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HOUSE 

Tuesday, April 13, 1971 
The House met according to 

adjournment and was called to or
der by the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Roland 
Patenaude of Sanford. 

The members stood at attention 
during the singing of the National 
Anthem by a choral group from 
Morse High School in Bath. 

The journal of the previous ses
sion was read and approved. 

Order Out of Order 
Mr. Ault of Wayne presented the 

following Order and moved its 
passage: 

ORDERED. that Malanie Lanc
tot of Readfield be appointed to 
serve as Honorary Page for today. 

The Order was received out of 
order by unanimous consent, read 
and passed. 

Papers from the Senate 
From the Senate: The following 

Communication: (S. P. 542) 
MAINE STATE ARCHIVES 

April 6, 1971 
Honorable Kenneth M. Curtis 
Governor of State of Maine 
Members of the One Hundred 
Fifth Legislature of Maine 
Gentlemen: 

In compliance with Maine Re
vised Statutes Annotated, Title 27, 
Section 278, subsection 6, I have 
the honor to submit the 
accompanying report relating to 
the work and needs of the Office 
of State Archivist. 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) 

SAMUEL S. SILSBY, Jr. 
State Archivist 

Came from the Senate read and 
with accompanying Report ordered 
placed on file. 

In the House, the Communication 
was read and with accompanying 
Report ordered placed on file in 
concurrence. 

From the Senate: Bill "An Act 
relating to the Size Limit on Her
ring" (S. P. 540) (L. D. 1645) 

Came from the Senate referred 
to the Committee on Fisheries and 
Wildlife. 

In the House, referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries and Wild
life in concurrence. 

Reports of Committees 
Leave to Withdraw 

Report of the Committee cn 
Taxation on Bill "An Act relating 
to Current Use in the Assessment 
of Real Estate Taxation" (S. P. 
146) (L. D. 385) reporting Leave 
tc Withdraw. 

Came from the Senate read and 
accepted. 

In the House, the Report was 
read and accepted in concurrence. 

Ought to Pass 
Report of the Committee on 

County Government rep 0 r tin g 
"Ought to pass" on Bill "An Act 
to Authorize Cumberland County to 
Raise Money for a Bridge at 
Harpswell" (S. P. 172) (L. D. 524) 

Report of same Committee re
porting same on Bill "An Act 
Creating the Cumberland County 
Recreation Center" (S. P. 404) (L. 
D. 1221) 

Came from the Senate with the 
Reports read and accepted and the 
Bills passed to be engrossed. 

In the House, the Reports were 
read and accepted in concurrence, 
the Bills read twice and tomorrow 
assigned. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act relating to the Color 

of School Buses no Longer Used 
for School Purposes" (S. P. 210) 
(L. D. 643) which was passed to 
be engrossed as amended by Com
mittee Amendment "A" in non-con
currence in the House on April 8. 

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 
Committee Amendment "A" as 
amended by Senate Amendment 
"A" thereto, and asking for a Com
mittee of Conference with the 
following Conferees appointed on 
its part: 
Messrs. JOHNSON of Somerset 

GREELEY of Waldo 
KELLAM of Cumberland 

In the House: On motion of Mr. 
Lebel of Van Buren, the House 
voted to adhere. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act Providing for 

Mandatory Retirement for Teach
ers" (S. P. 305) (L. D. 899) on 
which the House voted to insist 
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on April 7 on its former action 
whereby the Bill was indefinitely 
postponed in non-concurrence on 
April 2. 

Came from the Senate with that 
body voting to further insist on its 
action whereby the Bill was passed 
to be engrossed as amended by 
Committee Amendment "A", and 
asking for a Committee of Con
ference with the following Con
ferees appointed on its part: 
Messrs. KATZ of Kennebec 

MINKOWSKY 
of Androscoggin 

CHICK of Kennebec 
In the House: 
The SPEAKER: The C h air 

recognizes the gentleman from 
Dixmont, Mr. Millett. 

Mr. MILLETT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I don't 
think I will make a motion on this, 
but I would just like to call to 
your attention that this is a bill 
which we debated at length about 
two weeks ago. We were in non
concurrence by accepting the 
"Ought not to pass" Report. We 
later moved to insist and not join 
in a Committee of Conference. 

If I felt that a Committee of 
Conference would do any good on 
this issue I would certainly move 
to insist and ask for a Committee 
of Conference to join with the other 
body. However, I seriously doubt 
that it would accomplish anything 
and I would leave the motion to 
those who feel more strongly about 
this issue than I do. 

Whereupon, on motion of Mr. 
Jalbert of Lewiston, the House 
voted to adhere. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act Authorizing Emer

gency Closing of Financial Insti
tutions" (H. P. 1239) (L. D. 1525) 
which was passed to be engrossed 
in the House on April 1. 

Came from the Senate passed to 
be engrossed as amended by Sen
ate Amendment "A" in non-con
currence. 

In the House: The House voted 
to recede and concur. 

Messages and Documents 
The following Communication: 

THE SENATE OF MAINE 
Augusta, Maine 

April 9, 1971 

Honorable Bertha W. Johnson 
Clerk of the House 
105th Legislature 
Dear Madam Clerk: 

The President has appointed the 
following members of the Senate 
to the Committee of Conference on 
the disagreeing action of the two 
branches of the Legislature on Bill, 
"An Act Relating to Reimburse
ments for Professional Credits of 
Teachers" (H. P. 1220) (L. D. 
1411) : 

KATZ of Kennebec 
CHICK of Kennebec 
MINKOWSKY 

(Signed) 

of Androscogg'in 
Respectfully, 

HARRY N. STARBRANCH 
Secretary of the Senate 

The Communication was read 
and ordered placed on file. 

Petitions, Bills and Resolves 
Requiring Reference 

The following Bill, approved by 
a majority of the Committee on 
Reference of Bills for appearance 
on House Calendar, was received 
and referred to the following Com
mittee: 
Health and Institutional Services 

Bill "An Act relating to Testing 
of Private Water Supplies by 
Department of Health and Welfare 
(H. P. 1264) (Presented by Mr. 
Millett of Dixmont) 

<Ordered Printed) 
Sent up for concurrence. 

Orders 
Mr. Donaghy of Lubec presented 

the following J oint Order and 
moved its passage: 

WHEREAS, the State of Maine 
depends greatly upon the activity 
and movement of. its maritime 
industry; 

WHEREAS, the laws governing 
the movement of vessels along the 
Maine coastline do not reflect the 
many developments and changes 
in our maritime industry; and 

WHEREAS, in the case of Casco 
Bay alone, the volume of traffic 
has increased at the rate of 15 
per cent per year; and 

WHEREAS, the entire Maine 
coastline is becoming increasingly 
exposed to the movement of large 
tankers, freighters and other ves
sels; and 
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WHEREAS, the laws relating to 
the movement of such vessels in 
the coastal waters, bays, harbors 
and ports of the State of Maine 
must be related to the preservatiOin 
of Dur environment; now, there
fore, be it 

ORDERED, the Senate concur
ring, that the Legislative Research 
Committee be directed to study 
and review the maritime laws of 
this State with a view toward mak
ing such revisions and amendments 
as they deem necessary for greater 
environmental prDtection. S u c h 
study shall alsD include, but not 
be limited to', reviewing the private 
and special laws Df 1917, chapter 
192, as amended, and the laws 
relating tD the Board of HarbDr 
Commissioners fDr the Port OIf 
PDrtland, the Maine Port Authority 
and other maritime and traffic 
associatiDns along the Maine Coast 
and their authority, duties and 
jurisdictiDn; and be it further 

ORDERED, that the Department 
of Sea and Shore Fisheries, the 
Maine Port Authority, the BDard 
of Harbor Commissioners for the 
Harbor of Portland and the En
vironmental Improvement Com
missiDn be directed tD provide the 
committee with such technical ad
vice and other assistance as the 
committee deems necessary to 
carry out the purposes Df this 
Order; and be it further 

ORDERED. that the cDmmittee 
report the result of such study, 
together with its recommendations 
and any necessary legislation, to 
the . next regular sessiO'n of the 
Legislature; and be it further 

ORDERED, upon final passage 
of this JDint Order, that copies be 
distributed to the said Department 
of Sea and Shore Fisheries, Maine 
Port Authority, Board O'f HarbDr 
Commissioners for the Harbor of 
Portland and Environmental Im
proyement Commission, as notice 
of the pending study. (H. P. 1266) 

The Joint Order received passage 
and was sent up for concurrence. 

Mr. Stillings of Berwick moved 
that the House reconsider its action 
of Friday, April 9, whereby the 
House voted to adhere on Bill "An 
Act relating to Age Limit for Motor 
Vehicle Operator Licenses." (S. P. 
4) (L. D. 18). 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Berwick, Mr. Stillings moves 
that the House reconsider its action 
Df April 9 whereby it voted to ad
here. Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

(Cry of "No") 
The Chair will Drder a vote. All 

in favor of reconsideration will 
vDte yes; thDse opposed will vDte 
no. 

A vote Df the House was taken. 
75 having voted in the affirma

tive and 38 having vDted in the 
negative, the motiOin did prevail. 

Whereupon, on further motion of 
Mr. Stillings of Berwick, the House 
voted to ins1ist and join the Com
mittee of Conference. 

House Reports of Committees 
Ought Not to Pass 

Mr. Bunker from the Committee 
on Fisheries and Wildlife reported 
"Ought not to pass" on Bill "An 
Act to Limit the Number of Boats 
for Lobster and Crab License" (H. 
P. 845) (L. D. 1156) 

Mr. Ault from the Committee OIn 
Natural Resources reported same 
O'n Bill "An Act Red e fin in g 
Development under the Environ
mental ImprDvement Commission" 
<H. P. 718) (L. D. 963) 

In accordance with Joint Rule 
17-A, were placed in the legislative 
file and sent to the Senate. 

Leave to Withdraw 
Mr. Bunker from the Committee 

Dn Fisheries and Wildlife on Bill 
"An Act relating to the Taking of 
Shrimp in Frenchmans Bay" (H. 
P. 556) (L. D. 732) reported Leave 
to Withdraw. 

Mr. Lewin frD'm same Committee 
reported same Dn Bill "An Act 
relating to Licenses for Hunting 
Deer with Bow and Arrow" (H. 
P. 986) (L. D. 1348) 

Mr. Norris frDm the Committee 
on Legal Affairs reported same OIn 
Bill "An Act to Repeal the Birch 
Point Village Corporation" (H. P. 
969) (L. D. 1329) 

Mr. Hardy from the Committee 
on Natural Resources reported 
same on Bill "An Act Reclassifying 
Prestile Stream" (H. P. 77) (L. 
D. 117) 

Mrs. KilrDY from same CO'm
mittee reported same Dn Bill "An 
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Act to Regulate Deposit of Forest 
Products in Waters of the State" 
(H. P. 430) (L. D. 564) 

Mr. Porter from the Committee 
on Fisheries and Wildlife on Bill 
"An Act relating to the Wearing 
of Fluorescent Clothing W hen 
Hunting" (H. P. 1) (L. D. 1) re
ported Leave to Withdraw as 
covered by other legislation. 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Referred to the l06th Legislature 
Tabled and Assigned 

Mr. Kelley from the Committee 
on Labor on Bill "An Act Creating 
the Maine Health Care Facilities 
Labor Relations Act" (H. P. 746) 
(L. D. 967) reported that it be re
ferred to the 106th Legislature. 

Report was read. 
The SPEAKER: The C h air 

recognizes the gentleman from 
Machias, Mr. Kelley. 

Mr. KELLEY: Mr. Speaker, the 
joint resolution is being prepared 
relative to this item and I would 
appreciate it if someone would 
table it for one legislative day. 

Whereupon. on motion of Mr. 
Ross of Bath, tabled pending 
acceptance of Report and specially 
assigned for Thursday, April 15. 

Ought to Pass in New Draft 
New Draft Printed 

Mr. Marsh from the Committee 
on Public Utilities on Bill "An Act 
to Create the Orono-Veazie Water 
District" (H. P. 823) (L. D. 1097) 
reported same in a new draft (H. 
P. 1265) (L. D. 1665) under s,ame 
title and that it "Ought to pass" 

Report was read and accepted, 
the New Draft read twice and 
tomorrow assigned. 

Ought to Pass 
Printed Bills 

Mr. Lynch from the Committee 
on Education reported "Ought to 
pass" on Bill "An AClt Increasing 
the Debt Limit of the Town of Wis
casset School District" (H. P. 1221) 
(L. D. 1434) 

Mr. Kelley from the Committee 
on Fisheries and Wildlife reported 
same on Bill "An Act Prohibiting 
Use of Motor Vehicles on Frozen 
Surface of Part of Sasanoa River 
(H. P. 843) (L. D. 1155) 

Mr. Crosby from the Committee 
on Legal Affairs reported same on 
Bill "An Act relating to' the Change 
of Name of the Old Cemetery Asso
ciation" (H. P. 999) (L. D. 1361) 

Mr. Curtis from same Committee 
reported same on Bill "An Act to 
Amend the Birch Point Village 
Corporation" (H. P. :)42) (L. D. 
1301) 

Mr. Fecteau from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
to Reimburs.e Donald H. Young of 
Portland for Damage to Property 
by Escapee from Boys Training 
Center (H. P. 1032) (L. D. 1423) 

Reports were read and accepted, 
the Bills read twice, Resolve read 
once, and tomorrow assigned. 

Ought to Pass with 
Committee Amendment 

Mrs. Cummings from the Com
mittee on Health 'and InsoiituUonal 
Services on Bill "An Act rela,tlling 
to Re~giO'nal Facility for Mentally 
Retarded Children in Aroostook 
County" (H. P. 487) (L. D. 628) 
reported "Ought to pass" as 
amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (H-129) submitted there
with. 

Mr. Lebel from the Committee 
on Transportation on Bill "An Act 
relalting to Elderly Persons' Ex
aminations for Motor Vehicle Op
erators' Licenses" (H. P. 442) (L. 
D. 577) reported "Ought to pas,s" 
as amended by Committee Amend~ 
ment "A" (H-130) submitted there
with. 

RepoI'ts were read and accepted 
and the Bills read twice. Commit
tee Amendment "A" to e.ach was 
read by the Clerk ana adopted, 
and tomorrow ass,1gned for third 
reading of the Bills. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on TaxatiO'n reporting "Ought 
not to pass" on Bill "An Act re
lating to Exemptions from T,axa
tion of Institutions and Organiz'a. 
tions" (H. P. 950) (L. D. 1309) 

Report was signed by the fol. 
lowing members: 
Mess'rs. WYMAN of Washington 

HICHENS of York 
FORTIER O'f OxfoI'd 

- of the Senate. 
Messrs. ROSS of Bath 
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FINEMORE 
of Bridgewater 

MORRELL of Brunswick 
COLLINS of Caribou 
TRASK of Milo 
CYR of Madawaska 
DRIGOTAS of Auburn 
DAM of Skowhegan 

- of the House. 
Minority Report of same Com

mittee reporting "Ought to pass" 
on same Bill. 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Messrs. COTTRELL of Portland 

McCLOSKEY of Bangor 
-of the Housle. 

Reports were read. 
On motion of Mr. Ros's of Bath, 

the Majority "Ought not to pass" 
Report was accepted and sent up 
for concurrence. 

Passed to Be Engrossed 
Bill "An Act Appropriating 

Funds fo,r Comprehensive State
wide Planning and Services fo,r the 
Developmentally Disabled" (H. P. 
5641 IL. D. 7401 

Bill "An Act relating ,to Appeals 
on Questions of Law in Criminal 
Cases" m. P. 885) (L. D. 1206) 

Bill "An Act relating to Juris
diction of Municipal Poliice Officers 
in Fresh Pursuit" (H. P. 887) (L. 
D. 1208. 

Bill "An Act Increasing Com
pensation for Members of the 
state Board of Barbers" (H. P. 
907 J (L. D. 1251) 

Bill "An Act relating to Educa
tional Programs for Optometrists" 
m. P. 936) (L. D. 1290) 

Were reported by the Co,mmit
tee on Bills in the Thilrd Reading, 
read the third Ume, pas's'ed to be 
engrossed and sent to the Senate. 

Amended Bill 
Bill "An Act to Clarify the Sea 

and S,hore Fisheries Laws" (H. P. 
1471 (L. D, 202) 

VI' as reported by the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Reading, read 
the third time, passed to, be en,. 
grossed as amended by Commit
tee Amendment "A" and sent to 
the Senate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Measure 

An Act Making Additional Ap
propriations for the Expenditures 

of State Government and! for Oth
er Purposes for the Fisc,al Year 
Ending June 30, 1971 (H. P. 1217) 
(L, D. 14(8) 

Wa·s reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills as truly and 
strictly engrossed. This being an 
emergency measure and a two
thirds vote of all the members 
elected to the House being neces
sary, a tvtal was taken. 126 voted 
in favor of siame and none laglainst, 
and accordiJngly the Bill was 
passed to be enacted, signed by 
the Speaker and sent to ,the Sen
ate. 

Finally Passed 
Constitutional Amendment 

Resolution Proposing an Amend
ment to the Cons,titution to Pro
vide a Shorter Time for Estlab
lishing Voting Reslidenee (H. P. 
5251 (L. D. 687) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed BilLs as truly and 
strictly engrossed. This being a 
Constitutional Amendment and a 
two-thirds vote of the Hous·e be
ing necessary, a total was tlaken. 
104 voted in favor of same 'and 10 
against, and acC'ordingly the Res'o
lution was fimilly palssed, signed 
by the Speaker and sent to, the 
Senate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act Increasing Compensa,tion 

of Members of the Maine Insurance 
Advisory Board (S. P. 131) (L. D. 
343) 

An Act to Create the Maine 
Historic Preservation Commission 
(S. P. 159) (L. D. 428) 

An Act Increasing Fees of WH
nesses in the Courts ,and Relating 
to Expert Witness Fees as Court 
Costs (S. P. 228) (L. D. 674) 

An Act relating to Proof of 
Financial Responsibility under Fi
nancia,l Responsibility Law (S. P. 
402) (L. D. 1176) 

An Act relating to Return of 
Deposit for Security under Fi
nancial Responsibility Law (S. P. 
403) (L. D. 1177) 

An Act relating to Disturbing 
Schiools (S. P. 530) (L. D. 1547) 

An Act to Allow Electric Utilities 
to Participalte in the Construction 
of Certain Utility Facilities (S. P. 
518) (L. D, 1403) 
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An Ac,t relating to Criminal 
Trespass in Buildings and on 
Premises (S. P. 532) (L. D. 1568) 

An Act relating to' Open Season 
O'n Fisher (S. P. 535), (L. D. 1579) 

Were reported by the Committee 
O'n Engrossed Bills 'as Itrulyand 
strictly engrossed, passed to be 
enacted, signed by the Speaker 
and sent to the Senate. 

An Act Removing ToUs from 
Bangor-Brewer Bridge (H. P. 16) 
(L. D. 25) 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recO'gnizes the gentLeman from 
Ellsworth, Mr. McNally. 

Mr. McNALLY: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I at
tended ,a hearing whereby a bill 
was submitted to dip into the 
dedicated revenue of the Highway 
Oammission and in the explanatian 
of ,the bill I sO'rt of felt that the 
sponsar of it took us to due be
cause we don't discuss the deeds 
of the Hiighways like we discuss 
the needs af the 'schools, the needs 
of HeaLth 'and Welfare, and ,all the 
other departments that come under 
the Genera,l Fund. 

Naw I have noticed in reading 
the papers over the weekend that 
there are many many people in 
the State of Mainethalt don't 
realize that Highway revenue does 
not come out of the General Fund. 
There was a letter in a paper just 
over the weekend where it s'aid, 
",and monies for highways would 
increase the taxes" and so forth; 
and the gentleman when he wrote 
it I knO'w felt that it didn't Ciame 
out of use taxes, lit didn't cO'me 
out of 1jhe people who used the 
roads, and Ithereare many others 
'that you will see in it. 

Now I just want to call to the 
attention O'f the Legislature of whalt 
ylau are gDing to see more and 
more in the future. This ,last Mon
day, which was yesterday, the 
Transpol'tation Committee made a 
visit to Perry, Maine ona road 
which is the magnificent length 
of forty-nine hundredths of a mile 
long. And the bid on it, :the lowest 
bid is $357,000 approximately. That 

is a little O'ver half 'a million dol
lars a mile for a little piece of 
road on Roulte 1. 

Now in that you see, as well as 
the road tha,t has just been award
ed up toward Woadland, you will 
see prices such as $1.80 for borrow, 
which is just plain dil1t fill taken 
fl10m the nearest 10catiO'n PO'ssible. 
It was only a short while ago that 
it was preposterous to even get up 
to a dollar, but they bid $1.80 on 
this particula.r job. You s'ee $8.50 
excava,tion prices and you see $4.50 
in the one farther north frO'm it 
th,at has just been awarded. You 
see excavation of structures, which 
is generally for a culvert, $20.00 
a yard. 

Now ,those are prices that would 
more nearly g'O along with some 
building project instead of out in 
the road where you can blast in
discriminately at times, because 
there would be nobO'dy around to 
bother you with the loading that 
you needed on your ledge. And by 
the way, speaking 'Of <the ledge, you 
have a price of $8.50 a yard to 
remove it. Back when they first 
started the turnpikes and the other 
toll r:}ads and the roads that we 
have, the iruterstates, you had un
cla'ssified excavation at $2.70, and 
tha,t was an enormous pcrice. Now 
you are getting $8.50. 

I am not gOing to make any 
motion against the tolls of thi,s 
bridge. I just simply want to open 
it up so that YO'U folks can say 
that at least one membe'r of the 
Legislature is trying to show to 
you folks that you can't take away 
from the dedicated revenue, which 
is being paid for by the users 
of the roads and the bridges, and 
expect to have as much roads or 
as much bridges by the way that 
prices are rapidly rising, and hav
ing to be quoted astronomically a 
price in order to' dO' the work. 

Every time that yau cut out 
something, whether it be a tO'll 
on a bridge 0'1' whether it be el1m
mating any taxes that are us'e 
taxes, in the gasoline line or any
whel'e else, you are just cutting 
down the amount of roads you 
are gaing to have. It is the only 
way that we have to transport 
most all af our freight. It is the 
only way that we have to trans
POrt passengers except by the air. 
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I hope that you folks will think 
this over as bills come in to you 
for the highway, becauS'e prices are 
way high and lam afraid the day 
is coming when my antiquated 
thinking of going into tolls is go
ing to have to come. 

The SPEAKER: The Chak rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from Or
rington, Mrs. Baker. 

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker aIlJd 
Members of the House: This is not 
an appropriate time to add to the 
burden of the debt retirement and 
interest payments on the Bangor
Brewer bridge, adding it to the 
highway financing problem. Ap
proximately $157,000 would be re· 
qu1red during the 1972 and '73 bi
ennium alone to meet these obliga
tIons. Over $2,200,000 of General 
Highway Fund revenues would be 
required to meet the total bond 
retirement and interest obligations 
during the neXit 'several years if 
the tolls are removed. 

By voting for ,removal of the 
tolls I feel you would be voting 
in effect for a two cent increasle 
in the gasoline tax, and I move 
the indefinite pos1tponement of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ban
gor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I don't know where Mrs. 
Baker got those figures this morn
ing but I certainly don't .agree 
with them. About $157,000 fO'r the 
next two years, I don't believe that 
is correct. And I can't g·ee where 
if we remove the tolls that we 
would be asking for another two 
cents on the gas tax, which gen
erates millions of dollars, in es
sence, of very few thous·ands O'f 
dollars. There was 109 of you peo
ple in this House a couple of weeks 
ago who vote'd with me; I hope 
you stick with me ,this morning. 

The committee report on High
ways came out ten to three that 
this should pass. As I said before 
and I hate to belabor the issue, 
I think the people of my area 
more or less have met their obliga
tions on this bridge; they have 
been paying them for 18 years, 
and I am not unaware that the 
fund, the Highway money, it 
doesn't co,me out of the General 

Fund. It comes out of dedkated 
revenue. I am well 'aware of that, 
and I am quite sure that moSlt 
of the people of the State of Maine 
are well aware of it. 

Mr. McNally talked about buHdI
ing roads; well, we are IlJot talk
ing a bout roads this morning, we 
are talking about a bridge, and 
a bridge that has been in existence 
s'ince 1954. There have been a 
number of bridges that have had 
tolls on them and they have had 
them removed with 'a subsltantiail. 
amount of monies owed on them, 
and we have continually built 
bridges with no tolls on them. 

So are we any different in fue 
Bangor-Brewer area of Penoos'cot 
County than anywhere else in the 
state? We certainly are not. I 
hope rtha,t you people will just 
stay with me this morning on this 
particular issue. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Van 
Buren, Mr. Lebel. 

Mr. LEBEL: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I am one of thos,e who 
voted "ought not to pass." This 
bridge is bringing a lot of money 
in. If we pass this bill this means 
that we will have ,to find money 
to pay $50,.000 every year for the 
next 34 years from some other 
sources, and to pay $3.0,0.0.0 in
terest this year, and last year the 
revenue that we had out of it pa~d 
for the bond for $50,.000, $40,000 
back to the sitate that we had al
ready borrowed, and 30 and some 
odd thousand in interest. 

I do hope that this bill does not 
pass and when the vote is taken 
I would ask for a roll call. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from E,ast
port, Mr. Mills. 

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: That piece of rO'ad that 
Representative McNally talked to 
you about is in my distirct. I 
spent eight years trying to get 
that death trap on Route 1 rebuilt. 
Now as far as that is concerned I 
don't know how this enters into the 
BangO'r-Brewer bridge district, ,and 
as far as the Bango,r-Brewer dis
trict is concerned on ,that bridge 
we of the eastern end of the state 
are the ones that are paying the 
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biggest part of the toll going 
across there. 

At the present time, checking 
up in my own territory in East
port since the fire, I have a total 
of 33% unemployed in a popula
tion of 1987 in Eastport alone. I 
think that the eastern end of this 
state is entitled to some relief and 
I am opposed to the indefinite 
postponement of this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from East
port, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I hope 
that we don't belabor this too long, 
We have already discussed the 
issue in favor of the bridge, the 
toll being taken off. I want to 
say that I was one of ten men that 
signed it "ought to pass." I dis
agree with the statement made 
that it is making money, because 
this bridge isn't making money. 
This is one of the reasons why 
I thought that the toll should be 
taken off. As a matter of fact, 
the toll when the bridge was built 
was agreed at ten cents, and it 
wouldn't break even hardly at 
ten cents sO just recently they had 
to raise the toll to fifteen cents 
to make the bridge break even. 

This doesn't create any great 
strain on the Highway Depart
ment because it is a small bond 
that they payoff each year and it 
will be dragged' over some time 
and will hardly be noticed in the 
80 million or so dollars that they 
take in, and this will probably 
amount to 30 to 40 thousand dol
lars to payoff the bond, and I 
don't think it will be anything that 
will bother a great deal and I don't 
think that we need the diJsltinction 
in Penobscot County of having the 
only toll bridge in the 'State. I 
don't think it is right, unless we 
are going into the concept of tolls, 
to have just one; if we are going 
to have tolls we should have many 
of them, not just one. 

I think that these people have 
met their obligation there in the 
area. They have paid a good part 
of it and they didn't anticipate 
the toll being raised, some of these 
things; so I hope that we go along 
this morning as we have in the 

past and pass this bill to be en
acted. 

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

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: To clear up a couple of 
points which I think have been 
made here and I think should be 
corrected, the comment was made 
as to the cost of payments on the 
Bangor-Brewer bridge in the next 
biennium; and this point was 
doubted. To take the financial re
port, put out by the State Con
troller, it indicates a cost of amor
tization of $50,000 each year with 
an interest figure of $31,000 in 
1969 and $30,000 in 1970, which 
gives you a cost of slightly in 
excess of $160,OGO, and the interest 
costs will be coming down. The 
figure that is quoted is I would 
say absolutely right. 

I think the other point that does 
come to my mind is why were the 
tolls taken off the other two bridges 
in the State of Maine. Jonesport 
bridge, the tolls were taken off 
because it was never self-sustaining 
from the time it was started. I 
think that it should have been rec
ognized by the legislature at that 
time that the possibility of build
ing this bridge and funding it 
through tolls was impossible be
cause thc traffic count was not 
high enough. 

The Augusta bridge was pretty 
near paid for at the time the tolls 
were taken off, and the point that 
happened there is that when the 
interstate was built on the west 
side of the Kennebec River, eom
ing down the west side of the Ken
nebee River, it stopped all the 
tolls from people travelling across 
state. Traffic was reduced on the 
bridge so that it reached the point 
of diminishing returns, so it phased 
itself out as far as income was 
concerned. 

Now the Highway Department is 
faced with the obligation of con
tributing to the cost of any bond 
amortization if the revenue from 
the toll bridge does not come up 
to sustaining it. In the case of the 
Augusta bridge this was what was 
happening, that the Highway De. 
partment was having to come up 
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with the balance of the revenue tD 
take care 'Of the costs 'Of maintain
ing and paying off the bridge. SD 
it was felt at that time that it 
wDuld be a much wiser decisiDn tD 
remDve the tDlls rather than tD 
subject the Highway CommissiDn 
tD additional cost. 

As far as the BangDr-Brewer 
bridge is cDncerned, it is well sel£
sustaining. The local people trav
elling 'Over it are still using it, still 
paying the same cost in that they 
are still being able to purchase 
strips of tickets and at the same 
CDst, as I remember, from what it 
stlarted at. The fee has gone up for 
the single person and these are 
the people who are not travelling 
a great deal of the time over 
there; in other words, as a general 
rule they are not the local people. 

It doesn't seem practical at this 
time, with all the impact on the 
Highway Fund, to subject them to 
another $80,000 or $85,000 a year 
of additional costs; and I would 
hope that the motion for indefinite 
postponement dDes prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Brew
er, Mr. Norris. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: As Brody 
said befor,e he jumped, I am not 
going to belabor this much long
er. But our good friend from East 
Millinocket I am sure is in favor 
of bridges across Lincoln and 
bridges in South Portland and 
bridges in Lewiston, and bridges 
all O'v'er. Our people 'are tired of 
paying the tolls. Now the people 
that work there have made a val
iant fight. The contractors in the 
state have made a valiant fight, 
representing the Highway Depart
ment, because naturally they don't 
want any monies to be taken away 
when they can use it to spend to 
buHd more roads. 

SO' I hope that you stick with us 
this morning, vote against the in
definite postponement, and help us 
enact this bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Van 
Buren, Mr. Lebel. 

Mr. LEBEL: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the Home: I have 
here a copy of all the money that 
was taken since the bridge was 
built and the money that was 

slpent, and if somebody would like 
to, table this fDr twO' more days I 
will have a copy of this put on all 
your desks, if you want to check 
on it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentlewoman from Orrington, Mrs. 
Baker, that An Act Removing 
Tolls from Bangor-Brawer Bridge, 
House Paper 16, L. D. 25, be in
definitely postponed. 

The yeais, and nays have been 
requested. For the Chair to order 
a roll call it must have the ex
pressed desire of one fifth of the 
members present and voting. All 
members desiring a roU call vote 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than 'One fifth of the 
members present having expressed 
a desJre fora roll call, a roll call 
was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentlewoman fTOm Orrington, Mrs. 
Baker, that this Bill be indefinitely 
postponed. If you 'are in favor of 
indefinite postponement you will 
vote yes; if you are opposed you 
will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Bailey, Baker, Barnes, 

Bartlett, Berry, G. W.; Berry, P. 
P.; Birt, Bragdon, Brown, CrDsby, 
Dam, Gauthier, Hardy, Hewes, 
Lawry, Lebel, Lee, Lincoln, Marsh, 
McCormick, McNally, MOisher, 
Page, Payson, Porter, Ross, Scott, 
Shaw, Smith, E. H.; Susi, White, 
Willilams, Woodbury. 

NAY - Albert, Ault, BedaTd, 
Bernier, Berube, Binnette, Bither, 
Boudreau, BourgDin, Brawn, Bunk
er, Bus,tin, Call, Carey, Carrier, 
Churchill, Clark, Clemente, Col
lins, Conley, Cooney, Cote, Cot. 
trell, Cummings, Curran, Curtis, 
A. P.; Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Cyr, Don
aghy, Dow, Doyle, Drigotas, Dud
ley, Emery, D. F.; Emery, E. M.; 
Evans, Farrington, Fecteau, Fine
more, Fraser, Gagnon, Genest, 
Gill, GDDd, Goodwin, HaH, Han
cDck, Haskell, Hawkens, Hayes, 
Henley, Herrick, Hodgdon, Im
mDnen, Jalbert, Jutras, KelleheT, 
Kelley, P. S.; Kelley, R. P.; Key
te, Kilroy, Le'3sard, Lewin, Lewis, 
Littlefield, Lizotte, Lucas, Lund, 
Lynch, MacLeod, Maddox, Ma-
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hany, Manchester, MarstaHer, 
Martin, McKinnon, McTeague, 
MiUett, Mills, Morrell, Murray, 
Norris, O'Brien, Orestis, Parks, 
Pontbdand, Pratt, Rand, Rochel
eau, Rollins, Santoro, Shute, Simp
son, L. E.; Simpson, T. R.; Slane, 
Stillings, Tanguay, Theriault, Tyn
dale, Vincent, Webber, Wheeler, 
Whitson, Wight, Wood, M. W.; 
Wood, M. E. 

ABSENT -Ca,rter, Dyar, Fauch
er, Hanson, Kelley, K. F.; Mc
C~oskey, Sheltra', Silverman, Smtth, 
D. M.; Stacrbiiro, Trask. 

Yels, 33; No, 106; Absent, 1l. 
The SPEAKER: Thirty-three 

having voted in the 'affirmative 
and one hundred six in the nega
tive, with eleven being absent, the 
motion does not prevail. 

Thereupon, the Bill was passed 
to be enacted, signed by the Speak
er and sent to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Brew
er, Mr. Norris. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, I now 
move that we reconsider our action 
whereby we passed this bill to be 
enaC'ted and I hope you will all 
vote against me. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Brewer, Mr. Norris moves 
that the House reconsider its ac
tion whereby this Bill was passed 
to be enacted. All in favor will say 
aye; those opposed no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion did not prevail. 

An Act Prohibiting Discrimina
tion for Testifying or Asserting 
Claim under Workmen's Compensa
tion Law (H. P. 234) (L. D. 316) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills as truly and 
strictly engrossed, passed to be en
acted, signed by the Speaker and 
sent to the Senate. 

An AcJt irelating tlo Length of 
Combination of Motor Vehicles and 
Semitrailers Transpol'ting Motor 
Vehicles (H. P. 372) (L. D. 478) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Engros'sed Bills as truly and 
strictly engrosised. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from 
Brid,gewater, Mr. Finemore. 

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I have 

written a speech about ten pages, 
but I will cut it down some as I go 
along on this. This, is one piece of 
truck legislation which has been 
introduced in previous sessions of 
the legislature. It has been here so 
often now they can it the "smelt 
bill," bec,ause it runs every session. 
I know of no special interest group 
which has come more oHen to the 
legislature, made more demands 
upon us, and been more generously 
rewarded than the trucking indus
try. 

Let me review for you rtheir de
m.anrls over the past few sessions 
and the legislation that has been 
passed for 'them. You can, if you 
wish, look for youl'selves at the 
various Registers of Bills and Re
solves, from which my information 
comes, to verify what I am about 
to say. 

In 1955, I was a member of that 
session and disregarding anything 
before that Hme, 23 truck bills 
wecre in'troduced and 101 received 
passage. In 1957, of 12 bills intro
duced wtth respect to the trucking 
industry, 9 re'ceived passage. One 
of these increasing the legal length 
of trucks wa,s the same as the bill 
before you this morning, or some
where near rthat. 

The 1959 session was a quiet one 
for truck legislation. Only two of 
12 bills introduced received pas
sage. The number of bills passed <at 
that session of the legislature, how
ever, is not indicative of the toler
ance of the legislature toward the 
trucking interests, for many oj' the 
bills which were killed at that ses
sion were ones which would have 
regulated trucks to the dislike of 
the trucking industry. 

In 1963, 11 truck bills were intro
duced, of which 8 received pas'sage. 
In the 1965 session, 20 truck bills 
were introduced, of which 10 re
ceived passage. One not receiving 
passage proposed to inc rea s e 
length by five feet. In 1967, 9 truck 
bills were introduced. One of the 
four receiving passage broadened 
weight tolerances and another ef
fecltively dem'eased pena~ties for 
violations of truck laws. 

In this session 11 truck bills have 
been introduced. One of them is the 
old double ... bottoms bill, dressed in 
camouflaged clothing. One of them 
makes additional provisions for 
pulpwood trucks, which I ought to 
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be in favor of bUit I don't know as 
I am yet. I might say here that I 
am a trucker. I would fwrther 
broaden the weighit tolerance law. 
Another one with respect to foreslt 
products and ore modestly asks us 
to change the axle weight provi
sions. 

Before saying anything more 
about the bill before us, there is 
something else I would like to say. 
If I have spoken longer than usual, 
it is only because of the great 
amount of legislation introduced 
and the great amount of legislation 
which has been enacted for the 
benefit of the truck owners and 
operators. 

The bill as introduced - and I 
hope you bear this in mind, these 
are facts, not figures, it is some
thing that hasn't been passed to me 
and over, just thrown it at you. 
The bill as introduced contains no 
definitions and no limitations as to 
the amount of overhang to be al
lowed for automobiles being trans
ported on trailers. To read the bill 
quickly you might think the limit 
was 55 feet, but there is an ex
clusion of the usual or ordilna,ry 
bumper overhang of the transport
ed vehicle. From anything con
tained in the bill this overhang 
could be 10 feet, or even more. 
There is no definition of the term 
"usual or ordinary bumper over
hang." From a police officer's 
standpoint. the law to all practical 
intents and purposes is unenforce
able. 

Judging by past experience, if we 
pas,s this bill at this session we can 
expect next session ,to be told that 
an overhang is dangerous, all loads 
should be kept within the body of 
the trailer; therefore we should 
make the overall length 60 feet. 
The following ses,sion we will be 
told it is unfair for one class of 
trucks to be 60 feet long and we 
"'ill be asked to make 60 feet the 
legal length of all trucks. The fol
lowing session there will be another 
bilI asking for an additional over
hang. 

If you don't believe this, look at 
the record of the 1957 session when 
the legal length was increased and 
the overhang became illegal. And 
look at the succeeding sessions to 
see how long it wa,s before legisla-

lion was again introduced to allow 
an overhang. 

I want to vote to represent the 
best interests 'of .the public and 
I want to vote to represent the 
best interests of those whio did 
elect me. I mov'e th'e indefinite 
postponement of this ·bill and all 
its accompanying papers. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore 
now moves the indefin1te postpone
ment IQf L. D. 478. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Brooks, Mr. Wood. 

Mr. WOOD: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It isn't 
going to take a very Jarge book 
flOr me to go through to explain 
thds billa little nJ.1ore thoroughly 
than what it has been explained. 
I want to tell ~ou what these 
trucks do that haul these cars. 
They go ourt into other states and 
they load these cars and they le
gally transport them to the Maine 
border. There is nothing we are 
going to do, there is no ,law that 
we are going to pass here today, 
that will change the ~ength of ,these 
loads. They come through the 
other states, they are now ,cooming 
into Maine and delivering their 
load by getting a permit. 

Mr. Finemore would say that 
there is no limit set in this bill, 
burt they can't come into Maine 
with any load that they can't come 
through the State IQf New Hamp
shire with. And that is exactly 
what 'they 'are doing now. They 
come in through New Hampshire 
and they come into our border 
with these loads and they are going 
to continue to. whether we make 
it legal in Maine or not. 

It is a terrible inconvenience to 
Clome here at cel1tain 'times of the 
week and have to SltOp in New 
Hampshire and get permit to trans
port them in here. It costs $2.00 
to get the permit along with ,those 
inconveniences, and everybody in 
,this sta1te that buys a new car is 
paying for it. You are paying the 
$2.00 for the permit, you pay ~or 
the delays and inconveniences; and 
the sta'tc makes no m!oncy out of 
it. 

I talked yesterday with one mem
ber of the Sialte Police that has 
a lot to do with escorting these 
loads into Ithe state ,and he says 
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it is 'an awful nuisance and the 
state should do away with 'a whole 
lot more of them. And I believe 
that is so. 

These auuomobiles that set on 
top of these trucks cannot extend 
beyond the wheels; they have to 
set the wheels on bhe truck and 
there is no fifteen feet beyond the 
wheels on any car. And it is pre
posterous to Ithink that the over
hang-you would have to overhang 
the top of the vehicle to put those 
wheels out any further. It isn't be
ing realistic to think that we 
would ask for those changeS'. 
The fac,t of the whole matlter is 
that we are nQlt going to change 
it at all one way or the other and 
weare going Ito allio'w it to be legal 
now the same as the other states 
are. 

You people supported this the 
other day for those reasons and 
I hQlpe that you will today. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman fr'Om 
Ellsworth, Mr. McNally. 

Mr. McNALLY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the Hous'e: Mr. Barnes 
and I we're ,the 'Ones thalt signed 
the minority report and we didn't 
sign it "ought not to pa'ss." We 
signed it with the idea that it 
should have an amendment on ilt. 

Now what this says, it say,s "a 
combination of motor vehicle and 
semitrailer exclusively engaged in 
'the transportati'on of motor vehicles 
shall he allowed to aUain a 
maximum length of 55 feet." Now 
that is the motor vehicle and semi
trailer that can be 55 feet long. 
Then th'ere is a comma, it s:ays 
"excluding the usual 'Or 'Ordinary 
bumper overhang 'Of the transport
ed vehicles." Which means that, 
it doesn't say how much ,they are 
going t'O go outside of the bumpers 
:because they exclude that. Now 
they can go out on the front 
bumper and they can go 'Out on 
the rear bumper. 

Now I felt along with Mr. Barnes 
that if you limited ilt to five feet 
over the rear bumper 'Or five feet 
over the front bumper, 'or both ,as 
they will do anyway, that you were 
not hurting the bin, that they sltill 
could come through New Hamp
shire and come into Maine with
out a $2.00 permit. But I did feel 
that as it is written thlat you have 

got a bill that they can extend eon
siderably more th'an five feet out 
ov'er. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Enfield, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
lVIembers of the House: I was one 
of eleven members' of this com
miJttee that signed this bill "ought 
to pass," and I did it for 'One or 
two reasons whiCh I think you 
should kn'Ow. I gave some thought 
to what Representative McNally is 
saying, but on my second thought 
I thought if they can haul these 
cars from Detroit, Michigan to the 
Maine border and clear all these 
other states, that it must be all 
right and let them finish the 'Other 
few miles and unload the vehicle. 

But my main reason for signing 
this bill "ought to pass" was the 
fact that for many years they have 
sent a wire by Western Union to 
the State House here and paid 
$2.00 and got a permit to eome 
into the staite; and now Western 
Union has done away with thil" 
service and it makes Ijt very in
convenient and they are som'etimes 
Ued up for days. And these drivers 
are union people ,that get pretty 
high pay. The Clost of deliveJing 
tJhese cars is added on to the cost 
of 't:he motor vehicle when you buy 
it. So it is just coslting Maine peo
pJe a lot more ,to buy a new ear, 
and it seems unreasonable and 
unnec,essary. 

This Hous'e went along with this 
bill the 'Other day and I hope they 
do this morning. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Alton, 
Mr. Barnes. 

Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I also have 
my name on that other report and 
my main reason for signing it was 
that I didn't like the way it was 
worded, the usual bumper over
hang. I took the liberty of mea,sur
iug the usual bumper overhang on 
my own car and I find tlJat from 
the center of tlJe rear wheels to the 
back bumper is five feet, and from 
the center of the front wheel to the 
front bumper is nearly four feet. 
So thalt is leaving too much leeway. 
And our amendment simply would 
have limited the overhang, the 
bumper overhang to five fe,et. 
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I don't see why there is any ob
jection to this bec1ause they admit 
that that is the limit in New Hamp
shire, so they can come through 
New Hampshire, that is 'all, so why 
not have that limitation on it here. 
I hope that you will go along with 
the gentleman Mr. Finemore and 
support his motion to indefinitely 
postpone. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bridge
water, Mr. Finemore. 

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Spe'aker 
and Members of the House: For 
the benefit of some here I would 
like to read - and especially for 
Mr. Wood, I would like to read this 
bill, as mentioned in the Maine 
Truckers Magazine, printed by the 
Honorable Edward G. Hough. 

It says, "The MTOA has put into 
the legislature a bill to allow auto
mobile tr,ansporters ,to increase 
their length by overhajrlgingthe 
front and rear vehicles from the 
axle out." That is what he writes, 
~t should be in the bill. Then they 
come out with the L. D. 478 and 
it says the "usual bumper over
hang," which is opposite to what 
they seem to want. 

I would also like to inform those 
here who have done all the check
ing up, that there is only $1375 in
come from this - we are not fight
ing for the income from this - be
cause there are only six groups 
that haul automobiles: in here that 
use it. All the rest of the groups 
haul the legal amount of automo
bi:les. In other words, you are plac
ing one full length automobile on 
top of that load that is going to 
overhang. If that automobile has a 
122 inch wheel base, it is going to 
overhang half of that on each end 
of that trUCk, and I don't think that 
it is a safety measure for the State 
of Maine on our roads, especially 
on 95 where you have a two-way 
traffic. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Bridgewater Mr. 
Finemore, that An Act relatiiIg to 
Length of Combination of Motor 
Vehicles and Semitrailers Trans
porting Motor Vehicles," House 
Paper 372, L. D. 478, be indefinitely 
posponed. The Chair will order a 
vote. All in favor of indefinite post-

ponement will vote yes; those op
posed will vote nO'. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
56 having voted in the ,affirmative 

and 76 having voted in ,the nega
tive, the motion did not prevail. 

Thereupon the Bill was passed 
to be enacted, signed by the Speak
er and sent to the Senate. 

An Act relating to Maint,enance 
of Paupers by Certain PlantatiOltls 
m. P. 399) (L. D. 511) 

An Act relating to Injury or In
capacity o,f Certain State Em
ployees m. P. 506) (L. D. 652) 

An Act rel&ting to Stating Pur
poses of Bond Issues Referred to 
the People m. P. 788) (L. D. 1064) 

An Act relating to, Condonation 
a,s a Defens'e to an Action for Di
vorce (H. P. 809) (L. D. 1082) 

An Act relating to Recrimination 
as a Defense in an Action for Di
vorce m. P. 810) (L. D. 1083) 

An Act rela,ting to School Admin
istrative District Electtons (H. P. 
1237) (L. D. 1523) 

An Act relating to Precautions 
at Railroad Cro,ssings (H. P. 1240) 
(L. D. 1527) 

An Act Pro,viding Funds, for Cer
tain High School Equivalency Ex
aminations (H. P. 1248) (L. D. 
1569) 

An Act relating to Meals and 
Housing Expense for Members of 
the Legis1ature and Compensation 
at Special Sessions (H. P. 1251) 
(L. D. 1572) 

Were repoI1ted by the Commit
tee on Eng,rossed Bills as truly 
and strictly engro,ssed, passed to, 
be enacted, signed by the Speaker 
and sent to the Sena,te. 

Orders of the Day 
The Chair laid before the, House 

the first tabled and today as
signed matter: 

HOUSE REPORT ~ Leave to 
Withdraw - Commi,ttee on Elec
tion Laws on Bill "An Act relating 
to the Number of Signatures Re
quired on Nomination Papers" 
(S. P. 32) (L. D. 65) - In Senate, 
RepoJ't accepted. - In House, Re
port accepted in concurrence. 

Tabled-April 8, by Mr. Bunker 
of GouldSboro. 

Pending - His motion to recon
sider acceptance of Repo,rt. 
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Mr. Bunker of GOUrldsboro w1irbh
drew ills motion for recons[dera
tion. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the second tabled and today assign
ed matter: 

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (10) "Ought not to pass" 
-Minority (3) "Ought to pass" 
with Committee Amendment "A" 
(H-115) ~ Committee on Judiciary 
on Bill "An Act Providing for 
Records of Sales of Used Merchan
dise" (H. p. 490) (L. D. 631) 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Carter 
of Winslow. 

Pending - Motion of Mr. Hewes 
of Cape Elizabeth to accept Major
ity Report. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Wins
low, Mr. Garter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I rise in opposition to the 
motion to accept the Majority 
"Ought not to pass" Report, I 
sponsored this piece of legislation 
because I think it is high time that 
we tried to do something to pre
vent a lot of the burglaries and 
looting that go on in individual 
homes and summer camps, because 
there is a wide open market for 
sale of the loot. I think that this 
particular bill would put a dam
per on the sales and sort of restrict 
the market. In other words, make 
it more difficult for them to get 
rid of their loot. 

This bill has really a two-barrel 
approach. First of all I think it 
would serve as a deterrent be
cause the sales of any used prop
erty would have to be, under the 
terms of this bill, have to be re
corded and logged in a book and 
the seller would have to identify 
himself. And should the seller of
fer false identity there is a fine 
in the bill for it. 

Secondly, I think - and this 
would serve as a very useful tool 
for law enforcement officers. As 
the law presently stands now many 
law enforcement officers will find 
stolen property in certain shops 
or places, but they can't trace the 
buyer. But if they have to identify 
themselves and be so recorded in 
a log, then they would be able 

to trace the merchandise and per
sons who sold it. 

Now we had a very good hear
ing on this hill. There wasn't too 
much opposition to it. The 'Only 
opposition that came up was from 
a coin collector and a stamp col
lector. It was supported by the 
Criminal Division of the Attorney 
General's office and the objections 
that were raised at the hearing 
were excluded in the amendment 
under filing H-115, which excludes 
coin collectors, stamp c'OUectors, 
scrap materials and bulk purchases 
from estates. 

As the bill presently reads now, 
this would apply only to individual 
sales. Dealer to dealer sales are 
also excluded. 

I would hope that you would go 
along with me and defeat the mo
tion t'O accept the Majority "Ought 
not to pass" Report, and I ask 
for a division. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Cape 
Elizabeth, Mr. Hewes. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I believe 
the reason that the majority of the 
Judiciary Committee feel this ought 
nGit to pass, this bill would pro
vide for subsltantilal more gov
ernmental and bureaucratic red 
tape. If you look at the bill you 
wiil see that every dealer dealing 
in used personal property, any 
kind of used personal property, 
except coins and stamps, wDuld 
have to keep a record of this sale, 
and if you have been in any of 
these second-hand shops or shops 
where people do sell and buy u,s'ed 
merchandise you would reaHze the 
amDunt of paper wDrk that would 
be involved. The dealers and their 
employees would be overburdened 
with this paperwork. 

Further, the hill would provide 
that the records of the second
hand store would be open to the 
inspection of any law enforcement 
officer or prosecuting attorney. 
There are not the constitutional 
safeguards, it seems tD me, that 
are necessary to enforce such an 
inspection. And I feel that this is 
just another bill that would not 
be of any assistance to the law 
enforcement people, hut would he 
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a burden to the second-hand deal
ers. 

I hope that you will go along 
with the majority of the committee, 
which is "ought not to pass." 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Au
gusta, Mr. Lund. 

Mr. LUND: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentleman of the 
House: I would like to explain for 
a moment the thinking that the 
signers uf the "Ought to pass" 
Report were following in taking 
their position on this legislation. 
We have a growing serious prob
lem in the state. It stems from 
the fact that we have a great many 
hames, especially seasonal homes 
either on the coast or inland sum
mer camps or what have you, a 
great many pieces of real estate 
which are very difficult to protect. 

Now there is always a lot of 
enthusiasm about mandatory sen
tences and this sort of thing, but 
the fact of the matter is that if 
somebady breaks into your sum
mer camp or your coastal place, or 
even in any rural homes - it has 
been people's experience to be 
gone for a few hours and to learn 
that a truck has backed up and 
cleaned the house out. I believe 
one member of this House, not 
a sponsor of this bill, had the ex
perience of having someone back 
up and clean their house out -
jUst a few hours notice, 

Now this is a result of the 
sparse papula,tion that we have, 
It is a fact that in many areas we 
don't have neighbors wha are 
close by to call the police if they 
see a strange louking truck loot
ing Isomething from your hOilse, 
If somebudy successfully cleans 
out yuur house or your camp, you 
report it tu the police; and I think 
without being critical of what the 
police have earried out in their ef
forts, it is relatively rare that 
we are able to succeed in recover
ing much of the merchandise, 

The reason is that we have no 
provision in this state to provi~le 
for any records of the purcha'Oe 
or sale of used merchandis,e. So if 
the person who has cleaned out 
your seasonal place drives to one 
of the many second-hand s'tulres or 
antique stores and unloads it, 

there is no guaranty even :if the 
police go there and identHy it, 
thel'e is no a,S,SU:l'ance that that 
dealer is going to be able to tell 
the police from whom he bought 
that particular piece of stolen 
property. 

I do think that we dOl have a 
seriuus problem of this breaking 
into homes in the state and it is 
very difficult to approach the 
problem in any way other ,than 
the one which the signers of the 
"Oughlt to pass" Report took to 
follow. And as was pointed out by 
Mr. Cal1ter, an effort was made 
through the amendment which you 
will find under filing number H-
115 to minimize the burden by pro
viding for an exemption for s,ales 
between dealers for slales from es
tates in bulk, and for coins and 
stamps. 

I think to suggest that this is not 
going to impuse a burden on the 
dealer of used merchandise would 
be misleading; it is going to im_ 
pose a burden on him. Ewt it 
seemed to us that it was a fak 
burden and one which WOUld, £or 
the modeslt amount of effort in
volved, provide a substantial s'afe
guard for pe'uple whose homes 
are vulnerable to this kind of ap
proach, 

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

Mr, BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker 
'and Members of the House: I 
noted in the discussiun by the gen
tleman frum Augusta, Mr. Lund, 
nu mention was made of a situa
tion as presently exists with used 
cars. Because he didn't mention 
us'ed cars I ,assume that prob
ably such requirements are now 
required of used car dealers. I did 
read .the papel's over the weekend, 
and I was amazed to see that 
Maine has become a refuge fur 
stolen car dealETs, nOlt unly junk 
cars blit the very best unes and 
SOl forth, I wonder if presently, 
we will say. used car dealers are
I wo:.tld put this as a question tu 
Mr. Lund if he wuuld care to an
SWEr, if they are p~'Operly taken 
care uf in his 'Opinion or if sume" 
thing could be inserted in this bill 
that would help this si'tuation? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, poses 
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a question through ~he Chair to 
the gentleman from Augusta, Mr. 
Lund, who may answer if he 
chooses. 

The Chair recognizes thart: gen
tleman. 

Mr. LUND: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
As I recall, the bill is not written 
so that used cars would be ex
cluded; that is to say, used cars 
would be included. But I don't 
really think that that is gOling to 
provide any great remedy in the 
problem of used cars, because my 
impression is that used ca,r deal
ers alre1ady have to keep some 
track of the persons from whom 
they purchase cars. I am not cer
tain of that. 

But this bill was not a,imed 
pal'ticularlyat the us,ed car mar
ket because we do have, after all, 
a transfer of regIstra:tions and the 
like, but I think H was aimed es
pecially at the other area where 
we do have very little reCOlrd 
keeping and that of thecOintents of 
many of our home'S,. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Van 
Buren, Mr. Lebel. 

Mr. LEBEL: Mr. Speake,r and 
Ladies and GentLemen of the 
House: In answer to Mr. Br1ag
dian's question, you do have to 
keep records, the used call" dealel's, 
where they buy their cars. We 
passed that two years ,ago in my 
bill. But this year we have anOither 
bill to take it out. So I think this 
bill passed two years ago was 
very good. And IlJOW you see they 
have to keep a record. When this 
bill comes on the floor to pass a 
bill to take the recol'd olff, so they 
won't be able to keep the record, 
I will let you know, and I hope 
we do kill that bill. 

The SPEAKER: All in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Hewes, that 
the House accept the Majority 
"Ought not to pas's" Report on 
Bill "An Act Providing for Recol'ds 
of Sales of Used Merchandise," 
House Paper 490, L. D. 631, will 
vote yes; those oppos'ed will vote 
no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
46 having voted in the affiTm

ative and 78 having voted in the 

negative, the motion did not pre
vail. 

Thereupon, the Minodty "Ought 
to pass" Report was accepted and 
the Bill read twice. 

Committee Amendment CH-115) 
wals read by the Clerk and adopted 
and the Bill assigned for third 
reading tomorrow. 

The Chair laid before the Hous,e 
the third tabled and today assigned 
matter: 

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (9) "Ought not to pass" 
Minority (4) "Ought to pass" with 
Committee Amendment "A" (H-
116)-Committee on Judiciary on 
Bill "An Act Providing for Law 
Research Clerks for the Judiciary" 
m. P. 768) (L. D. 1034) 

Tabled-April 8, by Mr. Martin 
of Eagle Lake. 

Pending-Motion of Mrs. Baker 
of Orrington to acoept Majority 
Report. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ban
gor, Mr. McCloskey. 

Mr. McCLOSKEY: Mr. Spe,1ker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: This is a bill that I sub
mitted, and I am against the mo
tion to accept the Majority "Ought 
nOit to pass" Report. What this bi1l 
does is it provides law clerks for 
Supreme Court Justices. The State 
of Maine at this time is one of 
five states in the United States 
that does not now provide Supreme 
Court Justices with law clerks. 

Also, the Institute of JUdicial 
Admin~stration in Washington, D. 
C. has done a study of the Supreme 
Judicial Court and the Superior 
Court of the State of Maine, and 
one of the recommendations that 
they made was that the Supreme 
Court be provided with law clerks. 

So I would hope that you wou1d 
not go along with the motion to 
accept the Majority "Ought not 
to pas,s" Report so that you can 
accept the motion to accept the 
Minority Report that will provide 
law clerks for Supreme Court Jus
tices. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Orrington, Mrs. Baker. 

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: There did not seem to' be 
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very much support FOr this bill 
in the committee. None of the 
justices appeared, and as far as 
we could find out they have never 
asked for these clerks, therefore 
the motion ought not to p'ass. 

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

Mr. ORESTIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: As a sign
er of the Minority Report, I would 
ju:st like to make a couple of com
ments While it is true that none 
of the' JU3tiCCS of the Supreme Ju
dicia.! Court appeared in favor of 
this bill, that is certainly not an 
unusual occurrence. The judiciary 
does not ordinarily appear before 
a committee on hills. They cer
tainly do not take any strong po
sition on a bill fJ at is introduced 
by a member. However, I can a,,
sure the House th[1t they are in 
favor of this bill. 

They have set up certain priori
ties fOl' the reformation of the 
court system, and this is in their 
list of priorities. Of course the first 
priority is the addition of two ad
ditional Superior Court Justices. 
However, the provision of law 
clerks for the Supreme Court fol
lows closely on the list of priori
ties. 

I wodd think that it would be a 
good thing far this House to do, 
to' pass tbis bill and let the Ap· 
propriatiollis Committee put the bill 
an the table. There are some funds 
inv'Olved, of course, because these 
would be salaried positions. 

However, the concept itself is 
an important one. Our Supreme 
Court Justices are now very very 
busy and could use the rese"rch 
assistance. There are Supreme 
Court JUdg€'3 now who still have 
not been able to start in on their 
February cases, and they are al
ready getting ready for the May 
term. So the research assistance is 
needEd and the concept is found. 

I commend Mr. McCloskey for 
introducing this bill, as it was a 
recommendation of the study of the 
courts, and he didn't even know 
that this recommendation was go
ing to come forwa,rd. 

The House 'should carefully cem
sider providing these clerks, be
eause even if it cannot be fund
ed t:1is session the precedent will 

be set. Perhaps the next time 
around we will be able to get the 
necessary funds to provtde clerks 
for the judiciary. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Nor
way, Mr. Henley. 

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: As a sign
er of the Majority "Ought not to 
pas'S," I felt as several of the 
Gthers did that of conne the theory 
is sound and it would be wonderful, 
just the s'ame ;'s a good many de
partments would like to expand, 
and possibly it would be a great 
advantlage. But number one. the 
idea, excent for having been writ
ten up in the report as a fine fea
ture, was mos,tly in the mind of the 
writer of the bill, Mr. McCloskey. 
It was a wonderful idea, but I 
don't think we can afford it and I 
think the rest of us felt S'O. It is 
expensive at this time: it runs 
over $50.000 a year. So considering 
the fact that there hadn't been 
very much of a drive for it, we 
just considered that we would have 
to do without it. 

And as far as passing a bill and 
sending it on to the AppropriaUonls 
table, I feel that the poor gentle
men and ladies that are going to 
have to work with that Appropri
ations table are going to have 
plenty of problems if we settle 
some of them right here first. 

So I hope you will go along with 
the Majority "Ought not to pass." 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
order a vote. All in favor of the 
pending motion. the acceptance of 
the Majority "Ought not to pass" 
Report will vote yes; those opposed 
will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
88 baving voted in the affirmative 

and 43 having voted in the nega
tive, the motion did prevail. 

Sent up for concurrence. 

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

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (7) "Ought not to pass" 
- Minority (6) "Ought to pass" 
with Committee Amendment "A" 
(H-1191 - Committee on Labor on 
Bill "An Act relating to Size and 
Construction of Railroad Caboose 
Cars" m. P. 348) (L. D. 457) 
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Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Good 
of Westfield. 

Pending - Acceptance of either 
Report. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from West
field, Mr. Good. 

Mr. GOOD: Mr. Speaker, I move 
we ac,cept the Majority "Ought not 
to pa,ss" Reporrt. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Water
ville, Mr. Genest. 

Mr. GENEST: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that this matter lie on the 
table for two legislative days. 

Whereupon, Mr. Finemore of 
Bridgewater requested a division 
on the motion. 

The SPEAKER: A vote has been 
requested. All in favor of tabling 
until Thursday, April 15, will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
62 having voted in the affirma

tive and 65 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did nOit pre
vail. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman kom Westfield, Mr. 
Good, that the House accept the 
Majority "Ought not to pass" Re
port. 

Thereupon, Mr. Genest of Water
ville reqU!ested a roll call on the 
motion. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to 
order a roll call it must have the 
expressed desire of one fifth of the 
members present and voting. All 
members desiring a roll call vote 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than one fi£th of the 
members present having expressed 
a desire for a roll call, a roll call 
was ordered. 

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

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I would hope that before we take 
a vote on this this morning that 
someone would explain the bill, 
and I would direct that question 
to perhaps the sponsor or to the 
members of the Labor Committee. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Eagle Lake, Mr. Martin, 
poses a question through the Chair 

to the sponsor or member of the 
committee. 

The Chair recognizes the geliltle
man from Walterville, Mr. Genest. 

Mr. GENEST: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
This is merely a safety measure. 
The Legis1ature in its wisdom in 
1913 saw fit to pas,s a law relating 
to ,the size and construction of rail
road caboose cars. What this bill 
would do is merely update the law 
to conform with modern day stan
dards. 

If any of you ever observe when 
a freight train passes by, you will 
observe that the pulpwood, the po
tatoes, paper products, are all be
ing hauled in 'steel constructed 
freight cars. What we would like 
to do is have the people als() be 
hauled in steel 'constructed freight 
cars. 

We are not askin,g to buy new 
cabooses, we are merely asking 
that they be of steel construction. 
And they can do a pretty good job 
of rebuilding their present ca
booses. Thank you. 

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I thililk I 
am confused,als well as some oth
er members of the House. It is my 
understanding that there is some 
information that would indicate 
that this mea,sure has not been 
explained fully and that probably 
other members would like to think 
the situation over. I would like to 
ask somebody if they would table 
this thing for a couple of days. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bruns
wick, Mr. McTeague. 

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that this item be tabled for 
three legislative days. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Brunswick, Mr. McTeague, 
moves tha't L. D. 457 be tabled and 
specially assigned for Friday, April 
16, pending the motion of the gen
tleman from Westfield, Mr. Good 
that the House accept the Majority 
"Ought not to pass" Report. A roll 
call has been ordered. 

Mr. Susi of Pittsfield requested a 
division. 

The SPEAKER: A division has 
been requested on the tahling mo-
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ti'On. The g'entleman may not with
draw his motion. The Chair rec
'Ognizes the gentleman from Bruns
wick, Mr. McTeague, who, may de
bate the time of tabling. 

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker, I 
would inquire 'Of ,the Chair wihether 
a tabling motion f'Or a shDrter pe
rio::!' of Hme is in order? 

The SPEAKER: The pendiing 
question is for three legislative 
days, which would be Friday; and 
this has pri'Ority lOver a; shorter 
Ume. 

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker, 
may I withdraw the m'Otion to ta
ble for three legisLative days? 

The SPEAKER: Under the cir
cumstances, the Ohair will allow 
it. 

Thereupon, on motion of the 
same gentleman, retabled pend~ng 
the moti'On of Mr. Good of West
field to accept the Maj'Ority Re
port and spec1ally as'signed for 
Thursday, April 15. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the fifth tabLed and today aSlsigned 
m,atter: 

Bill "An Act relalting to the 
Rende"l'ing of Treatment and Serv
ices to Minors f'Or Dru:g Abuse 
Without Pa,rental Consent" (H. P. 
391) (L. D. 506) 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Han
cock of Casco. 

Pendlng - Motion of Mrs. Mc
Corm1ck of Union to indefinitely 
postpone. 

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

Mr. SANTORO: Mr. Speaker 
and La~ies and Gentlemen nf tlhe 
EO-lse: I spent a good part of 
('Clod Friday working with Mr. 
Perry of the Attorney General's 
office, and we ran into some legal 
loopholes that had to be cleared 
before putt:ing two new amend
mc:As to this bill. 

I am glad to say this morning 
that the loopholes have been 
cleared, and the two amendments 
will be ready sometime tod,ay. I 
humbly ask the House to allow me 
one more day to preslent them and 
I will ask someone to table for one 
day. 

Thereupon, on motion Df Mr. 
Gill of South P'Ortland, r€tabled 
pending the motion of Mrs. Mc-

Cormick of Union to iooefinitely 
postpone and spec1ially ass1lgned 
for TfrlUrsday, April 15. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the sixlvh tabled and today as
signed maltter: 

Bill "An Act Rec1ass[["ying the 
Waters of Lake Auburn and Little 
Wilson Pond, Androscoggin Coun
ty" m. P. 606) (L. D. 808) 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Jalbert 
of Lewiston. 

Pending - Adoption of H'Ouse 
Amendment "A" (H-122). 

The SPEAKER: The Chair re'c
ogmizes the gentleman fcrom Lewis" 
ton, Mr. Jalbert. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: The 
House Amendment "A" would put 
an amendment on this bill con
cerning Hse1£ with Lake Auburn 
and Little Wilson Pond. And it was 
presented by the good gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Vincent. I 
think we a:re right ba,ck now wihere 
we were on Mr. Rollins's measure 
concerning 219. 

I would be more than happy to 
support a bill if it would be pre
sented through ,the pl'ope:r chan
nels, by going to Ithe leadership, 
because I feel this is a new 'con
cept of a bill that may have some 
related ties, but in my opinion 
very f1imsy. 

I know that the good gentleman 
from Auburn, my colleague and 
personal friend, Mr. Emery, has 
had an amendment creproduced 
that wouJd concel'n itself with an
other area of Androscoggin Coun
ty. And I would cregretfully take 
the s'ame pos,ition I do, as I regret
fully take the position I do con
cerrung Mr. Vincent's purported 
amendment. 

I would also support that amend
ment should it go through the 
proper channels of the leadersihip. 
I think that these measures sh'Ould 
have, rightfully so, for tIh.e pr'O" 
ponents or opponents, by the pub
lic, the proponents and the oppo
nents within the public their day 
in court. And these two" amend
ments would not have had their 
day in court. 

And f'Or that reason, Mr. Speak
er, I move the indefinite post
ponement of House Amendmenrt 
"A." 
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Lewiston, Mr. Ja,lbert, nDW 
moves that House Amendment 
"A" to L. D. 808 be indefilIlitely 
postponed. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
woman from York, Mrs. Brown. 

Mrs. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I rise to 
oppo'se this amendment. In sup
POI"lting the reclassificatiDn of Lake 
Auburn that upgraded the water 
we were considering the usage and 
the fact. Thes'e are the reasons 
why the Natural Resources Com
m;i!ttee gave a unanimous report. 

Lake Auburn is the water sup
ply for the Lewiston-Auburn aTea, 
populatiron of 65,000 people. Lake 
Auburn water can meet 1lhe Class 
A sitandtards. The Auburn Wafer 
D~strict owns approximately 70% 
of the shoI"le line. 

Cla,ss A class'ifiJcation will en
hance the prli,mary uls,age IOf the 
drinking water for Lewis,ton and 
Aubu['l1. A public hea,ring was con
ducted. There was suffiJcient time 
to evaluate the propos'al. 

In asking ylOUi to vote against 
the amendment for the Presump
scot River. I will give YDU these 
reasons. The primait'y usage of 
these waters 1s not ,a water sup
ply for a municipality. There are 
a Iarge number of ownersl living 
on the shore line. A river of 1lhis 
type should be classilfiied for mul
tipi<e uses. 

Placing wa,ters in Class A is a 
major classificatiDn and· should 
not be done without in depth sltud
ies. There ha,s been no public 
hearing by any government body. 
We do nDt know for sure if there 
are any existing discharges into 
this sle'cti0'n Df the river. Our ex
perience indic'altes that a body of 
wate'r of this type cannot meet 
Class A stianda,rds. 

Therefore, I ask you to vote for 
the indefinite postponement of the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
Dgnizes the gentleman from Rock
land, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the HDuse: I rise in 
support Df House Amendment "A". 
We have heard arguments this 
morning that maybe some Df these 
amendments ought to go IOn another 

L.D. Well, I have got a stack Df 
L.D. books in front Df me, and they 
are getting pretty thick. Now it 
costs the state mDney to pdnt 
L.D.'s, and it CDStS the state mDney 
tD print the little black clOvers that 
we are all shDrt Df. 

Now this is a harmless amend
ment, and it will do some good, 
because it will reclassify a body 
of water and I dD believe in prD
tecting lOur rivers and streams. 
And I think that we Dught tD pass 
the amendment and then pass the 
bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewDman frDm 
YDrk, Mrs. BrDwn. 

Mrs. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
alsD say that Mr. Emery, I thInk, 
shDuld go to the EnvirDnmental 
imprDvement CommissiDn, who is 
definitely against this, befDre he 
makes a statement that it is per
fectly easy to have this reclassi
fied. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
order a vote. The pending ques
tiDn is the indefinite PDstDpone
ment Df HDuse Amendment "A". 
All in favor will vote yes; thDse 
oppDsed will vDte nD. 

A vDte Df the HDuse was taken. 
114 having voted in the affirm

ative and 16 in the negative, the 
mDtion did prevail. 

Thereupon, the Bill was passed t0' 
be engrDssed and sent tD the 
Senate. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the seventh tabled and tDday as
signed matter: 

An Act CDntinuing the Maine 
Cultural Building AuthDrity (S. P. 
348) (L. D. 1016) 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Birt 
Df East Millinocket. 

Pending - Motion Df Mr. Curtis 
Df BDwdoinham tD recDnsider fail
ure of passage tD be enacted. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
Dgnizes the gentleman from E1ast 
MillinDcket, Mr. Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Spe'arer and 
Members Df the HDuse: This has 
been tabled several times tD al
lDW George West, wh0' has been 
lOut sick, tD do some additiDnal re
search IOn it. And I believe before 
we make any further mDve that 
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we should find out the information 
that Mr. West is working on. And 
I would hope it would be tabled for 
a couple more days. 

Thereupon, on motion of Mr. 
Bragdon of Perham, retabled pend
ing the motion of Mr. Curtis of 
Bowdoinham to reconsider failure 
of passage to be enacted and spe
cially assigned for Thursday, April 
15. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the eighth tabled and today as
signed matter. 

Bill "An Act relating to Compen
sation Under Workmen's Compen
sation Law for Total Incapacity, 
Partial Incapacity and Death" (H. 
P. 1249) (L. D. 1570) 

Tabled - April 8, by Mrs. Lin
coln of Bethel. 

Pending - Passage to be en
grossed. 

Thereupon, the Bill was passed 
to be engrossed and sent to the 
Senate. 

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

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (8) "Ought to pass in 
new draft - Minority (5) "Ought 
not to pass" - Committee on Ju
diciary on Bill "An Act Prohibit
ing Personal Liability of School 
Board Members" (H. P. 6) (L. 
D. 6) - New Draft (E. P. 1252) 
(L. D. 1578) under new title "An 
Act to Indemnify Public Officials 
and Employees of the State of 
Maine" 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Page of 
Fryeburg. 

Pending - Motion of Mr. Orestis 
of Lewiston to accept Majority 
Report. 

TI~e SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Cape 
Elizabeth, Mr. Hewes. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am op
posed to this bill. The original L. 
D. applied only to SAD directors, 
and this revised bill, which is L. 
D. 1578. would give immunity to 
all employees, directors or officers 
of any public body created by the 
State of Maine. 

Now it is my understanding 
there are about 5,300 municipal 

employees, plus perhaps 11,500 
teachers in the public schools, 
plus perhaps 12,000 state employ
ees, or a total of perhaps 28,000-
plus people we are talking about 
indemnifying here. 

It seems to me tha.t if som~one, 
some employee knows that he will 
be indemnified for his 'acts .then he 
might not use the same standard 
of care that he would use if he 
knew that he himself would have 
to be financially respons,ible for 
an ac't that he had performed. 

In fad, you might have a stub
born employee whlo might just bull
doze ,ahead doing something, not 
wilfully, but doing something that 
others with whom he is associated 
might feel he should not do, and 
he might do ~t because he knows 
that his' employer, namely the 
stwte 'or the public body for whom 
he is employed, or she is employed, 
would have to pick up the tab for 
his actions. 

I submi,t that this is not a good 
bill. At Ithe present time, as you 
proba,bly know, we have sovereign 
immunity for proprietory acts, 
that is that the government itself 
is not liable. And I don't think we 
should make ,the government liable 
indirectly ,through the acts of its 
employees. 

Two years ago we did have a 
public hearing on a bill to remove 
sovereign immunity, and Dr. 
schumacher pointed out that be
cause of the numbers of people 
confined in the Augusta State 
Hospital and Bangor State Hos
pital, that the expense to the state 
might be substantial. I submit that 
the same applies today under L. D. 
1578. 

Actually we have had no hearing 
on the general purport of this 
particular L. D. because the 
origina,l L. D., L. D. 6, merely 
provided for immunity for SAD 
direc,tors, which would mean just 
a few hundred people rather than 
the 28,000 that we are talking now. 

I hope you will vote agains't the 
MajorUy Report which was "Ought 
to pass." I thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Rockland, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This re
draft number 1578 is a redraft of 
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my initial bill, L. D. 6. Now my 
bill, as Mr. Hewes pointed 'out, 
was originally designed to cov'er 
members of S'chool Iboards ,and 
school directors. 

N ow let me digress for a moment 
and 'explain some of my reas'oning. 
Flirst 'of all, as you may remem
ber, in various pa,rts of the state 
last fall we had many problems 
with bomb threats in high schools. 
Now the pal'ticular situation in my 
area was such that the members 
of the school board ora majority 
of the board, I think it was 11 !(Jut 
of the 13, indic,ated that they were 
afraid to take any posirbive action 
in order to curtail some of these 
bomb threats, because they be
lieved Ithat they might be Hable 
under state law fior any damages 
that might occur if someone did 
plaIllta bomb and it did glo off, 
and they could be accused maybe 
of negligence for not having post
poned school for the entire day, 
or f,or not h a v i n g searched 
thoroughly enough to locate the 
bomb. 

Well, of course, there have been 
no bombs found, and it was never 
the intent of the studeIllts in my 
opinion at any rate ever to plant 
a bomb, but only to get lout of 
school. Well, now it got Ito quite 
a point last fall where the bomb 
situation had c'aused c'ancellation 
of school for s'o,me 15 or 16 days 
in Rockland. Only one day out of 
the scheduled exam week for the 
first quarter was held, and it got 
to quite a siltualtion. Well, my 
reasoning behind the initia,l bill, 
L. D. 6, would have been to perm~t 
the members of SciliOOl Administra
tive Districts to take action, or to 
make a decision such as to remove 
the sltudents from the schools, put 
them outside in the parking lot 
for an hour or SID whHe an in
vestigation of the bwilding or a 
search of the building was carried 
out, and put them !back in. And if 
anything did ha'ppen, they couldn't 
be held personally liable. 

Now not being a lawyer, and not 
undersltanding some of the ram
ifica'tions ,of immunity versus in
demnity, and not knowing of some 
of the court c'ases that hav'e come 
before various state c'ourts in the 
pa,st few years, I assumed that the 
,logical course of aCltion was to pro-

vide for immwnity of s'chool board 
members. And if you read L. D. 
6, you will s'ee that this is what 
the bill would do. 

Well, ,at the public hearing that 
was held quite some time ago IOn 
L. D. 6 before Judiciary, there 
were several competent lawyers 
who explained the various problems 
associated wHh this legislation. 
Now ilt seems tha,t two or Vhree 
court cas,es had evidently set a 
precedent that members of schlool 
districts 'or school boards being 
part of the public bodY,a political 
- or rather an organiza,tion whieh 
was established in this case in
directly by the legis~ature, were 
immune to public action. However, 
they could be taken to court, they 
could be liahle for court costs in
volved. 

Now it seems a little unfair to 
me that public officials such as 
eleclted members of the s,chool 
district, or members of the legis
lature, or any 'Other people who 
are directly responsible for puhlic 
policy should be perSIDnally liable, 
have their personal property put 
in jeopardy for decisions that they 
make in good faith, that they be
lieve a,re for the good of the com
munity. 

Now it came out in the public 
hearing, and thl'Dugh several com
munications that I had with 'the 
Alttorney General's office and other 
lawyers who were interested in this 
'prohlem, ,that the proper road to 
take was to indemnify the public 
officials; in other words, the in
dividuals who may wish to take 
action against any public official 
- I will use the example of school 
Iboards, because that is what I was 
prtmarHy interested in - would 
ta~e the ,action,although through 
the indemnification process they 
would be insured by the school 
district or by whatever body was 
directly responsible against the 
court costs, and against the final 
judgment. 

Now it was not my intention to 
include all state employees. It was 
my initiaI intention to protect just 
the school districts. Now the hill 
came out of Judiciary as L. D. 
1578, the redl'aft, 'as indemnifiea
tion, as you can see, and did inr
clude all state employees. I am 
not speCifically in opposition to' in-
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cluding aU state employees. I 
would not be upset if some of these 
individua,ls would he .amended out 
of this coverage. But I do think 
that we ought to cO!l1sider very 
strongly protecUng some state em
ployees, ,and all public officIals, 
because they shouldn't be Hable. 
Their own personal property 
shouldn't be liable in my opini"!" 
to decisions made in good faith. 

Now it is not my intention either 
to protect individuals who act want
only, maliciously, or ca'relessly. 
This was another point that was 
brought up in the public hearing. 
Was it my Intention to pl'Oltect 
everyone right aeross the board 
regardless of their intentions? And 
as far as the school districts them
selves are concerned, I claim. it 
is very difficult to corrupt a ma
jority of any group of elected of
ficials, a school district or a legis
la,ture. Maybe one or two individ
ua]s" but I find it very hard to 
believe that a majority of a board, 
and a board does act as a unit, 
nOit as individual members - any 
decislion they would make would 
be made 'as a unit. 

So I think the argument that this 
would cover, the particula,r adion 
of individuals acting against the 
public interest, wantonly and ma
liciously, is 1101t really a valid ar
gument. But I bring this out be
cause I believe it is only fair ta 
bring the point O:.1t that these peo
ple acting as members of the baard 
would be cavered under thils par
ticular item tao. 

But I dOl think that we ought 
to give the redraft of 1578 some 
f;erious thought. I dOl think that 
this fills a gap that has been left 
open in the State of Maine for 
quite a while. Because I don't 
feel that it is fair to handcuff 
state employees, or rather state 
public officials, from doing the jab 
to the best of theirabiHty and 
making sound judgments, for fear 
that their personal property and 
their pel'sonal livelihood is on the 
line. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizels the gentleman fram Frye
burg, Mr. Page. 

Mr. PAGE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I tabled 
this last Friday for one reason 
only, and that was the fact that 

there was dissension amongst the 
legal profession as to whether or 
not this would melt away the im
munity that the state has, conse
quently the government immunity 
that municipaliti~5 have also. 

And I would say at this point 
that ,there is an agree,ment th,at 
I have to believe that this would 
do this very thing. The:refore, I 
hope you would vote not to accept 
the Majority Report. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: Th,e Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman f,rom Lew
is,ton, Mr. Orestis. 

Mr. ORESTIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies 'and Gentlemen of the 
House: I was a, signer of the Ma
jority "Ought to pass" Report on 
this red:raft,and I think you might 
be interested in a brief background 
of our ,discussion ·of this bill. 

It originally came before Us as 
an immunity bill, and a majority 
of the committee was against the 
conceiPt of immunity. We feel that 
immunity is that which creates 
the recklessness in the employee 
.and not indemnification. 

In looking closely at this redraft 
y,ou will notice that the officer, 
employee or directoT is only in
demnified when he acts in good 
faith. He is ispecifically exempted 
from being indemnified for bad 
faith, misconduct in the perform
ance of his duty. S.a that I think 
this creates a sufficient protection 
for the public body against bad 
faith acts of the employee or of
ficer. 

Lt does not seem to me fair when 
a state has sovereign immunity 
that the employee or officer is 
putting his personal estate on the 
line when he is performing in 
goad faith for the benefit of the 
State of Maine. If !a person was 
working in !private industry as an 
agent of the employer and in gaod 
faith c'aused some damage, the 
employer, because he was a pri
vate concern, could be sued as the 
principal of the employee agent. 

Now this isa legal concept which 
dOles not extend to 'the state em
playee because of the state's sov
ereign immunity. Therefore it 
creates a prejudice against the 
state employee. Every time he acts 
for the state he is putting his per
sonal estate on the line, his per
sonal fortune on the line, his live-
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lihooo, his home, his savings. This 
does nO't see'm to me fair for some
one who is devoting his life to' 
public service and 'WQrking fQr the 
state to have to' put his personal 
as'serts on the line every time he, 
in good raith, does sQmething for 
the State Qf Maine. 

This would create a built-in in
surance policy fO'r the public of
ficial when he ,acts in good faith. 
I don't think there is anything 
wrQng w1th that, and I would dis
ag,ree with the contention of Mr. 
Page that this does anything to the 
sov'ereign immunity Qf the State 
of Maine. I don't think that it in 
any way cracks the barrier of sov
ereign immunity which this Legis
lature saw fit to uphold in previous 
actiQn last week. 

TherefO're, I urge tha,t you sup
PO'rt the majority motion, and give 
the state emplO'yee a fair shake, 
and put him on equal footing with 
thO'se employees in private indus
try. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
Qgnizes the gentleman frO'm Free
PQrt, Mr. Marstaller. 

Mr. MARSTALLER: Mr. Speak
er and Ladies 'and Gentlemen of 
the House: I made some inquiry in
to' this bill and what it does, and it 
seems to' me there is, a great deal 
of confusion about it. There is no 
agreement that it will solve prob
lems or really protect anYQne. And 
I feel at 'this time I WQuld like to 
mQve that we inde£iniltely postpQne 
this bill and all accompanying 
papers. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
frQm Freeport, Ml". Marstaller, 
nQW mQves that both Reports and 
Bill be indefinitely PO'stpQned. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man frQm Cape Elizabeth, Mr. 
Hewes. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
like to reply to the comments of 
the gentleman from ROCkland, Mr. 
Emery, and the gentleman from 
LewistQn, Mr. Ores1tis. 

In reply to Mr. Emery, as I 
understand the law, SAD directors 
are not presently liable. YQU all, I 
assume, recall the Maine Maritime 
Academy affair with Frank Rod
way, and yQU recall that his em
plQyment there was terminated. 
And he brought suit against several 

of the trustees of the Maine Mari
time Academy within the last five 
or six yeal's. And Qur Supreme 
Court in the case of Rodway versus 
Wiswall, 267 Atlantic 2nd, 30'4, 
ruled that the trustees of the Maine 
Maritime Academy are not Hable 
personally. So that has already 
been deCided. 

That upheld an earlier case of 
Richards versus Ellis, which re
sulted from a person in York who 
wanted to get a victualer,s license, 
and he was denied that. And he 
felt that he had a persO'nal actiQn 
agains,t some of the town fathers. 
So in reply to Mr. Emery, there is 
nO' personal liability now for the 
elected officials of SAD's. 

Now in reply to' Mr. Orestis, in 
which he indicates he doesn't feel 
that employees should be account
able for the'ir Own personal belong
ings for their acts, I submit that 
he is in error. I think people should 
be a,ccountable for their acts. They 
shouldn't have immunity, basically, 
except in ,a rare rare exception. 
And I feel they should be account
able. 

I also wish to point Qut ,that there 
will be an approp,riation neces8.ary, 
because theTe are several thousand 
sta,te emplO'yees, and you are not 
going to have them indemnified 
without some appropria,tion. And of 
course municipalities and countie:s 
and SAD's will ,also be subject pos
sibly to payment Qf certain monies 
just as the Town O'f Fort Kent was 
subject to the payment of $34:757 
recently. So I submit that there 
will be an appropriation necessary. 

I hope you will support the mo
tion of the gentleman from Free
port, Mr. Mars.taller, to indefinitely 
postpone this. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Rock
land, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaket-, I 
would 'like to pose a question 
through the Chair to the gentleman 
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Hewes, 
in reference to his sltatement that 
under the ease of Rodway versus 
Wi,swall, slchool directors are not 
liable. Are they in fact, though, re
sponsible for paying their own 
court costs? And as a further com
ment, I would also like to add that 
regardless of the liability, whether 
Or not individuals are liable in the 
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State of Maine, it is true that re
gardless of any state law, if action 
was taken through a federal court, 
any state liability would have no 
effect whatsoever. 

There have been many cases that 
have come down from our federal 
courts, especially in school caiSes. I 
will bring this up because it is a 
good example as to racial imbal
ance, or even cases of the length of 
individual's hair in school. It has 
been challenged through school 
boards, and children and their par
ents have taken it to higher courts. 
And very often the rulings of state 
courts have been overturned. And 
it is very conceivable that although 
an individual might be immune and 
not liable in ,a state court, the fed
eral court would still be able to 
hand down a judgment, and he 
would be liable and would be ex
pected to pay whatever judgment 
might be required. 

But the indemnification that L. 
D. 1578 would provide would still 
give him the protection under the 
law that is evidently missing in the 
state courts at the present time. 
So the iooemnificlation is a double 
protection both in state courts and 
in federal courts, whereas immu
nity would only have effect at the 
sta te level. 

The SPEAKER: The ChaIr would 
interrupt debate for a moment 
and ask the Representative from 
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, to es'cort 
the Rev. J'ohn Meisner to the ros
trum to join ,the Speaker. 

Thereupon, Reverend Meisner 
was escorted to the rostrum by the 
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. Jal
bert, amid the applause of the 
House, the members rising. 

The SPEAKER: This young man 
seemed to be weary standing up 
back. It is not very often the 
Speaker exercises his prerogative 
under the rules to request some
one to join him on the rostrum. 
It is usually a former Speaker or 
a former Governor. But this gen
tleman here is beloved by every 
member here who served with 
him, regardless of the controversy. 
And those who do not know him, 
I want to introduce the former 
Representative, the Reverend 
John Meisner of Dover-Foxcroft, 

to the young members who don 'It 
know him. (Applause) 

Rev. MEISNER: Mr. Speaker, 
I appreciate this honor very much, 
and thank you all for the courtes,y 
extended to me. 

I am very glad to be ba'ck here 
again where I had such a wonder
ful time for four sessions. Thank 
you very much. (Applause) 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Rockland, Mr. Emery, poses 
a question through the Chair to 
any member who may answer 
if they choose. And I think the 
question was posed to the gentle
man from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. 
Hewes, and the Chair recognizes 
that gentleman. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In re
sponse to the gentleman from 
Rockland, Mr. Emery's question, 
I believe there is ,a federal act for 
which the directors-federal act
could be liable in federal court. 

In reply to the question re1ative 
to costs of court. Yes, under the 
present law, 'anybody sued, if he 
loses he has to pay the cost of 
COU!1t. Even if he wins he has to 
pay counsel, presumably. And I 
wish to point out that in L. D. 
1578, in the next to the last sen
tence, it indicates that the govern
ing body will only pay attorneys' 
fees if they have been given prior 
consent, that is if they have ap
proved prior to the being asked to 
pay that amount. 

So under the pre,sent system I 
have defended a fireman in the 
City of Portland. Actually the City 
of Portland did pay his attorneys' 
fees, they paid the judgment, and 
I think the general practice is now 
that municipalities often do in
demnify or pay judgments for 
emp10yees. I thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognize's the gentleman from Lubec, 
Mr. Donaghy. 

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I want to thank Mr. Hewes 
for his very fine explanation. I 
would like to join him in going 
along with Mr. Marsrt;,aller's in
definite postponement. This is a 
very poorly thought out bill. 
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman {vom Nor
way, Mr. Henley. 

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I would like to take exception to 
what the previous gentlemen have 
stated. I do not think the bin lacks 
merit. I tJhink the original bill was 
very finely intended and it was 
well thought of. 

The re!ason for my reasoning on 
the tiling, the first bill I could not 
go along with because it asked 
for definite immunity to a specific 
small group. First, I am a liittle 
afraid of giving statutory i:mmu
nity anyway, even though I am 
not an attorney. So I refused to 
go along wi!th that bill. 

Now this amendment, I felt, was 
a partial answer. When I wa's 
asked why I would not go along 
with the original, I stated that 
first it was merely for a smarll 
group and it would open up the 
door and then every other group 
that decided they might be prose
cuted would want to have immu
nity. There were a lot of em,· 
ployees of government, and I 
didn't see why if we gave either 
immunity or indemnity to any 
group, it should include all gov
ernmental employees and officials. 

Now the amendment. or the re
write was produced. It was pro
duced along the lines of indemni
fying rather than straight immu
nity. Consequerutly, the protection 
would be purchased. 

Now whether the cost of this 
would be all out of reason is slOme
thing else again, Dr whether it 
conflicts with sovereign immunity, 
I do not know. I understand that 
the Attorney General's Depiair\t
ment has ruled on it and there are 
several statements on it. 

I merely went along with this 
bill. I approved this section of it 
and was hoping that there would 
be debwte on the floor, and I still 
feel that if there is not sovereign 
immunity that employees of the 
state should have some sort of 
indemnifying protecUon for errors 
that they may make when they 
think they are doing their duty 
and might be sued. 

So that is the reason why I went 
along with the "Ought to pass" 
Report. 

The SPE,AKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Per
ham, Mr. Bragdon. 

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I 
looked at this bill and I noticed 
that no attempt has been made 
by the committee, or I believe no 
attempt has been made, to arrive 
at any, or even make a guess at 
what the cost of such a bill as 
this would be. I don't know if this 
was done intentionally. I believe 
a Ibill that is going to cost the 
state money is supposed to have 
an appropriation act attached to 
it. I noticed that this does not 
have that. I don't know if there is 
any explanation for that or not. 
It obviously, probably, would be 
a very difficult thing to anive 
at. and I would question whether 
we should pass such a bill as this 
not having some knowledge of what 
it might eventually cost. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Freeport, Mr. 
Marstaller, that both Reports and 
Bill "An Act PrOhibiting Personal 
Liability of SchOol Board Mem
bers," House Paper 6, L.D. 6, be 
indefinitely postponed. All in favor 
will vote yes, those oppo,s'ed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
115 having voted in the affirm

ative and 19 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did prevail. 

Sent up for concurrence. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the tenth tabled and today assign
ed matter: 

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (10) Ought to pass in new 
draft" - Minority (2) "Ought not 
to pass" - Committee on State 
Government on Resolution Pro
posing an Amendment to the Con
stitution for Apportionment of the 
House of Representatives into Sin
gle Member Districts (H. P. 208) 
(L. D. 274) - New Draft (H. P. 
1238) (L. D. 1524) under same 
title. 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Susi 
of Pittsfield. 

Pending - Motion of Mrs. Good
win of Bath to indefinitely post
pone Reports and Resolution. 
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On motion of Mr. Susi of Pitts
field, retabled pending the motion 
of Mrs. Goodwin of Bath to in
definitely postpone both Reports 
and Resolution and specially as
signed for Thursday, April 15. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the eleventh tabled and today 
assigned matter: 

HOUSE ntvIDED REPORT -
Majority (11) "Ought not to pass" 
- Minority (2.) "Ought to pass" 
-Committee on Education on Bill 
"An Act to Crea1te a School AdlmiIl'
istrative District for the Town of 
Orono" m. P. 804) (L. D. 1077) 

Tabled - April 8, by Mr. Curtis 
of Orono. 

Pending - Acceptance of either 
Report. 

On motion of Mr. Susi of Pitts
field, retabled pending acceptance 
of either Report and specially 
assigned for Thursday, April 15. 

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

Bill "An Act relating to Retail 
Sale of Fortified Wine" (H. P. 
656) (L. D. 897) 

Tabled - April 9, by Mr. Martin 
of Eagle Lake. 

Pending - Motion of Mr. Ross of 
Bath to insist. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bow
doinham. Mr. Curtis. 

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

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis, 
moves tbat the House recede and 
concur. 

The ChaiT recognizes the gentle
man from Biddeford, Mr. Lizotte. 

Mr. LIZOTTE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I hope that 
we do not go along to recede and 
concur. and I would hope that we 
would go along with the motion of 
Mr. Ross to insist and I would 
ask for a division. 

The SPEAKER: A vote has been 
requested. All in favor of receding 
and concurring will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
59 having voted in the 'affirm

ative and 72 paving voted in the 

negative, the motion did not pre
vail. 

Thereupon, the House voted to 
insist. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the thirteenth taib~ed and today 
'assigned matter: 

An Act relating to a Transfer 
of Munic1palities from One School 
Administrative District to Another 
m. P. 1235) (L. D. 1521) 

Tabled - April 9, By Mr. Dam 
of Skowhegan. 

Pending - Passage to be en
acted. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Skow
hegan, Mr. Dam. 

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I had had 
this bill tabled because I was hav
ing an amendment prepared, or 
so I was under the impression that 
an amendment was going to be 
prepared. And after making sev
eral trips to the Attorney General's 
office and working on the amend
ment, this morning I was told that 
the Attorney General's office is 
so busy that they c'an't prepare 
any amendments. So seeing that 
they are so overworked, as one of 
our state agencies, or maybe from 
pressure being applied from some 
other state agency that would not 
want the bill amended, I there
fore move that it be passed to be 
enacted. 

Thereupon, the Bill. was passed 
to be enacted, signed by the Speak
er and sent to the Senate. 

The Chair laid before the HOlUs'e 
the fourteenth tabled and today as
signed matter: 

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (9) "Ought not to pass" 
- Minority (4) "Ought to pass" 
- Commi:ttee on LiqUJor Control on 
Bill "An Act relating to Sale of 
Liquor N ortbo be Consumed on the 
Premises" m. P. 426) (L. D. 560) 

Tabled - April 9, by Mr. Jalbert 
of Lewis,ton. 

Pending - His motion to recon
sider acceptance of Majority Re
rort. 
• Th:e SPEAKER: Is it the pleas
ure of the House to reconsider the 
acceptance of the Majority Re-
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port? All in £avor s.ay :aye; those 
opposed say no. 

A viva VQce vDte was, doubted 
by the Chak 

The SPEAKER: 'lihe Chair rec
ognizes the genitleman from Lew
iston, Mr. Jalbert. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker 
and Members 'Of the House: Am I 
in 'Order to speak on the motiOlll? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
may continue. The pending ques
tion is recons'idieration. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker 
and: Membexs of the How,e: I 
would give you several reasolIls 
w,hy I ,wm making a motion to re
consicder, although thexe must be 
s'Ome levity to everything,. Mr. 
Speaker, you mentLoned acfter I 
brought down the good gentleman 
from Dover-Foxcroft, Mr. Meis
ner, down the aiS'le, that ihe ad
justs himself to 'aU situations, I 
mean I presume he would adjust 
himself tD tihis one. This is the 
second time in ab'Out ten yea['s 
that lam up on a bill Ithat would 
involve itself with mOO"erevenue 
in Hquor in rthe Sta,te 'Of Mai'Ile. 

An'Other reason I have js that 
when I voted,and I have a ri,glht 
to make a moHon to reconsider 
beca\JJse I wa:s' on the p,revaiiling 
s1de, and I really hea,rdi about tihe 
l1a'ct that I was 'On tile pll'evailinlg 
side tW'O s'econds ,after I did it. I 
waltzed down the ai:sJe in a hiulfry 
as I dQ ofterutimes and pre'ssed 
the button in ,the wrong d[rection, 
and I was immeiliately relegated 
from the DankS' 'Of major to the 
ranks of buck private by my col
league and good friend£rom Lew
ilslton, Mr. CDte, whos'€ meas.lU'e 
this is'. 

Seriously, I feel quite sltr'Ongly 
ab'Out this measure. This, program 
exis,ts nDW, but tihe State of Maine 
does actuaRy gain nD revenue from 
it. 

If this law went inrto effect it 
W'Ould mea[l that afteT hours, as 
has been explained t'O you, it 
would mean that after hours, peo
ple cDuld: buy in h'Otels, m'Otels, 
restaurants and clubs, tihe liquor 
to take 'Out at a 20 per cent hlke 
~n the price of the product. 

Now thDse who wDuld take adc 
vantage of this privilege would 
have to pay an additional fee in 

their Hcense, and this meaiIlS an 
additiona:J. $50,000 t'O 1t':le coffel'ls of 
the State ,0[ Ma~ne for revenue,. 

Now this adually exists now, 
and we gain nothing from it. Actu
ally right now I could check into 
any hotel Dr mDtel in the State 
of Matne, and upon checking in, 
wil[h or ~thout luggage, I could 
call for some two or three bottles 
or two or (three cases 'Of liquor to 
be dirstributed to my room, at top 
prices inc~dentally. Reg:a,rd~ess of 
the price, I CQuld check in ,and 
ask for these liquors to be brorught 
to me, and when they are brought 
to my room I could: immediately 
leave and go elsewheTe if I cared 
to. 

Now certainly this doesn't mean 
any,thing to me as fa,r as the area 
of enjDying the pleasantries of a 
smaill libation bec'aus'e 1t has been 
nigh ontD s'ev,en years since I have 
enjoyed the privilege. 

It is nDt necessa,rily my cu,s,tom 
to get up and speak on these mat
ters. In a[JJY event, this would mean 
more revenue. It wDuld mean a 
service, s,eriously, 'O£tentimes to 
Du:r tourists, and they are entitled 
to having these privileges if they 
want to. And certainly this is my 
rea'sDn~ng for mo\'ing recDnsider,a
tion, so that the report "ough/t t'O 
pas's" would be accepted. I srure 
hope the motiron to reconsider, Mr. 
Speaker, will prevail. 

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

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker 
and Membel'ls 'Of the House: The 
gentleman from Lewiston bring,s 
up a question which I would like 
to pDse to him art this time. I don't 
have any doubt 'as t'O what he s.ays 
that Ihe can check into any hotel 
or motel in the Sta,te of Maine and 
have liquor s'ent to his room. D'Oes 
he wish to imply - he mentioned 
a matter in tills' new bill of 20 per 
cent added costs. Does he wish tD 
imply that every hotel and every 
motel in the State of Maine would 
allDw him to check in and seU 
him a case of liquor and imme
diately allow him tD go out with
out paying the ten or fifteen dDI
lars that they normally would 
cha'I1ge me to check iuto a hotel? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, poses 
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a question through the Ohair to the 
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. 
Ja,lbert, who may answer if he 
chooses, and 'the Chair recognizes 
that gentleman. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the Hous,e: In 
answer to Mr. Bragdon, I have a 
twofold answer. Number one, I 
think he is being influenced by Mr. 
Meisner's stare; numbe'r two, the 
a,il'SWClr cerrtainly is obvious~y in 
the negative, and he knows that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rec
ognizes the gent1eman from E'ast 
Millinocket. Mr. Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: I do 
feel that I should make some lit
tLe comment on this. I think we 
thoroughly understand what this 
bill does. It seems to me of all the 
bills relative to the sale of liquor 
that have come before this Legis
lature, in my opinion this prob
ably is the worst one in the whole 
group. 1t strictly does put all res
taurants into the ability to sell 
liquor. I think that it has a, g;reat 
many ramifications. I hope the re
consideration motion does not 
pass. 

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

Mr. COTE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: This 
is a two-p'ronged affair. If you wish 
to keep the bootlegger in business 
and if you wish to throwaway a 
quarter of a million dollars which 
we badly need, then vote not to 
reconsider. 

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The gentle
man from East Millinocket, Mr. 
Bir,t, makes a mention that this 
is the worst liqUor bill tha,t has 
been presented of aU of them be
fore this session of the Legislature. 
Being an authority on the subject, 
would he please give me what the 
best bill is? 

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

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the Hou'se: I 
meant to say a little more after 
I got my answer from Mr. Jalbert. 

I will attempt to, do so at this 
time. If I correctly understand 
this bill, and I am sure if I don't I 
will be corrected. If I Wlderstand 
this bill, this now 'allows every ho
tel and eVeifY motel in the State 
of Maine that has a liquor license 
to sell to any person who wishes -
they don't have to register - sen 
to any person who wishes to pUT
chase liquor at :any time - it says 
after hours, I believe in the bill, 
but to me this would mean any 
time of the latter part of the day 
and all ,the night. To me it is al
most equal to putting the liquor 
into every little store in the State 
of Maine if we go this far. I be
lieve I am correct in this a'ssump
t1<m that no one would have to 
register ,at a hotel OT motel. It 
simply makes a hotel and a motel 
a liquor retail outlet, which I def
initely oppQlo,e. 

Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston was 
granted permission to speak a 
third time. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I 
think there probably is a rule that 
you should quit when you're be
hind, but regardless of that fact, 
I am going to give Mr. Cote, the 
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. 
Cote's bill an honest requiem if 
I am going to give it to it. 

The gentleman from Perham, 
Mr. Bragdon, I am positive is not 
hard of hearing. Now very defin
itely he states that it was of his 
opinion, one, that every little store 
in the st<lte would be able to - the 
gentleman from Perham, Mr. 
Bragdon, made the statement that 
every little store in the state would 
be able to procure 'a borttle of 
liquor. Those were his words. The 
fact of the matter is that this does 
no:t pertain to any store whatever. 
Number two, in the present law 
now you cer1tainly have to, in order 
to procure a bottle of liquor in a 
mortel, you naturally have to be a 
registered, paying guest, and that 
states so in the measure. 

It might be \Suggested sometimes 
that the way we get ourselves in
volved, and I knew I was going to 
get myself involved in this thing 
because of my commitment to my 
friend, Mr. Cote. So I read the bill. 
I also called the Liquor Commis
sion who has no objection to this 
bill. I called the Chief of the State 
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Highway Police who told me that 
people should be allowed to dO' 
what they want to dO', and they 
had no objec:tiO'n on the enfO'rce
ment issue to this bill. 

The law says presently :that you 
can gO' to any motel, register, 
check in, and buy any amO'unt of 
liquo·r that you wal1jtand 1t is de
livered to you. Usually, it is some
times double the price. This WO'uld 
bring it down to' 20 percent. It 
WO'uld help a great many peO'ple. 
It would make $50,000 more avail
able for the emergency me'aiSures 
of my gOOd friend :frO'm Perham, 
Mr. BI1agdon, up in Aroostook. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Scar
borough, Mr. Gagnon. 

Mr. GAGNON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the HO'UiSe: r won't 
belabor the point. As I stated be
fore, this allows anyO'ne to come 
into - as it states right here in 
the bill - hotels class "A" res
taurants and clubs to buy liquor 
in original packages to· be con
sumed elsewhere other than on the 
premises. Now this means that 
anyone can come intO' these estab
lishmentis after hours, buy the 
liquor and take it out and drink 
it wherever they wish. As I stated 
before, this is again getting away 
from state controlled stores. I 
dO'n't see any reason for revenue 
for allY reason, and the majority 
of the committee didn't feel this 
way. Therefore, I would hope that 
we would uphold this measure as 
we did the last time. 

Mr. Bragdon of Perham was 
g,ranted permilssion to speak a third 
time. 

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: Either 
the gentleman from Lewiston mis
understood my statement, or de
liberately misinterpreted my state
ment with rega.rd - what I said 
was with regard to hotels selling 
liquor. I didn't s'ay that it allowed 
as he interpreted it, that it allow
ed every little sto·re to be a retail 
outlet. I definitely did not say 
that. I said it was jUist as bad as 
,that. 

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

Mr. COTE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: I 

would like to correct one state
ment that was made. It says "after 
hours." After hours O'f the liquor 
stores closing; not ·a.:titer hours for 
the legal time of selling liquor in 
this s,tate. In other words, if it is 
midnight, they stop at midnight. If 
it is quarter O'f one, they stoOP at 
quarter of one. They don't sell all 
night like it has been implied here. 

Mr. Curtis of Bowdoinham re
quested a roll call. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has 
been requested. For the Cha.ir to 
order a roll call it must have the 
expressed desire of one .fifth of the 
members present and voting. All 
members desiring a roll call vote 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and mOore than one fifth of the 
members present hiav1n:g expxessed 
a desire for a roll call, a roll call 
was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion 0'1' the 
gentleman frOom Lewiston, Mr. Jal
bert, that the House reconsider ac
ceptance of the Majority Report on 
Bill "An ACit relating to SaJe of 
Liquor Not to be Consumed on the 
Premises," House Paper 426, L. D. 
560. If you 'are in favor of rl?'con
sideration you will vote yes; H yO'U 
are opposed YOoU will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA-Bedard, Berube, Binnette, 

Boudreau, Bourgoin, Carey, Carter, 
Clemente, Conley, Cote, Cottrell, 
Dow, Doyle, Drigotas, Faucher, 
Fecteau, Gauthier, Genest, Gill, 
Goodwin, Hancock, Jalbert, Jutras, 
Kelleher, Kelley, R. P.; Kilroy, 
Lebel, Lessard, Lizotte, Lynch, 
Manchester, Marsh, Martin, Mc
Closkey, McKinnon, Mills, Murray, 
Norris, O'Brien, Orestis, Pontbri
and, Rand, Rocheleau, Ross, San
,toro, Sheltra, Slane, Smith, E. H.; 
Tanguay, Theriault, Vi n c en t , 
Wheeler, Whitson. 

NA Y - Ault, Bailey, Baker, 
Barnes, Bartlett, Bernier, Berry, 
G. W.; Berry, P. P.; Birt, Bither, 
Bragdon, Brawn, Brown, Bunker, 
Bustin, Call, Carrier, Churoehill, 
Clark, Collins, Crosby, Cummings, 
Curran, Curtis, A. P.; Curtis, T. S., 
Jr.; Cyr, Donaghy, Dudley, Dyar, 
Emery, D. F.; Evans, Farrington, 
Finemore, Fraser, Gagnon, Good, 
Hall, Hardy, Haskell, Hawkens, 
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Hayes, Henley, Herrick, Hewes, 
Hodgdon, Immonen, Kelley, K. F.; 
Kelley, P. S.; Keyte, Lawry, Lee, 
Lewin, Lewis, Lincoln, Littlefield, 
Lucas, Lund, MacLeod, Maddox, 
Mahany, Marstaller, McCormick, 
McNally, McTeague, Millett, Mor
rell, Mosher, Page, Parks, Payson, 
Porter, Pratt, Rollins, Scott, Shaw, 
Shute, Simpson, L. E.; Simpson, T. 
R.; Smith, D. M.; Stal'bil'd, Still
ings, Susi, Trask, Tyndale, Web
ber, White, Wight, Williams, Wood, 
M. W.; Wood, M. E.; Woodbury. 

ABSENT -Albert, Cooney, Dam, 
Emery, E. M.; Hanson, Silverman. 

Yes, 53; No, 91; Absent, 6. 
The SPEAKER: Fifty-three hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
ninety-one in the negative, with six 
being absent, the motion does not 
prevail. 

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

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority (7) "Ought not to pasls" 
- Minority (5) "Ought to pass" 
with Comm~ttee Amendment "A" 
(H-124) - Committee on Agricul
ture on Bill "An Act Establishing 
the Maine Apple Fund and Maine 
Apple Commis'Sion" (H. P. 253) 
(L. D. 335) 

Tabled-April 9, by Mr. Williams 
of Hodgdon. 

Pending - Motion of Mr. Evans 
of Freedom to accept Minority Re
port. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Wayne, 
Mr. Ault. 

Mr. AULT: Mr. Speaker and La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I have received a letter from a 
number of people that support this 
legislation, and because of our 
early convening this morning I 
have to apologize, I was not able 
to get it into your mail boxes. 

This is a controversial piece of 
legislation. I believe that these 
people have as much right to tell 
you how they feel ,as other people 
have, and I would appreCiate it if 
someone would table this for two 
legislative days. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Free
dom, Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to tahle this for two 
days. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Freedom, Mr. Evans, moves 
that L. D. 335 be tabled and spe
cially assigned for Thursday, April 
15, pending his motion to accept 
the Minority Report. 

Mr. PratJt of Parsonsfield re
quested a division. 

The SPEAKER: A division has 
been requested on the tabling mo
tion. All in favor of this matter be
ing tabled and specially ass~gned 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House wa,s taken. 
86 having voted in the affirm a

tiveand 48 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did p'revail. 

The Chair laid before Ithe House 
the sixteenth tabled and today 
assigned matter: 

Bill "An Act relating to Fees 
for Inspection of Motor Vehicles" 
m. P. 281) (L. D. 370) 

Tabled -- April 9, by Mr. Emery 
of Auburn. 

Pending - Adoption of House 
Amendment "A" (H-127) 

House Am'endment "A" was 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from En
field, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of ,the House: I think 
a lot of members of the Hous'e 
probably don't understand what 
this means. This actually means 
increasing this sort of 'a tax by a 
hundred percent, whi'ch is seldom 
done here in this House. We gen
erally give it to them 'a little more 
grac.ua]y. And the state isn't go
ing to benefit a great deal from 
this. Presently they got ten cents 
from one of these stickers on your 
windshield, and if this bill passes 
they are going to get the whole 
SLlm of twenty cents. 

Now let me tell you what this 
inspection was for originally. I 
think some of you may know, but 
there may be some that don't know 
what this inspection is for. But 
actually this inspection is tlO make 
your car s'afer for the drive on the 
highways of the State of Maine 
and other state!'>'. 
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Now the original sticker that we 
had on the windshield some time 
ago ClOst fifty cents. But >the intent 
was to get your car fixed, to get 
Y'ou in there and have the car re
paired so it was safe for the high
way. So the mechanic, wMch I 
consider myself somewhat of, had 
to .get the car in order land charge 
for the same. Thalt's where he got 
his pay. 

Now if we pass this type 'Of bill, 
the honest operator is going to be 
penalized, because the honest 
operator wants your car s,afe on 
the highway. He wants you to have 
good brakes, good tires, and all the 
other necessary things to make 
your car safe on the highway. If 
this bill passes the people that are 
intent on only doUar bills, or they 
can see only doHar billS' before 
their eyes, will tend to make the 
others also "licker lappers," be
cause then they can make money 
just lapping stickers and 5ticking 
them on the windsihield, they don't 
have to fix your car. 

So we getaway from the intent 
of what the bill wa,s for in the first 
place. In the first place, this 
legislaltion was to make your car 
safer on the road. And now if we 
are going to try to make it a tax 
to improve the highway l'evenue 
or make the garage man richer, 
then we are getting away from 
the intent of the bill. 

So for ,these reasons, I would 
think that this bill,and I mov'e 
that thisl bill be indefinitely POSlt
poned. It is hard to do that, be
cause it would rputa lot of doJ:lars 
in myplolckets, but I don't feel like 
just lapping stickers. I feel as 
tllOughtihe people in my area are 
entitled to having their car proper
ly looked after and safe for the 
highway. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Enfield, Mr. Dudley, now 
moves that L. D. 370 be indefinHelly 
postponed. 

The Chair rec'Ognizes the gentle
man from Van Buren, Mr. Lebel. 

Mr. LEBEL: Mr. Speaker, a 
point 1M information, please. I 
would like to ask Mr. Stilling,s, he 
put an amendment on L. D. 370, 
and when 'the bill came in the 
committee, L. D. 370, we made 'a 
redraft of number 1576, and he 
put his amendment on the first 

bill. If he wants to put ,an amend
ment, I think he should put it on 
the redra:ilt. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would 
advise the gentleman that the 
gentleman spons'Ol1ing the bill sub
st1tuted Ithe original bill for the 
new draft. An amendment is per
tinent Ito the 'Griginal bill. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Auburn, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: We have seen the gas tax 
rise in the last few years'; we have 
seen the excise taxes go up; we 
have seen all kinds of other taxes 
added to the cost of opera!ting 
vehicles. And this fee raise here 
will he another cost. 

I wonder how many m,ore costs 
we can add to the operation of the 
vehicle and 5tiU expect people to 
use ,them. The use of vehicles ,to
day is a necessity, nOit a luxury 
any more. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Ellsworth, Mr. McNally. 

Mr. McNALLY: Mr. Speakel~ and 
Memlbers lorf the House: I am going 
to be consistent. I wasn't for the 
sticker lappers in the hearing, and 
lam not for the 5ticker lappers 
nDW. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from En
field, Mr. Dudley. 

1\1:r. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Just Dne 
thing I forgot to mention, and 
that is that this was one of those 
few unanimous cDmmittee reports 
that this should remain at a dollar, 
and we filed a redraft here that 
was substituted for this report. And 
there w~re some other things in 
the bill that we could bring the 
other bill back before us, I am 
sure. But it was a unanimous com
mittee report that the inspection on 
YDur windshield would stay one 
dollar. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ber
wick, Mr. Stillings. 

Mr STILLINGS: Mr Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen oJ the 
House: As always, I appreciate 
the humor with which Mr. Dudley 
approaches some of the legislation 
before this House. And I am sure 
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that most of you do too. I enjoy 
listening to him; I don't particular
ly relish the thought of debating 
him. 

But I think this is a very serious 
matter. We are talking about a 
highway safety measure. We want 
good thorough safety inspections 
in this state, or at least I think 
this Legislature as a matter of 
record is concerned, deeply con
cerned with highway safety. 

The gentleman from Enfield, 
Mr. Dudley. mentioned the other 
day that some station owners 
didn't know how to charge. I don't 
believe that this argument is 
material. Existing law says that 
the fee for inspecting a vehicle 
is one dollar, and if there is noth
ing wrong with the vehicle then 
there is no way that station own
er can charge more than that 
one dollar under the law. 

What we are asking for here 
essentially is a realistic fee of two 
dollars for inspection. Simply to 
allow the station owner, not to 
make money, but not to lose money 
in inspectir:g motor vehicles. And 
we would hope certainly that the 
inspection would be 'a very 
thorough safety inspection. 

St!ation owners have had no in
crease in this statutory fee for 
inspecting vehicles for 20 years. 
The fee was increased from fifty 
cents to one dollar in 1951. And I 
would like to make this point very 
clear. it is a safety inspection 
which I am sure we all want to 
see done properly. I want to make 
sure that my car gets a thorough 
inspection when I take it to the 
inspection station, and I certain
ly would like to be assured that 
other vehicles on the road with 
which I must contend occasionally 
have also had a thorough, ade
quate safety inspection. 

If the sticker lickers or sticker 
lappers, whatever you prefer to 
call them which Mr. Dudley has 
mentioned, do exist - and I am 
s';re that they do - I would guess 
that if they are reported to the 
Moto" Vehicle Inspection Bureau 
of the State Police they would not 
be in the sticker licking business 
very long. 

These inspection stations are per
forming a very important public 

service in the interest of highway 
safety. I don't believe that most 
of them are interested in making 
a huge profit on a motor vehicle 
inspection. They simply, as I said 
before, would like to be able to do 
it without losing money. 

Under this bill as amended, or I 
believe the amendment has been 
adopted, the station will realize 
a gross profit of $1. 70 for about 
;:0 to 30 minutes work. And I 
think that we can all realize that 
this is not very much profit; and 
it is gross profit. And of course, 
the station owner still has a con
siderable amount of paper work 
to do in complying with the inspec
tion reporting regulations. 

And I certainly would hope that 
this House won't overlook the fact 
that the bill produces an additional 
$400,000 in revenue. And I think we 
all agree that revenue is sorely 
needed. And it doesn't come from 
the person whose car is being in
spee1ed, it comes from the increase 
in the cost of the stickers to the 
inspection station. They would be 
increased under this bill from ten 
cents to thirty cents apiece. 

We are talking more than reve
nue, however. We are talking more 
than fees for inspection. If this bill 
as amended is adopted, then it 
would increase the fee for the in
spection of school buses from two 
to four dollars, and all station 
owners agree that it takes about 
twice as long to inspect a school 
bus as it does a car. 

This bill would establish a pro
cedure whereby stations would be 
licensed once every three years 
rather than annually now, and 
this would free up more troopers 
from the Motor Vehicle Inspection 
Division to get out and get after 
i1'e sticker lickers. It would ex
empt road construction equipment, 
which the committee has suggest
ed, from inspection requirements. 
It would, as I have said, increase 
the cost of the sticker to the 
station owner from ten cents to 
thirty cents. It would provide for 
the stations to receive refunds on 
unused stickers, wmething they 
cannot do under existing law unless 
their license is suspended or re
voked. And it does increase the 
cost of the inspection to the ve-



1424 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 13, 1971 

hiele owner from one dollar to 
two dollars. Certainly I think we 
could agree that two dollars at 
today's prices and wages is not 
out of the question. 

I would again like to remind 
you of the revenue producing fea
ture of the bill and that the money 
comes from the station 'Owner, not 
from the motor vehicle operator. 
And I certainly would hope that 
you would vote against the motion 
to indefinitely postpone. 

The SPEAKER: The Chairrec" 
ognizes the gentleman from Dix
field, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Spe,aker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I cannot imagine anyone 
ris[ng on the floor of this Bouse 
worrying about garage 'Owners go
ing under. Any g,arage 'Owner that 
I know is doing a pretty good busi
ness at this one dollar level thalt 
we have now. I have paid in the 
past for labor in garages at the 
rate of $13.00 an hour and I am 
not in my position worrying very 
much but what these pe'Ople can 
do the j'Ob they have been domg, 
dOIng a good job, for the dolLar 
an hour inspection sticker that 
we have at the pre'sent time. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
'Ogruzes the gentleman from Oak
land, Mr. Brawn. 

Mr. BRAWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: My tele
phone has been very hot the last 
few days in regards to this issue 
,and I hope that after I have 
spoken that there will be a roll 
call S'O they can see just how I did 
vote on this. You go into thes'e 
stations, they don't give you any
thing-only a sticker for this mon
ey. Anything extra, if you have a 
light 'Out, this is extra; you pay, 
they make a profit on selling to 
you and they also make a profit 
on their Labor. 

When we go up, this amount 
right here-I have three cars my
self, and this will go up triple 
on me; and this is $3.00 every 
half, $6.00 for the year, and I 
could use that $6.00 better. The 
other day I took my car into a 
garage, just to have bea'l'ing,s done. 
I thought it was going to COSlt me 
thirty or forty dollars; I paid 
$163.40 before I left in juslt sdx 

hours. So I think the garages a're 
making enough ,and I ask y'OU to 
keep this thing where it was, and 
I go 'along with indefinite post
ponement. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Old 
Orchard Beach, Mr. Fa'rrington. 

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speak
er and Ladies and Gentlemen of 
the House: In order to vote more 
intelligently 'On this matter, I sur
veyed as many garages this week
end as I had time t'O. One of the 
questions that I put to the garage 
owners wa!s the following. Will the 
driver get a more thorough inspec
tion for $2.00? All the gamge own
ers answered in the neg'lative. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Enfield, Mr. Dud
ley, that Bill "An AClt relating to 
Fees for Inspection of Motor Ve
hicles," House Paper 281, L, D. 
370, be indefinitely postponed. The 
Chair will order a vote. All those 
in favor of indefinite postponement 
will vote yes; those oppos1ed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
84 having voted in the affirma

tive ,and 54 having voted in the 
negative, the Bill was indefinitely 
postponed and slent up for c'On
currence. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the seventeenth tabled and today 
assigned matter: 

Bill "An Act rela!ting to the 
Right of Access by Landlords" 
(H. P. 1253) (L. D. 1573) 

Tabled-April 9, by Mr. Kelll~her 
O'f Bangor. 

Pending - Passage to be en
grossed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from West
brook, Mr. Carrier. 

Mr. CARRIER: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I 
would like at this time to speak 
in opposition to this bill. Weare 
getting involved with this bill to
day into a matter of a tenant
landlord relationship, which will 
require on your part and my part 
muchdisci\lJssion and much time. 
If you want to spend thiat time I 
willSipend mine to try to give 
you some of the facts involving 
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this legislation, this particular 
legislation 1573. 

First and foremost I am op
posed to the bill because the bill 
tries to give away my rights a,s 
a property owner. And also this 
bill-this bill is a new draM, as 
you will notice 1573 is a new draft 
of the bill L. D. 250. I opposed this 
bill on another principle and that 
is the principle that this bill ha,s 
departed la great percentage £rom 
the original bill. This bill, at the 
hearing forr L. D. 250, we had 
about seventy people againslt L. D. 
250 at the hearing, and we had 
about six tenants and a few re
markahle lawyers from the Pine 
Tree Legal As'sociation for the bill. 

In the first place this bill and at 
least four other of the bills which 
have been presented have been 
the works of the Attorney Gen
eral's office in regards to in
vestigaltions on their rent prof
iteering in the cities of Portland, 
Lewiston and Bangor. I will strict
ly make my rema,rks as to the 
Portland investigations because I 
am not familiar wilth what harp
pened in the other places. I w~sh 
to state to you some facts which 
at first might not seem to be ger
mane to this legislation, but I 
think you will s,ee thart it is. 

On complaint the Attorney Gen
eral's office did have some in
vestigation and one of the first 
steps to remedy the situation, or 
they thought the situation, was 
that thev would form a committee 
apparentIy which was supposed 
to be divided equally for good rep
resentation from the tenants' ideas 
and also the property owners' 
ideas. 

Well I can slay to you ladies and 
gentlemen that this committee of 
fO.:rtcen people, out of fourteen 
neorle there were six tenants, 
there was one representative from 
the Ho:tse, and there were three 
or four lawyers from the Pine 
Tree Legal Association which I 
wig,~ to quote to you they don't 
work in your interests; 'and there 
Vi,as on th~ committee of fourteen. 
£0;]'1' landlords. and one of these 
landlords was on there because 
l'e pat t'~e pressure on to be on 
that committee. He wasn't put on 
tbere voluntarily. 

So I submit to you on a commilt
tee of fOLUr,teen, with ten of tihem 
representing one party, I don't 
think this is very fair. I asked the 
same question in committee to the 
AttOirney General and of cou['se 
you get Ithe answer 1Jhat they 
weren't aware of this; but I can 
assure you thaJt they were because 
they were told many times about 
it. 

Secondly, at the ihealring on L. 
D. 250, which was attended by a 
roomful and most of them against 
this proposal, ·actually the ones 
that spoke ,ag'alinst it - and I 
didn't know i,tat that time, but 
slOme of them that spoke let's say 
for it, actually SQme of them were 
evicted due to the fact that they 
evic,ted before because they were 
owed rent and they had been 
evicted beclause of thialt situation. 

There is no doubt that the wishes 
of the landlord at tihJalt hearimg 
were clear; they did not want any 
part of tills legislation. I don't 
think that they want lany part of 
the pI1oposed legisllaltlon because 
this is actually like I say brand 
new legislation. There was no 
hearing that was ever iheld on this 
present bill and for that reason 
I don't believe - I know that they 
do not want this. 

The proponents to my knowledge 
do not intend and do not at this 
time have any rentab1e property 
that they own. I suggeslt. to you 
that the greatest do-gQoders for 
this type of legislation 'are tihe 
ones that aire willing to spend 
YO'lr money and your equity in 
the property that you now own. 
And whether you own any rentable 
property or nOlt, let me st'wte to 
yOJ. that 1f you own even your 
single house. a situaHon such as 
C.eath and other things can happen 
that you will want to rent your 
housle, and if you do you would 
come under these 1a'wsl as' pro
posed. 

We have about fourteen of these 
bills that will come up in this ses
sion involving this type of relation. 
ship. I can say much more but I 
think this is enough for a starter. 
"Ve can expand and will expand 
if you opponents want to. I thought 
that you realized that such la bill 
is a threat to your privacy as ,an 



1426 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 13, 1971 

individual and as a homeowne,r. 
The legal authorities agree that 
the statute under which the hear
ings were held i,s unconstitutional. 
Rent profiteeriIllg section wou~d 
not stand under anappe'a~ be
cause it is too vague. I ,am told 
that some of the office~s of the 
Tenants Union were evicted be
cause of non-payment of rent. I 
was not only told bUit I have bcts 
and I can have their statements 
a,s f'ar as that is concerned. 

I submit to you that this legisla
tion would also affect the elderly 
because as iJt is now the landlords 
a,re reluctant to rent to a lot of 
people, and there are many places 
in Portland, let's s'ay a four-family 
unit, they rent two units just 
enough so they will have enough 
monev to pay £01' the repaIrs, to 
pay for their taxes; and 'actually 
don't get involved in getting some 
people that will destruct their 
property. I submit to you this is 
not a good bill and I cannot sup
port it at th1s time. 

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

Mr. CALL: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of ,the House: I believe 
there are Laws which cover this 
situlation now. All this law would 
do, if passed, would c'ause un
necessarily a bad relationslhip be
tween tenants and landlords. Bills, 
such as this one, which obviously 
would create trouble, should not 
be passed. 

I know from pcrsonalexperience 
thait the prov~sions set forth in 
Sectton 6o:h of this proposed leg
islation a,re utterly ridiculous. I 
have tenants who depend upon me 
to put their v,arious checks in their 
rooms because the man comes 
when most of them are working 
or otiherwise out of their living 
quarters. Also I have tenants who 
when they go away, we will say 
for three weeks, ask me to look 
into their living quarters at least 
on,~e a week to see that everything 
is in' order. 

Legislation as proposed iI!l this 
bin would cause people who have 
aJ.wa,ys trusted property owners to 
believe thalt perhaps they were 
wrong in their belief and that they 
should adiopt the attitude that the 

landlord is automatically a S'COtID, 
direl. 

Bills like this one are decidedly 
dangerous and they never should 
become law. If a la,nffiord has the 
reputation of being a prowler·, a 
snooper or a thlef, the man on 
the street will know iltand the 
landlord will have trouble obtain
ing tenants. Alsl(), by the s,ame 
token, if someone moves, into a 
lodging place and learns: that the 
proprietor is given to dist,asteful 
practices, there is nothing to pre
vent him fmm moviIllg out. Thank 
you. 

'Dhe SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Nor
WilY. Mr. Henley. 

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentle!llleIl of the 
House: I signed the Minority 
"Ought not to pass" Report on this 
bill and also the original one. I 
am neither a landlord nor a tenant. 
But lam concerned with a lot of 
legislation being asked for wIlich 
is interfering with what should be 
normal good relations. I feel tha.t 
this bHl is too demanding, it is 
too restrictive, and that if land" 
lords and tenants have the rela
tionship which a gO'od many of 
them have,and in a good many 
cases they do, they need no law 
like this; and in 'a good many 
cases if they have why, as Mr. Dall 
just stated, they would not get 
tenants for very long. 

Now it seems to me I have a 
good many times in IT\Y earlier life 
rented property. I have had little 
problems of course and everyone 
has with geiUng this and that 'and 
the other fixed, but I ne'Ver had 
any ,grea't problems with landlords. 
I don't see any reason for tt now. 
And I see even les'S reason for us 
to legislate every little problem 
that individuals hEve and minority 
grourps have, that they feel that 
the Great Father here in Augusta 
should make it right for them. 

This not only applies to thi,s one 
but, as Mr. Carrier says, there 
are several others that are along 
the same line. They seem to feel 
that we have got to build a c(Jtton 
padded fence around every indi
vidual and protect him from every
thing tha't he does to get himself 
into a bit of trouble. Now a good 
many times ifa tenEnt has prob-
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lems it is his own flalUlt, and if he 
can't get along with the landlord 
a good many times thiat is his own 
fault. Because the landlord is a 
businessman, and liike all business
men their livelihood depends upon 
good relations with the people that 
are paying them their livelihood. 

So I certainly do not agree with 
this bill and I hope that it does 
not pass. 

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

Mr. COTE: Mr. Spea~er and 
Members of the House: I am bat
ting for a thousand this morning, 
the other way. Again this is my 
bill, and I am going to speak in op
pos~tion t.o it. I was on that land
lord - tenants committee named by 
Jim Erwin, the Attorney General's 
Office, and I accepted at the time 
because I feU I was coming in here 
for the Research CommiHee any
way and many of the meetings 
were on the same day, so I killed 
two birds with one stone. I wa,s 
not recompensed to be on that 
committee. It was a free job, and 
I also came many rtimesat my 
own expense to serve on this com
mittee. I attended all th. hearings 
except one. I didn't see anything 
really in the committee that was 
prejudiced against the tenant or 
against the l'andlord. Everyone 
serving on this committee tr~ied to 
do the job the best they could. 

I am not talking about the law
yers now, I am talking about the 
laymen that were on that commit
tee. We worked hard, and we had 
many many pieces of legislation 
and finally we came out with four 
bills. And I wa~g, asked if I would 
present one Or two of those bills 
and I accepted in order to get them 
before the people so they could be 
aired out. 

The original bill, to me. was a 
fairly good bill. It was misunder
stood by many of the landlords 
because as the law exists tod1ay, 
individuals or landlords who want 
to get into their tenements cannot 
do so becaUise they are trespassing 
and they can be convicted under 
the law. That would give the right 
of <tccess to landlords. So I thought 
it was a pretty good bill. 

All of a sudden the bill came out 
of committee and I don't even un-

derstand it. I imagined all the 
powers that be, or all the legal 
minds the Legal Mfairs Committee 
get tog'ether and as usual - I me'an 
the Committee on Judicia,ry -
and as usual, they bogg:ed it up a 
little. They don't understand each 
other half the time. They are al
ways on oppo'site sides. I have 
been here for twenty years and it 
has been the same thing for the 
last twenty years I have been 
here. 

So not understanding the bill, 
reaUy what it is going to do, I 
ought to go along with Mr. Oar
riel' this morning and vote f.olr in
definite postponement. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Cape 
Elizabeth, Mr. Hewes. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. SpeakeT, may 
I ask what the pending ques,tion 
is before the House? 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
qUeistion before the House is pas
sage to be engrossed. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I would like to try to explain the 
bill as it now is postured. L. D. 
1573 I think just sets forth in simr 
pIe language the rights and duties 
of the landlord and tenant, relative 
to the landlord's Tight to enter the 
leased premises. Ais I understand 
the law, and it is exactly as the 
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. 
Cote, has just said, that is that a 
landl.ord may not enter the leased 
premises during the term of the 
lease. This L. D. 1573 would pro
vide that he can enter the leased 
premises under certain Is,tipulated 
conditions, and they aTe set forth. 
One is to inspect the premises, the 
second is for rep'airs and improve
ments, and third is to show it to 
prospectiv,e tenants or possible 
purchalsers, fourth is to collect 
rent due, and then under an emer
gency also. 

This, as Mr. Cote has indicated, 
is an offspring of the hearing that 
the Attorney General's Office held 
last summer, and it 'seems to me 
that this is fair both to the land,. 
lord and to the Itenant, and I hiolpe 
that the bill is passed Ito be en
grossed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman . fTom 
Lewiston, Mr. Cote. 
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Mr. COTE: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that this Bill and ,al:laccompany
ing papers be indefinitely post
poned. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Lewiston, Mr. Cote, moves 
that this Bill "An Act relalting tio 
the Right of Access by L'andlords," 
House Paper 1253, L. D. 1573, be 
indefinitely postponed. All in favor 
of indefinite postponement will 
vote yes; those opposed will vote 
no. 

A vote ·o,f the Hous'e was taken. 
87 voted in the affirmative and 

44 voted in the negative. 
Whereupon, Mr. Hewes of Gape 

Elizabeth requested a rollcall. 
The SPEAKER: A roll call has 

been requested. For the Ohair to 
order a roll call it must have the 
expressed desire of one filfth of the 
members present and '."oting. All 
members desiring a roll call v,ote 
will vote yes; tihose oppos'ed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than one fifth of the 
members present havingexpres1sed 
a desire for a roll c,all, a roll call 
was 'ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question i;.t on the motion of the 
gentleman from Lewis,ton, Mr. 
Cote, that the Bill be indefinitely 
postponed. If you are in favor of 
indeHnite postponement you will 
vote yes; if you are opposed you 
will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Albert, Bailey, Hames, 

Hartlett, Bedard, Berry, G. W.; 
Berube, Binnette, Birt, Bither, 
Bourgoin, Brawn, Bunker, Call, 
Carrier, Carter, Cote, Curtis, A. P.; 
Cyr, Drigotas, Dudley, Dyar, 
Emery, D. F.; Emery, E. M.; 
Evans, Farrington, Fecteau, Fine
more, Fraser, Gauthier, Hall, Han
cock, Haskell, Hawkens, Henley, 
Herrick, Hodgdon, Immonen, J al
bert, Jutras, Kelley, P. S.; Kelley, 
R. P.; Keyte, Kilroy, Lee, Less'ard, 
Lewin, Lewis, Lincoln, Littlefield, 
Lizotte, Lynch, Maddox, Maihany, 
Manchester, Marsih, McOo,rmick, 
McKinnon, McNally, Millett, Mosh
er, O'Brien, Pontbriand, Porter, 
Rand, Rocheleau, Rollins, Ross, 
Santoro, Scott, Sheltra, Shute, 
Simpson, L. E.; Simpson, T. R.; 
Susi, Tanguay, Theriault, Trask, 

Wood, M. W.; Wood, M. E.; Wood. 
bury. 

NAY - Ault, Baker, Berni.er, 
Berry, P. P.; Bragdon, Brown, 
Bustin, Churchill, Cla'rk, Clemente 
Collins, Conley, Cooney, Crosby; 
Cummings, Curran, Curtis, T. S., 
Jr.; Doyle, Faucher, Gagnon, Ge
neslt, Gill, Good, Goodwin, Hardy, 
Hayes, Hewes, Kelleher, Lebel, 
Luclas, Lund, Ma'cLeod, Marstal
ler, Martin, McCloskey, McTeague, 
MOl"rell, Murray, Norris, Ores1tis, 
Page, Parks, Payson, Pratt, Shaw, 
Slane, Smith, D. M.; Smith, E. H.; 
Starbird, Stillings, Vincent, Wheel
er, White, Whitson, Wight. 

ABSENT - Boudreau, Carey, 
Cottrell, Dam, Donaghy, Dow, 
Hanson, Kelley, K. F.; Lawry, 
Mills, Silverman, Tyndale, Webber, 
Williams. 

Ye;.t, 81; No, 55; Abs'ent, 14. 
The SPEAKER: Eighty-one hav

ing voted in the a ffirm altlive and 
fifty-five having voted in the 
negative, with fourteen being 
absent, the motion does prevail. 

Sent up for concurrence. 

The Chair laid before 'the House 
the eighteenth tabled and today 
assigned :matter: 

Bill "An Act relating to Mental 
Illnes.s as a Ground for Divor,~e" 
m. P. 883) (L. D. 1204) - Com. 
mittee Amendment "A" (H-l171 
adopted. 

Tabled - April 9, by Mr. Hewes 
of Cape Elizabeth. 

Pending - Pa'ssage to be en
grossed. 

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

Mr. SANTORO: lVIr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
Hous'e: I rise today to oppose the 
passage of this bill, L. D. 1:!04. 
As in previous oc-casions, I do not 
agree with the principles of this 
bill, primarily the figure of seven 
years as a requisite to obtain 
divorce. 

Maltrimony is an institution, a 
s'acrament, an act of God, and I 
don't believe that we have any 
l1igiht to dissolve what God has 
unrted, unless for reasons already 
stated in our law books. 

Matrimony isa contract between 
two people. When we dea,l with this 
type of div'o'rce, when one is 
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mentally ill and not responsible, 
we deal with one party ,alone. The 
other party is not heard from. 

Ar:; a doctor in medicine, I do 
not quite believe in this seven-year 
period as a y,ardstick for con
sidering a mental illness incurable. 
There are many cas'es of manic 
depressions, involution melanchol
ia, and some 'cases, not too many, 
of fichizophrenia, who will recover 
after seven years with due care 
and with the help of new, modern 
medical and psychiatric dis'coV'er
ies. 

We in medicine are progressing 
all the time, and the time will 
come when incurable diseas'es of 
today will be curable dis'eases of 
tomorrow. 

When I got through medical 
school in 1932, very few conditions 
were curable. Syphilis, for instance, 
was one of the major causes of 
mental disease. And syphilis was 
l1'O't readily cured. But today, two 
weeks of treatment at the most 
will take care of any of these 
cases. 

Also, the bill is di5'criminatory. 
We have many other chronic con
ditions in the line of disease that 
are now incurable such as, 
arteriosc,jerosis, cerebral arteria
scleI'o'sis, heaI'tconditions, vascu
lar conditions, leukemia, diabetes 
and many neurological disorders. 
These conditions are chronic, long
lasting, crippling. Are we going to 
get divorced in <these 'cases also? 

The three cardinal precepts of 
the Christian world ,are Faith, 
Hope, and Charity. With faith in 
our present laws and institutions, 
with hope in God and in the 
medical 5'Oience for future treat
ment and cure of mental disease, 
and withcharHy towards ,the ones 
that are closed in, we should vote 
against this bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Nor
way, Mr. Henley. 

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: As a member of the com
mittee, I believe, and I already 
voted "ought not to pass," I re
gret that I have to speak on this 
measure, but I still oppose divorce 
granted on grounds of mental ill
ness. 

I feel that way for many reasons. 
One, I feel that it is taking undue 
advantage of a person who is 
incapacitated 'and cannot defend 
him or herself while mentally ill, 
should not have court operations 
served against them. They are in 
no position to defend themselves. 
It seems unfair. 

Of course, it will be stated by 
the claimant and the proponents 
of the bill that it has been very 
unfair to the well person of the 
union, carrying on for years with 
one spouse in the mental insti
tution. That, of course, is agreed. 
There are tragic cases. But when 
we get married, we get married 
for better or worse, no matter how 
one treats the subject religiously; 
nevertheless they do get married 
under those' circumstances. And if 
it turns out for worse - and a 
good many times, perhaps, it is 
not only mental illnes,s which 
makes it turn out for the worse -
I feel that that is one of the 
things which life brings about 
which we will have to face and 
we will have to decide those issues 
ourselves within the family. 

I do not feel that it should be 
within the sphere of a legislative 
body to say that because of a 
certain illness, that illness can be 
grounds for divorce, any more 
than, as the good doctor stated, 
many other illnesses. 

Again. I regret that I have to 
take this stand because I know 
that there are a good many one 
might consider worrthy situations 
where a divorce would, of course, 
alleviate definite hardships. But 
life can have its hardships as weU 
as its good times. And I feel that 
that is one of the things which we 
must accept, and we should not 
expect laws to help us in those 
situations. So I sitill would oppose 
the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Bethel, Mrs. Uncoln. 

Mrs. LINCOLN: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: L. D. 1204 I believe is a 
document for emancipation. This 
'act would provide freedom from 
despair, hope from hopelessness, 
morality from the temptation of 
immorality. If enacted, this law 
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would permit a spouse to seek 
a legal separation from a mate 
who has been in a mental insti
tution for a period of seven con
secutive years. 

I am not a believer in divorce in 
general. I am appalled at the 
number of divorces we have today. 
I am also astounded at the num
ber of people not bothering to get 
married at all, then they don't 
even have to worry about a di
vorce. I also believe that the 
marriage vows are sacred. I sug
gest that now might be the time 
to consider amending the mar
riJage vows itself to conform to the 
present laws. It might read like 
this, and I quote: "to love, honor 
and cherish until death do us 
part; except in the case of adul
tery, impotence, extreme cruelty, 
utter desertion, gross and confirm
ed habits of intoxication, opium or 
other drugs, 'cruel and abusive 
treatment, refusal or neglect to 
provide, or when mental illness 
has confined a mate in a mental 
institution for seven consecutive 
years." 

Consider please this law as it 
now reads. It makes an exception 
for "gross and confirmed habits 
of intoxication from the use of in
toxicating liquors." Is this refer
ence to none other than plain, old 
fashioned alcoholism, recognized 
now not as a habit but as a 
disease? What are the chances of 
recovery from 'alcoholism as op
posed to recovery from mental 
illness? 

What then of insanity? It is a 
disease not caused necessarily by 
gross and confirmed bad habits. 
It is a disease of the mind. Its 
causes are varied. Its cures are 
many and wondrous to behold. In 
this day of modern miracle drugs, 
great wonders have been wrought 
in these persons afflicted with men
tal illness. Recoveries are now 
possible where before there was 
no hope of recovery. 

With some of those afflicted, a 
cure is now medically possible, 
but seven years of being institu
tionalized permits ample time for 
doctors to predict chances for re
covery in a patient. Now, in L. D. 
1204, we have provided seven long 
years in which to prove medically 

a cure is impossible before a di .. 
vorce may be sought by either 
party. 

We further submit that under 
this proposed law no judge sitting 
on the Maine bench wouLd grant 
a divorce until each case has been 
thoroughly checked and verified 
by competent medical authorities. 

Chapter I, Section 32 under Ti
tle 19, Maine Revised Statutes 
reads: "No mellitally ill or feeble 
minded person or idiot is capable 
of contracting marriage." Should it 
be less so when one reaches this 
state after a marriage? After sev
en consecutive years in a mental 
institution? 

A divorce is not impossible for 
a person of better than moderate 
means. Residence in another state, 
'a legal waiting period, legal fees
this is possible for a man of more 
than moderate means. So we are 
discriminating against the person 
who cannot afford to do it this 
expensive way. 

Both sexes are affected by this 
discriminatory law which would be 
relieved by the passage of L. D. 
1204. Both sexes are tempted to 
lead a life of public immorality be
cause of its restric,tions. I appeal 
to your sense of justice, ladies and 
gentlemen. We solicit your pity for 
the spOUSe who has entered the 
world of unreai and mental illness 
from which he 'Or she has no 
chance ,to recover. But be compas
sionate .too for the other half . the 
mentally well half. Take due' l!On
sidera,tion 'Of his or her place in 
society for the remainder of their 
live,s on earth. 

Now I have had quite a bit of 
mail, but I just would like to read 
one letter. 

"Dear Mrs. Lincoln, 
I am wrtting you as one who 

knows what it's like to have a hus
band in the St,ate Mental Hospital. 
My husband has been there eleven 
years, and cann'Ot leave there. It's 
a lonely hard life for the one on the 
outside. Of course, I realize they 
are not t'O blame, those that are 
ill. But neither is the other person. 
And it's not helping in any way to 
deprive the one outside a chanc'e of 
a normal life of a home and com
panion. 

I don't think it's fair that we 
have to s:acrifice the rest of our 
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life for sDmething that can't be 
changed. I feel that a perSDn isn't 
given the freedDm of chDice in this 
matter. 

Christ didn't put man and wOlman 
on this earth tD live alDne. 

As fDr myself, I'm nOit Dnly living 
a IDnely life, but I work all day at 
the mill and saw and split WDDd 
when I get hDme at night. 

And the way the law is nDw, that 
is all the future a wOlman has got. 

I think it's unfair and cruel. 
They get divDrces Dn incDmpati

bility and 'Other such things. But 
when it CDmes tD sDmething hDpe
less, almDst the same as being 
dead, we aren't given a chance. 

If YDU can make them see the 
light on this situation, I'll be grate
ful tD YDU the rest of my life." 

And I sincerely hDpe that this 
bill will be passed tD be engrossed, 
and it was the MajDrity RepDrt 
that was "Ought to pass." 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is pas,sage tD be engrossed 
Df Bill "An Act relating to Mental 
Illness as a Ground for Divorce," 
House Paper 883, L. D. 1204, as 
amended. The Chair will Drder a 
vDte. All in favDr of passage to he 
engrossed will vote yes; thDse op
posed will vote nD. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
100 having voted in the affirma

tive and 36 having voted in the 
negative, the Bill was passed to be 
engrossed as amended by CDmmit
tee Amendment "A" and serut to 
the Senate. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the nineteen,th tabled and today as
signed matter: 

An Act Increasing the COlver age 
and Entry Fee of Small Claims 
La wand Defining Certain Pro
cedures <H. P. 221) (L. D. 303) 

Tabled-April 9, by Mr. Dyar of 
StrDng. 

Pending-Passage tD be enacted. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

Dgnizes the gentleman frDm StrDng, 
Mr. Dyar. 

Mr. DYAR: Mr. Speaker, I re
quest this be tabled for tWD legisla
tive days. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
frDm Strong, Mr. Dyar, nDW moves 
that L. D. 303 be tabled and spe
ciallyassigned for Thursday, April 
15, pending p,assage to be enacted. 

Mr. Lund Df Augusta requested a 
division. 

The SPEAKER: A division has 
been requested on the tabling mo
tion. All in favDr of this matter be
ing tabled until April 15 will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote nD. 

A vote of the HDuse wa,s taken. 
95 having vDted in the affirma

tive and 29 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did prevail. 

The Chair laid befDre the House 
the twentieth tabled and today as
signed matter: 

Bill "An Act relating to Catering 
a,t Events and Gatherings" (H. P. 
1257) (L. D. 1589) 

Tabled-April 9, by Mr. Stillings 
Df Berwick. 

Pending - Adoptton Df House 
Amendment "A" <H-126) 

ThereupDn, HDuse Amendment 
"A" was adDpted, the Bill passed 
to be engros,sed as amended and 
sent to the Senate. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the twenty-first tabled 'and tDday 
assigned matter: 

SENATE DIVIDED REPORT -
- Report "A" (6) "Ought tD pass" 
- RepDrt "B" (6) "Ought 11Iot to 
pas,s" - Committee on State Gov
ernment on Resolution PropDsing 
an Amendiment to the Constitution 
to AbDliJsh the CDuncil and Make 
Changes in the Matter of Gube!r
natorial Appointments and The~r 
Confitrmat1OIl! (S. P. 167) (L. D. 
489) - In Senate, Report "A" ac
cepted and ResolUJtiDn passed tD 
be engrossed. 

Tabled - April 9, by Mr. Bustin 
of Augusta. 

Pending - MotLon of Mr. Don
aghy of Lubec tD accept Report 
"E." 

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

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: First Df aU let me thank 
you fDr the tabling that took pJ,ace 
last week; and I know that 'art that 
point none of us wanted to' debate 
the tssue, but I think today we 
want to dispose of it. And hope
fully for the first time in many 
moons it will be favorable. 

I know that many Hmes we in 
the Minority Pa,rty have ms,cussed 
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governmental reorganization, and 
we have discussed governm'ental 
reform, and for some reason it 
seems to be ,ad,med: at saying that 
we a1re opposed - or we are s'ay
ing that the other party is opp'Osed 
to 'any changes whatsoever. 

Over the years I think the Demo
cratic party has taken the sta,nJdi 
that any change that can be made 
in the Executive Council is one 
that ought to be made. I know 
that many of us have complained 
about what the Executive Council 
ha's done since we have been here; 
and I know in the past eleoolOn of 
a number of candidates on the 
Democratic s,ide of the aisle who 
won because the Executive Coun
cH was there. 

I would hope that at some point 
the Republican party WQuid take 
and: remove that issue from us so 
we no longer would have it in 
front of us. I would suggest to the 
Republic1an pa,rty that if this dQes 
not perhaps get as far as it ought 
to this time that there is a little 
game that we can the initiative 
as well as they can, and perhaps 
this may be the way to accomplish 
that goa,!, 

I would point out that there are 
t,hree states in the country for 
thos'e of you who do not know, 
that have an Executive Council. 
And they are, of course, Maine, 
MasS'achuseMs, ,alnd New Hamp" 
shue. And thes'e, as you remem
ber, are merely a carryon from 
the old da,ys when the Governor 
was not trusted, when the Gover
nor was really the only 'One that 
was in the capitol city for any 
length of time. 

n was really in C010nial times 
that the Governor's Council was 
suppos'edly to act asalIl app'Ointive 
body as well as a leg.iJslative body. 
But times have changed:. And un
fortunately s'Ome of us and SQme 
members 'Of the Maj'ority P,arty 
do nat seem to agTee. 

I spoke to a couple members 
of the Executive C'Ouncil this week 
who indicated they wou1d be so 
happy if we could get out of :tJhek 
hands the prQblem of pardons. I 
sympathize with the~r problem. I 
agTee with them. And I hope that 
we might go 'One step further, that 

we might simply aboLish the Coun
cil entirely. 

I know that this may not make 
iJt ahl the way, but I would h'Ope 
that perhaps tills morning that the 
Republican party WQuid give 
en'Ough votes that we would !have 
a maj'Ority and that we mi.ght be 
ab1e to take it to that one next 
step. 

And so I w'Ould ask that when 
the vote is taken it be taken by 
the yeas and nays, and I would 
ask that y'Ou vote no on the mo
tion of the geniUeman from Lubec, 
Mir. Donaghy, on accepting Report 
"B." . 

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

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and La
dIes and Gentlemen of the House: 
Ou,r Council has been called anal
batross a,round the Governor's 
neck. It has been called a frag
mentation of the entire executive 
branch. I do not subscribe to these 
pralgmatic compa,risoIlJs. 

The ConstitUition and sbatultes 
give powers to the CounciJ that 
I feel are ftttJng and proper to 
maintalin orderly direction in the 
affairs of our state. Some groups 
should share the resp'Onsibilities 
with the Governor in tlhe dem'o
cratic p>l'ocess. Even the fedclral 
government insists that we must 
have a check on our highest 
elected official, the President 'Of 
the United States; so the United 
States Senate must confi,rmceJ1tain 
appointments. 

N ow this bin before you toda,y 
pertains only to certa!iJ1 consctitu
tional provisions, 14 provisions to 
be exact. All advice and consent 
is done away with, except Ar1icle 
V, P:lJrt I, Section 8, which states 
that the Governor can't make ju
didal appointments witihout the 
cons,ent of OUir state Senat,e. 

Now aside from constituttolIlal 
prov,isions, there ,a're a great many 
other duties of the Council 
throughout the statutes', and these 
were not mentioned here. This 
left me ina btt of a quandiry" So 
I checked with the Director of l:.eg
islative Res,earch, a,nd he informed 
me that a compa!nion bthl is in the 
works, but hrus not been publisih,ed 
yet. It would do away with CeT-
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tain functions, and give the entire 
discretion to the Governor. For 
othe~s he wDuld have the advice 
'Of the Attorney Genel1a~, the Com
m~ssioner of Finance. 

But still further, a new body 
would be set up consisting 'Of nine 
senatDrs and ten members 'Of the 
HDus'e. Even those who are op
posed to the Council admit that 
there must be some restraints and 
some multiple endeavors of deci
sion. Only new and complicat,ed 
schemes would accomplish some 
goals, and probably at more ex
pense to the state. 

Even though there aT'e only three 
states that have a Council, I feel 
it is the best method if they are 
chosen properly. But I have ne'ver 
favored our method of electiDn 
because 'Of its inability to mak~ 
the Council bipartisan. Tihe fairest 
method was a bill we defeated aL
ready this year which would do 
a way with all one party Council. 
!he enti~e l~gislative membership 
m a disrtnct, both RepublJi,C'an 
and Democrat, would vote for the 
Council. I wholehe'artedly sup
ported this even though my dis
trict which is comprised 'Of Saga
dahoc, Franklin and Androscoggin 
would probably never have an
other Republican. 

We need some checks in certain 
areas, as admitted in these two 
billsl .. And for those who slay that 
the Idea .of a Council is wrong, 
compoundmg this wrong in this 
manner is certainly never going 
to make a right. 

I now move indefinite postpone
mellJt 'Of this bill and all aCCDm
panying papers. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bath, Mr. Ross, now moves 
that both Reports and Resolution 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The Chair recogniz.es the gerntle
man from Eagle Lake, Mr. Mar~ 
tin. 

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I, of course, ,asked that 
when the vote is taken it be taken 
by the yeas and nays on the mo
tion made by the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Ross on indefinite PDst
ponement. 

While I am on my feet, I would 
make two comments with refer
ence to the gentleman from Bath's 

remarks. And tha,t is, first of all, 
when he refers to nDt being happy 
with a one party COUllJcil, I would 
suggest to him that under the 
Constitution there is llJothing that 
prevented the RepubHcan party 
from allowing that at this pa'st 
election. 

And s'ecDndly, I would suggest 
als'O that I am not suggesting that 
we do away with the checks and 
balance system at all in the sys
tem of government under which 
we 'Operate. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ogn:i.z.es the gentleman from East 
Millinocket, Mr. Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker and La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
The good gentleman from Eagle 
Lake, Mr. Martin, has several 
times commented previously about 
the fact that the Republicans 
many times could have voted for 
a Democratic member 'Of the 
Council. 

I think I know Mr. Martin very 
well. We have had some good re-
1ations, allJd weare good friends. 
And I am sure that Mr. Martin 
would vote for a Republicran for 
the Council about the same time 
that I would vote for a Democrat. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Bath, Mrs. Goodwin. 

Mrs. GOODWIN: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen 'Of the 
Housie: I rise to oppose the motion 
to indefinitely postpone. 

When arguing over the Execu
tive Council, one feels vather like 
a long-playing record with ,the 
needle stuck. We hear the same 
words used year after year -
archaic, obsolete, anachronistic. 
There isn't really much that can 
be said that hasn't been said al
ready, but the Democra:tic mem
bers of the St!ate Government 
Committee were told by 'Our lead
er that we had better be ready 
to s'ay something. 

The seven-man circus we call 
an Executive Council represents 
the very worst in srtate govern
ment and the political process. 
l!t is undemocvatic, unresponsive, 
and above all, unnecessary. There 
are many good reasons for aboUsh
illig thds body, but I haven't heard 
one good reason for retaining it. 
There is no function the Council 
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performs that couldn't be handled 
as well Dr better by some other 
state agency. If we are going to 
preach about economy in govern
ment, then the Executive Council 
ShDUld be the first to' go, along 
with ahout half of this Legislature. 

It is Dften said that the Execu
tive CDuncil is a holdover from 
ColDnial days resulting from the 
fear Df governors appointed by 
the monarchy. I realize that the 
Council is out of touch with the 
times, so just in case they haven't 
heard, King George is de'ad, ,and 
it's time the CDundllDrs we,re 
buried with him. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ban
gor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I believe in the Governor's 
Council and I disagree with what 
my good friend from Bath, Mrs. 
Goodwin just said. She wants a 
gODd reason for it; I will give her 
Dne, checks and balance, and I 
will give her another one. 

We are substituting, I under
stand, seven men fDr possibly nine· 
teen. I think seven people are 
more reasonable to' work with than 
ave nineteen. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec. 
ognizes the gentleman from En
field, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I have 
some reserv,atioll's about this Coun
cHand I kind of think that we 
should d~) something different to 
modernize government. This Ooun
cil we have, if YDU look it up we 
had it before we had this gDvernor 
or legislature becaUSe we hald the 
Council when we answered to the 
colonial government of Massachu
setts. But this is the only thing 
that bothers me the most. I have 
to answer to my cDnstituents every 
couple of years by a ballot as well 
as you peDple probably do, and it 
bothers me to no end to think 
that we ,go overseas and lose lots 
of our boys trying to s,eU govern
ment by the people and for the 
people and this kind of stuff. 

Thb really does bother me be
cause here in the State of Maine 
we a're so backward that we still 
have people that actually serve the 
people and spend millions of their 

dollars that are not elected by the 
people. 

Now let me a,ssume if I were 
back home and I wa,s in disagree
ment with this Council, I have no 
way ,to, get rid of them. As far 'a'S 
the people are concerned, they 
can't vote aga;jJnst them or give 
them a vote of confidence either. 
So my big gripe with respect to 
the Council is the fact that it is 
not e1eeted by the people. I think 
that any government body under a 
democracy Islhould be elected by 
the peopIe, and I am sure that we 
can manage the 'affairs of govern
ment without the Council by virtue 
of a committee of some sort from 
the Senate or House. 

Another thing, the Council in 
their original duUes wasn't many. 
They would advise the Governor 
and so forth, but this House has 
been so many times even since I 
have been here, and we delega'te 
our power year 'after year, we 
delegate, we a're in a hur,ry to go 
home, it is near the Fourth, and 
lots of us like to be home for the 
celebration of Fourth of July. 

So we delegate a certain amount 
of our power this year into ne~t 
year and ,so forth, until when you 
come to delete from. the law books 
what the Council now does you 
have a bill that weighs abourt two 
pounds. I know because a Repub
lic,an legislator from Brewer and I 
onCe prepared a bill, we worked 
many days and nights preparing 
a bill to abolish the duties of the 
Council - only those given to him 
by the legislature, not those that 
were given to him by the Consti
tution. And there were sO many 
that the bill weighed a pound or so. 

So for this reaS10n I think that 
something should be done <:tbout 
the Council and we should maybe 
'Start doing it now. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The yeas and 
nays have been requested. For the 
Chair to order a roll call it must 
have the expressed desire of one 
fifth of the members present and 
voting. All members desiring a roll 
call vote will vote yes; those op
pOised will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than. one fifth of the 
membe~'s present having expressed 
a' desire for a roll call, a roll I)all 
was oroered. 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 13, 1971 1435 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
grentleman from Bath, Mr. Ross', 
that both Reports and Resolution 
Proposing an Amendment to the 
Constitution to AboHsh the Coun" 
eil and Make Changes in the Mat
ter of Gubernatorial Appointments 
and Their Confi:rmation, Senate 
Paper 167, L. D. 489, be indefinite
ly postponed in non-concurrence. 
If you are in favor you will vote 
yes; if you a're opposed you will 
vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Ault, Bailey, Baker, 

Barnes, Bartlett, Berry, G. W.; 
Bil1t, Bither, Bragdon, Brawn, 
Brown, Bunker, Churchill, Clark, 
Collins, Orosby, Curtis, A. P.; 
Dam, Donaghy, Dyar, Emery, D. 
F.; Emery, E. M.; Evans, Fine
more, Gagnon, Gill, Good, Hall, 
Hardy, Haskell, Hawkens, Hayes, 
Hemey, Herrick, Hewes, Hodgdon, 
Immonen, Kelleher, Kelley, K. F.; 
Kelley, R. P.; Lee, Lewin, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Uttlefield, Lund, Mac
Leod, Maddox, Marstaller, Mc
Cormick, McNally, Millett, Mosher, 
Norris, Page, Parks, Payson, Port
er, Pratt, Rand, Rollins, Ross, 
Scott, Shaw, Shute, Simps'on, T. R.; 
Stillings, Susi, Trask, White, Wight, 
Williams, Wood, M. W.; Wood, M. 
E.; Woodbury, The Speaker. 

NAY - Albert, Bedard, Bernier, 
Berry, P. P.; Berube, Boudreau, 
Bourgoin, Bustin, Call, Carrier, 
Carter, Clemente, Conley, Cooney, 
Cote, Cottrell, Cummings, Curran, 
Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Cyr, Dow, Doyle, 
Drigotas, Dud ley, Farrington, 
Faucher, Fecteau, Fraser, Gauth
ier, Genest, Goodwin, Hancock, 
Ja~bert Jutras Kelley, P. S.; 
Keyte, 'Kilroy, Lebel, Lessard, Liz
otte, Luca1s, Lynch, Mahany, Man
chester, Marsh, Martin, McClos
key McKinnon, McTeague, Morr
ell, , Murray, Orestis, Pontbriand, 
Rocheleau, Santoro, Sheltra, Simp
son, L. E.; Slane, Smith, D. M.; 
Smith, E. H.; Tanguay, Theriault, 
Tyndale, Vincent, Webber, Wheel
er, Whitson. 

ABSENT ~Binnette, Carey, Han
son, Lawry, Mills, O'Brien, Silver
man, Starbird. 

Yes, 76; No, 67; Absent, 7. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-six hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
siXity-seven in the negative, with 

severn being absent, the motion 
does prevail in non-concurrernce. 

Sent up for concurrence. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the twenty-second tabled and today 
assigned matter: 

Bill "An Act relating to Discrim
ination under the Personnel Law 
Because of Age" (S. P. 420) (L. D. 
1235) - In Senate, passed to be en
gross'ed. - In House, passage to be 
engrossed reconsidered. 

Tabled-April 9, by Mr. Millett 
of Dixmont. 

Pending - Passage to be en
grossed. 

Mr. Millett of Dixmont offered 
House Amendment "A" and moved 
its adoption. 

House Amendment "A" (H-133) 
was read by the CLerk and 
adopted. 

The Bill was passed to be en
grossed as amended in non-Concur
rence and sent up for concurrence. 

Mr. Curtis of Orono was granted 
unanimous consent to address the 
House. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: There is little glory in be
ing a returning Veteran from Viet
nam. None is really antiCipated by 
the returning serviceman, but nei
ther does he anticipate an unem
ployment rate for Vietnam veter
ans higher tharn the average, or 
apathy by employers and citizens 
to his particular problems in ad
justing to stateside life af,ter twelve 
months or more of slogging 
through the rice paddies of South
east Asia and seeing his buddies 
blown away. 

Recently, the Governor appointed 
a Task Force on Veterans Job Op
portuntties. Four public meetings 
were s c h e d u led, in Augusta, 
Presque Isle, Bangor and Portland. 
The meeting at Portland was can
celled because of a bomb scare. At 
the other three sessions, veterans 
testified to the problems of obtain
ing jobs in Maine. In many instan
ces, highly skilled technicians and 
mechanics, proud of their carefully 
learned abilities, reported little de
mand for their talents. One heli
copter mechanic said the best job 
offer he could obtain was chicken
plucking. In my own case, I can 
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assure you there is precious little 
demand for Vietnamese language 
ability in the State of Maine. 

Included in the group at Augusta 
were two employees of this House 
who explained some of the prob
lems of adjuslting to civilian life. 
Very few employers came to these 
sessions ,to explain what they were 
doing to help the unemployment 
situation - or even to listen to the 
problems of the returning service
men. 

I testified at the Augusta meeting 
and, in addition to some specific 
suggestions for Task Force action, 
I assured the members of the Com
mittee ,and the veterans pres'ellit 
that the Maine Legislature would 
be very receptive to 'considering 
those recommendations which 
might require legis,Lative a'Ction. I 
trust that I voiced the concern of 
my colleagues in this House, as 
well as my own. 

Today, a group of Vietnam vet
erans is meeting at the State 
House. These young men are trou-

bled by the public poliCies of our 
country and I expect they have 
some gripes. May I suggest that 
we all might find it an interel~lting 
experience to talk with some of 
these young men to find out what is 
troubling them. Personally, I dis
agree with some of the positio.ns I 
understand they may be taking and 
I have no intention of returning the 
medals awarded to me for my ser
vice to my country. BUJt the pa
triotism of men who have given 
months and years of their llives 
fighting an unpopular war for lit
tle pay and less glory cannot be 
ques,tioned. They deserve a hear
ing. 

As the only Vietnam veter,an in 
the Maine Legislature, I wante·d to 
bring these problems to your at
tention. 

On motion of Mr. Carter of Win
slow, 

Adjourned until nine-thirty o'
clock tomorrow morning. 


