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HOUSE 

Tuesday, February 29, 1972 
The House met according to 

adjournment and was called to 
order by the Speaker. 

Prayer by Fr. Richard Rice of 
Waterville. 

The journal of yesterday was 
read and approved. 

Order Out of Order 
Mr. Whitzell of Gar din e r 

presented the following Order and 
moved its passage: 

ORDERED, that Susan Havey of 
Winthrop be appointed to serve as 
Honorary Page for today. 

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

-----
Paper from the Senate 
Non-Concurrent Matter 

Joint Resolution Memorializing 
The Honorable John H. Chaffee, 
Secretary of the Navy, to Review 
All Contractual Obligations Be
tween Litton Systems, Inc., of 
Pascagoula, Mississippi and the 
Navy tH. P. 1591) which was 
adopted in the House on February 
25. 

Came from the Sen ate 
indefinitely postponed in non
concurrence. 

In the House: 
The SPEAKER: The C h air 

recognizes the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Last Friday a resolution 
sponsored by the gentleman from 
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, concerning 
the Bath Iron Works Corporation, 
appeared on our calendar. It cam.e 
as a surprise to me. However, It 
was sincere and well intended and 
it seemed proper to go along with 
it. 

Over the weekend, nevertheless, 
the top management of Bath Iron 
Works was contacted. The y 
appreciate our interest and con
cern, but they felt that the timing 
of this was very ill advised. 
Several of the top Navy brass have 
just visited and made a thorough 
inspection of ·the facilities of the 
Bath Iron Works. The Secretary 
of the Navy and Senator Smith are 

well aware of Litton Industries 
deficiences, and once again they 
sincerely appreciate 0 ur goo d 
intentions but they did not feel it 
wise for us to send in a resolution 
at this time. 

So I move that we recede from 
our former action and concur with 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
wholeheartedly concur with the 
gentleman from Bath, Mr. Ross. 
I just within the last fifteen 
minutes spoke to the President of 
the Bath Iron Works. He most 
appreciates our effort and he 
divulged some information to me, 
which was very heartening, which 
I cannot divulge at the present 
time, or it must be done only by 
him. I think that we are in pretty 
good shape. I would concur with 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Ross. 

Thereupon, the House voted to 
recede and concur. 

Orders 
Mr. Hancock of Casco presented 

the following J oint Order and 
moved its passage: 

ORDERED, the Senate 
concurring, that the Committee on 
Legislative Ethics created pursuant 
to chapter 146 of the public laws 
of 1971 is directed to study the 
provisions of the bill: An Act 
Relating to Disclosure of Economic 
Interest by Legislators, House 
Paper 1572, Legislative Document 
2029, introduced at the First 
Special session of the 1 0 5 t h 
Legislature for the purpose of 
developing, if possible, m 0 r e 
meaningful legislation for presenta
tion to the next regular legislative 
session; and be it further 

ORDERED, that the Committee 
repo.rt the results of its study along 
with such implemelliting legislation 
to the· l06th Legislature. tH. P. 
1593) 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the same gentleman. 

Mr. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I don't think it is necessary 
for me to stand here three or four 
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times in the course of discussion 
of this bill and to tell you that 
I am not in disfavor with the 
general idea of financial disclosure 
for the legislators. However, I am 
interested in seeing a meaningful 
bill and this idea, this order, would 
give us perhaps something that we 
could work with, those of us who 
are still present, in the 106th 
Legislature. It would put some
thing on the books that would have 
meaning to the members of the 
Legislature and have meaning to 
our constituents. 

Now I have he'ard it said by 
leadership from both parties that 
they would - not all leadership, 
but some leadership of bot h 
parties, that they would rather see 
a bad bill on the books than none 
at all. With this I cannot and do 
not agree. I feel that when we 
do put something on the books it 
should have meaning, not only to 
us, not only to people who follow 
closely the legislative process, but 
to our constituents back home. 

And this is the reason why I 
have introduced this order this 
morning. I urge its passage. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Pittsfield, Mr. Susi. 

Mr. SUSI: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: As 
a member of leadership I am a 
member of the Legislative Ethics 
Committee and I believe that I 
recounted to you yes1terday our 
experience in this field. We worked 
over several months on t his 
general field of legislative ethics 
and disclosure. We had good atten
dance at the meetings, we had a 
very fine and well qualified staff 
member who was diligent, who 
worked with it. We expended I 
believe in the neighborhood of 
around a couple of thousand dollars 
in preparing the legislation that is 
before us, and it has been pointed 
out that State Government has 
worked on it since then. I believe 
that this would be rather futile. 
I can't see how this is going to 
improve the quality of the product 
that much. 

If it were a situation where over 
only a month or several weeks, 
without staff and poor attendance, 
and for various reasons we hadn't 

been able to work at this, then 
I think it would be a true reason 
to give it another go-around. I don't 
believe that any of these facts were 
true; in fact I know they weren't 
true. We did have the staff, we 
had the time. We did apply our
selves to this. I don't see anything 
to be gained by the proposed study 
that is before you. 

I would hope that you would 
defeat the stUdy. It may be, and 
it doesn't disturb me this much, 
that attitudes aren't ready for the 
moves that we are proposing. And 
this shouldn't discourage any of us. 
I think that everyone has been very 
considerate in giving this a full 
hearing. We have acquainted our
selves in this field, and maybe 
we're ready and maybe we're not, 
but I don't believe this order 
contributes a thing. So I would 
hope that you would defeat it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Web
ster. Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. COONEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Yesterday afternoon when 
I went home, I thought that the 
only thing this bill didn't need more 
of were amendments and people 
speaking on it, but this morning 
I see that the gentleman from 
Casco has ,added one more thing 
and that is a research study. So 
I don't think that it needs any 
more of these things - speakers, 
amendments, more studies. It is 
a reasonable bill and I think it 
ought to be passed this morning. 

Now some of you perhaps are 
a little fearful of the bill, of what 
it would ask you to disclose, but 
I would tpjnk that most of you 
are not too unlike myself. I am 
employed by one employer. I would 
report only that I earn more than 
$1,000 from that source. My wife 
is employed by the same body that 
lam employed by and she would 
report simply that she earns over 
$1,000 from that source. Now that 
is not too difficult. 

Now we are not too unlike most 
of you. We own a home and I 
don't know too many peple who 
owe less than $3,000 on a home 
mortgage, so we simply would list 
that we owe more than $3.000 to 
a particular bank. To the best of 
my knowledge that is about all we 
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have to report. So what is the 
harm in that? We don't have to 
say how much our home mortgage 
is. We don't have to say how much 
our incomes are. All we have to 
do is to let the press, the people, 
whoever happens to be interested, 
and I think that is fair, know that 
we are employed by somebody or 
that we do owe money to some
body. 

So I hope you do defeat this 
study proposal and we c'an go. on 
this morning to pass this bill. 

'l1he SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Dixfield, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: The gentleman from Pitts
field, Mr. Susi has told us that 
this is a good bill. Now if it is 
such a good bill I wonder why 
there are so many amendments to 
it. It is pretty well covered with 
them at the present time and I 
think there are some more that 
could be added. 

One thing that I have in mind 
is the amount of money that is 
spent by the different departments 
to influence the voting in this 
House. I think that would be one 
other good amendment. As far as 
this order is concerned, I see 
nothing wrong with it and I hope 
yOU will go along with it this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Guilford, Mrs. White. 

Mrs. WHITE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am sorry 
to oppose my leader this morning, 
but frankly up to this point, even 
though I do.n't mind disclosing the 
source of my income and my 
indebtedness, I have not been 
convinced that we need this type 
of law. If we are going to have 
such a law I feel that it does need 
further study, and I would support 
the order of the gentleman from 
Casco, Mr. Hancock. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Casco, Mr. Hancock. 

Mr. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I don't think it would be 
necessary to recall to your atten
tion that the gentleman from Pitts
field, Mr. Susi and myself have 

been more or less on opposite sides 
of the fence on this question. 

Now when this idea of presenting 
an order for further study came 
to me, there were various places 
of course where you could -
various committees that you could 
ask to study. State Government 
Committee would be an able 
committee for this, the Legislative 
Research Committee would bean 
able committee. Knowing full well 
that my good friend Mr. Susi was 
on the Ethics Committee,and 
whatever our disagreements may 
be I have great respect for his 
opinions and great respect for his 
judgment, in most things, I still 
decided in this order to ask the 
Ethics Committee because i n 
thinking it over I thought that this 
was the proper committee for this 
type of study. And Mr. Susi has 
said that this has been given 
consider,able consideration by the 
committee with which he worked. 
And I am sure that this is true; 
I do not question this in any way 
whatsoever. 

I do question, however, his say
ing that nothing mo,re c,ould be done 
with it. We have had, I don't know, 
but several hours of debate on the 
floor of this House and I cannot 
believe that Mr. Susi is telling us 
that he is going to ignore that 
debate, whether it was pro or 
whether it was con. I think that 
the debate has been helpful. I think 
that it will help produce 'a more 
meaningful bill. I think that the 
Ethics Committee, I have great 
respect for each and eve l' y 
member of them as I have for 
the many other standing commit
tees of this House. I think that 
we can present the 106th Legisla
ture with something that they can 
work with and that even I can 
vote for, should I be here. 

So I would hope, ladies and 
gentlemen, that you do give very 
careful considero.tion to what we 
are trying to do this morning, 
produce a meaningful bill. That is 
all we are trying to do. 

Mr. Finemore of Bridgewater 
requested a roll call vote. 

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 ar:d 
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voting. All members desiring a roll 
call vote will vote yes; those 
oPPDsed will vote no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is the passage of this J Dint 
Order. If you are in favDr of its 
passage you will vote yes; if you 
are opposed you will vote nQ. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Ault, Bailey, Baker, 

Bernier, Berry, G. W.; Berube, 
Binnette, Bither, BragdQn, Brawn, 
Bunker Call, Churchill, Clark, CQn
ley, CDte, Cummings, Cur ran, 
Curtis, A. P.; Cyr, Donaghy, DQyle, 
Dy,a,r, Faucher, Finemore, Fraser, 
Genest, Hall, Hancock, Hardy, 
Haskell, Hawkens, Hayes, Henley, 
Hewes ImmQnen, Jalbert, Jutras, 
Kelley: K. F. ; Kelley, R. P. ; 
Lawry, Lee, Lewin, Lewis, LincQln, 
LizDtte Maddox, Mahany, Man
cheste~ Marstaller, McCIQskey, 
McCQrmick, McKinnon, McNally, 
Mills, MDsher, Murchison, Murray, 
NQrris, O'Brien, Parks, RQcheleau, 
Rollins, SantorD, Scott, S haw, 
SimpsDn, T. R.; Stillings, Tanguay, 
Theriault, Trask, White, Whitzell, 
Wighit, Williams, Woodbury. 

NAY - Albert, Barnes, Bartlett, 
Bedard, Berry, P. P.; B i r t , 
BQudreau, BDurgoin, Bustin, Oarey, 
Carter, Clemente, CDllins, Cooney, 
Cottrell, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Dam, 
DDW Dudley Emery, D. F. ; 
Farrington, Fecteau, Gag n .0 ~ , 
Gauthier, Gill, GDDd, GODdwIll, 
Herrick, Hodgdon, Kelley, P. S.; 
Keyte, KilrDY, Lebel, Lessard, 
Littlefield, Lucas, Lynch, MacLeod, 
Marsh, Martin, McTeague, Millett, 
Morrell, Orestis, PaysDn, PQrter, 
Pratt Rand, Ross, Shute, Silver
man'SimpsDn, L. E.; Slane, Smith, 
E. H.; Susi, Tyndale, Vincent, 
Wheeler, WDod, M. W.; Wood, M. 
E. 

ABSENT Brown, Carrier, 
CrQsby, DrigDtas, Emery, E. M.; 
Evans, Kelleher, Lund, P age, 
Pontbriand, Sheltra, Smith, D. M.; 
Webber, WhitsDn. 

Yes, 76; No, 60; Absent, 14. 
The S PEA K E R: Seventy-six 

having VQted in the affirmative, 
sixty in the negative, with fourteen 

being absent, the JDint Order 
receives passage. It will be sent 
up fDr concurrence. 

Mr. Stillings of B e r wi c k 
presented the fQllDwing Joint Order 
and moved its passage: 

o R DE RED , the S e na t e 
concurring, that the report D~ the 
Legislative Research ComInlttee, 
directed at the regular session of 
the 105th Legislature pursuant to 
H. P. 1440 and CDncerning East
port oil develDpment, be deferred 
until the next regular session .of 
the Legislature in order to avoid 
any possible conflict with the 
prQper administrative function. and 
future decision of the EnvIron
mental Improvement CDmmission. 
(H. P. 1594) 

The JDint Order received passage 
and was sem up for concurrence. 

Mr. Wood .of Brooks presented 
the following J oint Order and 
mDved its passage: 

WHEREAS, the H 0 nor a b I e 
Clarence M. CrDsby .of Kennebunk 
Beach has been stricken with ill 
health; and 

WHEREAS, his friendship and 
able service is sorely missed by 
friends and cDlleagues .of this 
Legislature; now, therefDre, be it 

ORDERED, the Senate 
cDncurring, that We, the Members 
.of the Senate and HDuse of 
Representatives of the 1 0 5 t h 
Legislature extend to you, .our 
dear and' capable friend, our 
warmest and cheeriest thoughts 
and best wishes with hope that 
yQur cares will soon be lightened 
and good health returned tQ yDU; 
and be it further . 

ORDERED, upon passage III 
concurrence that a duly attested 
CQPy .of this' Order be immediart~ly 
transmitted t .0 Representative 
Crosby to convey this get-well 
wish. (H. P. 1595) 

The Joint Order received passage 
and was sent up fDr CDncurrence. 

Passed to Be Engrossed 
Bill "An Act relating to Legisla

tive Etthics" (H. P. 1588) (L. D. 
2048) 

Was reported by the Committee 
.on Bills in the Third Reading, read 
the third time, passed tQ be 
engrDssed and sent tD the Senate. 
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Third Reader 
Tabled Later in Today's Session 
Resolution Proposing an Amend

ment to the Constitution to Reduce 
the Age of Qualification as a 
Member Qf the Maine House of 
Representatives to Twenty Years 
tH. P. 1508) (L. D. 1950) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Reading and 
read the second time. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from Old 
Orchard Beach, Mr. Farrington. 

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. 
Speaker, could I have item two 
tabled until later in t 0 day's 
session? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr. 
Farrington, moves that L. D. 1950 
be tabled until later in today's 
session pending passage to be 
engrossed. Is this the pleasure of 
the House? 

(Cries of "No") 
The Chair will order a vote. All 

in favor of this matter being tabled 
until later in today's session will 
vote yes; those opposed will vote 
nQ. 

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

tive and 53 having voted in the 
nega,tive, the mQtion tQ table did 
prevail. 

Amended Bill 
Tabled and Assigned 

Bill "An Act relating t 0 
Guarantees by the State Industrial 
Building Authority" (S. P. 706) (L. 
D. 1887) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Reading and 
read the third time. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Rockland, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker, I 
would appreciate it if this could 
lie on the table until tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Rockland, Mr. Emery moves 
that L. D. 1887 be tab~ed fQr Qne 
legislative day pending passage tQ 
be engrQssed. Is this the pleasure 
of the House? 

All in favor say aye; those 
opPQsed say no. 

A viva voce vote being doubted 
by the Chair, a vQte of the House 
was taken. 

96 having voted in the affirma
tive and 31 having voted in the 
negative, the mQtiQn to table did 
prevail. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Measure 

An Act relating to Relocation 
Assistance and Land Acquisition in 
State Projects tH. P. 1554) (L. D. 
2015) 

Was reported by the Committee 
Qn 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 total was taken. 122 voted 
in favor of same and one against, 
and accQrdingly the Bill was 
passed to be enacted, signed by 
the Speaker and sent to the Senate. 

Enactor 
Tabled Later in the Day 

An Act to Grant Adult Rights 
to Persons Eighteen Years of Age 
tH. P. 1581) (L. D. 2038) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills as truly and 
stric1tly engrossed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes, the gentleman from Bid
deford, Mr. Lizotte. 

Mr. LIZOTTE: Mr. Speaker an,d 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
Hous,e: First I move that this bill 
be indefinitely postponed and when 
the vote is taken I move that it 
be taken by the yeas and nays. 

My reason for getting up this 
morning is that I am not against 
the 18-year-olds Qr 19-year-olds. I 
have a lot of IQve for the teenagers 
and to me the 18 and 19-year-01ds 
are still teenagers and I think that 
we are only giving them another 
instrument for them to get hurt 
with. 

During the regular session we 
saw bills being passed to protect 
the deer, the environment, the fish, 
but nothing was done to take care 
of the humans. Now, as far as I 
am cQncerned, we are throwing 
the youths to the wolves. By this 
I mean that by giving this adult 
right to the 18 and 19-year-Qld 
you a,re giving him the right to 
contract, and as ineXiperienced I 
am afraid that Qnce they go out 
they will be subject to the pros 
that will be willing tQsell to them 
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and get them to sign contnacts, 
and as much as I hate to say this 
I am afraid that before· the teen
agers get to be 20 or 21 they will 
have gone through bankruptcy. 

And as I go back and look when 
I was young any man that had to 
go through bankruptcy it was 
something that hung over him :i1or 
a very long time, and I don't think 
that we should put this to our 
teenagers. 

I was inquiring around as to 
what I could do in orde,r to defeat 
this bill. Somebody told me, why 
don't you put an amendment on 
it to reduce it to the age of 16. At 
the time I thought that thd.s was a 
little funny, but now I realize that 
if they have a right to drive a car 
at 15 they are still a teenager and 
possibly this is not SO foolish. 

I hea])d a little story not too long 
ago - and Mr. Speaker, this is 
relative to this bill, about this 
young man who was walking down 
the street smoking a cigar. This, 
man came up to him and told 
him, he says, "Young man, what 
are you doing?" The boy says "I 
am smoking a c,igar." He says, 
"How old a·re you?" He says, "I 
am seven yeaI1S old." Well he says', 
"Gee, you're very young, you 
should never be smoking a cigar 
at this age." The boy says, "That's 
nothing, I had my first date when 
I was five." And the man s'ays, 
"You mean to tell me you went 
out with 'a girl when you were 
five?" And the boy \Slays, "Yes." 
So the man says, "Whe])e did you 
take the girl?" The little boy says, 
"I don't know, I was drunk." And 
all of this was probably funny at 
the time, but as' we are going back
wards the thing doesn't s'eem \SO 
funny any more. 

Now in the new draft given to 
this bill they have removed an 
item in this bill concerning in" 
decent liberties taken by an 18-
year-old. Now we are giving them 
the right to go out and buy beer or 
liquor or wha,tever and as you 
well know that once a person is 
under the influence he has a lot 
more - he is' a lot braver then 
before he has taken any alcoholic 
content. If a child goes out and 
takes indecent liberties with a 
young lady, and we tell him that 
he has a right to consume all the 

alcoholic beverages, but then when 
he has no control of himself and 
takes indecent ldberties, should we 
protect him? And I don't think 
that is right. 

So I really don't believe that 
there is any need for this bill and 
I wish that I could really give you 
a good talk on this but I get a little 
nervous and I am not doing as well 
as I should, but I am reailly against 
,this bill and I hOPe that we de
f'eat it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Lewi'S~ 
ton, Mr. Orestis. 

Mr. ORESTIS: Mr. Speaker, the 
sponsor of this measure, Mr. Lund, 
is not on the floor this morning 
and won't be back until thd.s after
noon's 's'ession and I would a,ppre
ciate it if some'one would table 
it until this afternoon's session for 
his' benefit. 

Whereupon, on motion of Mr. 
Farrington of Old Orchard Beach, 
tabled pending the motion of Mr. 
Lizotte' of Biddeford that the Bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Orders of the Day 
The Chair laid before the House 

the first tabled and tod'ay as
signed matter: 

Bill "An Act relating to Dis
c10sure of Economic Interests by 
Legislators and Others" (H. P. 
1572) (L. D. 2029) - In Senate, 
pa!Slsed to be engrossed as amend
ed by House Amendments' "A" 
(H-543) "D" (H-547) "G" (H-
550) ';H" (R-551) and "K" (R-
565)' and Senate Amendment "A" 
(S-350) as amended by Senate 
Amendment "A" (S-359) the])eto. 
In House, receded and concurred. 

Tabled - February 28, by Mr. 
Hancock of Casco. 

Pending - Motion of Mr. Susi 
of Pittsfield to reconsider. 

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

Mr. MARTIN: IMr. Speaker, I 
would pose a question to the Cha,ir, 
now that the previous question has 
been voted on this, as to whether 
or not the previous question would 
carry through on the reconsidera
tion motion. 

The SPE.AKER: The pending 
question is to reconsider. 

Mr. MARTIN: And it is debat
able, Mr. Speaker? 
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The SPEAKER: It is debatable. 
Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, La

dies and Gentlemen of the HOU!3Ie: 
There is no point in debating this 
any further. The oruy thing that 
I am going to ask is for a roll call 
and would ask that you vote 
against reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Pitts
field, Mr. Susi. 

Mr. SUSI: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: I 
am of the impression that we had 
preltty much disposed of this topic 
this morning when we passed the 
order submitted by my friend, the 
gentleman ftrom Casco, Mr. Han
cock, a very lovable opponent. 

At this time I see no need to 
spend more time on this ,and to 
reconsider this bill, so I would 
hope that you wouM vote against 
my motion to reeonsider. 

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

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I do hope 
that we reconsider. There are a 
lot of people in the House today 
that were not here yesterday and 
I think they are entitled to vote 
on an important measul'e Hke 
this. There are some things that 
have come to light, like this order 
that we have passed, and so I do 
hope Ithat the House will vote to 
reconsider and we will dispose of 
this bill and get off 'On the right 
track wtth this order. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Casco, Mr. Hancock. 

Mr. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen: lama 
Jilttle confused ,at the moment by 
the remarks made by the gentle
man from Pittsfield, Mr. Susi. I 
was thinking when he started out 
that he was asking us to go along 
with his motion to reclOnsider, and 
then when he wound up I wasn't 
qui,te so sure. 

I would just like to say this. We 
have debated this back and fOl'th. 
I am not going Ito take up any 
more of your time, but for once 
I ""ould like to go on re'clOl'd ,as 
being in favor of a motion of Mr. 
Susi's. I do hope that we can re
consider the action this morning. 

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

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I may be 
confused on ,the status IOf ,the issue, 
but as I understand it we voted 
yesterday to recede and concur 
with the Senalte which would put 
the bill itself, the initial bill, L. D. 
2029, fUl1ther along in the passage 
of being fina~ly enacted. It would 
seem to me, therefore, that be
cause of <the order that was passed 
this morning and the thinkin'g of 
others in the House, that we 
should reconsider our vote of 
yesterday, and then at that point 
a fUl1ther motion will be made 
which would dislpose of the bill 
permanently. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Standish, Mr. Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I personal
ly see maybe an obstacle here 
that could keep this thing going 
for quite some time. If it is the 
wishes of this House to consider 
:this through an order as we did 
today, I personally think it might 
be wise to keep this on the table 
for at least another day until we 
s'ee what the other body does with 
the order. If they send the order 
back in non-concurrence, then I 
think maybe we then should take 
a'ction on this. If they concur with 
the order then I don't see any 
need for this piece of legislation 
and at tha1t time we clOuld dispose 
of it here rather than sending it 
back and forth ,as we have been. 

Therefore, I think it might be 
wise if we kept it on the table 
here until we hear from the other 
body. 

The SPEAKER: 'I1he yeas and 
nays have been requested. For 
the Chair to order a roll call it 
must have Itheexpressed desire 
of one fifth of the members present 
and voting. All members desiring 
a roll call vote will vote yes; 
thos,e opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than one fifth of 1Jhe 
members present having expressed 
a desire for a rol:lc'all, a roll call 
was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
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gentleman from Pittsfield, ::vIr. 
Susi, that we reconsider wherejby 
we receded and concurred. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Lubec, Mr. Donaghy. 

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker, 
a parHamentary quesltion. 

The SPEAKER: He may pose 
his question. 

Mr. Donaghy: From a voice in 
the country. Will you please ex
plain where we stand on this? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
would advise the gentleman and 
the House that we receded and 
concurred yesterday and agreed 
with the Senate in adopting Senate 
Amendment "A" as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" thereto. 
The pending question is to re
consider whereby we did recede 
and concur with the Senate. If you 
are desirous of reconsidering you 
will vote yes; if you are opposed 
you will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEAS - Ault, Bailey, Baker, 

Bartlett, Bedard, Berry, G. W.; 
Berube, Binnette, Birt, Bither, 
Bragdon, Brawn, Bunker, Call, 
Carrier, Churchill, Clark, Conley, 
Cote, Curran, Curtis, A. P.; Cyr, 
Donaghy, Doyle, Dudley, Dyar, 
E:mery, E. M.; Finemore, Fras'er, 
Gauthier, Genest, Hancock, Hardy, 
Haskell, Hay'es, HenJey, Hewes, 
Hodgdon, Immonen, Jutr,a's, Kelley, 
K. F.; Kelley, R. ,P.; Keyte, Lebel, 
Lee, Lewin, Lewis, Lincoln, Little
field, Lizotte, 'Manchester, Mar
staller, McCormick, 1M c N 'a 11 y, 
Mills, Mosher, 'Murchison, Norris, 
O'Brien, Parks, Payson, Hand, 
Rocheleau Rollins, Santoro, Scott, 
Shaw, Shute, Simpson, T. R.; 
Stillings, Tan g ua y, Theriault, 
Trask, White, Whitzell, Wight, 
Williams, Wood, M. W.; Wood, 
M. E.; Woodbury. 

NAYS - Albert, Barnes, Bernier, 
Berry, P. P.; Boudreau, Bourgoin, 
Bus,tin, Carey, Garter, Clemente, 
Collins, Cooney, Cottrell, Cum
mings, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Dam, 
Dow, Emery, D. F.; Farrington, 
F'aucher, Fecteau, Ga'gnon, Gill, 
Good, Goodwin, HaU, Hawkens, 
Herrick, J albert, Kelley, P. S. ; 
Kilroy, Lawry, Lessard, Lucas, 
Lynch, MacLeod, Maddox, 'Ma
hany, Marsh, Martin, McCLoskey, 
McKinnon, McTeague, Mill e t t, 
Morrell, Murray, Orestis, Porter, 

Pra'tt, Ross, Silverman, Simpson, 
L. E.; Slane, Smith, E. H.; Susi, 
Tyndale, Vincent, Wheeler. 

ABSENT Brown, Crosby, 
Drigotas, Evans, Kelleher, Lund, 
Page, Pontbriand, Sheltra, Smith, 
D. M.; Webber, Whitson. 

Yes, 80; No, 58; Absent, 12. 
The SPEAKER: Eighty having 

voted in the affirmative and fifty
eight in the negative, with twelve 
being absent, the motion to re
consider does prevail. 

The Chair wotdd advise the House 
that the pending question now is 
receding and concurring. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Enfield, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
like to ask the House not to recede 
and concur so that we could even
totally insist on our former action 
when it was quite decisive just a 
few days ago. So at this point I 
would like to ask the House not 
to' recede and concur with the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is receding and concur
ring. If you are in favor of that 
motion you will vote yes; if you 
are opposed you will vote no. 

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

tive and 81 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did not pre
vail. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman froOm Oasco, 
Mr. Hancock. 

Mr. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker, 
I now move that we adhere to our 
former aetion. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Casco, Mr. Hancock moves 
that the House adhere to its for
mer action. 

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

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that we insist and request a Com
mittee of Conference. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bath, Mr. Ross moves that 
we insist and ask for a Committee 
of Conference. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Enfield, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I don't 
mind insisting. That is what I think 
we should do, insist on our former 
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actio;}, and I see no reason to keep 
the Legislature in session another 
two or three days over a bill that 
we have talked about for two days 
now. So I hope that we don't vote 
for this particular motion and that 
we finally vote to insist on our 
former action. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would 
advise the gentleman that insisting 
has priority over insisting and ask
ing for a Committee of Conference. 
Does he make a motion to insist 
on our former action? 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker, I 
now make the motion to insist on 
our former action. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Enfield, Mr. Dudley now 
moves that the House insist on its 
former action. All in favor of that 
motion will vote yes; those opposed 
will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
108 havin~ voted in the affirma

tive and 27 having voted in the 
negative, the motion to insist did 
prevail. 

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

Mr. R'OSS: Mr. Speaker, may I 
just pose a parliamentary inquiry, 
please? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
may pose his question. 

Mr. R'OSS: We just insisted on 
our former action. What was our 
former 'action? (laughter) 

The SPEAKER: Our former ac
tion was prior to adopting Senate 
Amendment "A" as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" thereto. 
The Chair would advise the gentle
man and the House that the docu
ment proves that we have indefi
nitely postponed the bill and now 
we have insisted on indefinitely 
postponing the bill. 

The pending question now is to 
adhere. Is it the pleasure of the 
House to adhere? 

The motion prevailed. 

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

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
Majority Report (7) "'Ought to 
pass" in New Draft - Minority Re
port "A" (3) "'Ought to pass" 
with Committee Amendment "A" 
(H-S61) - Minority Report "B" 

(2) Refer to the 106th L-egislature 
- Committee on Labor on Bill "An 
Act relating to Inherent Managerial 
Functions Under the Municipal 
Employees Labor Relations Law" 
(H. P. 1531) (L. D. 1974) - New 
Draft (H. P. 1583) (L. D. 2041) un
der new title "An Act to Clarify 
the Scope of Collective Bargaining 
Under the Municipal Employees 
Labor Relations Law" - In House, 
Minority Report "A" accepted and 
Bill passed to be engrossed a5 
amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (H-S61) and House 
Amendment "A" (H - 5 6 9). In 
Senate, Minority Report "B" ac
cepted and Bill referred to the 
l06th Legislature in non-concur
rence. 

Tabled - February 28, by Mr. 
Carey of Waterville. 

Pending - Further Considera
tion. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Houl
ton, Mr. Haskell. 

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: 'On this particular issue I 
would like to move that we insist 
and I would like to speak briefly 
to my motion. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Houlton, Mr. Has
kell, that the House insist. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker, 

Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: This issue has been fully 
debated in this body and the atti
tude of the House, I think, is well 
established. There is one element 
in this that, one particulalf reason 
why I would li!ke to see us insist 
on our action is the fact that we 
have 'all been subjected, I am 
sure, to very inItensive lobbying on 
<this bill in both bodiles. 

I personally was very proud that 
this body viewed the merits of the 
situa.tion, debatediJt thoroughly and 
made a firm decision. I think that 
we are entering a period of public 
negotiations in which it would be
come extremely dangerous if we 
get into what is called a sweet
heart situation with respect to leg
islative procedure in the views of 
an organized group of public em
ployees. We have had this situa
tion in other areas of organized 
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labor and it has produced, over 
the years, some very bad legis1a
tion. 

So I do think that there is a 
principle involved here that a legi'S
lative body should attempt to re
sist the pressure from organized 
groups when it mayor may not 
really reflect the views of the peo
ple concerned. So from this point 
of view alone, I hope that this body 
does insist on their ·action. 

The SPEAKER: The official rec
ord will take note that Represent1a
live Bus'tin and Representative 
Millett are not taking a:ction on 
this ~ssue because of a possible 
conflict of interest. 

The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Millinacket, Mr. 
Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I was hoping that Mr. Haskell. 
would be good enough ,to compro
mise an this matter. I think the 
debaite has shown that the prob
lem here is much more camplex 
than we had first realized. I think 
it is going to take some study. I 
am nat opposed to' the idea that the 
bHl has brought about but I am 
opposed to the langua'ge used in 
the bill. It is language that could 
be very detrimental to the teachers. 

Now, I have t,aken the s,ide of 
the teachers here in the debate. 
But I am trying to maintain the 
middle of the road position and I 
don't see where giving 'all the 
favors to' one side is going to' help 
the matter. This is why I feel that 
we should go alang willth the other 
body and ,send it to the 106th for 
further ,study. 

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

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, I 
make a motion that we recede and 
concur and would speak briefly to 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman NOm Eastport, Mr. 
Mills, that the House recede from 
its former adion and concur with 
the Senate. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. MILLS: Ladies and Gentle

men of the House: I don't know 
how many a're aware thalt there is 
a law suit before the State Su-

preme Court between the City of 
BiddefOird and the Teacher's Asso
eiation there. 

In talking with the mayor cf 
Biddeford I find that the questions 
that are in dispute to be settled 
by the State Supreme Court are 
the same items that are in this 
bill. They had a case hearing on 
this postponed until later in March, 
whiCh mayor may not have a 
bearing in the case on what the 
adion of the legislature will be. 

There are other questions there 
that are quite controversial, and 
I believe that we should follow the 
lead of the other body. 

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

Mr. CAREY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Mr. Mills 
from Eastpart brought up Bidde
ford and I would pornt out that at 
one time, the City of Waterville 
and the City of Biddeford were 
earmarked for test cases. The City 
of Waterville stood its ground, and 
everything seemed to go toward 
Biddefo!l'dand they decided that 
they would cOIlJcentl'aite their ef
forts on Biddeford. 

I hold in my hand some of the 
contra,cts that we have with our 
employees. We have a 14-page 
document with the fire fighters; 
we have an is-page document with 
our PQlice department; we have an 
is-page dQcument with our public 
works department. The proposal 
that was given to' the City of Water
ville by the MTA and the Teacher's 
Association in the City of Water
ville was a llO·page beauty. Some 
of the things I will try to bring 
out to you although I certainly 
cannot bring them all out. 

They want to decide what a'ctivi
ties will be held in the classroom. 
They want one full-time aid to 
attend teachers. They want Qne 
fun-time a~d for a department in 
the high school. And not less than 
ane full~time aid in the depart
ments in the other schools. 

The Board agrees to hire only 
fully certified teachers holding 
standard certificates issued by the 
Maine State Department of Edu
cation. Now you know that you 
run into problems occasionally 
when you substitute teachers and 
this puts a heck of a burden on a 
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community. PreviQusly a'ccumu
lated unused sick leave will be 
restQred tQ all returning teachers 
nQ matter how IDng they have been 
away frQm the system. 

It is fairly lengthy S'O it gets a 
little invQlvedand I am trying tQ 
find SQme 'Of the rtght places here. 
In additiQn, the teachers iiacilities 
clOvers tWQ pages. One 'Of the things 
that they want in additiDn to the 
aforementiDned willch was a teach
er's wQrk area cDntaining adequate 
equipment, supplies and space in 
ea'ch classroom in which the teach
er may store instructiDnal ma
terial, in addition tQ the afDre
mentiQned tea'cher wDrk area, an 
apprDpriate furnished room which 
shall be reserved fDr the exclusive 
use 'Of the teachersalllld a faculty 
lounge. There are nD prDblems 
there. The teacher in each faculty 
lounge fQr the exclusive use 'Of the 
teachers will be furnished. Nothing 
abDut IQng distance calls, niOthing 
abQut WhD pays fDr it, althDugh the 
system pays fQr it, the taxpayers 
end up paying fDr it. 

Well-lighted and clean teachers 
restrQQms, separate fDr each sex 
and separate frDm the students' 
restrDDms. NDW, look 'Over YDur 
'Own SChDDI system and see hDW 
it wDuld affect YDU ~n SDme 'Of 
YDur SChDQI buHdings, bec'ause 
these things are models 1J!1lat ,will 
be handed dDwn tD ea'ch 'and ev
ery SAD land IDcai unit. 

A separate dining area 'fQr the 
exelusive use 'Of the teachers. Free 
and adequate 'Off-street parking 
~acilities which 'are prDtected 
against vandalism, properly main
tained and identified eJCclusively 
fDr teachers. I SupPQse now we 
have tD ladd alDng with tea'chers' 
aids, a persDn tD guard the tea,ch
er3' cars while they 'are in the 
s'CIlOQls. 

Then we have the furnishing 'Of 
gym unifDrms. Even though some 
'Of these tea'chers Iget 'addmonal 
benefit,s with teachilrug SDme 'Of 
these cDursesand extra,cUJrdcuLar 
,alc:tivities. we dQ have tD furnish 
them unifD'l'mS, labDratory cDats, 
upDn the request Of the 'associa
tiDn. 

Vending machines shall 'be in
stalled in the tea'cher's IlOunge land 
the tea,cher's lunch rDQm 'area and 
the profits frQm all sUJch machines 

shall be placed in ,a s,tudent schIQI
arship fund c'l"eated fDr that pur
pDse. Such schIQla'rship fund shall 
be ,administered jDintly by the as
sDciatiDn 'and the superintendent. 

Then we run intD SDme interest
ing time-off. Teachers will be al
IDwed five days 'absence fDr per
sonal, religiQus, leg,al business and 
they shall alsD be given five days 
at any time in the event 'Of death 
'Or serious illness. NDW, we have 
had this fDr yeaCl"S, if sDmebody 
dies in the family, YDU people in 
the mills I know have it, YIQuare 
given SQme time If somebDdy in 
the famIly dies. But the teachers 
ask in the event 'Of death 'Of a 
tea'cher's friend or relative, they 
want five days 'Off. And I c'an see 
that 'a teacher WQuld blQss'Om 'Out 
with a pile 'Of friends. 

A SChDQI nurse shall be 'S'ched
uled t'O be in each building dur
ing the entire s'chQQI day. How 
many nurses dQ SQme 'Of you peQ
pIe have 1n YDur 'Own CDmmu
nities? 

'11he bDard agrees tQ comply and 
make available a list 'Of roIQms, 
al~'artments 'and hDuses that clan 
be 'i:ecured by tea'chers in the 
slchQol system. and I assume that 
the board will want this kept up 
tD dJalte. These are 'Only some 'Of 
the things tlmt are in here. 

Teachers shaH be guamnteed 
full freedom inclaslsr'OQm present
atiQn, and d1slcllssion may intro
duce politi,eaUy, religiQusiy, Dr 
Dthel'wise controversial materIals, 
brDad grQunds. This is one of these 
matters where .jf YDU gD al'Ong 
wi,th this particul'ar bill yQU might 
als well s'ave the cities some money 
andabQli!sh the s'chool boards. and 
pDssibly the schQol superinten
dent's 'Office. 

I wQuldcertainly hDpe that you 
dQ nQt recede ,and 'c'Oncur and stick 
tD the vote that you had taken 
previDusly,and hopefully we c'an 
insist. 
~he 'SPEAKER: The Chair rec

Qgnizes the gentleman frDmLiver
mDre Falls, 'Mr. 'Lynch. 

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Speaker, La
dies a'nid Genhlemen: I have nQt 
said anything 'On this befDre, I 
have had very defintte feelinglS in 
QPPQsitiQn tD the bill, be'c'ause I 'am 
sure that my cDmmunitlyand m1any 
'Of the small communities in this 
state are gDing tQ 'be fQrced intlO 
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banlQ.'uptcy bec'ause of the cost of 
educlation, if we ac'cept the right 
of the teachers to dictate educa
tional policy. 

Three quarters 'Of our tax dol
lar no'w goes to education. We do 
negotIate wages which is 'a sub-
stantiall part of the cost of educ'a
tion, but if they a're to dictate edu
cati'Oanl policy the other expendi
tures will skyr'Ocket, 'and lam op
posed to it. 

The SPEAKER: The Cha!ir rec
ognizes the gentleman from S~n
ford, Mr. Gauthier. 

Mr. GAUTHIE'R: Mr. Speaker 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House:· The contl"a<C1 that Repre
sentative Oarey from Wate!rVille 
read to you is the siame that we 
have in Sanford 'and in every one 
of your own towns. It comes from 
here in Augusta, this is where it is 
dic,tated from. 

The 'SPEAKER: The OhadT rec
ognizes the gentleman from Milli
nocket, Mr. Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker, 
Memhe,rs of the House: Let's not 
be conlfused with a iot of ~angUJage. 
These a,re subjects of negotia,tJion. 

Now we hear in ,the newspa,pers 
that the tea'chers dem/and such 
,and such 'a thing. There is no such 
thing asa demand; 1:ihere are re
quests. Now ail these m'attersl are 
requests to negotiate on. That 
doesn't mean that the teachers 'are 
'adamant in their position 'and slay
ing, give us these things or else. 
These are 'ali things to negotiate 
on. 

I was in wage negotiations way 
ba'ck and this matter of the dis
penser for soft drinks 'and so 
forth, 'caffee dispensers, what have 
you, this came up in negotilation, 
it took us several years to get 
them. But it was worthwhile, the 
management ,agreed after ,awhile 
that it was a good thing for the 
men, it made for better morale. 

So, if ,you listen to ,this in the 
light of Mr. Oarey, then you are 
going 'ag'ainst what the teachers 
'are trying to do. This doesn't melan 
that they have to 'ac'cept these 
things. 

Now, Mr. :Speaker, when the 
vote is taken, I wouJd request it 
be taken by 'the yeas 'and llJays. 

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

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of .the House: I 
did not intend to speak on this bill 
but I do want to bring out one 
part that I think Mr. Carey forgot 
to bring out to the people here 
today. 

I do support Mr. Carey in all 
his statements and I do not feel 
that we 'are taking 'any rights of 
negotiation or bargaining 'away 
from the tea'cher's union, 'although 
they choose to use the term illSSO
dation. But there is one thing 
that I would like to bring out to 
the members here today, that this 
is ,a rather thick set of guidelines 
Ito follow. And out of all the things 
in here that the teachers would 
like, there is only one paragraph 
with the title, "Board's Rights," or 
"Rtghts of the Board." And it s'ays 
that the association recognizes 
that the board has a responsiibility 
and authority to manage 'and di
rect, in hehalf of the public, aU 
the operations and activities of the 
school mstl'ict to the full extent 
authovized by law, provided that 
such rights and responsibilities 
shall be exercised by the hoard in 
conformity with the p'l'ovis~ons of 
this ·agreement or except ·as other
wise provided in Arhlcle 32.2, para
gl1aph 8. 

What it sa~s primarily, is that 
you have got aM of the Board 
of Directors, which ,is elected by 
the people, or a superintending 
school committee in thec,ase of 
towns which do not have SAD's, 
have all the rights the law gives 
now with the exception of the 
rights that are taken away in the 
agreement. 

I think another thing that has 
not been brought out is that when 
yOU go into these negotiations with 
the teachers, theyal'e pretty well 
staffed and pretty well heeled 
financral1y to hire expert counsel 
where school boards are not, and 
they do not put money in their 
budget to hire this counsel because 
the cost runs so high that they 
do not feel that they canalfford it. 

I feel that under the present 
time that our school board has 
never taken any position against 
the teachers. We have always met 
with them and talked. We have 
usually met their demands that 
they have made on the board, and 
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the people have gone al'Ong with 
it. But t'O all'Ow them t'O get int'O 
the business of negotiating on ed
ucati'Onal p'Olicy, setting up special 
areas for them t'O d'O their busi
ness, and in one secti'On of this 
pr'Oposed contract it says that the 
teachers shall be able t'O buy all 
the supplies and equipment that 
they need t'O c'arry out their ac
tivity at the same price that the 
b'Oard pays. 

If they bind the board in this 
c'Ontract t'O where the b'Oard must 
'Open their files, the administration 
must open their :riles t'O the teach
ters 'associati'On, yet there is n'Oth
ing saying that the teachers 'as
s'Ociation will 'Open their files t'O 
the administrati'On 'Or to the board. 
Sa I think there is a need far this 
bill. 

And while I have ailways sup
ported lab'Or and I w'Ould still sup
part labar, I support them when 
I think they are right las' much 'as 
I support a bill spons'Ored by the 
'Oppositi'On party 'Or den'Ounce that 
it is ri'ght 'Or that I w'Ould Slta,nd 
up and den'Ounce a bill supp'Orted 
by a member of my party if it 
were wr'Ong. I have always 1'O'Oked 
at the bills based on their merits, 
regardless 'Of the sponsorship ,and 
regardless 'Of haw I stand in the 
feeling 'Of organized labor. 

I d'O nat feel this is taking 
any rights away fr'Om the unions'; 
I feel this is merely explaining 'Out 
t'O the people in language that 
they can understand and that it 
isa g'O'Od bill, and I ,think Mr. 
Carey c'Overed ,the comprehens~ve 
c'Ontract quite fully. I would hope 
that you people w'Ould go ,aJlong 
with the bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair rec
ognizes the gentleman from East
part, Mr. Mills. 

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, La
dles and Gentlemen of the Hause: 
I think the paint we are missing 
here is the acti'On taken by the 
other b'Ody t'O refer t'O the l06th 
Legislature in nan - c'Oncurrence. 
The thinking at that time by the 
legal minded people there was the 
effect that this would have if we 
pass s'Omething here in the Legis
lature that may very well be in 
conflict with the decision 'Of the 
State Supreme Court and would 
nat have too much £orebearing. 

But when the State Supreme C'Ourt 
renders their decisi'On, that is a 
rinding 'Of law, it is binding. 

The SPEAKER: The yeas and 
nays have been requested. Far 
the Chair t'O 'Order a roll call, it 
must have the express'ed desire 'Of 
'One fifth 'Of ,the members present 
and v'Oting. All membel1s desiring 
a roll ClaIl v'Ote will v'Ote yes; those 
'Opp'Osed will v'Ote no. 

A v'Ote of the House was taken, 
and more than 'One fimth 'Of the 
members present having ex
pressed 'a desire far a raIl call, a 
roll call was ordered. 

The SPEAKER:: The pending 
questi'On is on the motion 'Of the 
gentleman from E,astport, Mr. 
Mills, that the H'Ouse recede and 
c'Oncur on Bill "An Act relating 
to Inherent Managerial Functi'Ons 
Under the Municipal[ Employees 
Labar Relations La'w," House Pa
per 1531, L. D. 1974. If you 'are 
in favor of tha,t moti'On you will 
vote yes; if you ,are opposed you 
wHI v'Ote no. 

Mr. Millett 'Of Dixm'Ont and Mr. 
Bus,tin of Augusta did not vote be
cause of a possible coniHct 'Of 
interest. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA-Albert, Bartlet, Bernier, 

Birt, Bunker, Clark, Clemente, 
Conley, Cooney, Cote, Cottrell, 
Curran, Curtis, A. P.; Gyr, Doyle, 
Emery, E. M.; Farrington, Fras
er, Go'Odwin, Hewes, Kelley, P. S.; 
Kelley, R. P.; Keyte, Kilroy, Leb
el, Lewis, Lucas, Mahany, Marsh, 
Martin, McCloskey, McTeague, 
Mills, M'Orrell, Murray, O'Brien, 
Orestis, Rollins, Silverman, Simp
san, T. R.; Slane, Stillings, Vin
cent, Wheeler, WhitzeU, Wood, 
M. E. 

NA Y - Ault, Bailey, Baker, 
Barnes, Bedard, Berry, G. W.; 
Berry, P. P.; Berube, Binnette, 
Bither, B'Ourgoin, Bragdon, Brawn, 
C a II , Carey, Carrier, Oarter, 
Churchill, C'Ollins, Cummings. Cur
tis, T. S., Jr.; Dam, D'Onaghy, 
D'Ow, Dudley, Dyar, Emery, D.F.; 
F'aucher, Fecteau, Finemore, Gag
non, Gauthier, Genest, Goad, Hall, 
Hancock, Hardy, Haskell, Haw
kens, Hayes, Henley, Herrick, 
Hodgdon, Immonen, Jalbert, Jut
ras, Kelley, K. F.; Lawry, Lee, 
Lessard, Lewin, Lincoln, Little
field, Liz'Otte, Lynch, MacLeod, 
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MaddO'x, Manchester, Marstailer, 
McCO'rmick, McKinnO'n, McNailly, 
MO'sher, MurchisO'n, Norris, Parks, 
PaysO'n, PO'rter, Pratt, Rand, 
RO'cheleau, Ross, Santoro, Scott, 
Shaw, Shute, Simpson, L. E.; 
Smith, E. H.; SusL Tanguay, 
Theriault, Trask, Tyndale, White, 
Wight, Williams, Wood, M. W.; 
Woodbury. 

ABSENT - Boudreau, Brown, 
Crosby, Drigotas, Ev,ans, Gill, Kel
leher, Lund, Page, Pontbriand, 
Sheltra, Smith, D. M.; Webber, 
WhitsO'n. 

Yes, 46; No., 88; Absent, 14. 
The SPEAKER: Forty-six hav·· 

ing voted in the ,affirmative and 
eighty-eight in the negative, with 
fourteen being absent, the mO'tion 
to recede 'and concur dO'es not pre
vail. 

Thereupon, the motion to insist 
prevailed. 

The Chair laid before the HO'use 
the third tabled and today assigned 
matter: 

HOUSE REPORT - "Ought to 
pass" with Committee Amendment 
"A" (H-578) - Committee O'n State 
Government on Bill "An Act Im
plementing the ReO'rganization O'f 
the Department of Finance and Ad
ministration" <H. P. 1546) (L. D. 
2(02) 

Tabled - February 28, by Mr. 
Donaghy O'f Lubec. 

Pending - Acceptance. 
Thereupon, the Report was ac

cepted and the Bill read twice. 
Committee Amendment "A" (H-

578) was read by the Clerk. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes the gentleman frO'm E,agle 
Lake, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, pos
ing a question, lam wondering if 
the gentleman from Lubec is going 
to offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Lubec, 
Mr. DO'naghy. 

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker, I 
don't claim to be a parliamen
tarian. I had a couple of advisO'rs 
that said to hold this until after 
third reading. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would 
advise the gentleman that if he 
wishes to amend Com mit tee 
Amendment "A", this is the perti
nent time to' dO' so. 

Whereupon, Mr. Donaghy O'f Lu
bec offered House Amendment "A" 
to Committee Amendment "A" and 
mO'ved its adoptiO'n. 

HO'use Amendment "A" to' CO'm
mittee Amendment "A" <H-586) 
was read by the Clerk and adO'pted. 

Committee Amendment "A" as 
amended by House Amendment 
"A" thereto was adopted and the 
Bill was assigned for third reading 
the next legislative day. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the fourth tabled and tO'day as
signed matter: 

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT -
MajO'rity (9) "Ought to pass -
MinO'rity (5) "Ought nO't to' pass" 
-CO'mmittee on State Government 
O'n ResolutiO'n PrO'Posing an Amend
ment to' the CO'nstitution PrO'viding 
for Apportionment O'f the House O'f 
Representatives intO' Single Mem
ber Districts <H. P. 1543) (L. D. 
1999) 

Tabled - February 28, by Mr. 
Marstaller of FreepO'rt. 

Pending - Acceptance O'f either 
Report. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman frO'm Lubec, 
Mr. Donaghy. 

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker, I 
mO've the acceptance O'f the Major
ity RepO'rt. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
frO'm Lubec, Mr. DO'naghy, mO'ves 
that the HO'use accept the Majority 
"Ought to' pass" RepO'rt. 

Mr. Martin of Eagle Lake re
quested a vO'te O'n the mO'tiO'n. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
O'gnizes the gentleman frO'm East 
Millinocket, Mr. Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members O'f the House: I fully 
realize all the implicatiO'ns to this 
bill and the feelings and thinking 
O'f both parties. I realize the posi
tiO'n O'f the Minority Party and the 
gentleman from Eagle Lake, Rep
resentative Martin, relative to this. 

I do feel that there are a lot of 
reasO'ns why that this shO'uld be 
given serious cO'nsideratiO'n and 
allowing this acceptance of the 
Majority "Ought to' pass" RepO'rt. 
I hope to' attempt to rewrite the 
bill in the third reading. and al
lowing this to' be dO'ne will certain
ly not affect the ultimate decisiO'n 
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as to whether this does or does 
not pass this Legislature. 

The Majority Party as such does 
not have sufficient votes to pass 
this bill for the two-thirds required, 
so I don't feel that we will damage 
the position of the Minority Party 
in any way by accepting the major
ity report. I would hope you would 
accept this this morning and see 
if we could move this along and 
make a final decision on it a little 
later in the session. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman fromE,agle 
Lake, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I don't mind allowi~g this 
to go to its third reading. I just 
thought we could save everyone 
some time. If the gentleman thinks 
that he could do anything with it, 
I am more than happy to give him 
that opportunity. I would take back 
my request for a division and allow 
it to go to its third reading. And 
I can assJre you that our position 
has not changed 'and I can all but 
predict at this point the ultimate 
defeat of the resolve. So for his 
benefit I will withdraw my request 
for a division. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Web
ster, Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. COONEY: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Representative Birt came 
in and talked to the State Govern
ment Committee yesterday, and 
unless his plans to change this 
bill have changed since yesterday 
afternoon, I would concur with Mr. 
Martin's original motion that there 
be a division on this subject, be
cause I don't think we should 
waste any more time on this. I 
would like to request a division. 

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I 
mean, this is just about as futile las 
the arguments that I heard for two 
weeks about that foolish big box 
that we debated about, that we 
are going to keep anyway. I mean, 
this thing is just going to go on 
its way and it is coming back here 
with a four-letter word on it. The 
real motion to put on would be to 

kill this thing once and for all if 
we hope to ,get out of here before 
you celebrate my birthday. It is 
as simple as that. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on motion of the gentle
man from Lubec, Mr. Donaghy, 
that the House accept the Majority 
"Ought to pass" Report. All in 
favor of that motion will vote yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

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

tive and 46 having voted in the neg
ative, the motion did prevail. 

The Resolution was read once and 
tomorrow assigned. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the fifth tabled and today lassigned 
matter: 

Bill "An Act relating to the 
Management of Solid Wastes" (H. 
P. 1587) (L. D. 2046) 

Tabled - February 28, by Mr. 
Porter of Lincoln. 

Pending - Passage to be en
grossed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Al
bion, Mr. Lee. 

Mr. LEE: Mr. Speaker and La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I won't say that I didn't intend to 
get up here and speak on this 
article; I had every intention to 
get up and speak on it. 

The other day when I rose and 
asked a question about it I was 
politely shot down by the gentle
man in the left-hand corner who 
said that this was nothing but a 
redraft of the original hill passed 
in the original legislation, and I 
don't know if that makes it any 
better or any worse than the bill 
itself. But I objected to that be
cause I would just as soon it re
ceive an "ought not to pass" right 
that minute as in the first and 
second readers. 

You folks have talked about dif
ferent things here today, and I 
want to talk about this one a lit
tle bit. I have been told that this 
bill was necessary, that we had to 
do something with our dumps. Of 
course we have got to do some
thing with our dumps. Every town 
in the state has got a problem, but 
theTe is no law that I can find that 
says we have got to pass a law 
in this Legislature that will do it. 
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What this does, and what Mr. 
Martin didn't want me to do, is 
rock the boat. Don't do this. Get 
a law on the books. Got to have a 
law on the books so bad that in 
the regular legislation the bill 
called for $146,779 appropriation; 
now we don't have to have any
ting. The Health and Welfare De
partme:rm: doesn't have to have any
thing? The Health and Welfare 
would spend all the money we 
could possibly raise in the State 
of Maine and never blink an eye. 

I am against this bill. I don't 
think we need it. 

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

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Ge:rm:lemen of the House: 
I would hope to indicate, I think, 
at this point that I certainly had 
no intenUons of cutting off the gen
tleman from Albion, Mr. Lee, the 
other day. I thought probably that 
it might be easier to wait until 
the third reading because I had a 
feeling that there was going to be 
debate and I thought that the bill 
was probably going to be around 
for a while. 

Secondly, I have been informed 
that this is basically the same bill 
that we had at the regular session. 
I was aware at that time that the 
gentleman from Albion, Mr. Lee, 
had spoken in opposition to the 
bill, so I was sure that I expected 
his oppos~tion. So I re'ally didn't 
see it as very much different from 
what had transpired during the 
regular session. 

Third, in reference to the amount 
of money that was dis'cussed, it 
is otivioil's that in order to Imple
ment this hill you are going to 
need some funds, but it is further 
evident that the federal govern
ment is taking a very active role 
under the Nixon administration to 
do something about open dump 
b~lrning. There have been grants 
made available to states by the 
Administration to allow for the 
carrying out of these functions as 
described in this bill. I am not 
]lecess'arily a supporter of the 
Nixon administration, but I am 
aware that they have made the'se 
funds available bec'ause they feel 
that there is a problem in the vari
ous states with open dump burning. 

At this point we are IIOt saying 
that the State of Maine has to put 
up any money. What we are say
ing is that we need to have a law 
on the books in order to do the 
job. If we do not, it is my under
standing that the administration is 
going to come in and tell us what 
to do. I for one, as one lowly rep
resentative from a rural commu
nity, would ruther have some input 
as to what I want done rather than 
having a bureaucrat or a function
ary come from Washington, from 
whatever administration it might 
be, whether it be President Nixon's 
or President Muskie or anyone 
else, and telling us what we are 
going to be doing. And so I plead 
with You to accept this bill and to 
move it along. And I again plead 
with you in saying that I did not 
mean to insult, if I did, the gen
tleman from Albion, Mr. Lee, the 
other day when I made the com
ment that I did. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Lubec 
Mr. Donaghy. 

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I think 
that we can reassure the gentle
man from Eagle Lake, that if we 
set up a bureaucrat from the Nixon 
administration, it will be coming
we are looking forward to the fu
ture. 

I do want to say in all sincerity 
though that we have got to remem
ber that there already is a pilot 
project being studied in Washing
ton County through federal funds 
to see if the rural areas such as 
we have all over Maine can't have 
a reasonable type of garbage and 
walste dispos'al that won't cost all 
outdoors. This engineering project 
that is goillg on now, I don't see 
any need to rush this in a special 
session. We shall be back here in 
our regular sessi'On very soon, and 
I think that will be ample time, 
after the study has been made. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
'Ognizes the gentleman fr'Om Liver
more Falls, Mr. LynCh. 

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen 'Of the House: 
I am not going to oppose this bill. 
I have had very definite reserva
tions about all the environmental 
bills that have gone through this 
Legislature, which I am sure are 
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going to come back and haunt fu
ture sessions. 

The implication has been made 
that the Great White Father in 
Washington is going to take care 
of the cost of this and other bills. 
I am sure that you are going to 
find that the small commlinities 
in this state are going to find it 
very difficult to meet all the re
quests that have been enacted into 
law. 

The Whiz Kids in Washington 
are dreaming up measures. They 
are working night and day. They 
are not necessarily Republicans 
alone, Democrats have had their 
hand in it too, telling us how we 
should live. And I find it very 
ironical that they are going to 
clean our streams, clean our 
dumps, clean our air, when we 
are practically bankrupt as a 
nation. 

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

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: In regard to this bill be
fore uS I find myself pretty much 
in concurrence with some of the 
remarks that have been made, 
especially the remarks of the gen
tleman from Albion, Mr. Lee. I 
.. gree that probably we have got to 
very shortly do something in this 
area, but this is a special ses
sion and I am very much dis
turbed. we will say, with a bill of 
this magnitude being acted upon 
here in a special session, that we 
do not seem to be getting any 
repercUssions from the municipal
ities that are eventually going to 
be affected to a gre'at extent. 

This is going to be a big problem; 
it is going to bea problem_that 
municipalities and the legislature 
have got to wrestle with together, 
I believe, and I think they could 
better do this in a regular ses
sion when there was time and 
that they knew that we were com
ing l,P with some kind of a bill 
that would handle eventually this 
problem. 

I make these remarks because of 
the fact that one of the towns that 
I represent, I believe no more than 
a year ago, went to a cone-type 
burner. Now I am sure when they 
did that, and this does also affect 

the City of presque Isle as well 
as the Town of Mapleton, I am 
sure when they did that they 
thought they were spending their 
money wisely. I think they might 
well question now whether they 
were spending it wisely because if 
my information is correct, these 
cone-type burners will no longer be 
an approved method of handling 
the problem that we are talking 
about. 

We talk about we have got to 
do something becau.'se the federal 
government is getting ready to 
move. But I would like to call 
your attention to the fact that 
here some few years back, I can't 
remember how many, we passed 
a $50 million bond issue. I don't 
know whether any of you were 
aware of the fact or not that not 
a nickel of that bond issue has 
been spent, and more than that, 
there is some $8 million or so of 
a previous bond issue of $25 mil
lion which was floated that has 
not been spent. That is how fast 
we are working, we will say, in 
solving these pollution problems. 

Presumably if we set up any 
more water pollution problems we 
have got to have another bond 
issue because the money, while it 
has not been spent out of the $50 
million, will all be allocated when 
we leave here. But allocating and 
being spent are two entirely dif
ferent things. We certainly are not 
moving rapidly enought at the fed
eral level on these projects. 

So I think in a special session 
like this we could really well con
sider moving slow and coming back 
and handling it in the regular 
session when the municipalities of 
the state will all know what they 
are facing up to, and we can all 
work together and come up with 
a bill that we will more likely be 
satisfied with than we are if we 
go ahead and pass this at this 
time. 

While I am on my feet, I want 
to request that the vote, when it 
is taken, be taken by the yeas and 
nays. 

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

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker, I 
move for the indefinite postpone-
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ment Qf this bill and all its ac
companying papers. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore, 
moves that this Bill be indefinitely 
postpQned. 

The Chair recQgnizes the gentle
man frQm Waterville, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: The waters are getting 
muddy in a hurry on this bill. 
The solid waste bill, which is one 
of two similar pieces Qf legislation 
sponsored, one by the gentleman 
from Hampden, Mr. Marsh and 
another by myself, passed this 
House 'and the other hody in regu
lar session but failed final passage 
when it was not funded Qn the 
AppropriatiQns Table. 

Because of the passage of time 
since the regular session, this bill, 
L. D. 2046, has been significantly 
modified and cQmpared with the 
original legislatiQn L. D. 2046 is 
far less restrictive. The original 
bill called fQr a prohibition date 
of December 31, 1971, which was 
twO' months ago, and a final pro
hibition date of December 31. 
1975. This bill, written to comply 
with the EIC regulations, has a 
final date of July I, 1975. 

I think it is important for the 
members of this House to under
stand that the prohibitiQn O'n open 
burning is already set by the ETC 
open burning regulations as set 
forth under Chapter X Qf the Air 
Pollution Control Implementation 
Plan and also by the Federal Clean 
Air Act of 1970. In other words, 
ladies and gentlemen, towns and 
cities of Maine will have to stop 
Qpen burning practices by these 
dates, whether 0'1' not this bill 
becomes law. 

What this bill does, and the 
reason that it was seen necessary 
by the committee and in this 
special session by the Governor is 
that it will provide for implemen
tation Qf alternative methods of 
solid waste disposal by QUI' com
munities by enabling, although nQt 
requiring the creation of districts 
and multi-cQmmunity associatiQns, 
and also by making PQssible co
ordinatiQn and contrQl under a 
single regulatory agency. 

And finally, fQr thO's'e who are 
concerned, and some were in the 

regular sessiQn, I would eXJPlain 
that the exemption in this bill un
der the definition of stump dumps, 
which defines stump dumps as 
inert land fill refm,.e, this bill 
would not prQhibit the burning of 
leaves, brush, blueberry fields 
and other sim:i.lar landscalpe ma
terial. 

Currently we have SQme 350 
Maine communities with Qpen 
burning dumps and these dumps 
contribute upwards of 90 percent 
of all the air pollution in this' State. 
At least half of these dumps also 
caus'e pollutiQn of ground or sur
face . waters: by direct dumping, 
leaching and improper drainage 
conditions. 

While it must be understood that 
full implementation of this bill 
will be limited now by the lack of 
funds', this Solid Waste Manage
ment Act is workable, even given 
the limited funding already avail
able, and more impO'rtant, this act 
is neces'sary in Qrder to integrate 
the significant aspect intO' Maine's 
tQtal progI'am of protection of our 
human and environmental !l"e
sources. I urge my colleagues in 
the House to v'ote against the mo
tion to indefinitely PO'stpone. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognize!.:; the gentleman from Au
burn, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen: Coming 
from a municipality where we 
were one of the pioneers in this 
state in land fill in dumps, I would 
like to give you a little run dQwn 
on what is happening in my area. 

We have had in the past a num
ber ad' land fills and the present 
Qne is practically full; we have 
les!s than six mQnths time left be
fore we need anQther loea·tion. Our 
planner, QUI' city gQvernment, has 
IQQked fQr Qne year and a half now. 
The ElC and other people have 
turned down aU lQeations to' pres
ent. Last year we had one loca
tiQn, it was the most iSQlated in 
the area, the Qnly detriment wa& 
Qne littleI'ill that only runs in the 
spring during the run-Qff. It gQes 
intO' a swamp where there is no 
great stream running away from 
it, iSQlated by at least ten miles 
to' the nearest home. 

At the present our sti.tuatil)n is 
thiS'. We are running out Qf dump 
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space, we have no approval for 
a little filling across the street, 
and we are going to be in a fix. 
We are either going hack to oven 
burning or something else if we 
cannot get permission. I thought 
that when the original environ
mental bills were passed and the 
ones pertaining to this matter, 
that it was a good thJing. I am 
beginning to change my opinlion. 
I think somewhere along the line 
we went a little bit too far. I think 
this bill goes a little bit too far. 

We have spent $30,000 for a unit 
to compact the waste, this I voted 
for, and we have invested consid
erable sums in wa!ste packers, 
costing at le'ast $25,000 each, and 
now we have no place to dump 
our trash. So I personally am op
posed to this bill. I don't think 
that we ~,.hould enact it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman fvom Albion, 
Mr. Lee. 

Mr. LEE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the Hou!Se: Sor
ry I lost my cool a ha,l£ minute 
ago. My seatmate told me all I 
needed to have then was my felt 
hat which I occasionally tread 
iLto the ground. I want to assure 
the gentleman from Ea'gle Lake, 
Mr. Ma.rtin, he didn't insult me. 
1 am not for the dumb hog Irish
man, my hide is pretty thick. 

I did a little bit of research on 
this bill. Probably you didn't think 
soa few minutes ago. The only 
thing that keeps us from burning 
or anything like that is ~ederal 
EIC emission standards wh~ch 
take effect 50metime in the future 
and the ruling by the EIC of the 
State of Maine which says you 
can't do this and you can't do that 
",t a certain date. These are rul
ings; they a.re not anything we 
passed. 

We created the agency, which I 
am sorry to say, good or bad I 
didn't vote for it anyway. But then 
I have done a little bit of reading 
on the thing. I suggest you read 
the late5t article in the Headers 
Digest; tt suggests ,that our de
sires and laws in this field a,re 
ahead of the technology to handle 
the problem. It also states that 
profit5' from busine3is just cannot 
carry the burden, so it will have 
10 come from the con.mmer and 

the taxpayer. This is a fact. 
And the latest issue of the Mark 

Maine, which is published by your 
good friends across the hall here, 
the Chairman of the Transporta
tion Conference in Bangor said, 
and I quote, "The state must make 
economic development happen, it 
won't happen by itself. In laddition, 
a major impediment must be re
moved, a one-sided interest, en
vironmentalis,ts, who make un
reasonable demand'3' on industrial
ists." This could be amended to 
read "every town, city and tax
payer." 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Lin
coln, Mr. Porter. 

Mr. PORTER: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen: You notice 
on your desk is an amendment 
that I had planned to put on this 
bill, if it i5' not indefinitely post
poned. I would like to tell you the 
reason for this amendment, it was 
simply to extend the time two 
years. 

First of all, I would like to have 
it well established that our town 
is certainJy in favor of managing 
solid wastes, just a!s much as your 
town. We have been at it several 
years. But we have a unique prob
lem in Lincoln and I would like to 
tell you a little bit about it. 

Some of your towns have 1, 2 
possibly 3 or 4 lakes or ponds. OUT 
town ha:s 13, 13 lakes and ponds 
plus numberless brooks, and 
streams, and Penobscot River. 
Consequently, we are in a bind. 
The water table is 5'0 near the 
surfa,ce that we have a great num
ber of springs in our town and it 
is almost impossible to find a place 
where we can have a land-fill 
operation. 

As the Penobscot River flows 
on the West boundary of our town, 
natuTally all of our slopes are 
toward the river. And with the 
high water table, if there is any 
leaching, it would naturally run in
to the Penobscot River. In ,addi
tion to those bod!i.es of water that 
I have just described, under our 
town there is a very substantial 
undergTound river. It starts up 
east of Mt. Katahdin, comes 
down between East Millinocket 
and Medway, comes down under
neath the Penobscot RiveT, bisects 
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our town, runs on down to Orono 
and Old Town. That water is very, 
very pure and a great source. 

We pump about 'a million to a 
million and a quarter gallons of 
that a day, and it doesn't make 
an impression on it in the least. 
the water is so pure that it goes 
directly into the mam without any 
treatment whatsover. And we are 
dreadfully afraid that a landfill 
operation might pollute that water. 

Therefore, we must have some 
other form of managing our solid 
wastes, and as yet, even though 
We have worked on it for years, 
we have not been able to find 'a 
solution to our problem. We are 
convinced that it is not land-fill, 
we assume that it is going to be 
some sort of incineration. But we 
are up against a wall. 

Therefore, my amendment would 
simply ask for a couple of years' 
longer to study this and see if we 
can come up with a sDlutiDn for 
our town, However, if the bill is 
killed, ,as the motion is before the 
House, that will be quite all right 
with me. 

Mr. Ross of Bath moved the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair 
to entertain a motion for the pre
vious question it must have the 
consent of one third of the mem
bers present and voting. All those 
in favor the Chair entertaining 
the motion for the previous ques
tion will vote yes; those opposed 
will vote no. 

A vote ,of the House was taken, 
and more than one third of the 
members present having ex
pressed a des1ire for the previous 
question, the motion for the previ
ous ques'tion was entertained. 

The SPEAKER: The question 
now befDre the House is, shall the 
main question be put now? All 
in favor will say aye; thDse op
posed will say no. 

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

The SPEAKER: Yeas and nays 
have been requested. For the 
Chair to 'Order a roll call it must 
have the expres'sed 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 fifth of the 
members present having ex
pressed a desire fDr a roll call, 
a roll call was 'Ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question 1s on the motion of the 
gentleman from Bridgewater, Mr. 
Finemore, that Bill "An Act re
lating to the Management of Solid 
Wastes," House Paper 1587, L. D. 
2046, be indefintely postponed. If 
you are in favor of that motion 
you will vote yes; if you are op
posed will will vote nD. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA-Bailey, Berry, G. W.; Be

rube, Binnette, Birt, Bither; Brag
don, Brawn, Call, Carrier, Cote, 
Cuvtis, A. P.; Cyr, Donaghy, 
Doyle, Dudley, Dyar, Emery, E. 
M.; Faucher, Finemore, Fraser, 
Good, Goodwin, Hall, Hancock, 
Haskell, Hawkens, Hayes, Hewes, 
Immonen, Jutras, Kelley, R. P.; 
Lee, Less,ard, Lewin, Lewis, Lin
coln, Littlefield, Lizotte. Lynch, 
Maddox, Manchester, McCormick, 
McNally, Millett, Mills, Mosher, 
NDrris, Parks, PaysDn, Porter, 
Pratt, Rand, Rocheleau, Rollins, 
Ross, Santoro, Scott, Shaw, Shute, 
Silverman, Simpson, T. R.; Theri
ault, Trtask, White, Wight, Wil
liams, Wood, M. W.; Wood, M. E. 

NAY - AlbeN, Ault, Baker, 
Barnes, Bartlett, Bedard, Bernier, 
Berry, P. P.; Boudreau, Bourgoin, 
Bunker, Bustin, Carey, Carter, 
Churchill, Clemente, Collins, Con
ley, Cooney, Cottrell, Cummings, 
Curran, Curtis, T. S., Jr., Dam, 
Dow, Emery, D. F.; F,arrington, 
Fecteau, Gagnon, Gauthier, Gen
est, Hardy, Henley, Hodgdon, Kel
ley, K. F.; Kelley, P. S.; Keyte, 
Kilroy, Lawry, Lebel, Luc'as, Mac
Leod, Mahany, Marsh, Marstaller, 
Martin, McKinnon, McTeague, 
Morrell, Murchison, M u r ray, 
O'Brien, Orestis, Simpson, L. E.; 
Slane, Smith, E. H.; Stillings, 
Susi, Tanguay, Tyndale, Vincent, 
Wheeler, Whitzell, Woodbury. 

ABSENT-Brown, Clark, Crosby, 
Drigotas, Evans, Gill, Herrick, 
Jalbert, Kelleher, Lund, McClos
key, Page, Pontbriand, She1tra, 
Smith, D. M.; Webber, Whitson. 

Yes, 69; No, 64; Absent, 17. 
The SPEAKER: Sixty-nine hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
sixty-four in the negative, with 
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seventeen being absent, the m()
tiDn does prevail. 

Sent up fDr CDncurrence. 

The Chair laid befDre the HDuse . 
the sixth tabled and tDday as
signed m'atter: 

Bill "An Act toO CDrrect ErrDrs 
and IncDnsistencies in the Educa
tiDn Laws" (H. P. 1468) (L. D. 
191U-CDmmittee Amendment "A" 
(H-555) ·adDpted. HDuse Amend
ment "A" (H-562), "B" (H-564), 
"c" <H-566) and "D" <H-58U 

Tabled - February 28 by Mr. 
Lawry Df Fairfield. 

Pending - Passage to be en
grDssed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
Dgnizes the gentleman frDm SkOow
hegan, Mr. Dam. 

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker, this 
'amendment is just being distrib
uted nDW toO the mernlbers desks. I 
wDuld appreciate it if SDmeone 
would tabled this until later in t()
day's sessiDn. 

Whereupon Dn motion of Mr. 
Martin Df Eagle Lake, tabled pend
ing passage toO be engroslsed and 
later tDday assigned. 

By unanimDUs CDnsent, the fDre
gDing matters acted upon in con
currence were ordered sent forth
with toO the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. Porter Df Lin
cOoln, 

Recessed until tWD D'clock in the 
afternoDn. 

After Recess 
2:00 P.M. 

The House was 'called toO Drder 
by the Speaker. 

-----
The follDwing papers were taken 

up Dut Df Drder by unanimDus con
sent 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Measure 

An Act relating toO Per Diem 
AllDwances land Expenses fOor 
Members of the State Board Df 
Ba,rhers 'and State Board Df Hak
dressers (H. P. 1580) (L. D. 2{}37) 

Was reported by the Committee 
Dn Engrossed Bills as tmly and 
strictly engrDs'sed. This being an 
emergency measure 'and ,a tWD
thirds vDte Dfall the members 
elected toO the House being neces-

sary, a tOotal was taken. 90 vDted 
in favDr Df same land 19 against. 

WhereupDn, Mr. Ma'rtin of E'agle 
Lake requested a DOll ,c'all. 

The SPEAKER: The yeas and 
nays h'ave been reque:cted. FDr the 
Chair toO Oorder a rDli eall it must 
have the expressed desire Df Dne 
fifth of the members present and 
",oting. All members desiring a rDll 
(lall VOote will vOote yes; those op
posed will vDte nD. 

A vDte of the HDuse was taken, 
and moOre than one fifth Df the 
members present having expressed 
a desire fDr ,a roll c,aU, a roll eall 
was ocdered. 

The SPEAKER: The Chai.r rec
Dgnizes the gentleman frDm E'agle 
Lake, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. :MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies land Gentlemen Df the 
House: It seems rather unbeHev
'able thalt we had toO haV'e la roll 
c'all Dn this bill, .first 0' all, beclause 
it is mine. That may be the rea
son why we have toO have it. But 
secondly, beclause it really isn't 
that impDrtant. Very quickly let 
me just tell you 'th'at it wa,s a 
unanimous cDmmittee report out 
Df Health 'and InsUtutiDnal Serv
Ices. 

It deaws with the barbers and 
the hiairm-essers, and it is an 
emergenctY primarily bec'ause the 
Attorney General"s 'Office has ruled 
that under existings1:iattutethese 
tWD partiocul'ar boards are the only 
tWD bDards that are prevented by 
la'w frDm gDing out Df state <to at
tend cOonferences. And there isa 
conference being held next mDnth 
and unless the emergency goes 
through they wDuld 'be U1lJa'ble toO 
attend it, and so I wDuld 'ask fDr 
YDur SUppOII1t Dn enactment. 

11he SPEAKER: The Chlair rec
ognize3 the gentleman frDm StrOong, 
Mr. Dyar. 

Mr. DYAR: Mr. Speaker ,and 
Members Df the HDuse: I wDuld 
like to add toO what Mr. Martin 
has s'aid that we have put a rein 
on these peop,le Iby stating in an 
amendment that they could not 
dr'aw sa1aries or expenses fDr more 
than five dalYs within the calendar 
year. And 'alSD 'an'Other amend
ment that was attempted toO this 
bill that wDuld have eliminated the 
amount Df money they ean spend 
DvemH during Ithe years. SD actu
ally by vOoting f.or this biB YDU are 
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put'ting on c'ontrols. If you vote 
ag1ainst this legis1ation then you 
are giving them free rein 'ag1ain. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is ena'ctment. A roN Ctall 
has been ordered. All in ilav,or 'Of 
this measure being enacted as an 
emergency measure will vote yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Albert, Bailey, Baker, 

Barnes, BarNett, Bernier, Berry, 
G. W.; Berry, P. P.; Berube, Birt, 
Bither, Boudreau, Bourgoin, Bl'ag
don, Bustin, Oalll, Oarey, Oarter, 
Churchill, Cla'rk, Clemente, Col
lins, Conley, C'Ooney, Cottrell, 
Cummings, Currl'an, Curtis, A. P.; 
Curtis T. S., Jr.; Oyr, Dam, Don
laghy, Dow, Doyle, OtY'ar, EVians, 
F'MTington Faucher, Fecteau Fine
more, Fraser, Gagnon, Gauthier, 
Good, Goodwin, Hall, Hancock, 
Hia·rdy, Hawkens, Henley, Herrick, 
Hewes, Hodgdon, Immonen, J al
bert, Kelley, K. F.; KeliJ:ey, P. S.; 
Kelley, R. P.; Keyte, Kilr'Oy, Law
ry, Lebel, Lee, Lewin, Lewis, Un
coln, Littlef'ie1d, Lizotte, Lynch, 
MaoLeod, Maddox, Mahiany, !Man
chester, !Marsh, Ma·rstailer, Mar
tin, McCloskey, McC'Ormick, Mc
Teague, Millett, Mills, Morrell, 
M'Osher, Murchison, Murray, Nor
ris, O'Brien, Orestis, Parks, Pay
son, Pratt, Ross, Scott, Shaw, 
Shute, Silverman, Simpson, T. R.; 
Slane Stillings, Susi, Theriault, 
Trask, Tyndale, Wheeler, White, 
Whitzell, Wight, Wood, M. W.; 
Wood, M. E. 

NAY - Binnette, Brawn, Oar
rier, Cote, Emery, D. F.; Gill, 
JU'tra's, Kelleher, Lesslard, Lund, 
McNally, Porter, 'R'Ocheleau, Rol
lins, Tanguay, WilUams, Wood
bUI'y 

ABSENT - Ault, Bediard, Hrown, 
Bunker, Crosby, Emery, E. M.; 
Ge~'S't, Haskell, Hayes, Lucas, 
McKinnon, Page, Pontbdand, 
Hand Santoro, Sheltra, Simpson, 
L. E.'; Smith, D. M.; Smith, E. H.; 
Vincent, Webber, Whdtson 

Yes, 109; No, 17; Absent, 24. 
The SPEAKER: One hundred 

nine having voted in the affirma
tive, ,seventeen in the negative, 
with twenty-four being absent, the 
Bill is pa'3sed to be ena'Cted las an 
emergency measure. It will be 
signed by the Speaker 'and sent 
to the Senate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act relating to Clarifying 

Definitions Relating to the Potato 
Industry of Maine (S. P. 762) (L. 
D.2033) 

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

An Act Permitting Veterans with 
Medical Experience to Takie the 
Licensed Practical Nurses Exami
nation (H. P. 1584) (L. D. 2()42) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills a!s truly and 
strictly engrossed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Strong, 
Mr. Dy'ar. 

Mr. DYAR: Mr. Speaker and 
MemberS! of the House: 1\:s a signer 
of the "ought not to pass" on this 
piece of legislation I would just 
like to qualify why I voted "ought 
not to pass." 

On February 18, one of my con
stitueruts., who has· been a high level 
officer in the America!ll Legion on 
a state and national level, received 
a letter from Robert MacFarland 
who is the Department Servi'ce Of
fic,er for the American Legion i!ll 
which he stated that apparently 
Ross Dyar, Represerutative, is 
somewhat confused on the purpose 
of this bill a!lld has opposed it. 

I have dra.fted a letter to Mr. 
McF,arland which I think explains 
my stand on this piece of legisla
N10n and I would like to have this 
letter on the record and also to use 
it to explain why this is in my 
mind, bad legislation. 
"Dear Mr. MacFarland: 

Relative to the state of confusion 
in my mind as to legislation to 
waiver veterans to take the LPN 
exam, Let me state that I am 
probably far more familiar with 
this type of legislation than either 
the sponsor of the bill or your leg
islative lobbyist. 

It seems very strange that this 
same legislation walS before our 
committee in regular session to 
waiver residents of the state who 
are licensed 'Outside of the ·state, 
who were duly licensed, but did 
not have the training requirements 
(time of study) were opposed by 
the same persons now proponents 
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of tills bill. One O'f the persons 
denied this righit in the regulacr 
sessiO'n would be eligible under this 
bill as she isa veteran. It was 
stated that posS'ibly eight or rune 
veterans would take advantage of 
this legislation out O'f the thous<an<is 
Who have served honorably and 
returned home. 

It is indeed dislcriminatO'ry to' 
those whO' have served as electri
cians, plumbers, legal aides, fi
nance officers etc. who must face 
s'everal years of ,apprenticeship and 
in some cases up ~o six y'em"s O'f 
college in order to' meet the re
quirements of existing statutes to 
be licensed. If th1s must be an is
sue I feel that the Isponsor of this 
bill is extremely selfish Ito include 
only a select few to' be waived. In 
the O'nly letter, a copy of which 
was sent to' the Honomble John 
Lund, the writer started that his 
main concern was making $1.80 as 
an orderly while the LPN was mak
ing $2.20. I<t would seem that the 
GI Bill would 'be paying this vete
ran a subsistance allowance and 
also paying a large part of his 
educational cost for him to become 
an RN. 

I would a1sk how many return
ing vetel'ans have gone through 
our universities under the GI bill, 
supporting families and working 
at low paying jobs to make ends 
meet? 

As an eleCited il'epresemative of 
the people I feel my obligation to 
their needs especially their health 
and welfare far O'utweighs the re
quest being made by Rep. Curtis. 
The criteria set forth merely ac
credits seven army hospitals and 
one air force hospit1al, there has 
been no curriculum or course of 
study outlined and I can see no 
guarantee that the veteran who has 
an MOS of 'a medic is fully qua'li
fied and trained 1J0' meet a waiver 
to' take the LPN exam. 

There is much to' be desired in 
OUr medical rules and reguvartions 
before lessening their purposes that 
are incorporated. For eXlample we 
have too many licensing boards 
that have no investig'ative powers 
O'r nO' powers to revoke a license 
forc'ause, oncre it has 'been issued 
and I do not tmnk it should be 
necessary for a citizen to have to 
bring a criminal a'Ction fO'r a viola-

tion. It would seem that any such 
board shO'uld have the power to 
keep their house in order. 

I certainly would be the first to 
defend any legislation for the bene
fit O'f veterans, but this particular 
issue leaves too much to be clad
fied." 

This is the end of the letter. This 
redraft of the bili is more dis
criminatory than this letter states, 
because in order for a veteran to 
O'btain the LPN exam and be wai
vered he must have 'served two 
years as a corpsman. This means 
that a man who is dra,fted in any 
branch of the service for two ye'ars 
and has served far 18 months as 
a corpsman, would disqua'lify un
der a waiver of this exam. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman frO'm Orono, 
Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: This bill isa new one I am 
sponsoring. I think that there may 
be some misunderstanding on the 
part of some members of the 
House. The bill does not provide 
a waivertTom anybody taking the 
LPN, Licensed Practical Nurse ex
amination. What it does provide 
ils for an alternative method of 
education to meet lOne O'f the cri
teria before a person can be per
mitted to' take the LPN examina
tiO'n. 

What the bill prO'vides 1s for 
somebody who has had, in the 
eyes of the State BO'ard of Nurs
ing, sufficient traill!iing while in the 
military s'ervice along the medic!a!. 
Hnes. If he meets the other qualifi
catiO'ns 'already 'stated in the law, 
such as 'age, formal education, high 
school diploma, or charader, good 
health, it would then permit him 
to' take the LPN examination. The 
bill is an attempt, ladies and gen
tlemen, to provide a useful outlet 
for some of our trained personnel 
whO' have come out of the military 
service, a['e capable of doing sO'me 
work, do not want ,to spend a large 
amount of time, one O'r two' years 
going to nursing school, when that 
would be a waste of their time and 
of valuable medical training that 
could be used otherwise. 

The prop03al, may I say again, 
was a propos'al initiated by the 
Maine Task Force on veteran's 
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job opportunities. I was asked to 
be a sponsor of the bill ll'nd I am 
happy to do so. Repre:entative 
Dyar has pointed out that perhaps 
there ()Ither areas in which simi
lar recognition for su~table train
ing in the armed services coul'd be 
made so that people could take 
other examinations for other 
trades. I would be happy to work 
with him to work up some of thalt 
legislation in the future. 

This bill, ladies and gentlemen, 
I feel is a very important piece 
of legislation. It may only affect 
a few people in the state, but to 
them it is important. 

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

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker, I 
would ask the sponsor or anyone 
else who cares to answer through 
the Chair, whether Or not this has 
anything to do with the medics 
pr,ogram. I had understood that 
there is such a program being 
worked on here in the state, that 
even after these boys have com
pleted it they have no way of be
coming licensed and this was the 
sort of thing that was supposed 
to help them out. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Lubec, Mr. Donaghy, poses a 
question through the Chair to any
one who may answer if they 
choose. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Orono, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to answer that question. 
No, it does not make the provision 
for the so-called paramedics. The 
bill provides only for an alterna
tive method of meeting educa
tional qualifications for taking the 
licensed practical nurses' exami
nation, and does that only. 

A licensed practical nurse is
I am sure other people here are 
more qualified to explain, works 
under the supervision of doctors 
or RNs or other people who are 
qualified. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ogniz.es the gentleman from Strong, 
Mr. Dyar. 

Mr. DYAR: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
like to attempt to answer the 
question posed by Mr. Donaghy. 
There was an order that went 
through this House a few days ago 

authorizing a study and reviewing 
of the licensing procedures within 
the medic'al field here in the state. 

At the present time, there is no 
such a thing that recognizes the 
medic or la paramedic in our stat
ute, and here again on the LPNs. 
The State of New Hampshire, for 
example, might require 12 months 
of training to be licensed and one 
year in the field. This is not recog
nized by the Maine Medical Board 
as being enough to become licensed 
under our statute to allow the 
person to take the exam. They 
have to come to the State of 
Maine and take the additional 
year of experience in order to be
come qualified to take the exam. 

And I point out once again, that 
a man who has been drafted would 
not come under this bill. The only 
person who would be eligible for 
this under the redraft would be a 
man that had gone RA or reenlisted 
and had more than two years 
service. 

The SPgAKER: The pending 
question is enactment. The Chair 
will order a vote. All in favor of 
this Bill being enacted will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote nO. 

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

tive and 7 having voted in the nega
tive, the motion did prevail. 

It was signed by the Speaker and 
sent to the Senate. 

An Act relating to Discharge of 
Waste from Watercraft (H. P. 
1585) (L. D. 2044) 

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

Senate Report of Committee 
Ought to' Pass in New Draft 
Report of the Committee on Ap-

propriations and Financial Affairs 
on Bill "An Act to Appropriate 
Moneys for the Expenditures of 
State Government and Other Pur
poses for the Fiscal Years Ending 
June 30, 1972 and June 30, 1973" 
(S. P. 724) (L. D. 1982) reporting 
same in a new draft (S. P. 768) (L. 
D. 2047) under same title and 
that it "Ought to pass" 

Came from the Senate with the 
Report read and accepted and 
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the Bill passej to be engrossed as 
amended by Senate Amendments 
'"D" and "J". 

Report was read and accepted 
in concurrence and the Bill read 
twice Senate Amendment "D" (S-
365) ~~:as read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would 
announce that if you have these 
Senate Amendments on your desk, 
the correct amDunt in this amend
ment is $25,500. 

WhereupDn, Mr. Stillings 'Of Ber
wick offered House Amendment 
"A" tD Senate Amendment "D" 
and moved its adDptiDn. 

House Amendment "A" tD Senate 
Amendment "D" (H-590) was read 
by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
Dgnizes the same gentleman. 

Mr. STILLINGS: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I hope you have all had 
an opportunity tD lDOk at Senate 
Amendment "D". What it does, 
in effect, is give a pay raise tD 
the judges in our Supreme, Supe-
riDr and District Court systems. 

I think we all perhaps recDgnize 
the need for attracting capable, 
qualified people tD sit 'On our 
benches in the state and I have no 
argument with ,the matter of a 
pay raise. But I do feel that since 
this session 'Of the legislature gave 
to our District Courts a pay raise 
which just became effective this 
past September, that perhaps it is 
a little premature to offer them 
another pay raise at this partic
ular time. 

other than the members 'Of the 
legislature and the G<wernDr, I 
think the Supreme Judicial and 
Superior Court Justices were the 
'Only state employees who didn't 
get a raise and we certainly don't 
want to discriminate against them. 
whether we do 'against us is an
other matter. 

I would simply hope that whether 
YDU favor the matter 'Of a pay 
raise for our judges or not, that 
you would just remember that 
we have just given a pay raise 
to the District CDurt judges and 
my amendment simply removes 
the pay raise for the District Court 
judges and I certainly hope that 
YDU would support it. 

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

Mr. BRAGDON: With regard tD 
the House Amendment "A" to Sen
ate Amendment "D", I would have 
to go along with this amendment. 
Because this is practically part of 
the same form that the bill came 
'Out of the ApprDpriations Com
mittee. 

We cut out the salary raises for 
all three Courts, bDth the District, 
the Superior and the Supreme 
Court. When we come tD vDte fDr 
the acceptance of Senate Amend
ment "D", I wDuld have to vote in 
favor of the report as it came 'Out 
of the committee with these s'alary 
raises left 'Out. 

However, I have no objection 
to the amendment just offered, 
eliminating the Distric,t Court 
judges. 

Thereupon, HDuse Amendment 
"A" to Sena1te Amendment "D" 
was adopted. Senate Amendment 
"D" as amended by HDuse Amend
ment "A" thereto was adopted in 
non-concurence. 

Senate Amendment "J" (8-372) 
was read ,by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recDgnizes the g'enrtleman frDm 
South Portland, Mr. Gill. 

Mr. GIlJL: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that Senate Amendment "J" be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
frDm South PDrtland, Mr. Gill 
moves ,that Senate Amendment 
"J" be indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKiER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman frDm 
Brooks, Mr. WODd. 

Mr. WOOD: Mr. Speaker, Mem
bers 'Of the House: I want to take 
issue. These CDurt recordel's, the 
last two pay raises that were given 
to state employees, these court 
recorders received no increases in 
pay. The increase at the regular 
sessiDn, they received none,and 
when we raised the state em
ployees increase to 11.5 percent, 
they received none of this. 

We have 15 employees that 
service court recorders 'and they 
nDW receive $12,500 each. These 
people are talented, they are 
probably as valuable employ'ees 
in 'Our Court system as we have. 
And this would raise their pay to 
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$14,000 which is much less than 
most of our other employees con
nected with the Court receive. It 
would only make a total of $22,500 
increase in the overall budget. We 
have the money to pay them, and 
I think these are the people that 
should receive the raise. 

Our judges have received raises 
over the years, practically every 
session, 'and every time that we 
have raised other state employees, 
they have most always received a 
raise along with them. I believe 
that these court recorders that we 
rely on to record Court proceed~ 
ings are really ",aluable employees 
and should receive this same in
crease in salary. 

I hope this amendment is not 
indefinitely postp·oned. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
South PorUand, Mr. Gill. 

Mr. GILL: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I rise once again to sup
port the indefinite postponement 
of this. This is a classic example 
of what can be done in .A!ugusta 
if you know the right people. 

This little bauble did not appear 
ibefore the screening committee, 
it was never advertised ina news
paper for a public hearing. How 
this came about was through the 
effectiveness of one of our lobby
ists who is very active around 
here. In fact, before the convening 
of this afternoon's session, I 
toured the entire House with him 
while he was doing his lobbying. 
I just wanted to make sure that 
he presented the facts right, and 
I will say thalt he did. 

But it was a unanimo:ls decision 
of the Appropriations Committee 
that we do not grant this raise. 
The question thalt was primary in 
Oill" mind was this is a special 
session, they didn't seem to be too 
overly low paid considering that 
most of them, 'and <they do, do a 
liWe bit of work outside. I think 
it is a rate of $25 or $35 an hour 
including the machine or som~ 
thing of this type, and then they 
charge for transc'ribing and things 
of this nature which I think is all 
well and good. 

But certainly if this pay raise 
is granted, it is a genuine example 
for people that know their way 

around Augus,ta how to get some 
money out 'Of the taxpayers' 
pockets. This man has worked 
long and hard on this and I wou:1 
say, no matter what the court re
porters are paying him, he is 
worth it. And so therefore, I think 
we should continue his employ
ment S'O he can come back at the 
regular session to get this pay 
raise. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on Ithe motion of the 
gentleman from South Portland, 
Mr. Gi1I, that Senate Amendment 
"J" be indefinitely postponed. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Eagle Lake, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I certainly don't want to 
detract from the remarks made 
by the gentleman from South 
Portland, but I do want to make 
one point, that this bill did come 
ihefore the Reference of Bills Com
mitteeand it was defeated at the 
Reference of Bills Committee. I 
am not going to suggest to you 
",ha,t we want to vote, however. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I feel that 
this is a reasonable amendment 
and I would like to point out to 
the members 'Of this House that 
we are losing some of these re
porters to private industry and it 
is becoming quite alarming, ,and 
I feel that this is a just amend
ment and I would hope that you 
would vote against indefinite post
ponement. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from South Portland, 
Mr. Gill that Sen1l'te Amendment 
"J" be indefintely postponed in 
non-concurrence. If you are in 
favor of that motion you will vote 
yes; if you are opposed you will 
vote no. 

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

tive and 46 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did prevail. 

The Bill was assigned for third 
reading tomorrow. 

-----
The Chair laid before the House 

the first tabled and later today as
signed matter: 
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Resolution Proposing an Amend
ment to the Constitution to Reduce 
the Age of Qualifica,tion as a Mem
ber of the Maine House of Repre
sentatives to Twenty Yewrs. (H. 
P. 1508) (L. D. 1950) 

Tabled pending pass'age to be 
engrossed. 

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

The Chair laid be~ore the House 
the second tabled and later today 
a s'signeod matter: 

An Act to Grant Adult Rights 
to PersoIl!s Eighteen Years of Age 
m. p. 1581) (L. D. 2038) 

Tabled pending the motion of 
Mr. Lizotte of Biddeford to in
definitely postpone. 

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

Mr. LUND: Ladies and Gentle
men of the House: I would first 
like to thank the members of the 
Hous'e for their collirtesy in t,abHng 
this until later in the day so that 
I might have a chance to say a 
word in the course of the debate. 
I might hasten to add that I was 
away from the House on legislative 
business today. I was attending a 
meeting of the Law Enforcement 
Planning Assistance Agency as 
your legislative representative on 
that board. 

As far as the bill its'elf is con
cerned, this was debated quite 
fully at the regular session when 
it passed this House by a handy 
vote, and I don't IPir0pose to be 
abl,e to shed a great deaJ of light 
in addition to what was said then. 
On the other hand, I think we have 
come to recognize since that time, 
that both at the national and at 
the state and local level, we have 
made a decision that persons of 18 
years of age are qualified to par
ticipate in the electoral process. 

And it i5' a good logical ques
tion, it seems to me, that if per
sons 18 years of age are found by 
us in this country to be of suf
ficient intelligence to have a say 
on the public issues of the day, 
should they also not have a say 
in the private issues that affect 
each of them personally? And if 
you have ever had occasion to go 
through the laws dealing with age's 

and consent and so on, you would 
find that there are very many 
anomalies that exist at the present 
time. 

For instance, while we consider 
under our present law, that 20 is 
,the age of majority, under our 
common law rules, a person may 
become emancipated before that 
time if he goes out 'and seeks his 
own way in the world, so that his 
parents may no longer be respon
sible for his support through eman
cipation prior to the ag'e of 20, and 
so on in a great many other areas. 

Our present law says that a girl 
of 18 may consent to marriage but 
a man has to be 20 before he can 
consent to marriag,e. And at the 
hearing on this bill, and it had a 
good hearing before the Judicia'ry 
Committee, a member of the other 
body appearing as a proponent 
told how strange it was to serve 
in the Air Force during Wor~d 
War II, to be found by the Federal 
Government to be qualified to fly 
a combat ail'craft and when he 
came home and got mall'ried, he 
had to ge,t his mother's consent. 

This kind of anomaly runs 
through these laws and I think that 
this bill and the support that it 
received in ,this Hou5'e at the reg
ular session is a recognition of the 
fact that the role of a p'erson 18 
years of age is changing in our 
society and it iSI time perhaps for 
us to rec'ognize thi5' in the law. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from San
ford, Mr. Jutras. 

Mr. JUTRAS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I was agreeably surprised 
this morning to listen to Repre
sentative Lizotte of Biddeford pan
tifica'te against this bi1l giving the 
adult rights to the 18 year old. He 
seemed conc,erned for their wel
fare and concluded that he was 
against this bill giving them adult 
rights, over and above the voting 
privilege. 

At this point, I agree with the 
remarks made by that gentleman 
from York County concerning the 
welfare of our teenagers and I 
shall vote with him on thiS( meas'
ure. However, I ask what has 

. caused him to have a change of 
heart concernillig the welfare of 
our teenagers. If he was that much 
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concerned, why did he sponsor a 
bill earlier in this session, which, 
if passed, would not have been in 
the best interests of our teenagers, 
that is the passing of this' bill 
would have had nefalrious effects 
on 'Our youth by allowing them to 
purchase fortified wines at the 
corner grocery store. 

H we, as lawmakers, are sincere 
to protect our mast valuable as
sets, our youth, we will not plrunge 
them into 'this measure. They do 
not want these rights at this time 
of their yaung lives. Let them 
have a little time to enjoy life, 
at lea,st a few months before they 
assume the heavy burden of fiscal 
responsibility of life. 

Three years ago, I have sam
pled their feelings in this matter, 
and the maj'Ority of the high school 
students who wecre polled at that 
time, were against the full rights 
at age 18. Yet, many a politician 
in this assembly, only to go with 
the tide, and h'Oping to obtain the 
young people's vote at the neXlt; 
election, will argue for the merits 
of this poor piece of legislation. I 
candidly say to them, they are not 
interested in the welfare of their 
young constituents,. They are in
terested only in their own reelec
tion. It is at this point that we 
separate a politician from a states
man because a statesman looks to 
future generations while a politi
cian is concerned 'Only with his 
re-electi'On. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the' gentleman fl1'Om Old 
Orchard Beach, Mr. Farrington. 

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speak
er, Ladies' and Gentlemen of the 
House: During the regular ses
sion, I vehemently OPP'Osed this 
piec'e of legislati'On, the, 'Original 
document that was sponsored by 
the young gentleman from Bangor, 
Mr. Murray, and even though it 
was successful in the House, on 
three different votes, the House 
voted 71 to 54 to pass this piec'e 
of legislation, on the first occasion 
69 to 60, and on the third occasion 
80 to 59. 

I had s'Ome !basic rea,sons for 
opposing Mr. Murray's bill. And 
the reasons were, at that time, the 
original bill went 'before the Com
mittee on state Government and 
not one younger pers'On 'appeared 

at the public hearing testifying in 
:llav'Or of this legisla'ti'On. And, 'Of 
-course, -as y'OU 'all know, this has 
changed completely. So, quite a 
few y'Oung people were be£'Ore the 
Judiciary Committee with this new 
bill. 

The sec'Ond reason concerns 
State 'Wa'rds. There was 'a prob
lem witJh State Wards that was not 
'answered nor was it 'amended dur
ing the regular sessTon 'and if y'OU 
will n'Otice 'On the bill on paoge 
sevetll, they have taken care 'Of 
the problem of State W'ards. When 
'a State Wiard becomes 18 yeal'ls of 
lage,and he and the department 
agree the need f'Or care and sup
port for educational, social and 
phys,~eal reasons exist, the depa'rt
ment is 'auth'Orized to continue 
'care 'and support of ttlhis person 
to the age of 20. So that prOblem 
has been vaken ca're of. 

The next problem or reservation 
I had for going ,against the bill 
was 'that the section that said that 
secondia,ry s'cho'Ol students could 
lbe relea,sed upon realching Vheir 
18th birthday before graduating. 
And in checking with Representa
tive MurrlllY, we -c'annot find in this 
new document, 2038, any mention 
at all of this pamcu~ar problem. 
S'O we concluded -that Title 20 wa's 
lapparently left out of the bill. 

So these three reasons that I 
f'OUlght S'O hard 1,'0 kill. the bill, have 
been ,resolved land I c'annot see 
,any reason why we c1annot go 
,along with the b~ll -in its present 
form. 

Now, just to give you ,a little 
perspective on how the students 
feel on t:hiis, before explaining the 
23 rights 'and responsilbilities, most 
of the kids thought that even vot
ing was tied in with this particu
lar piece of legislation. Well, I 
rook about two cLassroom days 
'and went into the 23 rights and 
responsibilities of the original 
,Murray document, 'and even in 
s'Ome of the 'aspects th1at Marcel 
Lizotte elaborated on this' morn
ing,and then we had 'a ,sec'ret bal
lot -after -they really knew what 
they were getting inlto, 'and this 
is kind 'Of an interesting analy'Sis. 
The secret 'baUot, and these are 
senior students, c,ame out 'as fol
lows: 70% were in favor of the 
adult rights bill, after listening 
to the 23 rights 'and responsibil-
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ities. 22% s'aid nD, they didn't 
want them, and 8% were unde
oided. 

SD, I t..'1ink they kn'Ow what they 
are getting intD 'and they certainly 
nDW want this particular bill. And, 
I think in 'Order tD be ,cDnsistent, 
if 'we are goin~ tD gJve the 18 year
olds the right too vote, we certainly 
sh'Ould g'ive them these rights and 
resPDnsibilities that ,gD .al'Ong with 
their respDnsibility of getting too 
the pDlls tD exer,cise their fran
chise rights. 

IalsD wDuld fav'Or membership 
in tMs HDuse a,t 18 but I ·oan see 
the handwritin~ on the wall, and 
I hope ,you will all take that little 
d'Ocument, that unf'Ortunate piece 
'Of paper 'that I had printed and 
tear it tD pieces 'and dispose of it 
'beclause this is pv'Obably not the 
time fDr it right now. 

But I think we ought tD support 
the bill and vDte ,against the in
definite pDstponement 'Of the goDd 
aJnd sincere gentleman from Bid
def'Ord, Mr. Liz'Otte. 

The SPEAKE'R: The Chair rec
'Ognizes the gentleman from Oape 
Eliz'abeth, Mr. Hewes. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker, Mem
bers 'Of the House: I 'support the 
mDti'On 'Of the gentleman fr'Om Bid
deford, Mr. Liz'Otte, to indeliinitely 
p'Ostp'One this bill. 

The gDOd gentleman from Old 
Ol'chard Bea'ch, 'Mr. F'artinlgton, 
just said that the seniors at 
Thornt'On Ac'ademy where he 
tea,cnes kn'Ow what they aT'e get
ting intD. I swbmilt ,that 'a,lthough 
he has instructed 'alt that wonder
ful school in Sa'co, Thornton A'cad
emy, on this subject, I d'On't think 
that mDst sch'O'Ols have been geared 
up too instruct their students on 
the adult rights. 

It is nDt the age 18 that bothers 
me, per se, it is the fact that the 
peDple that are 18 and 19 and those 
are the 'Only ages that we are c'On
cerned with, 18 and 19 year olders, 
because 20 year 'Olders alreadw 
have these adult rights, and are 
adults, but the 18 land 19 year old
ers have had nD experience 'Or have 
had very little experience in life. 
They have not suppDrted families 
'Or have had full time jobs pre
sumably, because they are just 
getting thrDugh high school at 
ab'Out tha't age, maybe 17 or 18, 'Or 

many are g'Oing 'On tD further edu
catiDn. 

I think the s'cho'Ol of· "hard 
knocks" of life wDuld be m'Ost 
helpful before letting these 18 
year olders have the 'right tD make 
comrac,ts themselves. This bill, 
of c'Ourse, will allow ,them to exe
cute contra'cts 'and I think we 
sh'Ould be thinking of the children 
and prDtect them for their 'Own 
g'Oood. Alth'Ough the genltleman frDm 
Old Orchavd Beach, IMr. F,a<rring
t'On, thinks they know what they 
<I're getting intD, I questiDn that. 

An'Other issue ,that ha's not been 
mentioned, not too much ,anywtay, 
is the lowering the drinking age 
£rom 20 too 18. I ,assume that it 
,will beavgued that well, 18 ,and 19 
year Dlders drdnk lalready beclause 
they are s'O near the drinking age 
'Of 20. I wDnder if we lower it tD 
eighteen if then 16 and 17 year 
'Olders won't he drinking moore <reg
ularly. And if y'Ou loweT it 1l'O 16, 
hence wouldn't even younger 'Ones 
,be mDre ,apt too la,cquire bad habits. 

So, I suhmit tha't this is not a 
good bm, the SCh'ODls 'are not in
stmcting the students on adult 
rights, desplte Mr. F,arringtDn is 
d'Oing it, 'and I hope y'Ou will vote 
,a'gTainst it. 

One more thing is the Health 
,and Welfare aspect. As the Igentle
man from Old Orchard Beach 
s,aid, 'On opa!ge seven 'Of L.D. 2038, 
state wards ,are mentioned, 'and it 
'slays fulat the state ward and the 
department may 'a,gree tbat his 
,c'areand cod'Ort 'require him tD 
be supported by the state. Suppos
ing the Istate wa,rd doesn't WIant 
too be under the support ()If the 
state. Under present lla,w,as I un
derstand it, thecDurt deiteTmines 
who will have custDdy of him. Un
der this, he will have 'a slay in who 
wm have custoody of him if he is 
19 ar :L8. 

Also on paige 7 of the new ibill, 
you will note .the definiti'On ofa 
chitld is l'Owered from 20 too 18 in 
seveval of the ISltaibutes reLating to 
'cl'ippled 'children, ,child welfare 
services and parents Dblig'ation tD 
SUPPDrt their ,children. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman frDm R'Ock
land, Mr. Emery. 

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
H'Ouse: As the youngest Republican 
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member nf the legislature, I rise in 
support of this bill, the same as I 
did in the regular session. And just 
briefly I wnuld like to undersCQre 
'One 'Of the remarks made by the 
gentleman frDm Old Orchard 
Beach, Mr. FarringtDn, and that 
is that already 18-year-Dlds have 
been granted the right tD vDte. 
And I really feel that the ques
tiQn of whether Dr not we feel 
it wnuld rob them of their child
hond is immaterial. I feel very 
strongly that now that they have 
the right to vote, they must accept 
the responsibilities that go. with it, 
including the resPQnsibility 'Of pay
ing taxes for bond issues they may 
vnte in favor 'Of, for 'an example. 

So I hope you will be consistent 
and give the resPQnsibilities of 
adulthood along with the most 
precious right of adulthood, which 
is the vDte. 

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

Mr. CARRIER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: As a con
cerned parent of teenagers and ,as 
a concerned parent of all the 
teenagers in the state, I rise in 
support 'Of the motiDn to indefinite
ly pDstpone this bill. I ask 'Of YDU, 
if you have it in front 'Of you, and 
if YDU haven't, tD get it, tD take a 
10Dk at L. D. 2000, which was the 
'Original bill and the new draft 
2038. 

TDday we are asked to consider 
the merits, if any, 'Of this bill, 
namely, L. D. 2038 nDW before us 
in a new draft, which wDuld put the 
children 'Of 18 in full legal adult
hDod with its right and some re
spDnsibilities, and whether they 
like it Dr not that we refer tD 
them as children, this is what the 
legal definitiDn is - legal until the 
age of 20 is children right nDW. 

This prDPQsed legislation brings 
fDrward many issues. First, it 
brings the issue 'Of the CDncern fDr 
the welfare 'Of 'Our children, especi
ally thDse in the 18 to 20-year-old 
bracket. This legislation, deceit
ful legislation, proP'Oses to these 
YDung people to be able tD take 
the beneftts and also to assume 
SDme 'Of the penalties that the bill 
proposes. 

Now it is very clear to me that 
if you want to give them adult 

rights that is your privilege, but 
if they are to get adult rights they 
shDuld also be willing and be made 
tD assume all respDnsibilities. 

I believe that legislators who 
are concerned abDut the welfare 'Of 
the ynung people should nDt politi
eally 'Or otherwise be swayed tD 
throw these YDung, immature peo
ple into a liDn's den, which could 
be compared tD tDday's permis
sive sDciety, thereby subjecting 
them to the running 'Of their lives 
at an early age. 

I realize that SDme kids in the 
18-20-year-Dld bracket could assume 
the responsibilities well. However, 
we must 10Dk beyond these few 
and provide protectiDn fDr those 
who have needed 'Our help from 
birth to 20 years and beyond. 

The gentleman from Bath last 
week, or this week, referred to 
this bill as having 'Only three is
sues. Well I totally disagree with 
this, and I will try to show you 
and you can cQunt the issues and 
there are many mare, but I will 
try ta be extremely brief. This 
cancerns many issues, and many 
'Of them are moral issues. 

We had a cQmmittee repQrt here 
which is interesting ta nate that 
was 7 to 6. NDW it is interesting ta 
nate because 'Out 'Of seven that 
voted for this hill, the "aught to 
pass" repart, six ·of them are 
lawyers. I vated against the pass
age of this bill, first because of my 
CDncern in subjecting my kids and 
yaur kids and your grandchildren 
to such far-reaching responsibili
ties. 

I wish ta state to you some of 
my objectians to this bill, and I 
sincerely hope that Professor 
Bither does not stick tQ his original 
mentiDn of last week when he 
said that he would listen to us 
'but he wouldn't believe us. I hope 
that today he does believe us be
cause I am telling him the truth. 
I will tell the truth on this bill 
as much as I know 

First I ask of yOU' that the new 
draft which ihas been covered some 
it eliminates on page 4 the part, 
the penalty fDr indecent liberties. 
Now it is very 'Obvinus that if they 
are to. have adult rights at 18 they 
shDuld be assumed tQ also. have the 
knowledge and the respnnsibilities 
of such acts as declared in section 
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1951 on page 4 of the original 
document. 

Now when I said that this was 
a deceitful bill in 2038, you can 
look all you want, it is not in 
there at all. So actually what you 
are doing in fact iSI lallowing these 
people of 18 and 19 years old 
to go around and to paw every
body and do everything else that 
you and I would be subject to 
prosecution and let them do this 
because they are not 20 years old 
yet. I submit to you that if they 
want the rights, and especially in 
this very important section, they 
should be able to survive the re
sponsibilities. 

I also call your attention, which 
is not that serious, to section 22 
on page four of the new draft, 
that a married woman of 18 can 
be appointed gU'ardian. Now this 
is a very questionable thing. I 
don't know if I want to appoint 
certain people of 18 to be the 
guardian of my children. This 
could be very serious. 

Section 33 on page seven, which 
was kind of mentioned here that 
it has not been taken care of, 
this is to attend school beyond 18 
years old, of 'course it has been 
taken care of. You look at the 
new draft, it is not in the new 
draft, thereby leaving the age of 
20, to be able to attend school 
until you are 20 at the taxpayers 
expense, not at your expense but 
at the taxpayers expense. This 
again is shedding the responsibility. 

I suggest to you that you look 
on page twelve of Section 67, 751A, 
which actually in there says that 
a kid of 17 years old will be able 
to sell liquor. Now if you want 
this, this is for you to judge, if 
we are talking about 18. Now they 
are in there, there is very plainly 
that at 17 they can sell liquor 
if someone 18 or more is present. 

The bad part of it is the con
tract part of it, and this is the 
main objection I had on this bill. 
And the first thing, ,the law of 
contract is very complex and I 
don't think that many kids really 
know what this is all about. We 
asked a few if they had training 
in certain things they should know; 
they said yes. They had training in 
home economics. Well I think that 

is great, but not for this particu
lar section. 

Now here is a book here, ladies 
and gentlemen, this is a book 
here which involves probably, I 
don't know, eight or nine hundred 
pages on contracts. This is only 
one book that you have when you 
go to [a w school in the first ses
sion of the course. TINs is not a 
book for the whole course either. 

So actually it is very important 
to know land ask yourself how 
many of you know the elements of 
a contract. I think there are very 
few people who do, and if you 
don't ,at your age, is it reasonable 
to expect those at 18 or 19 to know 
if a contract is enforceable, if it is 
voidable or if it is void? Many 
gl'OWDUp persons have entered 
contracts in good faith, but such 
contracts were later the cause of 
them filing bankruptcy. 

What would prevent a child from 
doing less than this, when ma
terial things are so easy to buy 
but hard to pay for? I submit to 
you the responsibHities are great 
and burdensome, even to someone 
who has acquired the wisdom, the 
experience and the 'experience of 
managing money. Why do the pro
ponents of this bill hide the things 
that the bill will do by omitting 
certain parts in the new draft? 
And this is exactly what is done 
in 2038. 

Some of ,the proponents of this 
bill, and I have followed the pat
tern of votes very closely, they 
work on the principle of giving re
wards with no responsibility. How 
can they' justifiy their so-called 
concern, when the roll calls will 
show that they themselves have 
voted in the paS't to tax these new 
adults, to actually reduce the num
ber of jurors so they can have 
fairer justice? This is what we 
were told. And also they voted for 
the permissiveness of them getting 
drugs and if they get caught not to 
give them a stiff sentence. May I 
ask how old their kids are? 

At the hearing it was very clear 
that none of the 18-year-olds there 
supported themselves - what I 
mean is earned a living for them
selves. It was apparent that most 
of them wanted to go to college. I 
asked one of them what he in
tended to do, what he did. He said 
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he was 18 years old, a senior in 
high school. This is the usual 
thing· and I said, "What do you 
plan to do next year?" He said, 
"I plan to go to college." I said, 
"Of course you realize that if we 
pass this bill, you know, will you 
still go to college?" He s'aid, "No, 
r will have to go to work." This 
is what this bill will actually do. 
So if he lets his education go and 
goes to work, then this is a differ
ent thing here all along. 

Now we had a man at the hear
ing of great courage. I really ad
mired this fellow, and he spoke 
against the bill. His name is on 
the record anyway, his name was 
Mr. Hersom. He was from Port
land, and he introduced himself, 
ladies and gentlemen, as a con
firmed alcoholic. He testified that 
he came to the hearing so that the 
young people could look at him 
first hand and see what 'an lalco
holic looks like. Actually it was 
a pitiful sight. He was a clean 
looking man and everything, but r 
think most people could see the 
effects of alcohol. He described 
himself as a man who got liquor 
at an early age. He said this 
ruined his health, his family and 
brought him disgrace and also to 
his family. He suggested not to 
pass this bill because it would 
bring much pain and suffering to 
these young people and to their 
loved ones. His views, I believe, 
should be respected for having the 
courage to admit his problem. 

One of the proponents said that 
if they are old enough for Vietnam, 
not one of the proponents here but 
one of the people that came to the 
hearing said if they were old 
enough for Vietnam they were old 
enough for adult rights. I dis,agree 
very strongly with this, because 
when this was said-I think this 
is not true. I don't think that you 
go to Vietnam-I think you have 
to get your approval when you are 
19 or 19%; they don't just send 
you over there. On the other hand, 
even if they went over there, I 
think that many of us who have 
spent anywhere from five to ten 
years in the service, I think we 
have done our share in many more 
yearS than the few years that 
they now spend in the service. 

In conclusion I wish to refer 

to the hearing when an 18-year-old 
boy pleaded - he didn't ask, he 
pleaded with us that we do not 
give him a license to kill himself. 
And that was in regard to liquor. 
Because he slaid, "If I have a li
cense to buy liquor freely I will 
buy liquor, land it is beyond me 
not to drive when I have consumed 
liquor." And he said, "I know 
that the odds are against me and 
that if I drink I will kill myself." 
And this he pleaded, that we do 
not pass this. 

lam extremely concerned about 
all the teenagers, and this is why 
I don't. think we should throw 
them into this permissiveness of 
a world which is degrading and 
has been degraded morally and 
otherwise. 

There is no emergency clause 
on the bill, which kind of irks me, 
like all the others that haven't 
had a clause. There are no letters. 
I haven't received any letters one 
way or the other on this bill, so if 
it was important it seems to me 
that somebody would have spoken 
up. I trust your good judgment, 
and if you are interested in the 
welfare of the kids, I think that 
they might, if you vote against 
this bill, if you vote to kill this 
bill, I think that they might not 
like you tonight, but I think that 
a year or two years from now 
they will come back and thank you 
and thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Cari
bou, Mr. Collins. 

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, La
'dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I also have some misgivings con
cerning this bill 'and I share the 
concern of my good friend, Mr. 
Carrier. I have two children who 
would be affected by the passage 
of this legislation, one that is 19, 
one that is 17. And I think that 
this is a problem that thOse of us 
who have arrived at the middle 
years have to consider and yet, 
when I think back to the time 
when I was 18 years of age, I re
call that I was in service over
seas and that I considered myself 
very much an adult person. 

And so, in balance, I think con
sidering the things that we do 
expect from 18 year olds, I think 
that I shall support this bill and 
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I would hope that you would vote 
against the motion to indefinitely 
postpQne it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Murray. 

Mr. MURRA Y:Mr. Speaker, 
Members of 'the House: During 
the regular session as has already 
been mentioned today, I sponsored 
this bill. And on numerous oc
casions, I spoke to YIOU and told 
you why, so I don't think that I 
will elaborate or reiterate what I 
s·aid Ithen. 

I would like to mention a few 
points that have transpired since 
thM time ·and also answer maybe 
a few questions that Mr. Carrier 
brought up. First of all, since our 
last session, the White House Con
ference on Youth, which QUI' 
President sponsored, passed a 
resolution where this conference 
went on record saying, '01' asking 
full adult rights fior 18 year-olds 
throughout the country. 

This past fall, the national 
Governor's Conference passed, 
unanimously, a resolwtionasking 
for full adult right bills to be swb
mitted in every legislature in ,this 
country. These are just two things 
thwt have happened since we met 
last Spring. 

I think though, the point here 
is that I am trying to make, that 
I tried to make last Spring and 
that <this House ,agreed with, is 
that the only way that we can be 
consistent is to go 'along wIth this 
bill. We have recognized 18 year
olds as people with enough ma
tudty and intelligence to pick the 
Jeaders of this country and to in
volve themselves in the political 
process in deciding what the 
issues are and how the political 
parties are going to pass platforms 
and how we are going to solve 
our problems. 

Another point that I would like 
to make is that young people of 
eighteen are paying taxes. Right 
today, and 'they are going to con
tinue to pay taxes tomorrow 
whether we pass this bill or not. 
So the ques'tion of making them, 
they are not contributing to the 
taxes, in this slOciety is not true. 

And my strongest point for ask
ing you toaccepil; this legislation 
is that I feel that at 18, between 

18 and 19 ,the majority of young 
people leave the home. They leave 
it and they go to college as Mr. 
Carrier suggested, or Mr. Hewes 
suggested, they leave it to go to 
work, they leave it to go in the 
service. And I feel 'the responsibil
Hy of making adults is the re
sponsibility of the parents and that 
every parent should take this re
sponsibility and when he sends 
his sibling out into society, that 
sibling is an adult and he doesn't 
expect that that si·bling will go 
out for two years, pradice around 
as some people suggest, ,and I 
don't want to go into the practice 
aspect of it, go out in society and 
practice for a couple of years and 
then, rOn their own, !become adults. 

I ,think that we must be con
sistent today and ac'cept ourre
sponsiJbiliUes of sending out adults, 
at 18 years of age. This idea of 
letting them go out and work for 
awhile or let them learn by them
selves, I think is sort of shirking 
our 'Own responsibilities. 

So I hope ,that you will do what 
you did last Spring and pass this 
bill and remain consistent, and 
say tha't y'OU can serve in the 
(IIl1med forces, you can pay taxes, 
you can vote and also now we are 
not going to pry into your personal 
lives and ten you how or when 
you can drink 'Or when you c,an 
buy liquor or when you can get 
married. We are ·taking the general 
things and said okay and when we 
get into the specifics of young 
people's personal lives, we s,ay, 
okay, now we are going to jump 
in and tell you what you can ,and 
cannot do. 

So I would plead with you today 
to be consistent and to pass this 
piece 'Of legislation and have con
fidence in yourselves and in the 
young people beeause I am sucre 
they will be able to manage. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Madison, Mrs. BerTY. 

Mrs. BERRY: Mr. Speaker, 
Members of the House: I would 
like to go along with Representa
tive Lizotte's postponing of the 
bill. When he says he is protect
ing persons by doing this, I be
lieve he is. I believe first, he is 
protecting the 18 year olds, and 
more so, protecting the parents. 
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These 18 year olds are still the 
parents' financial resP,onsijbility. 
When the gentleman just said th'a,t 
18 years ,olds are paying taxes, 
I imagine they are, but with their 
parents' money. It hasals,o been 
said that these boys are drafted 
,at 18 ,or they a,re fighting in Viet
na,m. I have been to the local 
b,oard and they say that they do 
not draft anybody until they are 
nearly 19lh and generally, when 
they are thr,ough basic training 
they are ab,out 20 before they go 
across, if they do. 

Another thing th,at has been 
said, they are getting liquor now, 
they might ,as well have it. Well, 
also, drugs are easy to get now, 
and are we going to make it law
ful f,or <them to get drugs also? 
Let's be reasonable ab,out it. 

I go al,ong with <the id:e,a that 
many of them are very mature, 
but they are n,ot mature in re~ 
sponsibilities, especi:ally financial 
resP,ons~bilities. I imagine the 
parents, in more than half of the 
instances, will be paying the $3 
poll tax for them. They are not 
responsible in financial 'affairs, 
they area generation ,of being 
handed ,out to, espeCially m,oney, 
m,ost of the parents are generally 
working; and I go along with the 
postponement of this bill because 
I think we are doing the 18 year 
olds a favor if we do so. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman fr,om 
Portland, Mr. Cottrell. 

Mr. COTTRELL: Mr. Speaker, 
Members of the H,ouse: Rep
resentartive Frank Murray is one 
,of my favorites 'and I have seen 
many many of his caliber and I 
know <the future of this state ,and 
this country is g,oing to be all righrt 
in hands like his. 

Anyone who knows me knows 
that I have not been unconcerned 
with youth. It has been a great 
part of my life. And I might re
call that in 1963, I intr,oduced L. D. 
636 proposing ,an ,amendment to 
the Constitution granting voting 
rights to citizens 18 years and 
upwards who had satisfactorily 
qualified. And in 1969, I intr,oduced 
L. D. 802, dated February 12, 
1969, granting ,adult rights to per
sons 20 years of age and tQ reduce 
the voting age tQ 20 years. 

There are many, many things 
one might say. I realize that the 
threshold of interest in the debate 
on the fl,oQr of the House is very 
low. I think one ,of the strongest 
argument is that because we have 
given them this, let's giVe them 
that, because we have given them 
that, lelt's give them this; and to 
me, that doesn't make sense. 

I have never been alble t,o ,obje1c
tively determine or I have never 
found out or dis'cQvered any,one 
whQ CQuld ,objectively determine 
the point when one human being 
reached maturity ,or sound judge 
ment. But there are SQme signs 
al,ong the way. One ,of them is' that 
the Constitution ,of the United 
States s'ays that no Representative 
can be a Representative until he 
attains an age of 25. An,other 
signpost al,ong the way says that 
until y,oU are 25, your insurance 
rates ,are going to be higher. 

Some of ,our old adages that we 
recount ,over the ages, saying let 
the young man sow his wild oats. 
Others might refer tQ that situa
tion where at 20 you trunk your 
father is a fool, at 30 you think he 
is pretty good, and at 40 you start 
tQ praise him as someQne whQ has 
fought the good fight. 

I am not gQing tQ vote fQr this 
today. It takes me 'a little time 
to make my mind on some of these 
questi,ons. We recount that the Su
preme CQurt supported a bill ,of 
Congress which many th,ought was 
pas'sed with tQngue in cheek by a 
VQte of 5 tQ 4 to give adults the 
right to vote in national elections. 
fond at the same time, they turned 
down the proposition 5 to 4 to give 
them the right to v,ote in state 
elections. 

Fellow members ,of this legisla
ture, I have a deep feeling that 
,our country is faced with not in
superable problems, but with many 
many problems. Including fQreign 
exchange, including the prodUctiv
ity of ,our lab,or force and ,our tQtal. 
economy. I think that we a're liv
ing in one ,of the most revQluti,on
ary periods in world histQry, com
parable tQ the period 1486 tQ 1522 
when all the ,oceans and all the 
planets were discovered. 

And, ,of c,ourse, I agree with 
everyone when they say that ,our 
youth are sophisticated, much 
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more sophistic,ated than we were, 
and why not? Most of them were 
born iIll 1954. They have been 
brought up and nourished on tele
vision. They have watched the as
sas'sinations of great leaders of OU[" 

country. They have seen the Brit
ish Empire, the great British Em
pire fall. They have seen the rise 
of Russia and China, they have 
seen the Universe explored. Of 
course, they are more sophisti
c:ated. But does sophis1;ic,ation bring 
wisdom? That's the question. I 
haven't got the answer. 

But I think we do have an oppor
tunity to get a good profile of our 
young people in this 'c'Olm1ng elec
tion. We will know how many reg
istered, how many declared party 
affiliation, how many voted. 

I think in our elections, we have 
something like, let the srtudenrts 
jog my memory, something like 
80 million votes. Well, if there is a 
potential of 25 million votes and 
if it is accepted by the youth there 
could be many and many changes. 

I think too, ,that this is no emer
gency matter. It was defeated 'at 
the regular session and I think 
the people were satisfied and we 
heard no great roar :from the com
munity ,to pass this at this time. 
Sometimes I get s'o sick of poll'
tics, paTty politics, politicians, I 
could cry. We have been up here 
to voting ourselves to many politi
cal matters and it certainly has 
sickened the citizens of our state, 
in a special session of this kind. 

I have had the privilege over the 
years of chaperoning 150 senio!!'s 
to Washington, fourteen st'raight 
years I did it. We would hit New 
Yo!!'k, what do you think happened 
in New York? Where at 18 anybody 
could go into a barroom and what 
not. Our s,tudenrts were pretty well 
coa-ched and we didn't have too 
much trouble as We did go through 
New York. But the New York Leg
islature in paSSing this bill simply 
invited the kids from New Jersey 
and Connecticut to go to New York. 
Whartabout the kids from New 
Hampshire now, if you pass some
thing like this? I think their border 
communities will be flooded by 
our neighbors. I 'am not vehement 
about this, I really am serious. 
I hope that you might postpone this 
till the reguIar session. I have a 

poll proposed, we ,could take a poll 
of the 12,500 seniors in our high 
schools before the next regular 
session. 

We could stop this cO!ll!Sils1Jency 
business. Somewhere along the line 
we have heard that old adage too 
that consistency is the rule of the 
smaller mind. And I 'am not accus
ing anybody here of having any 
small mind. But, with what sin
cerity that I possess, I would ask 
you to go slow, you will have an
other chance. This is not Ian emer
gency today. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Mexico, 
Mr. Fraser. 

Mr. FRASER: The previous gen
tleman said like he would like to 
see this bill postponed: to the regu
lar session. I would like to slee it 
postponed indefiniltely. 

Many of you know, that for 36 
years, I was a Debit Life Insurance 
Salesman and for those of yoU 
who don't know what that is, it is 
the hardest way in the worM to 
earn a living. In that work, you 
come in 'conta'Ct with many fami
lies. I have been into thousands 
of homes over those yelars and I 
have seen kidis born and grow up 
and become parents and I seen 
parents shed tears because some 
of their young fQlks got into places 
where they were hav±ng problems. 

I hiave seen YQung folks, 21 years 
Qld, go 'Out and sign contmcts 
they could not later meet and 
when you sign ia contract that ~ou 
cannot meet, yQU are in trouble. 
And who do you gQ to, yQU ,go to 
your p,arents,and the parents, 
rather th'an Is'ee their young folks 
in tl'Ouble, will go without them
selves land try to help them. 

Now, 11 this will happen at 21 
years old, why isn't it going to 
happen at I8? You probably have 
sale3men today with snowmobiles 
and automobiles 'and everything 
else that 'a're just waiting for this 
law to go through and get a signa
ture from 'an 18 year-old 'On ,a con
tract thlat they know very well 
they will collect once that signa
ture is there, one way or 'another. 
I say, let's spa're these kids, let 
them enjoy their childhood ,for 
another 'couple of ,years. And I 
don't mean this happens with aU 
the young people, I have the high-
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est reg'ard for ,all the young folks 
here in this House. Perhaps when 
they were 18 years old, they were 
responsible and they associated 
with other boys and girls who are 
also responsible. But there were 
many others that they knew noth
ing 'athout, 'and I trunk I do. So, 
lam going to vote 'ag,ainst the bill. 

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

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Inasmuch las I signed 
"ought not to pass" I feel that I 
should present my views on this 
bill. I, of 'course, as you assumed, 
would support the indefinite post
ponement move by Mr. Lizotte. 
I will try to keep what I have got 
to slay objective, 'and a's my good 
friend, Mr. Cottrell says, I will 
try to make it reasonable. 

I think that I should like to com
pliment Jack Cottrell on his pres
entation. I do know that he has 
done 'a tremendous -amount for 
young p'e'ople. I would believe that 
he knows much more 'about asso
ciations with youngsters through 
his years of training, ,and I appre
ciate what he has had to say. 

I know that some of you will re
call, that during my debate pere
viously in other leg~s!l:atures, 
a,gaiIlJst lowering the voting' age, 
I was saying tha'ck a~ong that if 
they got the voting age reduced, 
they should 'a'ssume ,all the respon
sibilities. I would like to change 
my mind on thiat. I did thoroughly 
believe th'at I would come down 
here and just shoot the works, and 
say okiay, they have got the right 
to vote, 50 let's give them 'all the 
stinking mess of civiliz:ation they 
have got to flaceat 18 years old. 

Now I Slay differently. I have got 
grandchildren who 'are teenagers 
now, I don't want them s'addled 
with it unless they have to be. 
Sure, let r!;,.'lem have the vote, they 
have got that right now. Burt 
friends, and ladies and gentlemen, 
we are s'aying that 18 year-olds, 
probahly 80% of them 'are seniors 
in high 'S'chool, shall be dec1ared 
adults with 'all of the problems in~ 
involved. 

I don't know quite why this thing 
has been approalched this way. I 
have tried to find motivlation oilier 
than politic'al, through the three 

sessions <that I have been here 
relative to the pushing of youth 
into the foreground below the age 
of 20 or 21. And it has always 
seemed vather strange land almost 
paradoxical that we on the one 
hand, throughout the country, leg
islatures and natioonal government, 
an:nually you might say, vote bil
lions of dollars additional to try 
to keep young people in education 
longer. We 'agree, all of us, that 
the modern technology of life de
mands a much greater education, 
in order to compete, the education 
is much more technic,al, it has to 
take more time to learn. So we 
do vote and pay tremendous sums 
of money to advance that educa
tion. We allow for subsidies and 
we allow for loans for students to 
stay in school longer. And then, 
on the very next breath, we pro
duce legislation to take their minds 
off education and to say, well now, 
you get out, you are an ,adult, you 
take your pla,ce right 'along beside 
us. How 'are they going to do both? 

I douht that 'anything I haV1e to 
say will change ,the 'Outcome of 
this bill, and sooner or later, be
cau~e of the voting rights, they 
will have the other problems that 
go along with it. I 'cannot 'any more 
than agree with the lady in front 
of me here who states that why 
change the law relative to drink
ing just because they are going to 
do it anyway. We might take lall of 
our speed laws off the highways 
just because people speed anyway. 
That is really not a very good 
reason for changing a law. 

One thingth1at I mentioned be
fore land it is worth repeating, is 
tbe fad that where do we get this 
impetus on this 18 yea'r-old thing, 
do we get it from the 18 year-olds? 
I defy anybodJy to show me peti
tions of whe,re 18 year-oIds have 
asked for ,this problem. I have 
gune out of my way to contact 18 
year-olds in senior classes. Those 
that I have come in 'conta'ct with, 
pri:marily :are members uf Kiwanis 
clubs Wlhoattend every meeting 
of ours land even though 'a few of 
them, ,whenconta'Cted, wanted the 
vote, very few of them that I con
na'cted knew vel1Y much about 
wanting the respoIlis1bilities: of 
adulthood. They didil.'t particularly 
c'are for contra'mual rtghts, the 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, FEBRUARY 29, 1972 571 

right to marry, responstbtilities of 
debts drinking etc ... 'and 'a good 
many' of them certainly objected 
to it. 

So it seems too bad to me and 
to some od' the rest of us Ithat we 
will spend so mUJch time fighting 
for bills for a groUJp that ]8 not 
interested enough to really make 
a big effort to make a showing. 
Why haven't we got petitions on 
our desks, why haven't we got let
ters, why haven't we got thoo
s'ands of signatures from 'a'cross 
the state of 18 Iyear-olds thalt want 
this right, responsibility? We 
haven't got them heclause they are 
not the 'Ones that want !it. And I 
reiterate, it isa politi'c'al ploy, it 
started in Washington seveI'al 
ye'arsago, and it has g,radually 
pushed its way out through and 
into the states until now, it is as 
big a's 'a mounta'in. It is 'a SIllDW
ball which has snowballed to the 
pOint of where it can no longer be 
controlled. 

We can only give our views, as 
I have done, ,and 'as I will urge 
you to sUJpport the motion to in
definitely postpone and then sit 
down 'as I 'am 'going ,to do now. 

llhe SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ogniz,es the gentleman from Bath, 
Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: At 
third reader, I was the only one 
to debate this. I was prepared 
again this afternoon to debate it 
at length. I am willing to forego 
that privilege and I would only 
hope that after we have heard all 
of this that somebody would now 
move the previous question. 

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

Mr. LUND: Ladies ,and Gentle
men: I am not going to bore you 
this afternoon with an attempt to 
answer many o.f the arguments and 
many of them, I would suggest are 
not very persuasive but the ques
tions were raised. 

But I am rather surprised that 
the gentleman from Norway, Mr. 
Henley, who it seems to me, sat 
in the committee when I did and 
saw some petitions with some 
3,000 signatll.'res come to our com
mittee. I would suglgest to. you that 
the reason this bill is before you 

today is that between last session 
and this session, a young man 
from Augusta came to me and 
he said that he was interested in 
having the legislature take a sec
ond look at this bill, and that he 
had made some inquiries among 
legislative leadership who had sug
gested to him that if there was 
interest in this let it be demon
strated by getting petitions. He 
asked me what he should do and 
I said if that is what they said, do 
it, see if people are interested land 
they came back with petitions that 
were gathered by young people and 
they bore in excess of 3,000 sig
natures from the districts of every 
one of the people here. And these 
included names not only o.f young 
people, but of adults as well. I 
just want to bring that point out 
so you will be aware of why that 
bill is here before you. 

Mr. Scott of Wilton moved the 
previous question. 

A vote was taken and a sufficient 
number having expressed the de
sire for the previous question, the 
previous question was entertained. 

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

Mr. Ross of Bath requested a 
roll call. 

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

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to pose a question, 
sir. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
may pose his question. 

Mr. KELLEHER: I would like to 
offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

'I1he SPEAKER: The Chair would 
advise the gentleman that the 
previous question has been enter
tained and voted. You must wait 
until the result of this vote. 

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
posed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than one fifth of the 
members present having expressed 
a desire for a roll call, a roll call 
was ordered. 
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The SPEAKE'R: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Biddeford, Mr. 
Li7JOtte, that this Bill be indefinite
ly postponed. If you are in favor 
of that motion you will vote yes; 
if you are opposed you will vote 
no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Ault, Bailey, Baker, 

Barnes, Bartlett, Berry, G. W.; 
Berry, P. P.; Binnette, Birt, Bmg
don, Bunker, Call, Carey, Carrier, 
Carter, Churchill, CLark, Conley, 
Cottrell, Curtis, A. P.; Evans, 
Fraser, Hardy, Henley, Hewes, 
Jutras, Kelley, K. F.; Keyte, Lee, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Littlefield, Lizotte, 
Lynch, Maddox, Marstaller, Mo
sher, Murchison, Payson, Pratt, 
Rocheleau, Scott, Shaw, Shute, 
Silverman, Simpson, T. R.; Tan
guay, Theriault, Trask, White, 
Wight, Williams, Woodbury. 

NAY - Albert, Berube, Bither, 
Boudreau, Bourgoin, Brawn, Bus
tin, Clemente, Collins, Cooney, 
Cote, Cummings, Curran, Curtis, 
T. S., Jr.; Dam, Donaghy, DOw, 
Doyle, Dy'ar, Emery, D. F.; Far
rington, Faucher, Fecteau, Fine
more, Gill, Good, Goodwin, Hall, 
Hancock, Haskell, Hawkens, Hodg
don, Immonen, J,albert, Kelleher, 
Kelley, P. S.; Kilroy, Lawry, 
Lebel, Lessard, Lewin, Lucas, 
Lund, MacLeod, Mahany, Man
chester, Marsh, Martin, McCloskey, 
McCormick, McNally, McTe,ague, 
Millett, Mills, Morrell, Murray, 
Norris, O'Brien, Orestis, Parks, 
Porter, Rollins, Ross, Slane, Still
ings, Susi, Tyndale, Wheeler, Whit
zell, Wood, M. W.; Wood, M. E. 

ABSENT - Bedard, Bernier, 
Brown, Crosby, Cyr, Drigotas, Dud
ley, Emery, E. M.; Gagnon, Gau
thier, Genest, Hayes, Herrick, 
Kelley, R. P.; McKinnon, :Page, 
Pontbriand, Rand, Santoro, Shel
tra, Simpson, L. E.; Smith, D. M.; 
Smith, E. H.; Vincent, Webber, 
Whitson. 

Yes, 53; No, 71; Absent, 26. 
The SPEAKER: Fifty-three hav

ing voted in the .affirmative and 
~eventy-one in the negative, with 
twenty-six being absent, the mo
tion does not prevail. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, 
I move the rules be suspended. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher, moves 
that the rules be suspended. Is 
there objection? 

( Cries of "Yes") 
The Chair hears objection. A 

two-thirds vote is required for sus
pension of the rules. The Chair 
will order a vote. All in favor of 
the rules being suspended will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

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

tive and 35 having voted in the 
negative, the rules were suspended. 

On further motion of the same 
gentleman. the House reconsidered 
its action of February 24 whereby 
the Bill was passed to be engrossed. 

The same gentleman then offered 
House Amendment "A" and moved 
its adoption. 

Hous,'e Amendment "A" (H-593) 
was read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the same gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I supported this document 
when it before us in the regular 
session and I want to support the 
document here this afternoon. But 
these youngsters that we are giv
ing aduU rights' to I feel there is a 
field we are going to open up to 
them whel'e they are going to be 
able to put themselves in a posi
tion where they can contracrj; loans 
from banks or loan companies and 
I don't feel that these youngs,ters 
have got the business knowledge 
or the practical knowledge for this 
House or the people to put them 
in that position. 

And I offer this amendment to 
exclude them from being able to 
do this, and I sincerely offer it 
because I feel this,' will be extreme
ly helpful to them and not harm
ful to them. I am afraid that in a 
position such as this that: these 
youngsters haven't had the prac
tical knowledge or the business 
sens,'e to engage themselves' in this 
type of a program, and I urge you 
to support this amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Portland, Mrs. Boudreau. 

Mrs. BOUDREAU: Mr. Sipeaker 
and Members of the House: I op
pose this amendment. If we are 
really concerned with these child-
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ren, s'o-called, this amendment will 
do nothing brut hurt. If they must 
obtain money, certainly they a,re 
better off obtaining it from a bank 
or a legitimate loan agency than 
from some shail'k. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Augus
ta, Mr. Lund. 

Mr. LUND: rMr. Speaker, I move 
the indefinite postponement of the 
pending amendment and wouJd 
speak briefly. 

The SPEAKER: The gentlemain 
from Augusta, Mr. Lund, moves 
that House Amendment "A" be in
definitely postponed. The gellltle
man may proceed. 

Mr. LUND: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the Hous'e: I 
would not want to suggest that I 
would question the motives of the 
sponsor of thisl amendment. I am 
sure' that Mr. Kelleher is very 
sincere in his' concern on this 
issue. However, it seems to me 
that it runs directly contrary to 
the philosophy which it here em
bodied in this bill, and if we start 
making exceptions based on age 
for one area, we can find equally 
valid exceptions for a number of 
other areas, if there is any valid
ity to it. 

I would like to point out to the 
House that either the session be
fore or several 's:essions ago this 
legislature already made excep
tiollrS in the case of younger peo
ple, allowing them to enter into 
contracts in cases of educ:ational 
programs. Unless my memory 
serves me wrong, it already is 
poss'ible for an 18-year-old, or a 
pers'on under 20 at least, to enter 
into a contl'act tOo finance educa
Han and to bind themselves there
by in a contract. 

I would also mention in pass
ing that there was of course ample 
opportunity to have suggested this 
in the course of the hearings on 
the bill or when the bill was here 
for third readers'. I think this 
would tend to delay the passage 
of this bill, and I think it will dis
courage the philOSIOphy of what is 
embodied elsewhere in the bill. I 
would hope you would vote in 
favor of indefinite postponement of 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair re'c-

ognizes the gentleman from Ban
gor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to pose a question 
through the Chair to my very 
learned colleague from Augusta, 
Mr. Lund, and the question is this. 
H I am not mistaken that these 
young'sters who negotiate loans for 
their education, isn't the,re a set 
interest rate on thes,e loans for 
these children? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher, poses 
a question through the Chair to 
the gentleman from Augusta, Mr. 
Lund, who may answer if he 
chooses. The Chair recognizes that 
gentleman. 

Mr. LUND: Mr. Speaker, I am 
not awal'e of the answer. 

Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston moved 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKlEH: For the Chair 
to entertain a motion for the 
previous question it must have 
the consent of one third of the 
members present and voting. All 
thos'e infaV'or of the Chair en
tertaining the motion for the 
previous question will vote yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

A vote ,of the House was taken, 
and more than one ,third of the 
members present having expressed 
a desire for the previous question, 
the motion for the previous 
question was entertained. 

The SPEAKER: The question 
now before the House is, shall the 
main question be put now? This is 
debatable with a time limit of 
five minutes by any 'one member. 
All in favor of the main question 
being put now will say yes; those 
opposed will say no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Augusta, MT. 
Lund, that House Amendment 
"A" be indefinitely postponed. All 
in favor of that motion will vote 
yes; those opposed will V'ote no. 

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

tive and 37 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did prevail. 

Thereupon, Bill "An Act to Grant 
Adult Rights to Persons Eighteen 
Years of Age" <H.P. 1581) (L. D. 
2038) was passed to be engrossed. 
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The Bill was passed to be en
acted, signed by the Speaker and 
sent to the Senate. 

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

Bill "An Act tQ Correct ErrQrs 
and IncQnsistencies in the Educa
tion Laws" (H. P. 1468) (L. D. 
1911) 

Pending Passage to b e 
engrQssed. 

Mr. Dam 'Of Skowhegan 'Offered 
House Amendment "F" and moved 
its adQption. 

House Amendment "F" (H-588) 
was read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
may proceed. 

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker and 
Members 'Of the H'Ouse: What 
this amendment does in the 
change 'Of the law is. to make uni
form registration and prQcedures 
throughout the municipalities with
in a district. As the law nQW is, 
it says that each district shall have 
a registrar lappointedand then it 
goes on tQ speak 'Of the questiQn 
'Of the time limit 'Of voting. It slays 
that at least and nQt later than 
14 days prior to an annual budget 
meeting, this district voting list 
shall be - there shall be nQ 
'additions or deletions 'Or nQ 
changes made in the list. This 
closes off the peQple 14 days priQr 
to the meeting. 

Now this is not rea1J.y my con
cern. My concern is that in many 
'Of the districts throughout the state 
they have n'Ot used any district vot
illlg list and some districts d'O nQt 
even have a registrar 'Of voters. 
They have used the municipal vot
ing list. 

Now this WQuld all'Ow any citizen 
to challenge the leg.ality 'Of a budg
et meeting where the statute is 
not ·confQrmed with. And at the 
same time, with the budget meet
ings cQming in the mQnth 'Of Fe1J... 
ruary,and usually at the latter 
part 'Of the mQnth, and with YQur 
district clause saying that if the 
budget is nQtappr'Oved by the first 
day 'Of the third fiscal mQnth, then 
the budget as submitted bec'Omes 
final. If there was a questiQn of 
legality, then it WQuld cause a very 
s'Our taste in the taxpayers' mouths 

tQ find 'Out that there was nQthing 
they CQuld dQ tQ have any con
fQrmity with the statutes in regard 
to the budget meeting. This is the 
attempt tQ take away this language 
which is very CQnfusing as it stands 
nQw. 

NQW this is the fourth time I 
have been back and fQrth between 
the Department 'Of EducatiQn and 
dQwn getting it drafted. What it 
says is just what it says 'On the 
amendment that I 'Offer, that each 
person whQse name appears 'On the 
muniCipal VQting list of the 
muniCipalities within the district, 
and this takes 'Out the word 
"district voting." Ths takes 'Out 
the prQvision 'Of having tQ maintain 
a separate vQting list. 

NQW the thing that would be 
really hard in any district with any 
sizeable number 'Of inhabitants 
would be that if yQU had to vQte 
by a district voting list, this WQuld 
prolong YQur budget meeting quite 
awhile because there is nQ pro
visiQn for breaking d'Own a voting 
list. This is 'One list 'Of all the in
habitants in the district, and these 
have tQ be checked off when yQU 
gQ intQ a secret ballot process 'Or 
'a written ballQt process. 

I think it is quite clear here as 
the law is n'Ow, 'and I have checked 
this with the AttQrney General's 
Department. It says that any per
sQn, any resident 'Of the district 
whQse name appears 'On the district 
list may 'attend ·and vote. This 
:almost forces Y'OU tQ check these 
people 'Off at the dQQr tQ allQw 
them whether they can attend 'Or 
not attend. And by using the 
municipalities, especially when yQU 
have five 'Or six muniCipalities in 
an SAD, this amendment will ·allQw 
y'OU tQ use the municipal VQting list. 

NQW 'On the back side - als'O 
in the present law there is no pro
visiQn fQr the ,appointment 'Of any 
ballQt clerks tQ dQ any c'Ounting 
'Or passing 'Out the ballQts or check
ing 'Off. And this says that the 
mQderator shall apPQint frQm the 
certified voting list such ballQt 
clerks as he deems necessary. 

NQW 'On the back side 'Of the sheet, 
dQwn under where it is number 
5, it speaks tQ registratiQn. This 
I discussed with the Department 
'Of EducatiQn and we tQQk 'Out under 
Section 631, subsection 3, we tOQk 
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out subsection 3 of Title XXI. And 
what this would do, this would 
allow the municipalities - this 
would make it uniform throughout 
- to accept registl'ations from one 
to five p.m. and from seven to 
nine p.m. on the sixth to the tenth 
business days next prior to the elec
tion day. He shall not accept reg
istra'tions on election day or on 
the five business days next prior 
to it, and they would need this 
time to bring their lists up to date 
.,so that the dis·trict would have 
these lists so they could use them. 

That is all this does. It puts the 
language into Title XX, which was 
never there and which has caused 
quite a lot of confusion throughout 
the state and it could c'ause more 
if there was any challenge made 
to some of the district meetings 
that have been held throughout the 
state. 

Thereupon, House Amendment 
"F" was adopted. 
business days prior to the election 
day. He shall nota c c e p t 
registrations on election day or on 
the five business days next prior 
to it, and they would need this 
time to bring their lists up to date 
so that the district would have 
these lists so they 'could use them. 

The Bill was passed to be en
grossed as amended by Commit
tee Amendment "A" and House 
Amendments "A" "B" "C" "D" 
and "F" and sent to the Senate: 

Mrs. Doyle of BaDigor presented 
the following Joint Order and 
moved its passage: 

ORDERED, the Senate concur
ring, that we, the Members of the 
One Hundred and Fifth Legis~a
ture of the State of Maine, being 
ever mindful of certain adminis
trative responsibilities which are 
prerequisite to establishing an 
adequate system of ,compensation, 
recommend and urge that the 
Board of Trustees of the Uni
versity of Maine take immediate 
and appropriate 'action to adopt 
for female faculty members under 
their jurisdiction both a pay plan 
and wage leveLs equal ,and com
parable to the compensation paid 
those male faculty members of 
equal training and experience who 
are performing equal professional 
duties. (H. P. 1596) 

The Joint Order was read. 
The SPEAKER: The gentle

woman may proceed. 
Mrs. DOYLE: Mr. Speaker and 

Members of the House: This order 
ties in with the appropriations bill 
which we took initial action on 
today. The appropriation amount 
that the University of Maine re
quested was cut in the Appropria
tions Committee. I am not going 
to discus!s the specific amount of 
money that we mayor may not 
be giving to the University of 
Maine. 

My main concern here is that 
whatever amount of money we 
give to the University of Maine is 
used first and foremost to straight
en out the inequities which exist 
between the salaries of female 
faculty members and malle facul
ty members. These inequities have 
been well documented. 

The Universiity trustees, Chan
cellor, and at least one president 
have implied that they are going 
to use the money that we ap
propriate to straighten out these 
inequities, and yet there has been 
no public statement to this' effect 
and certainly no written state
ment. 

The University is in danger of 
losing a considerable amount of 
federal funds if they do not cor
rect these inequities or make 
arrangements for -correcting them 
by the 30th of June. Some of you 
gentlemen may think that these 
inequities are a figment of my 
imagination; they most certainly 
are not. The average difference 
between maile and female faculty 
salaries ,at the University of Maine 
is $1694 'a year and that is not a 
figment of anybody's imagination. 
When you multiply that by 139 full
time women university-wide you 
come up with a figure of $235,000, 
which is necessary just to correct 
the basic inequity. When you 
check into the figures further 
you find that women are held in 
rank a great deal longer; it takes 
longer for them to get promotions. 

You find such things as at the 
Orono c'ampus, your full professor 
level, there are three women, 107 
men, and so on. You findi the 
women clustered in the lower 
ranks of instruc'tors and assistant 
professors. You find that there 
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are some men h01ding full profes·
sorships who do not have PhD's, 
but any women who bas attained 
the ~ank of full professorship at 
the University apparently must 
have to have a PhD. 

I hope that this legislatdve body 
will go along with me in support
ing this order, which Iserves notice 
on Chancellor McNeil, the trus
tees and the president of the Uni
versity when, as you well know, 
when we had the discussion about 
the classifed employees s'a[aries 
at the University we got into the 
same kind of thing. Once we give 

money to the Umvelrsity they do 
with it what they will. I think 
that we have every right to a'sk 
them to tell us' that they are go
ing to use this money to correct 
something that simple justice and 
federal guidelines require. 

Whereupon, the Order received 
passage and was sent up for con
currence. 

On motion of Mr. Porter of Lin
coln, 

Adjourned until nine o'clock to
morrow morning. 


