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HOUSE

Tuesday, May 1, 1973
The House met according to
adjournment and was called to
order by the Speaker.
Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Paul
Ouelette of Augusta.
The journal of yesterday was
read and approved.

Conference Committee Report
Report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches of the Legisla-
ture on Bill ‘“An Act Relating to
Penalty for Death Caused by Viola-
tion of Law by Operator of Motor
Vehicle” (H. P. 201) (L. D. 274)
reporting that the House recede
from its action whereby it passed
the Bill to be engrossed, as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment ‘“A” (H-165); Indefinitely
postpone Committee Amendment
“A” and pass the Bill to be
engrossed; that the Senate recede
and concur with the House.
Signed:
BAKER of Orrington
GAUTHIER of Sanford
—Committee on part of House.
TANOUS of Penobscot
SPEERS of Kennebec
BRENNAN
of Cumberland
— Committee on part of Senate.
Report was read and accepted.
The House voted to recede from
its action whereby the Bill was
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Committee Amendment ‘A"
and the Amendment was
indefinitely postponed. The Bill was
passed to be engrossed and sent
to the Senate.

Order Out of Order

Mr. Kelley of Southport
presented the following Order and
moved its passage:

ORDERED, that Alex Logan of
Boothbay Harbor be appointed
Honorary Page for today.

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

Conference Committee Report

Report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches of the Legisla-
ture on Bill “An Act Relating to
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Penalty for Recklessly Causing
Death by Operation of a Motor
Vehicle” (H. P. 202) (L. D. 275)
reporting that the House recede
from its action whereby it passed
the Bill to be engrossed, as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “‘A” (H-167); Indefinitely
postpone Committee Amendment
“A”; and pass the Bill to be
engrossed; that the Senate recede
and concur with the House.
Signed:
BAKER of Orrington
GAUTHIER of Sanford
— Committee on part of House.
TANOUS of Penobscot
SPEERS of Kennebec
BRENNAN
of Cumberland
— Committee on part of Senate.
Report was read and accepted.
The House voted to recede from
its action whereby the Bill was
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Committee Amendment ‘A’
and the Amendment was
indefinitely postponed. The Bill was
passed to be engrossed and sent
to the Senate.

Papers from the Senate
Reports of Committee
Leave to Withdraw

Report of the Committee on
State Government on Bill “An Act
Relating to Salaries of Members
of the Industrial Accident Commis-

sion” (S. P. 406) (L. D. 1208)
reporting Leave to Withdraw.
Report of same Committee

reporting same on Bill ‘““An Act
to Make the Industrial Accident
Commission Full Time and to
Establish the Salaries of its
Members” (S. P. 408) (L. D. 1210)

Came from the Senate with the
Reports read and accepted.

In the House, the Reports were
read and accepted in concurrence.

Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on State Government on Bill
‘“‘An Act Relating to Legislative
Counsel or Agents” (S. P. 483) (L.
D. 1494) reporting ‘“Ought to pass”

Report was signed by the
following members:

Messrs. SPEERS of Kennebec
CLIFFORD
of Androscoggin
— of the Senate.
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Messrs. CURTIS of Orono
STILLINGS OF Berwick
GAHAGAN of Caribou
BUSTIN of Augusta
COONEY of Sabattus
CROMMETT

of Millinocket

Mrs. GOODWIN of Bath
Mrs. NAJARIAN of Portland
— of the House.
Minority Report of same

Committee reporting ‘““Ought not to
pass’ on same Bill.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Mr. WYMAN of Washington
— of the Senate.
Mr. FARNHAM of Hampden
— of the House.
Came from the Senate with the
Majority “‘Ought to pass” Report
accepted and the Bill passed to
be engrossed.
In the House: Reports were read.

On motion of Mr. Curtis of
Orono, the Majority ‘‘Ought to
pass” Report was accepted in

concurrence.

The Bill was read once and
assigned for second reading
tomorrow.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Joint Resolution in Support of the
National Guard (S. P. 600) which
the House indefinitely postponed on
April 27.

Came from the Senate with that
body insisting and requesting a
Committee of Conference.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Birt of East Millinocket, the House
voted to adhere.

Non-Concurrent Matter
Bill “An Act Relating to
Deceptive Price Comparison
Advertising under Uniform Decep-
tive Trade Practices Act” (H. P.
1057) (L. D. 1381) which the House
passed to be engrossed as amended

by Committee Amendment “A”
(H-198) on April 12.

Came from the Senate
indefinitely postponed in non-
concurrence.

In the House: On motion of Mrs.
Baker of Orrington, the House
voted to insist.

Petitions Bills and Resolves
Requiring Reference
The following Bill, approved by
a majority of the Committee on
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Reference of Bills, was received
and referred to the following
Committee:
Taxation

Bill “An Act to Provide a Maine
Homestead Property Tax
Exemption Law’”’ (H. P. 1468)
(Presented by Mr. McTeague of
Brunswick)

(Ordered Printed)

Sent up for concurrence.

Orders

On motion of Mr. Haskell of
Houlton, the House voted to take
from the table the following tabled
and unassigned matter:

Bill “An Act to Appropriate
Funds for the Purpose of Creating
an Office of Off-reservation Indian
Development within the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs” (H. P. 976)
(L. D. 1290)

Tabled — April 11, by Mr.
Simpson of Standish.

Pending — Motion of Mr.
Donaghy of Lubec to indefinitely
postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recoghizes the gentleman from

Lubec, Mr. Donaghy.

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker, if
it would simplify things, I would
withdraw my motion, but I would
want to put it back on after the
amendment is added. I am willing
to have the amendment debated,
but I still would want to do the
same thing.

Thereupon, Mr. Donaghy of
Lubec withdrew his motion to
indefinitely postpone.

On motion of Mr. Haskell of
Houlton, under suspension of the
rules, the House reconsidered its
action whereby the Bill was passed
to be engrossed.

The same gentleman offered
House Amendment “A’”’ and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment ‘A’ (H-306)
was read by the Clerk and adopted.

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

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would still move for
indefinite postponement of this bill
and all accompanying papers. I
simply am giving the proponents
every opportunity to debate this.
I don’t feel any differently on it
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today than I did back when it was
first tabled.

I have discussed this with the
Assistant Director of Indian
Affairs, who our friend Glenn Star-
bird is, and he admits that this
is only a first step to take care
of the off-reservation Indians. My
contention is, and I am not an
attorney, but I think that off-
reservation Indians are no better
— they are not necessarily any
worse — than the white folks who
don’t live on reservations and have
to go to the Health and Welfare
Department, Department of
Education and places like that
when they have problems that
involve their needs.

I can’t believe that we can give
special treatment to any group,
whether they be Irish, Indian,
Jewish or what have you. This be-
comes class legislation, and we are
having problems enough to try to
take care of the people in a regular
manner, whether they be blind or
poor or mothers with dependent
children or what have you. We
have a special problem that we
have agreed to meet on the reserva-
tions. But off-reservation, I feel
everyone should be handled in the
same manner.

I hope you will go along with
me and indefinitely postpone this
bill because $61,000 is the price
tag now. Mr. Starbird thought that
might be a good beginning, but of
course we need an office farther
up state because Houlton still
wasn’t close enough to the northern
borders where the Micmacs and
the Maliseets come across and
have a right to come back and
forth across the border under our
national laws at any time because
they are not basically citizens of
the United States. They were here
before we were and they still can
roam at will.

Then, of course, it is a long ways
from Houlton to Portland. We have
Indians in Portland and even down
as far as Kittery. There are a lot
down there, especially in construc-
tion work. You find Indians down
there and if they want to — no
one can blame them if they can
get special treatment, go into an
Indian office as over and above
a white person who must go to
Health and Welfare, Unemploy-
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ment or something like that and
be treated the same as their
fellows — you can’t blame them
for it if you are going to set some-
thing up special.

So I hope you will consider this
for indefinite postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Houlton, Mr. Haskell.

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: We had a brief debate on
this earlier in the session, but I
would like to review it very briefly
for you.

Mr. Donaghy raised a question
on the constitutionality of the law
which has been settled by the
amendment which has been offered
and accepted this morning. So
there is no question of constitu-
tionality.

Now the problem, very briefly,
is this. In the State of Maine we
have approximately 1500 Indians
living off the reservation. The
largest concentration of these any-
where in the state, I believe, is
in the Town of Houlton. We have
gone along for years on the
assumption that the social services
and other services are available
to all the taxpayers in the state
and would solve in the long run
the many social problems these
Indians have. I can say very
categorically that this has not
happened. These people do have
very special problems and very
severe problems.

In the last few years in my com-
munity there has arisen a group
of Indian boys who have gone
through our high school and in
some cases have graduated from
college who have formed an
association of Aroostook Indians
and they are trying to solve their
own problems. In my view, it is
the most promising development
that we have had in the State of
Maine for an ultimate solution of
the problems that our Indian
citizens do have.

These people in their efforts to
secure social services for their own
people find themselves repeatedly
frustrated because of a lack of
funding in the office of the Indian
Commissioner in Augusta because
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he simply does not have money
to help them. So the purpose of
this bill is to provide some funds
for the Indian Commissioner to
assist in the last analysis what are
efforts by these Indians to help
themselves.

Now, as some indication of the
severity of the problems that they
have, currently in Aroostook
County there are 80 Indian children
who have been taken out of their
family situation and placed in
foster homes. So that really should
give you some indication of the
size of the problem that we have
and the size of the problem that
these Indian boys are attempting
to solve by their own efforts. But
they do need some state funding
and I hope very sincerely that you
will vote against the indefinite
postponement motion and give
what is to me a very promising
start of self help, some state
funding.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
FEagle Lake, Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I also am
opposed to the motion of indefinite
postponement in order to preserve
ourselves perhaps later on and
have more time. I simply request
a division and I hope you vote
against the motion made that is
presently on the floor.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Houlton, Mr. Bither.

Mr. BITHER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I know
something about these Indians in
northern Aroostook because many
of them are in Houlton, as Mr.

Haskell has said. I have had
several of them in school. These
people, I wish you would

remember, that these people are
off-reservation Indians. They are
trying to help themselves. As far
as I know they are the only Indians
in Maine of any large numbers that
are trying to help themselves, and
these people are.

They have some exceptionally
good leadership. One of the finest
young men, I think, that appeared
before any of the committees was
a young man that I had in school,
Tom Battiste. And Tom has

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MAY 1, 1973

married one of his classmates, a
non-Indian. He is doing a very fine
job. The president of the associa-
tion has spent a year or more in
leadership training.

Remember, there are no funds
available for these people. The
gentleman from Lubec said these
people are not citizens. Many of
them are citizens, I am sure, be-
cause I know this young man,
Battiste, was born in the United
States. He certainly is a citizen,
although he is registered in the
Indian tribe of Nova Scotia. He
is still registered there but he is
still a citizen of this country.

They have no federal funds,
there are no federal funds avail-
able, there are no state funds
available. But I would like to tell
you people that these Indians have
gone out on their own and they
have done a remarkably good job
in getting foundation funds for
training, for work with their chil-
dren. They have enlisted a great
many Ricker College students to
help with training these young
people and tutoring these young
people all on a free service basis.

I certainly oppose the motion
also of indefinite postponement. I
think these people need a lift that
you people can give them this
morning.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Norway, Mr. Henley.

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I think perhaps I would
like to interject a little bit of neu-
tral reasoning into this situation. I
fail to see why a group of Indians
who perhaps have exceptional
leadership should be available for
special funds any more than other
ethnic groups across the state. If
the French Americans decided to
group together, would we
appropriate $60,000 to them? If the
Black Americans decided to group
together, would we allocate $60,000
to them, the Italian Americans and
all the other ethnic groups?

I fail to see why we must get
emotional just because they happen
to be an Indian group. If we had
1,500 Indians that are off the
reservation that are brilliant, and
a lot of them are, they are making
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their way through school and
college, as well as the rest of us,
if they have the same opportunities
as the rest of us have, they cer-
tainly have a lot more privileges
than a lot of us have. And as a
peutral person, I haven’t studied
the bill, I have just listened to
the debate, and I consider that we
are establishing a precedent if we
single out one particular group like
that that wants to organize and
say, well they are doing a good
job to help themselves and if we
are supplying them with hunks of
money of that size they are not
helping themselves except to our
pocketbooks.

I certainly shall support the
move to indefinitely postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes ghe gentleman from
Houlton, Mr. Haskell.

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: My good friend Mr. Henley
said that he couldn’t see any
reason why we should do this. I
will give you a very cogent reason.
Last year in six Aroostook County
towns, welfare funds that were
expended for the people that we
are talking about here amounted
to over $100,000. If we can help
these people to help themselves
solve some of their social
problems, in the long run it is
going to prove to be far less costly
than to let them exist without the
helping hand that we can give
them through this means.

Among this group there are very
severe problems of aleoholism.
These youngsters are trying to get
programs organized that will be
effective and they have in some
cases had some success. These
youngsters can work with their
own people much more effectively
than a non-Indian can. And this
is the reason that I regard the
program as promising. This is why
I regard in the long run that the
program will in fact show a
definite financial gain for the State
of Maine.

Mr. Martin of Eagle Lake re-
quested a roll call vote.
The SPEAKER: The Chair

recognizes the gentleman from
Eastport, Mr. Mills.

2131

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: We
have here a problem that has been
hanging fire in the Department
of Indian Affairs and other social
groups for the last eight years, that
is to my personal knowledge.

Now, let’s go back into the his-
tory of how these Indians became
residents of Maine, had their chil-
dren here and their children be-
came citizens. In the years gone
by, to employ cheap labor people
went over into Nova Scotia and
the Canadian Provinces and hired
the Micmacs and the Maliseets to
come over here and do this work.
They paid their transportation,
gave them a shack to live in, fed
them some food and had them
work there, but they did not pay
their transportation back to
Canada. That was the original start
of getting the Maliseets and the
Micmacs in the State of Maine.

In Washington County we have
the same thing up in the area of
Deblois. We have tried various
ways in other programs and every-
thing else to try and equalize this
thing out. Representative Haskell
has come up with the one answer
to the problem that is feasible. And
I am opposed to the indefinite
postponement.

The SPEAKER: A roll call has
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
in favor of 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 expressed
a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Lubec, Mr.
Donaghy, that Bill ‘““An Act to
Appropriate Funds for the Purpose
of Creating an Office of Off-reser-
vation Indian Development within
the Department of Indian Affairs,”
House Paper 976, L. D. 1290, and
all accompanying papers be
indefinitely postponed. All in favor
of that motion will vote yes; those
opposed will vote no.
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ROLL CALL

YEA — Ault, Binnette, Cressey,
Davis, Dunn, Hamblen, Henley,
Hunter, Kauffman, McCormick,
Pratt, Shaw, Sproul, Trumbull.

NAY — Albert, Baker, Berry, G.
W.; Berry, P. P.; Berube, Birt,
Bither, Boudreau, Brawn, Bunker,
Bustin, Cameron, Carey, Carrier,
Carter, Chick, Chonko, Churchill,
Clark, Conley, Cooney, Cote,
Cottrell, Crommett, Curran, Curtis,
T. S., Jdr.; Dam, Donaghy, Dow,
Dmgotas Dunleavy, Dyar, Emery,

F.; Evans, Farnham,
Farrmgton Ferrls Finemore,
Flynn, Fraser, Gahagan, Garsoe,
Gauthier, Genest, Good, Goodwin,
H.; Goodwin, K.; Greenlaw,
Hancock, Haskell, Hobbins,
Hoffses, Huber, Immonen, Jackson,
Jacques, Kelleher, Kelley, Kelley,
R. P.; Keyte, Knight, Lawry,
LeBlane, Lewis, E.; Lewis, J.;
Littlefield, Lynch, MacLeod, Mad-
dox, Mahany, Martin, Maxwell,
McHenry, McKernan, McMahon,
MecNally, Merrill, Mills, Morin, L.;
Morin, V.; Morton, Mulkern,
Murchison, Murray, Najarian,
Norris, Palmer, Parks, Perkins,
Peterson, Pontbriand, Ricker,
Rolde, Rollins, Ross, Shute,
Simpson, L. E.; Smith, S.; Soulas,
Susi, Talbot, Theriault, Tyndale,
Walker, Webber, Wheeler, White,
Whitzell, Willard, Wood, M. E.

ABSENT — Bragdon, Briggs,
Brown, Connolly, Deshaies, Dudley,
Farley, Faucher, Fecteau, Herrick,
Jalbert, Kilroy, LaCharite,
LaPointe, McTeague, O’Brien, San-
toro, Sheltra, Silverman, Smith, D.
M.; Stillings, Strout, Tanguay,
Tierney, Trask.

Yes, 14; No, 110; Absent, 25.

The SPEAKER: Fourteen having
voted in the affirmative and one
hundred ten in the negative, with
twenty-five being absent, the
motion to indefinitely postpone
does not prevail.

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

On motion of Mr. Simpson of
Standish, the House reconsidered
its action whereby Bill “An Act
Relating to Savings Banks
Investing in Service Corporations,”
L. D. 524, was passed to be
engrossed.
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The same gentleman offered
House Amendment ““A”’ and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment ‘A’
was read by the Clerk.

On motion of Mrs. Boudreau of
Portland, tabled pending the
adoption of House Amendment “A”
and tomorrow assigned.

(H-307)

On motion of Mr.
Eagle Lake, the House recon-
sidered its action of yesterday
whereby Bill ““An Act to Authorize
Eleven New Regions and Central
Aroostook County Region for Voca-
tional Education,” Senate Paper
110, L. D. 255, was passed to be
engrossed.

The same gentleman offered
House Amendment “D’’ and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “D”
was read by the Clerk.

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

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Basically the only thing the
amendment does is to add one of
the high schools that was in-
advertently left out by the Depart-
ment of Education when they listed

Martin of

(H-298)

the high schools in Aroostook
County.

Thereupon, House Amendment
“D” was adopted.

The Bill was passed to be
engrossed as amended in non-
concurrence and sent up for
concurrence,

The SPEAKER: Wil the

Sergeant-at-Arms kindly escort the
gentleman from Orono, Mr. Curtis
to the rostrum.

Thereupon, Mr. Curtis assumed
the Chair as Speaker pro tem and
%p‘eaker‘ Hewes retired from the

all.

Mr. Birt of East Millinocket
presented the following Joint Order
and moved its passage:

WHEREAS, the Legislature
processes a number of small
claims during the course of each
regular session; and

WHEREAS, a substantial amount
of time, effort and funds are
presently required for this process
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which, at times, exceeds the
amount claimed; and
WHEREAS, this system of

redress is in need of change for
the sake of expediency and
economy of both claimant and
State; now, therefore, be it

ORDERED, the Senate con-
curring, that the Legislative
Research Committee is authorized
and directed to study the manner
and costs involved by which the
Legislature presently processes
claims for the purpose of
determining whether or not it is
in the best interests of the State
to establish a claims commission
or other process to adjudicate all
claims or those up to certain
amounts; and be it further

ORDERED, that the office of the
Attorney General be called upon
to assist the committee in devising
such procedures in light of
statutory, constitutional and other
requirements of law; and be it
further

ORDERED, that the committee
report the results of its findings,
together with all necessary
recommendations and
implementing legislation or rules
at the next regular session of the
Legislature. (H. P. 1469)

The Order was read and passed
and sent up for concurrence.

The gentleman from Brooks, Mr.
Wood, was granted unanimous con-
sent to address the House.

Mr. WOOD: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: You
will see that under the ‘‘ought not
to pass’” committee reports we
have ten items all reported ‘‘ought
not to pass” to have full-time
registration offices in ten different
locations in the state. The Commit-
tee on Transportation felt that we
did not have the necessary
information to pick from ten of
these locations three or four or
any number that we could set up.
So there is today in the other
branch an order to have this sent
to the Research Committee where
we can have a thorough investiga-
tion and decide where these offices
should be set up if they should
and the cost of doing so. Mr.
Wyman in the department agreed
to this and thought it would be
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more effective for the department
if we had a study to know exactly
where these should be set up and
g_omewhere near the cost of opera-
lon.

House Reports of Committees
Ought Not to Pass

Mr. Davis from the Committee
on Marine Resourceg reporting
““Ought not to pass” on Bill “An
Act Limiting the Number of
Lobster Traps Per Person in York
County” (H. P. 233) (L. D. 314)

Mr. Webber from same Commit-
tee reporting same on Bill “An Act
Prohibiting the Digging of Blood-
worms and Sandworms on Sunday’’
(H. P. 917) (L. D. 1217)

Mr. Henley from the Committee
on Veterans and Retirement re-
porting same on Bill ‘“An Act Re-
lating to Definition of Out-of-State
Service under State Retirement
System” (H. P. 873) (L. D. 1161)

Same gentleman from same
Committee reporting same on Bill
‘““An Act Relating to Out-of-State
Service Under State Retirement
System” (H. P. 951) (L. D. 1248)

Same gentleman from same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An Act Relating to Credit for
Merchant Marine Service Under
Retirement Law” (H. P. 1008) (L.

D. 1322)
Same gentleman from same
Committee reporting same on

R esolve Increasing Retirement
Benefit of Charles S. Alien of Port-
land (H. P. 1287) (L. D. 1672)

Mrs. Berry from the Committee
on Transportation reporting same
on Bill ““An Act Providing a Full-
time Office for Registration and
Licenses for Operation of Motor
Vehicles in  the Town of
Millinocket” (H. P. 74) (L. D. 87)

Mrs. MecCormick from same
Committee reporting same on Bill
‘““An Act Providing a Fulltime
Office for Registration and
Licenses for Operation of Motor
Vehicles in the Town of Lincoln”
(H. P. 87) (L. D. 107)

Mr. Dunn from same Committee
reporting same on Bill ““An Act
Providing a Fulltime Office for
Registration and Licenses for
Operation of Motor Vehicles in the
Town of Madawaska” (H. P. 98)
(L. D. 119)
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Mr. Wood from the same
Committee reporting same on Bill
““An Act Providing a Full-time
Office for Registration and
Licenses for Operation of Motor
Vehicles in the Town of Machias”
(H. P. 123) (L. D. 147)

Same gentleman {from same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An  Act Providing a Fulltime
Office for Registration and
Licenses for Operation of Motor
Vehicles in the Town of Livermore
Falls” (H. P. 148) (L. D. 181)

Mr. Dunn from the same
Committee reporting same on Bill
—~An Act Providing a Fruil-ume
Office in the Town of Skowhegan
for Registration and Licenses for
Operation of Motor Vehicles” (H.
P. 367) (L. D. 482)

Mr. Keyte {from the same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An  Act Providing a Fulltime
Office in Farmington for
Registration and Licenses for
Operation of Motor Vehicles” (H.
P. 425) (L. D. 574)

Mr. Webber from the same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An Act Providing a Full-time
Office in the Town of Sanford for
Registration and Licenses for
Operation of Motor Vehicles” (H.
P. 506) (L. D. 671)

Mrs. McCormick from the same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An Act Providing a Full-Time
Office in the Town of Fort Kent
for Registration and Licenses for
Operation of Motor Vehicles” (H.
P. 524) (L. D. 706)

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

Leave to Withdraw

Mr. Lewis from the Committee
on Marine Resources on Bill ‘““An
Act Relating to Use of the Lobster
Fund” (H. P. 127) (L. D. 151)
reporting Leave to Withdraw.

Mr. Webber from same Commit-
tee reporting same on Bill ‘“An Act
to Repeal the Oversize Lobster
Law” (H. P. 997) (L. D. 1316)

Mr. Mulkern from same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An Act to Increase the Minimum
Size of Lobsters 1-16 of an Inch
for 5 Consecutive Years” (H. P.
999) (L. D. 1318)
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Mr. Davis from same Committee
reporting same on Bill “An Act
to Prohibit Lobster Fishing on
Saturday During June, July and
August” (H. P. 1108) (L. D. 1444)

Mr. Brown from same Commit-
tee reporting same on Bill ““An Act
to Allow Coastal Wardens to
Inspect Licensees’ (H. P. 1215) (L.
D. 1566)

Same gentleman from same
Committee reporting same on Bill
“An  Act Relating to Various
Aspects of the Lobster Fisheries”
(H. P. 1329) (L. D. 1753)

Mr. Emery from the Committee
on Legal Affairs reporting same
on Bill “An Act Relating to Name
of Maine Centre Courts” (H. P.
1292) (L. D. 1680)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Order Out of Order

Mr. Connolly of Portland
presented the following Order and
moved its passage:

ORDERED, that Robert Glidden
of Yarmouth be appointed
Honorary Page for today.

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

Divided Report
Tabled and Assigned
Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on State Government on
Resolution Proposing an Amend-
ment to the Constitution Limiting
the Maximum Rate of the Sales

Tax (H. P. 843) (L. D. 1117)
reporting ‘‘Ought not to pass’’
Report was signed by the

following members:
Messrs. CLIFFORD
of Androscoggin
SPEERS of Kennebec
WYMAN of Washington
— of the Senate.
Messrs. STILLINGS of Berwick
CURTIS of Orono
FARNHAM of Hampden
GAHAGAN of Caribou
— of the House.
Minority Report of the same
Committee reporting “Ought to
pass’” with Committee Amendment
“A” (C. “A” H-299) on same Bill.
Report was signed by the
following members:
Mrs. GOODWIN of Bath
Mrs. NAJARIAN of Portland
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Messrs. COONEY of Sabattus
BUSTIN of Augusta
CROMMETT

of Millinocket
— of the House.

Reports were read.

On motion of Mr. Martin of
Eagle Lake, tabled pending
acceptance of either report and
specially assigned for Thursday,
May 3.

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Education on Bill “An Act
Requiring that the National School
Lunch Program be Implemented in
All Public Schools” (H. P. 1067)
(L. D. 1392) reporting ‘“‘Ought fto
pass’” as Amended by Committee
Amendment “A” (H-305).

Report was signed by
following members:
Messrs. KATZ of Kennebec

— of the Senate.
Messrs. MURRAY of Bangor
LYNCH
of Livermore Falls
BITHER of Houlton
LAWRY of Fairfield
LaCHARITE of Brunswick
TYNDALE
of Kennebunkport
FERRIS of Waterville
LeBLANC of Van Buren
— of the House.

Minority report of same Commit-
tee reporting ‘“Ought not to pass’
on same bill.

Report was signed by
following members:

Messrs. MINKOWSKY
of Androscoggin
OLFENE of Androscoggin
— of the Senate.
AULT of Wayne
LEWIS of Auburn
- of the House.

Reports were read.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wayne, Mr. Ault.

Mr. AULT: Mr. Speaker, I move
acceptance of the minority “‘ought
not to pass’” report and would
speak briefly to my motion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Wayne, Mr. Ault, moves
acceptance of the Minority ‘“Ought
not to pass” Report.

the

the

Mr.
Mrs.

The Chair recognizes that
gentleman.

Mr. AULT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the

House: I have no argument with
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schools having lunch programs, hot
or cold, but I do have argument
with this piece of legislation in that
it says they shall have lunch pro-
grams by September of 1974. The
Committee Amendment gives an
extension until 1978 if there is
hardship. I just do not approve of
the state mandating to the local
schools that they shall have lunch
programs and so I urge you to
support the “ought not to pass”
report.

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

Mr. LaPOINTE: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I was not prepared to
debate this item this morning since
I just arrived on the House floor
and had an opportunity to review
my calendar. However, I must take
issue with Mr. Ault’s contentions
relative to the mandation of the
school lunch program.

The National School Lunch
Program was enacted by the Con-
gress in 1946. Tt seems that a lot
of the communities, not only in
the State of Maine but in the
country as a whole, had enough
time to take advantage of the
national legislation relative to
school lunch programs.

Currently in the State of Maine,
there are 173 schools of 888 that
do not have this program. The
money budgeted for the school
lunch program is already in the
Part I budget. There is $277,000
for the first year of the biennium
in the Part I budget and there
is $304,000 in the second year
of the biennium.

The amendment that has been
provided calls for an extension to
September of 1978. That is 32 years
after the 1946 initial action on the
part of the Congress for those
schools who show intent to the
Commissioner of Education rela-
tive to establishing school lunch
programs.

I would like to point out to the
members of the House this
morning that there was no opposi-
tion to this bill when it came be-
fore the Education Committee.
There was nothing but support. In
the absence of having any other
comments prepared, I would sug-
gest that the House vote against
Mr. Ault’s motion and then pass on
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the majority “‘ought to pass’ re-
rt

ort.

P The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Brunswick, Mr. LaCharite.

Mr. LaCHARITE: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: As a signer of the majority
report on this bill, a bill with only
three minority signers, 1 believe
that this bill should pass and as
the gentleman from Portland
stated, there was no opposition to
this bill, At first I had a few
thoughts about it myself but I
think, going back to my town and
finding out that they were in favor
of it also, I believe that this bill
ought to pass.

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

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: We have been told that
there is no opposition to the bill
but there also was not very many
people for the bill, just the depart-
ment heads and somebody that
wants to spend the state’s money
and those people who want to force
services on the people.

I do not know how many times
1 stood before this same mike that
I am speaking in today and told
you the areas where I come from
they are tired of us forcing things
on them. They know what they
want and they know this was avail-
able since 1946. They have town
meetings every year, they elect the
school board every year and if this
school board wasn't meeting with
the majority of the people in that
area, they certainly would not be
there. I am against not only this
bill but any bill that tries to force
things on people that they don't
want. I represent, as I have told
you many times before, what I
consider a very intelligent group
of people in the area that I come
from and I am sure if they want
something there, they will let you
know. They will let me know and
they will let these people know.
They also know it has been avail-
able since 1946, When the time
comes that they want it, they will
be holding their hands out to get
it. You won’t have to force it down
their throats; noti only this, but
any other state services. I do not
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know where people get the idea
that they can force all these ser-
vices on people that they don’t
want.

I hope this House this morning
goes along with the gentleman
from Wayne, Mr. Ault. I think he
makes good sense, not only on this
but any other legislation that tries
to force things on people that they
don’t want. Good enough if these
people want it. Some of the
previous speakers already have
that in their area. If they want
it, well enough. I hope they are
satisfied. If their people like it,
good enough, I want them to have
it. But I also don’t want to force
people to take something they don’t
want whether it is in this area
or any area, law enforcement or
any other area.

I think the time has come when
we should have a little of this self
government and home rule they
speak of. Continually, this House
meets down here and tries to make
them take things that they don’t
want. I think this is the wrong
attitude. Let’'s give people what
they want. There is enough things
they want and need without trying
to force them into something they
don’t want.

The SPEAKER: The Chair

recognizes the gentleman from
Caribou. Mr. Gahagan.
Mr. GAHAGAN: Mr. Speaker

and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: The proponents of this bill,
before the Education Committee,
I felt demonstrated a need for the
National School Lunch Program.
As Mr. LaPointe has demon-
strated, the money has been
appropriated through the state. I
might read to you the physical note
which is attached to the bill, L.
D. 1392, “Extension of the National
School Lunch Program would re-
quire Maine to expend $73,872 of
state funds which would produce
federal matching funds of $492,480.
In addition, the state would also
be eligible to receive $820,000 which
would not require matching funds.

Several have asked me if this
bill would require rural schools to
have kitchens provided in their
schools. This is not the case.
Schools can be provided from a
district kitchen and can serve
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areas 50, 60, 70 miles away. Rural
schools could combine and share
kitchen facilities and, as has been
stated in the physical note, this
money would be available for this
purpose. There is a need for the
National School Lunch Program to
be implemented in Maine and I
would urge you to vote against the
prevailing motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Kennebunkport, Mr. Tyndale.

Mr. TYNDALE: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I can concur in entirety
with the two previous speakers in
regard to this bill. It is a sound
bill. In many cases this is the only
good meal every child gets. There
is nothing in any sense of the word
that is going to cost anybody a
great deal of money. The child has
to be provided with lunch no
matter which way you approach
it. There is a time extension on
it.

This is a sound piece of legisla-
tion and I urge you to defeat the
minority ‘‘ought not to pass”
report and when the vote is taken,
[ ask it be taken by the yeas and
nays.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: My only feeling on this bill
lies within the fact that it is —
this item is in Part II. Now, the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
LaPointe, mentioned that there is
an item in Part I, there is an
item in Part II. Whatever is in
Part I is not necessarily going to
be law, I can assure you. Whatever
is in Part II, is not necessarily
going to be law, I can assure you.

This bill, if it is passed, there
is only one place it is going to
land and it is going to land on
the Appropriations Table. This bill
is just another area where we are
just going to accept the report
here, have its second reader, bring
it into the Senate, back and forth,
printing, printing fees, back and
forth to wind up on the Appropria-
tions Table when all the time it
is in Part II.
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I get sick and tired of having
members vote for all spending bills
and enjoy the pleasantries of
voting for no tax bills. That is
where Part I and Part II came
into effect. That was one of my
dreams, because Part II was tied
up with taxes. There is no tax
attached to this one. But if it is
in Part II, it will be in a package
with taxes tied up to it. That is
where I stand. Regardless of what
the gentleman from Kennebunk-
port, Mr. Tyndale, says that
is the situation on this bill,
This has no price tag on it as
far as taxes are concerned. If it
comes up for cover in Part II,
it is going to be tangled up with
other measures and it is going to
have a little tax on it. That is
when we separate the ladies from
the girls and the men from the
boys and that is my position.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Houlton, Mr. Bither.

Mr. BITHER: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to ask through
the Chair if these continual threats
from members of the Appropria-
tions Committee are legal and
proper. If we are going to be
threatened every time we have a
bill in here with a little money
attached to it that is going to be
turned down by the Appropriations
Committee, we might just as well
adjourn and go home and I think
maybe that is a good idea anyway.

I could say some other things
about some of the education bills
but this is just second-hand
information and I cannot repeat
it about the gentleman from
Lewiston, but I just don’t think
this is the right thing to be doing,
and I don’t think we should be
following these threats whatsoever.
This is a good bill.

The gentleman from Enfield, Mr.
Dudley, says that we are forcing
things upon the people. I certainly
do not believe in mandation in
most cases, but once in a while
you have to go against some of
your beliefs. What are we forcing
upon the people? And I will admit
we are forcing certain things upon
the people here. We are forcing
a free lunch upon kids that cannot
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get any food or do not bring any
food to school, and there are lots
of them in the State of Maine that
come to school with one peanut
butter sandwich.

Somebody said in here that we
had a very poor hearing on this.
Mr. Dudley of Enfield said that
he understood that there was no
one for it. We had over 200 people
and we had a good hearing on this.
And we heard cases where kids
were coming to school with a little
lunch in a bag, drop it in the mud
and go without lunch all day long.
And that is what we are forcing
upon people, gentleman, is a free
Iunch and they need this free
lunch.

I think this bill is a good bill
and I oppose Mr. Ault’s motion.
I am not sure, but I think Mr.
Ault was not on the committee at
that time; I don’t think he was
at the hearing. I think Mr.
Gahagan was on the committee at
that time and heard the bill. I cer-
tainly oppose the motion to
indefinitely postpone.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: Certainly,
Mr. Speaker, it is no criticism of
you personally acting as Speaker
pro tem. But I am afraid the
gentleman from Houlton, Mr.
Bither, had there been somebody
else up there he might have got
gaveled down. In the first place
I don’t think I have pressed any-
body, I never pressed anybody
anyway, I promise people.
Secondly, in school I took a course
in manners, which obviously some
people have forgotten. Thirdly, I
did not say I was opposed to this
bill. As a matter of fact, if I were
the proponents of this bill I would
rather see this bill in the Part
II Budget, because it has more
chance to live in the Part II
Budget than it has got in this thing
here. If it stays in here and it
goes on that Appropriations Table,
it is just as dead as Kelsey’s ear.
Now that is not a threat, that is
a promise.

Now, as far as I am concerned,
I never said I was against this
bill. As a matter of {fact, Mr.
Bither came out — read the record
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— and said that T was against this
bill. And I will give the gentleman
from Houlton, Mr. Bither, a big
surprise. I have been voting for
these bills since he was teaching
school. And I have heard he was
a good school teacher, I am sorry
he retired.

In any event, Mr. Speaker, I am
for this bill, not here. I will he
for it if it comes up in Part II.
But as far as any bills that have
price tags, and there is another
one coming later on that I have
got on table that I have done a
little research on, I am glad it
was tabled yesterday. I don’t want
to find myself in the position of
voting for so many of these
programs where we are going to
wind up having to raise the sales
tax and triple the income tax and
the corporate tax, not me. If you
are going to vote for things, then
vote to pay for them. That is all
I said.

As far as this measure is con-
cerned in giving the youngsters a
free lunch, I voted, I think I was
one of the strongest proponents of
the Social Services — one of the
very strongest opponents. As a
matter of fact, I was the one who
made the recommendation in
committee that we give the Social
Services money until April 15, or
March 15, and have a chance to
name somebody to study the
program and decide what we would
keep and what we would not keep.
I went that far for it. And I spoke
and voted for the Social Services
program. But as far as threats are
concerned, I would suggest to the
gentleman from Houlton, Mr.
Bither, when he mentions me
making threats, forget it. I don’t
make threats; I make promises
and I keep them.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Eagle Lake, Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemern of the House:
1 am sure that the gentleman from
Lewiston would agree with me
when I indicate that I have al-
ways voted for whatever I vote
for spending programs and also
the raising of the money necessary
to spend, and every now and then
he and I get off on a tangent of
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philosophy as to what money we
are going to be spending.

I do think though, when we do
take a look at this bill, the money
for the bill is in the Part II Budg-
et, if you take a look at page 4
and 5 of L.D. 243 which is the
Part II Budget submitted by the
chairman of the Appropriations
Committee. It ig in the Governor’s
so-called budget, as a result of a
great deal of work and if we don’t
go beyond what the Governor is
suggesting, excluding the issue of
property tax, there will be no in-
come tax and sales tax inecrease,
assuming that we don’t decide to
go on our own in some direction
or another. And as you all know
the legislature tends to do that
from time to time. I am not going
to indicate what we are going to
be doing in the final analysis.

I do feel, and I have been one
of those who have been in both
a program where there was school
lunch, one where there was not.
I started school, for those who are
not aware of this, in the fown of
Greenville where during my ele-
mentary school days the begin-
ning of my early school life there
was a school lunch program back
in what appears to be the forties
now. Then I moved back to my
home town to find that there was
no school lunch program. I guess
I got a decent lunch out of it
either way, because I could al-
ways walk home. But those peo-
ple who were coming in some 10
or 15 miles into the school in my
home town were getting nothing
but what they could get in a paper
bag. Since 1965, since we have had
a school lunch program I have
seen the difference.

I for one want to go on record
ag saying that it is a step in the
right direction. If we have to
pass this bill to get the other
units in the state to give us school
lunch programs, then I think we
ought to. I would hope that you
would vote against the motion of
indefinite postponement that is
presently pending.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Flynn.

Mr, FLYNN: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I have to concur with the gentle-
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man from Wayne, Mr. Ault. Talk-
ing to the superintendent of schools
in South Portland, this bill could
cost us up to $100,000. We have
11 elementary schools all within
easy walking distance for the chil-
dren. They go home, the majority
of their people are there, they get
a good lunch and come back to
school. Therefore, I still stay with
Mr. Ault.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr., Kelleher.

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to pose a ques-
tion through the Chair to any mem-
ber of the Education Committee
or the sponsor of this bill. If I
heard correctly this morning, there
are 180 odd schools involved and
there was a price tag of $73,000 of
state money which would generate
$492,000 of federal money. The
question I would ask, is this for
these schools that are not partici-
pating in the program presently?
Does this $550,000 equip them to put
on a food program or does it just
participate on the purchasing of
the food? And if thig is the case,
then who will equip the Kkitchens
to prepare the hot lunch in these
individual schools, where will the
money come from? Will it come
from the schools themselves or is
it incorporated into this bill where
they would equip the facilities to
serve the hot lunch?

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Kel-
leher, poses a dquestion through
the Chair to any member of the
Education Committee who may
answer if he wishes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Xennebunkport, Mr.

Tyndale.

Mr. TYNDALE: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: In answer to my good

friend Mr. Kelleher’s question, I
would state that no equipment that
T know of in any school has ever
been purchased by the state. They
do get a subsidy program and
there are other programs. The fed-
eral matching program covers the
food program itself.

T have discussed this with a
couple of superintendents, and as
far as concerning Mr. Perkins, I
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consulted his superintendent, who
happens to be a personal friend
of mine, in regard to this. We
have given them ample time on
a time limit to prepare for this
program. This is not an unusual
thing for any school to be equipped
with a kitchen. Some may not, but
if they are not, it certainly seems
time in the present day and age
te have one.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
concur with the gentleman from
Kennebunkport, Mr. Tyndale, as
far as the equipment is concerned.
This is not state money that is in-
volved. As far as this program
is concerned, there are on more
than one occasion, on several oc-
casions, several youngsters who
do not have either enough or any
food or money to buy the school
lunch. I happen to be one who
lived for 27 years near the high
school area and the Bates College
area and I have visited very often
and I know what I am talking
about, I am speaking about the
best way to keep a proposition
alive.

Now, the gentleman from Eagle
Lake, Mr. Martin, said that every
once in a while we get into a
tangent. The last time we got into
a tangent was about two or three
weeks ago when the gentleman
from Eagle Lake said that he
didn’t mind the bill so much but
he didn’t care too much losing to
me, Now, I didn’t mind too much
losing to him once before. And
two years ago, if my memory
serves me correctly, we discussed
in a caucus as spending versus
taxes, and he knows the result of
that charade. And the gentleman
from Norway picked it up and
wound up with a winner for me
by a vote of 4 to 1 when I was
unable to be here.

Now, I am not in any way ob-
jecting to any of these programs
that are going to mean hating any-
body. But I mean that these pro-
grams here are just slated for the
Appropriations Table in the other
branch, and that is where they
get the axe.
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While I am on my feet, Mr.
Chairman, the gentleman from
Houlton, Mr. Bither, has remarked
and also said that there are other
things that I could say. Whatever
the gentleman, Mr. Bither, wants
to say, he can say it. Because
there are some other people last
night that could have said more
but didn’t, and I took it in good
grace and if I didn’t like it I could
have turned off my TV set,

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Chelsea, Mr. Shaw,

Mr. SHAW: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: The
town that I represent is going to
have hot lunches next year. We
are building an addition on the
school, We figured a kitchen and
a place to eat. That is going to
run in the neighborhood of $100,000.
After we got that done we found
out we had to put a $50,000 treat-
ment plant in to take care of the
refuse from the kitchen. I don’t
think that is included in the state
funds that are going on here. I
think it is a little impractical to
serve all the hot lunches from
here to Portland out of the City
of Portland.

I am very interested in some of
the comments on finances and
how they are going. It used to be
t he Transportation Department
that was the big bugaboo here.
They spent all the money. But I
am willing to bet that this year
Transportation is going to come in
third, Education is going to come
in second and Social Services is
going to come in first. And the
total expenditures for Social Serv-
ices are going to run over a
quarter of a million dollars in the
next biennium.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Auburn, Mrs. Lewis.

Mrs. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It is the
mandation part of this bill that
I am onposed to because I signed
the minority report, In Auburn we
have the hot lunch program right
through the ninth grade and it is
very satisfactory and we are hav-
ing it without any mandation at
all. However, our high school is
trying to be more of a campus
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type high school, and this is true
of the high school in Lewiston
too, and they would prefer not to
be forced into this program. If
they had to have it, the first lunch
period would be at ten-thirty, and
that is an awfully early time to
have to start having a hot dinner.

So I would oppose this because
of the mandation. Every one of
us, if we so desire, can see the
officials of our towns and ask them
to put such a program in. And I
would suggest that that would be
the way to do it rather than to
force every community in the
state to have something.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. LaPointe.

Mr, LaPOINTE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: In
order to answer my good friend
from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher, under
Section 11 of the federal law, 75
percent of the costs for the non-
food assistance aspect of this par-
ticular bill are reimbursable. So
in order to answer you, Mr. Kelle-
her, 75 percent of the cost neces-
sary for capital equipment, if you
wish, to get into these food
kitchen programs is reimbursable
under the federal law.

Now a lot of the schools, Mr.
Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of
the House, are not putting these
kitchens in every school. For ex-
ample, the City of Portland is
creating a satellite situation where-
by they have a centrally located
kitchen and they have mobile units
that are going out to the individual
schools. So in essence, what this
does is precludes the necessity of
getting into a kitchen in every
school. I think that Mrs. Griney,
who is the resident expert in na-
tional school lunch programs not
only in the State of Maine, but has
a reputation nationwide, feels that
these sort of approaches can be
utilized here and that this is re-
imbursable through Section 11 of
the national funding mechanism,
so I don’t think that some of the
costs that are being quoted by the
good representative from South
Portland and Chelsea are truly re-
flective of the total picture,

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Livermore Falls, Mr. Lynch.
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Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
We have had this school lunch pro-
gram in the SAD 36 for a number
of years. We have a centralized
kitchen. We transport the meals to
the outlying schools. We have
neighborhood schools in the center
of the town. Some of the youngsters
do go home at noontime. But those
who do not have parents at home
or live a little too far to walk
have available a hot lunch pro-
gram. It is operated at a very
nominal cost. It has been 35 cents.
Those who cannot afford the 35
cents are given a free meal, It
has been operating relatively in-
expensively and I am sure that
many of these communities going
to a centralized kitchen area would
find this thing not only helpful but
not too difficult to carry on.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from. Qakland, Mr. Brawn.

Mr. BRAWN: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
You know, I am very amused
here this morning to see some of
our teachers. A lot of them are
getting this 35-cent meal. They
are earning $6,000 to $12,000 in the
area which I come from. I was
called by some irate mothers.
They told me that the teachers
were going twice through the line
and the children were allowed to
go through once. So I went and I
investigated this and I found this
was true.

We have restaurants near our
school that will serve a good meal
for $1.25 or $1.30. I can see why
the teachers want this, so they
can get by for 35 cents and I have
got to take it out of my tax money.
This is the reason I am against it.

I heard all they could eat at
home was lead base paint yester-
day, but I see this didn’t fill them
up. So I hope today that you go
along with Mr. Auilt.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I favor
this bill a hundred percent but I
don’t like the compulsory bit mak-
ing the towns go into it. But I am
not worried about this going on
the Appropriations Table because
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the money is always available. If
any town wants to enter into it,
they can enter into it. There is no
question, they can go along with
it.

There are some towns that satel-
lite. My district, SAD 42, satellites.
We have had very good success
by satelliting. And I will tell the
gentleman from Oakland, Mr.
Brawn, that no one in our school
goes away hungry because if they
want more rolls they go back and
get them. I am very much in favor
of it.

If T am not correct, well I will
stand corrected. I understand the
Town of Houlton makes them all
eat at the school. No one can go
home for lunch. They may be able
to bring it, I wouldn’t say, but
nobody can leave the school at
lunch. We suggest that in our
schools because if you don’t you
have a very unsatisfactory system
of having stuff left over., But if
every child eats there for that
amount of money or as has been
mentioned, if they don’t have the
money to pay, why they don’t
have to pay. I am in favor of this,
but I am not worried about the
Appropriations Table because if you
lose the money, it will still go on
because it is there for us if we
want to ask for it. Any school can
have it.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Caribou, Mr. Gahagan.

Mr. GAHAGAN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I am not a teacher and I
know Mr. LaPointe is not a teach-
er. The teachers that do get a
school lunch are usually on duty
taking care of the students.

I hope we don’t lose sight of the
fact of what we are talking about.
We are talking about meals for
students, How can you educate a
hungry child? We have many stu-
dents in this state who are not
getting the benefits of the lunch
program.

When you talk about cost bene-
fit analysis, when you talk about
a return on your investment, we
are putting in $75,000 and we are
going to be getting back from the
federal government $1.2 million. I
think it is a good investment.
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I hope you will defeat the pre-
vailing motion,

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Skowhegan, Mr. Dam.

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: My
good friend ‘Mr. Brawn got up and
said he was amused. Well I would
like to tell you people today that
I am amused. I have been amused
several times during this session
by our actions.

Just recently we gave the racing
industry on one bill approximately
$170,000 of state money. On another
bill we spent $50,000 of state money
to help the horse program in the
State of Maine. Well, it just seems
to me that it is the special inter-
ests that get all the funding here
in this session of the legislature,
but when it comes to feeding kids,
we are not concerned and we go
all 'around different ways of say-
ing the towns have the night to do
it 'and these programs are in ex-
istence or the bill will be killed on
the Appropriations Table. Well, I
don’t agree with this. I think to-
day we should defeat the motion
of Mr. Ault and pass this bill and
not accept the ‘“‘ought not to pass”
report but the “ought to pass.”

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

Mr. MURRAY: Mr. Speaker,
Men and Women of the House: I
hope you remember that this bill
did have a good hearing in the
Education Commifttee, which has
already been mentioned today. The
majority of the committee rec-
ognizes the fact that a good num-
ber of children in the state are
receiving this benefit. There were
a number of professionals, parents
and friends of students that testi-
fied at the hearing to the effect
of what a positive benefit it had
on their education, that the kid
who comes back in the afternoon
classes with a full stomach is much
more interested in sitting down
and learning than the one who is
hungry, or the kid who ate his pea-
nut butter sandwich on the way to
school on the bus because he didn’t
have a breakfast and then comes
around lunch time he doesn’t have
anything.
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So I think this is really the issue,
how this affects the students and
the process of their education. I
think we also should remember
that we are talking about minimal
amounts of state money as com-
pared to the amounts of federal
money that we can get through
this program, not just in opera-
tions but in capital construction.
So when you vote, I hope you don’t
think about teachers or think about
mandation, but I hope you think
about the educational benefits to
the students involved.

Thereupon, Mr. Jalbert of Lewis-
ton requested a roll call vote.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from East Millinocket, Mr. Birt.

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: I
think there are some points that
I personally would like to bring
out on this. This program is per-
missive pretty much throughout
the state now, but to mandate this
program — I wonder if we should
look and see just what we are do-
ing. We are saying that we should
effect some programs to reduce
property taxes and then we are
continually passing programs that
are going to increase property
taxes.

Back about six or eight months
ago I talked with a superintendent
in another area of the state quite
some distance from where I live.
We got talking about this program
and he didn’t take any position one
way or another on this as far as
whether it was or was not a good
idea. But he did bring out the pro-
gram that this started with an in-
nocent little $1,500 appropriation
in the area where he was Super-
intendent of Schools. He said the
last appropriation in the budget
wag $18,000 to effect this. This is
an example of how it can grow.
This program is going to require
a great deal of extra cost, it is
running into other areas.

Sure, you have teachers who
have to supervise. These teachers
today are bargaining. When they
get into a negotiation, they are
going to say if we put time in
looking after student lunch pro-
grams, we want overtime. We
want overtime at premium pay.
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You have a good <deal of cost
and equipment. Mention has been
made of a central kitchen. This
is excellent but at the same time,
we have the cost of moving this
food from one area to another.
There are a good many built-in
costs in this program.

1 do not think the idea or the
concept of mandating is right. I
certainly support the motion to
accept the minority ‘ought not
to pass’ report.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Strong, Mr. Dyar.

Mr. DYAR: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Somewhat a few weeks

ago I had the pleasure of being
in Washington and I heard the
Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Butts,
give a presentation. At that time
he explained that his department
had a budget of some $11 billion
a year of which $3 billion went
into school lunch programs and
donated commodity programs.

For the benefit of Mr. Bither, I
would like to retell g short story
that the Secretary told us. He
referred to a king in ancient times
who was having a problem estab-
lishing economic stability within
his kingdom and he called in
three of his wisest men and gave
them the mission to go out into
the country and come back and
report to him what he could do to
solve his problem.

They spent several months in
the field and came back and the
chairman of the committee re-
ported to the king that they had
found a solution to the problem
and it was all written down in
a bhook of 24 chapters. The king
said, T have no time to read a
book of 24 chapters and I demand
that the chairman of this commis-
sion be taken out and executed.

After this had been taken care
of, he sent the other two gentle-
men out in the field to come back
and report on how he could solve
his problem. They were out for
about three months and came back
and said that they had solved
the problem. They got it down in
some three chapters. The king
said, I cannot take the time to
read three chapters. I want the
chairman of the committee taken
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out and executed. This was done.

The remaining member went
back into the field to solve the
problem. He came back in three
days and said, “Your Majesty 1
think I have the solution, in one
sentence, in nine words. There
is no such thing as a free lunch.”

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Old Town, Mr. Binnette.

Mr. BINNETTE: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: My community, like a lot
of others, does have this free
lunch program and I can assure
you that it is costing the city some
money and if this goes through,
mandated as it is, it is going to
cost some of these communities
who do not have the program
some extra money.

I would like to pose a question
to anybody who rcan answer. It
was mentioned here that this will
generate a large sum of money
from the federal government, but
the way they have been cutting
out funds, what are we going to do
if they don’t generate it?

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

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I will be very brief, ladies
and gentlemen. I would like to
cay that I have seen a lot of
these children carrying a lunch
and a paper bag is a little out-
dated, that is not what they use.

I have heard also in this House
many times about protecting the
minority. A lot of these children
do not go to school and they eat
macaroni and chop suey and pea
soup that can be shipped in from
a district. Some of them I know
take matzo balls and some kind
of fish. There are other nationali-
ties that have their own food and
do not want their children eating
this fish and probably this in some
areas is why they don’t join these
school lunches, beczuse their chil-
dren eat different food than they
get at this school and there are
areas that choose to have their
children eat their own food and
they are a minority. But they
chould be entitled to their own
say when it comes to what their
children eat. This is one of the
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things that we have been quite
constantly looking at, the minori-
ties, in the House.

I hope you will remember, just
because maybe you do not have
these people in your area, they
are in others and there are a
great number of people who have
villages of their own and they
don’t want to force their children
to eat — I notice most of these
school lunches serve an awful lot
of chop suey and macaroni and
pea soup and what have you and
an awful lot of children, even
in the area where I come from,
don’t eat this. They have their
own type of food that they have
been raised on and their own re-
ligious beliefs and so forth.

Under this bill, it js mandated.
They must have this. These peo-
ple know what they want, they
know what the want to eat and
they know what they want their
children to eat. I just wanted to
point that out and also it has
been pointed out about peanut
butter sandwiches. These children
that I know, sometimes they take
their matzo balls in a jar. They
are not necessarily in a bag and
it is not necessarily peanut butter
sandwiches. I have said enough
about it.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Eagle Lake, Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I do not know where to
begin but I will try answering some
of the questions this way. In
reference to the remarks of the
gentleman from Enfield, Mr. Dud-
ley, I am not sure I come from
a minority or a majority distriet.
It depends where I am at the
moment. I do know that even
where - at times I am in the
majority in my own area — we
have been known to indulge in
things other than fish even though
we were not supposed tc be allowed
to do so. I suspect that he knows
that since there are many of my
people in Howland.

Secondly, I think, in reference
to the remarks of the gentleman
from Old Town, I was at a con-
ference in Washington not too long
ago and the one area that is not
going to be cut and is not being
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proposed to be cut — as a matter
of fact, more money is being
poured into the school lunch pro-
gram and into the surplus food and
the food stamp program, is being
done by the present administration
because they feel that they have
some reason to believe that this
is the proper approach to take.

I do want to tell you of an inci-
dent that I saw not long ago. This
was in the district represented by
the gentleman from Norway, Mr.
Henley. I saw where food was not
being prepared at one of the
schools. I guess it was an old
school that had to be filled with
kids because there were just too
many kids that came in and they
were bringing the food in from one
of the other schools in the district
and I was amazed to see the food
that those children were eating. It
was a hof lunch, it had been pre-
pared about one hour before. It
was what I considered to be one
of the finer things I had seen. As
far as I am concerned, they are
really doing a great job. I always
thought that hot food had to be
prepared at the same location
where it was served and I found
that was not true.

To the gentleman from Oakland,
Mr. Brawn, in reference to
teachers, since I am one of them
for part of the time, we are not
always sitting there receiving that
33-cent meal because we want to.
The school board and the school
management officials feel that it
is better to have teachers there
with the students. Most teachers
that I know would rather be given
the one hour to go off to either
their own home to get their own
meal than having to stay in the
school. 1 personally feel that it is
good for the teacher to remain
there. It gives the students an
opportunity to see the teacher out-
side of the classroom. In my own
district, if we want to go back
for a second meal, we have got to
pay ancther 33 cents. I am not
sure how it operates in Qakland or
in those areas but I know this is
how it operates in my own.

I do think it is important, though,
that we keep the issue foremost.
We are trying to help students and
we are trying to help some of the
people who need; some help and
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we ought to give it to them. We
ought to vote against the motion
to indefinitely postpone.

The SPEAKER pro tem: A roll
call has 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 those desiring a roll call
vote will vote yes; those opposed
will vote no.

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

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
pending question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Wayne, Mr.
Ault, to accept the Minority ‘‘Ought
not to pass’” Report. All in favor
of that motion will vote yes; those
opposed will vote no.

ROLL CALL

YEA — Ault, Berry, G. W.;
Berry, P. P.; Binnette, Birt,
Brawn, Bunker, Cameron,
Churchill, Cote, Cottrell, Donaghy,
Dudley, Dunn, Dyar, Farnham,
Farrington, Flynn, Garsoe, Hamb-
len, Hoffses, Hunter, Immonen,

Jackson, Kauffman, Kelley, Kel-
ley, R. P.; Lewis, E.; Lewis, J.;
Littlefield, MacLeod, Maddox,
MecCormick, Morin, L.; Palmer,
Pratt, Ricker, Rollins, Shaw, Shute,
Sproul, Theriault, Trask, Trumbull.

NAY —-  Albert, Baker, Berube,
Bither, Boudreau, Brown, Bustin,
Carey, Carter, Chick, Chonko,
Clark, Conley, Connolly, Cooney,
Crommett, Curran, Dam, Davis,
Deshaies, Dow, Drigotas, Dun-
leavy, Emery, D. F.; Evans, Fec-
teau, Ferris, Finemore, Fraser,
Gahagan, Genest, Good, Goodwin,
H.; Goodwin, K.; Hancock, Henley,
Herrick, Hobbins, Huber, Jacques,
Jalbert, Kelleher, Keyte, Kilroy,
Knight, LaCharite, L.aPointe,
Lawry, LeBlane, Lynch, Mahany,

Martin, Maxwell, McHenry,
McKernan, McMahon, McNally,
MeTeague, Merrill, Mills, Morin,

V.; Morton, Mulkern, Murchison,
Murray, Najarian, Norris, O’Brien,

Parks, Perkins, Peterson, Pont-
briand, Ross, Santoro, Sheltra,
Simpson, L. E.; Smith, S.; Soulas,
Stillings, Susi, Talbot, Tanguay,

Tierney, Tyndale, Walker, Webber,
Wheeler, Whitzell, Willard, Wood,
M. E.
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ABSENT — Bragdon, DBriggs,
Carrier, Cressey, Curtis, T. S., Jr.;

Farley, Faucher, Gauthier, Has-
kell, Rolde, Silverman, Strout,
White.

Yes, 44; No, 91; Absent, 14.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Forty-
four having voted in the affirma-
tive and ninety-one having voted
in the negative, with fourteen being
absent, the motion does not pre-
vail.

Mr. LaCharite of Brunswick
moved acceptance of the Majority
“Ought to pass” Report.

Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston
requested a roll call.

The SPEAKER pro tem: A roll
call has 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 those 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 expressed
a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
pending question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Brunswick,
Mr. LaCharite, to accept the
Majority ““Ought to pass’ Report.
All in favor of that motion will
vote yes; those opposed will vote

no.
ROLL CALL

YEAS — 'Albert, Baker, Berube,
Bither, Boudreau, Brown, Bustin,
Carey, Carter, Chick, Chonko,
Clark, Conley, Connolly, Cooney,
Cote, Cottrell, Crommett, Curran,
Dam, Davis, Deshaies, Dow,
Drigotas, Dunleavy, Emerv, D. F.;
Evans, Farley, Farnham, Fecteau,
Ferris, Finemore, Fraser, Gaha-
gan, Genest, Good, Goodwin, H.;
Goodwin, K.; Greenlaw, Hancock,
Herrick, Hobbins, Hoffses, Huber,
Immonen, Jacques, Jalbert, Kelle-

her, Keyte, Kilroy, Knight,
LaCharite, LaPointe, Lawry,
LeBlane, Lynch, Mahany, Martin,
Maxwell, McHenry, McKernan,
McMahon, McNally, McTeague,

Merrill, Mills, Morin, V.; Morton,
Mulkern, Murchison. Murray,
Najarian, Norris, O’Brien, Parks,
Perkins, Peterson, Pontbriand,
Pratt, Ross, Santoro, Sheltra,
Simpson, L. E.; Smith, S.; Soulas,
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Stillings, Susi, Talbot, Tierney,
Tyndale, Walker, Webber, Wheeler,
Whitzell, Willard, Wood, M. E.

NAYS — Ault, Berry, G. W.;
Berry, P. P.; Binnette, Birt, Brag-
don, Brawn, Bunker, Cameron,
Donaghy, Dudley, Dunn, Dyar,
Farrington, Flynn, Garsoe, Ham-
blen, Henley, Hunter, Jackson,
Kauffman, Kelley, Kelley, R. P.;
Lewis, E.; Lewis, J.; Littlefield,
MacLeod, Maddox, McCormick,
Morin, L.; Palmer, Ricker, Rolde,
Rollins, Shaw, Shute, Sproul, Tan-
guay, Theriault, Trask, Trumbull.

ABSENT—Briggs, Carrier, Cres-
sey, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Faucher,
Gauthier, Haskell, Silverman,
Strout, White.

Yes, 96; No, 41; Absent, 12,

The SPEAKER pro tem: Ninety-
six having voted in the affirmative
and forty- one having voted in the
negative, with twelve being absent,
the motion does prevail.

Thereupon, the Bill was read
once. Committee Amendment ‘A’
was read by the Clerk and adopted,
and the Bill assigned for Second
Reading tomorrow.

Consent Calendar
First Day

(S. P. 418) (L. D. 1257) Bill “An
Act to Provide for Notice Upon
Release or Change of Status of a
Patient in a State Mental Institu-
tion” — Committee on Health and
Institutional Ser vic e s reporting
“Ought to pass” as amended by
Committee Amendment ‘A’ (S-97)

(S. P. 535) (L. D, 1688) Bill ““An
Act Reestablishing the Capitol
Planning Commission”” — Commit-
tee on State Government reporting
“Ought to pass”

(S. P. 559) (L. D. 1703) Bill “An
Act Relating to Planning Function
of the Maine Law Enforcement
Planning and Assistance Agency’’
—Committee on State Government
reporting ‘‘Ought to pass’.

(S. P. 566) (L. D. 1705) Bill “An
Act To Effect Economies in Distri-
bution of State Publications”
—Committee on State Government
Reporting ‘“‘Ought to pass’

(H. P. 122) (L. D. 146) Bill “An
Act Relating to Number of Lobster
Traps on Trawls in Saco Bay and
Westerly, Cumberiand County”’
—Committee on Marine Resources
reporting ‘‘Ought to pass” as
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amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A’” (H-302)

(H. P. 375) (L. D. 504) Bill “An
Act to Redefine the Legal Standard
of Time for Hauling of Lobster

raps’’ — Committee on Marine
Resources reporting ‘“Ought to
pass’.

(H. P. 832) (L. D. 1091) Bill “An
Act Relating to the State Police
Retirement System” — Committee
on Veterans and Retirement re-
porting ‘‘Ought to pass”

(H. P. 850) (L. D. 1124) RBill ““An
Act to Authorize the Commissioner
of Sea and Shore Fisheries to
Exercise Additional Authority in
the Management of Alewife
Fisheries, Shad, Smelt and Eels”
— Committee on Marine Resources
reporting “Ought to pass” as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A’ (H-303)

(H. P. 1077) (L. D. 1400) Bill
“An Act Relating to the Erection
of a Sign on Maine Turnpike for
the Evergreen Valley Recreational
Area’ — Committee on Transpor-
tation reporting ‘““Ought to pass as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A” (H-304)

No objection having been noted,
were assigned to the Consent
Calendar’s Second Day list.

Consent Calendar
Second Day

(S. P. 413) (L. D. 1252) Bill “An
Act Amending the Authorization of
Foreign Banks and Trust
Companies to Act as Fiduciaries”

(S. P. 483) (L. D. 1550) Bill “An
Act Relating to the Deletion of an
Exemption under the Unfair Trade
Practices Act”

(S. P. 484) (L. D. 1551) Bill “‘An
Act Relating to Rules and Regula-
tions Promulgated under the
Unfair Trade Pracetices Act.”

(S. P. 485) (L. D. 1552) Bill “An
Act Relating to Waiver by
Consumer under Unfair Trade
Practices Act”’

(S. P. 486) (L. D. 1553) Bill “An
Act Relating To Assurances of
Discontinuance under the Unfair
Trade Practices Act”

(H. P. 870) (L. D, 1158) Bill “An
Act to Revise the Maine Insurance
Code as Related to Separate
Accounts Established by Insurance
Companies’ (C. “A’” H-291)
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(H. P. 1050) (L. D. 1369) Resolve,
Designating Augusta Bridge as
“Father John J. Curran Bridge”
(C. “A” H-292)

No objection having been noted,
were passed to be engrossed and
sent to the Senate.

Passed to Be Engrossed

Bill ‘““An Act to Regulate the
Size of Shot in Shotgun Shells for
Waterfowl Hunting”’ (H. P. 1466)
(L. D. 1891)

Bill “An Act Relating to Credit
Unions” (H. P. 602) (L. D. 793)
(C. “A” H-293)

Bill “An Act Relating to Lead
Poisoning Control” (H. P. 1446)
(L. D. 1866)

Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Second Reading,
read the second time, passed to
be engrossed and sent to the
Senate,

Passed to Be Enacted
Emergency Measure

An Act to Permit Residents of
Adjoining Counties to Serve as
Assistant County Attorney in Ox-
ford County (S. P. 203) (L. D. 548)

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

Mr. Martin of Eagle Lake re-
quested a roll call vote.

The SPEAKER pro tem: A roll
call has been reqguested. For the
Chair to order a roll call, it must
have the expressed desire of one
fifth of the members present and
voting. All those 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.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Henley,

Mr. HENLEY: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I feel that the House is

probably due an explanation of
this bill which was presented by
a gentleman of the other body.
The reason for this bill is that
apparently the new County At-
torney in Oxford County is having
some difficulty finding an As-
sistant County Attorney either to
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his liking and or someone who
would capably serve as Assistant
County Attorney, and being near
the county boundary wanted to
employ someone who at the time
lived over the county line. Because
of the law, we had to ask for a
change in order to employ that
person. So that is all that it does
at this time. The person does not
live that far, but it happens to be
across the county line, and in order
to further the prosecution of crime,
I hope that you will go along with
this emergency measure.

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

Mr, SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker, I
would ask the gentleman from
Norway a dquestion through the
Chair, He has just stated that at
the present time that this has
taken place but nowhere in the
bill doss it say that this is of a
temporary nature but does open
it un to the point that this would
be forever and a day opportunity
where we could bring an assistant
attorney across, and this would
be my only thought or possible
objection to the bill, if we aren’t
opening up Pandora’s Box.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Standish, Mr.
Simpson, poses a question through
the Chair to the gentleman from
Norway who may answer if he
wishes.

The Chair recognizes that gentle-
man from Norway, Mr. Henley.

Mr. HENLEY: I don’t know just
what answer I might have for the
gentleman, Mr. Simpson. I would
presume, in fact I think that this
Assistant County Attorney is go-
ing to move into the county as
soon as he accevts the job. I am
not sure as to that. On the other
hand, I am not sure that I see
any particular danger if the law
was permanent. I feel that in our
present problems in law enforce-
ments and the prosecution of
crime that we should grant every
straw that is going to be of as-
sistance to us, and if it’s going to
help us import assistants from
clear across the state, I would
say let’s do it.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Rumford, Mr. Theriault.
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Mr. THERIAULT: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen: This is not
a matter of whether the present
County Attorney likes somebody
or does not like this, Mr. Henley
said, but it is a matter of not
being able to get anybody. No one
wants to serve. None of the present
residents of Oxford County wants
to serve as Assistant County At-
torney; it is a matter of not being
able to get anybody, that is why
we need to go outside of the
county.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Perkins.

Mr. PERKINS: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: In answer to Representa-

tive Simpson’s question, we did
concern ourselves with the prob-
lem of opening a Pandora’s Box,
so to speak. I checked with the
Bar Association to see if there
was some concern among the
members of the Bar because they
would be primarily concerned, and
they really aren’t.

There is a very serious problem
in Oxford County concerning an
Assistant County Attorney in find-
ing one and there might be in
terms of other counties. However,
I might also point out that we
presently use the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Office for the prosecution of
criminal cases in all of the coun-
ties and these Assistant County
Attorneys or Assistant Attorney
General people certainly don’t
come from the counties in which
they are being used. So it really,
as far as the members of the
Bar are concerned, this solves a
problem that ig apparent in Ox-
ford County, and they are not
really concerned about its effect
on other counties for the future,
and in the future it may be neces-
sary to have some sort of sys-
tem whereby they are employed
by various counties and paid by
other counties.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
and Members of the House: I can
appreciate the gentleman from
Standish, Mr. Simpson’s concern
and hopefully this situation will
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be straightened out at this legis-
lature in so far as the District
Attorneys are concerned. But the
precedent has been broken in an-
other area. The Judges of Pro-
bate go from one county to an-
other now at will and it hasn’t
solved the problem. Oftentimes
the Judge of Probate is away or ill
and has a court and he goes
from one county to another and it
has not posed a problem and it
has been endorsed also by the Bar
Association to my knowledge.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the Gentleman,
from Standish, Mr. Simpson.

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to thank the
people who have answered my
questions. I still intend to vote for
the bill. I did on the very first
time on a simple division. I just
had some questions I would like
to answer.

I would like to ask you to con-
tinue to support the bill. We are in
a position here that I know that we
do have the problems. I can ap-
preciate some of the problems
that might exist too, by so doing,
but I do also believe that it
points out a couple other in-
equities and that could be the pay
we are paying our County Attor-
neys for one thing, Therefore I do
hope you support the bill in its
present form.

The SPEAKER pro tem: This
being an emergency measure, a
two-thirds vote of all the mem-
bers elected to the House is neces-
sary. A roll call has been ordered.
All in favor of this being passed
as an emergency measure will
vote yes; those opposed will vote
no.

ROLL CALL
YEAS — Albert., Ault, Baker,
Berry, G. W., Berry, P. P.;
Berube, Birt, Bither, Boudreau,

Bragdon, Brawn, Brown, Bunker,
Bustin, Cameron, Carey, Carrier,
Carter, Chick, Chonko, Churchill,
Clark, Conley, Cooney, Cotirell,
Curran, Dam, Davis, Deshaies,
Dow, Drigotas, Dunleavy, Dunn,
Dyar, Emery, D, F.; Evans, Far-
ley, Farnham, Farrington, Fine-
more, Flynn, Fraser, Gahagan,
Garsoe, Gauthier, Genest, Good,
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Goodwin, K.; Greenlaw, Hamblen,
Hancock, Henley, Herrick, Hob-
bins, Hoffses, Huber, Hunter, Im-
monen, Jackson, Jacques, Jalbert,
Kauffman, Kelleher, Kelley, Kel-
ley, R. P.; Keyte, Kilroy, Knight,
LaPointe, Lawry, LeBlanc, Lewis,
J.; Littlefield, Lynch, MacLeod,
Maddox, Mahany, Martin, Max-
well, McHenry, McKernan, Mec-
Mahon, McNally, McTeague, Mer-
rill, Mills, Morin, L.; Morin, V.;
Morton, Mulkern, Murchison, Mur-

ray, Najarian, Norris, O’Brien,
Palmer, Parks, Perkins, Peter-
son, Pontbriand, Pratt, Ricker,
Rolde, Rollins, TRoss, Santoro,

Shaw, Sheltra, Shute, Simpson, L.
E.; Smith, S.; Soulas, Stillings,

Susi, Talbot, Tanguay, Theriault,
Tierney, Trask, Trumbull, Tyn-
dale, Walker, Webber, Wheeler,

Whitzell, Willard, Wood, M.E.
NAYS — McCormick, Sproul.
ABSENT — Binnette, Briggs,

Connolly, Cote, Cressey, Crom-

mett, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Donaghy,

Dudley, Faucher, Fecteau, Ferris,

Goodwin, H.; Haskell, LaCharite,

Lewis, E.; Silverman, Smith, D.

M.~ Strout, White.

Yes, 127; No, 2; Absent, 20.

The SPEAKER pro tem: One
hundred twenty-seven having vot-
ed in the affirmative and two in
the negative, with twenty being
absent, the motion doeg prevail.

Signed by the Speaker and sent
to the Senate.

Emergency Measure

An Act Changing Name of Ad-
ministrative Hearing Office to Ad-
ministrative Court (S. P. 217) (L.
L. 633)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a total was taken. 120 voted
in favor of same and one against,
and accordingly the Bill was
passed to be enacted, signed by
the Speaker and sent to the Sen-
ate.

Emergency Measure
An Aect Relating to Conveyance
by Release Deed for the Penob-
scot Tribe of Indians (H, P. 622)
(L. D. 820)
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Was reported by the Commit-
tee on Engrossed Bills as truly
and strictly engrossed. This being
an emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a total was taken. 120 voted
in favor of same and none against,
and accordingly the Bill was
passed to be enacted, signed by
the Speaker and sent to the Sen-
ate.

Emergency Measure

An Act Amending the Maine
Tree Growth Law (H. P. 1073)
(L. D. 1411)

Was reported by the Commit-
tee on Engrossed Bills as truly
and strictly engrossed. This being
an emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a total was taken, 114 voted
in favor of same and none against,
and accordingly the Bill was
passed to be enacted, signed by
the Speaker and sent to the Sen-
ate,

Enactor
Tabled and Assigned

An Act Relating to the Builder’s
and Supplier’s Lien Law (S. P. 94)
(L. D. 240)

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

(On motion of Mr. Shute of
Stockton Springs, tabled pending
passage to be enacted and tomor-
row assigned.)

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act Establishing by Statute
the Division of Eye Care for Ser-
vices to the Blind (S. P. 104) (L.
D. 249)

An Act Providing for Judieial
Review from Decisions of the
Banking Commissioner (S. P. 226)
(L. D. 661)

An Act Relating to Credibility of
Witnesses (H. P. 597) (L. D. 788)

An Act Authorizing Use of the
Name ‘“‘Maine Association for
Children with Learning Disabili-
ties” (S. P. 319) (L. D. 986)

An Act Relating to Vacation Pay
for County Employees (H. P. 890)
(L. D. 1177)

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

An Act Limiting Sunday Harness
Racing (H. P. 900) (L.D. 1183)

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

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Skowhegan, Mr. Dam.

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: Once
again 1 am going to make a very
short pitch in my own behalf here
on this bill. It is not that I ob-
ject so much to the bill, even
though I do object to Sunday har-
ness racing, but I do object to
the title of this bill and the man-
ner in which it was advertised.
Had this bill been advertised ‘‘An
Act to Allow Sunday Harness Rac-
ing,” ‘and had the title on it been
for what the bill was intended, then
I might not feel as strongly as I
do. But the title that we put on
the bill was misleading. It has
misled the people of the State
of Maine, and those who might
have wanted to appear at the
hearing.

Now, when these legislative hear-
ings are advertised in the paper,
they are advertised in some papers
in fairly good print and others
are quite small because I under-
stand this is the way it is set
up. But for the average person
in the State of Maine reading these
hearings, they have no idea some-
times as to the content of the
bill. T am sure in my mind that
had this bill had the right title,
“An Act to Allow Sunday Harness
Racing,” that there would have
been opposition at that hearing.
But when someone does not know
the legislative procedure, reads
the bill in the paper or title of
a bill that says, “An Act Limiting
Sunday Harness Racing,”” then
they would feel that this is just
what this title is.

So in view of that fact and the
fact that the people in the State
of Maine have been misled in
this title, I now move for the
indefinite postponement of this bill
and all its accompanying papers.

Mr. Lawry of Fairfield requested
a roll call vote.
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The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pittsfield, Mr. Susi.

Mr. SUSI: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: The
other day I apologized for the
content of this title. I believe that
it is reprehensible; it came out in
this form. I explained to you the
best I knew the origin of it, and
s0 enough of that I say.

It does allow Sunday harness
racing, the past two years of it
running racing on Sunday. The
question of whether or not there
should be Sunday harness racing
or further expansion of recreational
activities of any sort in the State
of Maine is of religious question
that each of you will settle in
your own minds. And I don’t be-
lieve that it is anything debatable,
and I certainly won’t attempt to
debate it.

It would expand the recreational
opportunity for what has grown
to be several million summer visi-
tors. It does generate about 150
per cent on a normal day or a
weekday, which the state shares
in very heavily. I think you have
all the information available to
you and it is your judgment.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Skowhegan, Mr. Dam.

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: I
am not going to argue the merits
of the bill. I don’t really have any
religious conviction on this bill at
all. And as far as my good friend
from Pittsfield, Mr. Susi, said, he
did apologize to the House last
week for the misleading title of
the bill. But any apology that is
made on the floor of this House
does not reach all the inhabitants
of the State of Maine.

What I am saying today is the
reason for being opposed to this
bill is the fact that it was allowed
to go through the legislative mill
with a misleading title. This is not
doing the people of this state a
service by us when we allow this
to be done.

Now, it is very possible — I am
not saying that it is right, or that
it happened this way — but it is
possible that the reason that it
was not corrected was because
had if it been corrected the bill
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never would have come this far.
But I am sure had this been my
bill, I would have asked that it be
recommitted so that it could come
out with a different title and be
readvertised for a hearing on an-
other date.

I do not favor putting anything
over on the people of this state,
no matter who it is. Now, we may
be next to the All Mighty when it
comes to making the laws, but
that does not give us the right to
put anything over on the people
and this is what we are doing with
this bill, because had it had the
right title, “An Act to Allow Sun-
day Harness Racing,” then people
would have shown up to oppose
that bill. But many people, and
I have talked, I won’t say many,
but I have talked to several, and
when I say several I say about
12, 13 or 14 people in my own area
who would have appeared at this
hearing to oppose this bill had
they known what the title was, but
they did not. Now, this is not the
right way to do business.

I think every one of us here has
a conscience. I would hope we all
had a conscience :and I would hope
that we would all act in the best
interest of the inhabitants of the
State of Maine. Their right is to
know what we are doing and the
only way that they know what we
are doing is when the bills are ad-
vertised with the title, that we
give them some explanation of
what is going on so that they can
call their legislators that repre-
sent them.

For that reason, I would hope
that you would support the motion
to indefinitely postpone this hill.
It could come back to a special
session if it had to, but let it come
back with a title that would in-
form the people of this state what
the bill actually is doing and not
under a misleading guise that this
title has used.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher.

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I am not so much con-
cerned with the title of this bill.
It says, “An Act Limiting Sunday
Harness Racing.” I think if the
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real truth was known, it is prob-
ably an act to limit harness rac-
ing during the week. I argued
against a similar bill pertaining
to the runners four years ago in
this House and with good con-
science I could not sit in my chair
and not say a few words about
this bill.

I said four years ago in this
House that if we allowed Sunday
running horse racing, which was
pertaining to Scarborough Downs,
that they wouldn’t be racing
horses down there seven days a
week, that they wouldn’t be gen-
erating the money that the pro-
ponents of the bill had argued for
years ago. I said that they would
probably black out Tuesdays.
Black out means that they wouldn’t
race Tuesdays. I said, with all
possibility, they would more than
likely black out Mondays. The pro-
ponents of the bill denied my state-
ments. They said they were incor-
rect, that it wouldn’t happen. Well,
let me tell you, it did happen.

I am old fashioned enough just
to think that I can’t go for and
believe in racing on Sunday,
whether it is harness horses which
I am involved with or whether it
is running horses.

I do not believe that the title
Mr. Susi used is misleading. It
was “‘limiting.”” I think there was
a time factor in the bill saying
one-thirty in the afternoon until
six in the evening. This title wasn’t
misleading. I think it was a fair
and appropriate title and I think
Mr. Dam is wrong in this particular
argument.

I do feel that this is not a neces-
sary item, that Maine is a recrea-
tion area and there are other in-
dustries that draw from the people
that come into this state to enjoy
our summer months or fall months,

I ask you support the gentleman
from Skowhegan’s motion, not on
the arguments that this bill or the
title was misleading. I just do not
believe it is necessary. It is not
going to increase the racing days
by any means. It will either main-
tain them at the present level of
six or possibly it would go to five.
I think they would probably stay
at six and blackout what they call
Tuesday because generally that is
the poorest day in the week as far
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as attendance and the pari-mutuel
betting goes.

I ask the House to support Mr.
Dam’s motion.

Mr. Dam of Skowhegan was
granted permission to speak a
third time.

Mr. DAM: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
Very briefly, I would like to thank
my good f{riend, Mr. Xelleher,
from Bangor for his kind remarks
in support of the motion for in-
definite postponement.

However, I do take a little ex-
ception to the remarks that this is
not a misleading title because it
seems strange to me that when
we had a bill just a short time be-
fore to allow the Sunday takeout
of malt liquor and wine, that we
didn’t use this same approach on
that bill and say an act limiting
the Sunday sale of liquor because
that did put a time limit on it, if
I remember somewhat correctly,
from twelve or twelve-thirty at
noon until later in the evening.

It is very true that this bill does
limit harness racing. But it limits
it in time but expands it to allow
it to be done now where it is not
being done. So therefore, to me,
in my own mind and in my own
conscience, I still feel it is a very
misleading title and the people of
the state have been misted.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Eastport, Mr. Mills.

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to have the Clerk read
the Committee Report on this bill.

The committee report was read
by the Clerk.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Fairfield, Mr. Lawry.

Mr. LAWRY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to ask a ques-
tion through the Chair if I might.
I have heard that we allowed Sun-
day racing at Scarborough. How
did it affect its take and how is
the runner situation down there
now since this great boom of Sun-
day racing?

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Fairfield, Mr.
Lawry, poses a dquestion through
the Chair to anyone who may care
to answer if he wishes.
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A roll call has been requested.
For the Chair to order a roll call,
it must have the expressed desire
of one fifth of the members pres-
ent and voting. All those 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 expressed
a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
pending question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Skowhegan,
Mr, Dam, that An Act Limiting
Sunday Harness Racing (H. P.
900) (L. D. 1188) be indefinitely
postponed. All in favor of that
motion will vote yes; those opposed
will vote no.

ROLL CALL
YEA — Baker, G. W.; Berube,
Birt, Bither, Bragdon, Brawn,
Bunker, Bustin, Cameron, Carey,
Chick, Chonko, Clark, Crommett,
Dam, Donaghy, Dudley, Dunn,
Dyar, Emery, D. F.; Farnham,

Finemore, Garsoe, Genest, Good,
Greenlaw, Hamblen, Haskell, Hen-
ley, Herrick, Hoffses, Hunter, Im-
monen, Jackson, Kauffman, Kelle-

her, Kelley, LaCharite, Lawry,
Lewis, E.; Lewis, J; Littlefield,
Lynch, Maddox, MecCormick, Mec-

Henry, McKernan, McMahon, Mec-
Nally, McTeague, Merrill, Morin,
L.; Mulkern, Murchison, Murray,
Norris, Peterson, Pontbriand,
Pratt, Rolde, Rollins, Shaw, Shute,
Soulas, Sproul, Tierney, Trask,
White, Willard, Wood, M. E.

NAY — Albert, Ault, Berry, P.
P.; Binnette, Boudreau, Brown,
Carrier, Carter, Conley, Cooney,
Cote, Cottrell, Cressey, Curran,
Davis, Deshaies, Dow, Drigotas,
Dunleavy, Evans, Farley, Fecteau,
Ferris, Flynn, Fraser, Gahagan,
Gauthier, Goodwin, H.; Goodwin,
K.; Hancock, Hobbins, Huber,
Jacques, Jalbert, Keyte, LaPointe,
LeBlane, MacLeod, Mahany, Mar-
tin, Maxwell, Mills, Morin, V.;
Morton, Najarian, O’Brien, Pal-
mer, Ricker, Ross, Santoro, Simp-
son, L. E.; Smith, S.; Susi, Tal-
bot, Tanguay, Theriault, Trum-
bull, Tyndale, Walker, Webber,
Wheeler, Whitzell.

ABSENT — Briggs, Churchill,
Curtis, T. S. Jr.; Farrington, Fau-
cher, Kelley, R. P.; Kilroy, Knight,
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Parks, Perkins, Sheltra, Silver-
man, Smith, D. M.; Stillings,
Strout.

Yes, 71; No, 62; Absent 16.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Seven-
ty-one having voted in the affirma-
tive and sixty-two having voted
in the mnegative, with sixteen be-
ing absent, the motion does pre-
vail.

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

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, hav-
ing voted on the prevailing side,
I now move that we reconsider
our action and hope you vote
against me.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Brewer, Mr. Nor-
ris, moves that the House recon-
sider its action whereby this Bill
was indefinitely postponed. All
those in favor will say yes; those
opposed will say no.

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

At this point, Speaker Hewes
returned to the rostrum.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
thanks the gentleman and com-
mends him for a fine job.

Thereupon, Mr. Curtis returned

to his seat on the floor and
Speaker Hewes resumed the
Chair.

An Act Relating to Appointment
of Persons to Act as Policemen
on Property of the Vocational-
Technical Iustitutes (H. P. 980) (L.
D. 1294)

An Act Allowing Municipalities
to Insure Against Personal Lia-
bility of Their Officers, Officials
and Employees (H. P. 1069) (L.
D. 139%4)

An Act to Clarify
Home Rule Procedures
491) (L. D. 1556)

An Act Extending the Hours
of the Maine State Library (H.
P. 1216) (L. D. 1571) (C. “A” H-
267)

An Act Relating to Sudden In-
fant Death (8. P. 514) (L. D. 1621)

An Act Relating to Fees of Mu-
nicipal Police Officers or Con-
stables as Witnesses (H. P. 1257)
(L. D. 1632)

An Act Requiring the Ramping
of Curbs at Crosswalks for Physi-

Municipal
(S. P.
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cally Handicapped and Elderly
Persons (S. P. 585) (L. D. 1797)

An Act to Increase the Number
and Terms of Members of the Au-
gusta Parking Distriet (H. P.
1451) (L. D. 1872)

An Act to Require a Stamp to
Fish for Atlantic Salmon (H. P.
1452) (L. D. 1873)

Were reported by the Commit-
tee on Engrossed Bills as truly
and strictly engrossed, passed to
be enacted, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

Enactor
Tabled and Assigned

An Act Relating to Membership
on the Maine School Building Au-
thority (S. P. 593) (L. D. 1874)

On motion of Mr. Birt of East
Millinocket, tabled pending pas-
sage to be enacted and specially
assigned for Thursday, May 3.

An Act Relating to Civil Action
for Alienation of Affections (H.
P. 1455) (L. D. 1876)

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.

Orders of the Day

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

Bill “An Act Relating to Deal-
ers in Used Personal Property’’
(8. P. 578) (L. D. 1769)

Tabled—April 26, by Mr. O’'Brien
of Portland.

Pending—Motion by Mr. Ault of
Wayne to indefinitely postpone
Bill and all accompanying papers.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlemen from Ston-
ington, Mr. Greenlaw.

Mr. GREENLAW: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Last Thursday, Mr. Max-
well of Jay reminded me of a
problem of antique thefts in the
coastal communities. More than
50 percent of the property owners
in the area I represent are sea-
sonal residents and hence are most
susceptible to burglaries during
the winter.

Yesterday morning I consulted
the state police -and reaffirmed in
my mind the scope of the antique
burglaries and that they are be-
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coming a very big problem for
them to deal with. They believe
that a bill of this sort would per-
haps help them to control this
mushrooming problem. Profession-
al thieves are apparently coming
in from out of state and making
contacts with individuals for fin-
gering jobs, particularly in the
coastal areas. Such a law would be
helpful in trying to track down
stolen property in the state and
third, it could be helpful in dealing
with other states that might have
similar laws with whom recipro-
cal agreements could be reached.

I urge you to vote against the
pending motion of indefinite post-
ponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlemen from Gor-
ham, Mr. Hambien.

Mr. HAMBLEN: Mr. Speaker,
I think there is one thing in this
bill that should be changed and
I would like someone to table it
for two days if they would.

On motion of Mr. Jackson of
Yarmouth, tabled pending the mo-
tion to indefinitely postpone and
tomorrow -assigned.

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

Resolution Proposing an Amend-
ment to the Constitution Clarifying
the Status of Bills Presented to
the Governor and Time the Legis-
lature Adjourns (H. P. 1181) (1.
D. 1524)

Tabled — April 27, by Mr. Farn-
ham of Hampden.

Pending — Acceptance of Com-
mittee report ‘“‘Ought to Pass.”

Thereupon, the Report was ac-
cepted, the Resolution read one
and assigned for second reading
tomorrow.

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

Bill “An Act Relating to Bound-
aries of Ocean Park Game and
Bird Sanctuary’” (H. P. 346) (L.
D. 461)

Tabled — April 27, by Mr. Mar-
tin of Fagle Lake.

Pending — Adoption of House
Amendment “A” (H-290).
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Thereupon, Mr. Good of West-
field withdrew House Amendment
t‘A.!!

The same gentleman offered
House Amendment “B”’ and moved
its -adoption.

House Amendment “B’” (H-296)
was read by the Clerk and adopt-
ed.

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

The Chair laid before the House
the fourth item of Unfinished
Business:

Bill “An Aect Relating to Utility
Promotion and Advertising Ex-
penses” (H. P. 1450) (L. D. 1870

Tabled — April 27, by Mr. Smith
of Dover-Foxcroft.

Pending — Motion by Mr. Simp-~
son of Standish to indefinitely
postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Gardi-
ner, Mr. Whitzell,

Mr. WHITZELL: Mr. Chairman,
Speaker, Members of the House:
This is the item we discussed two
weeks ago that has to do with— if
you remember the example I gave
you, what we are attempting to
do with this legislation is put the
expense of advertising into the cor-
rect category .and that is that ev-
ery public utility has two separate
accounts, one which is a legitimate
business expense to the people
who are paying the rates and the
other is the legitimate business ex-
pense to the stockholders. For in-
stance, lobbying would be a stock-
holders’ expense since it benefits
the stockholders’ profit.

Advertising on the basis of build-
ing image will do the same thing.
It will increase the profit for the
stockholders or the owners of the
private utility. Therefore, what this
legislation will do is limit the area
where the expenses will be
charged. We feel that they should
be allowed to advertise but those
expenses which are not necessary
would be charged to the profit-
making stockholders. And that is
what this legislation will do.

I would ask that you would vote
against the indefinite postpone-
ment. It hasn’t been passed in
the other body; pass it in this body
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at once and we would like to send
it out on its way to being law.

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

Mr. KELLEHER;: Mr. Speaker,
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: The very arguments that
the representative from Gardiner
gave you here this morning are
already on the statutes. The Pub-
lic Utility Commission has the
authority now.

Before these companies can sub-
mit what they want to do for ad-
vertising, it has to be approved
by the Public Utilities Commis-
sion. We have three very capable
people. I dislike legislation such
as this that usurps and takes the
powers away of a commission that
was formed in 1913 that does
exactly what Representative Whit-
zell tells you here this morning
he wants to do. They do it now.

Now when it comes to lobbying
in this House or in the other body,
that is paid by the stockholders.
The PUC wouldn’t permit it.

There is no need for this bill and
I hope you support the motion to
indefinitely postpone it.

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

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I was involved in the rate
case of Maine Public Service
Company a short time ago when
they requested a rate. The rate
case basically meant the asking
of the company of a 14 percent
increase in the utility rate to users
of Aroostook County.

I would like, representing my-
self basically, to make some points
which have very little {0 do with
the issue of where they were
getting the power or how much
they were paying for the power
but was more based on how they
were spending some of the money
they had.

First of all, keep this in mind,
that the Public Utilities Commis-
sion does have the power to make
the determination in determining
how much is to be spent for what
level and where it ought to be
spent in terms of advertising cost.
Over the years, the Public Utilities
Commission has not imposed those
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regulations. For example, in
Aroostook County we are lobbied
or I should say we are advertised
on television and we are told how
great the power is and how great
the utility for such items as wash-
ers, dryers, electric hot water
heaters are to people who want to
use electricity, That money for
some time had been coming from
the rates, not from the profit going
to the stockholders, So in one of
the discussions we had when we
were involved in that rate case was
that very one, and was finally
over the Public Utilities Commis-
sions rule that Maine Public
Service would not and should not
and could not use monies from
what they were getting from the
profit of selling electricity to be
used to advertise utilities that had
nothing to do with electricity being
supplied into the homes of the con-
sumers,

The point that 'm making is a
very simple one. In many instances
the Public TUtilities Commission
has not acted. Therefore, the
utilities can use whatever monies
they want to, if the Public Utilities
Commission has not issued a rul-
ing to advertise for whatever they
want to advertise.

Now, I have no objections to
their advertising provided that
when they do advertise, they use
their own money, stockholder’s
money, to advertise. I sort of hate
to pay a little bit more in my
electrical bill to be advertised and
to be told how great my electricity
is when, in fact, I have no choice
as to whether or not I am go-
ing to be using it, unless I simply
turn off the meter and not use it
at all, and that option I made
some time ago when I allowed
electric wires to be installed in my
living quarters, obviously.

So 1 think that I have no ob-
jections to their advertising. I
think that is a proper function
for them to do. But I do think
that when they do, stockholders
ought to pay for it. The Public
Utilities Commission has not al-
ways made that finding and that
is what I think we want to do here
today and I would hope that you
would vote against the motion of
indefinite postponement.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Bath, ‘Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I see no reason to limit
the promotion or advertising of
any corporation being 2 percent
of revenue or even higher. I re-
viewed, over the weekend, the fi-
nancial reports of several large
corporations to find out what per-
centage of their advertising and
promotion to related revenues
were, It was impossible to find
this out from their balance sheets,
because every one of them lumped
together advertising, sales and
certain administrative costs.

In the case of a Public Utility,
as has been stated, the PUC has
certain powers. If the stockholders
or users are dissatisfied, they can
make their wishes Lknown. In
general, any company must pro-
mote and advertise sufficiently if
they wish to be financially suc-
cessful. If you do not advertise,
it is difficult to succeed. It is the
same thing as winking at a girl
in the dark. You know what your

doing, but she doesn’t. 1 agree
with the motion to indefinitely
postpone.

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

Mr. SOULAS: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: As one of the signers of

the majority ‘‘ought to pass’ re-
port, I would like to speak briefly
on the bill.

The hasic concepts underlying
L. D. 1870 are electricity has be-
come a necessity for life in Amer-
ica. Electricity is a nonrenewable
energy resource which we cannot
afford to waste. The production of
electricity has a negative effect
on the environment which must be
kept to an absolute minimum.

Since electricity is a necessity,
let’s speak on this. Because people
need electricity to live, there is
no advertising stimulus required
to convince people to turn on their
lights, stove, refrigerator, etcetera.
In this respect, electricity differs
from gasoline and oil, other critical
energy sources, in that while com-
petition exists between brands of
gasoline and oil, there is only one



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MAY 1, 1973

kind of electricity. Electrical util-
ities are guaranteed a monopoly,
and, therefore, there is little need
for such utilities to advertise.

This new draft of L. D. 1870
doesn’t prohibit advertising. It
limits the amount of money elec-
tric companies will spend. It is
really a very slight imposition to
them but should show up in the
monthly bill to the consumer, who
I feel is the most important part.

I hope you will vote against the
motion to indefinitely postpone,

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

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker,
members of the House: I support
the motion to indefinitely postpone.
The representative from FEagle
Lake, Mr. Martin, I thought made
his point very plain that when it
did come down to deciding the
issue, the Public Utilities Com-
mission did tell them how much
they could use for -advertising.
This is as I understood the gist of
his conversation.

Now, having been in business
for some time, I realize the neces-
sity of advertising. I don’t care
if you are selling my commodity
or whether you are selling elec-
tricity. It so happens in the elec-
trical field, the more you sell the
more electricity, the more kilo-
watt hours you produce, the cheap-
er it can be produced. So when
they go on the air and advertise
you heat your house with elec-
tricity or you buy more electrical
units, what they are saying is
that you are going to buy more
electricity. So if they can promote
the sale of electricity to the extent
where they produce more kilowait
hours, then you are automatically
going to have reduced rates by
virtue that the more they produce
the cheaper they can produce it.

Now, this is ome area where I
think the Public Utilities Commis-~
sion differs in the type of adver-
tising they are doing. When they
lobby the House that comes out of
a different account. But I think it
is very well handled in the Utility
Commission at the present time.
They do have this right now, and
they are doing it. In the case
where there is a problem, get in
touch with them and they will see
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that not too much advertising is
done,

But I suspect that advertising,
as far as utilities are concerned,
there are two aspects to it. You
might say Ilobbying the House
would be one, and advertising to
sell more electricity would be an-
other one, like a horse of a dif-
ferent color. Because they are, in
effect, when they sell electricity,
they are tending to reduce the
rate that you are charged for elec-
tricity.

And in the case of Central Maine
only a few years ago, by virtue
they sold more power, they are on
record here in this area as lower-
ing the power rate. And the reason
they gave is because they sold
more power, they produced more,
had more demand, and by more
demand they were able to reduce
the rate.

So I hope that the motion will
carry to indefinitely postpone. I
think the department is doing an
admirable job.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Stan-
dish, Mr. Simpson.

Mr, SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
In a very unofficial capacity I rise
to support my own motion to in-
definitely postpone.

We have talked about the title
of a bill here a few minutes ago,
let’s look at the title of this one
where it says ‘“An Act Relating to
Utility Promotion and Advertising
Expenses,”’ and we talk about just
electrical companies when we get
into the bill. We are not talking
about water companies; we are
not talking about gas companies,
telephone companies, And if we
are going to talk about public
utilities, let’s get into the whole
field.

Now, I think you have heard
a lot this morning. Mr. Dudley
just did a very fine job of talk-
ing about advertising. Any busi-
ness man that is in business knows
that he has to advertise. And
many of us know that we adver-
tise and really don’t know exactly
what our return on our dollar in-
vestment is because it is not di-
rect, it is indirect. Sometimes
you can measure it, but very,
very seldom c¢an you measure
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the volume of return based on
the dollar spent in advertising.

Now, if we want to talk about
the electrical companies and we
want to talk about their advertis-
ing, we want to talk about rates
and your bill, okay, the bills have
gone up. But I submit to you the
bills have gone up not because
of what they have advertised, they
have gone up because the rate
has gone down and you have used
more volume. The chances are
you have used more volume be-
cause you have got electric ra-
zors, you have got electric frying
pans, you have got electric heat,
you have now got everything to-
tally electric in your house. There-
fore, most of this comes about
because of the advertising the
electrical companies have done.
And the more they advertise their
produet and the services and the
things they can do with electrieity,
the more inclined you and the con-
sumer are to go ahead and get
involved with electrical appliances
and the electrical companies. In
so doing, your rate goes down.

1 do not believe that we should
hamstring them. If we can give
them the opportunity to advertise
the way they want to do it within
the realm of the PUC, then we
should do so. It means a reduction
in your rate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ken-
nebunk, Mr. McMahon.

Mr. McMAHON: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I agree
with the gentlemen from Eagle
Lake, and Gardiner and disagree
with the gentlemen from Enfield
and Standish.

1 wish to make three points
regarding this bill. First, adver-
tising implies competition, com-
peting for a market. We don’t
have competition because we don’t
have a choice. We have a monop-
olistic situation where we have
to buy the product from one com-
pany or one complex of companies
providing the same product.

Second point. Can the electric
company or companies meet the
demand that would be encouraged
by the increased advertising? It
has been brought to my attention
that the bulk of the power pro-
duced by the new power plant
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at Wiscasset is used for non-Maine
needs. This is true. The question
is raised, why do the power com-
panies gadvertise if perhaps they
can not meet the increased needs
that will result from the adver-
tising?

The third point I wish to ad-
dress specifically to what Mr.
Simpson said. I agree with him
in part. This does single out one
utility. I think they should =zll
be regulated at a similar rate.
The consumer should not have to
pay for advertising for a monopoly
to tell them how much they need
that monopoly’s product.

I hope the members of the House
will go along with Mr. Whitzell’s
pill; it is a good consumer bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Farm-
ington, Mr. Morton.

Mr. MORTON: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Well, undoubtedly there

will be many bills before us in
connection with public utilities.
This is perhaps not the most im-
portant one.

However, I think some of the
lessons that have been taught here
on the floor today are important.
There is one lesson in basic eco-
nomics that the gentleman from
Enfield discussed, and that is the
economics of scale. If you were
to have utilities performing at
the very lowest possible level with
minimum supplies being fur-
nished, either electricity, gas, what
have you, your costs would be
at the very top level. By increas-
ing their output they are able to
get the unit cost down.

Now, in response to a couple of
folks who have talked about com-
petition, I submit that it is not
100 percent free from competi-
tion. The electrical companies are
attempting to sell electricity to
heat with for instance, and they
have competition from people who
sell oil, people who sell gas. So
they are not completely free from
competition.

If you stop and think about it
ladies and gentlemen, this econo-
my of scale that I talked about
is basic economic law of supply
and demand being able to furnish
it in tremendous volume to get
low unit cost is pretty well repre-
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sented by the electrical rates you
pay today in comparison to any
other eommodity that you might
decide to purchase compared to
what it was 10, 20 years ago. You
think about it. Your electrical bill
is still very reasonable. And I hope
you will support the motion to
indefinitely postpone.

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

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: The report of the majority
on the committee on Public Utili-
ties redrafted this bill which was
973, and it came out in the new
draft, which is 1870. In the new
draft it says, “In determining the
revenue requirements of any elec-
trical company under section 51,
the commission shall not consider
any sales promotion or sales ad-
vertising expenses which are not
just and reasonable and which are
not beneficial to the customers of
the company as well as to the
company.” They do it now right
in this bill, right here. The PUC
does it now. This bill is not neces-
sary. I think it is just picking at
the Public Utilities Commission.
They do right now what it says in
this bill. It goes on to say, ‘“In no
event in such determination shall
the commission consider an elec-
trical company’s advertising ex-
penses when such expenses exceed
2 percent of gross revenue.” Ban-
gor Hydro last year spent $39,000.
If we put this law on the books,
we are telling them, Mr. Whitzell
is telling them, you can spend up
to $400,000 provided the PUC ac-
cepts what you are spending the
money for,

Listen, the Public Utilities Com-
mission has this authority now.
This is not necessary, it is just
a nit picking item. I hope that you
kill the bill this morning.

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

Mr. MULKERN: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: As a mem-
ber of the majority ‘‘ought to
pass” report on this bill, I am a
little reluctant to get up here and
disagree with such formidable op-
ponents as my friends Mr. Kelle-
her and Mr. Simpson.
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However, in answer to Mr.
Simpson’s remarks that L. D. 1870
addresses itself only to the elec-
tric companies, Mr. Whitzell’s
original bill, L. D. 973, addressed
itself to all public utilities, And
the majority of the committee de-
cided to water this thing down and
eliminate all the utilities except
the electric utilities and I went
along with this arrangement re-
luctantly.

I think also that, T am not so
sure that — I realize I am a fresh-
man member here and I don’t know
a great deal about the operations
of departments. But I am not so
sure I share Mr. Kelleher’'s en-
thusiasm about the Public TUtili-
ties Commission. I believe that we
have to have some more specific
legislation on the books, I think
this 2 percent is a good idea. May-
be it should even be 1 percent. I
think we have to make our regula-
tions more specific. And I agree
with Mr. Soulas, and I would hope
that you people do not go along

with the indefinite postponement
of this bill.

Mr. Kelleher of Bangor was
granted permission to speak a
third time.

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I live at
29 Vine Street in Bangor and be-
lieve me, we do not burn kerosene
there, we burn electricity.

I am not a person who throws
money away, particularly my
money. And if I thought that the
PUC was not doing their job con-
cerning my dollars on sales and
promotion of advertising electri-
city, Mr. Mulkern, I would be
standing right on my feet here this
morning directing my remarks to
them. I am not down here be-
laboring for any of the Public
Utilities Companies. I just think
this is an unnecessary bill. You
saw what the original bill was. It
included the water companies, the
gas companies, and the railroads.

Now if these proponents are so
concerned with the consumers’
dollars, then they should never
have been satisfied for a bill to
come out such as this. If they are
really that concerned, now if they
want to aim themselves at the
utility companies, that is their
privilege. But I suggest that if
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they want to protect everyone, if
they think there are abuses every-
where, this is the way the bill was
drawn up they should have stood
by their convictions.

As far as the committee is con-
cerned, and they are -a very ca-
pable committee, I was never one
that would bargain if I thought I
was right. And I would not accept
anything watered down if it just
meant to pass it out of committee.
I just dislike the approach, the at-
tempt that was being used on the
advertising and the promoting of
electricity, railroads, whatever the
case may be. In theory I agree
with Mr. Whitzell. But I dislike the
approach that was taken.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from China,
Mr. Farrington.

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speak-
er, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I have in the past been
somewhat involved in the tele-
phone Dbusiness, which is gov-
erned by the Public Utilities. I can
assure this House that PUC does
scrutinize advertising. Utility com-
panies are limited. But what I
would hate to see is that there
would be more dividends paid to
stockholders to possibly support
advertising. I am afraid this might
be granted to the utility com-
panies, because certainly adver-
tising is essential, and Mr. Ross
from Bath borrowed my favorite
saying about winking at the girl
in the dark. Certainly, where ser-
vice is coffered there needs to be
advertising with it. T will reite-
rate, as far as stockholders being
responsible for advertising, they
certainly would be asking for more
dividends than utility companies
allow.

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

Mr. MURRAY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would just like to make
one or two comments on the bill.
I signed the majority ‘‘ought to
pass” report and I would like to
point out the reasons why I ac-
cepted a watered down bhill, as my
good friend -and colleague from
Bangor just mentioned. I do not
think that anyone on the commit-
tee compromised their feelings
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toward the issue to any great ex-
tent. I think the reason for just
limiting to the electric companies
is like prices of railroads. The rail-
roads are in direct competition a
number of times with the trucking
industry. A consumer that is go-
ing to buy their services is going
to make a choice between one in-
dustry versus the other. In this
case, I believe your advertising
is legitimate to whatever degree
the truckers want to advertise to
encourage people to buy their
product as opposed to the rail-
roads, or to buy their service.

I think the reason the water
companies were probably left off
is because I don’t think you see
too many image advertising for the
water districts. I don't think you
see too often them coming on tele-
vision and saying what a great
thing they are doing. I think that
is probably the reason the commit-
tee was not too concerned with
water companies. I think the con-
cern came with electrical com-
panies when all the three major
ones in the state have been in for
increases in the very recent past.
I think if anyone would want to
check on page 24 of the Public
Utility Commission’s decision on
the Central Maine Power rate in-
crease, they referred to where an
in depth study on rate structure
and advertising expenses should be
initiated. I haven’t seen any results
of the study and I think that may-
be it is our prerogative to set
down some standards for the com-
mission to follow from here on in.
Because thiz was raised at each
of the rate hearings, the question
of advertising.

Now how much should the pub-
lic be subjected to when a utility
company wants to ge out and im-
prove its image? And since you
don’t have the option of buying
from two or three electric com-
panies like you might have the
option of sending your product by
truck or by rail, I think this was
the reason the committee redraft-
ed the bill and zeroed in on this
one utility.

So I hope that you go along to-
day and enact this piece of legisla-
tion.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lew-
iston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: An inquiry. Utilities have
beea brought in and the railroads
and truckers. Being an officer of
a utility. I would like to have the
Chair rule as to whether or mot
I am in conflict on this measure
and if I am I would like to be
excused from voting,

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
rule that you are not in conflict.
If there is a gquestion from the
House, we will put it to a vote, but
I feel you are not in conflict.

Mr, JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to ask ome
question if I may. What percentage
of advertising does this involve?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, poses
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may answer if he
wishes.

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

Mr, MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and
Liadies and Gentlemen of the
House: From the bill, it would be
limited to 2 percent. At the present
time, there is no limitation at all.
I quite agree with the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher, when
he says that Bangor Hydro does
not exceed that amount of money
but there are other utilities in this
state and that is electrical, that
do. My own, for example, spends
more than some national organ-
izations do in advertising nation-
wide for another product and this
is no way to get at it and this
is an approach which can be tak-
en to help us solve that problem.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Gar-
diner, Mr. Whitzell.

Mr. WHITZELL: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I have before me several
copies of letters that were sent to
me as sponsor of this L. D. The
first letter comes from the Ken-
nebec Vialley Conservation Asso-
ciation. This gentleman says, “I
became aware of your sponsorship
of L.D, 973 through the Tifth
Maine Environmental Congress. 1
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feel that your bill is based on very
sound reasoning and I would be
glad to do anything that I could to
help insure its passage.”” There
are 200 active members in his
club and he tells me that it cov-
ers Somerset, Piscataquis, and
Franklin counties and I did send
them. His name is Mr. Thomas
Gordon, Vice President of the
Kennebec Valley Conservation.

It was a resolve that was passed
at the 5th Environmental Con-
gress and it said that the mem-
bers — in this case — the Natural
Resources Council at a meeting
in the 5th Maine Environmental
Congress support the concept em-
bodied in L, D. 973, which was the
original number, ‘“An Act Relat-
ing to Utility Promotion. It says,
“The creation of an artificial de-
mand for energy and limited re-
sources through promotion and ad-
vertising can be a significant fac-

tor in the overall management
and conservation of these re-
sources.

““With the presentation of legisla-
tion to prohibit public utilities
from using the cost of such pro-
motion and -advertising as part
of the basis of determining user
rates, Representative Norman P.
Whitzell of Gardiner has made a
fundamental contribution to the
body of concepts relating to en-
vironmental legistation in the State
of Maine.”

This wag sent to me by Sandra
Harding of Old Orchard Beach
and that was by the Natural Re-
sources Council. A resolution, the
same resolution, pretty much the
same wording, was sent from the
Maine Audubon Society and an-
other one from the State Biologists
Association and also a letter from
Combat, Sam Barouch, Executive
Director, requesting that in the
last Central Maine Power hear-
ing, on page 24, there was a re-
quest made by Combat to study the
amount of advertising that goes
into rate making, that amount
which would be allowable. And
the Public Utilities Commission
at no time has ever made a rul-
ing as to what is allowable and
what isn’t.

This legislation will give them
language that they can live with,



2162

that advertising which is neces-
sary to doing business — to the
utility doing business. You might
say that there are 18 public util-
ities, electrical public utility com-
panies. Yet out of the 18, only 2
have been offensive in the area
of advertising. I do not think I
have to reiterate what I said last
week that Central Maine Power
Company in 1971 spent an average
of 50 cents a month of each resi-
dential bill on advertising. That
means that any of us in their
sphere would have paid 50 cents
extra a month for the :advertising.
I do not believe that this has
caused me to use power any bet-
ter, since most of the ads were
TV type ads that were aimed at
generating more power to protect
the environment which is -com-
pletely a conflicting statement.

The radio ads said order a new
replacement counter top unit
through your Central Maine deal-
er, yet that advertising came out
of my rate also. Maine Public
Service in Aroostook County —
Maine Public Service spent 62
cents per residential user per
month on advertising expenses. Do
you want to pay 62 cents :a month
to be advertised the need and use
and care of electricity? 1 doubt
that any of us should have to be
educated as to the use. We are
all pretty reasonable people.

This is an excessive expense.
They are private utilities but they
are not doing business in any pri-
vate business way. There is no
competition for their products.
They are guaranteed under state
law that we will not compete with
them in :any way. They have pro-
tected territories. I can tell you
of an instance in Carrabassett Val-
ley where a friend of mine was
going to heat with electricity and
he was going to be covered by
Central Maine. But when he found
out, when they drew the line, he
ended up under the Rangeley Pow-
er Company whose rates are the
highest anywhere in the state.

I am talking about rates so high
that if you run a refrigerator —
and I have a camp in Rangeley
and I run a refrigerator and that
is the only thing plugged in, plus
a wall clock and I receive a bill
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for 36 a month to run those facil-
ities when I am not there for four
whole weeks, now if you think that
is difficult for me as a camp own-
er trying to make sure that the
building doesn’t freeze up during
the winter months which usually
runs around $12 a month to run
the fan on the furnace, so electric
rates — these are not the com-
panies that are abusing the adver-
tising. There are two specific cases
where the advertising expense is
abused. Central Maine spends
about 3 percent of its gross rev-
enue on advertising. It is not neces-
sary.

We are asked and this is reason-
able legislation. We are cutting it
back; we are saying you can't
spend over 2 percent. But in the
language in this bill, we are also
adding, we are giving the Public
Utilities Commission the way in
which to enforce it. Unnecessary
advertising expense shall not bhe
allowed.

Let’s not kid ourselves. What
we are doing, if they are adver-
tising, we ware going to protect
them so that their stockowners ——
the ten largest ones do not even
live in the State of Maine— if
those stockholders are more im-
portant than the rate payers, then
you would want to vote to indefi-
nitely postpone. But if you feel
that as a rate payer that you are
more important than the fellow
who owns the stocks, then you
should vote no to the motion to
indefinitely postpone, enaect this
measure and give us our first
chance at limiting the kind of
money that is spent by public
utilities. It is all your money.
You are making a decision now
that is going to affect you personal-
ly. Every one of us here uses elec-
tricity; there is no other commod-
ity. I ask you to vote mo.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Standish, Mr.
Simpson, to indefinitely postpone
L. D. 1870 and wall accompanying
papers. All in favor of that mo-
tion will vote yes; those opposed
will vote mno.

A vote of the House was taken.

Thereupon, Mr. Martin of Eagle
Lake requested .a roll call vote.
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The SPEAKER: A roll call has
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 those 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 expressed
a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Standish, Mr.
Simpson, that Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Utility Promotion and Ad-
vertising Expenses,”” House Paper
1450, L. D. 1870, and all accom-
panying papers be indefinitely
postponed. All in favor of that mo-
tion will vote yes; those opposed
will vote no.

YEA — Ault, Baker, Berry, G.
W.; Birt, Bither, Brawn, Brown,
Bunker, Cameron, Carey, Carrier,

Chick, Churchill, Conley, Cote,
Cottrell, Cressey, Curran, Dam,
Davis, Donaghy, Dudley, Emery,

D. F.; Evans, Farnham, Farring-
ton, Ferris, Finemore, Flynn, Gar-
soe, Hamblen, Haskell, Henley,
Hoffses, Hunter, Immonen, Jal-
bert, Kauffman, Kelleher, Kelley,
Kelley, R. P. Knight, Lawry,
Lewis, E.; Littlefield, MacLeod,
Maddox, MecCormick, MecNally,
Merrill, Morton, Murchison, Nor-
ris, Palmer, Parks, Pratt, Rollins,
Ross, Shaw, Sheltra, Shute, Simp-
son, L. E.; Sproul, Stillings, Susi,
Trask, Trumbull, Tyndale, Walker,
Wheeler, White, Willard, Wood,
M. E.; The Speaker.

NAY — Albert, Berry, P. P.;
Berube, Binnette, Boudreau, Brag-
don, Briggs. Bustin, Carter, Chon-
ko, Clark, Connolly, Cooney, Crom-
mett, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Deshaies,
Dow, Drigotas, Dunleavy, Dunn,
Farley, Fecteau, Fraser, Gahagan,
Genest, Good, Goodwin, H.; Good-
win, K.; Greenlaw, Hancock, Her-
rick, Hobbins, Huber, Jackson,
Jacques, Keyte, Kilroy, LaCharite,
LaPointe, LeBlanc, Lewis, J.;
Lynch, Mahany, Martin, Maxwell,
McHenry, McKernan, McMahon,
McTeague, Mills, Morin, L.; Mor-
in, V.. Mulkern, Murray, Najar-
ian, (’Brien, Perkins, Peterson,
Pontbriand, Rolde, Santoro,
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Smith, D. M.; Smith, S.; Soulas,
Talbot, Tanguay, Theriault, Tier-
ney, Webber, Whitzell.

ABSENT — Dyar, Faucher,
Gauthier, Ricker, Silverman,
Strout.

Yes, 74; No, 70; Absent, 6.

The SPEAKER: Seventy - four
having voted in the affirmative
and seventy in the negative, with
six being absent, the meotion does
prevail.

Sent wup for concurrence.

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

Resolution, Proposing an Amend-
ment fo the Constitution to Pro-
vide for Indian Representatives
to the Legislature (H. P. 214)
(L. D. 28D

Tabled — April 27, by Mr. Hen-
ley of Norway.

Pending — Acceptance of Com-
mittee report that bill be referred
to Committee on Human Re-
sources.

On motion of Mr. Henley of
Norway, the Bill was substituted
for the Report and recommitted
to the Committee on State Govern-
ment in non-concurrence and sent
up for concurrence.

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

Bill “An Act Providing for Vol-
untary Continuance of Residence
at the Military and Naval Chil-
dren’s Home for Program Comple-
tion Beyond the Age of 18 Years”

(H. P. 347) (L. D. 462) (C. “A”
H-243)
Tabled — April 27, by Mr.

Martin of Eagle Lake.

Pending — Enactment.

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

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: This bill and the follow-
ing bill were two bills that were
tabled on Friday because we didn’t
have 101 members here and that
is the only reason why my name
appears as having tabled them;
and so, Mr. Speaker, I would
now move that this bill be passed
to be enacted.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: 1 wonder
if I could have someone explain
item 2.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, poses
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may care to answer
if he or she wishes.

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

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House: To answer the
question, this bill originally had
several organizations in it but then
they found out that at the chil-
dren’s home, there still are chil-
dren there who need to complete
their education and the bill just
says that they can stay there
until they complete their educa-
tion.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I am not
going to get into the Naval Chil-
dren’s Home in Bath, I mean, I
am still bleeding from the last
time that the Appropriations Com-
mittee voted unanimously to close
it and changed its thinking. Com-
pleting an education now, does
this involve beyond high school
and into college and Masters De-
grees and on and on and on at
about 6,000 bananas a year or
what does it mean?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, poses
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may answer if he or
she wishes.

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

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, Mem-

bers of the House: The bill
originally exempted the Boys’
Training Center, the Stevens

School and the Military and Naval
Children’s Home and it does not
include higher education, it in-
cludes just through high school.

The SPEAKER: This being an
emergency measure, a two-thirds
vote is necessary. All in favor of
this being passed as an emergency
measure will vote yes; those op-
posed will vote no,
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A vote of the House was taken.

126 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 6 having voted in the
negative, the motion did prevail.

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

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

Bill “An Act to Increase the
Authorized Bonding Limit of the
Maine State Housing Authority”

(H. P. 434) (L. D. 1339) (H. “C”
H-236).

Tabled — April 27, by Mr.
Martin of Eagle Lake.

Pending — Enactment.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Hampden, Mr. Farnham.

Mr. FARNHAM: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I am not going to take

very long on this because it has
been well debated over the last
two weeks. The question was
raised as to whether or not these
bonds became a legal obligation
of the state. There was some hem-
ming and hawwing and suggesting
that there could be a moral
obligation to the state on some of
the bonds. If there is a moral
obligation, in my book there is
also a legal obligation.

At the time we are going to pass
this, this country is suffering from
wild inflation. We propose to bor-
row 40 or 50 more million dollars
to feed this inflation. Recent re-
ports on housing starts in the
United States indicate that they
might be down as much as 2 per-
cent over the whole country. We
are also asking or encouraging
people to build at a time when
lumber prices are the highest in
history and you ask why they are
so high. It is because there al-
ready is a building boom and we
don’t need to borrow $40 million
more or $50 million, whatever it
is, to feed this boom.

We also hear that this is neces-
sary to build houses for the poor
but the builders tell us they can-
not build a house wunder $20,000
and I don’t think anyone who is
classed as poor can afford a
$20,000 house. I think we are lead-
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ing ourselves down to the same
mess that the federal government
has gotten into in housing. That
is why they have declared a
moraterium until they can straight-
en the matter out and instead of
having 101 different federal pro-
grams for housing, they may get
down to omne.

I sincerely urge you to vote
against this bill.

The SPEAKER: The
recognizes the gentleman
Exeter, Mr, Smith,

Mr. SMITH: Mr., Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Just a couple of comments
on Representative Farnham'’s
statement. There is definitely a
legal difference hetween a moral
obligation and a legal obligation.
In our law, if there is a moral
obligation, it just means that a
bill will have to be submitted to
this legislature in case there are
defanits and the funds are lack-
ing but it does not mean this
legislature has to place them. The
risks on these bonds lay with the
buyers in New York and the
money people in New York and
that is where we can go to get the
money to huild some of these units.

As far as whether or not this
increase in bonding limitation will
help build low income houses in
Maine. the answer is definitely
yes, it will. Right now there are
pending some $12 million in con-
struction. This is the last of the
federal subsidy programs that
were in the pipeline before the
programs were terminated. Wheth-
er or not these go makes a great
deal of difference in whether or
not we increase this bhonding
authorization.

Let me iust mention, under sec-
tion 23, whieh is the subsidy pro-
gram which provides subsidies so
that the tenant only has to pay
25 percent of his income to his
rent, there are pending in the
State of Maine right now 179 of
these units which creates $3.5
million in construction. They are
located in Biddeford, Lincoln,
Howland, Patten, Fort Kent, Eagle
Lake. Machias, Mechanic Falls
and Saco, Now, some of these have
already gone out for bid. If we
don’t get this increased bonding

Chair
from
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authorization, some of those bids
cannot be met because by getting
the money to the housing author-
ity, we can get it a little cheaper
than through the commercial
markets and commercial markets
don’t have enough money anyway.

Consequently, there is a differ-
ence between as much as $15 or
$20 a month in rent between these
units if they are built with com-
mercial money which may or may
not he available or with Maine
Housing Authority money which
we must increase the authorization
in order for them to get this. Be-
sides the section 23 programs,
there are currently pending also
230 units of 236 projects. These
are rental projects and this is a
construction effort of $4.6 million.
That also devnends upon getting
this bonding increased. Those pro-
jects are in the towns of Hallowell,
Livermore Falls, Farmington and
Pittsfield.

In addition to that right now,
there is also $4 million of con-
struction -available, 200 units for
low income tenants. One of these
is in the City of Auburn, the other
is unassigned and these would be
placed through local housing au-
thorities.

So this money will generate
some housing for low income
people. We need this authorization
and we need it right now. I urge
you to pass this emergency mea-
sure.

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

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I hope everybody in the House is
thoroughly aware of what is in-
volved here. This is emergency
legislation. We must have it passed
if the projects which were just
enumerated by the last speaker
are going to even be built during
this construction season. If it fails
passing as an emergency, obvious-
ly the only thing that can be done
is to take the emergency provision
out of it which will tie this entire
program up for the next construc-
tion season.

The big fears that our friend,
Mr. Farnham, entertains regard-
ing meoral obligation bonds I think
has been thoroughly debated in the
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House and I think that you have
had time to make your own evalua-
tion of this and I do hope sincerely
that you accept this compromise
which has been made to extend
the bonding authority of this agency
to the next biennium. The amount
of funding that has been proposed
is not enough to assure their con-
tinued operation and you will find
in the next session that they will
be back for an additional review
of the authority in the form of a
proposal for an increase in the
bonding authority.

So I do very sincerely urge that
you support this so that this very
worthwhile and very good pro-
gram can continue on schedule,

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

Mr. LeBLANC: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I would like to tell you about a
typical loan processed in my area.
About a year ago the housing au-
thority in our area, acting on the
recommendation of the Citizens Ac-
tions Program, agreed there was a
need for low-rent housing for the
elderly. The town council, of which
I am a member, agreed and veri-
fied the need. And the local hous-
ing, after having been approved by
HUD, put out a bid for 24 units
of privately owned, leased, low
rent housing for the elderly. The
contract was awarded a local con-
tractor based on an amount of
monthly rent, including all utilities.
The builder in question was un-
able to borrow the $300,000 esti-
mated project cost from 3 different
banks. The reasons given were that
20 years was too long a period of
time to loan that amount of money.

The Maine Housing Authority
was contacted and agreed to loan
90 percent of the project cost. A
plan or specification was submitted
to the Maine Housing Authority for
their approval. Satisfied the pro-
jeet was feasible, the Maine Hous-
ing Authority then issued a letter
of intent to the local bank that
made the temporary construction
loan. While in construction, the
Maine Housing Authority made
inspections to make sure specifica-
tions were followed.

The 24 units were completed last
Mareh 15; fully occupied by April
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1. The senior citizen tenants are
very happy with the new apart-
ments. The town has $300,000
more of taxable property. The
state received about $15,000 in
sale, use and income tax. Maine
Housing Authority has a $250,000
tirst mortgage on a $300,000 apart-
ment house, and also a 20-year
lease assigned to them. Thig is
what I call a good and sound in-
vestment.

In going over the list of senior
citizens that rented these apart-
ments, we find that one was in a
nursing home and nine others had
applied to enter nursing homes.
At the rate of $365 per month, to
keep a senior citizen in a nursing
home, the state would save at
least three to five thousand dol-
lars per month, because HUD is
subsidizing the leased housing.

I have also been told by the FHA
people in our area, who were
financing but 1 -3 of low rent
housing, that their loans will be
greatly reduced due to the freeze.

Ladies and gentlemen, Maine
Housing Authority needs this addi-
tional increase so as to Dbetter
serve the people of Maine. I would
urge you to act favorably on this
bill.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I was one
of those who wanted a
compromise. I got interested in the
measure to a point where I con-
tacted in Washington members who
are very knowledgeable in this
field of both political parties. And
I now am convinced that I should
have gone with the full amount.

I certainly hope that we go with
this measure this morning. This
is a very worthy program. I should
have stayed where I was with $100
million, let alone the $60 million
compromise.

The SPEAKER: This being an
emergency measure, a two-thirds
vote is necessary. All in favor of
this being passed as an emergency
measure will vote yes; those
opposed will vote no.

A vote of the House was taken.
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114 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 14 in the negative, the
motion did prevail.

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

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

Bill “An Act Appropriating
Funds to Expand Post-Secondary
Education al Opportunities in
Maine’s Mid-coast, York County
and Lewiston-Auburn Areas’ (S. P.
538) (L. D. 1691)

Tabled — April 30, by Mr.
Tyndale of Kennebunkport.

Pending - Motion by Mr. Jalbert
of Lewiston to indefinitely
postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ken-
nebunkport, Mr. Tyndale.

Mr. TYNDALE: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: This legal document, 1691,
came out of the Education
Committee unanimous ‘‘ought to
pass.” It provides community,
college, and commuter college ser-
vice to a great many communities
in the area of Xennebec County,
Lincoln County, Knox County and
Lewiston and Auburn. It provides
an opportunity for young people
who cannot provide themselves
with an education, to secure the
educational opportunities they need
in order that they may pursue
advanced educational courses.

There is a motion on the floor
for indefinite postponement. I urge
you to vote against this motion that
we may pass this bill on to the
Appropriations Committee for their
consideration, I have a great
admiration for this committee and
their ability to assist the priorities
in education and sincerely hope
that they will also approve this
opportunity.

Educational opportunities in the
way of community colleges and
CED courses and other expanding
opportunities have been moving
like wildfire throughout the nation
and accepted in most states
throughout the union.

I sincerely trust that you will
let this bill get to the Appropriation
Table.

2167

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
York, Mr. Rolde.

Mr. ROLDE: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I would
like to make a further point about
this bill. Of course, this includes
the possibility of a community
college in York County. York
County has a population of over
110,000; it is the third most
populous county in the state. It is
the only one of the six most
populous counties in the state that
does not have a publicly supported
institution of higher education.

York County is also the fastest
growing county in the state. In fact
the growth rate between 1960 and
1970 was 12.2 percent. We feel very
definitely in York County we
should have a publicly supported
institution of higher education in
what is the fastest growing and
one of the most populous counties
in the state. I would appreciate
your support for this measure.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I know
about CED programs. We have

them in my area at home and they
are self-supporting. Again, I am
right back to probably where I was
this meorning. This includes my
area.

The last two lines of this bill:
“These funds would make possible
full-time instructors and student
counsellors and lead to the low-cost
quality education which is so badly
needed.”” Now, we give a blank
check every month to the Univer-
sity of Maine of about $2,400,000
and we are going to give them
more this year. Now, this has got
absolutely no business here before
us.

Mention by the gentleman from
York, Mr. Rolde, about a com-
munity college is not an accurate
statement to make because the
community college for York was
killed last week on the very floor
of this House. The bill to propose
a community college in Lewiston
and Auburn was not proposed be-
cause I have given vent to my
feelings about it to the sponsor of
this measure.
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1 attend and visit the classes at
the University of Maine, the CED
courses at the vocational school in
Auburn very frequently. People
pay for their courses, with the
tuition fees that they have made.

It says here that the creation
of these opportunities would
generate income of almost $300,000
if the measure calls for $97,500
each year.

I, too, have a tremendous
amount of respect for the Commit-
tee on Education. I am personally
friendly with several members of
it. This is an appropriations bill.
This thing should have been in the
Appropriations Act. This is purely
and simply another grant besides
the millions and millions that we
give to the University of Maine
of $200,000. What the House does
is their business; what I do,
naturally, is mine. I am not going
to continuously vote myself for
these money bills into a heavy tax
package at all.

If the Appropriations Committee
— and I am not trying to give
importance to the Appropriations
Committee, of which I happen to
be a member — but if the
Appropriations Committee wants to
give an additional $200,000 to the
University of Maine for programs
like these, it is their business. And
they will be taken up in a proper
course of time and they will be
wrapped up in Part IT and wrapped
up with it will be a tax package
which is as it should.

As far as I am concerned, I see
no need for this bill. This does
not belong here, it never should
have gone to the education depart-
ment in the first place. And this
measure should not pass. It is just
another one of those things that
will go back and forth.

As  the gentleman from
Kennebunkport, Mr. Tyndale, told
me yesterday, “Well, let’'s let it
go to the Appropriations Table.”
The Appropriations Table is over-
loaded as it is. I hope my motion
prevails, it is your wish.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentlewoman from
Lewiston, Mrs. Berube.

Mrs. BERUBE: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: It is not for the sake of
disagreement that I rise again to
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oppose the gentleman from
Lewiston; nor certainly do I
especially relish becoming a

recipient of this famous “It is a
promise” quote. I feel that this
is a very important issue, as
important to those wanting a
liberal arts education as it was
with those who wanted a vocational
education.

Now, we have in my area a very
excellent post-high school voca-
tional schcol; but for those
students who wish to have a liberal
arts education, there is nothing
available in public education unless
they travel great distances daily
to classes or otherwise remain on
campus and for many this latter
possibility is not financially
feasible. Therefore, many people
are denied and, in a sense,
dicenfranchised in acquiring higher
education which could lead them
eventually to a degree or serve
them in a better employment.

From an economic aspect, I
think it is a plus factor for a city
or a state to offer educational and
cultural facilities for prospective
industries are attracted as much
by these facilities as they are by
availability of labor or an
attractive tax base.

Furthermore, the trend in educa-
tion in our country is for establish-
ment of community colleges. I feel
that Maine must keep pace with
the rest of the nation.

The hill states that existing
facilities will be used, therefore,
diminishing the need for construc-
tion of dormitories and other on-
campus facilities. The amount
requested is not so large, $97,000
per year, for the three areas.

We have in this House, many
many times voted thousands upon
thousands of dollars for study pro-
grams and for planning. I think
that certainly we can afford an
investment which will at least show
concrete, tangible results for our
young people and we should ---
indeed I think we have a moral
obligation and a duty to provide
them with the means of acquiring
this college education and I ask
that you support the bill and not
vote for indefinite postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Sanford, Mr. Gauthier.
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Mr. GAUTHIER: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: We have heard two mea-
sures here this morning earlier.
One was the group of young
Indians that have come off
reservations to join us and to be
amongst us and to be future citi-
zens and good citizens. We voted
to give them a chance in order
to pursue that and pursue their
families and have a chance in this
community and in this state.

We have in York County, as Mr.
Rolde has mentioned to you and
Mr. Tyndale, we have one of the
largest counties and Dr. Beedy and
I have worked on this for quite
some time. We have got a lot of
voungsters in our county that can’t
afford the wuniversities or your
state colleges at the present time.
They can’t leave home to go to
school because they have to have
a job and they have to help to
support their families.

This would merely give these
voungsters who cannot afford to
go to University of Maine a
chance to go to some college like
Nasson College. In fact, we were
over here and talked with the
university at Augusta and we were
very much encouraged, went back
home and spoke to the colleges
in our county and we were told
that they would be glad to contract
at minimum charge; that the state
colleges are charging for the
youngsters going into the institu-
tions. These youngsters cannot
afford to leave home to go. They
are at the bottom of the pile, they
have to help their families, to
support their families and they
could go there even in the evenings
and the cost is very minimal.

I feel that, like the Indians we
mentioned this morning and these
youngsters on the food program
which we talked about that we felt
was very muclh needed. There are
a lot of people that are on welfare.
If you want to keep them on for-
ever, just vote against the bill,
voting with Mr. Jalbert. But if you
want to give these youngsters a
chance to go to commuter college
like Nasson, St. Francis in Lewis-
ton, as was mentioned in the Bill,
give them a chance like you are
giving the others, to earn a living
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for themselves and you will save
some money in the long run.
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
South Berwick, Mr. Goodwin.

Mr. GOODWIN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I rise in favor of this bill.
I originally sponsored a bill which
would have set up a community
college in York County. However,
the committee saw fit to leave that
to be withdrawn in favor of this
bill.

I am speaking for this bill first
as a representative of York County
but also as a director of an adult
education program in York County.

1 would like to talk briefly about
the concept of community colleges
but first I would like to read a
quote from a statement of public
policy adopted by the 103rd
Legislature in 1967. This is bill L.D.
1259. “We declare that we can no
longer afford to waste any of our
human resources, that higher
education must be made available
to our youth irrespective of
economic status or geographic loca-
tion, We declare our responsibility
to recognize education as a con-
tinuing need of our people and to
afford widespread opportunity in
adult education; to recognize that
all citizens of Maine shall be con-
sidered eligible for the benefits of
appropriate higher education
whether they are high school grad-
uwates or the equivalent, or those
seeking retraining or training for
new careers; to assign continually
a hish priority in the allocation of
public funds to the development of
services, programs and institutions
designed to provide opportunities
for those who do not now share
equitably in the advantages of
higher education because of limit-
ing economic, social, educational,
cultural factors; to make the most
effective use possible of the finan-
cial resources allocated to public
higher education by maximum em-
phasis on commuter facilities.”

This statement of public policy
by the 103rd Legislature I feel
readily lends itself to this bill. A
community college provides a pro-
gram of higher education that
allows a person to continue one’s
education beyond the secondary
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school level at a reasonable cost
while being able to live at home
and being able to continue viable
employment.

I feeil it is important to point
out that this type of program
envisioned under this bill is not
the typical four-year college
course but is more an offering of
opportunities to a variely of
people on a variety of subjects.
For instance, it would allow many
of the traditional students to be
able to start their college program
while living at home, thereby
saving money, perhaps allowing
them to work and get accustomed
to college courses. Also, it would
help many students who were not
successful in getting accepted to
a traditional four- year college or
university and would allow them
to prove themselves by taking a
year of C.E.D. or community col-
lege courses. I feel very strongly
about this because this is the way
I got started in college, by going
to this particular type of program.

A community college would also
provide the opportunity to many of
the adults in the area for a chance
to avail themselves of a college
program while still working to sup-
port their family and pay taxes.
Cost and transportation factors
make it impossible for a large
number of adults to continue their
educations or make that initial
start toward a college degree. York
County is a perfect example of
this, especially where I am from
in southern York County, where a
person to get a well- rounded col-
lege program would have to travel
to Portland or Gorham which is
an hour or an hour and fifteen
minutes away. They could not do
it if they were holding down an
eight hour a day job.

A community college can also
help people in various professions
to avail themselves of college
courses to help them in their jobs.
As an adult education director, I
am able to offer a few limited
C.E.D. courses: and I have been
able to do this to help a variety
of people in different professions.

I will speak to one because I
am hoping if we can get this bill,
we will be able to develop this
in York County and that is a
criminal justice program. At
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present, I am offering one course
in this for all of the police in our
areas who are trying to improve
their police departments and them-
selves by taking these college
courses. If we can have a com-
munity college program such as
this bill envisions, we could offer
them the full two- year program
in eriminal justice. We cannot do
this through C.E.D. because you
cannot offer the number of courses
needed and the coordination needed
the way we are doing it now. I
can just offer hit-and-miss courses.

Also, 1 would like to speak to
the C.E.D. proposal. Under C.E.D.,
it is true that it does pay the cost.
The tuition does cover the cost.
However, right now, how many
pecple here could afford to go out
and take one and two courses if
you are working and what benefit
you would receive if you had to
pay $80 a course. Right now we
subsidize all the University of
Maine courses like regular four-
year programs at Orono, Farming-
ton or anything to the tune of 40,
50, 60 percent. We are not subsidiz-
ing C.E.D. at all. And T fee! that
it is about time we did to open
up to more housewives, teachers
and people in the community.

I feel that with these community
colleges, that there is no need to
get, bogged down in buildings or
physical plants or anything. There
is plenty of facilities available right
now. I would urge all of you to
vote no on this motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Kennebunkport, Mr. Tyndale.

Mr. TYNDALE: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Just a minor interruption
at this time ladies and gentlemen
of the House. I would like to cor-
rect a couple of statements made
by my good friend Mr. Jalbert
of Lewiston.

There were three bills submitted
on community colleges before the
Education Committee, one which I
sponsored and also one which Mr.
Goodwin of South Berwick spon-
sored. When we sat down in Execu-
tive Session, we felt that the bill,
1691, would give more opportunities
to more people in various other
areas. Thus, our two bills were
put out “leave to withdraw.”
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Another thing, the price tag on
this bill at the present time is
$97,000 for 1973-74 and $97,500 for
1974 and 1975. I couldn’t quite hear
the words of the distinguished
gentleman, I thought he said more
than that.

Another point which I would like
to bring out at this time is that
it is hopeful and it is provided with
information given to us by experts
that this would eventually generate
$300,000 in student fees and will
be a self-supporting program over

the years.
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Biddeford, Mr. Sheltra.

Mr. SHELTRA: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: As chairman of the York

County delegation, this morning I
was able to poll my delegation with
perhaps the exception of one or
two members. Needless to say,
they were highly in favor of this
measure. I think for once the
educational system, the University
of Maine basically, has approached
us with a realistic approach. We
are talking about facilities, existing
facilities being made available to
our students who are available for
these courses and who are avail-
able for a higher education.

In the past I think the University
of Maine has overlooked York
County. They have had a
tremendous expansion program
everywhere but in York County,
and as far as population is
concerned, we are certainly
deserving of this measure.

I hope you will go along with
this measure.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have
served my purpose in having this
measure — making my motion to
indefinitely postpone, because it
has brought out exactly what I
wanted, and that is some debate.

Let me ask the gentleman from
Kennebunkport, Mr. Tyndale, if he
has time tomorrow to read the
“Blanket” carefully. He will see
that 1 have put the price tag
of $200,000 — $97,000 each year
amounts to about $200,000. I am
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sorry that I didn’t make it $97,500
each year, but I am doing it now.
He can so read in the ‘“Blanket.”
I did also say that it would bring
$300,000 in student fees.

As where it concerns the gentle-
man from Berwick and his
continued statements about
community colleges, a community
coilege for York County was de-
feated at the last session and
it was defeated at this session. It
was not passed, it was just ‘“‘ought
not to pass’” — it went under 17-A.
To me, that is long gone. The
explanation at the time aid not say
‘““‘as covered by other legislation.”
It was just either 17-A or ‘“‘ought
not to pass.”

Alsg the gentleman from Ber-
wick mentioned the comment that
very few people could afford them-
selves this opportunity. Well I
might remind him of CED
programs because of the failure
of not being able to do so. I might
remind him that 7,000 people are
now affording themselves in Maine
of CED programs — 7,000 people.

Commenting on a gentle lady
from Lewiston, Mrs. Berube’s
remarks that there is dormitory
space, that there are rooms, this,
that and the other, this program
would not necessarily mean a pro-
gram of having to stay there and
live there. Because let me tell you
something right now, if my figures
on arithmetic are correct, the bill
talks about mid-coast counties. The
gentleman from Kennebunkport,
Mr. Tyndale, threw in Kennebec
County. If you include Lincoln,
Waldo and Knox, Kennebec and
Androscoggin and York, that
amounts to about seven counties.
You have got $97,000 to play with.
Divvy that up, that amounts to
$12,000 per year for each county.
Now I don’t know just what they
are going to do with that, but
somewhere along the line you
would have to borrow wampum.

I have learned my lesson; I with-
draw my motion, Mr. Chairman.

Thereupon, Mr. Jalbert of
Lewiston withdrew his motion to
indefinitely postpone.

Thereupon, the Report was
accepted, the Bill read omce and
assigned for second reading
tomorrow.
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The Chair laid before the House
the fifth tabled and today assigned

matter:

Bill ‘““An Act to Repeal the
Compensation for the State
Running Horse Racing Com-

mission” (H. P. 1464) (L. D. 1889)

Tabled — April 30, by Mr.
Farrington of So. China.

Pending — Passage to be en-
grossed.

Mr. Kelleher of Bangor offered
House Amendment ““A’’ and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “A”
was read by the Clerk.

The SPEAKER: The Chair

(H-301)

recognizes the gentleman from
Eagle Lake, Mr. Martin.
Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, I

would pose a question through the
Chair to the gentleman from
Bangor as to what the purpose of
the amendment is and why he is
introducing it?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Eagle Lake, Mr Martin, poses
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may answer if he
wishes.

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

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: That
is a good question, Mr. Martin.
I suspected that someone was go-
ing to oppose my amendment and
I thought it would be just nice
if T would sit down and wait for
them.

But this is what this amendment
does, ladies and gentlemen. There
was a bill before the State Govern-
ment Committee a few weeks ago
to abolish the Running Horse Rac-
ing Commission and to incorporate
its duties into the Harness Racing
Commission. I couldn’t understand
this, because right now there is
no running horse racing in the
State of Maine, and in the near
future there doesn’t look like there
is going to be any.

The committee signed it to
redraft the bill which you have be-
fore you this morning. It came out
with taking the compensation away
from the commission members. I
agree with them, but I don’t think
they went far enough for the
simple reason this commission is
nonexistent only in name only.
They do have an office and they
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employ one secretary, I believe,
and in the summer months they
have a state steward, which they
don’t need, because they are not
going to have running horse racing
and there is no need to employ
this season. There is no need to
employ anyone in the office.

1 went down to Mr. Slosberg and
I wanted to put an amendment per-
taining to that and we were dis-
cussing it. He said, well, I think
vour intention is — maybe you
should do it this way, and I said,
well, maybe I should do it this
way. Maybe 1 should go a liftle
further and put an amendment to
repeal the whole darn thing. That
is what 1 did. I think it is going
to save the taxpayers some money
because there is no running horse
racing in the State of Maine, there
is no need of a commission and
the committee must have agreed
to that. They don’t even want to
give them any compensation al-
though they are leaving the title
only.

The legislature meets every ses-
sion and if there was any intention
of running horse racing to come
back into the state I am sure at
the special session we could create
this commission overnight. It is not
necessary at all and it certainly
is not necessary to maintain the
office. That is why I did it.

I just think economically it is
a sound reason why I submitted
the amendment and I would hope
that the House would support it if
you want to save some money. It
is not very much money, a few
thousand dollars, but a few
thousand dollars here and a few
thousand dollars there could go
somewhere else. And that is the
only reason why I submitted this
amendment, Mr. Martin,

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

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: The com-
mittee held an extensive hearing
on this bill. All the proponents for
the initial bill, which I would sug-
gest is somewhat better than the
amendment proposed, but the
initial bill is L. D. 922, which essen-
tially repeals the Running Horse
Racing Commission and provides
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that the Harness Racing Com-
mission would administer whatever
laws need to be administered after
the repeal of the Running Horse
Racing commission.

All of the proponents were
people who had a big interest
in harness racing. I certainly don’t
fault them for that, but at least
my suspicions are raised a little
bit as to why one type of racing
organization wanted to wipe off the
books the laws providing for an-
other type.

Now what Mr. Kelleher says is
absolutely right. There is not likely
to be any running horse racing this
yvear. There may not be any in
the future. There may never be
any. However, over the course of
the history of this commission,
which has been in existence some
25 years, the running horse racing
provided to this state more than
$11 million. Last year the sum pro-
vided to the General Fund of the
State of Maine was over $400,000.

There have been some problems
and there are no plans, like Mr.
Kelleher said, to provide any
running horse racing this year. It
was the thought of the committee,
however, the State Government
Committee, that we ought to
leave the machinery on the books
so that if in the future there is
a likelihood that this source of
revenue, perhaps for entertainment
for some people in this state, were
to again receive consideration and
interest, the machinery and the
statute would be on the books fo
provide for that arrangement.
Now, that is one reason.

The second reason is that one
of the jobs of this commission is
to handle semi- judicial matters,
mostly regarding violations of their
own regulations by employees,
jockeys, valets and so forth, who
have worked in the past. And of
course another one of their func-
tions is to reinstate the licenses
of these people.

Now if we don’t have the com-
mission, if we adopt the amend-
ment, there is no machinery left
for reinstating the licenses of
jockeys. Last year, for example,
there were 19 such violations — I
did see here one on the annual
report where a valet was
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suspended and denied the privi-
leges of the grounds pending the
outcome of charges against him
in the Cumberland County court.
He was charged with being in the
presence of marijuana. Now I don’t
know what happened in that case,
but in cases like that and others,
the commission should be able to
function to reinstate the license if
it should be reinstated, because it
may be very important to that
man’s career in another state that
his license was not revoked in
Maine.

I think for all of these reasons,
we should not adopt the amend-
ment. If it is the feeling of this
body that we ought to do away
with the Running Horse Racing
Commission, and you will note
from the bill reported by the com-
mittee that we recommend doing
away with the salaries for the com-
missioners, which amounts to
$1,500 for the chairman and $1,200
for each of the other two members
of the commission. They are not
doing very much work now and
I think the news items indicated
that they are not especially
interested in continuing to collect
salaries of about $100 a month for
very little labor on behalf of the
state. If that is the feeling of the
House, to completely do away with
the commission perhaps for that
reason, then it should be done by
accepting the initial bill, L. D, 922,
which is a better vehicle.

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

Mr. BUSTIN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I rise to support my House
chairman, Representative Curtis,
on this issue. It is true that there
will be no flat racing in the State of
Maine and probably we won’t have
any. But if we repeal the whole
commission, if any party is
interested in coming in, making
applications, or if Scarborough
Downs does change their mind and
wants in the future to make
application for flat racing, then
they would have this commission
to go to.

I think what we have here is an
attempt by the harness racing
people to do what they wanted to
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do with that first bill that
Representative Curtis mentioned,
and that is to make sure that they
take over all the racing in the State
of Maine and that flat racing is
buried for all time. It may be,
and then again it may not be, but
I think we ought to maintain the
commission and give it a chance
if in the future it becomes feasible.

Mr. Speaker, I would move that
this amendment be indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Bustin, moves
the indefinite postponement of
House Amendment ““A’”.

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

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: T would just point out one
argument that Representative Bus-
tin made. This amendment was not
proposed to me by any harness
racing group, I put this in on my
own. I think I am capable enough
to do that. I just think there is
no necessary reason why we should
be maintaining an office or hav-
ing a Running Racing Commi s-
sion where there is no such thing
in operation in this state, and in
the near future it doesn’t look like
there is going to be. But I might
say that there is an instrument
called the State Legislature, and
if it does come to a point where
interested parties are coming
back into the state or even Scar-
borough Downs itself who would
care to reinstitute running horse
racing, that this legislature would
reopen and put back on the books
a Running Horse Commission. I
just think economically my amend-
ment is sound and that is why I
was offering it. There is no malice
toward the running horse people,
it is just not necessary.

Representative Curtis remarked
about the fact about suspensions
and fines happening. This doesn’t
affect the state, it doesn’t affect
the commission if there is no track
for these people to run the horses
on or to operate on. I just couldn’t
understand why the State Govern-
ment Committee didn’t eliminate
the office completely and this not
only eliminates the office, as Mr.
Curtis so stated, it eliminates the
commission.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: You know,
if you don’t succeed you can
always keep trying. But this one
here really mesmerizes me. The
dates for flat racing in Scar-
borough, which is the only track
that we have for flat racing, have
already been given, have been
assigned to them for harness
racing. So on that basis, we are
absolutely and positively not going
to have any running racing at all
this year.

Now I am positive that we are
coming Dback here next year. By
next year the dates will have been
assigned for the following year.

I am amazed that we would
argue about this. We are not going
to have any Running Racing
Commission. Why in heavens name
should we pay three commissioners
or just give them a clean handout.
I never heard of such a thing. For
heaven’s sake, amend the bill and
give me a little of it, T need some.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Millinocket, Mr. Crommett.

Mr. CROMMETT: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: My good friend from
Lewiston, Mr., Jalbert, is shaking
his head. We have agreed not to
pay the commissioners by this bill.
All we were doing is to eliminate
the pay and keep the commission
intact. My good friend from Ban-
gor, Mr. Kelleher, has offered an
amendment to repeal what the
committee has decided to do.

I have great confidence in my
friend from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher.
But when it appeared before the
committee the Harness Horse
Racing Commission made an
agreement saying that they had
agreed tc the Running Horse
Racing Commission, where in fact
the agreement was between the
members: of the Harness Racing
Commission. That is the fact of
the case.

The motion before the House is
the indefinite postponement of
House Amendment “‘A”, and I
would vote for that.

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

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I think all
of the questions raised by the
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Kelle-
her, have heen answered except
for one, and that has to do with
the continuation of the office. We
have given two very good reasons,
I think, for the continuation of the
commission. That is, at some point
in the future, this kind of flat rac-
ing might be able to be returned
to Maine at a substantial income
to the state. And secondly, there
are still judicial functions, semi -
judicial functions which the com-
mission ought to be able to con-
tinue to perform.

The one dquestion regarding the
office should be answered also. It
was the thinking of the committee
that it was not the place of the com-
mittee to decide what the
appropriation should be for that
commission’s activities. I think it
was the unanimous thinking of the
commission that if the office didn’t
need to exist or the functions could
be lumped together with some
other organization, that that could
very easily be done, but that it
would more properly fall in the
realm of the appropriations com-
mittee to cut the appropriations of
the commission. What we have
done is to keep from the statute
the statutory requirement that the
commissioners be paid those
salaries.

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

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to pose a
question to my very good friend
from Orono, Mr. Curtis, and I
would like to have him answer if
he could. Just what is this lady
going to be doing in this office
52 weeks a year if there is a non-
existent commission? Just what
would she be doing, this is what
T would like to know?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher, poses
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may answer if he
wishes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Orono, Mr. Curtis.
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Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I will be
happy to answer. If there is a non-
existent commission, if the com-
mission does not exist, that is if
we accept the amendment on the
floor, of course, there will be no
office, there will be no commission.
If we accept the committee’s
recommendation, what will prob-
ably happen is that the Appropria-
tions Committee in its wisdom will
not appropriate any funds for the
commission or a very small
amount of funds necessary for
only whatever part - time work
would be required to perform, as
I said, those semi- judicial func-
tions. But the machinery, the
statute would remain on the books
so that in the future if someone
is inquiring and wants to reinstate
running horse racing it will not
require an act of the legislature
to do it.

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

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: If I may
pose one more question and I hate
to do this, but I think 1 should.
I want to say something, then I
will ask the question. If there is
no running horse racing in Maine,
then the commission itself doesn’t
function. I know what Mr. Curtis
is trying to lead up to. If there
was running horse racing in Maine
and a person is suspended in New
Hampshire, it is the power and
the position of the commission to
take the person that is suspended
in New Hampshire and allow him
to race in Maine.

But we are not having any run-
ning horse races in Maine. So I
can’t understand what judicial
judgments that the commission has
to pass upon. I wish he would clari-
fy that for me. I just don’t under-
stand what he means by the judi-
cial judgment so they have to
clarify themselves.

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

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: Very
briefly if I may. What I am
concerned about is the jobs of
these poeple who may have been
suspended, perhaps like the gentle-
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man who was facing a pending
charge on being in a place where
marijuana was in possession. Now,
granted we are not concerned
about his continuing to be a valet
here in Maine. But if he goes out-
side the state and tries to get a
job and is faced with the question
of has your license been suspended
in any other state, he is going to
have to answer yes. Especially if
there is no commission in Maine
to say perhaps the marijuana
charges were dropped, he was not
found guilty and his license was
reinstated.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: 1 would
like to ask another question to the
gentleman from Orono, Mr. Curtis.
If there is no racing at all, if there
is no flat racing at all in Maine,
what is the lady going to be doing
in the office on a part-time basis?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert poses
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may answer if he
wishes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Orono, Mr. Curtis.

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I think that is a question
that should more properly be pre-
sented to the Appropriations
Committee when it considers the
request of the commission for any
funds. And the commission may
not come to the Appropriations
Committee for any funds. The only
things that I can think of that a
person might be doing as an
employee would be handling the
inquiries from out of state or in
state about the possibilities of
reinstating this running horse
racing or the semi-judicial func-
tions we have talked about before.

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: The gentle-
man from Orono, Mr. Curtis, has
partially answered my question
insofar as when this comes before
the Appropriations Committee. I
assure you I don’t have to ask
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him what the question will be, what
the answer will be to that one.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the

gentleman from Augusta, Mr.
Bustin, to indefinitely postpone
House Amendment “A”, All in

favor of that motion will vote yes;
those opposed will vote no.

A vote of the House was taken.

37 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 67 having voted in the
negative, the motion did not pre-
vail.

Thereupon, House Amendment
“A’” was adopted.

The Bill was passed to be
engrossed as amended and sent to
the Senate.

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

Bill ““An Act to Provide an Agri-
cultural Education Consultant with-
in the Department of Educational
and Cultural Services” (H. P. 1288)
(L. D. 1673) (C. “A’” H-289)

Tabled - April 30, by Mr. Hunter
of Clinton.

Pending - Motion by Mr. Ferris
of Waterville to indefinitely
postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Freedom, Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentleman of the
House; In looking over this bill I
see that it provides an education
consultant for agriculture in the
Department of Education. Agricul-
ture in the last few years has got
very technical, as you all know,
and is changing from year to year.
To educate the young farmers, we
need somebody to consult them on
the programs that we are going
to teach for agriculture. So I
believe this bill is very necessary
because we do need that
consultant.

Now, some people say, how is
it going to help me, I live in the
city? If you can have farmers that
can produce the products at a
reasonable rate and not have to
charge excessive prices for it,
everybody is going to Dbenefit.
And for what this costs, I would
very much like to have it pass.
So I will ask for a roll call on
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this when it is taken. I am not
going to argue too much on it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Bar
Harbor, Mr. McLeod.

Mr. McLEOD: May 1 pose a
question to some member on the
education committee? I might
direct it to our good friend, Mr.
Bither. He knows what I am up
to probably in posing this question.
I would like to know, will this
gentleman be at the disposal or
use of the 16 counties here in the
state or is this another little pack-
age going up to ‘“The County?”

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Houlton, Mr. Bither.

Mr. BITHER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: That’s a
very very fair question. I am glad
to answer it. This is for a fellow
who is going to be in the Education
Department and he is going to be
available for all 16 counties and
may I say — I got a note from
a gentleman a few moments ago
in this House. I think this is sort
of a dirty trick. I sat up last night
and wrote a speech out on this
and I am going to tear it up
because he asked me to speak very
briefly on this, so in the interest
of time, I am going to tear my
speech up.

I think I have answered the
gentleman from Mt. Desert that
this is for the whole 16 counties
and I think we do need this bill.
Remember, Maine is still a very
highly agricultural state. It is the
biggest industry we have in this
state and I have checked with
many of the high schools not only
in Aroostook County but also in
other parts of the state and I might
say to the gentleman from Mt.
Desert Island, I think he is from
Bar Harbor, that I don’t think we
had in that area anyone from
Aroostook County but we had
plenty of people from all over the
state, proponents to this bill. I
certainly oppose the indefinite
postponement of the motion of Mr.
Ferris and I hope Mr. Ferris
would withdraw his motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair

recognizes the gentleman f{rom
Caribou, Mr. Gahagan,
Mr. GAHAGAN: Mr. Speaker,

Ladies and Gentlemen: I am sure
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the consultant for Agriculture will
be as much a service to the 16
counties as the consultant for
Marine Resources will be.

I would like to make a couple
of other points here. Among other
things, the consultant for agricul-
tural education, as a state advisor
to the Future Farmer’s Associa-
tion, I have received several calls
from agricultural organizations in
Aroostook County and all are very
much in favor of this. This is a
position which is a reinstatement
of a person who was demoted from
the department several years ago
because of a personality conflict.
So this is not the creation of a
new job. This is a reinstatement
of a old one. I hope you will vote
against the prevailing motion.

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

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr, Speaker, I
would like to pose a question to
a person on the Education Commit-
tee. Doesn’t the University of
Maine still have college of agricul-
ture and wouldn’t they have avail-
able at least one person in part
time or spare time who might tell
the high school teachers that they
put out at the University of Maine
what they should have in their
curriculum.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lubec, Mr. Donaghy, poses
anyone who may answer if he
wishes.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ken-
nebunkport, Mr. Tyndale.

Mr. TYNDALE: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I am glad to answer the

question of my good friend Mr.
Donaghy from Lubec. The Univer-
sity of Maine, as you know, is
separate from the Department of
Education. They used to have this
consultant some time ago, but they
got short of money and they had
to let him go. A really do think that
he should be placed back on the
job. He is a great help to our young
farmers of America who are
actually supporting this bill with
all that they can gather together.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Easton, Mr. Mahany.
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Mr. MAHANY: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I am
very interested and concerned with
this bill. T think it’s a good bill.
In Aroostook County we have seen
high schools that have agricultural
programs. Throughout the state we
have 16 high schools with agricul-
tural programs. Now many years
ago it was quite a job to sell the
idea out in the rural areas that
we needed an agricultural pro-
gram. A good many of the older
people thought well, these boys can
learn agriculture here with their
parents and with their neighbors
and so forth. However, by
persevering we established and got
these agricultural programs in the
high schools throughout the state
and they have been proven worth-
while.

I would just like to point one
or two other things. If we don’t
have this position filled it is my
understanding that we will be the
only state in the Union that doesn’t
have this consultant. I would also
like to point out that the boys
that represent the State of Maine
in the New England contest and
in the National Contest have shown
up very favorably. With the ex-
hibition and prizes and honors that
they won nationally and in New
England, I feel certain that you
must agree that this has been a
worthwhile program. But to keep
it efficient and effective, I think
we need this consultant and I hope
that you will not vote to indefinitely
postpone this.

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

Mr. DONAGHY: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: Mr.
Tyndale didn’t seem to make this
quite clear whether we had done
away with the Agricultural College
or whether we had done away with
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the job over in the Department
of Education under Carroll Me-
Gary. I always thought and -am still
of the opinion that we do have an
Agricultural College at the Univer-
sity of Maine and they have an
Extension Service as well as this
and they have a Department of
Education up there. I am sure that
I know as well as Representative
Tyndale that there is a separation
between the University of Maine
and the Department of Education
but it is all paid for by the same
taxpayers.

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

Mr. COTE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: I rise
to say that I support this bill.

Thereupon, Mr. Ferris of Water-
ville withdrew his motion to indefi-
nitely postpone.

The Bill was read the second
time, passed to be engrossed and
sent to the Senate.

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

Bill “An Act Relating to the
Redemption Value of Trading
Stamps” (H. P. 810) (L. D. 1056)
(C. “A” H-213)

Tabled — April 30,
Farrington of So. China.

Pending — Motion by Mr. Martin
of Eagle Lake to reconsider where-
by the House voted to recede and
concur.

On motion of Mr. Martin of
Eagle Lake, retabled pending his
motion to reconsider whereby the
House voted to recede and concur
and tomorrow assigned.

by Mr.

On motion of Mr. Birt of East
Millinocket,

Adjourned until eightthirty to-
morrow morning.



