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HOUSE 

Monday, May 21, 1973 
The House met according to ad

journment and was calied to order 
by the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Douglas 
Morrill of Augusta. 

The members 'stood at attention 
during the playing of the National 
Anthem by the Sedistobrook High 
School hand. 

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

Papers from the Senate 
Reports of Committees 

Ought to Pass with 
Committee Amendment 

Report of the Committee on 
Judiciary on Bill "'An Act Relating 
to state Parole Board Composition 
and Compensation" (S. P. 155) (L. 
D. 389) reporting "Ought to pass" 
as amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (S-136) 

Came from the Senate with the 
Report read and accepted and 
the Bill pa'ssed to be engrossed. 

In the House. the Report was 
read. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Union, Mrs. McCormick. 

Mrs. McCORMICK: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: 'I1his 
bill, if we a'ccept it, does just the 
opposite of what we did here the 
other day in the Hous'e. This is 
the other Parole Board bill that 
I elCplained to you. This leaves the 
Parole Board at the present three 
members and only ups the pay 
to $35 a day. This is not what the 
House accepted the other day. 

I move that we indefinitely post
pone this in non-concurrence. 

Thereupon, the Bill and all ac
companying papers were indefinite
ly postponed. 

Orders Out of Order 
Mrs. Lewis of Auburn presented 

the following 'Order and moved its 
passage: 

'ORDERED, rtlhat Mark Bonney, 
Dougla's Cilley, Claudette Morin 
and Ka,therine Bubier of Turner 
be appointed Honorary Pages for 
today. 

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

Mr. Greenlaw of Stonington pre
sented the following Order and 
moved its passage: 

'0 R D ERE D , that Virginia 
Stearns of Deer Isle, Kev,in Dun
ham of Stoning,ton, Dianne Trundy 
of Stonington and Dianne Bent 
of Brooklyn be appointed Honorary 
Pages for today. 

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

Mr. Brown of Augusta presented 
the following 'Order and moved 
its passa'ge: 

'ORDERED, that Joan Griffin 
and Diane Shostak of Augusta 
be appointed Honorary Pages for 
today. 

'I1he 'Order was received out of 
order by unanimous consent, read 
and passed. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Natural Resources on Bill 
"An Act Pmviding for State Su
perviision of fue Construction and 
Safety of Dams and Reservoirs" 
(,S. P. 205) (L. D. 550) reporting 
"Ought to pass" as amended ,by 
Committee Amendment "A" (S-
137) 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Mrs. CUMMINGS of Penobs'cot 
Mr. MARCOTTE of York 

-of the Senate. 
Messrs. SMITH of Exeter 

R'OLDE of York 
BRIGGS of Caribou 
PALMER of Nobleboro 
PETERS'ON of Windham 

-of the House. 
Minority report of the 'Same Com

mittee on same Bill reporting 
"Ought not to pass" 

Report was 'signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Mr. SHULTEN of Sagadahoc 

-of the Senate. 
Messrs. MacLE'OD of Bar Harbor 

CURRAN of Bangor 
HERRliOK of Harmony 
HUBElli of Fa}mouth 

Mrs. BERUBE of Lewiston 
-of the House. 

Camefmm the Senate with Ma
jority .Report accepted and the Bill 
passed to be engrossed. 

In the House: Repol'ts were read. 
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On motion of Mr. Briggs of Cari
bou, the Majority "Ought to pass" 
Report was accepted in concur
rence and the Bill read once. Com
mittee Amendment "A" (S-137) 
was read by the Clerk and adopted 
in concurrence and the Bill as
signed for second reading tomor
row. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act to Authorize the 

Creation of the Maine Inland Fish
eries and Game Acquisition Fund 
and the Issuance of Not Exceeding 
$2,000,000 for bhe Financing There
of" (H. P. 238) (L. U. 3(2) which 
the House passed to be engrossed 
as amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" m-3(4) on May 14. 

Came from the Senate with the 
Bill passed to be engrossed as 
amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (H-364) and Senate 
Amendment "A" (S-142) in non
concurrence. 

In the House: On motion of Mr. 
Simpson of Standish, the House 
roted to recede and concur. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act Authorizing the 

Commissioner of Agriculture to In
vestigate Certain Farming Pmc
tices" m. P. 1497) (L. U. 1924) 
which the House passed to be en
grossed in New Uraft on May 14. 

Came from the Senate with the 
Minority "Ought not to pas's" Re
port a,ccepted in non-concurrence. 

In the House: On motion of Mr. 
Evans 0.£ Freedom, the House 
voted to insist and ask for a Com
mittee 01£ Conference. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
BiJa "An Act Relating to Tem

porary Restraining Order 'and C'Ost 
'Of Litigation by the Attorney Gen
eral under Unfair Trade Pra,ctices 
Act" m. P. 770) (L. D. 1004) on 
which the House voted to insist 
on its action of May 16 whereby 
the Bill was pass'ed to be en
grossed. 

Came from the Senate with that 
,body voting to' insist 'On Us Iformer 
action whereby the Bill was pas'sed 
to be engrossed as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" (18-125) in 
n'On-concurrence. 

In the House: On motion of Mr. 
Perkins of 'South Portland, the 
Hous,e voted to recede and concur. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act Relating to Hours 

of Work and Minimum Wa'ges for 
Taxicab Drivers" m. P. 1035) (L. 
D. 1356) (C. "A" H-387) which the 
House passed to be eng'rossed on 
May 17. 

Came from the Senwte with the 
Minority "Ought not to plass" Re
port ,accepted in non-concurrence. 

In the House: 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes the gentleman from Au
gusta, Mr. Brown. 

'Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I 
move we recede. 

Mr. Hoobins of Saco requested 
a vote on the motion. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Augusta, Mr. 
Brown, that the House recede. All 
,in favor of that motion will vote 
yes; rt;hos'e opposed will vote no. 

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

tive and 43 having voted ~n the 
neg'ative, the motion did prevail. 
(Later Reconsidered) 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act Providing for a 

state Lottery" (E. P. 1507) (L. D. 
1938) whkh the House 'passed to 
be engrossed in New Draft on 
May 17. 

Came from the Senate with ,the 
Minority "Ought not to pass" re
p'Ort 'a,ccepted in non-concurrence. 

:In the Hous'e: 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes the gentleman from Rock
land, IMr. Emery. 

Mr. EIMERY: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House recede and 
concur. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Rockland, ;Mr. Emery, moves 
that rbhe House recede and concur 
with the 'Senate. 

Mr. Kel1eher of Bangor request
'ed a roll ,call vote. 

The SPElAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the genUeman fl'om Stand
ish, Mr. Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: M['. SpeakJe[' and 
Members of ,the House: I >believe 
that probably somebody would 
100k at this bill and kind .of read 
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it wrong. I behlev'e we have a mis
print. It calls for a state library 
when I think we are talking about 
a state lottery. 

The SlPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Blath, 
Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and 
]\'[,embers of the House: I 'also dis
covered that was state 100000ery 
rather than 3tate library. I looked 
up under the L. D. number. 

I was in favor, although never 
before had I voted for 'a state lot
tery, last week I voted Tor this be
cause I think with ,a change in the 
whole idea that New Hampshire 
has been foUowlng Connecticut 
law, we would have a chance to 
pick up $8 million. 

Now I mentioned last week that 
people are sending down by one 
person many many dollars for lot
tery tickets each Friday night to 
New Hampshire, and I think we 
should have this money rather 
than New Hampshire. We have 
legalized 'all ,sorts of gambling. I 
see nothing morally wrong with 
this, ,and I hope you vote against 
the mot,ion so that we can even
tually move to insist. 

The SPEAKEH: A roll ,call has 
been requested. For the Chair 
to order a roll call, it must have 
the expressed desire of one mIth 
of the members present and vot
ing. All those desiring 'a roll call 
vote will vote yes; those opposed 
will vote 00. 

A vote of the House was taken, 
and more than one fifth of the 
members present having expTessed 
a desire for a I'oH call, ,a roll call 
wa,s ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman fmm Rockland, Mr. 
Emery, that the Hous'e rec'ede and 
concur with the Senate. All in 
favor of that motion will vote yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Baker, Berry, G. W.; 

Birt, Bither, B:l1ag<ion, Brawn, 
Br,iggs, Cameron, Carrier, Ohur
chin, Clark, Curt'is, T. S., Jr.; 
Davis, Donaghy, ,EmeTY, D. F.; 
Farnham, Finemore, Gahagan, 
Good, Hamblen, Ha'skell, Henley, 
Herrick, HoUses, Hunlter, iJ:mmon
en, Jackison, Kelley, Lawry, Mac
Leod, McCormick, Merrill, Morton, 

Palmer, Parks, Pratt, Rollins, 
Shaw, Shute, SHverman, Simpson, 
L. E. ; Sproul, stiHring's, Swsi, 
Trask, Tyndale, Whrite, Wil'lard, 
Wood, M. E.; The Speak!er. 

NAY-Albert, Ault, Benry, P. 
P.; BerUlbe, Boudreau, Brown, 
Bustin, Ca'rey, Ohonko, Conley, 
Cooney, Cote, Oreslsey, Crommett, 
Curran, Deshaies, Dow, Drigotas, 
Dyar, Evans, Farley, Farrington, 
F,aU!cher, Fecteau, Ferris, Fraser, 
Garsoe, Gauthier, Genest, Good
win, H.; Goodwin, K.; Green~aw, 
Hancock, Hobbins, Huber, Jacques, 
Jalbert, Kaufrman, Kel1eher, Kel
ley, R. P.; Keyte, K'ikoy, Knight, 
LaCharite, LeBlanc, Lynch, Ma
hany, Martin, 'Maxwell, McHenry, 
McKernan, McMahon, McTeague, 
MHls, Morin, L.; :Morin, V.; Mul
kiern, Murchison, Murray, Najari
an, O'Brien, Perkins, Peterson, 
Ricker, Rolde, Ros,s, Smd'llh, D. M.; 
Strout, Talbot, Tanguay, Theriault, 
Tierney, Walker, Wheeler, Whit
zell. 

ABSENT - Binnellte, Bunker, 
Carter, Connolly, Cottrell, Dam, 
Dudley, Dunleavy, Dunn, Flynn, 
LalPointe, Lewis, J.; Maddox, Mc
Nally, Pontbriand, Santoro, Shel
tra, Sm1th, S.; Soulas, Trumbull, 
Webber. 

Yes, 52; No, 76; Absent 22. 
The SPEAKER: Fifty-4Jwo having 

voted in 'the affirmative and seven
ty-six in the negative, with twenty
two belngabsenrrt, tlhe m,otion doe's 
not prevail. 

Thereu'Pon, on motion of Mr. 
Ross of Ba'th, the Hous'e voted to 
ill'sis,t and alSk for a Committee of 
Conference. 

Messages and Documents 
The following Communication: 

STATE OF MAINE 
STATE TREIASUBlER 

Augusta 
June 30, 1972 

To the Honorable Senate and 
House of Representatives: 

As required by the Constitution 
of the Sta,te of Maine, I 'hav,e :the 
honor tosubm1t herewith the bien
nial report of the financial transac" 
tions of iI::heTreasury Department 
of the State of Maine for the rtwo 
years ended June 30, 1972. 

Mos,t Respectfully submitted, 
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(Signed) 
NORMAN K. FERGUSON 

Treasurer 'Of Stalte 
The Communicat<10n wals 'read 

'and with a,ccompanyling Report 
ordered pla'ced 'On file. 

Orders 
Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston was 

granted unanimous consent to ad
dress Ithe House. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the Houlsle: I would 
like to addre,s's this honora,ble body 
this morning based on vhe Nader 
Report, which some of us have 
read briefly and others thoroUighly. 
I will restrict mlYrema!I'l~sconcern
ing themselves to the attack that 
has been made by the young man 
in question by the name of Os
borne who ha's been wivhin our 
midst for one year and apparently 
was paid $1,500, which would in
dicate to me that Mr. Nader got 
just exactly what he paM for. 

The attack concerrusl itself with 
the Honorable Justice Donald C. 
Webber, a memher of our Supreme 
Court. I't asks for the resignation 
of Curt Cris Hutchins. It criticizes, 
chides Senator Muskie, Austin Wil
kins, May,nard Marsh, ,and Ronald 
Speers. 

The last gentleman I named. Mr. 
Hutc,hirrs, Senator MUlskie, Austin 
Wilkins, Maynard Marrsh, Ronald 
Speers, and also certa'in1ly, last but 
not least, Dr. Coons of the E. I. C., 
these genNemen can certainly 
speak for themselves. 

It is not the habit of, however, 
members of the Bar to speak for 
thems,elves. I wtll restrict my It'e
marks wherein they ,concern the 
Honorable Donald C. Webber, 
member of the Supreme Court, 
Maine Judicial Court of this state. 

The situation as it d1sf-and it was 
related to me by the Chief Justice, 
by other members of the Bar, and 
I discussed it without telling him 
thalt I wa,s going to speakalboUit 
this with the Honollable Donaild C. 
Webber-it is that he was asked to 
slit in On twoc1a,ses, one ,c'Oncern
ing Frank!lin Oot.lnty, one concern
ling Oxf.ord C'Ounlty. 

As things progressed and the 
case concerned i1Jslelf with an 
oplinion, and it was merely con
cleming itseLf w~th Itemporary in
junction~knowing the kindness IOf 

Justice Webber, I know that he 
speaks ,thealbsolute trwth. 

When the first 'case was 'heard 
in Fra'nklin County, he called in 
the parties involved. Some had 
taken ,tlhe Fift<h Amendment, and 
even the attorney for the plain
tiffs was in la rather uncomifootable 
posWon, a very honorab~e gentle
man who was ['Ormedy part .of this 
body and tihe otlh'er !body. So he 
talked to thes,e people and ex
plained the position that he would 
have to take, and 'it went !from 
there. 

The very next day, in view of 
the posWon he had taken, in his 
complete honesty, Jus,Hee Webber 
dec'ided that he would like to dis
qualifyhimseU from the second 
posttilQn wherein it concerned the 
Oxford CIQunty matter. S'O, he 
called the then Chi,ef Justice, the 
Honorable Robert W>i1liamSIQn, and 
in£ormed him thalt he would like to 
disqualify himself from the lSecond 
position. The 'chief agreed with 
'him, and as a matter of Jia'Ct, 
said. "I will take the Oxford 'case," 
which he did. And the thing never 
actually came to a hea'ring. It 
never went beyond the chambers 
of the court. It was never appeaIed 
to the Supreme Court. 

The young man from the Nader 
gorup, young 'Osborne,and we are 
quite familiar, incidentally, with 
our people in OUr state being criti
cized, because I remember two 
years ago standing on my feet pro
tecting a gentleman from the oth
er body, who is not only, in my 
opinion, a very honorable gentle
man but als'O a very very close 
'personal friend when he wals being 
atta'cked. So, thi,s j;s nothing new 
as far as Nader's R,aiders are con
cerned. If they might take issue 
wi~h me, theI1e m~ght be slOme v'a
lidity to it; but when you take 
issue with such men in the position 
of Justice Webber, in my opinion 
it is another thing. 

These people should realize that 
in our good stalte the court system 
does not enact laws, we enact the 
laws. The court implements the 
laws, that is their duty, and I 
think I know they do a very fine 
job of it. 

I feel very strongly that this is 
an attack, not only on one fine 
gentleman, but is also an attack 
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on the entire 'court system of this 
state, Mr. Speaker and members 
of the House. Justice Donald C. 
Webber is now serving, as of July 
1 of this year, his 25th year on the 
Superior and Supreme Court bench, 
and he has done so in an extremely 
admirable fashion. I can recall on 
several occasions, myself as well 
as others, have gone to him ask
ing his ,advi:ce Wiher,e ~tconC'erns 
positions that the City of Lewiston 
wa,s in in itself. He woui!dglive tJhat 
opinion; then he would state, of 
course, "Now that I have given 
my opinion, I would withdraw my
self" and wouild not di,scuss the 
situa:tion any further. He had such 
high respect, and he has such high 
respect, for the people that the 
parties involved got together after 
hearing his opinion and then the 
situation went no further. 

Not only that, but as a layman, 
the Honorable Donald C. Webber, 
Justice of our Maine Judicial 
Court, has also served as modera
tor for the United Church of Christ, 
which involves 2 million people, 
which is the highest honor in the 
Congregational Church that can 
ever be given a layman in this 
country. 

In a very mild manner, because 
I am speaking of a justice of our 
Supreme Court, I am successfully 
toning my language down, Mr. 
Speaker. If I would meet the young 
man in question, the language 
might be of a different nature. I 
think this is an insult to our Hon
orable Justice Donald C. Webber. 
It is an insult to our court, and I 
think at least - at least, the young 
man in question should have ex
tended the courtesy of calling at 
least once on Justice Webber, 
which he never did before he came 
down with asinine comments such 
as he made about Justice Webber 
and other fine citizens of our state. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
thanks the gentleman and thiinks 
that 'the gentleman speaks for the 
members of the House relative to 
this man who wa,s only here for 
about a year. 

Mr. Bragdon of Perham was 
granted unanimous consent to ad
dress the House. 

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I 
guess perhaJps I felt inclined to 

do this because I wanted to let you 
know that I read ,the same article 
that the gentleman from Lewiston 
refers to. I read it very carefully, 
my heart bled for the poor Can;a.
mans who come down here Monday 
morning with their Cadillacs and 
spend five days in the woods cut
ting pulp for these people that he 
refers to that tread them under 
their heel. I assume that he had 
spent some time in the woods and 
knew what he was talking about. 
As far as I am concerned, they 
take home what I would consider 
pretty good wages, probably $300 
a week for a five-day week. 

I hope they don't read the arti
cle and make up their mind that 
they are completely unhappy with 
the job they are doing. Mter read
ing it, the thing that disturbed me 
more than anything else, I 1Jhink, 
was I wondered what area of our 
economy the honorable gentleman 
representing Ralph Nader would 
a:ttack next. I assume it may be 
the potato processing area, but I 
don't know wihat it mi~ht be, it 
'could be anywhere. 

I somehow am one of those that 
perhaps feel that this type of a 
study does perhaps in some in
stances more harm than good to 
the economy of the state of Maine. 
I know there are those of you whO' 
disagree with me, but r thank 
you for giving me the opportunity 
to say what r thought very briefly 
about the whole study. r take a 
very dim view of things of this 
type. I think if it does continue, it 
will do tremendous harm to all of 
the industries that we have in the 
State of Maine. 

r think if anything, r got a vision 
from the gentleman Mr. o sib orne , 
a vision of the day when the lion 
and the lamb will lie down 1:.0-
gether, whtch r 'blad always a's
sumed r ,perhaps would never live 
to see, but I think maybe r was 
mistaken. He certainly gives us 
a vision of that Promised Land 
when we 'can throwaway our chain 
saws and lie down under the tow
ering pine trees and live on money 
from Heaven. I think maybe I 
may yet survive to see that beau
tiful day. 

Mr. Dyar of Strong was granted 
unanimous consent to address the 
House. 
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Mr. DYAR: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
like to concur with the gentleman 
from Lewiston on his remarks as 
regards to Justice Webber. I do 
think 1t ,should be explained that 
the quesltion be£ore the 'courts in 
Franld1n County which is whether 
Or not pu~ wood! processors 'could 
aI1b1i1:irate. 'I1hds ds a question be
fore the co1l1:lbs. 

I believe you will find the ruling 
that the justice ruled on law here 
in the state. He ruled they could 
not arbitrate on the price of pulp
wood. What he said in interpreting 
the law was that myself and an
other individual could not go to a 
paper company in this state and 
arbitrate for a price contract on 
pulpwood. I could go as an indi
vidual, but I could not go with 
anybody else. This is the law in 
this state. 

There was concern at the time 
that possibly pulpwood was an 
agricultural product, was a fiber
ous product, and could arbitrate. 
This ruling threw that out with 
justification. 

I do feel that the blame should 
be placed on the right people and 
not JusUce Webber. Numerous 
consHtuents that I represent were 
placed under this injunction and 
were censored for trying t,o in
crease the price of pulpwood in 
this state. 

I am quite familiar with the 
workings between the pulp'wood 
producer and the paper companies. 
I think Mr. 'Osborne did have some 
va1id! points in his article. I con
cur with Mr. Bragdon that he 
possibly should have gone into the 
woods and seen the operation. 

I wanted ,tocladfy 1:Jhe point that 
Justice Webber, in my mind, ruled 
correctly. He ruled on the law that 
we have on the books which I 
think is incorrect. 

Mr. Finemore of Brid!gewater 
was granted unanimous consent 
to address the House: 

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Very briefly, I worked 39 
years for the Great Northern 
Paper Company, and I don't think 
they starved us to death. As far 
as the article saydng that there 
was $4,400 which was what the 

Pullipwood workel's made is rio 
dJ1culous, because most of them 
today make more than the people 
who work for the State of Maine. 
Most of them make $10,000, $12,000 
a year. They only work four and 
a half days a week rather than 
five, they only work four days and 
a haH a week. 

As far as arbitration with the 
paper manufacturers today, it is 
just like :potatoes or anything else, 
it is supply and demand. Now, 
right now the supply is light. They 
have raised pulpwood as high as 
five dollars a cord more than it 
was last summer. And as long as 
we have supply and demand 'so 
that the demand is greater than 
the supply, we will have a price 
of pulpwood, regardless of Nader 
or whoever does it. 

Mr. Martin of Eagle Lake was 
granted unanimous consent to 
addres's the House. 

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: A number of people have 
indicated either their pleasure or 
displeasure in part or in total with 
the report that has been written 
with the support of the Ralph 
Nader team. 

I have not had an opportundty 
to read the entire length of it. I 
have it here in my hand. As you 
can teLl, it is a rather long docu
ment. It is called the Paper 
Plantation written by WiIJiam C. 
Osborne. I intend to read it, and 
when I am through, I will be mak
i:ng comments, I am sure, in 
reference to it. 

I do want to respond to a couple 
comments, one in reference to the 
gentleman from Perham, Mr. 
Bragdon. I have yet to see a 
Canad~an bonded [aborercome 
acros'S the bOl'der with a CadilIae. 
Most of them ride around in a 
1945 Ford, and a few of them have 
Chevrolets that they can sport 
al'ound w~th. I can assure the 
gentleman from Bridgewater that 
they are not making any $10,000. 

I have had some exper~ence in 
the business, not very long. I last
ed one summer. That was the end 
of me. I decided to go into colIege 
instead, ,becaU!se I decided that 
was ,the easier way of malcing my 
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life, and I think that an awful I,ot 
,of pe,ople in Ar,oOst,oDk C,ounty have 
done the same. 

BasicaLly, y,oU will find them, 
either in Brist,ol, CDnnecticut, ,or 
New Britain, Dr in Hlarifurd. Take 
y,our pick, they are in ,one of th,ose 
c,ommunities. I do think, though, 
that y,oU have t,o be very carefu~ 
about h,oW you res'pond t,o this 
document. I am sure that when we 
get through analyzing ,it, we are 
going t,o agree with parts of it and 
weare g,oing t,o disagree with parts 
,of it. But I think in the final 
analysis, the purblic wiH be better 
served, because there will be a 
debate ,of whether ,or nDt some
thing ,ought t,o be dQne ,or n,ot done. 
If ~t d,oes n,othing else than bring 
people into thinking ab,out what is 
g,oing ,on int,o correcting the err,ors 
that exist, if they do exist, and 
perhaps indicating that they have 
g,one tO,o far in certain areas, then 
that will be s,omething that we can 
do and we ,ought t,o d,o. 

I suspect that it is going t,o take 
SDme time bef,ore all ,of us read 
this document, and I suspelC't that 
when we are through we may have 
some ideas ,of ,our QiWn. I would 
h,ope that we g<ive SDme thought 
t,o reading this thing in its entirety. 

Mrs. White of Guilf,ord present
ed the f,ollowing J ,oint Order and 
m,oved its pas1sage: 

WHEREAS, David H. stevens, 
C,ommissi,oner ,of the Maine De
partment ,of TransP,orta'ti,on, is one 
,of the 10 leading men ,of the nation 
in the field of pu(blic w,orks; and 

WHEREAS, he will !be so h,on
,ored nati,onally the week of May 
20th f,or his work which "reflects 
the highest standards ,of pro
fessi,onalconduct;" and 

WHERE'AS, the r,oads and 
bridges spanning ,our State stand 
in s~lent tribute t,o thecharacter
istic cDurage and industri,ous de
terminati,on of their attentive 
guardian si.nce 1954; and 

WHEREAS, tlhe st'ate is jus
tifiably proud of this man land ibis 
many W,orthy ac,complishments 
which are indelibJy marked in ,over 
30 years of distinguished service 
in its behalf; now, theref,ore, be 
it 

ORDERED, the Senate c,on
curring, that We, the 'Members of 

the One Hundred and Sixth Legis
lature ,of the state of Ma,ine, now 
assembled, vause f,or a moment 
in ,our deliberations t,o c,ong,ra,tuJate 
David H. Stevens ,on this national 
h,onDr and acclaim and express ,our 
gratitude f,or his excellent service 
given S,o gener,ously t,o his State 
f,or more than thirty yeal'ls; and 
be it further 

ORDERED, that our presiding 
,officers shall cause a copy ,of this 
Order t,o be appropriately present
ed t,o Commis's,i()lIler Stevens on 
our behalf in fuR h,on,or ,of the ,oC
casi,on. m. P. 1519) 

The Order was read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes the gentiwoman fr,om Guil
ford, Ml's. White. 

Mrs. WHITE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members ,of the House: lit is my 
pleasure this mDrning to present 
this ,order. Dave Stevens wa's bO!l'l1 
and brought up in Guilford, which 
is my t,own, and I have knDwn him 
fDr many years. 

Besides being a greatadminis~ 
tratDr, I can say tD YDU from per
sonal experience that healsD was a 
very good dancer. I also would like 
t,o say to you that the chairman of 
the Transportation Commdcttee from 
the other body has helped prepare 
this ,order and joins in presenting 
it. 

Thereupon, the Joint Order re" 
ceived pass'age and was sent up for 
concurrence. 

On m'Otion of Mrs. McCormick ,of 
Union, it was 

ORDERED, tha,t Robert Sou~as 
of Bangor be excus,ed for the week 
of May 21st fDr a rDutinecheckup 
at DeaCDness Hospital in Boston. 

House Reports of Committees 
Ought Not to Pass 

Mrs. Wheeler from the Commit
tee 'On Judiciary ()IIl Bill "An Act 
Relating to Cel'tain Agreements in 
CDnstruction Oontracts" (H. P. 92) 
(L. D. 113) reporting "Ought not tD 
pass" 

Mr. Henley from same Commilt
tee reporting same on Bill "An Act 
Limiting Prejudgment Attachments 
and Prejudgment Trustee PrDcess" 
m. P. 232) (L. D. 312) 

Mr. Perkins from same Commit
tee reporting same on Bill "An Act 
Clarifying the Laws Relating to 
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Corporations Without C' a pit a I 
Stock" (H. P. 394) (L. D. 523) 

Mr. Gauthier from 's,ame Commit
tee reporting same on Resolve Au
thorizing Walter G. Thorstad and 
Richard J. Thorstad to Bring Civi'l 
Action Against the State of Maine 
(H. P. 553) (L. D. 766) 

Mr. Farnham from the Com
mittee' on State Government report
ing same on Bill "An Act to Re
organize the Maine Land Use Reg
ulaltiJOn Commission under the De
partment of Environmental Protec
tion" (H. P. 1105) (L. D. 1441) 

Mr. Dunleavy from the Commit
tee on Judiciary reporting slame on 
Bill •• An Aet to Improve the Ef£ilci
ency and Fairness of the Loclal Wel
fare System" (H. P. 477) (L. D. 
624) 

Mr. Gauthier from same Com
mittee repOl1ting same on Bill "An 
Act to Improve the Pauper Relief 
System" m. P. 982) (L. D. 1296) 

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

Leave to Withdraw 
Mr. Greenlaw from the Commit

tee on Marine Re'sources on BID 
"An Act to Allow for Escapement 
of Sublegal Lobsters from Lobster 
Traps" m. P. 998) (L. D. 1317) re
porting Leave to Withdraw. 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reporting same on Bill "An 
Act to Prohibit Lobster Fishing 
after 4 p.m." (H. P. 1110) (L. D. 
1446) 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Tabled and Assigned 
Mr. Dam from the Committee on 

County Government reporting s'ame 
on Bill "An Act Relating to Fees 
and Traveling Expens'es for State 
Humane Agents" (H. P. 129) (L. 
D. 153) 

Report was read. 
(On motion of Mr. Simpson of 

Standish, tabled pending accept
ance of the Committee Report and 
tomorrow assigned.) 

Ought to Pass in New Draft 
New Draft Printed 

Mrs. Wheeler from the Commit
tee on Ju<liciJary on Bill "An Act to 
Insure that CiJtizensalre Granted 
Due Process of Daw by Gove:rnr
mental Agencies" (H. P. 360) (L. 

D. 475) reporling "Ought to pass" 
in New Dra,£t (H. P. 1518) (L. D. 
1947), under s,ame title. 

Report was read and' accepted, 
the New Draft read once and as
signed for Isecond reading tomolr
row. 

Divided Report 
\Majority Report 'Of the Commit

tee on Marine Resources on Bill 
"An Act Relating to Research De
velopment and Cul>tivlation of Ma
rine Species" (H. P. 856) (L. D. 
1134) reporting "Ought to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. HUBER of Knox 

DANTON of York 
RICHARDSON 

of Cumberland 
-of the Senate. 

Messrs. BROWN of Augusta 
BUNKER of Gouldsboro 
LEWIS of Bristol 
SHUTE 

of stockton Springs 
GREENLAW 

of Stonington 
WEBBER of BeHast 
LaCHAHITE: of Brunswick 
MULKERN of Portland 

Mrs. KNIGHT of Scarborough 
-of the House. 

Minority Report 'Of the 'same 
Committee on same Bill report
ing "Ought not to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing member: 
Mr. DAVIS of Addison 

-of the House. 
Reports were read. 
On motion of Mr. Martin of 

Eagle Lake, the Majority "Ought 
to pass" Report was accepted, the 
Bill read once and assigned for 
second reading tomorrow. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commilt

tee on Judiciary on Bill "An Ad 
to Prohibit Discrimination in Sus
pending Motor Vehicle Operator's 
Ucenses" (H. P. 1222) (L. D. 
1592) reporting. "Ought not to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. TANOUS of Penobscot 

g,PEIERS of Kennebec 
BRENNAN of Cumberland 

-of the Senate. 
Mrs. WHITE of Guilford 

BAKER of Orrington 
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WHEELER of Portland 
KILROY of Portland 

Mes1srs. PERKINS 
of South Portland 

CARRIER of Westbrook 
GAUTHIE:R of Sanford 
HENLEY of Norway 
McKERNAN of Bangor 

-of the House. 
Minority Report of the same 

Committee on same Bill reporting 
"Ought to pass' 

Report was signed by the follow
ing member: 
Mr. DUNLEAVY 

of Presque Isle 
-of the House. 

Reports were read. 
On motion of Mrs. Baker of 

Orrington, the Majority "Ought 
not to pass" Report was ac'cepted 
and sent up for 'concurrence. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Legal Affairs on Bill "An 
Act to Amend the Snowmobile 
Laws" (H. P. 787) (L. D. 1039) re
porting "Ought to pass" as 
amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (H-410) 

Report was signed by the fonow
ing members: 
Messrs. JOLY 'Of Kennebec 

ALDRICH of Oxford 
ROBERTS of York 

-of the Senate. 
Messrs. FECTEAU of Biddeford 

SHUTE 
of Stockton Springs 

SHAW of Ohelsea 
COTE of Lewiston 
CAREY of WalerviHe 
CONNOLLY of Portland 
EMERY of Rockland 

-of the House. 
Minority Report of the same 

Committee on same Bill repol'ting 
"Ought not to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. FAUCHER of Solon 

BRAWN of Oakland 
DUDLEY 'Of Enfield 

-of the House. 
Reports were read. 
On m'Otion of Mr. Emery of 

Rockland, the Majority "Ought to 
pass" Report was accepted and 
the Bill read once. Committee 
Amendment "A" (H-410) was read 
by the Clerk and adopted and the 

Bill aSlsigned for second reading 
tomorrow. 

Divided Report 
Tabled and Assigned 

'Majority Report of the Commit
tee on County Government on Bill 
"An Act to Reform County Gov
emment" m. P. 1385) (L. D. 
1802) reporting "Ought not to pass" 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Messrs. ROBERTS of York 

PEABODY of Al'oostook 
CLIFFORD 

of Andros'coggin 
- of the Senate. 

Messrs. PONTBRIAND of Auburn 
DAM of Skowhegan 
F ARRiINGTON of China 
SHELTRA of Biddeford 
CHURCH]LL of OrLand 
TANGUAY of Lewiston 
DYAR of Strong 

- of the House. 
Minority Report of the same 

Committee on same Bill 'reporting 
"Ought to pass" 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Messrs. WHITZELL of Gardiner 

McMAHON of Kennebunk 
- of the House. 

Reports were read. 
The ;SIPEAKER: The ChealI' rec

ognizes the gentleman from Or
land, Mr. Churchill. 

1MI'. CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker, 
I move that we accept the Maj'Ority 
"OUg~lt not to pass" Report. 

Thereupon, on motion of Mr. 
Simpson of Standish, tabled pend
ing the motion of Mr. Churchill 
to accept the Majority Report and 
tomol'row assigned. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report 'Of the Commit

tee on Judicdary on Bi'll "An Act 
Relating ,to Psychotherapdst and 
Patient Privilege" (H. P. 1226) (L. 
D. 1601) reporting "Ought not to 
pass" 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing memhers: 
Mrs. HAKER of Orrington 

WHITE of Guilford 
WHEELER of Portland 

Mess,rs. PIERKINS 
of South 'Portland 

HENLEY of Norway 



3006 LEGLSLATIVE RECORD---HOUSE, MAY 21, 1973 

GAUTIflEH of Sanford 
CARIRIER of Wes1!brook 

- of the House. 
M~nority Report of the Same 

Comm1tJtee on same Bill reporting 
"Ought to' pas'S" 'as amended by 
Committee Amendment "A" (H-
413) 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
ll\'IesSifS. BRENNAN of Cumbedand 

SPEEIRS of Kennebec 
TANOUS of Penobscot 

- of the Senate. 
Mrs. KILROY of Povtland 
Messrs. DUNLEAVY 

of Presque Isle 
McKERNAN of Bangor 

- of the House. 
Reports were read. 

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

Mrs. BAKER: IMr. Speaker, I 
move the House accept the Ma
jority "Ought not to pass" Report. 

'TIhe SPEAKER: The gentle
woman from Orrington, Mrs. 
Baker, moves the House accept 
the Majority "Ought not to pasls" 
Report. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Brunswick, Mr. Mc
Teague. 

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the Hous'e: This 
biUseeks to cure the very unusual 
fealture of Maine law regarding 
the privilege of a patient in psy
chiatric consultation with a psy
chilatrist or licensed clinical psy
cihologist or a regi,steved psyehi
atric socia~ worker. 

Under our law as it stands now, 
if you consult with a licens,ed 
clinicial psy'choJogisrt: wiho is a 
PhD that ,engages in pSylchologicai 
counseling, what you tell him 'and 
w'halt he finds out about is privil
eged and may not be <hlslruos,ed 
aga,inst your will before lany court 
or ot'her 'body. However, if you 
,choose toa1Jtend a psychiatrist 
rather than 'a psychologist, 'a psy
chiatrist being a medical doctor 
who has been 'certified ,as a psy
chiatrist by the Americian Psychi
atl1ic Association, what you teil 
your psycmatrist is not privileged. 
And if you halppe'll to ;be a person 
of moderate or low income and 

you ,aUenda mental health clinic, 
as we have many throughout the 
state, and under the supervision 
ofa ps'ychiatrist you consult with 
a Ipsychialtricsocial worker, that 
rnfol'mat:ion is equailly not privi
leged in our Jaw. 

A:lthough licensed clinical psy
,chologis,ts perform an excellent 
funct]on, I think usually on the 
h:ieravchy of things, it is thought 
that a psychiatrist is a bit higher. 
He has the medicaleducaltion as 
well as the special psychliatric 
education. 

What tills hill would seek to do 
would be to protect the confiden
<tially of your 'communiclations with 
all three of these professions in 
the f~eld of psychiatric counseling 
- again, ,a psychdatcist, Ian 'M.D., 
a ,clinical psychologist, la PhD and 
a registered social worker func
tioning at a mental health clinic. 

I think if we recall, in the last 
few weeks ther'e has been some 
information in the news acbout an 
attempt to dbtain, unlawfully in 
,that case, some private informa
<tion given to ,a psychiatrist by a 
certain man who is a defendant 
out on the west coast in a criminal 
ease. 'TIhat was the Ellslberg case. 
'Most of us aren't as famous, land 
perhaps you might think infamous 
as ,Mr. Ellsberg, but all of 'Us or 
members of our families might at 
some time have the need to con
sult with one of these psy'chiatric 
pro£essiona,ls, and when we do, I 
thilnk aill of us would hope that 
thos'e records would be kept con
fidentiaL 

If the patient doesn't feel that 
he ean Wuly an freeiy disclose 
to his psychiatrist or another psy
chiatric worker this confidential 
information, and that this informa
tion might be subject to' subpoena, 
he may not disclose everything he 
shO'uld and, therefore, his prob
lems in the psychiatric area may 
not be cured. 

This bill is based on a proposed 
revision of the Federal Rules of 
Evidence, and I think we can fairly 
state that there is a privilege rec
O'gnized in reg,ard to psychiatrists 
in a vast majority of the states in 
the Union. I therefore would hope 
that you would vote to alccept the 
"ought to pass" report and wo,uld 
vote against the pending motion. 
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from Dr
rington, Mrs. Baker. 

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I think 
perhaps the House should know 
some of the reasons why the ma
jority of the committee voted 
"ought not to pass" on this bUl. 
As the gentleman from Brunswick 
told you, the psychiatrists already 
have this privilege and in this 
bill, if you will turn to the L. D., 
you will see that it is a very broad 
statement. It includeS' not only 
psychotherapists but social work
ers ,and many 'Ouher people. In fact, 
it is so broad it would cover al
most everyone. 

It does seem to me that this priv
ilege of immunity should be care
fully guarded. We are having re
quests more and more for immu
nity, and it seems to me that thiS' 
bill is really not necessary. 

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

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: The 
gentle lady raises two questions: 
One, how broad the privilege 
granted Ishould be. I would 'SUlg
gest to the House that if it is' the 
sense of the House that the bill 
should be restricted to psychia
trists, an amendment of that kind 
could be put on it at second read
ing. I WOUld, with all due respect, 
differ with ilhe lady in regard to 
the contention that a psychiatrist 
currently has the privilege under 
our law. According to my under
standing, a psychologist, the PhD 
has the privilege, an absolute priv
ilege, but a psychiatrist, the M.D., 
does not have the privilege. I find 
that anomalous and I think it 
should be corrected. 

If we go on and accept the 
"ought to pass" report, the' bill 
will be in the posture, of course, 
for amendmenlts alt Isecond read
ing, and if the gentle lady or any 
of the other members feel that 
social workerS' should be excluded, 
that may be done. 

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

Mr. CARRIER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: You want 
to notic'e that this bill is an im-

munity bill, and this is probably 
some of the reasons why the ma
jority of the Judiciary Committee 
voted against such a proposal -
one of the reasons. 

Some 'Of the other reasons, if 
you look at the bill carefully, 
especially under s,ection 3, which 
describes what a psy'chotherapist 
is, in the second line it also says 
that anybody "reasonably believed 
by the patient so to be." Well, this 
is extremely broad and an ex
tremely dangerous !phrase in this 
particular L. D. because it doesn't 
actually say that one has to be, 
it says "or" and "or" and another 
"or" as we go along, "or a person 
licensed or certified as a psychol
ogist." That part of it is not the 
dangerous part of it. The most 
dangerous part of it is in the last 
line, that p'articular phrase which 
says, "or a person licensed as a 
social worker in this state." 

I don't believe that you should 
put social workers on the same 
level as a psychiatrist or other 
people who have gone through a 
very long period of study. I don't 
think :personally - I have nothing 
against them, but I don't think 
they are qualified. They are quali
fied to do certain things, but they 
truly are not qualified to do what 
this particular L. D. proposes. So 
that is' one reason why I am 
against the bill. But one of the 
other reasons, and I think it is a 
very fair reason, under number 5, 
there is a presumption in the ab
sence of evidence to the contrary, 
and the psychotherapist may claim 
privilege but only on behalf of the 
patient. This presumption actually 
is almost like a prima facie. It is 
one that isext'l1emeJy hard to 
overcome. I think that in general, 
among other things, these are the 
two real bad points about the bill 
and I totally support the motion 
of "ought not to pass." 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentlewoman from Orrington, Mrs. 
Baker, that the House accept Ithe 
Majority "Ought not to pass" Re
port. All in favor of that motion 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
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66 having voted in the affirma
tive and 36 having voted in the 
neg'alive, the motion did prevail. 

Sent up for concurrence. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Judiciary on Bill "An Act 
Regulating Handguns" <H. P. 938) 
(L. D. 1238) reporting "Ought not 
to pass" 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Messrs. TANOUS of Penobscot 

SPEERS of. Kennebec 
- of the Senate. 

Mrs. WHITE of Guilford 
BAKER of Orrington 
KILROY of Portland 

Messrs. DUNLEAVY 
of Presque Isle 

CARRIER of Westbrook 
GAUTHIER of Sanford 
HENLEY of Norwa(V 

- of the House. 
Minority Report of the same 

Committee on same Bill reporting 
"Ought to pass" as amended by 
Committee Amendment "A" (H-
414) 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Mr. BRENNAN of Cumberland 

- of the Senate. 
Mrs. WHEELER of Portland 
Messrs. PERKINS 

of South Portland 
McKERNcAN of Bangor 

- of the House. 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes 1!he gentlewomanfirom Or
rington, Mrs. 'Baker. 

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker, I 
move the House ac'cept the Ma
jOrity "Ought not to pass" Rerport. 

The SPEAKER: The gentlewom
an from Orrington, Mrs. Baker, 
moves the House alccept the Ma
jority "Ought not to pa,ss" Report. 

The Cha'k recognizes the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Tallbot. 

Mr. TALBOT: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gen~lemen of the 
HOll!se: I hope you do not go along 
with the major1ty "ought not to 
pass" ,revort on this biU, so that 
I can move that we accept the 
minOrity "ought to pass" report. 
I know this is asking quite a bit 
of the House, seeing that this bill 
came out wJth a 9 to 4 report. It 
does have an amendment on it 

which excludes antique guns from 
the bill. It adds a date and time. 
It also provides that we can ,send 
this bill ,to referendum and let the 
people decide about what to do. 

This bilill seems to come back 
just about every year and some
how we should do something with 
it so that we won't have it coming 
back next year. I realize that i,s 
asking quite a bdt too, because 
most of ,the people, the majority 
of people in this House are more 
afraid of the ballot than they are 
of the bullet. So if ,we are 'afraid 
to do something ,with this bill, I 
think we should let the people of 
the State of Maine do something 
with the bril. 

'I do not think the bill had a 
good hearing at all, especially from 
those who opposed the bill. From 
our side of the bill, I think we 
had a good hearing because we 
more or less talked on the merits 
of the bill. Those that opposed the 
bill did not talk on the meJ.'lits of 
the bill. 

One genrt:leman stated that the 
only one that he wanted to know 
tha,t he had a gun was God and 
himseU. Another gentJeman re
ferred his remarks to the foot in 
the door, not to ilihe merits of the 
bill. Another gentleman stated 
that - and I might have this 
wrong· if I do I will be corrected. 
Anoth~r gentleman stated tha.t if 
he wanted to kill somebody, he 
wouldn't need a gun. He would 
do it with his bare hands, with 
pleasure. Now somewhere along 
the line, there is a il:iiitie violence 
in the air, !but that is not for me 
to say. 

Also at tbhe hearing we learned 
about art. We learned a little bit 
about Andrew Wyatt. We met the 
patriot and his 'war record, which 
didn't have anything to do with 
the handgun 'bill at all. He got a 
big hand. So more or less, only 
one person opposed this bUI at the 
hearing. That was .the gentleman 
from Kittery who opposed this 
bilI on the merit of that bi1I. I 
wi1I give h1m credit for that. He 
went down item by item, every 
item that was in that bill. And 
he ,was the onJy gentleman wiIlo 
opposed that ibiLl on the mel'its of 
the bilI. 
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Let me read you a letter to the 
editor that a1lPeared in the Bangor 
paper tillat summarizes the oppon
ents to this gun biiIJ. more than 
wlhat I can. I am just goong tQ 
take ,this frQmconrte'Xlt. "The rigiht 
tQ keep and bear farms is more 
pl'ecd:Qus than life dltselfand wi,th
,out ,that l'ight, Jd:fe w()IUild not ,be 
wDrth living." That iils ,a!b()IUt Ithe 
mDst ridicul()IUs statement that I 
ha ve eve'r iheal'd 'concerniIDg any 
kind ,of a bililL I d,o not want any
b,ody tQ get the wrDng impression 
because some ,of my best friends 
are gun ,owners. 

This bill is supported ,by at lea,st 
six communities in the state, whi'ch 
are PQrtland. South PQrtland, 
Cape Elizabeth, Falmouth, Lewis
tQn and WestJbrook. They dQ now 
have thai ol'dinailice ,on the !books 
as supPQrted /by Sheriff Sharpe 
fr,om Cumberland County. Chief 
David DiMaggiD from C ,a p e 
Elizabeth, Clyde LeClair, Presi
dent of Maine's Chielf of Police 
AssociatiDns, GDrdDn MoGrath, 
SQuth Portland Police nepartment 
and SD ,on. And I have alsQ at
tempted tD be in cDntact with 
either the city managers Dr 
mayQrs ,of some of these towns. 
They whQleheartedly support it. 
Their sta'tement is tihat this ibi1l 
,or their ,ordinance cannDt be 
jus,tHiably ac'curate and effective 
unless there is a state-wide Qrgan
izatiDn, which more or less this 
bill attempts to do. It makes it 
a state-wide law. 

I would furthel'more ,challenge 
anYJbody on this floor, in this body, 
to prove to me or the people ,of 
this state that this is a ,bad bill 
on the merits of that bill. The ,one 
thing ,that this 'bill will do tEDr this 
bDdy, at least, and I can't speak 
for the ,other body, it will separate 
the politicians frQm the rep
resentatives of the people. There
fore, I s·ay, let's give this bill to 
the people. Let them decide. Let 
them have the final word. 

It has als,o Ibeen stated on this 
flDQr by SQme gentlemen that we 
shouldin't cater tQ anyone group 
within this state. If we cater to 
the gun IDvers ,of this state, we 
will be dQing just that. We will be 
catering tQ that one grDup. Just 
a final word, that in a party plat-

fovm, at least ,our party platform, 
it states that we shaM support ,the 
federal government, cQntrol legis
latiDn being prDposed ,by SenatDr 
Bil'ch Bayrh. This, ,of CDurse, isn't 
that legislatiQn. It is a very mild 
piece ,of legislation that none ,of 
us ShDUld be afrai:d of, nDne ,of us 
ShDUld be afraid to deal with it 
any'way, and I WQu1d s'incerely 
hDpe that YDU nDt accept the 
",ought not tD pass" ,repDl't SQ that 
I can make a mQtiDn that we ac
cept the minol'ity "'oug:ht too pass" 
report. 

The SPEAlKEiR: The Chair 
recDgnizes the gentleman frDm 
Brewer, Mr. NDrris. 

Mr. NORHIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I think that the people 
should decide this, but I ,think that 
under ,our hDme rule setup nDW, 
each local cDmmunity, as the 
gentleman from Portland has 
stated, now does have a gun 
ordinance and the c>itizens ,of 
Brewer,the citizens of Bangor, 
the citizens of 01d TDwn, Linco:ln, 
wherever it may be, ,can dD the 
same thing. 

S,o I thin:k this erodes away the 
grassrDDt rights of people, and 
if they want this type ,of legisla
tiDn all they have tD dD is ask 
their .diJiferent tDwncouncils ,or 
city ,cDuncHs to put it in. FDr this 
reason and this reason alQne, I 
move indefinite pDstponement of 
both reports and bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ogniz.es the gentleman from Oak
land, Mr. Brawn. 

Mr. BRAWN: Mr. Speaker alllId 
Ladies and GentlemeJlJ of the 
House: If you will turn ,to the Wa
terville Sentinel o:f May 5, 1973, in 
the cDlumn writt,en by G e n e 
Letourneau, you will read 'an exa'ct 
a'ccount ,of homicides in the Stalte 
of Marne, and this is what it says. 
This is taken worn the records. 

"lliIl 1971," he writes, "'Out of 23 
ho:micides five were attributed to 
rifles, five tD physrcal beatings, 
f()IUr tD handguns, fDur to stabbings, 
fQw" to strangulatiDn and one froom 
a gauge gun.' 

"In 1972, in the State o:f Maine, 
out of 34 h'Omicides', nine were from 
stabbings. eight from handguns, 
four from rifles, fuur fI"om beat
ings, three from gauge guns, ,one 
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strangulation - exposure." Then it 
goes on to say that this year, tbi,s 
was as of May 5, 1973, "There welre 
two homicides in the 'state and 
these were the result of stabbings." 
If you go back to 1971, there was 
23 ,and only 4 handguns; 19 oth~rs 
were not by this means. 1972, you 
had 34 homicides, only 8 were by 
handguns, 26 were by other means. 

Probably someone will get up 
here and say, the other day we had 
a handgun murder, I mean a sui
cide in the town of Belgrade. I 
think if you read your paper yes
terday, you will find there is, an 
investigation. Let',s wait for the in
vestigation before we lay 1t onto a 
handgun. 

As the bill said, there should be 
an amendment to antique guns. Let 
me ask, what is 'an antique gun? 
As I have told you befolre, I have 
many guns. I have antique guns. 
My guns are all opera'tive. Gentle
men, a gun does not go by the age 
to be classed as antique. It goes 
by the rarity. That is what makes 
it an antique gun. As you remem
ber back, to John True Gordon, he 
used an axe to kill the whole fam
ily. He didn't use a handgun. So 
let's put down the handgun. Let's 
go along wtth indefinite postpone
ment. 

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

Mr. MULKERN: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
Hoouse: I thi,n k we should t.ake a 
real serious look at this bill we 
have before us, L. D. 1238. I really 
think it is a litEe misleadiing to 
cOlJJ"ider thtis bdil'l re,al srtdff regula
tion of handguns. As Mr. T'albot 
s'aiod, I agree with him, it is a 
relatively mild piece of legislation. 
All it dines is to require a 72-hour 
waiting pedod to purchase a hand~ 
gun. It requires various pieces of 
in~ormation to be ,given Ito the po
lice depa!'ibments S"O that they may 
check out a person if they have 
either been cO'1victed of a fe,loony 
or are presently under indictment 
for a felony. 

I had suggested, in speaking to 
Mr. Talbot about this bill, in ordler 
to' make it still more palatable, 
this was my own suggestion, that 
an 'amendment be added to the bill 
whi'ch would requi:re that the police 
department, ·after a 72-hour wait-

ing peri'Od, if the paI1t~cular indd
v~dual involved had not !been con
victed of a felony or was n"Ot under 
indlictment for a felony, that all of 
these records be promptly de
swayed I think tihiis would p'rortect 
some .of the Clbjectlons to tills type 
of leglis1atlion. 

I dio not really think this is in
hibiting anybody's rights to bear 
arms. So I would appreciate it if 
the House would go along with this 
bill and aHow Lt to go to la !l"ereren
dum of the people. I really do not 
feel 'as though this kind of regula
Han can really be effective under 
home rule. The City of Portland 
might have ordinances oon the 
books, it's true, against regulating 
handguns that are very simHaT to 
this. But the city of Portland's reg
ulations cannot be very effective if 
ten miles away or five miles away 
some other town decides that it 
doesn't want to have these kind of 
ordinances. We could have ,some
body coming in from outside the 
city with a handgun 'and c'Ommit
ting a crime in Portland. 

Also, I think in cases 'Of people 
who lose their head or Ithey are 
cOI1sidering suicide or con tempI at
ingan act of violence, they go into 
a store, if it is easy for them to 
pkk up a handgun, they are going 
to go out and they are going to 
commit their crime. If you give 
them 72 houDs to think it over, who 
knows, it might avert a potential 
tragedy. So I would urge you to 
give this bill a great deal of con
sideration. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Kenne
bunk, Mr. McMahon. 

Mr. McMAHON: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gent:emen of the 
House: I would like to pose a ques
tion to the gentleman from Port
land'!, Mr. Talbot, or anyone else 
who wOlld care to aH3wer it. Is it 
now agarnst the law for a person 
convicted of a felony to own a 
handgun? 

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

The Chair recogniZe the gentle
man from Oakland, Mr. Brawn. 

Mr. BRAWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
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House: Yes, sir, it is agains:t the 
law. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ogniz.es the gentlelady from Port
land, Mrs. Wheeler. 

Mrs. WHEELER: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: The bill before you today 
has been given all sorts of mis
nomers and scare titles. It has been 
called a "foot in the door" by gun 
enthusiasts. At the he:aring they 
brought out that Lizzie Borden 
didn't use ,a gun but gave her 
father 40 whacks with an axe and 
her mother 41. We were reminded 
of the "pa1triot" who lateT also 
testii'iedas an opponent, who re
sides in Knox Oounty, who fought 
in World War I Ito preserve oUir 
right to bear arms. 

In slhort, the issue of whether 
Maine should have a 3-day delay 
in the s:aleof handguns was de
SCl1ibed als everything ex:cerpt what 
it really is, achaace to give a 
person a second thought about 
why he may want to buy a pistol 
and give the proper authorities 
time to check out whether or not 
the person should own one. This 
is what tlhe bill dearly and simply 
says or implies. 

This bill was not conceived by 
Communists who are after world 
domination, as some have sug
gested, or by a group that wants 
to disarm Americans. Instead, it 
was drawn by the Citizens of 
Maine who felt we needed a law 
to help stop the fearful spread 
of violence in our state. 

No one suggests this bill would 
cure all the ills of our society. 
And it's true, it won't stop the 
Lizzie Bordens of this world from 
using other means to ac,compHsh 
their acts of violence. But <this 
bi'! will work, it will help some 
passion-torn 'soul from shooting 
someone in a fit of rage or stop 
some sick criminal from pouring 
his revenge on society through the 
barrel of ,a pistol he Ibougftlt 'a: few 
hours earlier at a gun shop. And 
pa'ssage of this bill might do one 
more thing, it mIght make us here 
today feel a little taller to know 
that we did something to save a 
life. I urge you to vote against 
the pending motion. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Cam
den, Mr. HoJ1fses. 

Mr. HOFFSES: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I do not p,ropose to carry 
on a lengthy debate on this bill. 
It has been heal'd over and over 
again, nO't only in tlhis legislature 
but in other legislatures in the 
past. 

I think the distinguished gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Talbot, 
has raiseq a very interesting point 
a.nd that IS to decide if the politi
CIans are the ItlI1ue repres,enltatives 
of the people. I ,vhink that is an 
elCcellent suggestion and on that 
suggestion, Mr. Speaker, I would 
request that we have a roll call 
a.n~ that will determine the poli
t~clans from the representatives 
of the peO'ple. 

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

Mr. 'I1ALBOT: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I agree with the gentle
man's remarks, but I don't agree 
with the gentleman fl'om Brewer 
Mr. Norris. I think that is a pretty 
cheap cop-out. We are supposed 
to be representatives of the people. 
That is why we are here; that is 
why we are sitting in our seats. 
And for us to stand here and say 
we will send this back as a munici
palitv home rule amendment or 
anything else, I think that is a 
pretty good cop-out. 

I guess in my life, or at least 
I 'have tried to stand up on my 
own two ,feet, whether it he wrong 
or whether it be right. Until I 
am proven wrong I will stand 
up on my feet, regardless of the 
polls, regardless of what I have 
got to do. I am not saying that 
the majority of the people in 
this room are afraid of the ballot 
box, I am saying all of them 
are afraid of the ballot box, more 
afraid of the hallot box than they 
are of the bullet. 

I am talking about saving a 
life out there ,for tJhe people of 
the State of Maine. I do not care 
who it i:s, whether it be one life 
or whether it be ten lives. We are 
talking alb out a handgun bilL This 
is a federal regulation that you 
have to fill out that is put out 
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by the Federal Government. You 
have to sign just the same, almost 
the same as the bill that I am 
proposing except for one thing. 
This piece of transaction is just 
after you receive the gun, not 
before you receive the gun. You 
can take and buy a gun, which 
I have done, you can take and 
buy a gun, then go out and do 
whatever you want to do w1th that 
gun. Then a month or two months 
later, the F.B.I. 'comes around 
to check you out, whether it be 
in the graveyard or whether it 
be in jail. My bill, tb~s bill. ,says 
it is done before you pick up 
that handgun. It gives you a 72-
hour waiting period and I will 
prove to you that the 72~hour 
waiting period has a valid reason. 

A .couple of weeks ago, I think 
you did a pretty shaibby thing to 
a bill that I had on the floo·r here, 
and it upset me to no end, not be
cause we 1031 the bill, but because 
of the shabby politics that was 
behind the bill. That is what made 
me mad. Then I used that 72-hour 
waiting period. as John can tell 
you, I used that 72-hour waiting 
period on my temper and it did 
some good. Maybe I should use 
it again. Maybe I will. But again, 
Ichalienge any member on this 
floor, in this body, to prove to 
me or anybody in this state that 
this is a bad bill on the merits 
of that bill. 

I again hope you would not go 
along with the motion of the gentle
lady from Orrington, Mm. Bal~er, 
that we accept the majority "ought 
not to pass" report. 

Insofa'r as editorials, thel'e have 
been editorials in the Bangor pa
per, in the Lewiston paper and 
in the Portland paper supporting 
this kind of legislation. It has been 
supported by the newspape>r.s, the 
pol1ce department. the county 
sheriffs. Everybody in the outside 
world, except the people in this 
body that may be too sanctimon
ious to stand up on their own two 
feet and vote on a bill that will 
be back next year, probably not 
by me, but it will come back 
every year until we 'can learn 
to stand up on our own two feet 
and vote for it. 

The SPEAKE>R: The Ohair rec
ogniz·es the gentleman from Brew
er,Mr. Norris. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, La
die'') and Gentlemen of the House: 
I am sorry to be a cop-out here 
this morning, but I am still going 
to vote for the majority, I hope, 
of my consltituents, ,and I wHil go 
one step fur1ther. 'I1his rus a great 
bin for the crim~nars. AU this will 
do is to impede the honest man. 
The criminals will get the guns 
whether y'ou have got thtts law or 
any law, because they wiH steal 
them or buy them wom illegiti
mate de·aIers, S'O don't, please, 
s,tand up 'and :atrtalck my intel1i
gence this morning hy telling me 
that thris bill is g'Oing to do any
thing. It is g'Oing to chle, p['obably, 
right helr'e this morni'lJlg. 

One step furrther, if the ,fine gen
tleman ,from P'Ortland down helle 
in the other 'corner can't stand the 
heat, he might as well get 'Out of 
the kitchen. 

'l1he SPE,AKER: The Ohair ,rec
ognJzes the g'entleman from South
port, Mr. Kelley. 

Mr. KELLEY: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I think this is a bad bin. I testified 
at the hea,ring and I was partially 
quoted in the papers and on the 
noor here thTs morning. My state
ment walSI that if a pers'On gets 
mad enough S'O they wanlt to kill 
'Somebody, I don't know how long 
most people will 'sby that mad. 
By the time I ,got to a gun store 
to buy a gun, I would be aU cooled 
down. If I wa'S l'eally mad, then I 
mlghit try t'O strangle h:im wibh my 
balre hands and enj'Oy doing it. S'O 
far I have never beenbhat mad. 

I think that this hili will ,2CCOffi

plish nothing useful ather than cur
tail the honest husiness of 'smne 
'Of Our gun .sitolles helle in Maine. 
Many of :the gunS! that they sell 
:they Isell to transients, to the 
hunters coming lin rin the fall. 
They stop in the gun store to pick 
up their license, they s,ee a hand
gun and ,they would like to take it 
in the woods as supplemental 
armamenit or to play with. They 
have got to wait 72 hours and they 
won't have ilt 110r that Itrip. Many 
of the guns sold hel'e in Maine are 
sold to these people. You have fed
eral regul,ations that I think ,are 
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more than adequate. You even 
have tQ sign nQW if you are buy
ing a box 'Of .2:2 rifle siheiLLs. 

Let's give ,this bill its proper 
place, and that is right balck in 
the rDund file, and vote lfJor indeft.
nite pDstponement. rf we turn it 
'Out tD the peDple, they will do it. 
The major:ity OIf ~he SpDrtsmen and 
the thnking peOlple in the state are 
very de£initeJy against this. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bidde
ford, Mr. Farley. 

Mr. FARLEY: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
The gentleman {Dam Brewer, Mr. 
Norris, made SDme very good argu
ments here. However, I think we 
are overloDking one thing, that is 
the first-timec1'iminal, and we 
all have ~o )Oltart the first time, and 
something like this may just dis
courage them from going into that 
first act. 

The SPEAKEIR: A Doll Icall has 
been requested. For the Chair to 
order a roll call, it mU'st have the 
expressed desire of one fifth 'Of 
the members present and voting. 
All thDse des:iring la 1'011 caB vDte 
will vote yes; thDse oPPo3ed will 
vo:te nD. 

A vote of the House wa,s taken, 
and mO're than 'One fi'fIth of the 
member's present having expres'sed 
a desire fDr aro11 eall, a roIl caLl 
was 'Ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is 'On the motiDn of the 
gentleman from Brewer, Mr. NDr
ris, that bDth Reports and Bill "An 
Act Regulating Handguns" (H. P. 
938) (L. D. 1238) be indefinitely 
pDstpDned. ALl in favO'f of that mo
tiDn will vote yes; those oPPDsed 
will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA~Albert. Au1t, Baker, Ber

ry, G. Woo; Berry, P. P.; Binnette, 
Birt. Bither, Bragdon, Brawn, 
Brown, Bunker, Cam'erDn, Carey, 
Ca1'rier. Carter, Ohi,ck, Chonko, 
Churchill. Conley, Dote, Cresl3ey, 
Crommett, Curran, Davis, De
shaies, Dona,ghy, Drigotas, Dud
ley, Dyar, Emery, D. F.; Evans, 
Farnham. Farrington, Faucher, 
Ferris, Finemol'e, Fral£er, Garsoe, 
Gauthier. Good, Hamblen, Han
cock. Haskell, Henley, He:l'rick, 
Hoffses, Hunter, Immonen, Jack
SDn, Kauffman, Kelleher, Kelley, 

KeHey, R. P.; Keyte, Kilroy, 
Knight, Lawry, Lewis, E.; Lynch, 
Mla,cLeod, Mahany, Maxwell, Mc
Nally, Merrill, Mills, Mor~n, V.; 
Morton, MurchisDn, Norris, Paim
er, Parks, Peterson, Pratt, Rol
lins, RDSS, Shaw, Shute, Silver
man, Simpson, L. E.; Smith, D. 
Moo; Smith, S.; Sproul, Sbilling.s, 
StrDut, Susi, Trask, Tyndale, Walk
er, White, Willard, Wood, M. E. 
NAY~Berube, Boudreau, Bustin, 

Clark, Connolly, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; 
Dow, Farley, Fe'cteau, Genest, 
Goodwin, H.; Goodwin. K.; Green
law, Hobbins, Huber, Jacques, La
Charite, LaPointe, LeBlanc, Lewis, 
J.; MaT'tin, McCormick, McHenry, 
McKernan, McMahon, M,cTeague, 
Morin, L.; Mulkern, Murray, Na
jarian, ,o'Brien, Perkins, Ricker, 
SantDro, Tawbot, Tanguay, Theri
ault, Tierney, Wheeler, Whitzell. 

ABSENT - Briggs, Cooney, Cot
trell, Dam, DunIeavy, Dunn, 
Flynn, Gahagan, Ja~bert, Little
~ield, Maddox, Pontbriand, Rolde, 
Sheltra, Soulas, Trumbull, Webber. 

Yes, 92; No, 40; A:bsent, 17. 
The 'SPEAKER: Ninety-4:wo hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
forty in ,the negative, with 'seven
teen being ahsent, the mDtion does 
prevail. 

Sent UP for CO'1currence. 
The SP'EAKER: The Chair rec

Dgnizes the gentleman from Brew
er, Mr. Norris. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, I 
now mDve reconsideration and 
hope you all vote against me, hav
ing voted on the prevailing side. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Brewer, Mr. Norris, moves 
that the HDuse reconsider its ac
tion whereby it indefinitely post
poned this Report and Bill, All in 
favor will say yes; those opposed 
will vote nD. 

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

Consent Calendar 
First Day 

(S. P. 2) (L. D. 29) Bliil[ "An Act 
Relating to R'elease of Patients alt 
Pineland Hospital and Trairuing 
Center" - CDmmittee on Health 
and J:nstitutional Services report
ing "Ought to pass" as amended 
by Committee Amendment "A" 
<8-135) 
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(18. P. 221) (L. D. 637) Bill "An 
Act !RelatiIlJg to Improved Prop
erty Tax Adm~nistraltion" - Com
mittee on Taxation rep'Orting 
"OughJtto pass" las amended by 
Committee Almendment "A" (8-
134) 

(E. P. 141) (L. D. 174) Bill "An 
Act Relating to FGrcible Detainer 
'Of PersDnal Property" - Commit
tee 'On Judicia-ry reporting "Ought 
toO paSts" 

(E. IP. 313) (L. D. 431) Bill "An 
Act Repealing Cel'tainLa:ws Re
lating t'O Actions b~ SharehGlders" 

- CDmmittee on Judiciary re
p'Orting "Ought tG pass" 

H. P. 359) (L. D. 474) Bill "An 
Act Relating to Criminal Contempt 
for F-ailure tG Pa_y Alimony 'and 
SUPPGrt 'Of Children" - Oommit
tee on Judiciary reporting "Ought 
to pass" -as amended Iby CGmmit
tee Amendment "A" (H-415) 

(E. P. 469) (L. D. 617) BiLl "An 
Act t'O Improve the Efficiency and 
Fairness of the Local Welfare 
System" - C'Ommittee on Judici
ary repGrting "Ought to pass" as 
amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (H-416) 

(E. P. 591) (L. D. 782) Bm "An 
Ad !Relating tG Jurisdiction in 
Suibp'Oena 'Of Judgment Debtor un
der Enf'Orcement of Money Judg
ments Law" - Comlmittee 'On 
JudiciaJry reporting "Ought tG 
pa-ss" 

(E. P. 593) (L. D 784) Bill "An 
Act Relating to Remov:aI of Pri
vate Nuistance by Owner 'Or Oc
cupant of Private Property" -
CGmmittee 'On JudiC'ilary reporting 
",Ought to pass" 

(E. P. 620) (L. D. 818) BiH "An 
Act toO Almend :the Municipal Of
ficial ConfJict of Interest Law" -
Committee on Judiciary reporting 
"Ought to pas'S" 

(H.P. 880) (L. D. 116,7) Bill 
"An Act Relating to Dragging of 
Scallops in BLue Hill Bay" - CDm
mittee on Marine ResQurc,es re
portl.ng "Ought to pass" 

m. P. 924) (L. D. 1222) Biilil. "An 
Act Relating tG a Minimum W,ar
ranty Standard for Mobile Homes" 
- Committee on Business Legisla
tion reporting "Ought to pass" as 
amended by Committee Amend
ment "A" (H-412) 

(H. P. 1344) (L. D. 1778) Bill 
"An IAct Relating to Certain Dis-

clGsures in the SolicitatlJion 'Of 
OhadtaibleOoIlJtrlbutiGns" - Com
mittee 'On Business Legislation re
porting "Ought tG pass" as 
amended by CGmmittee Amend
ment "A" UI-411) 

m. P. 1347) (L. D. 1780) Bill 
"An Act Authorizing Cumbel'land 
County to Participate in S'Ocia~ 
Serv]ces Program" - Committee 
on county GovernmeIlJt reporting 
"Ou,@ht to palss" 

m. ,P. 1488) (L. D. 1917) Bill 
"An Act tG Amend the Charter 
of ,StGmngltGn Water Company" -
CGmmittee on Public Uttmties re
porting "Ought tG plass" 

NGobjeetion having ,been noted, 
were assigned ,to the Consent Cal
endar's Second Day list. 

Second Reader 
Tabled and Assigned 

Bill ",An Act Relating tG S'chooJ. 
Buses" (S. P. 622) (L. D. 1936) 

Was repGl'ted by the Committee 
on Bills in the Second Rea-ding and 
read the second time. 

(On mGtiGn of Mr. Madin 'Of 
Eagle :Lake, tabled pending p,ass
age to ibe engrGssed and tomorrow 
'as'signed. ) 

Passed to Be Engrossed 
Bill "An Act Relating to the 

PubHc Emp-Ioyees Labor Relations 
Board" (S. P. 520) (L. D. 1651) 

Bill "An Act Providing that Ex
aminatiGn RepGrts of the Insur
ance CommissiGner be Public 
RecGrds" m. P. 672) (L. D. 877) 
(C. "A" H-403) 

Were reported by uhe Commit
tee on Bills in the Sec-Gnd Read
ing, read the second time, passed 
tG be engrGssed and sent to the 
Senate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Measure 

An Act Relating to Membership 
'On state Boa'l1d of L~censUl'e of Ad
ministrators 'Of Medical Care Fa
cilities other than Hospdtals" (S. 
P. 140) (L. D. 352) 

Was reported by the CGmmittee 
on Engrossed Bills as truly and 
strictly eng·rossed. This ibeing an 
emergency measure and a two
thi-rds vote of all the members 
elected torhe HGuse being neces
sla,ry, a tot-al was taken. 125 voted 
in favor of same and none against, 
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and accol'dingly the Bill was 
passed to be enacted, signed by 
the Speaker and sent to the Senate. 

Emergency Measure 
An Act Relating to Willful Kill

ing or Injury to Certain Animals 
m. P. 1461) (L. D. 1886) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills as ,truly and 
strictly engrossed. This 'being an 
emergerncy measure and a two
thirds vote of all the memlbers 
e~ected to the House be'ing neces
sary, a total was taken. 127 voted 
in favor of same ,and none ,against, 
and a,ccordingly the Bill was 
passed to be enaded, s~gned by 
the Speaker and sent to the Sen
ate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act Relating to Defining Resi

dence Requirements to Procure 
a Lobster Fishing License (H. P. 
709) (L. D. 914) 

An Act Amending the Bay Point 
Village Go['!porat~on (H. P. 743) (L. 
D. 956) 

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. 

An Act to Annex Town of Bruns
wick to Sagadahoc County (H. P. 
132()) (L. D. 956) 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from· Port
land, "'lr. O'Brien. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I have 
waited almost a week for this bill 
to come back to us and I feel it 
is a real sham on the State of 
Maine. It has cost the citizens of 
this state enough to play with this 
bill so far, so now it is with a 
great deal of pleasure I move the 
indefinite postponement of this bill 
and all accompanying papers. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. O'Brien, moves 
the indefinite postponement of this 
Bill and all accompanying papers. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Brunswick, Mr. Mc
Teague. 

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: The 

bill, which is sponsored by my col
league, the gentleman from Bruns
wick, Mr. LaCharite, is in the 
opinion of one gentleman a sham. 
I think it is a rather harsh char
acterization on a bill that has 
received a unanimoU's committee 
report from the Committee on 
Legal Affairs and which has with
stood significant attacks in this 
House and in the other body. I 
hardly think tJhat characterizing 
something as a sham meets the 
point at issue. I know the gentle
man was elected by a fine mar
gin. I have served ,with Mm 
with pleasure before, but I know 
he was not ele<eted by the citizens 
of the Town of Brunswick. 

We had, just before we came 
on this bill. a matter involving 
the Bay Point or the Birch Point 
Village Corporation, a place down 
in Georgetown, in Sagadahoc 
County, that went under the ham
mer. We have a custom, I think, 
here in this House and I suspect 
in most legislatures, that if there 
is unanimous agreement or ,signi
ficant agreement by the legisla
tive representatives of the body 
involved, that we at least let 
something go to referendum and 
that is what we are dealing with 
here, because there is a referen
dum clause, as you will remember, 
on the bill. 

I won't make any accusations 
against any member of this House 
or the other body regarding the 
bill, except to say that if youre
member back a week or two ago, 
you will remember t'hat there were 
some rather unusual parliamen
tary techniques employed in the 
attempt to kill thi's bill. We even 
had a thing passed out this morn
ing by some of the Cumberland 
Countycommis'sioners, I guess, 
in an attempt to persuade the 
gentleman from Brunswick, Mr. 
LaCharite and I t'hat this was not 
a good bim, it is not a good con
cept. They said it is going to 
cost Brunswick ten or twelve thou
sand more. We would be inter
ested in the SOUl'ce of their fig
ures. We are interested in the 
figures from our town and in 
figures from Sagadahoc County 
and in ·figures from the Bath
Brunswick Regional Planning Com
mission. 
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It seems to me there are really 
two issues involved Ihere. Number 
one is the change a logical one? 
Does it make sense for Brunswick 
to be in Sagadahoc rather than 
in 'Cumberland County? We haven't 
had a referendum yet, so we can't 
tell you with ,certainty what the 
feeling of the people in BrunswIck 
is, but if my sidewalk surveys 
mean anything, it is about three 
or four to one. Some of those 
people in that minority of 20 per
cent in Brunswick who want to 
remain in Cumberland County, and 
there are people with that feel
ing. I now ISrtrelss thart e,ven 
though they want to remain, they 
do not want to be forced to re
main. You know, marriages don't 
work very well even if they start 
out with a shotgun if they are 
continued that way. 

I think the majority sentiment 
in Brunswick is very heavily in 
favor of the ,change, and the rea
son is, the change is logical. We 
are some 25 miles from Portland, 
we are 7 miles from Bath. The 
county facilities in Portland are 
overcrowded, they are so over
crowded that there is considera
tion to build an addition to the 
court house. In Bath there is a 
fine court house and it is only 
used for the Superior Court about 
two months out of the year. So, it 
is a rational move, it is a move 
that should be left up to the peo
ple involved. I hope the House will 
sustain its former votes and vote 
against ,tlhe motion for indefinite 
postponement. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Yar
mouth, Mr. Jackson. 

Mr. JkCKSON: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I think I would like to 
speak for those affected and I 
would maintain that we are all 
affected, the whole State of !Maine 
will be affected by this. 

I am not going to bore you by 
going through again about the 
Town of Harpswell. and cutting it 
off and this sort of thing. I have 
already spoken about that twice. 
You know it affects in the Town 
of Hal1PSlWell approximately 2,000 
people, and that is quite a sma1:l 
number compared to the total 
State of Ma!i.ne. 

What I want to speak to' yO'u 
about are two things, the prece
dent set - and I am not worried 
about the p'recedent set O'f other 
towns wandering off from coun
ties as they feel fit be'cause of 
some reason, I am more worried 
about the precedent set on the 
bond issue. The bonds thaI!; have 
been floated by Cumberland COun
ty are secul'ed by thecollarteJ:"la[ of 
the total county, this means 'all of 
Cumberland County at the time 
that these bonds were floated. This 
is a contract, a legal debit of the 
county. We are eroding that base 
when any part of the county leaves. 
This bill would allow Brunswick 
to leave Cumberland County and 
be in no way responsible for the 
debts contracted when she was 
part of the county. 

In connection with this I have 
talked with a couple. of people. We 
had contact with Lopes and Gmy, 
who 'are municipall bond attorneys 
in Boston and handle much of the 
work for the County of Cumber
land. They felt that if this bill had 
a provislion on ilt, rthlat Bruns'wick 
would be responsible for its debts 
contracted under Cumberland and 
would take care of the debts up 
until the time of its leaving and 
had an amendment to take care of 
this on it, then it might be possible. 
But without this, and with the 
very vague wording of the bill, 
they will be in COUI1t practically at 
once to try and defend the basis 
of the bonds that they have at
tested to. 

A bond underwriting attorney 
has to paS's on the legality of bonds 
and their worth before these bonds 
can go out for sale, and these peo-
ple will be in court at once. So 
from this point of view we are 
going to have some nice iaw fights 
and a lQit of people laTe going to 
make a lot of money in court. But 
this again is opening the door. 

I talked with the Attorney Gen
eral and I have talked with Charles 
LaRouche. He also mentioned that 
there would be problems in this 
fuzzy wording 'and in the problems 
of default. 

What I would !point out to you, 
and the reason it affects you all 
personally is, once we set this 
precedent allliy bond issue IDSISUed in 
the State of Maine by any county, 
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the rates will. be a littLe higher. 
They will be a little higher because 
the collateral will never be quite 
tQ be 'c'Ounted on. YQU will never 
know when some part 'Of some 
county will go wandering off into 
some part of some other county. 
Therefore, when a bond is issued, 
you will always have to charge 
slightly higher because you never 
know whether the collateral will be 
there in a year or two years or 
ten years. And so when we do tIlris 
and when we set this precedent, 
we are, in essence, all costing -
we are going to cost everybody 
in the state more money because 
everybody pays for the bond issues 
for the counties when they are 
issued. 

I hope you will support the in
definite postponement of this, and 
I call for the yeas and nays on it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Stand
ish, Mr. Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
Just so I can refresh the gentle
man's mind from Brunswick, the 
other day I did try to put an 
amendment on this particular bill 
to allow the people from Cumber
land County to have a referendum 
just like everybody else would on 
it. At that time I said I was dead 
serious, I am just as dead seri
ous right now as I support the in
definite postponement of the bill 
in its present form. We could have 
done it then just as well as we 
could have done it right now. 

There seems to be several things 
in question here, and there are 
two of them I want to bring out to 
you. One would be that recently 
there was a Cumberland County 
referendum on a recreation center 
to go into Cumberland County. 
There were some 13 towns that 
did not vote for that particular 
center, but the total vote did go 
through. The Town of BrunSIWick 
started the fight and led the fight 
to put a bill in this legisla:ture or 
to try to find some means so that 
those towns could pull out of their 
commitment for that recreation 
center. Four of the five towns I 
represent also voted against the 
particular bill. However, there 
were two bills put into this legis
lature which 'came 'Out unanimous 

"ought not to pasS'." Those towns 
which were interested in that bill 
did not sit and up land :say we wow1d 
like now to leave Cumberland 
County because of it. 

I do believe that there is a 
precedent being established here. 
I can assure you that the Town 
'Of Bridgton, which is further 
away from Portland than 25 miles, 
will probably be in in the special 
session or the following year and 
would },ike to go with Oxford 
County because they are closer to 
e~tilier Fryeburg or Norway. I am 
sure that Fairfield wDuld prDbably 
like to leave Somerset and go with 
Kennebec, they are only next dODr 
to Waterville. I am sure there 
are a good many 'Other portions 
of this state that wDuld like to 
leave 'One .cDunty Dr the 'Other. 

I firmly believe that some feel 
that this bill has !been a bill that 
we have been playing ,with and 
playing with, and some people 
have thDUght that it has been a 
big game. But ,take a look at it, 
ladies and gentlemen, and start 
to ask YDurself in YDur own cDunty 
what 1)ortions of it would like to 
take and leave and go with another 
county or portiDn of anDther 
county come in here. This bill is 
in the enactment stage today. It 
needs your indefinite postpDne
ment and I urge you tD SUPPDrt it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman frDm 
Bath, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I have spoken on this bill 
several times, and as many 'Of you 
know and realize. I am not overly 
enthused about it. The only saving 
grace as far as I am CDncerned 
are the referendum clauses. 

There is no sense in repeating 
any of the arguments that you 
have heard before, but YDU might 
be interested in just a little bit 
of history. Most of Sagadahoc 
County lies 'On or near the :lower 
part of the Kennebec River. That 
is where the name came from, 
because in :Indian, SagadahDC 
means "mouth of the river." 

Ea,l'ly explorers 'called the whole 
river that. Pl'ior to 1622 this river 
was the eastern boundary of the 
PrDvince of 'Maine. Prior tD April 
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the 4th, 1854 we were part of 
Lincoln County. A bill was pro
posed then setting that county 
aside to be named King County 
and to include the tow IllS Arrorw
sic, Bowdoin, Bowdoinham, Lis
bon, Georgetown, Woolwich, Perk
ins, Phi'ppsburgh, Richmond, Tops
ham, West Bath, and Bath. The 
other body changed the name of 
King to Sagadahoc. They a,lso 
deleted the Town of Lisbon. The 
Town of Perkins is no longer a 
town, it voted to repeal its 
cOl'poration in 1917, and ,it is now 
a game management area called 
Swan ISlland. 

You know, it is strange how 
we sometimes want to reverse 
history under the misapprehension 
that it is a new idea. Here are 
two examples. In Sagadahoc 
County when we were first made 
a county, the governor and council 
appointed the sheriff, the judge of 
probate, the registrar of probate, 
the county attorney, clerks of 
court, regiS'trar of deeds and all 
others. You might be interested 
that the judge of probate received 
$200 that year. 

Now, next year - here is the 
obher change 'people keep talking 
about - the very next year, since 
we had annual sessions then, the 
constitution was changed to pro
vide election of these officials. The 
founders of 'the county never once 
considered Brunswick as a town 
for Sagadahoc. I don't know why 
but they didn't. 

I now realize, even though I 
amended this bill to say that Bath 
would remain the county seat -
this is no guarantee that such 
would tbe the case. Also, I am not 
sure that financially the present 
towns would be any better off than 
they are now. 

If the referendum clauses were 
not in the bill, I would vote 
against it. I believe there are 
more people against the bill vhan 
for it, but I am wHling to let the 
residents decide; and I am not 
just passing the buck, because I 
thiIllk the legis,lature should make 
up their mrnds. But this is a very 
unusual situation. 

I have just one more thing to 
add. Id' they succeed ,in this and it 
goes through, most of the people 

of Brun3'wick are going to have a 
very hard job learning to spell 
Sagadahoc. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the genNeman from 
Portland, Mr. O'Brien. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I want to 
thank Mr. McTeague from Bruns
wick for taking note of the word 
sham, because the word sham 
means nothing more than make 
believe. And that is exactly what 
this is, make beLieve. 

He speaks ahout let the people 
decide in referendum. He would 
let the whole state vote on it ex
cept people from Cumberland 
County. He doesn't want them to 
vote on losing all the acreage they 
have down there, just takes away 
from them, it is not important to 
them. 

The gentleman from Bath's only 
concern is that if it should go 
through and Brunsrwick does be
come part of the Sagadahoc Coun
ty area, then as long as they don't 
try to become the county seat. 
So ever)"body has their own selfish 
little interests in this little piece 
of legislation. But serious'ly. I 
think that, as Mr. Jackson stated, 
that you are creating a great 
precedent here that should not 
come; I do believe that if this 
wou[d go into la court of l'aw, i()hat 
it would be declared unconstitu
tional. 

The SPEAKiER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Southport. Mr. KeHey. 

Mr. KELLEY: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
If you study the history of the 
State of Maine you will find plenty 
of precedents for areas splitting off, 
setting up new amances. At one 
time down in Lincoln County we 
had the Township of Townsend. For 
various reaSI(JIIlS, the Town of South
port broke away by vote of the 
people in Southport and set up their 
own town. Later on the name of the 
remaining area was changed to 
Boothbay. Then after that, Booth
bay Har'bor broke away from 
Boothbay. So you now have three 
towns where ,there was one. 

I own property in Sagad<ahoc 
County in the town of Bowdoinham. 
They have two towns on the west 
side of the Kennebec, Bowdoinham 
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and Richmond in Sagadahoc Coun
ty, and to g,et from those towns to 
the 'county seat, you hav'e t'O go 
into what you might call a foreign 
county. You either have to go 
through Lincoln County or you have 
to gO' through Cumberland County. 

When you think of some of the 
county services, sheriffs and one 
thing or another in Bowdoinham 
and Richmond, you kind of feel as 
if you are on the very southbound 
end 'Of a northboundCDw 'and pretty 
close to the end 'Of the tail. 

I would like to see the people in 
these areas have the opportunity to 
make up their 'Own minds. I per
sonally have heard the possibility 
and the desirabiLity Q£ Bruns,wick 
becoming a part of SagadahDc 
County for nearly 40 years. I think 
we should let the local people vote 
on it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Yar
mouth, Mr. Ja'ckson. 

Mr. JACKSON: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I would point out that allc'Ows 
have a north and a south end. I 
W'Ould also po}nt out, as has been 
brought up, why shouldn't Cumber
land County have a say in this. It 
is something that also dDes affect 
us. 

There are many pal"ts of many 
counties that might change one way 
or the other. I don't deny this. Pos
sibly Brunswick should be in Saga
dahoc, but for goodness s'ake, let's 
get our bonding question straight
ened out, let's get these things so 
we don't spend two or three years 
in c'Ourt making a lot of :Lawyers 
rich. Let'5 get the ca'rt in front of 
the horse or in 'back or the horse 
where it ought to be instead of go
ing at this, in the wrong way. I 
think this should be indlefinitely 
P'Ostponed now. Maybe later we 
can do this in the proper way. 
Burt; the lega~ work should be done 
first and the ramifi,cati'Ons figulI1ed 
out 'be~ore we do it. 

The SPEAKER: A !'OIl call has 
been requested. For the Ohair to 
order a roll call, it must have the 
expressed desire of one fifth of the 
members present and voting. AU 
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 fifih 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 Portland, Mr. O'
Brien, to indefinitely postpone L. 
D. 1738 and all acc'Ompanying pa
pers. All in fiavor of that motion 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Ault, Baker, Berry, G. 

W.; Birt, Bither, Boudreau, Brag
don, Brig,gs, Brown, Bunker, Cam
eron, Carey, Ciarrier, Clark, Conley, 
Cressey, Dam, Davis', Deshaies, 
Donaghy, Dud!ley, Dunn, Evans, 
Ferris, Garsoe, Greenlaw, Ham
blen, Hancock, Haskell, Henley, 
Herrick, Hoffses, Huber, Hunter, 
Jackson, Kauffman, Kelley, Kilroy, 
Knight, LaPmnte, La'wry, McCQr
mick, McKernan, Merrill, Morton, 
Mulkern, Murchison, Naj'arian, O'
Brien, Pa:rks, Perkins, Peterson, 
Pratt, Rollins, Santoro, Shaw, 
Shute, Silverman, Simpson, L. E.; 
Sproui, Stillings, Strout, Tralsk, 
Wheeler, White, Willard, Wood, M. 
E.; The Speaker. 

NAY - Albert, Berry, P. P.; 
Berube, Brawn, Bustin, Garter, 
Chick, Chonko, Churchill, Oonnoily, 
Cooney, Cote, Crommett, Curran, 
Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Dow, Drigotas, 
Dyar, Emery, D. F.; Farley, Farn
ham, F'a,rMngton, F'aucher, Fec
teau, Finemore, Fraser, Gauthier, 
Genest, Good, Goodwin, H.; Good
win, K.; HdlJbins, 'Ilm,monen, 
Jacques, Jlal'bert, Kelleher, Kelley, 
R. P.; Keyte, LaCharite, LeBlanc, 
Lewis, E.; Lewis. J.; Lynch, Mac
Leod, Mahany, Martin, Maxwell, 
McHenry, McMahon, McNally, Mc
Teague, Mills, Morin, L.; Morin, 
V.; Murray, Norris, Palmer, Rolde, 
Ross, Smith, D. M.; Smith, S.; 
Susi, Talbot, Tanguay, Theriault, 
Tierney, Tyndale, Walker, Whit
zel!. 

ABSENT - Binnette, Cottrell, 
Dunleavy, Flynn, Gahagan, Little
field, Maddox, Pontbriand, Ricker, 
Sheltra, Soulas, Trumbull, Web
ber. 

Yes, 68, No, 69; Absent, 13. 
The SPEAKER: Sixty-eight hav

ing voted in the affirmamve a!ll!d 
sixty-nine havi1l!g voted in the nega
tive, with ,thirteen being absent, 
the motion does 1l!ot prevail. 
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The Chair recogIllizes the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. O'Brien. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Mr. Speakoc, is a 
mot ion for reconsideration in 
order? 

The SPEAKER: It is in order by 
a person voting on the prev'ailing 
side. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Oh. 
Thereupon, the Bill was passed 

tQ be ena'cted, signed by the Speak
er and sent tQ the Senate. 

Order Out of Order 
On motion Qf Mr. Curtis of Or

ono, it was 
ORDERED, that Debbie Edtnger, 

of Veazie, Vera LU!cia M. Posnik Qf 
Brazil, Hazel Lee Chute Qf Orono 
and Tamara Nesbit Qf Orono be 
appointed Honorary Pages fQr to
day. 

An Act Relating to Ownership 
of any Real Property FQrmerly 
Held by the State Colleges <H. P. 
1499) (L. D. 1926) 

An Act Relating tQ Maine Sar
dine Inspection Service (S. P. 
615) (L. D. 1927) 

Were repQrted 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. 

Orders of the Day 
The Chair laid ,before the Honse 

the first tabled and tQday assigned 
matter: 

Bill "An Act to Repeal the Sea
sQnality Provisions of the Em
plQyment Security Law" (H. P. 
519) (L. D. 684) (C. "A" H-319) 

Tabled - May 17, by Mr. Simp
SQn of Standish. 

Pending - Motion by Mr. Brown 
of Augusta that the House recede. 

On motion Qf Mr. Simpson Qf 
Standish, tabled pending motion 
to recede and tomorrow assigned. 

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

Bill "An Act Relating to the 
Prohibition of the Advertising of 
Drug Prices" <H. P. '930) (L. D. 
1227) 

Tabled - May 17, by Mr. Simp· 
son of Standish. 

Pending - ConsideratiQn. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
Qgnizes the gentiemanfrom Calais, 
Mr. Silverman. 

Mr. SILVERMAN: Mr. Speaker, 
I mQve that we insist. 

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

Mr. iDYAR: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur. 

Mr. LaPointe of pQrtlandre
quested a rollcall. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call h&s 
been requested. For the Chair to 
ol'der a roll call, cit must have 
the expressed desire of one fifth 
Qf the members present and vot
ing. All those desiring a roll call 
vote will vote yes; those QPposed 
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 mQtion of the 
gentleman from Strong, Mr. Dyar, 
that the House recede and 'concur 
with the Senate on L. D. 1227. All 
in favor of that motion will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Birt, Bither, Bunker, 

CamerQn, Carrier, Cote, Cressey, 
Curran, Davis, Deshaies, Dudley, 
Dunn, Dyar, Evans, Farnham, Far
rington, Ferris, Fraser, Garsoe, 
Good, Hamblen, Haskell, Henley, 
Hunter, Ja~bert, Kauffman, Kelle
her, Kelley, Kelley, R. P.; Keyte, 
Lewis, E.; Lynch, MacLeod, Ma
han y, McCormick, McHenry, 
Morin, L.; Morton, Murchison, NQr· 
ri's, Parks, Pratt, Ross, Shaw, 
Sproul, Willard, Wood, M. E. 

NAY - Albert, Ault, Baker, 
Berry, G. W.; Berry, P. P.; 
Berube, B oud're au , Bra g d 10 !l ' 
Brawn, Briggs, Brown, Bustm, 
Carey, Carter, Chick, Chonko, 
Churcihil!l, Olarrk, Corney, Connohlry, 
ClOoney C[1ommeU, Curtds, T. S. 
Jr.; D~m, DQnaghy, Dow, Drigo
tas, Emery, D. F.; Farley, Fau
cher, Fecteau, Gauthier, Genest, 
Goodwin, H.; GOGdwin, K.; Green
law, HancQck, Hobbins, Hoffses, 
Huber, Immonen, J a c k s 10 n, 
Ja'cques, Knight, LaPointe, Lawry, 
LeBlanc, Lewis, J.; Martin, Max
well McKernan, iMcMahon, Mc
Nally, McTeague, Merrill,Mills, 
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Morin, V.; Mulkern, Murray, Na
Jarian, 'O'Brien, Palmer, Perkins, 
Peterson, Ricker, Rolde, Rollins, 
Shute, Silverman, Simpson, L. E.; 
Smith, D. M.; Smith, S.; Stilling's, 
Strout, Susi, Talbot, Tanguay, 
Theriault, Tierney, Tyndale, Wal· 
ker, White, Whitzell, Tlhe Speaker. 

AiBSENT - Binnette, Cottrell, 
Dunleavy, Flynn, Gahagan, Her
rick, Kilroy, LaCharite, Littlefield, 
Maddox, Pontbriand, Santoro, Shel
tra, Soulas, Trask, Trumbull, Web
ber, Wheeler. 

Yes, 48; No, 84; Absent, 18. 
The SPEAKER: Forty-eight hav

ing voted in the a.ffirmative and 
eighty-four having voted in the 
negative, with eighteen being abo 
sent, the motion does not prevail. 

On motion of Mr. Silverman of 
Calais, the House voted to Insist. 

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

Bill "An Act to Create a Maine 
Agricultural Bargaining Board" (H. 
P. 782) (L. D. 1014) 

Tabled - May 17, ,by Mr. Simp
son of Standish. 

Pending - Motion by Mr. Evans 
of FreedDm to' accept tlhe Majority 
Report "Ought to pa'ss" in New 
Draft rH. P. 1511) (L. D. 1941) 

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

Mr. EVANS: Mr. Speaker La
dies and Gentlemen of the H~Ulse: 
I am not gOing to make a long 
speech on this bill today because 
I figure you all know what it is 
and have made up your minds 
which way you are going to vote. 
I hope you do vote fDr it because 
farmers do need it. It may not be 
a perfect bill, but very few bills 
are a perfect bill. 

If we can get this on the books, 
we could change it to make it 
more workable later on. It sure 
is needed, and I would also like to 
request a roll 'call when the vote 
is taken. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair relc
ognizes the gentleman from Lime
stone, Mr. Albert. 

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker La
dies and Gentlemen of the H~se: 
I would ask you today to give sup
port to a bill which I believe is 

badly needed to maintain the farm
ing way in Maine. 

I speak to you today not just 
as' a fellow legislator, but I speak 
to you as a man who knows the 
problems of potato farming :at mst
hand. 

I have farmed ,potatoes in Aroos
took County for the last 40 years. 
I started farming in 1930 during 
the Great Depression time. We 
thought it. was tough all around, 
and espeCIally tough for farmers. 
But let me tell you this today, it 
wasn't as tough as it is today. 

You may be surprised to hear 
me say this, but this ~s true. Maine 
used to be a farm state with a lot 
of small. farmers and ve,ry 1lew 
la!l'gie f'arms. Today iflhat ~s no long
er ,the c'ase. In .A<roostook County 
we have ~oslt more rbllan 200 fal1m· 
ers a yeiar ror ,the la'st six y'ears. 
Yet the total ·average in produc
tion has remained 'Consrbant because 
as elach fiarm,e[" goesundw, the 
processor buys up 'tihe ~and 'art a 
low or even auction pr1ce. 

After they buy up the land, most 
likely they destroy the buildings 
So they don't have to pay a large 
property tax which hurts our town, 
and then themselves, they farm 
the land. The towns are losing :a lot 
of taxes from these processors. 

Do you know Who rthese proc
essers are? Let 'ITl'e give you one 
example. The newest and perhaps 
the biggest is J&S Industries. J&S 
Industries operates all over North 
America, so what do they care 
about the people of Limestone or 
the rest of Aroostook County or the 
the people of ,the Shte of Maline? 
Not much, I 'Will tell you ,that. Look 
at Ithe facts. For the past ,six years 
we have been growing potatoes for 
$1.25 to $1.50 a barrel below the 
cost of production. 

Each year we plant in the hopes 
that the price will rise or that 
we will Dalise 200 balI1l'e~s per acre 
rather than 150 barrels per acre. 
Each year this doesn't work. We 
go on furrther into debt, and more 
of us fold up and call it quits. 
When we go in debt, we go to the 
banks for help. But they tell us we 
have to sign contracts wirth proc· 
essors to safeguard the bank loans. 
The FHA does the same thing, that 
they require signed contracts as 
collateral on their investments. 
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You can't blame them, so we sign. 
Last year wecontra'cted for $2.40 

a barrel on the conditions set by 
processors. For example, you have 
certain things to go by. YO'U have 
to' have a specific gravity on yO'ur 
potatoes which is 1.070 specific 
gravity on your potatoes or they 
can turn yO'ur potatO'es down. And 
also, if yO'ur potatoes don't lO'ok 
just right Qr dQn't smell right Qr 
don't fry right, they can turn y?ur 
potatO'es down. So, I am telling 
you that we are at the mercy of 
the world with these contracts. We 
have nQthing to say about it. 

As a result, the PQtatO' processors 
have produced a comp,any town 
right here in Maine, only the town 
is the size of Connecticut and we 
call it AroostO'ok CO'unty. 

As further proof of what hals 
happened in Aroostook County, I 
could cite to you the drop in popu
lation from 1960 to 1970. In these 
ten years our population dropped 
from 106,064 to' 99,078. 'l1hirty..nline 
of our seventy towns lost more 
than 10 percent of their population, 
and nineteen of the seventy lO'st 
mO're than 20 percent. For those of 
us who stayed and whose children 
stayed, times jump from bad to 
good, but the future is not too 
bright. 

The cost of farming has tripled. 
For instance, in 1945 I bO'ught two 
tradors. One tractor cost $1,300, 
the Qther tractor CQst $1,900 which 
was a Super M. In comparisO'n to.
day, the same tractO'r, Qne is 
$7,000 and the other is $10,000. SO', 
you see, we have these things to' 
contend with. Fertilizer this year 
has jumped appmximately $9 a 
ton. Last year, I think it was $3 a 
ton. So, we have a lot O'f things 
to contend with. 

This year it is a good year in 
Al'Oostook CO'unty. The market is 
$10 a barrel. So down here yO'U 
people will al~l slay you people will 
be driving Cadillac cars next year 
up in Aroostook CO'unty. But here 
is the 'catch: bec<l.ulse of our f~nan
cial problems, 50 percent of these 
potatQes go to' proces1sors, 50 per
cent which is divided in haLf as 
s,eed or table stock, just 50 per
cent. These are the Jiresih market. 
This is the $10 market. But they 
are not getting $10, they aDe get
ting $2.40 a <bal'l'el to $3.15 a 

barrel for their potatoes up in 
Aroos,took County with processors 
today. That ils on a six month ,base. 
They start at 2.40 and end up lat 
3.15. 

Next year, thanks to the efforts 
of the A.B.C., the Al'ooslbook Bal'
gaining Committee, we will get 40 
cents more, whli!c'h ~s 2.80 per bar
rel and this 1s an increase of 40 
cents. But the processol's still con
trol our future. If weca'n pass this 
bill, Maline farmers wiIl be al
lowed to bargain a's a group with 
the proceslsors, As a result, we 
will get a better deal and the prO'
cessor will get a better deal. 

Opponents of this bill say it will 
harm the industry if only Maine 
adopts Isuch a law. They will say, 
let's d'0 it, but d'0 it on the federal 
level. I say we cannot wait. The 
bill may never pass in WashingtO'n. 
We need help right now. 

I strongly urge you to support 
and 'Strengthen the potato ~ndustry 
in the state 'Of Maine. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the genlbleman fVDm Cari
bou, Mr. Briggs. 

Mr. BRIGGS: Mr. Speaker, La
dQes and Gentlemen of the House: 
I am nDt a farmer hut I am the 
son 'Of a ,farmer who was the son 
of a farmer, and I know some
thing about farm problems in 
northern Maine. 

Over the years it ha,s been ex
ceedingly difficult~or faI1meI1s to 
get together on almost any issue 
you mi,ght tlhirrk of. The reason is 
that they (have !been ibl'Ought up to 
be rugged individuaLi'Sts. I guess 
our thlnking people who liive and 
operate along the c'Oalst will under
stand thalt phi'losophy. 

'11his is an ~ssue, I think, which 
they will not he unandmous on a]
SlO, but I do Nliink tha:t it is sup
ported by abroad cross 'Section 
Qf ,the indus,try. 'I can assure you 
that While rthe processors are an 
important factor in our potato in
dustry economy 'Of this ,tate, they 
are, nO'netheless, no pa,rticular 
friend '0r benefit t'0 the producer. 
They are an outlet for their prod
uct. 

Now, this yealr, when pota:to 
prrces have heen exceedingly good, 
Ibhere halve been a great many 
faI1mers who have not benefited 
especially £rom these g'Ood, high 
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pflic,es, bec,ause they had lailready 
contracted with the proces!sor for 
their low prices that they 'Offered. 
There~ore, they were nO't able to 
take advantage 'Of the high prices 
'Of their prO'duct which pflevaHed 
later in the selling season. 

N'Ow, I would like to repeat 
again tha,t this is not 'Someth!ing 
that will receive unal1limO'us sup
pDrt any mDre than .any orther is
sue cDuld receiv,e unanimO'UissU'p
port ·among the members 'Of the 
potatO' industry, but I dO' believe 
that this has the support 'Of an ex
tremely brO'ad crosssectiDn ,in the 
industry, and it dDes not put the 
state intD bargaining wh1ch you 
may have been told. The only thing 
it does, lit c"reart:es a bDard: whi'ch 
shall say WhD ,shall bargain, and I 
think this would be a very ,im
portant benefit toO the potatD grow
er in noOrthern Maine. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the genrt:leman from Eas
ton, Mr. Mahany. 

Mr. MAHANY: Mr. Spelaker 
and Members 'Of the HDuse: I 
signed the minorlity repDrt, and I 
will give you my veasons fur doing 
S'O. Keep in mind ,tihat I lam nDt 
opPO'sed to ibargwining but 'Opposed 
to this hill. 

F,irst of all, I think this biH is 
too broad. It would try tDc'Over 
every agricuHural commodlity 
gl'own in Maine that is processed 
or might be pmcess,ed in the fUr 
ture with contl'ol by a five-man 
boafld. Since thel1e is a great deal 
'Of difference in how pr'Oces!sors and 
gmwers 'Of differeIJJt 'commodities 
relate lin making contracts. I do 
not th!ink ,thlis is good. 

Most of our prGcessed prDduct is 
shipped GClt of state. Only a ,small 
perc,entage is c'Onsumed within 
Maline. I ,tmnk the 'a!clcep1Jance Gf 
this bill wDuld put our processors 
and growers at a di'sadvantage 
wrth processors and growers IfrDm 
other areas who are not bound by 
sucih legisQation bm 'Operate under 
the free entel'prise 'system. What 
is the great ,hurry in passing this 
bill where there is no emergency? 
We have palssed bills ihurl1i:eilly in 
other years and hav,e t'O resubmit 
them to the next legislative s!es
sion. No 'Other state in the country 
has a bargadning lalw ,whioch wotilld 
be as far reach!ing als t'his law. 

The potatD gmwers in ArDDs'took 
County have a contra'ct they have 
develDpedand it seems toO be w'Ork
ing v'ery s.atlisi£ad'Orily. It should 
be beclaus'e the Bargalining C'Om· 
mittee has worked tWG years 'On 
it getting it to meet the apprO'val 
and the acceptance of the growers 
and processors. Why hurry to 
throwaway something which is 
workingsatisfaetoruyat least Gn 
an experimental basis? Further
more, L. D. 1014 is a mandatory 
bill, and it d'Oesn't give the grDw
ers a chance for a referendum. 

Under paragraph 1957~D, it says, 
"The assDc!iation represents 51 
pel1cent 'Of the producers who pro
duced at lea,st one half of the vol
ume 'Of a Ipar1tlicuilJa!l' a!gricuHural 
prDduct during the previous twelve 
months to ,make an effeetive 
agent for producers in bargain
ing with the specific handler or 
handlel's involved with those pro
duce'l's 'Of that agricultural prod
uct." 

However, it is the board that has 
the au1lh'Orioty Ito .aet'ermane It his 
question. Under paragraph 1957 
it als'O says, in e£fect, that after 
the boa,rd qualifies an assDciatiDn, 
it shall give notic,e 'Of such qualifi
cation to all kn'Own handlers that 
purchase the agricultural commod
j,ties that SJUch Ian assocliation rep
resent's. Does ,this 'mean that out
of~state processors such as Frito 
Lay in Masls'aclhusetts, Oampbeli 
Soup in New Jers,ey, Wise PDtatG 
in Pennsylvania, and many other 
out-of-state processors WhoO buy po
tatoes from Ma<ill!eand sell the re
sulting product indirect competi
tion with 'Maine PToc'essors will be 
required to bargain with Maine 
producer assoc<iatiGns wh'O qualify? 

The biH also proWbits any han
dler from making an agreement 
with a particular producer of a 
product with terms which are 
more fav'Orable than the terms 
rea'ched with the designated as
sociation for that product. This pre
vents a grower Gr producer from 
remaining outs'ide of a particular 
association and dealing ill1dividual
ly with a handler should he prefer 
this relationship. This raises some 
s,erious anti-trust pr'Oblems, in my 
opinion, and a grower could run 
the risk of being froOzen 'Out of 
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busines,s if he does not join a bar
gaining association. 

Section 1964 'Of the ,bHl and the 
redraft: provides that theactivirties 
of oualified associations shall not 
be deemed to v,iolate any anti
trust laws of the State of Maine 
but goes on to state that nothing 
in the bill shall be construed to 
permit handlers to contracrt, c'Om
bine or conspire wirth 'One 'another 
in bargaining with ouaHfied as
sociations. This section certainly 
gives certain rights and privileges 
to one side and takes the same 
rights away from the other side. 

In my contact with potato 
gr'Owers in Central Aroostook, I 
was amazed at how many knew 
nothing about th~s Hi~l, L. D. 1014. 
Very few farmers had seen a copy 
'Of the Bill, to say nothing about 
studying it. Some farmers even 
thought it the A.B.C. Program that 
is now in progress in Aroostook 
County. 

The Executive Secretary of the 
Potato Council said to me, "The 
growers do not need to s,tudy the 
Bill but should go with the 
decisions he and the Council 
make." I strongly disagree with 
his thinking. If we are going to 
have a State Legislative Bill, I 
believe each commodity should 
have its own program and legisla
tion similar to the dairy farmers. 
H'Owever, I also beIrieve the only 
Bargaining Bill worthwhile is a 
Federal one. 

Now, the Minority Report asks 
for this Bill to have further stud~, 
and I believe this is necessary if 
we want anything worthwhile from 
this document. 

We have to keer> in mind that 
not only must our local pnoces1sors' 
raw product costs be competitive, 
but they must also be competitive 
with processor costs across the 
country. There is no provision set 
forth in this document to see that 
this pricing schedule is protected. 

In creating a Bargaining Act, 
its effect on the producer, the 
processar, the laborer, and the 
consumer must all be taken into 
consideration. I fail to see this 
requirement taken care 'Of in this 
Bill. 

We should not Ibe in too big a 
hurry with this Bill, because two 

Bargaining Bills have been intro
duced in Congress. One Bill, H. R. 
2834 - and 'I have a copy here ~ 
was introduced by Congressman 
Ford on January 24, 1973, and it 
has been referred to the Commit
tee on Agriculture. The other Bill, 
H. R. 3723, was introduced by 
Congressman Sisk together with 
23 other co-signers, and it has also 
been ,referred to the C'OmmiHee 
on Agriculture. 

If one of these bills is passed 
by Congress and accepted by the 
other areas competing with our 
industry, then that would be fine. 
H'Owever, if it is nat good enough 
to pass in Congress and be ac
cepted by our competing areas, 
it certainly is not good enough 
for the State of Maine potato in
dustry and other Maine agri
cuHural industries. 

Every potato gTiower I h a v e 
taiked wi1th whelther 'a proponent 
or opponent - ,a'lld tihe majority are 
opponents of this Bill, L. D. 1014 
- has stated, and I qu'Ote, "To 
be eHective and protective to the 
Maine Potato Industry, a Bargain
ing Board should Ibe on a Federal 
level so that comnetitive areas 
could be equaHzedJ' There is a 
need for an educational program 
among growers and processors. 
Also, there is a great need to 
standardize contracts and condi
tions between growers and proces
sors of potatoes across the country. 

I do not believe this bill is work
able as written. Therefore, Ladies 
and Gentlemen 'Of this House, I 
hope you do not accept the major
ity 'report. I urge you to sU'P'port 
the minority report to refer this 
mll to the 107<1h Legislature after 
it has been to an interim commit
tee for study. 

Mr. Sneaker and members of 
this House, I have taken this stand 
on L. D. 1014, redraft 1941, be
cause in my opinion it is best for 
the potato industry of Maine and 
other Maine agdculture industries. 

I could go on and ,answer some 
more Questions and have some 
more statements to comment on 
as made by my good friend from 
Limestone, but I think they are 
away from the topic quite a bit 
that we want 1io dis'cll.lJss here. I 
think Ithey wandered off a Irirtrtle hit 
from the topic of L. D. 1014. 
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The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Churchill. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: You 
heard a lot said on behal!f of the 
potato growers, hut I dse in sup" 
port of the broiler farmers. 

There are approximately six to 
eight hundred broiler growers at 
the present time ranging all the 
way from Penohscot County to 
York Co:mty. Without this bill, the 
proce'isor is not required to meet 
with the farmer, and this bill does 
not require that an agreement be 
reached, but it does provide that 
they can sit down together and 
negotiate. 

At the nresent time the broiler 
farmer re-ally has no choice when 
it comes time to 's,ign a contract. 
Either he raises under their agree
ment and payor he doesn't raise 
birds. Weare being paid the same 
amount they paid 20 yc:ars 'ago. 
With the c'Ost of liV1ing ,the way it 
is and wilth our mortg,age pay
ments S'O high, it is very hard t'O 
mallie a living. 

I strongly urge you to support 
this L. D. in hehalf of the many 
broiler growers throughout the 
state. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Sabattus, Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. COONEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I was one of the eight peo
ple 'On the Agriculture Committee 
who signed the majority "ought 
to pass" repo~t. I would agree 
with that majOl'ity this is a very 
important piece of legislation, 
extremely timely for the farm 
community. 

Now, the issue has been raised 
that there i 3 a bill of a similar 
nature pending before Congress 
and that we ought not to act here 
on the state level because that 
bill in Congress should be the one 
that is passed. I would ask you 
all to just take a gues's at what 
argument they are using down in 
Congress to defeat that b~H. 
Obviously, they are say,ing, "Well, 
this isn't the sort of thing that 
ought to be done at the nati'Onal 
level. Vie ought to allow each state 
to do it." My thought is there is 

no place to start like the one here 
at home. 

Now, I would like to reiterate 
Mr. Churchill's point that there is 
nothing in here that is bind~ng. 
On page four of the bill, section 
1958, I would like to read you the 
phrase that covers that point. 
"Such obligation does not require 
either party to agree to a proposal 
or to make a conce8'Sion." So all 
this bill does is it says that the 
producer and the processor must 
sit down and talk. This is some
thing that they are not now aible 
to do. I cannot say why. 

I have had many calls from 
poultry processors in my area 
who have given me some reasons 
why they haven't been allowed to 
sit down and ta~k, and I sincere'ly 
hope that some of the reasons are 
not true; but if they are, it makes 
me even stronger in my support 
of this measure. 

So I would urge you this morn
ing to accept the majority report 
of the Agriculture C'Ommittee, and 
send this b1ll on its way. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Jay, Mr. Maxwell. 

Mr. MAXWELL: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Last week I had distr1buted 
on your desks a letter ·from my 
brother who happens to be in the 
poultry ,business. He also is lin the 
beef business. He signed it "Louis 
B. 'Maxwell, Poultry ,and) Beef 
Farmer, Director of Maine Poul
try Association, President 'Of the 
Franklin County Extension." 

Just to refresh your mind on 
that, I perhaps ought to read it. 
It is a short letter. "I have been 
a farmer for many years having 
owned and operated dairy, poultry 
and beef farms. I have also had 
a keen interest in government and 
its effect on tJhe weila being of 
farmers. In my opinion, this leg
islwture has legislative documents 
that ,can mean much to Maine 
farmers and thus to the economy 
of this great state; namely, the 
tax relief bil:ls on personal prop
evty 'and the saJes tax plus, of 
cours'e, a tax reform preferably 
state funding to a greater extent 
of the educational cost, thus giv
ing the real estate tax measure 
relief. 
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"This legislature also has legis
lative document 1014, 'An Act to 
Create a Maine Agricultural 
Board', and that, in my opinion, 
,can do a tremendous 'amount of 
harm to the Mainc farmer and 
much to the economy of our state. 

"The proponents say the y 
simply want to ta~k ~o ~he proces
sors. Let me say firstly as a 
farmer, and also as one who has 
spent a great deal of time or
ganizing, I have never had any 
proh~ems speaklng with the pro
,c'essors. In fact, they 'have met 
with me and other farmers on a 
number oc! occasions. They also 
have accepted some of my recom
mendations. 

"If this legislative document, 
numiher 1014, is passed, we will 
see the farmers with the least 
ability and the most radical think
ing trying to £orc'e upon our 
processors terms that make it im
p03sible to compete with the larger 
low cost a'reas of this nation. 
Were this ,a national bill, such as 
the hill that is heing considered in 
Congress, then I would support it 
hecause then it would not place 
our pTocessors at a competitive 
dis'advantage. 

"In a nutshell, our Maine farm
er and Maine processor are rid
ing in the same rowboat, 'and if 
eiVher oneputlls the p1ug, they WI1H 
both go down the drain and this 
state's economy will suffer." 

I rise to oppose this bill firsUy 
ibec,ause 1t is not needed and s,ec
ondiy, be,cause of the possible 
effect to Ma,ine's fa!l1m economy. 
I think it well to note that of the 
two leading farm organizations 
in the state, one supports and one 
oppos,es this legislative document. 

When I say it is not needed, it 
is bec'ause as a practical matter, 
any org,anization that has over 
half of the productive capacity of 
,the farmers ,concerned decides to 
press 'advising action, which, of 
course, is now legal let me point 
out, they will be affected. Of 
course, a small percentage will 
have trouble being heard. 

Now, in regards to Maine fiarm 
economy. We have in my lifetime, 
and I might add I was born and 
brought up on a farm and lived 
on a farm until I was 19 yea,rs 
old. I have seen thousands of 

farmers leave their farms, the 
reason being ,all to frequently be
cause our legislative and >agricul
ture dep!artment fail to recognize 
that rfarming is a very ,competi
tive business, the result being that 
we have either enacted laws or 
,allowed laws to stand that ha've 
tended to make it more difficult 
for the Maine farmers to com
pete. This act would make Maine 
pou~try companies, for ex;ample, 
,less competitive with 97 percent 
of the industry in other sbates that 
do not have such laws on the 
books. 

I might also add that yest,erday 
Ilifternoon five different poultry 
farmers who hunted with me up 
at my camp, before they left, 
some of t,hem agreed w,uth me 
that pe'rhaps this wasn't the best 
thing in the world. 

So, I would urge you to vote 
a'gains.t the motion to ace'ept the 
"ought to pass" report. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ex
eter, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I would like to just com
ment on a few of the statements 
made by ,the gent1eman from Jay, 
Mr. MaxweU. He states ,and ,all 
proc,essors state when you start 
talking about bargaining, that if 
farmers get together and start 
bargaining it is going to drive them 
out of business. I am getting a 
little tired of listening to' this. 
Idaho has been bargaining for six 
years. When you start to com
pete with them in the potato mar
ket, you will find that they 'cer
tainly haven't been driven out of 
husiness. In fact, in 1970, they 
were grO'wing 70 million hundred
'weight of potatoes; today they are 
growing 80 million hundred-weight 
of potatoes. Nobody is putting them 
out of business. Not one prO'cessor 
has been driven out of business in 
IdahO' since the farmers have 
grouped together and started bar
gaining with their pro,cessors. 

In fad, to quote an employee of 
the R. T. French Company, who 
was their buyer for 15 years, a 
man by the name of Rolbert Mer
cer, he said, when We first knew 
that wehiad to start hargaining 
with farmers, we thought that it 
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would drive us out of business. He 
goes on to say that ,u is the best 
tJhing that ever happened to us. 
We know their problems, they 
know ours and we get itogeU];err and 
we do a Ibettcr job for both of us. 

That is a processor talking, who 
has been through this bargaining 
experience. We are talking about 
market power. We are talking 
about, in the potato industry, 1200 
farmers selling to five processors 
and you know in a situation like 
that who ,has got market power. 
Mr. Mahany, the gentleman from 
Easton, said that this bill was 
too broad. This bill merely sets 
up an arbitration board. This board 
is not going to do the bargaining. 
l1he individual farmers together 
are gOing to do the bargaining. 
The board that we are establishing 
is only going to do the arbitration 
in case the growers and the pro
cessors cannot get together. 

Mr. Mahany also said this was 
a mandatory bill. But in order for 
a ha'rga'ining area to be effective, 
it must ,have over 50 percent from 
the growers in the production of 
that processor. So it must have 
grower support in order to be 
effective. This biM doesn't man
date anyrtlhing. Mr. IMahany wa,s 
worried about the out-of-state pro
cessor and afraid that he mig<ht 
get the benefit over the in·state 
processor. 

We:l, let me tell you about some 
of these out-of-state processors. Let 
me tell you about one that we do 
business with. In the vernacular of 
the gentleman from Enfieid, Mr. 
Dudley, I can talk a little bit about 
this because I am in the business. 

About six years ago, there was 
a group from Central Maine who 
were getting tired of being pushed 
around by the processor. An out
of-state proces'sor whom we are 
selling to was sending a buyer 
into our area every spring while 
we were out planting potatoes out 
in the field, not being able to 
group together and he would go 
around from one farm to another 
and keep talking the price down 
a nickel or a dime. We call that 
getting ruckel ,and d1Jmed to death 
and we were getting it. We got 
tired of this and we said, it is 
enough. Let's put these potatoes 
together and sell them as a unit. 

So we formed a marketing com
pany and we did juSit exacltly what 
this bill is trying to do. We put 
the production from these different 
farms into one unit and told the 
fellow to go out and sell those to 
this processor who immed!i!a,teily 
got an increase in price. We have 
taken in many growers since then. 
It has worked out for the benefit 
of us and it has worked out for 
the benefit of the processor. That 
processor is paying us more now, 
the rate of increase has been much 
greater than the rate of increase 
the in-state processor has been 
paying. So if the in-state processors 
are forced to pay a little more 
money, it is only going to bring 
them up to par, it is not going to 
put them in a non-competitive 
advantage. 

The statement was also made 
that this would put the Maine pro
cessor in a non-competitive advan
tage compared to the major pro
cessors in Idaho. Let me just say 
that the potato producers in Idaho, 
since they <have been bargain~ng 
for six years, have managed to 
increase the price out there 47 
percent. Over that period of time, 
we have only increased the price 
here by 20 percent. 

The name of the game i's mar
ket power. That is all the farmers 
are asking in this bill, is for you 
to establish an arbitration board 
and set up some legal framework 
So that they can sH down with 
the processors and talk eye to eye, 
man to man, and get this power 
a litt'e bit equal. 

This is probably the most im
portant agricultural bill that this 
legislature will have before it. It 
is probably the most important 
agricultural bill, in fact, that any 
Maine legislature will have. It is 
not a perfect bill. I wish it were 
stronger. I think it wi:ll have to 
be changed some as it goes along. 
But I urge you now to pass it. It 
is very important to the agricul
tural economy of the State of 
Maine. 

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

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I feel a great deal of 
sympathy for you people that are 



3058 LEGISLATIVE RECORD~HOUSE, MAY 21, 1973 

listening to the arguments on this 
bill this morning. I realize it is 
a hard bill to get across to a 
group of people, most of whom 
are not very familiar with what 
is involved. Being one of those 
involved, I feel called upon to 
attempt to explain the thing as 
briefly and as clearly as I am 
able to. 

I think I am surprised at one 
thing. As we started the debate 
on this bill, I was certainly of the 
impression that it was mainly a 
bill that originated 'wi~n !the broil
er industry and I 'am 'Surprised 
that a very small amount of the 
debate has involved the broiler 
industry. Mostly we have been 
tallcing about the effects on the 
potato industry in which I am 
interested. 

I intended to say when I got 
up that I have no particular inter
est or no knowledge of the prob
lems of the broiler industry and 
anything that I attempt to ex
plain will apply only to the potato 
and the potato processing end of 
the deal. 

I will try to remember some of 
bhe things that have been said 
and attempt to refute them or 
agree with them. To begin wIth, 
I think it is very unfortunate and 
unnecessary that this bill is before 
a legislative body and does not, 
in my opinion. does not belong 
here. There is nothing, in my opin. 
ion, that this bill sets up in the 
Department of Agriculture at an 
estimated cost, I think, of some 
$6,000 a year. The members of 
tMs board will get $20 a day and 
expens,es, I tJMnk, J)or the time 
,that they spend in their work. 
Two speakers previous to me have 
touched a little upon what this 
board is supposed to do. This is 
a board, if you are interested 
or have read the bill, this is a 
board of five members, two mem
bers representing the processing 
industry rin the state, two mem
bers representing the producers 
who are producing for the proces
sors and one independent member. 

When I went home this weekend, 
I told some of you that I was go
ing to try and get the picture from 
the area to the best of my ,ability. 
I guess perh~ I should enl'arge 
a little morebe£ore I go on about 

my feeling on this hoc-rd because 
Mr. Cooney has mentionedi it here 
and Representative Smith touched 
on it. This is something whrch was 
brought up in my discussion with 
both the pros and the 'cons in the 
County whom I talked with. I don't 
attempt to tell you, as usual, that 
it is not a divided issue, it is a 
divided issue. 

This board, constituted as it is, 
has only one fUncmon, to iIlPPl'Ove 
previously formed bargaining units, 
which we have one full-grown and 
in operation in Aroostook County 
at the present time. It ha's been 
active and operating and doing 
a good job this Spring. 

A great many people that were 
for this bill and were against it, 
they took a dim view of a com
mittee like this attempting to im
prove their board, their bargaining 
hoard. Their position was, if we 
are going to have a bargaining 
board, it is going to be our bar
g,aining hoaJ:'d and we are ,going rto 
be able to control the thing to the 
point that they don't go far over
board in this matter of bargaining 
and 10 and behold, end up the pro
ducers having a crop of potatoes 
which they have spent some hard 
labor on and considerable money 
and find that the board has gone 
beyond the point rtJhat tbe other 
part of the bargaining deal with 
the processors will listen to and 
none of them fe1t that they wanted 
to see a board that definitely 
wasn't at all times under the con
trol of the industry people. 

This, as I see it now, is exactly 
what we have. This present Spring, 
I think f!'Om the beginning ~ I am 
in the center of the processing in
dustry, the potato processing in
dustry in the State of Maine. Prob
ably 90 percent of this business on 
the part of the producers is within 
10 miles or more of where I oper
ate. The gentlemen in this part of 
the state I know do not partIcipate 
in the processin.g field. This Spring, 
this Aroostook Bargaining Agency, 
I guess they call it, claimed that 
they Ibad signed up, and I think 
their claims were true, over 50 
perc'ent of the potato growers in 
the State of Maine and they were 
given the power to go out and bar
gain with the processors, which 
they proceeded to do. 
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I find a great many farmers 
who feel, as I started to say be
fore, thai; you ,are not imrpmving 
what we have got one bit. They 
say, let's proceed another year or 
two years with the bargaining 
board we have, wIthout tying it 
up in the few words written into 
the statutes, as these two gentle
men have said do not mean a thing, 
only that this is a bargaining 
board. The gentleman, Mr. Cooney, 
s,alid that laU that lis required of the 
processor to do is sit down and 
bargain with them. That is a pretty 
small function when you have a 
bargaining agency that is working 
good and successfully withQut be
ing tied up in the statute books of 
>the State of Maine. 

I fail to see where this bill, als it 
is written up, adds one iota to the 
potato industry and as I said be
fore, if the broiler people want 
such a bill as this, I am perfectly 
happy that they have it, and if 
they could separate it from the !P0-
tato field, I would be one that 
would be glad to go aJong with 
them. But as far as I am con
cerned, I can't help' agreeing with 
those farmers who want to keep 
cQntrol, don't want this board to 
get away from them. It has got 
to be their board or they are gQing 
to down it pretty quick, whether 
it is rprotected by statute or any
thin,g els'e if it doesn't do what they 
want them to do. None of them 
want to s'ee one of these proeess
ing plants move out of the County. 

In the past five of the last six 
years, the processing market has 
been the best market that we have 
had. This year, Qf course, is an 
exception. Again, this bargaining, 
as I look on ilt, is just honorable 
men sitting down rtQgetherand try
ing each to understand the Qthers 
problems and coming up with a 
solution. I think this is what this 
bargaining board did this Spring. 
I go along with this malinly be
cause two members of the Agricul
ture Committee from my area re
ported out against this bill. I defi
nitely agree with them. These two 
men who reported ag:ainst the bill 
are farmers. They are potato 
growers and they were afraid of 
it just the same as I am afraid of 
it. 

I suppose I 'cQuld !Slay it isn't go
ing to amount to 1Jhat, ,which I 
probably believ,e, but Wlhat is the 
sense of sltickling it <inltoO Itheslta.tutes 
unless you believe it is going to 
amQunt to something land I defi
nite1y don 'It believe it is. 

I want to say one more thing. 
In the County, we have two bar
gaining groups. We have the NFO, 
The National Farm Organization 
has been active in the County for 
two or three years. They appar
ently didn't get to where they were 
going to do the business for the 
farmers, but they could be the po
tential group that this agency, tills 
little bill sets up, these five men, 
two processors, two producers and 
one independent. Many of the 
farmers' said to me, why have a 
five-man bQard, the independent 
is going toO make all the decisions. 
Why don't you have just a one-man 
board? The only argument, thQse 
who were for it amongst the farm
ers, made toO me was, we had a 
good time bargaining with the 
processors this Spring but it may 
be different next year. We don't 
think this does anything. They 
agree with Mr. Oooney ,and they 
agree with others. They didn't 
convince me that this statute did 
a single thing and so why clutter 
up the statutes with it. Let's go 
along with what we have. 

To get back to the NFO and ag
ricultural bargaining, I am sure 
from the viewpoint of the con
sumer, the NFO has been perharps 
extremely successful with the 
beef and the pork people in the 
West. I am sure, in viewing that 
frQm a consumer's standpoint, I 
cannot help saying that they bave 
been extremely successful. When 
I go out and buy some steak and I 
find that they have' the tenderlmn 
steak adverUs,ed For $2.40 a pOlUnd, 
I generally go off and leave it to 
people better able to eat it. I do 
like good tenderloin steak and I 
agree that some of the agricul
tural bargaining done by the NFO 
in the middle West has been suc
,cessful in bringing up the cost of 
the milk, the beef or pork or what 
have you. 

Of course, we have another group 
of very sucees,s.ful bargainers in 
the far West and I notice that the 
two great bargainers in the coun-
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try are now locked in controversy 
wiibh Caesar Clhavez and his tomato 
and grape growers. I think we will 
say from the viewpoint of some
body, that hals been successful. But 
I wonder how tJhe ultimate consum
er feels. I us'ed to lik'e tomatoes. I 
saw two advertised in the market 
up here the other day for 74 cents 
and I walked off and didn't buy 
them. They were not very big toma
toes. I like grapes too. I rarely eat 
them now because this bargaining 
deal in the far West has been so 
extremely successful. 

If you happen to look at the last 
copy of Newsweek, you will see 
that Caesar Chavez and Mr. Meany 
had their picture taken together 
there. I don't know who is fighting 
whose battles out there but I think 
that the consumer is the 'One who 
is getting the rough end of the 
deaL 

Just to be sure that you know 
where I stand on this. I do go 
along with the minority report of 
the Agriculture Committee. I hope 
you will vote down the majority re
port so that we can make a motion 
to accept the minority report. 

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

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I'm going to vote ag'ainst 
the adoption of this bill tlu,s morn
ing, not because I do not believe 
that bargaining is necessa,ry in the 
agricultural section, but because I 
think the bill has ,some features in 
it that simply are not workable. 

Bargaining is proceeding in 
Aroostook County currently. It is 
succ'essfull in getting 'estab~ished, 
and I thi'Ilk that we would be ill
a d'visedat th~s juncture to inject 
the state into the bargaining pro .. 
cess because this bill is not a,s in
nocuous a's Representative Cooney 
would indicate to you. If you are 
interested, I wish you would look 
on page 5 at the limJt'atioD!s sec
tions, Section 4 and Section 5. 
These m'e the reasons that I could 
not support the bill bec'ause these 
Hmitations, in my view, simply 
would not work in the economk 
cltirmate that prevails in ,agricul
tural produ1cts. 

A secoll!d reason that I am going 
to not support the bill 1s the fad: 
that it seems to me very import-

ant that m1nori'ty barg'aining groups 
should have an equa,l opportunity 
in partiCipating in the bargaining 
process and the bill as it is written, 
affords nO' O'Pportunity, in my view, 
for a second bargaining group to' 
participate in the process. 

I thilnk, ag'ain, that a major de
ficiency in the bill is the fact that 
there is no time interval established 
during whi'cna negotlia,ting process 
may be carried out. And I think 
that all of yO'U are aware of the 
crucial importance of the time ele
ment. Again, talking in terms 'Of 
potatoes, the planning for acreage 
and so forth is done during the 
winter mO'nths, the time that the 
contract negot~ations are carried 
'On. There is nothing in the bill that 
would limit the time interval of 
negotiation. In other words" either 
sid'ecould protect a negotiating 
process to' their own advantage to 
an unlimited length of time. I think 
this would' prove to be a handicap 
if, for example, either a producer 
or a handler were in a m!inority 
situation. 

I think if we are going to move 
into this field, we have got to do it 
with 'a well researched bill. I think 
it would be premature and unwise 
to pass this type of legislation at 
this time. 

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

Mr. BRIGGS: Mr. Speaker a,nd 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I will be very brief because 
I realize that you are becoming 
weary. But the recent debate that 
you have just listened to is exactly 
the kind of thing which I have spok
e'll to you about earlier, which has 
kept the farmers in Aroostook 
County at least, and I presume al
most everywhere, from being 'able 
to get together. 

Now much has been said, as an 
example, by :the gentleman from 
Perham, Mr. Bragdon, about let
ting the present bargaining board 
continue. I would like to remind 
you, the present bargaining board 
has as a president, Bernard Shaw 
of Limestone, who is a potato grow
er who is widely known. He has 
worked very very hard in bargain
ing with the processors for the po
tato growers this year and they 
have been quite successful. Mr. 
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Bragdon would like to let the board 
work and I concur with that. 

I would like to make it dear that 
Mr. Shaw, who is the president of 
the Agricultural Bargaining Com
miJttee that has been referred to, is 
very very anxious that this bill ~l 
receive passage. I would a~sQ like 
t'o point oUlt, inasmuch als Mr. Sha,w 
is my brotherJin-l,aw, of whlch I am 
pardonably proud, that Mr. Shaw 
is no fuzzy-headed, agr~cultural 
radical ora radical of any other 
kind, as you can ascertain for your
selves, if you care to do so. 

Mr. Shaw is widely respected in 
his community of Limestone. He is 
the pillar of his church there. He 
is a member of the school commit
tee there He is a successful pota
to grower there. And you won't 
have any difficulty finding that he 
is very widely liked throughout 
Aroostook County. He is presidem 
of the Agricultura[ Bargaining 
Committee which has been referred 
to and' he is exceedingly anxioills 
that this legislation shall be suc
cessful. 

I hope the majority report of the 
committee will be accepted and I 
move that the vote be taken by the 
yeas and nays. 

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

Mr. HOFFSES: 1MI'. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: The question has been 
raised why is it that everyone is 
speaking on this bill -relative to 
the potato farmer and nothing is 
said 'about the poultry farmer. 
Well, I am going to speak albout 
the poultry farmer. 

Now, first of ,all, let me hast~n 
to say that 'I ,am not so versatile 
and been associated with las many 
things as my v,ery good :llriend 
from Oakland, ,Mr. Brawn. He 
seems to be far more versaltile 
than I would ever hope to Ibe. But 
I clan speak with some knowledge 
of the poultry businesls, having 
been born 'and brought up an it. 
I think I do know' and 'can ap
preciate the problems whioch the 
porultry industry is confronted 
with and has been 'confronted with 
for 'a good many yeavs. 

!M is my understandJing that ~he 
processors ,ml'e pLacing the poul
try on the fanns - they ave not 

placing the birds on the farms 
in a just and equitable way. They 
alre crowding the farms, they are 
forcing the producer to produce 
far more than his fa'cilities. will 
properly handle. It is my under
standing that all of the loss'es, the 
producer is havin:g ·to lJJear that 
reslponsi'bility. 

Well, now, if the processor is 
not using the proper judgment in 
plalCing the hirrds out, then he 
slhould Ibe the one who would be 
respDnsible for the loss'es, and not 
the producer himself. 

These al'e 'c'reating conditions 
wh~ch, as I said before, are c'aus
ing fa,r more <loss t'O the pouLtry in
dustry, far more lDSS in number 
of birds than is necessary. And 
the loser is the man who has to 
scrat'ch and dig for his daily 
wag'es land hope to be ,able when 
he gets through t'O have a little 
money to p,ay back the FHA l'Oan 
which he has Ibeen forc,OO to im
plemenit in ol'der to stay in busi
ness 'and to purchase the equip
ment which the processor is re
quirtng ,him to update every so 
often. 

Almost all of the favms are 
'Owned by the pr'Oducer. The pro
ducerr is the one who is having 
to pay the rea1 esta,te. We all 
know what the price of real estate 
is going on as far as taxes ,are 
concerned, they are upping the 
valuation and hence, up goes the 
taX'es. 

Now, the farmer is the man on 
the bottom 'Of the ,totem pole, and 
the consumer is the man on the 
top of the totem pole. Neither one 
'Of them have but one direction 
to go. The farmer, 'hopefully, c'an 
get a better return. The ,consumer 
hopes to be able to buy latthe best 
price P'Ossi'ble. But the man in 
the middle is the one who c,an 
work both ways. If he sees his 
costs are going up, he can auto
matically increase the prtce 'Of 
his product to ,the retaaIer or he 
Clan, Ibw the sa'me 't'Oken, reduce 
the 'Price ,that he is paying i'rom 
the producer. So, they ,are not 
in as untenalble position as t.he 
faI1mer land the ,consumer; and my 
heart bleeds for iboth,because I 
Ihave IJJeen the producer, I am now 
the 'consumer, and I am well 
'alWare of these circumstances. 
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It has been mentioned that we 
should wait and see what the 
.federal government does on this 
matter. I ,say iet's not wa[rt;, you 
and I have noway of prejudging 
what the federal government is 
going to do. If you believe in the 
merits of this ,bill, let's not give 
any consideration to what the fed
eral government mayor may not 
do. I would urge the passage of 
this document. 

The SPEIAKEIR: The Chair rec
ogll!izes the g,entleman from Lime
stone, Mr. A~beI1t. 

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Being a 
member of the NFO, I think I 
have to defend their position. 

There were 12 of us apillointed 
four years ago to go out and bar
gain with the pl"ocessors. We had 
very good luck. The first door we 
came to, we were tJhloown oUlt. 
They wouldn't even let us in their 
place. So, that is the kind of bar
gaining we have had in Aroostook 
County. 

Let me tell you one other thing 
due to the A.B.C. They had a man 
here last week that works for them 
by the name of Mr. Weeks, he is 
their key man. He called up every 
processor, hecaUise I sat 'alongside 
the telephone and I listened, and 
he invited them to go on TV last 
Friday night to debate this bill, 
pro and con. Nobody would accept 
it. He also invited some of these 
legislators to go on TV and they 
refuS'ed. So, that is how much bar
gaining power we have got. We 
have none. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ea'ston, 
Mr. Mahany. 

Mr. MAHANY: Mr. Speaker, La
dies and Gentlemen of the House: 
First let me say, the question that 
Mr. Cooney broU'ghit Ulp I think was 
well answered by the gentleman 
from Houlton, Mr. Haskell. 

I wOUJld like to answ,er Mr. Smith 
from Exeter when he speaks of 
the Idaho bargaining law. That is 
true, they do have bargaining, but 
it is not under rthis law. And as I 
S1I:ated in the first of my speech, 
I am not OPIPOsed to bargaining. 
It is this particular bill and its 
formation that I am opposed to. 

Some ha've taJked here, ilJhe pr0-
ponents of thiS' biLl, that the pota,to 

processors - the problems have 
been before us the last few years . 
During the la,st few years from 
'64 to '65 up to the present one, 
we have had top prices. That is 
no fault of the processors .. I wonder 
what we would have done and how 
much lower the price might have 
been had we not had the processors 
in our area to take off a lot of 
these potatoes that would have 
been hunting for some place to go, 
probably out in the field, because 
we were getting all in the fresh 
mar'kelos thalt was possiiJlne during 
those years. 

Now, whefr-these processors 
didn't just drop in here. After 
World War II, potato growers, at 
least, were looking for some other 
avenue to handle some of their 
production. And we started work
ing with the other areaS! across 
the country to see if we could de
velop a quota system or some kind 
of a control system, manage sys
tem of potato production and sales. 
However, the other areas would! not 
cooperate, and eventually that fell 
through; but at the same time, 
we were talking with some of those 
areas to look into the possibiJjty 
and bring french frying processing 
in Aroostook County. 

I was one of those men who 
worked <on this Pl'Oposvtion. Another 
man that worked hard on it and 
many of you remember, was Sen
ator E. Perrin Edmunds. We put 
in a <lot of t1me on it, a lot of 
hard work. A lot of the areas 
helped get the de vel 0 p men t 
corporations established to have 
some federal money to get these 
going. And at that time I wanted 
and tried to get some of the grow
ers to get together, and we would 
build and operate and own, even
tually, one of these processing 
plants. However, everyone was 
afr·aid of the possibilitities of de
feat and losing of money. 

I want to point out right here, 
too, that everything is not rosy for 
processors. Processing is a cut
throat deal. They are just as hard 
on one ,another in selling their pro
duct as day and night. 

I would like to answer now Mr. 
Albert of Limestone when he 
speaks of the ~nv[rt;al1Ji:on that Mr. 
Weeks extended to some of the 
processors and als·o asked me if 
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I would consider it. That was May 
18, sometime in the morning. It 
was about 10:00 o'clock when he 
sent me down this note, ·and I read, 
"Mr. Representative M a han y : 
Thought you would be interested. 
I invitedea'ch of tihe four 
operating potato processors. to dis
cus's L. D. 1941 on Ithe countrr-y 
news tonight. All of the processors 
either politely refused or some 
were out of town, and one was, 
1 believe, sick. 

"1 will be discussing the bill 
alone, apparentJiy. Will .apprecilate 
your consideration." 1 went back 
andl talked! with Mr. Weeks and 
told him thad he ,a,s,ked me two 
weeks ago, 1 would have gIadly 
gone on TV and discussed this bill 
with Mm. However, 10:00 o'clock 
in the day that he wanlts to g:o on 
that evening I thoUJght wlas a' pretty 
late notice, especially when we 
wouldn't be out of here, possoilbly, 
untoi'!. 1: 00 or 2: 00 o'dock, ,I would 
dDive 240 or 250 miles, Ihave a ~unch 
or a d:i:nner ,and tlhen go another 
15 .or 16 miles. 'I1hiat, too me, 
seemed unreasonable,and I told 
Mr. Weeks so. 

I also want to answer Mr. 
Briggs. I know the young gentle
man Mr. Briggs speaks of. There 
is no question here about his 
character or what not. I also know 
that he is president of this bargain
ingass.ociaton. 1 also know that 
a good many in his association, 
they do not want to extend them
selves into the particular regula
tions of this bill. And many of them 
have talked with me and told me 
so. Yesterday, two members came 
to my house and spent an h.our 
with me, £rom 12:00 o'dock to 1:00 
o'clock discussing this. And they 
definiteJ.y oppose going with this 
bill. They would rather stay and 
see how we make out with the 
A.B.C. contract we are working 
with now. 

I don't want any of you people 
to think I ,am a boy. I have had 
quite a lot of experience. Some 
have have been telling how long 
they had ,been in tine potato busi
ness. Mayibe I ought to s<ay a word 
how long I have ibeen alt Lt. Well, I 
have been in the potato business 
a long time. I have been in the 
potato business since I was a small 
boy, not much taller than that 

desk, when I hauled my first load 
of potatoes to the market. I be
longed to all of these potato agen
cies, such as the Maine Potato 
Council, The National Potato Coun
cil. At one time 1 was president 
and director of Federal Fort Fair
field National F,arm Loan Associa
tion. I have worked with A.S.C.S. 
I was a loca[ memlbe'r of the 
A.A.A., theP.M.A., the A.S.C.A., 
all of those things. So these prob
lems are not ne,w to me. I Ibhink 
I enjoy as good a reputation 'and 
what 1 think on rnfferenlt matters 
conce'l'nling aglViculture is ,as well 
thought of as any man from Aroos
took County. 

The SPEAKER: The C h ai I' 
recognizes the gentleman from Or
land, Mr. Churchill. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I don't 
blame the opponents of this bill 
being potato farmers, because they 
have just experienced one of the 
most successful gains in years on 
the price of potatoes. And if you 
folks recollect the price of broilers, 
what they were last year and what 
they are this year, I believe thay 
have just about doubled on poultry 
of any type. Yet, they are receiving 
the same price per foot for raising 
these birds that they have for the 
past 20 years. 

1 urge you to support this bill. 
The SPEAKER: The C ha i r 

recognizes the gentleman from 
Benton, Mr. Hunter. 

Mr. HUNTER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of t,he House: I think 
1 have been talked right out of 
my speech. So, 'being a signer of 
the "ought to pass" report, I 
felt that the bill did have a 
lot of merit. I promise you, I 
had some pretty good reasons why 
1 signed iIt this way, but it is nea'r 
dinner and I wouldn't want to talk 
any longer. 

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

Mr. BITHER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I think be
fore we vote on this bill I should 
say something that has not been 
said, believe it or not. 

This bill sets up a bargaining 
board of five members to bargain 
for all agricultural commoditie,s. 
Now, all of you have heard so 
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far is poultry and potatoes. In 
c,ase yQu get rbhe idea' rbhere is 
only poultry and potatoes, what 
about all the grains we raise in 
the state, what about the blueber
ries. They are represented. What 
about strawberries, the apples. 
all come under this bill. What 
about the canning corn, and beans, 
dry beans, green beans, you name 
1t. There are probably some others 
that I can't think of right now, 
but they are all under this bill. 

I would also like to say that 
in southern Aroostook, another 
member of the southern Aroostook 
delegate, not a member of this 
House, and myself have contacted 
either by phone or by personal 
contact in the ne~ghborhood of 125 
or more farmers, and everyone 
of them say no, they don't want 
this bill. And for that reason I 
have to go against the passage of 
this bill. 

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

Mr. LeBLANC: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Being from St. John Val
ley where livelihood depends on 
farming, I support L. D. 1014. 
Granted, it is not the perfect 
bill, but the day we pass a per
fect bill in this House, you and 
I won't be here. 

Mr. Evans, Mr. Albert, 'Mr. 
Smith stated this bill is a must 
to save the poultry and potato 
farmers. As a businessman for 
25 years dealing with farmers, I 
have seen them go out of busine'ss 
year after year because of inade
quate prices. 

I don't agree with Mr. Mahany. 
The farmers of Aroostook County 
do want this bill. I urge you to 
vote favorably on this bill. 

The SPIEAKER: 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 can vote 
will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken 
and more than one llifth 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 Freedom, Mr. 
Evans, that the House ac,cept the 
Majority "Ought to pass" Report 
on Bill "An Act to Create a Maine 
Agricultural Bargaining Board" 
m. P. 1511) (L. D. 1941). All in 
favor of that motion will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Albert, Baker, Berry, G. 

W.; Berry, P. P.; Birt, Boudreau, 
Briggs, Bunker, Bustin, Cameron, 
Carey, Carrier, Carter, Chick, 
Chonko, Churc'hill, Clark, Conley, 
Connolly, Cooney, Cote, Cressey, 
Curran, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; Dam, 
Davis, Deshaies, Donaghy, Dow, 
Drigotas, Dunn, Dyar, Emery, D. 
F.; Evans, Farnham, Farrington, 
Fraser, Garsoe, Genest, Good, 
Goodwin, H.; Goodwin, K.; Green
law, Hamblen, Hancock, Henley, 
Herrick, Hobbins, Hoffses, Huber, 
Hunter, Immonen, J a 'c k son, 
Jacques, Jalbert, Kauffman, Kel
ley, Kelley, R. P.; Keyte, Knight, 
LaPointe, Lawry, LeBlanc, Lewis, 
E.; Lewis, J.; Lynch, MacLeod, 
Martin, McCormick, McHenry, Mc
Kernan, McMahon, McNally, Mer
rill, Mills, Morin, L.; Morin, V.; 
Morton, Mulkern, Murray, Najar
ian, Norris, Palmer, Perkins, Ric
ker. Rolde, Rollins, Santoro, Shaw, 
Shult'e, Simpson, L. E.; Smith, 
D. M.; Smith, S.; Sproul, Stillings, 
Strout, Susi, Talbot, Tanguay, 
Theriault, Tierney, Trask, Tyn
dale, Walker, White, Willard, Wood, 
M. E.; The Speaker. 

NAY - Bembe,Bither, Brag
don, Brown, Farley, Finemore, 
Haskell. Kelleher, Mahany, Max
wen, Parks, Peterson, Pratt, 
Wheeler. 

ABSENT Ault, Binnette, 
Brawn, Cottrell., Crommett, Dud
ley, Dunleavy, Faucher, Fecteau, 
Ferris, Flynn, Gahagan, Gauthier, 
Kilroy, LaCharite, ,Littlefield, Mad
dox, :McTeague, Murchison, O'
Brien, Pontbriand, Ross, Sheltra, 
Silverman, Soulas, Trumbull, Web
ber. 

Yes, 109; No, 14; Absent, 26. 
The SPEAKER: One hundred 

nine having voted in the affirma .. 
tive and fourteen having voted in 
the negative, with twenty-six be
ing absent, the motion does pre· 
vail. 
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ThereuP'On, the Bill was read 
'Once and assigned f'Or sec'Ond read
ing t'Omorr'Ow. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
'Ognizes the gentleman from Augus
ta, Mr. Br'Own. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speake'r, I 
m'Ove we rec'Onsider'Our acti'On on 
item 6, page 10. I m'Ove we rec''On
sider 'Our acti'On of this m'Orn
ing whereby we receded. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Augusta, Mr. Brown, moves 
that the House reconsider its ac
ti'On on Bill "An Act Relating to 
H'Ours of W'Ork and Minimum 
Wag'es f'Or Taxicab Drivers" (H. 
P. 1035) (L. D. 1356) whereby it re
ceded. All in favor 'Of that motion 
will vote yes, th'Ose 'Opposed wiH 
vote no. 

A vote of the H'Ouse was taken. 
74 having voted in the ·affirm

ative and 28 having voted in the 
negative, the motion did prevail. 
Thereu~n, Mr. 'Brown of Au

gwo,ta withdrew hi'S moti'On to re
cede. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
'Ognizes the gentleman from Au
gusta, Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Slpeaker, I 
n'Ow m'Ove we recede and concur. 

On moti'On of Mr. Carey 'Of Wa't
erville, tabled pending moHon t'O 
recede and concur and t'Omorrow 
assigned. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair I"ec
'Ognizes the gemlemanfrom Au
gusta, Mr. Sproul. 

Mr. SPROUL: Mr. Speaker, is 
the House still in possession 'Of L. 
D. 1943? 

The SPEAlWE'R: The Chair would 
answer in the affirmative. The 
H'Ouse is in ,possession 'Of Bill 
"An Act to Amend Municipal Regu
lation 'Of Land SUlbdivi'Si'On Law." 
rH. P. 1513) (L. D. 1943). 

Mr. SPROUL: I move we recon
s'ider oUir 'action wheI"eby we passed 
this t'O he engI"ossed ,for purp'Oses 
'Of ·an amendment. 

On motion 'Of Mr. Simpson of 
Standish, tabled pending !recon
sideration and tomoI"fOW assigned. 

(Off Rec'Ore Remarks) 

.on moti'On 'Of Mr. Birt of Ea'St 
Millin'Ocket, 

Adjourned until eight-4:hirty to
m'Orr'Ow morning. 


