it was a straight-
forward way to shuttle all the
powers that were concentrated at
one time in the legislature onto
the council either, over the years.
This council was set up with
certain specified powers in the
Constitution, we’re leaving them
with those powers. This bill was
co-sponsored, and I want to em-
phasize that and I believe that
the Republicanr sponsor of this
bill still believes in it. And I don’t
think that this is an underhand-
ed way to get around changing
the Constitution. It is true hat
we tried to do this, because in
many many instances people of all
political faiths have advocated the
abolition of this council over the
years. I believe it was even men-
tioned in the constitutional con-
vention in 1819, but I don’t think
that you could call this a gimmick.
If’s been straightforward, the
bill was put in early, very early
in the session so that we all had
a chance to thoroughly study it
if we wanted to. Thank you.

Mr. Kennedy of Milbridge re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: So it will be perfectly

clear, I did co-sponsor this bill,
I have the greatest of faith in it.
I personally have spent a great
deal of time redrafting it and I
think that the redraft is a good
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draft. I hate to see this bill go
down the drain on a political
issue. It seems to me that each
and every one of us sitting here
today, and I wish that all of us
were sitting here today, was elect-
ed to represent our constituency,
the State of Maine, prior to our
representing any particular polit-
ical party or faith. It seems to me

the anachronism which is the
Executive Council, which has
existed in this state since its

inception in 1820, should long ago
have been dispensed with.

It is not a sufficient argument
to say that over the years it has
worked. Our government in the
State of Maine over the years has
been good government, but it’s
been good government in spite
of the system and not because of
it. Our Constitution was written
some forty years after the Nation-
al Constitution and the framers
of our Constitution did not deem
fit to pattern our Constitution on
the federal model. Those people,
for some reason or other, felt very
strongly that the imbalance of
power should be in favor of the
legislature and this situation has
persisted over the years.

We do not have a three part
government balance with checks
and balances and it is because the
legislature itself is the body that
has control, the powers of the
Executive Council over the years
that it has persisted so long. All
of the legislatures previously and
now apparently this legislature
will not give up the prerogatives
it has jealously guarded over the
years. Any student of good govern-
ment knows that the over balance
in favor of the legislature is not
good government.

Now the times ahead of us are
going to be much more difficult
than the times in the past and
we’re going to have to have a
more responsible executive. We're
going to have to tell ourselves
that our Chief Executive is a per-
son that we can trust and while
this legislature is not in session
he alone is responsible for the
administration of the executive
branch and because he has been
given this great responsibility by
the people of the State of Maine
he should have the commensurate
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powers to enforce his authority.
When we hamstring him, as we
have done over the years bit by
bit, by restricting his powers, by
making approval of his Executive
Council mandatory before he can
make appointments and before he
can do all of the many many
things that the Executive must do,
we have said, the original framers
of the Constitution of the State
of Maine were right, you can’t
trust governors, they are not to
be trusted, you’'ve got to ham-
string them with people who you
choose in the legislature, people
who are not representative of the
people, people who are lame ducks
the minute the legislature ceases
to exist because they continue for
a year and a half in power with-
out the Ilegislative prerogatives.
As a matter of a fact the minute
they are elected they are no
longer responsible to anyone but
themselves.

Now generally speaking, over
the years, the last several years
at least, as long as the Executive
Council has been of the same
political faith as the Governor,
these people have been rubber
stamps. They have served no use-
ful purpose. It may be that once
in awhile one of these people have
pointed out to the Governor a
problem here and there and
through discussion the problem has
been alleviated and I take it that
this is good.

We are not eliminating the Coun-
cil today, we are simply taking
back, if we pass this bill, all of
the powers the previous legisla-
tures have granted to the Council
in delegation of their own duty
and responsibility. We are making
the Governor responsible for the
acts the people think he’s respon-
sible for. We are leaving with the
Council the—I think at least you
can argue, the reasonable reason
for being in the Council of ap-
pointing as representatives of the
legislature with the Governor the
third branch of government, the
Judiciary. If you will look at our
Constitution very closely you will
find that these were the only
powers given to it, were powers
in concert with the Executive to
limit as a check and balance over
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the Judiciary, the power of pardon
and what have you. These are the
only powers that the original
framers even in their zeal to limit
the powers of the Governor, built
into our Constitution.

Now it seems to me that this
problem has been studied over
the years, there are many reports,
there are many more than one,
all available to us. This problem
has been talked about for years,
we are not doing something pre-
cipitous this morning by voting one
way or the other on this bill, It
seems to me incongruous that my
Republican colleagues can vote for
some constitutional changes which
they have over the term of this
legislature, and not be able to
vote on this issue their conscience,
which is not a constitutional
change.

I for one have become disillu-
sioned over this last six months.
I am convinced, as I said in the
middle of the legislative session,
that the legislative process was
not an intelligent process, we've
seen example after example of it,
and I think that if this state is
going to go forward and continue
to compete as it has, way up here
in the Northeast corner of this
country, with states more pros-
perous, more central to the cen-
ters of population, more central
to the natural resources of the
country, if we are going to con-
tinue to compete with them, and
we are competing with them, we
must somehow straighten our
House, we must redo rather com-
pletely our Constitution, we must
make our government operative
and responsible and we can start
today by voting to pass this simple
measure.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman d£rom
Portland, Mr. Cottrell.

Mr., COTTRELL: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I wish to call your atten-
tion to the recent issue of the
Saturday Evening Post, in which
there is an article which thorough-
ly dissects the government of Mas-
sachusetts and its many troubles.
And one of the recent reforms that
they have made, favored by the
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Democratic Governor, ex-Demo-
cratic Governor Peabody, favored
by the present Republican Gov-
ernor Volpe, thoroughly approved
by the great Republican Attorney
General, one of the great ones,
State Attorney Generals of the
nation, a negro, Attorney General
Brooks, a Republican, and com-
mented on by many students of
government as one of the greatest
reforms in Massachusetts history
when they took away the powers
of the council. Massachusetts is
our mother state, we have a coun-
cil because Massachusetts had a
council, and I think we can learn
from her example now, realizing
that it is not a partisan measure,
it’s a step for good government in
the right direction, and this would
be one of the crowns and one of
the wonderful things for this legis-
lature to do.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I think
that the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Cottrell, brings up the very
nub of the issue. Massachusetts has
annual sessions, I think this action
is premature. If we're prepared for
annual sessions then we can abol-
ish the Council.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Milbridge, Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I have been considered as
being four degrees to the right
of McKinley. I stand here this
morning taking the risk of go-
ing even farther back, but I am of
the philosophy that I don’t trust
government too far and I always
have believed that several heads
were better than one. And I am
reminded that Washington said
that government is like fire, it
can be a good servant but it can
be a bad master. And also I would
say as Jefferson said, put not your
trust in men but bind them down
by the chains of the Constitution.
I oppose this bill this morning and
again request a division when the
vote is taken.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Enfield, Mr. Dudley.

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As co-
sponsor of this piece of legislation
1 feel that I should say just a few
words. First of all this is not
changing the Constitution, as has
been indicated by some people
here. This merely changes the du-
ties which is long overdue and
while I'm on my feet I want to
thank Representative Libhart from
Brewer for his able work on his
behalf helping prepare this legis-
lation, the many hours that he
worked on it, and for his keen
legal advice; and I think that this
time this bill should receive pas-
sage and it would be a step in the
right direction toward making us
a stronger executive department,
and we are not abolishing the
council, we're only abolishing
some of the duties. Those duties
given to them by the Constitution
are not involved in this bill, only
the ones that were given to them
by this very branch, and so I hope

the bill receives passage. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Webster, Mr. Wood.

Mr. WOOD: Mr., Speaker and
Members of the House: I have had
the pleasure of serving on the
Council, the Governor’s Council,
for both a Democratic Governor
and a Republican Governor. And
there is one thing that hasn’t been
mentioned here this morning, it
is probably the only chance or the
only place that the average people
have any contact with the govern-
ment is through the council. After
these people that are on it now,
and they are all very nice men,
have served a couple of years, they
will know that they have quite
a few inquiries, both from the
legislature and from their con-
stituents at home, and you will
find out a lot of legislators here
today that you will write your
councilman probably fifteen or
twenty time during the two years
after this legislature closes. And
the councilor will have to look up
this question for you or do an
errand for you or for the con-
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stituent and I believe that every-
hody that writes him should have
an answer, and I know that I
averaged about two hundred let-
ters per year in the four years
that I was on just answering ques-
tions. And I haven’t seen the new
amendment but I heard it men-
tioned about rubber stamps. If
you are a rubber stamp with seven
of you and you change it to the
Senate where you have thirty-
four rubber stamps, or will you
have some obstructionists? And
every appointment is always taken
up with the Governor and if you
can prove to the Governor some-
thing against any one of his ap-
pointments, they're mnot quali-
fied, or there is something against
them, the Governor very seldom
appoints them. I never knew him
to appoint one. And I believe in
one main thing, that it is one
place where the average person
has a contact with his state gov-
ernment,

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Kingman Township, Mr. Starbird.

Mr. STARBIRD: Mr. Speaker,
I would like to point out here
that we are not abolishing the
Council with this bill. The Council
will still be there and they will be
there to run all the errands that
each and every citizen of the state,
each and every member of the
Legislature wants them to run. We
are simply taking away statutory
powers that were given to them
by the Legislatures over the years.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Presque Isle, Mr. Wight,

Mr. WIGHT: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen: I find that
some members are disillusioned
about our House here at times
and I think there has been some
disillusionment about this Execu-
tive Council. Having served on
this Counecil I found that it was a
working Council. We had many
committees and I think performed
many services for the Governor
as well as for the people. For
example, on the Council there are
committees on Institution and Wel-
fare, Business and Industry, Educa-
tion, Public Safety, State Admin-
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istration and Economic Resources.
Now these committees I found
were working committees and I
believe did a good deal for the
state in solving problems not only
for the people but also assisting
the Governor and advising the
Governor in many ways.

The Council seems to be unique
from some people’s thoughts of
being only here in the State of
Maine and checking over you will
find that California has a Gov-
ernor’s Council, Colorado has a
Governor’s Council, Connecticut a
Governor’s Cabinet, these are all
made up of various branches of
department heads in some in-
stances, but in many cases by
districts of the state. Florida,
Idaho, Iowa, Kansas City, Ken-
tucky, there are many other states
that have a council or a cabinet
to assist and advise the Governor.
You say that the Governor should
be more independent and more
able to make his appointments
without question and I wonder if
there are many Governors that
wish this power, more power thrust
upon them. There are few men
that want all the power that you
want to give them. In fact it would
appear that you want t{o make al-
most a dictator of some of our
officers, so they will have no
strings. I feel that the Executive
Council has been a service to the
state and to the Governor and
I think you are going to find that
it is going to be much less ex-
pensive than to have all these
other sources that you wish to
divest the powers in and be re-
sponsible for them.

I find that the Governor is
restricted to many of these items,
and be responsible for them, and
in many cases I wonder if any
man wants to have this full re-
sonsibility without some advice.
The Senate I see in many cases is
going to be a check on these
powers. You even have the Sea
and Shore Fisheries, the Attorney
General, the President of the Sen-
ate and the State Auditor in many
cases have some of these powers.
This bill, I am wondering how
workable it is going to be. The
Council has been very effective
and I think very fair in the past.
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This rubber stamp idea has spread
around and a lot of people think
it works just that way.

Now, the Executive Council, as
I found it, works more as a board
of directors and there are not too
many of these corporations that
go into a session and come out
fighting each other. I think some-
times that someone has been hurt
or some decisions have not been
made in their favor, but usually
these matters are discussed in ex-
ecutive sessions and when you
come out of that executive session
you have either made a point or
you have lost a point and there
is no need to come out divided un-
less you wish some publicity; and
that is what I think some people
like to know, is the background
and the conversation and the dis-
putes that go on within the Council
and it is to no advantage to anyone
I feel in the state to bring out
these personalities and appoint-
ments nor is it necessary to pub-
licize this.

So when the Council does agree
in executive session, they do usual-
ly come out unified. You have
either lost your point or you have
reason to debate it further, but it
is not necessary to come out and
differ on these points. And I feel
that the Executive Council is like
a board of directors and when you
have that assistance and you have
that advice, there is no need to
air it in public such as some
people would like to have you do.
Otherwise you are called a rubber
stamp because you make your
agreements, perhaps you might
call it behind closed doors, but
probably that is the better way
where personalities are concerned.
I hope that this bill is indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr, Speaker and
Members of the House: I can hard-
ly see the need of lengthy debate
on this question because I know
pretty much what the action is go-
ing to be here and I know what
the eventual action might be when
it reaches a certain body, but I
think all of us agree there must
be a certain amount of levity no
matter how serious a problem is.
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My very good friend from Presque
Isle, Mr. Wight, made the comment
this morning, although I can’t
agree with him, he wondered
whether a Governor would want
such power. I think it would be
interesting for us to recess for
about five minutes for the fine
gentleman to stroll over to the
office in the corner and ask the
Governor how he would like to
get rid of the seven gentlemen
hanging around his neck.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Eagle
Lake, Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I don’t plan to be too
lengthy because I am beginning
to wear out as well. I would wish
to concur wholeheartedly with the
remarks made by the co-sponsor
of the bill, the gentleman from
Brewer, Mr. Libhart. As a student
of government to some degree, I
have always believed in the balance
of power between the three dif-
ferent branches. If we are to have
that balance in power, then we
have to give the Governor the
power, the Legislature the power
and the Judicial Branch the power
that they must have. Both political
parties in the past century have
complained at one time or another
that we have had a weak governor.
This is quite true, but why? We
have a weak governor because it
is invested or is part of the system
that Maine has. Regardless of the
man that we appoint or that the
people elect to become Governor
of Maine, it is impossible for that
Governor to be a strong Governor.
It is impossible to make any
changes unless the Governor has
the power to perform the job
which he was vested with.

If he is to be held responsible
for the job he has been entrusted
with by the people of Maine, we
must give him that power. The
gentleman from Webster, Mr.
Wood, points out that the council-
lors are close to the constituents.
I disagree. This may have been
true before telephones or before
the age of automobiles. While I
am on the subject of the Gover-
nor’s Office, I think I should point
out that the place for committees
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is not on the Executive Council
but rather on the departments
throughout the state government.
The Governor’s office should be
enlarged to perform these services
better. If we are to hold the Gov-
ernor responsible for what hap-
pens in state government in Maine,
let’s give him the power to do it.
If we want a board of directors,
then this is what we should have
and not have an Executive Council.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Cote.

Mr. COTE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I for one
have no quarrel with the Gov-
ernor’s Council or never have had
in the past. As to appointments, it
has made not one bit of difference
to me, except this. I have been
disturbed for six or eight years. I
can remember back in the 98th
or the 99th Legislature when this
House debated for several days
whether the Gorham State Teach-
er’s College should have a new
dormitory or not and the Legisla-
ture at that time in its wisdom
voted against giving Gorham State
Teachers College a new dormitory
which cost between four hundred
and fifty thousand to five hundred
thousand dollars, Then this Legis-
lature adjourns sometimes in June.
And low and behold, in August,
two months later, the Executive
Council voted a dormitory for Gor-
ham State Teachers College.

I have always felt that they
usurped the powers of the Legis-
lature and this Legislature voted
against such a school at that time,
or a dormitory, and the Council
came right along two months later
and voted for it. I felt they were
taking advantage of their position
and I still don’t know under what
laws or under what prerogatives
that they had to vote such a sum of
money for such a building, but
they must have had the right. If
at that time I would have been a
lawyer or would have been an in-
dividual with enough money, I
probably would have fought that
case just as an individual to satis-
fy my own personal ego of where
they took those powers to spend
that kind of money when the Leg-
islature had refused us just two
months previously.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Old
Town, Mr. Binnette.

Mr. BINNETTE: Mr. Speaker, I
move for the previous question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Old Town, Mr. Binnette,
moves the previous question. For
the Chair to entertain a motion for
the previous question it must have
the expressed consent of one-third
of the members present. All those
in favor of the previous question
will kindly rise and remain stand-
ing until the monitors have made
and returned the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously, more
than one-third having arisen the
previous question is in order. The
question before the House now is
shall the main question be put now,
which is debatable for no more
than five minutes by any one mem-
Dber and the merits of the bill are
not debatable. Is the House ready
for the question?

The question before the House is,
shall the main question be put
now? All those in favor of the
.main question being put now will
say aye; all those opposed will say
no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
main question was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House now is on the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Mada-
waska, Mr. Levesque, that we re-
.cede from our former action and
now concur with the Senate in the
adoption of Senate Amendment
“A” to Bill ‘“An Act Conferring
Upon Others the Powers Now
Vested in the Executive Council,”
House Paper 1136, L. D. 1555. The
gentleman from Milbridge, Mr.
Kennedy, has requested that when
the vote is taken that it be taken
by a division. All those in favor
of receding from our former action
-and now concurring with the Senate
will kindly rise and remain stand-
ing until the monitors have made
and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Seventy-two having voted in the
affirmative and fifty-eight having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed.

Thereupon, by unanimous con-
sent sent forthwith to the Senate.
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Non-Concurrent Matier
Tabled Until Later
In Today’s Session

Bill ‘““An Act Establishing the
Maine Insurance Advisory Board
and Reserve Fund for Uninsured
Losses” (H. P, 1142) (L. D. 1562)
which was passed to be engrossed
in the House on May 28.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Sen-
ate Amendment ‘“A” in non-concur-
rence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Waterville, Mr. Fortier.

Mr. FORTIER: Mr. Speaker, I
now move that we recede.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Waterville, Mr. Fortier, now
moves that we recede. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. Fortier of Waterville offered
House Amendment “A’ to Senate
Amendment “A” and moved its
passage.

Senate Amendment ‘“A”’ was then
read by the Clerk.

House Amendment ‘““A”’ to Sen-
ate Amendment “A’’ was read by
the Clerk as follows:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
H., P. 1142, L. D. 1562, Bill, “An
Act Establishing the Maine In-

surance Advisory Board and
Reserve Fund for Uninsured
Losses.”

Amend said Amendment by

striking out in the 20th, 22nd, 28th
and 30th lines the underlined
words ‘‘and Council”’

Further amend said Amendment
by striking out in the 34th line the
underlined figure ‘80%’’ and in-
serting in place thereof the under-
lined figure ‘90%’

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Water-
ville, Mr. Fortier, that we adopt
House Amendment ‘A’ to Senate
Amendment ‘““A.”

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Denmark, Mr. Dunn.

Mr, DUNN: Mr. Speaker, I don’t
seem to find that number in my
list here. I wondered if it has
been distributed.
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The CLERK: H-420,

Mr. DUNN: I don’t have it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr, LIBHART: Mr. Speaker, is
the Senate Amendment that was
adopted Senate 264?

The SPEAKER: It was not of-
fered in the Senate.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker, I
do not have the Senate Amend-
ment ‘“A” that was adopted and
therefore I am very much con-
fused by this House Amendment.

The SPEAKER: Senate Amend-
ment “A” was Filing No. S-295,
which was adopted.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker, I
move that this be tabled until
later in today’s session.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Brewer, Mr. Libhart, now
moves this matter lie upon the
table until later in today’s session,
pending the adoption of House
Amendment ‘“A” to Senate Amend-
ment “A.”’

Mr. Fortier of Waterville re-
quested a division,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Waterville, Mr. Fortier, re-
quests a division,

All those in favor of this matter
lying upon the table assigned for
later in today’s session will kindly
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count,

A division of the House was had.

Ninety-four having voted in the
affirmative and three having voted
in the negative, the motion to table
prevailed.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act Regulating Collec-
tion Agencies” (H, P. 1150) (L. D.
1582) which was passed to be en-
grossed as amended by House
Amendment ‘A’ in the House on
May 27.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by
House Amendment ‘“A” and
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Senate Amendment ‘“A’ in non-
concurrence,
In the House:
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Moscow, Mr, Beane,

Mr. BEANE: Mr, Speaker, I
move that we recede and concur.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Moscow, Mr. Beane, now
moves that we recede from our
former action and concur with the
Senate in the adoption of Senate
Amendment “A.”’

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Danton,

Mr. DANTON: Mr. Speaker, I
want to move that we reconsider
our action whereby we passed this
bill to be engrossed on May 27
in order that I can offer an amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may offer his amendment at this
time. The question before the
House now is on the motion of the
gentleman from Old Orchard
Beach, Mr. Danton, that we
recede, Is it the pleasure of the
House that we recede?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. Danton of Old Orchard
Beach then offered House Amend-
ment “B”’ and moved its adoption.

House Amendment “B” was
read by the Clerk as follows:
HOUSE AMENDMENT ‘“B” to

H. P. 1150, L. D. 1582, Bill, “An
Act Regulating Collection
Agencies.”

Amend said Bill by adding at
the end, a new section, as follows:

‘Sec. 3. Effective date. This Act
shall take effect on January 1,
1966.

House Amendment “B” was
then adopted.
Senate Amendment ‘“A” was

read by the Clerk, and adopted in
concurrence.

Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment “A” and
House Amendments ‘““A” and ‘B’
in non-concurrence, By unanimous
consent, sent forthwith to the
Senate.
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Messages and Documents
The following Communication:
THE SENATE OF MAINE
AUGUSTA

June 1, 1965
Honorable Jerome G. Plante
Clerk of the House
102nd Legislature
Sir:

The President of the Senate to-
day appointed the following Con-
ferees to join with members of
the House in a Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches on:

Bill, “An Act relating to the
Use of Purse Seines in the Taking
of Herring from Certain Waters”
(H. P. 540) (L. D. 714)

Senators:
JUTRAS of York
STERN of Penobscot
SPROUL of Lincoln
Respectfully,

(Signed) EDWIN H. PERT
Secretary of the Senate

The Communication was read
and ordered placed on file.

The following Communication:
THE SENATE OF MAINE
AUGUSTA
June 1, 1965
Honorable Jerome G. Plante
Clerk of the House
102nd Legislature
Sir:
The Governor of the State hav-
ing returned to the Senate: An
Act relating to Credit for Military
Service under State Retirement
Law (S. P. 366) (L. D. 1133) with
his objections to the same, the
Senate proceeded to vote on the
question: Shall this Bill become
law notwithstanding the objections
of the Governor? A yea and nay
vote was taken, and twenty-six
members voted in the affirmative
and five in the negative. Accord-
ingly the veto was over-ridden by
the Senate.
Respectfully,

(Signed) EDWIN H. PERT
Edwin H. Pert
Secretary of the Senate

The Communication was read
and ordered placed on file.
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Veto Message
Tabled Until Later in Today’s
Session
The following Communication
from the Governor as follows;
State of Maine
Office of the Governor
Augusta
(Seal)

May 28, 1965
To the Honorable Senate and

House of Representatives of the
102nd Legislature

There is returned herewith,
without my approval, Senate Paper
366—Legislative Document 1133,
entitled “An Act Relating to Credit
for Military Service Under State
Retirement Law.”

The Military Leave section of
the retirement law provides that
when an employee or teacher
leaves his employ for service in
the armed forces his retirement
account is kept current and the
state makes the contributions,
when he returns to said employ-
ment his position is assured and
his subsequent retirement bene-
fits are computed on these years
in the military without cost to the
individual. Service in World War
I, World War II and all subsequent
service under the Selective Service
Act and extensions and amend-
ments thereof are extended to the
employee and teacher.

Th effect of this statute has a
two-fold purpose, one, to retain his
position, and, two, to provide his
retirement program without loss of
continuity.

To amend this law so that cer-
tain persons who had not met the
conditions of the present statute
may be given these rights appears
to be discriminatory in that mili-
tary service credits would be
granted to a person who was first
employed prior to September 15,
1953, but would not permit such
credits to a person in similar ecir-
cumstances who was first employed
a day, a week or a month after this
date.

Further, the act considers for
credit, military service performed
other than during a National
Emergency which is a broad liber-
alization of the present law.

The fact that no costs are avail-
able for inclusion in the appro-
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priation for the coming biennium
does not relieve the state from the
eventual obligation which will be
incurred and, ultimately, may
amount to as much as $500,000.00.

Due to the fact that no provision
has been made for financing the
obligation which would be in-
curred, this act does not meet with
my approval and is returned with-
out my signature.

Respectfully submitted,
(Signed) JOHN H. REED

John H. Reed

Governor

The Communication was read
and ordered placed on file.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is, shall this
bill become a law notwithstanding
the objections of the Governor?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Gaudreau,

(On motion of Mr. Gaudreau of
Lewiston, tabled pending further
consideration and assigned for
later in today’s session.)

Orders

Mr. Libhart of Brewer presented
the following Joint Resolution and
moved its adoption:

JOINT RESOLUTION

Commending the President of
the United States of America

WHEREAS, the United States
of America has been confronted
by grave challenges to the freedom
of mankind both in Viet Nam and
in the Dominican Republic, and

WHEREAS, the President of the
United States of America has met
these challenges with courageous
and forthright action, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED, that the
102nd Maine State Legislature
endorses the actions of the Presi-
dent in these vital matters, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,
that an attested copy of this Reso-
lution be transmitted to the Presi-
dent of the United States of Amer-
ica. (H. P. 1159)

The Resolution was adopted and
sent up for concurrence.

On the disagreeing action of the
two branches of the Legislature
on Bill “An Act Authorizing Pub-
lic Utilities Commission to Require
the Interchange of Electric En-
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ergy,” House Paper 846, L. D. 1147,

the Speaker appointed the follow-

ing Conferees on the part of the

House:

Messrs. ERWIN of York
D’ALFONSO of Portland
SAWYER of Brunswick

On the disagreeing action of the
two branches of the Legislature
on Bill “An Act Clarifying the In-
land Fisheries and Game Law,”
Senate Paper 428, L. D. 1375, the
Speaker appointed the following
Conferees on the part of the House:
Messrs. HUNTER of Durham

GAUVIN of Auburn
RICHARDSON
of Cumberland

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act relating to Municipalities
Joining School Administrative Dis-
triets (S. P. 349) (L. D. 1115)

An Act relating to Membership
on the State Board of Hairdressers
(S. P. 491) (L. D. 1456)

An Act relating to Licensing of
Children’s Homes and Defining
Day Care Facilities (H. P. 693)
(L. D. 930)

An Act Exempting Textbooks
Used in Schools of Higher Educa-
tion from Sales Tax (H. P. 1028)
(L. D. 1398)

Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be
enacted, signed by the Speaker
and by unanimous consent sent
forthwith to the Senate.

An Act Revising the Maine Em-
ployment Security Law (H. P. 1137)
(L. D. 1557)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strietly engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bath,
Mr. Brewer.

Mr. BREWER: Mr. Speaker, be-
fore we enact this bill, I would
like to ask a question through the
Chair to the sponsor, the gentle-
man from Manchester, Mr, Gifford.
And it is with reference to Section
16 of this bill on page 6. T wonder
if Mr. Gifford would advise us of
the significance of striking out the
words “or existed” in the second
line of section 16.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Brewer, has posed
a question to the gentleman from
Manchester, Mr. Gifford, and the
gentleman from Manchester, Mr.
Gifford, may answer if he so de-
sires.

Mr. GIFFORD: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: In reply to the question of
the gentleman {from Bath, Mr.
Brewer, it is the intention of Sec-
tion 16 of L. D. 1557, appearing on
page 6 of the printed document,
to provide that a worker’s disquali-
fication for benefits due to a
strike shall terminate upon ter-
mination of the strike. It is in-
tended that a worker on the day
following the last day of the strike,
finding no work available to him,
shall be eligible to {ile a claim for
benefits, next wait out a one week
waiting period and then draw ben-
efits in the usual manner. It is not
intended that he shall be able
retroactively to draw benefits for
the period of the strike or that any
part of the strike period shall serve
as his one week waiting period.
Its intention is rather to insure
that the strike disqualification
shall not continue beyond the time
at which the strike ends. And now,
Mr. Speaker, hopefully, in fitting
climax to a four year struggle, to
effect the desirable revisions in the
{Employment Security Law em-
bodied in this document, I move
that it be finally enacted.

Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be enacted, signed by the
Speaker and, by unanimous con-
sent, sent forthwith to the Senate.

Finally Passed

Resolve in favor of Francis J.
Boudreau, Jr., of Carmel for Dam-
age by Highway Construction and
to Reimburse Delmont R. Hawkes,
of Standish, for Well Damage
(H. P. 39) (L. D. 51)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, finally passed,
signed by the Speaker and, by
unanimous consent, sent forthwith
to the Senate.

On motion of Mr. Levesque of
Madawaska,

Recessed until two o’clock in the
afternoon.

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, JUNE 2, 1965

After Recess
2:00 P.M.

The House was called to order
by the Speaker.

Orders of the Day

The Chair laid before the House
the first item of Unfinished Busi-
ness:

Bill, ““An Act Revising the Mini-
mum Wage Law.” (S. P. 526) (L.
D. 1504) (S. “B” 8-191) (H “B”
to S. “B”’ H-397)

Tabled—June 1, by Mr. Levesque
of Madawaska.

Pending — Passage to be En-
grossed. (Assigned for later in
Tuesday’s session)

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr. Levesque.

My. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I am going to offer House
Amendment “C” under Filing No.
H-422 this afternoon as I have
promised yesterday in my remarks
to help alleviate the problems in-
curred by summer students who
wish to get summer employment to
carry them through either high
school or to help them enter into
college after they graduate from
high school. Although I have found
in a lot of areas that some of this
summer help of the high school
students or under age nineteen in
some areas have been abused to an
extremely high degree here in the
State of Maine and in other areas
have been used extremely well by
the different hospitality industries
or any other industries in the state.
I have also found that in different
areas of small industries or hos-
pitality industries that these sum-
mer students have been exploited
to their fullest.

I hope that by introducing this
amendment that the employers in
the state will see fit to use this to
their advantage without exploita-
tion or any harsh hardship created
on these youngsters. We would like
to see them get the work. We would
like the employers to see that the
work gets done. And this amend-
ment here, it not only eliminates
them from the time and a half
provision for these summer stu-
dents under nineteen, it also elimi-
nates them from any provision of
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the minimum wage law of which I
had quite a long discussion with
different people throughout the
state last night as far as this pro-
vision. So, I now move, Mr. Speak-
er, ladies and gentlemen of the
House, that we adopt House
Amendment “C” under filing No.
H-422 and move its passage.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr, Levesque,
now offers House Amendment ““C”’
and moves it be adopted. The Clerk
will read the amendment.

House Amendment ‘“‘C”’ was read
by the Clerk as follows:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “C” to
S. P. 526, L. D, 1504, Bill, ““An Act
Revising the Minimum Wage
Law.”

Amend said Bill by inserting af-
ter section 2, a new section, as
follows:

“See. 2-A, R. S., T. 26, §663,
sub-83, ¥ F-1, additional. Subsec-
tion 3 of section 663 of Title 26 of
the Revised Statutes is amended by
adding a new paragraph F-1, to
read as follows:

‘F-1. Any individuals who do not
replace regular employees of any
business and who are under the age
of 19 and are regularly enrolled in
an educational institution or are on
vacation therefrom;’ ”’

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end, a new section, as
follows:

‘Sec. 10. Appropriation. There
is appropriated from the General
Fund to the Department of Labor
and Industry the sum of $7,754 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1966
and the sum of $9,212 for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1967 to carry
out the purposes of this Act. The
breakdown shall be as follows:

Department 1965-66 1966-67
LABOR AND INDUSTRY

Personal

Services  (1%) $4,772 (1%) $5,967

All Other 2,745 3,245

Capital

Expenditures 237 —
$7,754 $9,212

The SPEAKER: The question
now before the House is on the
adoption of House Amendment
‘Kc.5’
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Southwest Harbor, Mr.
Benson,

Mr. BENSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
like to pose a question through the
Chair to the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr, Levesque, as to
the new appropriation found on the
bottom of this amendment. It has
a total in the 65-66 biennium of
$7,754 and in the 66-67 $9,212. I
would merely like to know the
purpose of this.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Southwest Harbor, Mr. Ben-
son, poses a question to the gentle-
man from Madawaska, Mr.
Levesque, who may answer if he
so desires,

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I want to thank the gentle-
man from Southwest Harbor, Mr.
Benson, to recall this. This is an
appropriation that was tacked on
to another bill earlier in the ses-
sion, although it was felt that it
was not necessary because at that
time there were relatively very
little changes in the department
for them to be enforcing. The de-
partment now feels that they have
been short of help for a good many
years and in some circuits in the
state have been unable to go there
once every other year or once
every year and a half to enforce
some of the laws that are now on
the books. With this additional
burden of the department, it was
felt that this extra help was an
absolute necessity to at least
police some of these areas that
are now covered under our
statutes.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is on the
motion of the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr, Levesque, that
we adopt House Amendment “‘C.”

Thereupon, House Amendment
“C” was adopted. )

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Southwest Harbor, Mr. Benson.

Mr. BENSON: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: 1 offer
House Amendment ““C’’ to Senate
Amendment “B’’ under Filing No..
H-415 and move its adoption.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Southwest Harbor, Mr, Ben-
son, now moves that we reconsider
our action whereby we adopted
Senate Amendment ‘“B.” Is this
the pleasure of the House?

Mr. Levesque of Madawaska
requested a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr. Levesque,
requests a division on the recon-
sideration motion. The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Southwest Harbor, Mr., Benson.

Mr. BENSON: Mr. Speaker, as
the Senate Amendment ‘“B’’ now
stands, all the charitable hospitals
in the state are included in this
minimum wage law. And you have
seen the information which has
been distributed, the esculating
effect that this will have on these
charitable hospitals. This ecan
mean only one thing, If can mean
that these hospital drives will be
made more often. They have to
ask for more money to operate
these charitable institutions and
on top of that the charges fo you
and to me and to the rest of the
people of the state for the hospital
care that we must have will have
to be increased. These hospitals
operate in the red, They have to
go to the people of the com-
munities which are being served
as a matter of necessity, and ask
for these deficits to be made up.

And in order to protect them-
selves, they will have to increase
their charges to their patients for
care; and if we persist in this
course of action, I think we are
forcing the hospitals to do only
one thing, that is intensify their
requests for charitable funds, and
also to increase the amount of
money they charge for their
services at the present time, I
would hope that you would vote
for the motion to reconsider
Senate Amendment “B” so that
we might exempt the charitable
hospitals of which I speak from
this act.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Portland, Mr., Sullivan.

Mr. SULLIVAN: Mr, Speaker,
Members of the House: I know
what happens in the hospitals in
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Portland, And when they infer
that either one of the two Maine
hospitals there, the Maine General
and the Mercy Hospital are chari-
table institutions, that is ab-
solutely not true. And the cause,
in my opinion, my considered
opinion, of the high costs in the
hospitals, and particularly those
two that I referred to, are due to
the medical profession, the doc-
tors. And those doctors, now I am
not speaking of those doctors who
are charitably inclined, I am
speaking of those doctors that
under Blue Cross and Blue Shield
and other forms of insurance, if
you have anything the matter with
you and they know you have in-
surance of any kind they shoot
you right into the hospital, And
then what happens? Well, T'll tell
you what happens in a number of
cases, including my own family,
and many of my {riends. And if
they, the average patients of those
doctors that do that, maybe they
should be in there for ten days
and many of them will keep you
in there three or four weeks. Why?
Well, here is about the way that
some of them operate, They come
in and they say good morning and
then they say a few other words
and then they set a stethoscope
up to your heart and then they
will tell you how well you are
doing and etc. etc. and then they
go out. And they repeat the per-
formance the next morning and so
on.

Now, when you get your bill,
you’ll find for them coming in and
spending a minute or two with
you, it is at least five dollars. And
when they have individuals that
are protected by insurance with
their concerns, and when I was
in there last November, one of the
gentlemen, his bills were being
paid by the concern he works for
and he said and I quote, and he
said: “I’ll probably be in here for
another couple of weeks” and I
asked him why. And of course,
the reason was that the doctors
could come around and see him
for another ten days or two weeks,
or the doctor, and charge up to
his insurance company those calls
which in my opinion and his were
absolutely unnecessary. That’s



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, JUNE 2, 1965

what you have and the real cost,
the increased cost in those hos-
pitals in those two I referred to.
I am not referring now to the city
hospital. So, all of this talk that
the patient go in the hospital or
their employees make mistakes or
errors, that that will increase the
cost of insurance, it may increase
the cost slightly. But isn’t the
patient entitled to some protection
and this camouflage that those
large hospitals are charitable in-
stitutions, that’s a big joke. Thank

you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Cum-
berland, Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: Having un-
successfully fought this battle with
respect to charitable institutions,
particularly hospitals once before,
I know very possibly I will go
down in defeat again with my
good friend from Southwest Har-
bor, Mr. Benson. However, I be-
lieve that you know very well that
the hospitals in this state which
are charitable institutions are in
serious financial straits and al-
though I have adopted a personal
policy of not quoting editorials I
would like to quote to you from a
news article appearing in the
Bangor Daily News of May 28,
1965, The headline is “Down
East Hospital Needs $100,000 or
Must Close.” The Article says:
“Unless someone comes up with a
lot of cash in a hurry, the new
million dollar Down East Com-
munity Hospital in Machias may
have to close itg doors. There is a
good and just reason for making
an exemption to the minimum
wage bill in favor of charitable in-
stitutions.

You may suggest to yourself
now, I am committed on this bill
and I would ask you, committed
to whom? There is no reason,
logic or experience why you should
impose a minimum wage on hos-

pitals. They are charitable insti-
tutions. They deserve the ex-
emption.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lew-
iston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
know that over the many years
many of you have been here and
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heard me comment it was not my
intent to get in on this discussion,
and it was not until the last two
speakers after listening to them.
Now insofar as hospitals closing
their doors, I can recall a few
years ago sitting very quietly one
afternoon in the Appropriations
room and a hearing on hospitals
was held and three different direc-
tors of three different hospitals
made the same comment: Unless
we get some financial help and we
get it quick, we are going to close
our doors. It so happened at that
session the money was a little
tight and the subsidies to the hos-
pitals was not anywhere near what
they expected. But ironically two
of the three hospitals built addi-
tions that very next year. One to
the tune of two million and one to
the tune of three million. Now,
fortunately or unfortunately, for-
tunately for me and unfortunately
for my enemies I am still standing
here after quite a little sojourn
in the hospital, and I can guaran-
tee you one thing, after I get to
the <Cashier’s office and being
presented with my bill I came to
the grave conclusion that I was
in any where but a charity ward.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Saco,
Mr. Bedard.

Mr. BEDARD: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Last session we were asked
to go to a meeting of the Board
of Directors in one of the hospitals
in my locality and they wanted
more money. And after listening
to them and asking for more
money, one of the directors got up
and this is the statement he made.
He says, whether we get the money
or we don’t get the money, he says,
doesn’t make much difference.
But he says if we get the money
we’ll buy equipment, we’ll increase
the nurses pay and the patient
that can pay will pay five dollars
more a day. Now, if you are ask-
ing for charity, the guy that pays
the bill is the guy that pays the
charity. The hospital, the same
hospital is now doing a million
and a half dollar job. So, I don’t
think that the charity, we should
consider that too much. The hos-
pitals are getting what they are
asking for.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from West-
brook, Mr. Boissonneau.

Mr. BOISSONNEATU: Mr.
Speaker, Members of the House:
I sat and listened to money about
hospitals. I want to put this in
your minds, please don’t forget
this. The Maine Association of
Blue Cross I am talking about,
possibly ninety percent of the
people of Maine belong to this
Association. Do you know what
they pay the hospitals? You see
the bills, one hundred percent.
You do not pay the hundred per-
cent. Blue Cross gets a cut off the
top, whether it is ten or fifteen per-
cent, I can’t quite remember, but
this came up in Legal Affairs Com-
mittee two years ago. So this is
where the hospitals have been los-
ing money for years. They are
not getting their total expenses
from Blue Cross.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Southwest
Harbor, Mr. Benson, that we re-
consider our action whereby we
adopted Senate Amendment “B”.
The gentleman from Madawaska,
Mr. Levesque, has requested that
when the vote is taken that it be
taken by a division. All those in
favor of reconsidering our action
whereby we adopted Senate
Amendment “B” to Bill “An Act
Revising the Minimum Wage Law,”
Senate Paper 526, L. D. 1504, will
kindly rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Fifty-six having voted in the
affirmative and seventy-two having
voted in the negative, the motion
did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
would like to recognize at this
time in the rear of the House,
Airman First Class, Terry Under-
wood, who has just returned from
serving twelve months duty in
Viet Nam. He is the guest of the
gentleman from Van Buren, Mr.
Lebel and he is a resident of Van
Buren, Maine. On behalf of the
House, the Chair welcomes you
and we hope that you will enjoy
your visit with us. (Applause, the
members rising)
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
China, Mr. Farrington.

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speak-
er, Members of the House: I offer
House Amendment “F” to Senate
Amendment “B” L. D. 1504 under
Filing No. H-419 and move its
adoption.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
understands that the gentleman
from China, Mr. Farrington, moves
that we reconsider our action
whereby we adopted Senate
Amendment “B”.

Mr. Levesque of Madawaska re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr. Levesque,
requests a division. The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
China, Mr. Farrington.

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speak-
er, Ladies and Gentlemen of fhe
House: There has been much said
about employees working in retail
stores. Representative Katz gave
a very fine summary of this mat-
ter yesterday, I believe. I won’t
belabor this session by any
further comments. I am greatly
concerned however about the bus
drivers, the relatively few bus
drivers who work in the relatively
few communities in the State of
Maine. I hope that the House is
aware that the employees of
passenger bus companies are now
exempt from time and hourly
provisions of the federal wage
and hour act. Because of the
scheduling of some of these bus
drivers, they do have to work
sometimes forty-eight hours per
week. And I hope you realize that
the bus service is a very important
public service to these various
communities and that bus services
now are very woften operated at a
loss and this additional burden of
time and a half might well reduce
further service of this type, and
again, impair the public interest.
I hope that you will consider this
when you vote.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is that we
reconsider our action whereby we
adopted Senate Amendment “B”
and in order to reconsider our
action whereby we adopted Senate
Amendment “B” at this time a
two-thirds vote is necessary. All
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those in favor of reconsidering our
action whereby we adopted Senate
Amendment “B” will kindly rise
and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A division of
had.

Fifty-three having voted in the
affirmative and sixty-eight having
voted in the negative, the motion
did not prevail.

Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment “B”, Senate
Amendment “B” as amended by
House Amendment “B” thereto,
and House Amendment “C” in
non-concurrence, and by unani-
mous consent sent forthwith to the
Senate,

the House was

The Chair laid before the House

the second item of Unfinished
Business:
Bill, “An Act Revising Laws

Relating to Search and Seizure.”
(H. P. 1151) (L. D. 1583) (H. “A”
L. D. 1591)

Tabled — June 1, by Mr. Ken-
nedy of Milbridge.

Pending — Adoption of House
Amendment “A.” (Assigned for
later in Tuesday’s session)

On motion of Mr. Danton of
0ld Orchard Beach, House Amend-
ment “A” was adopted, the Bill
passed to be engrossed as amend-
ed and by unanimous consent sent
forthwith to the Senate.

The Chair laid before the House
the first tabled and today as-
signed matter:

An Act to Authorize Bond Issue
in Amount of Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars for Construc-
tion and Renovations at Boys
Training Center, Maine State Pri-
son and Stevens Training Center.
(S. P. 576) (L. D. 1588) (H. “A”
H-409)

Tabled — June 1, by Mr. Jal-
bert of Lewiston.

Pending — Motion of Mr. Birt
of East Millinocket to Indefinitely
Postpone House Amendment “A.”’

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
East Millinocket, Mr. Birt.
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Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, I now
withdraw my motion for in-
definite postponement.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from East Millinocket, Mr. Birt,
now withdraws his motion that
House Amendment “A” be in-
definitely postponed. The question
before the House now is the
a;d\option of House Amendment

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
thanking the gentleman from East
Millinocket, Mr. Birt for his mo-
tion, briefly the first part of the
Anderson amendment means that
the State would be authorized
to invest the proceeds of the sale
of bonds during the period when
the proceeds are not needed for
the purposes set forth in this act.
This is being done anyway. This
would be done as a common pro-
cedure. The last part of the amend-
ment, however, becomes very
important as word gets to me from
the Finance Officer, it reads: Any
unencumbered balances remain-
ing at the completion of the proj-
ects listed in section 6 shall lapse
to the debt service account estab-
lished for the retirement of these
bonds.” This means that now we
can invest or lapse the funds that
are left over in bond issues. Here-
tofore, if the bond issue is not —
if they don’t utilize all of the
funds, the money stays there and
cannot be lapsed. This now would
make that possible and makes this
in my opinion a good amendment,
and with the gentleman from East
Millinocket, Mr, Birt withdrawing
his motion I now move the adop-
tion of this amendment.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert, that House
Amendment “A” be adopted. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, the Bill
passed to be engrossed as amend-
ed by House Amendment “A” in
non-concurrence and by unanimous
consent, sent forthwith to the Sen-
ate.

The Chair laid before the House
the second tabled and today as-
signed matter:
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An Act relating to Appropriation
for Certain Legislative Documents.
(S. P. 578) (L. D. 1590)

(S. “A’” S$-283) (H. “A” H-407)

Tabled—June 1, by Mr. Jalbert
of Lewiston.

Pending — Adoption of House
Amendment “A.”

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr, Speaker, I
move the indefinite postponement
of this amendment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, now
moves that House Amendment “A”
be indefinitely postponed. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speakenr
and Members of the House: Some
two or three weeks ago we met and
agreed on a financial package,
which had the approval of both
the minority and the majority par-
ties in this Legislature as well as
having the approval of the Exec-
utive. This was a good compro-
mise and represented some give
and take on the part of all con-
cerned. A part of this compromise
agreement was that one million
six hundred thousand dollars or
approximately that amount of the
unappropriated surplus of the Gen-
eral Fund could be used to fi-
nance individual L. D.s which are
now on the Appropriations table.
After the agreement was con-
summated it became apparent that
some forty odd of these bills, be-
cause of the fact that they were
so written that they said in them
that the money should come from
the General Fund, had to be re-
turned to the House for reconsid-
eration and re-engrossment.

Because of this fact, L. D. 1590
was presented. This bill purported
to save some time, some expense
in getting these bills through the
Legislature. Let’s take a look at
1590. 1t is very brief. Let’s read
it.

“Relating to appropriation for
certain legislative documents. The
words, ‘General Fund’, in all bills,
except appropriations for General
Fund Bond retirement and in-
terest,” and then they exempt
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“bills relating to state employees’
pay (L, D. 239), uniform local ef-
fort for payment of school sub-
sidies (L. D. 1041), current service
appropriations for the biennium
ending June 30, 1967 (L. D. 1354),
supplemental appropriations for
the biennium ending June 30, 1867
(L. D. 1524) and funds for accel-
erated program for the University
of Maine (L. D. 1576), that appro-
priate money to finance the mat-
ters contained in the individual
bills shall be construed to mean
the Unappropriated Surplus of
the General Fund.”

In other words, this bill failed
to make any mention of the agree-
ment which we had arrived at,
namely the amount of money that
could be used to finance these
L. D.ss in this package which we
agreed upon. Now ladies and gen-
tlemen of the House, this is the
last opportunity that this House
will have anything to say about the
disposition of these bills, because
as you are well aware, the pie so
to speak will be cut in the other
end of the hall. I hope that you
will accept this amendment and
reiterate our stand that even
against last minute pressures and
efforts of fitting a five million
dollar problem to a one million
six pocketbook that we do not in-
tend to deviate from the agree-
ment which we made at that time.

I hope that you will go along
with the amendment which simply
says that such acts and resolves as
are finally enacted under the pro-
visions of this act L. D. 1590 from
the Unappropriated Surplus shall
not exceed in total the amount of
one million six hundred and nine-
ty-five thousand dollars. This
simply reiterates our stand on the
position which we originally took
on this package. I fail to see how
anybody can reasonably object to
it. I hope you will go along with
the amendment.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert,

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Over the
many years, I have heard several
times the gentleman from Perham,
Mr. Bragdon, use the phraseology,
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simply reiterates. I am wondering
where he has been over the last
fourteen years and why has he not
simply reiterated by presenting
such an amendment when he was
in the majority. Now this has
never been done before. No one
can tell to this very day what the
surplus is going to be. And in so
far as this being part of the pack-
age, in the words that he used,
that is absolutely not so and I
could use much stronger language.

The agreement was this, what-
ever is left out of surplus will be
utilized for I, D.s. Now just
imagine if anyone of you here
had an L. D, say $14,433, and
some member of the committee or
leadership would come to you and
say we would like to go along with
you but the order has passed and
we can’t spend over $1,695,551,
which precludes us from passing
your good piece of legislation with
this price tag of $15,000 on it
because we would be running over
by the tune of $400. That is exact-
ly what this would mean. Now
somewhere along the line, leader-
ship must be given some flex-
ibility. This has never been done
before. I wouldn’t say that it is
necessarily an insult to the leader-
ship, but it certainly is a far cry
from a courtesy and I can’t help,
every once in awhile—I mean I
shouldn’t get teed off but I really
do. I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr, Bragdon,
if he thinks this simply reiterates,
ask him why hasn’t he put this in
bgfore and just where did he get
his information as well as his re-
marks? Mr. Speaker, I move that
when the vote is taken that is be
taken by division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, has
posed a question to the gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, who
may answer if he so desires.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I don’t
know that I can answer all of the
questions that the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, presented.
However, I am somewhat amazed
to find that he claims that such
an agreement — I believe that is
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what he says, that such an agree-
ment never was made, because I
personally sat in at the time that
this was discussed and I am sure
that an amount of a million six,
and I believe there was a figure
two or something else, about a mil-
lion six was the approximate figure
that was agreed that would be used
for L. D.s. I challenge his state-
ment if he differs with that. Now
if that is one question that he
asked, that is my answer to that.

With regard to why I did not
bring this up before when I was a
member of the Majority Party, I
would call attention to the gentle-
man from Lewiston something that
he well knows, that this is an oc-
casion which I doubt ever happened
before, because it has been the
policy of the Majority Party in the
past to use surplus for capital con-
struction programs and this com-
promise was a matter of taking
some money out of the capital con-
struction program and allowing the
minority party $1,600,000 to use for
their individual L.D.s. I challenge
him to say otherwise in regard to
that agreement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
might remind the gentleman from
Perham, Mr. Bragdon, that on one
of the years that I was here they
used two and a half million dollars
of surplus without consulting with
us and I would like to settle the
argument with this here. I say
that $1,600,000 by his own admis-
sion more or less. But if the gen-
tleman from Perham, Mr, Brag-
don, doesn’t like it that way, we’ll
do it our way anyway.

The SPEAKER: The
recognizes the gentleman
Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
did not intend to say the thing
which I perhaps will ill-advisedly
say at this time. Of course I prob-
ably do not need to remind the
Majority Party that this was an
agreement made as I said earlier
in my statement, with the consent
of the Executive Department and
both the Majority and Minority
Parties of this Legislature. Of
course the Majority Party is as
well aware as I am that every one

Chair
from
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of these bills that is now on the
Appropriations table has got to go
over the Chief Executive’s desk. I
am not speaking for him but I
think that they might well consider,
unless if they don’t live within the
terms of this agreement, they
might well consider who would de-
cide what L.D.s would be passed,
the Majority Party or the Chief
Executive.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Presque Isle, Mr. Bishop.

Mr. BISHOP: Mr, Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I think this amendment is
unnecessary and could be harmful.
My understanding of any agree-
ment was that the amount left over
from surplus, which was expected
to be somewhere in the neighbor-
hood of $1,600,000, would be used
for L.D.s. I think it would be
unnecessarily restricting to put an
exact amount down and as the gen-
tleman from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert
has said, some very worthwhile
measure might be sacrificed
merely to indulge in something like
this. In the next place, the leader-
ship is responsible for a financial
package and this would be an
expression of certainly lack of con-
fidence to say the least. And I
move the previous question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Presque Isle, Mr. Bishop,
moves the previous question. For
the Chair to entertain a motion for
the previous question, it must have
the expressed consent of one-third
of the members present. All those
in favor of the previous question at
this time will kindly rise and re-
main standing until the monitors
have made and returned the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third having arisen the
previous question is in order. The
question before the House now
is, shall the main question be put
now? Which is debatable for no
more than five minutes by any
one member and the merits of
the bill are not debatable.

The question is, shall the main
question be put now? All those
in favor of the main question being
put now will say aye; all those
opposed will say no.
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A viva voce vote being doubted
by the Chair, a division of the
House was had.

Seventy-one having voted in the
affirmative and fifty-five having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The dquestion
before the House now is on the
motion of the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, that House
Amendment “A” be indefinitely
postponed and he has requested
a division on the motion.

All those in favor of indefinitely
postponing House Amendment
“A” will kindly rise and remain
standing until the monifors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was
had.

Seventy having voted in the af-
firmative and fifty-seven having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker, I
would direet a question fo the
gentleman from Presque Isle, Mr.
Bishop, if I may. I wonder if the
gentleman from Presque Isle, Mr,
Bishop, who is also House Chair-
man of the Appropriations and
Financial Committee, would tell
the House approximately how
much, if any, more than $1,600,000
it is the intent of leadership to ap-
propriate for L. D.s or use for
L.D.s.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr, Berry,
has posed a question to the gentle-
man from Presque Isle, Mr.
Bishop, who may answer if he
knows or so desires.

Mr. BISHOP: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: 1 will answer by saying

that it is my personal intention
not to appropriate any more than
the amount of the surplus.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, am
I permitted to answer this ques-
tion?

The SPEAKER: This is open for
debate. It is up for engrossment.
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Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry, if you
will see me five minutes before
we adjourn I'll whisper it in his
ear.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker, I
think the leadership of the Ma-
jority Party has overlooked for
a long time the attachment of an
official label to the gentleman
from Lewiston. I can think of
several I'd like to give him right
now. It seems to me that the ques-
tion that I posed was a good,
direct question. It hasn’t been
answered. There hasn’t even been
an attempt to answer it. We have
been told that there were a
million, approximately six hundred
thousand dollars of L. D.s that
would be serviced with financing.
Is it the intent of the Majority
Party to exceed this? If so, by
how much?

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recoghizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: If the
gentleman from Cape Elizabeth,
Mr. Berry, can invent any new
names that I haven’t been called,
I would be very happy to hear
them. I would like to tell him,
however, that in answer to my
question which he thought was
facetious, on several occasions I
have asked the same question,
since 1945. I have been told an
answer was to step into a phone
booth, I'll tell you July 4th, Merry
Christmas, I have been given quite
a degree of answers. Now, the
gentleman from Cape Elizabeth,
Mr. Berry, knows that the Major-
ity Party will utilize its province
as the Majority Party in the same
manner that the previous Major-
ity Party has used by not over-
spending.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr. Levesque.

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker,
may I approach the Chair for a
moment please?

The SPEAKER: The House may
be at ease.
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House at Ease

Called to order by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recoghnizes the gentleman from
Perham, Mr. Bragdon,

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
don’t know just what my approach
will be to be in order. I wish to
make further remarks on the mat-
ter which has just been under
debate and has been disposed of.
Do I need unanimous consent to
address the House?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, it
has to do with the understanding
or misunderstanding of what the
agreement was to which I re-
ferred. I could go through the
items and give you figures on all
of them, but I do not have them
before me. You all are pretty
much familiar with them and I
don’t consider that is necessary.
So far as I am concerned, it is
definitely my understanding that
we were talking about a million
six and a fraction and to me that
meant a million six. From the
debate here on the floor of the
House, I get the feeling that the
other parties to that agreement
perhaps understood no such a
thing. A statement has been made
that it was all the surplus that
was left. Of course, we are aware
that in the last hours of the ses-
sion, this surplus can be upped
possibly to the tune of two or three
million dollars,

Now to me, I want it clearly
understood that as a party of that
agreement we were talking about
a million six and a fraction which
would be permitted to be used for
L. D.’s.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr, Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to pose a question to
the gentleman from Perham, Mr,
Bragdon. In the years that he has
been around the halls of this
House, would he tell us where else
but out of surplus L. D. monies
come from?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, has
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posed a guestion to the gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, who
may answer if he so desires.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker,
well, I don’'t know that I can, 1
won’t attempt to be too accurate
about it, but I think in the past
the money that has provided, the
items that the Legislature has pro-
vided, has come out of taxation
measures which that same Legis-
lature has provided, and while you
have got me on my feet there is
another matter that I have been
a little concerned about, I am
completely for the renovation of
this building. I went along and I
said that I was for this renova-
tion. However, I am definitely
against the method that the
Majority Party of this Legislature
is providing to finance that
renovation. I would be delighted
if they would provide the money
to do this job.

However, what they are actually
doing, they are robbing the
Legislative Appropriation to the
tune of three hundred and fifty
thousand dollars to do this job,
so that no cost shows in this ses-
sion of the Legislature, but you
and I are all aware that the next
session of the Legislature has got
to make a deficit—an emergency
appropriation to bring up that
Legislative Fund. The money has
got to be raised to make that
Legislative Appropriation back
where it was in the Current
Services Budget., To simply rob
the Current Services Budget to
the tune of three hundred and fifty
thousand dollars to do this job,
the next Legislature has got to
provide it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Milbridge, Mr. Kennedy.

Mr., KENNEDY: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I certainly didn’t intend to
get into this debate, but it has
become so heated and the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert,
has prompted me to make my
record clear. Now it is true, ladies
and gentlemen, that I did not meet
with the Majority Party. The
Governor interceded with the
Majority for and on behalf of the
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Minority. And this is the schedule
as outlined to me of the compro-
mise that would be effective. And
I have it here as of that date and
first we were to up the estimates
three million five hundred and
eighty thousand dollars to take
care of the employees’ raise in
salary, the crash program at the
University of Maine of eight
hundred and eighty thousand and
to take care of the bond, four
hundred and fifty thousand, which
balances off the up of estimates of
three million, five hundred and
eighty thousand. The capital con-
struction which was to come out
of surplus was to be eleven mil-
lion, eight hundred and twenty-one
thousand, the vocational school in
Penobscot County a million, the
Stevens Training Center, two
hundred and seventy thousand,
and the gym at Pineland three
hundred and seven thousand,
making thirteen million, three
hundred and ninety-eight thousand.

At that time it was agreed ac-
cording to the Chief Executive
that L. D.’s out of surplus would
amount to a million six hundred
and two thousand. And the bond
for the University of Maine, seven
million two hundred thousand.
That is all I have to offer and
recognizing that we are in the
Minority Party, I know that the
Majority can outvote us on any
of these measures and it is their
responsibility.

Thereupon, “An Act relating to
Appropriation for Certain Legis-
lative Documents,” Senate Paper
578, L. D. 1590, Bill was passed to
be engrossed and by unanimous
consent sent forthwith to the Sen-
ate.

The Chair laid before the House
item 14 on page 4 which was tabled
earlier in today’s session for later
today: Bill “An Act Establishing
the Maine Insurance Advisory
Board and Reserve Fund for Un-
insured Losses,” House Paper 1142,
L. D. 1562, which was passed to be
engrossed in the House on May
28 and it came back to us from the
Senate passed to be engrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment
“A” and the pending question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
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the gentleman from Waterville,
Mr. Fortier, that House Amend-
ment “A” to Senate Amendment
“A” be adopted.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I now move that Senate
Amendment “A” to House Paper
1142, L. D. 1562, be indefinitely
postponed and I will speak to the
motion.

The SPEAKER: That question
is not before the House. The ques-
tion before the House is the adop-
tion of House Amendment “A” to
Senate Amendment “A”.

Therepuon, House Amendment
“A” to Senate Amendment “A”
was adopted,.

The SPEAKER: The question
now before the House is the adop-
tion of Senate Amendment ‘“A”
as amended by House Amendment
“A” thereto.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I now move that Senate
Amendment “A” to L. D. 1562 as
amended by House Amendment
“A” be indefinitely postponed and
I would speak to that motion.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is the motion
of the gentleman from Brewer,
Mr. Libhart, that Senate Amend-
ment “A’” as amended by House
Amendment “A” thereto be indef-
initely postponed, the gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: L. D. 1562 was a new draft
put out by the Committee on State
Government unanimously ‘“ought
to pass.” Now this was one of
several bills that gave us a great
deal of trouble, because by its very
nature it is extremely complicated.
The thought behind the original
bill, it seems to me had a great
deal of merit, but we felt that part
of the original requirement was
unworkable. The original bill
would require that all of the State’s
insurance be placed by competitive
bidding. Now this in and of itself
is an intelligent approach, it seems
to me, much more intelligent than
the situation that has prevailed in
the State of Maine over the years.
You all know that heretofore and
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as presently assigned the Execu-
tive Council places little bits of
this insurance throughout the
State of Maine under a reinsur-
ance program, My insurance agen-
cy as well as many others through-
out the state over the years have
always had a little bit of this in-
surance and it always seemed to
me that it was an unintelligent
way of running this program. On
the other hand, to require that all
of the state’s insurance needs be
placed to bid is also, in my opinion,
;unintelligent. Because you will
have while you are placing this
state insurance many occasions in
which the particular type of insur-
ance trying to be placed is of high
risk quality and will be extremely
difficult to place, and your bidding
procedure will guarantee that you
get a high premium. If the advi-
sory council as set up in this L. D.
were allowed the discretion in ex-
traordinary cases as the L. D. as
it is now written would allow,
then in these situations this com-
mittee would be able to combine
the letting of some of the state’s
insurance with a combination of
high risk insurance, and thereby
arrive at a better program for the
State of Maine and save the State
of Maine money.

Now if you pass the Senate
Amendment, as amended, you will
be requiring competitive bidding
in all cases and it seems to me
that you are telling the Council
that you are setting up in this
bill, which I think has a great deal
of merit, that you don’t trust them.
That they must in every case go
by competitive bidding even though
it’s going to cost the State of
Maine money.

Now the bill, as written, would
allow them some discretion. It in-
dicates that the method shall be
competitive bidding except in the
case in which it is to the State of
Maine’s advantage not to compet-
itively bid. Now as I say this is a
complicated measure, it’s much
more complicated than it appears
on its face, because insurance in
and of itself is an extremely com-
plicated subject. I've done my best
to explain our thinking, I'll remind
you that it was a unanimous com-
mittee report after a great deal of
thought was put into it and I hope
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you will go along with the indef-
inite postponement of the amend-
ment.

Mr. Fortier of Waterville re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Waterville, Mr. Fortier has
requested a division. Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is on the
motion of the gentleman from
Brewer, Mr. Libhart, that Senate
Amendment “A” as amended by
House Amendment “A” thereto be
indefinitely postponed. All those
in favor of Senate Amendment
“A” as amended by House Amend-
ment “A” being indefinitely post-
poned will kindly rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was
had.

Fifty-five having voted in the
affirmative and sixty-one having
voted in the negative, the motion
did not prevail.

Senate Amendment “A” as
amended by House Amendment
“A” was then adopted.

Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment “A” as
amended by House Amendment
“A” thereto in non-concurrence
and by unanimous consent sent
forthwith to the Senate.

Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston was
granted unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House.

Mr. JALBERT:

The glorious 102nd within these
sacred portals

Has added to the history of Grand
Old Maine’s immortals.

They’ll never be forgotten, for to
duty they’'ve been true

And State of Maine is grateful for
this dedicated crew.

May the future generations, as
they read their State’s archives

Ponder on the 102nd, which
reigned in ’65

And let’s here and now give credit,
where credit’s really due

For the mighty 102nd
worked for me—and you

So—Mr, Speaker, when this gavel
gives its last full pound

Give it all you've got, and let its
ring herein resound

truly

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, JUNE 2, 1965

May everyone within hearing know
that now this ends the term

That the faithful 102nd does its
proud Session adjourn!

I'd like to read the inscription;
Presented to Dana W. Childs
Speaker of the House, Maine
House of Representatives, 102nd
Legislature by the Maine State
Employees Association 1965, (Pro-
longed Applause)

The SPEAKER: If the Chair
may, it would like to extend its
thanks to the Maine State Em-
ployees Association for this beau-
tiful gavel. If probably will mean
that I will have to buy a new
home to find a place to put it. I
do thank the Maine State Em-
ployees very much for their
thoughtfulness.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House for its con-
sideration a matter which was
tabled for later in today’s session,
which was a veto message from the
Governor which was on S. P. 366,
L. D. 1133: An Act relating to
Credit for Military Service under
State Retirement Law. The ques-
tion before the House is, shall this
bill become a law not withstanding
the objections of the Governor?
The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Gaudreau.

Mr. GAUDREAU: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I have been asked to read
a communication from the gentle-
woman from Portland, Mrs. Cars-
well, and I quote:

“With all due respect to His
Excellency, Governor Reed, I feel
that the Committee thoroughly
studied this proposal and came up
with the ought to pass decision. I
am defending the Committee’s
Report as House Chairman of the
Retirements & Pensions Commit-
tee. It was a unanimous ought to
pass report.

“What will this bill cost the
retirement fund? A thorough
search 'has turned up 49 people
who would be affected. If they
all got the maximum amount of
credit and if they retired on an
average salary of $8,000 a year
this would cost the retirement
system $22,305 a year. It is true
that if they all live to retire and
if they average to live 22.4 years



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, JUNE 2, 1965

after retirement, the ultimate,
total cost would be $500,000 as
Governor Reed said. But what
we are talking about is an annual
cost of less than $25,000 a year.
This is to pay a debt of honor to
about 50 people.

“It is only a mere handful
affected by this but it’s an injustice
to veterans who had to go into the
service and this legislation will
clear up that injustice. This will
not be an increasing money matter
but it will be decreasing as the
years go by.

“The important thing is to do
justice to the small number of vet-
erans who are cheated by the
present retirement system. They
will only get credit for 4 years and
they will pay their part of 5 per
cent plus interest.

“Let’s remember some of those
hearty and sincere speeches given
over all the state paying honor to
all veterans posthumously on
Memorial Day. This is something
we can do while they are living to
prove our sincerity—To back up
these things we are saying and to
show our gratitude toward them.”

As a member of the Retire-
ments & Pensions Committee I
also would like to express my
views.

The purpose of this bill is to
correct an injustice. The state al-
ready gives credit to those who
were teaching when they were
called into military service and
who returned immediately after
the close of the war to a teach-
ing position. Those who did not
begin to teach because they knew
they would be called to the war
right away, lose their credit and
lose it because they were too con-
siderate of other people to take
a job they couldn’t keep. This
bill means that we treat all teach-
ers who served their country in
the same way.

The bill refers primarily to
teachers but it also includes state
employees. However, it is possible
that most state employees already
meet the requirements of existing
legislation.

The weakness of the bill is that
it is impossible to put a specific
price tag on it. It will be financed
along with the retirement system,
which has assets of almost 100
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million dollars. The appropriation
for the retirement system will not
be increased a dime because you
pass this bill, but the state will
at last be playing fair with all its
employees who served their coun-
try in time of war,

The bill limits the credit to four
years, so that it could hardly bank-
rupt the retirement system.

We must remember that each
member shall contribute to the
retirement system for each year
of military service 5 per cent plus
interest.

I hope that the actions of this
house will override the Governor’s
veto. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Milbridge, Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I can sympathize with the
good lady and gentlewoman from
Portland, Mrs. Carswell, and I too
have the same feeling. However,
this does liberalize the law to the
extent and amends it so that cer-
tain persons who have not met
the conditions of the present
statute may be given these rights.
It does seem that it is diserimina-
tory and many of our military
personnel are taken care of, but it
also, in this bill, takes care of
those that do serve at times other
than a national emergency and
due to the fact that it would be
a continuing cost and estimated
at least a half a million dollars,
I do hope that we will sustain the
Governor’s veto.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Gaudreau.

Mr. GAUDREAU: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I don’t understand this
part of it doesn’t include at the
time of a national emergency. Be-
cause as far as I am concerned
and as far as I can remember this
Country has always been under a
national emergency and as long
as there is Communism I think we
will always be under a national

emergency.
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Skowhegan,k Mr. Poulin.
Mr. POULIN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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House: In some companies they
call it bridging of service. Now
this bill would be just bridging
their service. They join the Civil
Service, their previous Army
service would be bridged to it.
Now I think it’s only fair. Say
it would cost so much money,
we’ve done so much for the vet-
erans in the State of Maine, it’s
pitiful. I should say honorable, I
don’t know which way. I think
this is very, very small, that they
should be given a chance. Now
maybe it’s only four years and
they pay their share of the four
years and at 21 dollars a month
I don’t know how much they are
going to have to pay, especially
the early boys in the early part
of it, but I believe they should
be allowed to bridge their service
with their Civil Service.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is, shall this
bill become a law not withstand-
ing the objections of the Gover-
nor? Under the constitution it is
necessary that the vote be taken by
the yeas and nays.

Mr. Evans of Freedom, who
would have voted ‘“No” had he
voted, was excused from voting as
he paired his vote with Mrs.
Carswell of Portland, who was
absent, but would have voted
“Yes” were she present.

The SPEAKER: The dquestion
before the House now is whether
“An Act relating to Credit for
Military Service under State Re-
tirement Law,” S. P. 366, L. D.
1133 shall become a law notwith-
standing the objections of the
Governor.

If you are in favor of this act
becoming a law notwithstanding
the objections of the Governor,
when your name is called you will
answer yes or yea; if you are op-
posed, you will answer no or nay.

The Clerk will call the roll.

ROLL CALL

YEA: Anderson, Orono; Baldic,
Beane, Bedard, Benson, Mechanic
Falls; Bernard, Binnette, Bishop,
Blouin, Boissonneau, Bourgoin,
Bradstreet, Brennan, Bussiere,
Carroll, Champagne, Childs, Con-
ley, Cote, Cottrell, Crommett, Cur-
ran, Drigotas, Drouin, Dudley,
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Dumont, Edwards, Eustis, Fau-
cher, Fecteau, Fortier, Fraser,
Mexico; Fraser, Rumford; Gaud-
reau, Gauvin, Gilbert, Gillan,
Glazier, Graham, Harvey, Bangor;
Harvey, Windham; Harvey, Wool-
wich; Haugen, Healy, Hunter, Dur-

ham; Jalbert, Jordan, Xeyte,
Knight, Laberge, Lebel, Lent, Le-
vesque, Lowery, Martin, McKin-

non, Mills, Mitchell, Nadeau, Palm-
er, Pitts, Poulin, Roy, Ruby, Saw-
yer, Searles, Starbird, Sullivan,
Truman, Wheeler, Whittier, Wuori.

NAY: Anderson, Ellsworth; Av-
ery, Baker, Orrington; Baker, Win-
throp; Benson, Southwest Harbor;
Berman, Berry, Birt, Bragdon,
Brewer, Buck, Burwell, Carter,
Cressey, Crosby, Cushing, Dickin-
son, Dunn, Erwin, Farrington, Gif-
ford, Hammond, Hanson, Gardiner;
Harriman, Hawes, Hawkes,
Haynes, Huber, Hunter, Clinton;
Jewell, Katz, Kennedy, Lang, Lew-
is, Libhart, Lincoln, Lund, Lycette,
Meisner, Millay, Mosher, Norton,
Payson, Peaslee, Pendergast, Pike,
Prince, Rackliff, Richardson, Cum-
berland; Roberts, Ross, Bath;
Ross, Brownville; Scott, Storm,
Susi, Waltz, Watts, White, Guilford;
Wight, Presque Isle; Wood, Young.

ABSENT — Cookson, D’Alfonso,
Danton, Davis, Dostie, Doyle, Han-
son, Lebanon; Hoy, Kilroy, Kit-
tredge, Lane, Littlefield, Richard-
son, Stonington; Sahagian, Stout-
amyer, Ward.

Yes, 72; No, 61;
Paired, 2.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
announce the vote. Seventy-two
having voted in the affirmative,
sixty-one having voted in the nega-
tive, sixteen being absent and two
paired, seventy-two being less than
two-thirds of one hundred and
thirty-three, the Governor’s veto is
sustained.

Absent, 16;

The SPEAKER: Is there objec-
tion to taking up out of order
papers from the Senate which are
on your Supplemental Calendar.
The Chair hears none.

From the Senate: The following
Order:

ORDERED, the House concur-
ring, that the Committee on Appro-
priations and Financial Affairs re-
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port a Bill that will provide funds
to make effective the Acts which
have been passed to be enacted,
and the Resolves which have been
finally passed. (S. P. 589)

Came from the Senate read and
passed.

In the House, the Order was read
and passed in concurrence.

From the Senate: The following
Order:

WHEREAS, in order to assist in
the industrial and commercial de-
velopment of the State of Maine,
thereby promoting the general wel-
fare of the people of Maine, it is
the belief of the 102nd Legislature
that there should be full develop-
ment of the resources of this State;
and

WHEREAS, such development to
be effective must include the con-
struction of electric power gen-
erating facilities, and must also
include the preservation, to the
maximum extent possible, of the
natural recreational resources and
beauty of this State; and

WHEREAS, there is now pending
before the 102nd Legislature a
proposal to create a Maine Power
‘Authority for the purpose of devel-
oping power generating facilities
at Cross Rock on the Upper Saint
John River, the construction of
which would result in the flooding
of the Allagash Riverway; and

WHEREAS, there is also pend-
ing before the 102nd Legislature
a proposal to create a Maine Alla-
gash Authority to preserve the
Allagash Riverway within its pres-
ent confines; and

WHEREAS, there is now pend-
ing before the Congress of the
United States a proposal to con-
struct electric generating facilities
at Passamaquoddy Bay and at
Dickey on the Upper Saint John
River; and

WHEREAS, there is now pend-
ing before the Congress of the
United States, a proposal to assist
states interested in the preserva-
tion of ‘“wild river areas” in co-
operation with the Federal Gov-
ernment; now, therefore, for all
these good and sufficient reasons,
it is
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ORDERED, the House concur-
ring, that a special committee of
the 102nd Legislature, consisting
of 4 Senators, to be appointed by
the President of the Senate, and
5 Representatives, to be appointed
by the Speaker of the House, be
created with full authority to study
the specific proposals; to be given
custody of all reports, documents
and any other information con-
cerning the subject presently in
the files of the appropriate com-
mittees, namely, the Joint Public
Utilities Committee and the Joint
Natural Resources Committee; to
hold further hearings if deemed
necessary; to appoint advisory
committees; to engage a profes-
sional consultant or consultants
if useful; to confer when and if
deemed appropriate with staff
members of the Public Utilities
Commission and other state de-
partments, with staff and mem-
bers of appropriate federal com-
missions, departments and agen-
cies, and nongovernment research
sources, for specific information;
and to report the special commit-
tee findings, conclusions and
recommendations for legislation to
a special session of the 102nd
Legislature or to the 103rd Legis-
lature; and be it further

ORDERED, that the members
of the committee shall serve with-~
out compensation, but shall be
reimbursed for their expenses in-
curred in the performance of their
duties under this Order; and be
it further

ORDERED, that there is appro-
priated to the committee from the
Legislative Appropriation the sum
of $5,000 to carry out the pur-
poses of this Order. (S. P, 591)

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from York,
Mr. Erwin.

Mr. ERWIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I hope
we’ve had our partisan emotional
bath for the day. I'd like to talk
now about something which has no
necessity for it beingz a partisan
political matter and I would like
briefly to tell you my part in the
hearing over the Cross Rocks bill.

The order before you intends
that the Allagash wilderness water-
way bill which according to this
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supplemental calendar was re-
ported out by the Committee, well
with the majority I guess it was
7 to 3 ought to pass and that the
Cross Rocks bill, and that creating
a State of Maine power authority
which was reported in two reports,
the majority report suggesting a
committee study and the minority
report signed by two members of
the House ought not to pass. This
order in front of you purports that
these two bills will be referred to
a committee in effect, yes, to a
special committee which will re-
port back to a special session of
the 102nd or to the 103rd legis-
lature.

Now let’s look at this whole idea
briefly because we're talking now
about something that’s vitally im-
portant to the State of Maine, and
I think it might be well to take a
little time to go over it. First of
all, let me talk to you first hand
about the Cross Rock hearing be-
cause I sat on the committee that
heard it. And any member of the
House of Representatives who
wants to contradict this statement
may, and I hope they do if I am
speaking in error, because I don’t
intend to make an error.

It was my understanding when
the hearing was over on the Cross
Rock bill that every member of
the House but one was opposed to
the passage of the Cross Rock bill
and that one disqualified himself
because he is employed by one of
the New York banking houses
which is a major promoter of the
project.

The hearing was lengthy and
the net impression which I got and
which a lot of other people got
out of this hearing was that you
and I, Republicans and Democrats
alike, citizens of the grand old
backwoods State of Maine, were a
bunch of hicks who couldn't see
which walnut shell had the pea
under it and they weren’'t even
very polite about letting us know
just how backward we were, in the
way they presented this particular
legislation.

Now it happens that this is a
two hundred and sixty-five million
dollar project. It’s promoted by
New York lawyers, New York
bankers, New York engineers with
the possible inclusion of some Bos-
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ton people. There is also a Maine
citizens committee of very well in-
tentioned people who have been
fronting for this organization, but
it was my impression and the im-
pression of others at the hearing
that these very well intentioned
and honorable Maine people did
not completely see the significance
of what was involved.

Now basically the Maine Power
Authority act is simply this. A
group has come forward with a
promotional scheme to build a
high level hydro-electric engineer-
ing project at Cross Rock on the
St. John River to flood the St. John
River behind the dam and also the
Allagash River back to quite an
extent and it isn’t really important
how far it is, except it creates an
enormous artificial lake which
would be named Grand Allagash
Lake. The interesting part of this
whole scheme is this. When this
thing is built and when the lawyers
and bankers have siphoned out of
the project five million dollars in
fees, when the engineers have
taken out twelve million dollars
in engineering fees, the remaining
two hundred and forty or fifty odd
million dollars, having been spread
out amoung the contractors and
other people who build this proj-
ect, five Maine citizens will be
handed this thing on, not a silver
platter but I would think a plati-
num embossed with diamonds, and
told, here, you run it. Not one
word was told our committee as to
where you could market this elec-
tricity. Not one word was told our
committee as to who would actual-
ly operate this project, and in re-
sponse to a question of mine, I
asked the attorney from New York
who was on his feet at the moment:
do you have a hydro-electric per-
son in your promotional group?
No they did not. There isn’t one
hydro-electric power man in the
promotional group who came be-
fore this committee and offered
us this package.

Now, let’s get something else
straight. We asked them about
their markets and they were un-
believably vague about where the
markets were for approximately a
billion kilowatts of electricity. And
when you went into it a little
further you found out that approxi-
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mately half of the output of the
Cross Rocks Dam was coming
South through the State of Maine
wherever it might be found that
they could market the power, down
into Boston and New York pre-
sumably but they didn’t say where,
and the other half of course is
going to go north into Canada.
This was not a very well developed
feature of it, but it nevertheless
was implicit in what we heard.
Half the power is going to be
marketed in Canada and there
again no markets were explained.

Now a great deal was said about
the need for expanding our
economy and cheap or inexpensive
or available or better electricity or
any of these things that you and
I are looking for. The thing that
Quoddy has held out for us as hope
for some thirty odd years. Some-
thing to make Maine more com-
petitive. The real dream which we
all have of cheap power is missing
in this package. They wouldn’t
even themselves say that it was
and they indicated that it was
cheap power. They said that it was
good power, whatever that means,
relatively inexpensive power. They
wouldn’t say it was cheap power,
they wouldn’t say anything in
something else either. This isn’t
base power, this isn’t the everyday
electricity that is being provided
in this room right now, which is
called base power. This is hydro-
electric power, which is firm or
peaking power. Now firm power,
if I understand it and I'm not an
engineering man or a hydro-elec-
tric man, but firm power as I
understand it is simply this. Firm
power is the intermediate load
which is above and beyond your
everyday ordinary call for elec-
tricity and peak power is elec-
tricity which is required when
from four o’clock on a winter
afternoon the housewives come
home and turn on the lights and
the stoves and start to cook din-
ner and perhaps the thermostats
are pushed up a little bit in the
houses, but there is an extra load
and an extra demand for elec-
tricity in the evening hours from
say four o’clock in the afternoon
until perhaps nine or ten o’clock at
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night, when most televisions I
assume are turned off.

They’re going to provide quite
a number of hundred thousand kil-
owatts of this peak power and
there is no present market fcr that
kind of peaking power in Maine
and there again this thing that
was — has been understood, at
least generally, to provide our
cheap power and to couple our
dream of Quoddy into something
which is vaguely defined didn’t
materialize at the hearing. Now
there aren’t any markets, it isn’t
cheap power and it’s half going to
Canada and the other half is going
somewhere because Maine has no
place where this power can be
used.

There’s another gimmick in the
bili and when it was brought to
the attention of the Attorney
General, he expressed surprise,
other attorneys in the room ex-
pressed surprise, This bill dele-
gates the sovereignty, the sover-
eignty of the State of Maine into
the Maine Power Authority. Now
the New York attorney in response
to questioning indicated that we
were rather naive to think that you
couldn’t delegate the soverecignty
of the State of Maine or that you
shouldn’t delegate the sovereignty
of the State of Maine to a project
like this because he seemed to
indicate that it was necessary that
we give the sovereignty of the
State of Maine. He didn’t say they
designed a flag for this project,
but they might just as well
have, because they raised ques-
tions about who will make arrests
in the project area for violations of
the law if the sovereignty of the
State of Maine is delegated in this
vast new project up in the north
woods. These are part of the things
that are implicit in this very
sophisticated, very smoothly pre-
sented scheme which seems to
enrich everybody and leaves the
State of Maine with a hydro-elec-
tric plant where we in the State
of Maine with four or five citizens:
will go out to find the markets,
if they exist at this particular
point.

Well, as I say, after the thing
was over many of us were quite
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offended by the way it was pre-
sented. Many of us felt that it was
not what we’re looking for in the
State of Maine. Remember, this
has nothing to do with Dickey and
this has nothing to do with Pas-
samaquoddy, and regardless of
what people may tell you about
this order that is in front of you
here today, this project has noth-
ing to do with Passamaquoddy.

Passamaquoddy itself, as a tidal
project, will be providing peaking
power, and at the very least firm
power, but no base power, for the
markets as they may develop.

Well, let’s come now to the—I
don’t want to push this any farther
because I could talk for an hour on
this when my indignation begins
to build up. I don’t like things
presented to the State of Maine in
such a fashion and in such a
cynical way that make us out to
be a bunch of boobs, and that is
just the way it was presented to
my committee.

Let’s come now to what we were
going to do with this bill when it
came out. We were called into
committee session, a joint commit-
tee session, with the Committee
on Natural Resources, and it was
explained that these two bills, the
Allagash Wilderness Waterway and
the Cross Rocks Project, were go-
ing to be referred to the next Leg-
islature or to a special session of
this one, and when the inquiry was
made as to why, do you know
what the answer was? It was flatly
and plainly and openly stated, just
for delay. Just for delay, we were
asked to send this along. And I
submit to you, friends, that the
only reason for doing it is not for
delay, it is just to keep Cross
Rocks alive. Now everyone of us
here responds in one way or an-
other to the dream of Passama-
quoddy, and Passamaquoddy can
become a reality some day and it
has nothing, nothing whatsoever to
do with the Allagash Wilderness
Waterway or with the Cross Rocks
Project.

All of you have heard enough
about the various upstream hydro-
electric projects on the St. John
River to know that there is a proj-
ect known as Dickey, which is
slightly less in cost and slightly
less in output as a backup project
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for Passamaquoddy on the St. John
River. The Allagash Wilderness
Waterway will not rule out Dickey,
but the Allagash Wilderness
Waterway will, of course, rule out
the Cross Rocks project. Well,
some of us objected in the joint
hearing and no official action was
taken by the joint executive meet-
ing of the two committees, Natural
Resources and Public Utilities,
and the next thing that I knew
Natural Resources had reported
their bill out with a majority
“ought to pass” on the Allagash
Wilderness Waterway. And I
thought, at one time, that the Pub-
lic Utilities Committee was going
to come out with a majority
“ought not to pass” on the Cross
Rocks Project, but something hap-
pened along the way.

Now I ask you to consider this
and to consider it carefully. You
gain nothing by a study and it has
nothing to do with partisan poli-
ties either. A study does not bring
and will not bring any new infor-
mation into the State of Maine,
There is nothing that we don’t
know about Quoddy after thirty
years of its having been hung over
our head, almost like a carrot in
front of a donkey. Quoddy is still
feasible and Quoddy may still
come. Cross Rocks isn’t going to
add to the Quoddy dream. If
Quoddy comes at all, it is my per-
sonal belief that it will come as a
peaking power backup to a large
and efficient atomic energy plant
which will be producing within
the next decade in New England,
probably close to the output of the
Cross Rocks Project itself and
even closer perhaps to the Dickey
Project.

We can have Quoddy, but don’t
let anybody tell you that whatever
we are doing now is going to help
Quoddy. It isn’t going to do it.
Now the other thing is that since
they have tied the Allagash Wilder-
ness Waterway in with this study—
I am not as familiar with it as I
am with the Cross Rocks Project
but I did attend the hearing for a
good many hours and listened
carefully and it seems to me we
ought to remember that the Alla-
gash has been pretty well studied
too.
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The 100th Legislature set up a
study committee. The 101st Legis-
lature created the Authority.
That Authority was headed by the
Attorney General, the former At-
torney General Frank Hancock.
The present Authority is headed
by the present Attorney General
Richard Dubord. These two
gentlemen are both in favor of the
Allagash Wilderness Waterway. 1
know that there is a great deal of
emotion involved in any considera-
tion about the Allagash Wilderness
Waterway, but one of the things
that we must remember about the
Allagash Wilderness Waterway is
that it may well be that we have
to do something and do it fairly
soon.

I like to think that Maine people,
cutting across party lines and with
a great deal of good will, can solve
their own problems. I don’t like
to think that we have to run to
Washington for every thing that
seems to be g little bothersome to
us. I don’t think the Allagash
Wilderness Waterway is that kind
of a project where we need the
Federal Government to come in
and turn it into a Yellowstone
Park, Coney Island, or anything
else which the Federal Govern-
ment will do with it. You and I
can settle the Allagash Wilderness
Waterway with the good will of
the landowners and with the good
will of each other, to bring some-
thing about which will be worth-
while within the State of Maine.

Therefore I ask you, in your con-
sideration of this order, to realize
that number one, the order is de-
signed for delay, regardless of what
you hear, it is designed for delay.
And I think the delay serves only
the purpose of keeping Cross Rocks
alive. I think that if you will ask
the members of the Public Utilities
Committee who serve in the
House of Representatives and most
of the members of the Natural Re-
sources Committee who serve in
the House of Representatives, you
will find that they do not want the
Allagash flooded; and I think that
you will also find that most of them,
like me, think that the Allagash
Wilderness Waterway is the an-
swer to the problem as it exists for
us today.
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I hope that you will not adopt
this order and in order that there
may be a motion before the House,
I move that the order be indefi-
nitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House now is on the mo-
tion of the gentleman from York,
Mr. Erwin, that this order, Senate
Paper 591, be indefinitely post-
poned.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. SULLIVAN: Mr., Speaker
and Members of the House: I want
to congratulate that gentleman
from York, Mr. Erwin. I agree
with everything he said one hun-
dred percent. Some of those people
from New York, most of them, they
must be related to some of those
people down there in New York,
or greater New York, who would
try to sell some of us people from
Maine the Brooklyn Bridge. And
further, I think from what some of
them had to say at that hearing,
they must think the majority of
us are morons. So I go along one
hundred percent with Mr. Erwin.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Dix-
field, Mr. Eustis.

Mr. EUSTIS: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I can’t sit on my hands here and
let this thing go unchallenged. I
feel very deeply about this thing
and I am going to open this thing
up by saying this: I think this is
the most brazen piece of skuldug-
gery that was ever driven into this
House. As the gentleman from
York, Mr. Erwin, has said, we have
never seen this Cross Rocks situa-
tion at all. They are speaking about
delay now. They have used that
to cover up the Allagash which
in the natural course of events
should have gone through this
House long ago. I most heartily
concur with the sentiments that he
has expressed and I will back his
motion that he has already made.
These documents here, both of
them, are an insult to the intelli-
gence of this House. They are
doing the same thing with this
that they did with Prestile Stream.
They are trying to ram it down
our throats. They have knocked
us down and now they want to
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kick us in the ribs for falling
down. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lubec,
Mr. Pike.

Mr. PIKE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I agree to
a great extent with the speakers
up to date. I think that the Alla-
gash should be left in reasonably
natural condition. I think that our
Committee on Public Utilities
would have reported the Cross
Rock thing at least eight to two,
maybe nine to one, “ought not to
pass,” with good justice I believe.
I do have to differ somewhat. You
can see my name is on the ma-
jority report of the order on—it’s
probably a tactical or strategic dif-
ference. If we are going to get
Quoddy-Dickey, I put the two to-
gether, we are going to get it with
federal money. I am not terribly
scared of the Federal Government
coming in and helping on an Alla-
gash thing. As you will notice,
Senator Muskie put in a bill last
week, and I don’t know whether it
will pass or not and I haven’t seen
it, but apparently it was aimed to
cooperate the states preserving
wilderness areas. Now as you know,
I am Chairman of the Governor’s
Committee on Quoddy and the up-
per St. John. That means that my
soul is sold to Quoddy and has been
for thirty, forty years.

I'm a little bit used to delays.
I can’t help but have the feeling
that a delay of a year or two more
in Quoddy won't do any great
harm, if by leaving it in some more
or less status quo we can get the
Federal Government off of the
dime. Now I am not sure how that
is to the Allagash. Even in my
best years I wasn’t a white water
man myself, but I respect very
highly the feelings and the opinions
of those who feel very strongly
about the wilderness. We have
some problem in Washington
County keeping the wilderness out.
We have quite a lot of it to show.
Not many people care to look at
it, and we cannot compete with the
Allagash. But on the whole I came
to the conclusion that it would be
just as well to leave this thing in
status quo for a period.

Now I don’t believe that this
committee of ours or any other
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committee which heard the Cross
Rock thing presented as it was pre-
sented to us at extreme length,
would ever vote for it in anything
like its present form. I think I
agree almost thoroughly with the
gentleman from York, Mr. Erwin,
in his reactions toward the way it
was done; it was almost disgrace-
ful. And not that there weren’t
some very eminent people and
some very sincere people in there
and I am sure they wanted to get
the thing done, float the bonds,
get the contracts, make a lot of
money, which is a very desirable
thing. We just differ on this point.
I suppose it’s important. Two
years doesn’t seem very important
after forty years waiting for
Quoddy and I am not going to
argue very strongly about it. I
do feel that on the whole this order
probably ought to go through.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: It seems to me quite clear
what the problem here is. I am
sure that we all resent being as-
sumed to be donkeys by people
from out of state. I take it also
that the people out of state, par-
ticularly the people in the Federal
Government, are not going to be
fooled one whit if we procrastinate.
They will know perfectly well
what our feeling is when this ses-
sion is over, that we don’t want
Cross Rocks, and probably no
possible elective body ever to sit
here would buy it the way it is
presented.

They're certainly going to know
that. So ‘holding it over their
heads, so to speak, with the hope
that we will force the Federal
Government to aect on Quoddy-
Dickey, it seems fo me to be as
silly as these people were expect-
ing to come up here and sell us
this crazy scheme. And I for one
hope that we will be responsible
today and realize that we are not
going to be able to hold this over
the Federal Government’s head.
The thing to do with it is to give
it a burial right now and I don’t
even care whether it’s a decent
burial.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Augusta, Mr. Lund.

Mr. LUND: Mr, Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House: The gentleman
from York, Mr. Erwin, has very
adequately described the de-
ficiencies of the Cross Rock pro-
posal and I won’t go into that in
any greater detail except to men-
tion one thing. We all saw some
very lovely and very expensive
brochures illustrated in color
showing all the wonderful things
that were going to happen when
this lake was going to be built.
And I would point out to you that
as you look at those pictures, take
the Cross Rock bill out and look
at that and try and see where it
is in the bill that it says that the
Authority is going to do all those
lovely things. If you read the bill,
I think that you’ll find there is
nothing in the bill which requires
them to do any of those pretty
and attractive things and there’s
nothing which guarantees that the
things that are done will look as
they are illustrated in the picture.

So it seems to me that we
would do best by our duty in the
House here today, if we demon-
strate that the State of Maine
wants nothing to do with Cross
Rock even in terms of any further
consideration. It seems to be that
far from our concept of what we
should be doing with our wilder-
ness area in Maine, that we should
not even honor the proposal with
any further study. And as far as
the Allagash is concerned, this has
already had study aplenty. It has
been studied enough. As it has
already been stated, it was studied
two Legislatures ago. The last
Legislature constituted the Author-
ity and it seems to me that it is
up to this Legislature now to take
action. I would remind you mem-
bers of the House, that the Federal
Government in the person of the
Department of Interior has al-
ready started to make rumbling
noises that make it sound as if
in the event the State of Maine
does not take action, we can ex-
pect the Federal Government will.
I don’t think we want to have a
honky-tonk, candy wrapper para-
dise up there in the Allagash. I
think we want the kind of area
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that we have been considering in
the Allagash Waterway, and so I
hope that we will vote to in-
definitely postpone this order.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Sanford, Mr. Bernard.

Mr. BERNARD: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: We have
listened to the pros and cons on
this Allagash Waterway bill since
January 1 and I don’t think that
any more debate today will change
any member of the House the way
they are going to vote. So I would
like to move for previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Sanford, Mr. Bernard, now
moves the previous question. For
the Chair to entertain a motion
for the previous question, it must
have the consent of one-third of
the members present. All those
in favor of the motion for the
previous question will kindly rise
and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKE R: Obviously,
more than one-third having arisen
the previous question is in order.
The question before the House now
is, shall the main question be put?
This is debatable for no more than
five minutes by any one member
and the merits of the bill are not
debatable. Is the House ready for
the question? The question is,
shall the main question be put
now? All those in favor of the
main question being put now will
say aye; all those opposed will
say no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed,

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House now is on the
motion of the gentleman from
York, Mr. Erwin, that this order
be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. Kennedy of Milbridge re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Milbridge, Mr. Kennedy, re-
quests a division, All those in favor
of this order being indefinitely
postponed will kindly rise and re-
main standing until the monitors
have made and returned the
count.
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A division of the House was had.

Eighty-five having voted in the
affirmative and thirty-two having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Sanford, Mr. Bernard.

Mr. BERNARD: Mr. Speaker,
am I in order to move for a roll
call on this bill?

The SPEAKER: The vote has
been announced. The Chair will
inform the gentleman from San-
ford, Mr. Bernard, that if he so
desires a roll call, we have not
gone to the next order of business.
A roll call is in order if he so
desires it.

Thereupon, by unanimous con-
sent sent forthwith to the Senate.

Senate Reports of Committees
Divided Report
Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Natural Resources on Bill
“An Act Creating the Allagash
Wilderness Waterway’’ (S, P. 435)
(L. D, 1376) reporting same in a
new draft (S. P. 554) (L. D, 1556)
under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”
Report was signed by the fol-
lowing members:
Mr. DUNN of Kennebec
— of the Senate.
Messrs. SAHAGIAN of Belgrade
JEWELL of Monticello
EUSTIS of Dixfield
Mrs. HARVEY of Windham
Messrs. PALMER of Phillips
HAWKES of Standish
— of the House.
Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting ‘“Ought not to
pass’” on same Bill,
Report was signed by the fol-
lowing members:
Messrs. CAHILL of Somerset
MOORE of Washington
— of the Senate.
Mr. KNIGHT of Westbrook
— of the House.
Came from the Senate with the
Reports and Bill indefinitely post-
poned.
In the House: The Reports were
read.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr. Levesque,

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker,
I now move that this bill also be
indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr, Levesque,
now moves that this bill and its
accompanying papers be in-
definitely postponed,

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from York, Mr., Erwin.

Mr. ERWIN: Mr. Speaker, the
indefinite postponement of the
Allagash Wilderness Waterway bill
was part of the package, as I
understand it, of the order we
just indefinitely postponed a
few minutes ago. I am not going
to belabor this very hard, but I
merely want to reiterate to you
that the new draft coming out of
the committee with a seven to
three ‘“‘ought to pass’” report as I
understand it is a new draft either
by or with the approval of Attorney
General Dubord,

It’s a good bill and a good draft
and it shows that the State of
Maine has now come to that point
in its thinking where it’s time that
we did something about the Al-
lagash Wilderness for the
preservation of it. I have had a lot
of mail this session and so have
you and I have had no more mail,
except for some of the Sunday
Liquor bills, I have had no more
mail on any other subject than I
have from people urging the pas-
sage of the Allagash Wilderness
Waterway Act. And I ask for a
division on the motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Westbrook, Mr. Knight.

Mr. KNIGHT: Mr, Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I must rise in defense of being the
only House member who signed
the minority ‘‘Ought not to pass”
Report on this Allagash Authority.
The reason which I won’t go into
in too great detail because I realize
the fact that time is getting late,
but this was a hearing that lasted
approximately from two and a half
to five hours and the majority of
the people there at this hearing
left with us the impression that
this new draft, even this new draft
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was not sufficient in its extent of
taking in the Allagash Waterway.
Now for those of you who perhaps
are not familiar up there, I might
just add a little bit of what did
take place.

Now Baxter State Park and to
where the Allagash River Auth-
ority is to start is approximately
a twenty mile strip in here which
is Telos Lake and part of Chamber-
lain Lake. Under this draft the Al-
lagash Authority, the Allagash is
going to start in the middle of
Chamberlain Lake. Well, it was the
consensus of most everyone at this
hearing that if this was to pass
that the Allagash should start at
Baxter State Park, why leave out
this twenty mile strip of Telos
Lake and part of Chamberlain?
And this certainly makes sense to
me, why should this be left out?
And I feel quite certain that if this
Allagash property was to be put
into effeect that this certainly
should be included. Why should we
leave out this twenty mile strip?
It just doesn’t add up and it does-
n’t make sense to me. And of
Chamberlain? And this certainly
makes sense to me, why should
this be left out? And I feel quite
certain that if this Allagash prop-
erty was to be put into effect that
this certainly should be included.
Why should we leave out this
twenty mile strip? It just doesn’t
add up and it doesn’t make sense
to me. And furthermore, as far as
the new draft is concerned I am
not quite sure in my mind as to
just what this is going to cost us.
Now, the Attorney General, we re-
quested him to get some concrete
reports from the landowners up
there as to just what they would
do. We had many promises and I
certainly have no qualms as far as
the land owners or their represent-
atives are concerned about the
good will that they state that they
will do and contribute some of this
land, but at the same time, the let-
ters came back and the Great
Northern and International Paper,
their letters state that they will
lease this land for five years to
the state with no price stipulation
and with an option of five year re-
newal.

As far as the Pingree Heirs
Estate is concerned, and they are
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about ninety percent owners of this
land up through the Allagash, their
letter states that they will give the
state a five year lease with no
price included, with no option
whatsoever of renewal, This cer-
tainly, to me, doesn’t make sense
either, With no option of renewal
after a five year lease and they are
as I state, owners of ninety percent
of this land up through there, and
above and beyond this there are
other questions that have come up
and as far as I was concerned and
this is the reason I signed the mi-
nority “ought not to pass” report, I
am not convinced of many of the
things that are included here. One,
that the zoning—I might state this,
that the land area that is to be
taken in on this Allagash Riverway
is three hundred feet on each side.
This is the land that the state is
going to take over either through
purchase or donation. But for a
half a mile back on each side they
will control the cutting there. Well,
here are questions here that arise
so far as I am concerned. Does the
zoning concept that applies to
that strip of land along the River
where no cutting would be per-
mitted create a constitutional prob-
lem? I think it does.

Does it involve the taking of
property without compensation? I
think that does. Is the three hun-
dred foot strip along the River
too rigid and too narrow for the
protection of the waterway? Well,
I say yes. I think we need a wider
strip along this river. Is the back-
up strip too rigid and does it raise
some of the constitutional ques-
tions since cutting would be re-
stricted by the state without com-
pensation? Well, this I think it
might. Does the zoning approach
without compensation leave the
way open for future legal battles
over the authority of the state to
restrict and prohibit cutting in the
riverway area?

Is it wise to start the riverway at
the middle of Chamberlain Lake
rather than at the border of Bax-
ter Sate Park as proposed by the
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation? I
think this one certainly is worth
looking into.

So I am not at liberty at this
minute to make a statement be-
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yond that I believe that by the
newspapers tonight or tomorrow
there certainly will be some in-
formation as to the Governor’s
Advisory Council feeling in re-
gards to this Allagash. But this is
definitely why I am opposed to
this Allagash bill and I certainly
hope that the motion for indefi-
nite postponement does prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Phillips, Mr. Palmer.

Mr. PALMER: Mr. Speaker, my
good friend George Knight and I
traveled down many avenues in
search of answers to this Alla-
gash problem. There are many
questions that still remain to be
answered. They did not give us
satisfactory answers in our hear-
ings, nor to me are some of these
answers have they been made yet.
But I do feel that the question
here is if the State of Maine wants
the Allagash region and wants the
state to control it, that we have
got to go forward now before the
Federal Government does step in.
Not for many years probably after
the Allagash Riverway has been in
the state hands with all the ques-
tions to be answered, but I feel
that now is the time for us to start
to try to do something, even
though these questions still will be
with us for some years yet to come.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Augusta, Mr. Lund.

Mr. LUND: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It is in-
teresting to note one of the argu-
ments, about the only argument
so far which has been put forth
by the opponents to the Water-
ways Bill, through the remarks of
the gentleman from Westbrook,
Mr. Knight.

He says that because the area
proposed for the Allagash doesn’t
link up entirely with Baxter State
Park, he feels that it doesn’t
cover enough area and therefore
we should abandon the idea. I
would agree with him it would
be nice if this waterway would
link up with Baxter State Park.
I think it is desirable and I hope
that some day this may be accom-
plished, but the reason why it is
not included in the present draft
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of the bill is precisely the same
reason that Mr. XKnight raised
another question about and that
is a matter of cost. The ownership
is in more diverse hands and the
land is more highly developed
in the area close to Baxter State
Park and I think this is the reason
that for the time being the line
has been drawn where it is. But
it seems to me to be a hideous
mistake for us to make if we aban-
don action on this because we can’t
draw it perfectly at the present
time, If more area should be in-
cluded I would suggest to you that
more area can be added later on.

But it seems to me that nobody
can with a straight face suggest
it is going to be any easier to
acquire land two years from now
or four years from now than it is
today. Because the world is not
standing still, the people in the
country will not stand still and
wait for the Maine Legislature
to take action two years from now.
Roads will be built, timber will be
cut, camps will be built, land will
be developed; and every year that
we spend thinking and talking
about this is a year that will make
it more difficult to make this Alla-
gash Waterway a reality. So, I
hope that this indefinite postpone-
ment motion will be defeated.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman f{from
Dixfield, Mr. Eustis.

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House: L don’t propose
to debate this any longer. This
skulduggery that I referred to is
well illustrated here by the way
this thing has been crowded in
here today. I don’t think it’s the
time or the place or the atmos-
phere is in proper tune to debate
it any further, but I certainly will
fight any indefinite postponement
by any method I can devise which
won’t be many because I don’t
know too much about parliamen-
tary procedure. But, I ask you
sincerely to support me in defeat-
ing this indefinite postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Madawaska, Mr. Levesque.

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: It is certainly not my in-
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tent to belabor this question much
longer because this was gone into
two years ago, the ins and outs
of the creation of the Allagash
Wilderness Authority. But, I
probably am of the same opinion
as the gentleman from Lubec,
Mr. Pike, that had we gone along
with the study proposed before us
this afternoon and certainly the
delay in creating the Allagash Au-
thority or Cross Rock and also
the preservation of the wilderness
is not either going to make or
break anybody in this state. These
two things have been in the pic-
ture for years and years and it
certainly is my understanding that
before the/103rd Legislature meets,
that the 102nd in a special session
could probably take further order
by the order that was presented
before us.

Now, I fail to see the reasoning
of some of the members of the
House when they inquire if they
can be put on a committee that
is to further study the two proj-
ects proposed over there and make
their recommendations to the
House at a special session or a
regular session and then would
stand for the purpose of defeating
the order and then stand again for
the passage of a bill that the
order would take care of.

These actions I fail to see be-
cause I don’t think that the abso-
lute must that these bills must be
taken care of at this time or at
this session. The importance and
the magnitude of these bills war-
rant such a delay, and I call it a
delay, because I don’t think that
anybody in this State of Maine
would want to absolutely defeat
the purpose of these two docu-
ments before us this afternoon.
So, for this purpose it was my in-
tent and purpose to indefinitely
postpone this bill so that the order
that we had before us would serve
the purpose of delay as was men-
tioned by the gentleman from
York, Mr. Erwin, so that a further
study could be made and a prob-
ably more intelligent report could
be made for everyone of us here
to take positive, direct and imme-
diate action. I thank you.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Eagle
Lake, Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Being a representative

from Northern Aroostook, I also
hold the distinction of being the
representative for the Plantation
of Allagash. And as such I feel
that I represent the views of the
people I will be speaking for this
afternoon to some degree. To
some degree I can agree with
some of the things that the mem-
bers of the House have said this
afternoon, but I cannot agree with
everything that has been men-
tioned.

As most of you know, I have
never been a proponent of Cross
Rock nor do I plan to become one
in the near future. What is ap-
palling to me this afternoon is an
attempt to ram something down
the throats of Maine citizens.
What is the rush? Who is putting
on the bite? I do feel that we
need time to consider this thor-
oughly. We have had two years.
Do we need more? Probably we
do. I am not :a proponent of fed-
eral control of the Allagash. Cer-
tainly if the Federal Government
would have been interested in the
Allagash they could have taken
that area before this time. They
merely wish that something be
done with this. They have not
set a time limit. Do we have to?
The riverway is a tremendous
idea, but I would point out to the
gentleman from Augusta, Mr.
Lund, that roads have been built
in this area for over a century and
wood has been cut and it is con-
stantly being cut in the so-called
proposal or area that would in-
clude the Allagash Riverway.

Certainly we can wait. I don’t
usually agree with the editorials
put out by the Bangor Daily News,
but this is one time that I can
agree with what they say. I
would merely point out or attempt
to quote from what they are say-
ing and I am quoting from the
May 28th editorial which appeared
on your desk and I don’t know who
reproduced it for us but I will
quote: Too much is at stake to act
at the present time. Uncertainty
and controversy still cloud the
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over-all picture. Establishment of
an Allagash Riverway area by the
state would doom the proposed
Cross Rock plan. TUntil the legis-
lators know for sure that they
want this to happen, do they know
that the federal government may
or may not do anything about
Quoddy, Dickey and the Allagash?

In the last paragraph and I
quote: The best approach is an
interim study with the federal gov-
ernment taking no unilateral
action at this time. As we all
know, Senator Edmund S. Muskie
is a proponent of preserving the
Allagash and 1 agree whole-
heartedly with what he proposes,
but I would hope that the mem-
bers of this House would consider
what they are doing here this
afternoon very seriously. Because
if we enact this this afternoon,
there is no way back, and I would
certainly hope that you would keep
this in mind when you vote.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Mars
Hill, Mr. Dickinson.

Mr. DICKINSON: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I would
call your attention to the fact that
this area we are talking about
now is my second home, having
lived in that area so many years
doing a commercial bushflying
operation. The gentleman from
Eagle Lake, Mr, Martin, mentioned
that he represents the people
from Allagash., I would like to
point out that I know the people
who live along the banks of that
watershed quite well, having ac-
cepted their facilities a number
of times flying in in that area. I
believe that we have one of the
few remaining prize resources in
this Allagash region. And it seems
to me that time is of the essence.
Presently it is ours to have or not
to have. I think the history of that
area is one of most interesting,
perhaps as interesting as history
of any part of the state.

As many know, previous to the
hand digging of Telos Cut to
divert part of the water via
Webster Brook down in to the
Mattagaman watershed, all of the
water from Telos and Chamber-
lain came down the Allagash
through Locke Dam which is at
about the point of the proposed
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division on Chamberlain, under
this Allagash Wilderness bill.
Therefore I think that there is
justification for drawing a line
somewheres at about that point,
as it has been drawn. I would only
ask that you consider all of the
angles in this and help make the
best decision to retain this prize
possession for the State of Maine,
develop to the fullest extent for
the benefit of the state. I thank

you.
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Brewer, Mr. Libhart.

Mr. LIBHART: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I'd defer
to my elder if I didn’t think that
he was going to try to limit debate.
There is a very good reason for
starting at Locke Dam. If any of
you folks have been up in that
country you will know that it's
there. You can drive your brand
new 1965 automobile all the way
to the place you put your very
large eighteen foot boat in; even
though it is only two inches off
the ground, the roads are that
good these days. You can get up
there with no problem to Telos.
Once you get in Telos, if you want
to get up to Locke Dam you had
better have a high power outboard
or it will take you all day to get
there. I am sure that if you were
at Chamberlain this weekend you
would have seen a couple hundred
boats, probably more fishermen
than there were fish caught. You
can get to that area very easily
these days. The purpose of this
bill is to start where you no
longer can use your big boat, your
big outboard, and run the Alla-
gash. That is the simple reason
for it and I think it has been well
thought out.

The bill has been well thought
out. Some of the best legal minds
around have designed it. There
are constitutional problems. 1
don’t see any, they may be there,
but this has never bothered this
Legislature before. And I don’t
see why it should start now., 1
think the bill as a whole is a good
bill. I think the simple answer
though is that there is a rush.
You folks know as well as I do
there are people down in Washing-
ton just itching to get their hands
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on this area for federal conirol.
They want it and they want it now
and the slightest hesitation on the
part of this House, this Legisla-
ture is going to indicate to them
that we are going to sit on our
hands forever and they are going
to come in. And I for one, com-
paring state parks with federal
parks, very much favor the state
situation. It is something you and
I can control, something that you
and I can have something to say
about, something that our succes-
sors here in this House can have
something to say about. If we
don’t like the way it is being run,
we can change it. But you try to
change what they are doing down
in Washington. You know as well
as I do you can’t do it, a voice of
one crying in the wilderness. And
they are going to do what they
please.

A good example of this is what
they did on Mount Desert Island,
we have been trying for years
down there fo allow some deer
hunting and they didn’t want it
and instead of letting the local
people shoot a few deer down
there to kill the excess population
which are dying from starvation,
they sent their rangers in and let
them do the slaughtering, over
our objection. They don’t care
what we want up here, and they
won’'t care for the Allagash what
we want up here. But I say that
we should do it and if we don’t
do it now we are not going to do
it. Now, all kidding aside, this bill
is probably as well drawn as you
can find it. There is an urgency.
We have studied it. We are not
running headlong and foolhardy
into the thing. This bill has things
I don’t like, it has things that all
of us won’t like, but it’s a com-
promise. It is something we can
all live with., If we are going to
live with it, we have got to do
it now. I certainly hope that we
will defeat the motion for in-
definite postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair

recoghizes the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Healy.

Mr. HEALY: Mr., Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I don’t know when I have
been more confused than I seem
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to be right now. And as I look
around the House there are others
I think who are somewhat be-
fuddled. Therefore I move the
previous question,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr., Healy, now
moves the previous question. For
the Chair to entertain a motion
for the previous question it must
have the expressed consent of one-
third of the members present. All
those in favor of the previous
question at this time will kindly
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third having arisen, the
previous question is in order, The
question before the House now is
shall the main question be put,
which is a matter which is de-
batable and only debatable for
five minutes and the merits of the
bill are not debatable.

The question before the House
now is, shall the main question be
put now?

All those in favor of the main
question being put now will say
aye; all those opposed will say
no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed.

Mr. Eustis of Dixfield requested
a roll call.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Dixfield, Mr, Eustis, now
moves that when the vote is taken
that it be taken by the yeas and
nays which is on the motion of
the gentleman from Madawaska,
Mr. Levesque, that this bill and
its accompanying papers be in-
definitely postponed. All those in
favor of the vote being taken by
the yeas and nays will kindly rise
and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously, more
than one-fifth having arisen, a roll
call is in order,

Mr, Pendergast of Kennebunk-
port was excused from voting on
the grounds of conflict between
personal interests and duties as a
public servant,
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The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Mada-
waska, Mr. Levesque, that this
Bill ““An Act Creating the Allagash
Wilderness, Senate Paper 554, L.
D. 1556, and its accompanying
papers be indefinitely postponed.
If you are in favor of this bill and
its accompanying papers being in-
definitely postponed you will
answer yes when your name is
called; if you are opposed, you will
answer no, The Clerk will call the
roll,

ROLL CALL
YEA — Anderson of Orono;
Baldic, Beane, Bedard, Berman,

Bernard, Binnette, Bishop, Blouin,
Boissonneau, Bourgoin, Brennan,
Buck, Bussiere, Carroll,
Champagne, Cote, Cottrell, Crom-
mett, Curran, Danton, Drigotas,
Drouin, Dudley, Dumont, Edwards,
Faucher, Fecteau, Fortier, Fraser
of Mexico; Fraser of Rumford;
Gaudreau, Gauvin, Glazier,
Graham, Harvey of Bangor;
Harvey of Woolwich; Healy,
Hunter of Durham; Jordan, Keyte,
Knight, Laberge, Lebel, Lent,
Levesque, Lowery, Martin, Mills,

Mitchell, Nadeau, Palmer, Pitts,
Prince, Rackliff, Roy, Ruby,
Searles, Sullivan, Susi, Wheeler,

Wuori.

NAY — Anderson of Elisworth;
Avery, Baker of Orrington; Baker
of Winthrop; Benson of Mechanic
Falls; Benson of Southwest
Harbor; Berry, Birt, Bradstreet,
Bragdon, Brewer, Burwell, Carter,
Conley, Crosby, Cushing, Dickin-
son, Doyle, Dunn, Erwin, Eustis,
Evans, Farrington, Gifford, Gil-
bert, Gillan, Hammond, Harriman,
Harvey of Windham; Haugen,
Hawes, Hawkes, Haynes, Huber,
Hunter of Clinton; Jalbert, Jewell,
Katz, Kennedy, Lang, Lewis, Lib-

hart, Lincoln, Lund, Lycette,
Meisner, Millay, Mosher, Norton,
Payson, Peaslee, Pike, Poulin,

Richardson of Cumberland;
Richardson of Stonington; Roberts,
Ross of Bath; Ross of Brownville;
Sawyer, Scott, Starbird, Storm,
Truman, Waltz, Watts, White of
Guilford; Whittier, Wight of
Presque Isle; Wood, Young.
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ABSENT — Carswell, Cookson,
Cressey, D’Alfonso, Davis, Dostie,
Hanson of Gardiner; Hanson of
Lebanon; Hoy, Kilroy, Kittredge,

Lane, Littlefield, McKinnon,
Sahagian, Stoutamyer, Ward.

Yes, 62; No, 70; Absent, 1T;
Excused, 1.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
announce the vote. Sixty-two hav-
ing voted in the affirmative,
seventy having voted in the nega-
tive, seventeen being absent and
one excused, the motion to indef-
initely postpone does not prevail.

Thereupon, the Majority ‘‘Ought
to pass” Report was accepted in
non-concurrence and the New
Draft read twice.

Under suspension of the rules
the Bill was given its third reading,
passed to be engrossed and by
unanimous consent sent forthwith
to the Senate.

Divided Report
Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Public Utilities on Bill “An

Act Creating the State of Maine

Power Authority Act’” (S. P. 321)

(L, D. 1070) reporting that same

be referred to a Study Committee.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. LETOURNEAU of York
VIOLETTE of Aroostook
BOISVERT

of Androscoggin
— of the Senate.

Messrs. D’ALFONSO of Portland
SEARLES of Bangor
PIKE of Lubec
DOYLE of Caribou

— of the House.
Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting ‘“Ought not to
pass’’ on same Bill.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. ERWIN of York

SAWYER of Brunswick
— of the House.
Came from the Senate with the
Majority Report accepted and the
Bill referred to a Study Committee.
In the House: The Reports were
read.
Mr. Ross of Bath moved indefi-
nite postponement of the bill and
all of its accompanying papers.
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Mr, Levesque of Madawaska re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask a question from
any member who can answer it.
This paper comes from the Senate
with the majority report accepted
and the bill referred to a study
committee, What study commit-
tee?

The SPEAKER: That was the or-
der which has just been defeated.

Is the House ready for the ques-
tion? The question before the
House is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Bath, Mr. Ross, that
this bill and its accompanying pa-
pers be indefinitely postponed, a
division has been requested. All
those in favor of this bill and its
accompanying papers being in-
definitely postponed will kindly
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A division of the House was had.

Seventy-eight having voted in
the affirmative and forty-four hav-
ing voted in the neagtive, indefi-
nitely postponed in non-concur-
rence. By unanimous consent sent
forthwith to the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter
Resolve Appropriating Moneys to
Repair Runway of Rockland Air-
port (H, P. 120) (L. D. 144) which
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was passed to be engrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment
“A” as amended by House Amend-
ment “B” thereto, Senate Amend-
ment “B” and House Amendment
“A” in non-concurrence in the
House on June 1.

Came from the Senate with
House Amendment “B” to Senate
Amendment “A” indefinitely post-
poned, Senate Amendment “A” in-
definitely postponed, Senate
Amendment “B” indefinitely post-
poned, House Amendment “A” in-
definitely postponed and the Bill
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Senate Amendment “C” in non-
concurrence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair ree-
ognizes the gentleman from Au-
gusta, Mr. Katz.

Mr. KATZ: Mr. Speaker, as
nearly as I can make out the Sen-
ate Amendment just wraps all the
other amendments on which we
have voted favorably in one pack-
age. I move we recede and concur,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Katz, now moves
we recede from our former action
and concur with the Senate. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

On the motion of Mr. Levesque
of Madawaska,

Adjourned until nine-thirty
o’clock tomorrow morning.





