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LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
FIRST REGULAR SESSION
JOURNAL OF THE SENATE

In Senate Chamber
Thursday
June 29, 1995

Senate called to Order by the President,

Jeffrey
H. Butland of Cumberland.

Prayer by the Honorable Joan M. Pendexter of

Cumberiand.

SENATOR JOAN M. PENDEXTER: Good morning. For
your prayful consideration this morning I have chosen
a prayer for children. I think we shouid keep in our
thoughts Senator Bustin's new grandchild. Let us be
in a spirit of prayer.

We pray for children
who put chocolate fingers everywhere,
who like to be tickled,
who stomp in puddles and ruin their new pants,
who sneak popsicles before supper,
who can never find their shoes.
And we pray for those
who can't bound down the street in a new pair
of sneakers,
who are born in places we wouldn't be caught dead,
who never go to the circus,
who live in an X-rated world.
We pray for children
who bring us sticky kisses and fistfuls of
dandelions,
who sleep with the dog and bury goldfish,
who hug us in a hurry and forget their
Tunch money,
who cover themselves with Band-aids and
sing off key,
who squeeze toothpaste all over the sink,
who slurp their soup.
And we pray for those
who never get dessert,
who have no safe blanket to drag behind them,
who watch their parents watch them die,
who can't find any bread to steal,
who don't have any rooms to clean up,
whose pictures aren't on anybody's dresser,
whose monsters are real.
We pray for children
who spend all their allowance before Tuesday,
who throw tantrums in the grocery store and pick
at their food,
who like ghost stories,
who shove dirty clothes under the bed, and never
rinse out the tub,
who get visits from the tooth fairy,
who don't like to be kissed in front of the
carpool,

who squirm in church or temple and scream in
the phone,
whose tears we sometimes laugh at and whose smiles
can make us cry.
And we pray for those
whose nightmares come in the daytime,
who will eat anything,
who have never seen a dentist,
who aren't spoiled by anybody,
who go to bed hungry and cry themselves to sleep,
who live and move, but have no being.
We pray for children who want to be carried and
for those who must,
for those we never give up on and for those
who don't get a second chance.
For those we smother . . . and for those who will grab
the hand of anybody kind enough to offer it.

Amen.

Off Record Remarks

Reading of the Journal of Yesterday.

PAPERS FROM THE HOUSE

Non—concurrent Matter

Bi1l “An Act to Amend Laws Pertaining to
On-premises Signs by Allowing for Changeable Signs"
H.P. 946 L.D. 1335
(S "A" S-349 to C
"A" H-456)

In House, June 14, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A" (H-456).

In Senate, June 27, 1995, PASSED T0 BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A" (H-456) AS
AMENDED BY SENATE AMENDMENT "A* (S-349), thereto, in
NON--CONCURRENCE .

Comes from the House, that Body having ADHERED.

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, the
Senate RECEDED and CONCURRED.

Non—concurrent Matter

S-1484
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Bill "An Act Requiring Doctors of Naturopathic
Medicine to Be Licensed by the Naturopathic Board of

Examiners and Regulating Naturopathic Health Care
Practice"
H.P. 1087 L.D. 1532
(H "A" H-613 to C
"A" H-508)

In House, June 26, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A" (H-508) AS
AMENDED BY HOUSE AMENDMENT *"A* (H-613), thereto. in
NON-CONCURRENCE.

In Senate, June 26, 1995, RECEDED and CONCURRED.

Comes from the House PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED AS
AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT "A" (H-508) AS AMENDED
BY HOUSE AMENDMENT "A® (H-613) AND HOUSE AMENDMENT
“B* (H-647), thereto, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, the
Senate RECEDED and CONCURRED.

Off Record Remarks

COMMUNICATIONS

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, CONSERVATION AND FORESTRY

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:
We are pleased to report that all business which

was placed before the Committee on Agriculture,
Conservation and Forestry during the First Regular

Session of the 117th Legislature has been completed.
The breakdown of bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 36

Ought to Pass 0

Ought to Pass as Amended 18

Ought Not to Pass 17

Re-referred 1

Divided Reports 7
Carry Over : 4
Total number of bills 47

Respectfully submitted,

S/Vinton E. Cassidy
Senate Chair

S/Marge L. Kilkelly
House Chair

S.C. 267

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND INSURANCE

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,

President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,

Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:
We are pleased to report that all business which

was placed before the Committee on Banking and

Insurance during the First Regular Session of the

117th Legislature has been completed. The breakdown

of bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 44
Ought to Pass 0

Ought to Pass as Amended 27

Ought Not to Pass 17

Divided Reports 21
Carry Over 9
Total number of bills 74

Respectfully submitted,

S$/1. Joel Abromson
Senate Chair

S/Marc J. Vigue
House Chair

S.C. 268

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.
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The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENTY

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Business and
Economic Development during the First Regular Session
of the 117th Legislature has been completed. The
breakdown of bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 65
Ought to Pass 4

Ought to Pass as Amended 32

Ought Not to Pass 27
Re-referred 2

Divided Reports 15
Carry Over 4
Total number of bills ' 84

Respectfully submitted,

S/Philip E. Harriman
Senate Chair

S/G. Steven Rowe
House Chair

S.C. 269

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL JUSTICE

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Criminal Justice
during the First Regular Session of the 117th
Legislature has been completed. The breakdown of
bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 81
Ought to Pass 9

Ought to Pass as Amended 32

Ought Not to Pass 39
Re-referred 1

Divided Reports 18
Carry Over 6
Total number of bills 105

Respectfully submitted,

S/John W. Benoit
Senate Chair

S/Herbert E.
House Chair

S.C. 270

Clark

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RESOURCES

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Human Resources
during the First Regular Session of the 117th
Legislature has been completed. The breakdown of
bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 86
Ought to Pass 5
Ought to Pass as Amended 29
Ought Not to Pass 51
Re-referred 1

Divided Reports 14

Carry Over 3

Pursuant to Joint Order 1

S-1486
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Total number of bills 104

Respectfully submitted,

S/Joan M. Pendexter
Senate Chair

S/Michael J. Fitzpatrick
House Chair

S.C. 21

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON INLAND FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Inland Fisheries
and Wildlife during the First Regular Session of the
117th Legislature has been completed. The breakdown
of bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 46
Ought to Pass 0

Ought to Pass as Amended 13

Ought Not to Pass 32
Re-referred 1

Divided Reports 10
Carry Over 3
Total number of bills 59

Respectfully submitted,

S/Stephen E. Hall
Senate Chair

S/Dorothy A. Rotondi
House Chair

S.C. 272

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Judiciary during
the First Regular Session of the 117th Legislature
has been completed. The breakdown of bills before
our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 112
Ought to Pass 9

Ought to Pass as Amended 44

Ought Not to Pass 55
Re-referred 4

Divided Reports 18
Carry Over 13
Total number of bills 143

Respectfully submitted,

S/S. Peter Mills

S/Sharon Anglin Treat
Senate Chair

House Chair

S.C. 273

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON LABOR

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

$-1487



LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Labor during the
First Regular Session of the 117th Legislature has
been completed. The breakdown of bills before our
committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 52
Ought to Pass 6

Ought to Pass as Amended 22

Ought Not to Pass 23
Re-referred 1

Divided Reports 32
Carry Over 5
Total number of bills 89

Respectfully submitted,

S/Charles M. Begley
Senate Chair

S/Pamela H. Hatch
House Chair

S.C. 274

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND VETERANS AFFAIRS

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Legal and Veterans
Affairs during the First Regular Session of the 117th
Legislature has been completed. The breakdown of
bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 102
Ought to Pass 13

OQught to Pass as Amended 31

Ought Not to Pass 58

Divided Reports 27
Carry Over 5
Total number of bills 134

Respectfully submitted,

S/Norman K. Ferguson, Jr.

S/Guy R. Nadeau
Senate Chair

House Chair

S.C. 275

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON MARINE RESOURCES

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

business which
before the Committee on Marine Resources
during the First Regular Session of the 117th
Legislature has been completed. The breakdown of
bills before our committee follows:

We are pleased to report that all
was placed

Unanimous Reports 42
Ought to Pass 1

Ought to Pass as Amended 14

Ought Not to Pass 27

Divided Reports 8
Carry Over 2
Total number of bills 52

Respectfully submitted,

S/Jeffrey H. Butland
Senate Chair

S/Peter A. Cloutier
House Chair

S.C. 276

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.
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The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all
was
during the First Regular Session of
Legislature has been completed.
bills before our committee follows:

the
The breakdown

Unanimous Reports
Ought to Pass
Ought to Pass as Amended
Ought Not to Pass

Divided Reports
Carry Over

Tofa] number of bills

Respectfully submitted,

S/Millis A. Lord
Senate Chair

S/Richard A. Gould
House Chair

S.C. 277

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

business which
placed before the Committee on Natural Resources
117th

of

71

1
33
37

17
2

90

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on State and Local
Government during the First Regular Session of the
117th Legislature has been completed. The breakdown
of bills before our conmittee follows:

Unanimous Reports 85

Ought to Pass 13

Ought to Pass as Amended 25

Ought Not to Pass 45

Re-referred 2

Divided Reports 31

Carry Over 6

Pursuant to Joint Order 5

Total number of bills 127
Respectfully submitted,

S/Jane A. Amero S/Beverly C. Daggett

House Chair

S.C. 278

Senate Chair

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON TAXATION

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
placed before the Committee on Taxation during
First Regular Session of the 117th Legislature
been completed. The breakdown of bills before
committee follows:

was
the
has
our

Unanimous Reports 1M

Ought to Pass 2
Ought to Pass as Amended 31
OQught Not to Pass 75
Re-referred 3
Divided Reports 22
Carry Over 8

$-1489
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Total number of bills 141
Respectfully submitted,

S/M. John Hathaway
Senate Chair

S$/Susan E. Dore
House Chair

S.C. 279

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Transportation
during the First Regular Session of the 117th
Legislature has been completed. The breakdown of
bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 97
Ought to Pass 4

Qught to Pass as Amended 27

Ought Not to Pass 66

Divided Reports 7
Carry Over 3
Pursuant to Joint Order 1
Total number of bills 108

Respectfully submitted,

S/Albert G. Stevens
Senate Chair

S/William B. 0'Gara
House Chair

S.C. 280

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

The Following Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE
COMMITTEE ON UTILITIES AND ENERGY

June 26, 1995

The Honorable Jeffrey H. Butland,
President of the Senate

The Honorable Dan A. Gwadosky,
Speaker of the House

117th Maine Legislature

Augusta, Maine 04333

Dear President Butland and Speaker Gwadosky:

We are pleased to report that all business which
was placed before the Committee on Utilities and
Energy during the First Regular Session of the 117th
Legislature has been completed. The breakdown of
bills before our committee follows:

Unanimous Reports 55
Ought to Pass 5

OQught to Pass as Amended 24
Ought Not to Pass 26
Divided Reports 9
Carry Over 6
Total number of bills 70
Respectfully submitted,
S/David L. Carpenter S/Carol A. Kontos
Senate Chair House Chair
S.C. 281
Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.
COMMITTEE REPORTS
House
Divided Report
The Majority of the Committee on APPROPRIATIONS

AND FINANCIAL AFFAIRS on RESOLUTION, Proposing an
Amendment to the Constitution of Maine to Establish a
Future Budget Fund

H.P. 760 L.D. 1034

Reported that the same Ought Not to Pass.

S-1490
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Signed:

Senator:
BERUBE of Androscoggin

Representatives:
KERR of 01d Orchard Beach
POULIOT of Lewiston
MORRISON of Bangor
TOWNSEND of Portland
DIPIETRO of South Portland
JOSEPH of Waterville

The Minority of the same Committee on the same

subject reported that the same Ought to Pass as
Amended by Committee Amendment "A" (H-564).

Signed:

Senators:

HANLEY of Oxford
BEGLEY of Lincoln

Representatives:
DONNELLY of Presque Isie
SIMONEAU of Thomaston
AIKMAN of Poland
OTT of York

Comes from the House with the Bill and
Accompanying Papers RECOMMITIED to the Committee on
APPROPRIATIONS AND FINANCIAL AFFAIRS.

Which Reports were READ.
On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, Tabled

until Later in Today's Session, pending ACCEPTANCE of
Either Report.

SECOND READERS

The Committee on Bills
reported the following:

in the Second Reading

House As Amended

Bi1ll "An Act to Ensure the Continuation of
Current Hospice Services"
H.P. 712 L.D. 969
(H "A" H-652 to C
“A" H-649)

Which was READ A SECOND TIME and PASSED TO BE
ENGROSSED, As Amended, in concurrence.

Bill "An Act to Establish a Management Framework
for the Lobster Fishery within State Waters"
H.P. 577 L.D. 782
($ "C" S-359 to C
A" H-570)

Bi1l "An Act to Amend the Laws Related to
Optometry"
H.P. 590 L.D. 800

(H "A" H-558; § "Cv
$-357 to C "A" H-534)

Which were READ A SECOND TIME and PASSED T0 BE
ENGROSSED, As Amended, in NON-CONCURRENCE .

Sent down for concurrence.

Senate

Bi1l "An Act Regarding Narcotic Dependency"
S.P. 600 L.D. 1585
Which was READ A SECOND TIME.

On motion by Senator PENDEXTER of Cumberland,
Senate Amendment "A" (S-365) READ and ADOPTED.

Which was PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED, As Amended.

Sent down for concurrence.

ENACTORS

The Committee on Engrossed Bills reported as
truly and strictly engrossed the following:

An Act to Amend Certain Motor Vehicle Laws
H.P. 771 L.D. 1045
(C "A" H-637)

Which was PASSED TO BE ENACTED and having been
signed by the President, was presented by the
Secretary to the Governor for his approval.

Emergency Resolve

Resolve, Establishing the Task Force on Alcoholic
Beverage Sales
H.P. 1075 L.D. 1514
(H "A" H-614 to C

"A" H-477)

$S-1491



LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

On motion by Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln, placed on

the SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS TABLE, pending FINAL
PASSAGE .
Resolve
Emergency Mandate
Resolve, for Laying of the County Taxes and

Authorizing Expenditures of Androscoggin County for
the Year 1995
H.P. 1135 L.D. 1579

(H "A" H-641 to S
A S.314; S ugn
$-347)

This being a Mandate, in accordance with the
provisions of Section 21 of Article IX of the
Constitution, having received the affirmative vote of
28 Members of the Senate, with No Senator having
voted in the negative, and 28 being more than
two-thirds of the entire elected Membership of the
Senate, was PASSED TO BE ENACTED and having been
signed by the President, was presented by the
Secretary to the Governor for his approval.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

Unfinished Business

The following matters in the consideration of
which the Senate was engaged at the time of
Adjournment have preference in the Orders of the Day
and continue with such preference until disposed of
as provided by Senate Rule 29.

The Chair laid before the Senate the first Tabled
and Later Today Assigned (June 28, 1995) matter:

Bi1l "An Act Regarding Unredeemed Deposits on
Beverage Containers"
H.P. 506 L.D. 687
(C "A" H-498)
Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator AMERO of
Cumberiand.
Pending — FURTHER CONSIDERATION.
(In Senate, June 26, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED

AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A“ (H-498), in
concurrence.)

(In House, June 27, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE -AMENDMENT “A" (H-498) AS
AMENDED BY HOUSE AMENDMENT “A* (H-639), thereto, in
NON-CONCURRENCE . )

Senator HARRIMAN of Cumberland moved that the
Senate RECEDE and CONCUR.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Cumberland, Senator Harriman.

the Senator

Senator HARRIMAN: Thank you, Mr. President.
Good morning Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate.
While I believe that the Senate should Recede and
Concur, and approve the $500,000 fiscal note, I first
want to express my disappointment regarding the
timeliness of this information. The Business and
Economic Development Committee struggled with this
bi1ll, not because we were opposed to eliminating
unclaimed deposits, but because we were told by the
Treasurer's office that it would cost the Maine Waste
Management Fund $750,000. As we continued to work
the bill, the fiscal note continued to decrease.
When this body addressed the bill, as you may
remember, I requested an amendment which would
require, rather than may require, the Treasurer to
pay distributors what they were legitimately owed at
the end of 1995. As you know, I removed the
amendment when I was informed that a $250,000 fiscal
note had been prepared for my amendment. While I am
confident that there will be wmoney to pay
distributors, it is somewhat discouraging to find out
at this late stage that the enactment of L.D. 687
will, in fact, result in a positive $500,000 fiscal
note. I am simply expressing my disappointment that
those who manage the program were not forthright with
this information with my Committee, and we would have
likely reported out a unanimous ought to pass report
and would have avoided the time spent on the floor
debating this bill. Thank you.

On motion by Senator HARRIMAN of Cumberland, the
Senate RECEDED and CONCURRED.

The Chair Tlaid before the Senate the
Tabled and Later Today Assigned (June 28,
matter:

second
1995)

HOUSE REPORTS from the Committee on STATE AND

LOCAL GOVERNMENT on Bill "An Act to Increase the

Efficiency of Cumberland County Government Operations”
H.P. 975 L.D. 1384

Majority - Ought Not to Pass (6 members)
Minority — Ought to Pass as Amended by Committee
Amendment "A" (H-551) (5 members)

Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator AMERO of
Cumberland.

$-1492
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Pending — ACCEPTANCE OF EITHER REPORT.

(In House, June 27, 1995, Bill and Accompanying

Papers INDEFINITELY POSTPONED.)
(In Senate, June 28, 1995, Reports READ.)

On motion by Senator AMERO of Cumberland, Bill
and Accompanying Papers INDEFINITELY POSTPONED, in
concurrence.

The Chair laid before the Senate the third Tabled
and Later Today Assigned (June 28, 1995) matter:

An Act to Establish Reciprocity in Determining

the Lowest Responsible Bidder
S.P. 432 L.D. 1200

(C "A" $-213)

Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator LONGLEY of
Waldo.

Pending - the motion of Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln
to INDEFINITELY POSTPONE Bil1 and Accompanying Papers.

(In House, June 27, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENACTED.)

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, Tabled
until Later in Today's Session, pending the motion by
Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln to INDEFINITELY POSTPONE
the Bi1l and Accompanying Papers, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

The Chair 1laid before the Senate the fourth
Tabled and Later Today Assigned (June 28, 1995)
matter:

An Act Concerning the Termination of Parental

Rights
S.P. 508 L.D. 1367
(C "A" S-316)
Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator HANLEY of
Oxford.

Pending — PASSAGE TO BE ENACTED.
(In House, June 27, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENACTED.)

On motion by Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln, placed on
the SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS TABLE, pending ENACTMENT.

The Chair laid before the Senate the fifth Tabled
and Later Today Assigned (June 28, 1995) matter:

An Act to Authorize a Tax Anticipation Note for
Fiscal Year 1995-96 (EMERGENCY)
H.P. 1139 L.D. 1582

Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator HANLEY of
Oxford.
Pending — PASSAGE TO BE ENACTED.

(In House, June 27, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENACTED.)

On motion by Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln, placed on
the SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS TABLE, pending ENACTMENT.

The Chair laid before the Senate the first Tabled
and Today Assigned matter:

JOINT RESOLUTION MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS TO ALLOW
ALL STATES EAST OF THE 100TH MERIDIAN TO REGULATE THE
EXPORT OF UNPROCESSED LOGS

H.P. 1143
Tabled - June 28, 1995, by Senator KIEFFER of
Aroostook.
Pending — ADOPTION.
(In House, June 28, 1995, Joint Resolution
ADOPTED. )

(In Senate, June 28, 1995, Joint Resolution READ.)

Senator CASSIDY of Washington moved that the
Senate INDEFINITELY POSTPORE the Joint Resolution, in
NON-CONCURRENCE .

Senate at Ease

Senate called to order by the President.

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, Tabled
until Later in Today's Session, pending the motion by
Senator CASSIDY of Washington to  INDEFINITELY
POSTPONE the Joint Resolution, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

$-1493



LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

The Chair 1laid before the Senate the
Tabled and Today Assigned matter:

second

JOINT RESOLUTION MEMORIALIZING THE CONGRESS OF

THE UNITED STATES TO RECOGNIZE MERCHANT MARINE
VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II WITH FULL VETERAN STATUS
H.P. 1145
Tabled - June 28, 1995, by Senator KIEFFER of

Aroostook.

Pending — ADOPTION.

(In House, June 28, Joint Resolution

ADOPTED . )

1995,

(In Senate, June 28, 1995, Joint Resolution READ.)

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Somerset, Senator Cianchette.

Senator CIANCHETTE: Thank you, Mr. President.
This Joint Resolution came to us late last night when
the clock was ticking and we had other business to
do. I thought this issue was something worthy of
note and shouldn't just be stricken down with the
gavel _and no one really understanding what it did and
what it says. I just thought it is important that we
put on the Record that we do understand what this is
and that we wholeheartedly support it. This, as you
know, September 1995 will mark the fiftieth
anniversary of the end of World War Two. The
Merchant Mariners have never really been considered
as veterans. There is an act in Congress now,
dealing with recognizing those people who served in
the Merchant Marines as doing a great service to this
country and trying to honor those folks. My oldest
brother served in the Merchant Marines and I know
that he would be very proud to be recognized as a
full fledged veteran of World War Two. I
wholeheartedly ask for your support for this, and I
want to thank the Senator from Aroostook, Senator
Kieffer, for being quick on his feet and allowing me
this time to get this done. Thank you.

the Senator

Which was ADOPTED, in concurrence.

Senate at Ease

Senate called to order by the President.

Under suspension of the Rules, all matters thus

acted on were ordered sent forthwith.

Senator LAWRENCE of York was granted unanimous

consent to address the Senate off the Record.

Senator AMERD of Cumberland was granted unanimous

consent to address the Senate off the Record.

On motion by Senator FERGUSON of Oxford,
until 11:30 o'clock this morning.

RECESSED

After Recess

Senate called to order by the President.

The Chair laid before the Senate the following
Tabled and Unassigned matter:

Bi11 "An Act Making Unified Appropriations and
Allocations for the Expenditures of State Government,
General Fund and Other Funds, and Changing Certain
Provisions of the Law Necessary to the Proper
Operations of State Government for the Fiscal Years
Ending June 30, 1996 and June 30, 1997" (EMERGENCY

MANDATE)
H.P. 516 L.D. 706
(H "A" H-628)

Tabled - June 28, 1995,
Cumberland.

by Senator HARRIMAN of

Pending -~ PASSAGE TO BE ENACTED.

(In House, June 28, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENACTED.)

(In Senate, June 28, 1995, FAILED OF PASSAGE TO
BE ENACTED. Subsequently, RECONSIDERED.)

The President requested the Sergeant-at-Arms to
escort the Senator from Oxford, Senator HANLEY to the
Rostrum where he assumed the duties as President Pro
Tem.

The President took a seat on the Floor of the
Senate.

$-1494



LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

The Senate called to Order by the President Pro
Tem.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Cumberland, Senator Butland.

Senator BUTLAND: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Maine State Senate. You
know, as I left the house this morning, I hoped that
we would be able to come together today, sometime
today, and pass the State budget. For about the
third week in a row I Tleft the house before the
children had a chance to arise, and was only able to
observe their 1lifeless bodies. It really didn't hit
home until the good Senator from Cumberland, Senator
Pendexter, gave the prayer this morning of just how
much I have been missing. I want to get a budget
today. I want to go home tomorrow night. I want to
play ball with the kids on Saturday. I would like to
thank the good Senator from Oxford, Senator Hanley,
the good Senator from Lincoln, Senator Begley, the
good Senator from Androscoggin, Senator Berube, for
the work that they have done for the past six months
in the Appropriations Committee, working every day to
craft a budget that suits the needs of the people of
the State of Maine and that will garner enough
support to be passed in both bodies. I also want to

thank, once again, the Senator from Oxford, Senator
Hanley, the Representative from 01d Orchard,
Representative Kerr, for the tremendous leadership
that they have shown in the Appropriations

The hearings have been on time, they have
been very courteous, and I have gotten a lot of
response from people who operate in that Committee
room on a daily basis. I think the thirteen to
nothing vote on this budget is a tremendous
endorsement. I think the vote that was taken in this
building yesterday, 153 to 26, is a tremendous
endorsement for this budget. I am proud of the
institution today. I hope that we will pass the
budget and that we will have a legislative solution
to this issue. This would be a tremendous
accomplishment because there have been many forces
out there working to insure that this does not
happen. What is in the budget to recommend it to all
of us? First of all, it insures that the essential
services provided by the State of Maine are
preserved. It begins the 1long arduous process of
eliminating the gimmicks that have been applied to

Committee.

budgets in the past. I'm especially pleased to have
begun the process of restoring faith with state
employees. We have also taken strong and affirmative
action on the sick tax. We have reduced the burden
and the necessity to shift the cost has been
reduced. We have also set a date certain for
repeal. I think that is a tremendous step for the

people of the State of Maine. We are providing the
people of the State of Maine additional money for
property tax relief. This budget includes a
significant infusion of money for the circuit breaker
program. It also provides a degree of income tax
relief to the good people of the State of Maine. A
cap on income tax revenues that initiates a long-term
plan to impose fiscal discipline on state government

here in Maine, and also a long-term plan that puts
money back into the pockets of hardworking men and
women. Ladies and Gentlemen, I think that these are
all issues that should unite us. They certainly
outweigh the differences that we might have. I hope
that you would all vote this morning to enact this
budget, because it does so much good. I might add
that the passage of the budget prevents another state
shutdown.

For those who weren't around in 1991, during the
last state shutdown, I can tell you that there are no
winners in a shutdown, but there are a whole 1ot of
losers, the 1legislature, and most certainly the
people of the State of Maine. We need to pass this
budget today to avert that possibility. I also hope
that if this budget passes today, that the Chief
Executive of the State of Maine, despite his promise
to veto such a budget, will 1look favorably upon it
and will sign it. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair
Senator from Kennebec, Senator Carey.

Senator CAREY: Thank you, Mr. President, Members
of the Senate. 99% out of 1004 is an excellent
score, and the Appropriations Committee, both in this
body and the other body, are to be commended for the
work that they put in. However, it was impossible
for us to even talk about the 1% that is the most
troubling item in this budget, the fairest of fair
taxes that we have. Today is the day that some of
the Democrats in this body, including myself, provide
the votes that avoid a shut down. We may be joined
by the lone Independent in this body, only she can
make that judgement. For the second time in the past
six years the Republican party has held state
employees, and the people in the State of Maine who
are serviced by those employees, hostage. The
attempts to lower or strip benefits from employees,
items that were attempted by the majority members of
this particular body, that very fortunately failed,
and thankfully, they saw the wisdom of their ways and
abandoned those things. For that I am grateful to
the Republican party. We, as Democrats, tried to
amend this bill, to reflect some semblance of fiscal
responsibility. Obviously, we were shut down because
this has not happened in this budget. We hope that
these shut down threats are not going to become the
common place method of Republican negotiation
tactics. We might have gotten further if only those
people who are elected to both bodies of this
legislature would have been participating, only
elected representatives getting involved in the
process. I want to thank you, Mr. President, for
your efforts, and I want to thank the members of the
Senate for the patience that they have had, those of
both bodies, during these trying times.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Penobscot, Senator Ruhlin.

recognizes the

Senator RUHLIN: Thank you, Mr. President,
Honorable Senators of Maine. After the anxiety and
frustrations of the last few days, I thought perhaps
it is wise this morning to take just a couple of
minutes and ponder a couple of things and think back
and remember why we are all here. People come
together to form governments, to protect society. We
do it for the betterment of society. We do it so
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that we, collectively, can help those who are in
need. So we can educate for the future. So we can
protect society and the welfare for a Dbetter
tomorrow. So we can protect the property and the
environment in which we all live. This is why state
government is here, it is why it operates, and it is
the most important function of government. When you
look at that and consider that function, it is
irresponsible to shut down and to close and prevent
that function from happening. There is, and I
commend the Appropriations Committee very strongly,
and those who have worked with them, for a budget
document that I think went smoother and better than
any that I have seen in the now six terms that I have
been here. I mean those compliments with great
sincerity and with great thanks to those members. It
is a difficult process to balance the interest of the
entire State into one document. It took many long
hours and I admire them for that effort. However,
when all is said and done, we have to look at what
that document, in fact, does. This  document,
compared to other documents I have seen, is one of
the best ones I have seen. You have done your job
well. I have only one argument with it. It's an
argument that I feel very deeply about. I was
brought up to study, to weigh back and forth this
side and that side. I have done that in this event.
Then, after doing that, to make a decision based on
reason, based on rationale. I have done that. I
have concluded that this budget document is, in fact,
in one area extremely flawed. It sacrifices the
financial responsibility of this State on the alter
of what I «call political ideology. It takes the
soundness of reducing our debts and paying our bills
today and now, and exchanges it for false, and I
think, empty promises of some future 1largesse from
the state that nobody that I am aware of has even
asked for. It is with this, and with great regret,
frankly, that I must tell you that I will not vote
for this document today. I will not participate in a
compromise. I spent a good part of yesterday
approaching friends and people that I have great
respect for on both sides of the aisle, attempting to
work out a compromise. Those were great
conversations and I thank all of you who have
participated in those conversations. I think they
were worthwhile. However, collectively, and I
purposely use that word and hope you will 1listen to
it, I saw no attempt to compromise from those who
have taken and endorsed an ideological gimmick in the
name of fiscal irresponsibility. Consequently, I
cannot support this budget. I will not support this
budget. I promise you that I will continue in my
efforts to take this very flawed instrument of an
jncome tax cap and do my best, not today, I will not
prevail today, but I assure you that I will be here
in the future and I will continue to work against
this false message tht you are sending to the people
of the State of Maine. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Penobscot, Senator Faircloth.

Senator FAIRCLOTH: Thank you, Mr. President,
Colleagues of the Senate. A week ago, I guess it
would have been Friday morning actually, at 1:30 in
the morning, I sat in the Appropriations Committee
room and saw a lot of people who had worked very
hard, including the President Pro Tem and twelve
others, who I think have put in Yeoman's work in

providing a budget to this state. I saw thirteen
votes cast 1in favor of this budget, ranging from the
good Senator from Oxford, Senator Hanley, to
Representative Townsend. I was sitting next to a
person who is a friend of mine who has been involved
in state government for three decades, a person who I
respect very much and a person who is a Democrat to
their bone marrow. I said to this person, "What do
you think of this tax cap idea?" His reply to me, it
would be a violation of the rules to repeat his reply
to me about his assessment of this tax cap. With all
due respect to those who support it, although I
cannot repeat his assessment, I share that view. I
think the tax cap is essentially going to be a
property tax increase if it comes to pass. But it
won't come to pass this session as we know, it is
something that we are projecting onto the future. I
think it 1is terrible public policy. In fact, there
are several other things, not just this, but other
things in the total package that I don't happen to
agree with. But then I said to this friend, "Do you
think I should vote against the budget? Should I
vote to kill the budget because the tax cap is in
it?" He paused for a moment and said, "No." The
decision is mine and I think I have decided that I
would not vote against the budget on that basis. So,
there are things in the budget which I think are
good, which are very valuable, and which I agree
with. So, I drew the conclusion that I would not be
willing to vote to kill a budget with June 30th very
close on the horizon. But make no mistake, I don't
think the tax cap is good public policy, with highest
respect to those who think it is. I think it is
terrible public policy, and I explicitly will argue
for its repeal at every opportunity. I have not
decided whether or not to seek re-election to public
office, but I will make very plain my intent. If I
have power over elimination of this, and if it is
feasible to eliminate it, I will advocate for the
elimination of this tax cap. But, now, on June 29,
1995, I think it is the time to move on, though we
have some differences of opinion about many parts of
this budget. I think it is time to let the process
go forward, and I think that, in this context, is the
best service for the people of the State. Again, I
commend the members of the Appropriations Committee
for their hard work. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from York, Senator Hathaway.

Senator HATHAWAY: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. There are many
of us in this chamber who are not happy or satisfied
with this budget. Not because we are cutting taxes,
but because we are not cutting taxes enough. There
is no doubt in the minds of the people of this state
that government spends too much money and government
taxes too much. In this budget we should have had a
sales tax reduction from 6% to 5%. That would have
been a promise kept. If anyone is holding anyone
hostage, it is our government holding our taxpayers
hostage. This is not a government of protection, it
is a government of the people. It is the people's
money. It 1is our duty, not to protect the people,
but to restore trust between people and their
government, to restore their freedom, and above all,
to keep alive the American dream. I think we are
headed in a new direction in this State with this
budget, because in the last two weeks the
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conversation has been not how much are we going to
raise the people's taxes, not how much of their money
are we going to take, but how much are we going to
cut their taxes and how much of their money are we
going to let them keep. I pledge that I will
continue to fight for the taxpayers of this State,
that they may keep as much of their money as they
possibly can because it is their money that they work
hard for. We need to, again, instill in the lives of
the people of the State of Maine, the fact that this
is going to be a state of opportunity, a state where
families can live and love and learn together, and
where small business owners, who are willing to take
the risk, can be rewarded for their efforts. I, for
one, every day that I sit in this seat, pledge to the
people of the State of Maine I will do everything I
can to keep the American dream alive. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Kennebec, Senator McCormick.

Senator McCORMICK: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. I am not going to vote for
this budget, and I am not going to do it because it
shifts the cost of our bills to our kids, and I
believe we are even getting into our grandkids. I
absolutely would love to do a tax cut. If it were my
choice I would do a property tax cut, and that is
what we have fought for all year and have gained in
this budget. A property tax cut for middle income
Mainers and a property tax cut on manufacturing
equipment, so at least we have that. But the tax cut
proposed in the ITS system is nothing more than a
partisan political gimmick, make no mistake about
that. I believe that it is appalling that we have
allowed ourselves to link a partisan issue, and
election tool for 96, to the budget and have the
budget held hostage so that one party can have an
election issue in 1996. That's what this last week
has been about and it is unforgivable. We are better
than that. We have been better than that all year.
We have sunk to that level in the last three weeks,
because this issue came out of thin air. It wasn't
on the table at the beginning of the budget

negotiations. When all the demands of the other
party were met, it was time to put the partisan
election issue on the table, and that is what the

budget has been held hostage for. The other reason
why I am going to vote against this ITS program that
the Republicans want so much, is because it is
basically targeting a lot of that tax cut to the
rich. It is not a middle class tax cut. It does not
target that money to the people who need it most. If
we were going to do that we would have put much more
money into property tax cuts, because that's what my
constituents talk to me about constantly and I know
that's what your constituents talk to you about

constantly. So, for those three reasons, I'm not
going to vote for this budget. One, because we have
got to pay our bills first, and cut taxes after

that. Two, because we cannot continue to foist off
the paying of those bills on our kids, and with every
year that we engage in gimmicks 1like that we are
doing that. Three, because I will be no part of
linking the budget to a partisan election issue. We
are much better than that. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENY PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Lincoln, Senator Begley.

Senator BEGLEY: Thank you, Mr. President. As a
member of the Appropriations Committee, I am rather
proud of the budget that was presented to you. Those
of you who know me, know that I can be rather
stubborn and pick a point and try to hold it. I
did. I also saw twelve other people sit around that
table who had like ideas and concerns. What I was
pleased about, mostly, was the fact that it finally
came out of the Appropriations Committee unanimous.
I gave, they gave. It was not a partisan issue. If
it were, it would have gone seven to six, because as
you remember, the Appropriations Committee is made up
of seven Democrats and six Republicans. So the issue
came back to us in a unanimous report to the House
and Senate, saying as far as we were concerned, this
is the best we could do at this moment. That pleased
me. I went home and argued in front of the mirror
that I Tlost what I lost, but I also smiled the next
day and said we're getting closer to doing something
that I think is going to allow us to run the state
for the next two years. So far as tax cuts, you can
argue that from now until doomsday. A1l I will point
out to you, as I have pointed out to anybody who
wishes to argue, in the last twenty years, in good
times, in excellent times, we spent, we didn't do a
thing with taxes for the middle class or anybody
else, we spent. That's one of the real dangers of
any legislature and that is why I am rather pleased
at times that at least we are talking. If not this
tax cut, even though I hope we get this one, there
will be others and they will come. That is for the
betterment of the State of Maine.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Aroostook, Senator Paradis.

Senator PARADIS: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. My vote this morning will
reflect the reality that exists out there, however, I
am ever cognizant of the total schizophrenia that
goes on in this chamber. When legislators, over and
over, repeat how much we are overspending, how much
we are wasting, how much we are laying an unfair
burden on our people, many times I feel very much
like the bigger the bully and the 1louder the voice,
the better connected, the more greedy, will belly up
to the Appropriations Table and get a
disproportionate share of what I feel is the measly
state revenues that we have. Government does support
our educational establishment. It does support some
type of an infrastructure, much better in some areas
than in others. We also provide an incredible amount
of medical problems, and one of the hardest things I
had while growing up was the one thing that our
parents could not control. They could work three
jobs and work very hard to put food on the table, but
the medical was the crisis that they were always
trying to avoid. Again, I'm sorry we have come to
this place, however, I want us to remember that when
we go back to our districts and we face the 215,000
children we have in this state, that we are going to
continue working to try to make this state a great
place. It is the best place in the whole world and
we got that way because people, like us, sat around
years ago and every day inched closer and closer to a
better society and we are all better for it. I am
concerned, rural area that we are, with our issues of
great poverty, the 16% unemployment in Frenchville
and Fort Kent, and the 13% unemployment in Van Buren,
we are going back to face that. We have to be ever
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cognizant of those realities and we should be a
little bit careful about going backwards instead of
forwards. But I have an issue, and I have a concern
that from what I have been hearing while I have been
down here, that is going to be blowing our budget
totally out of proportion if we don't get a hold of
it. It is the problem that we have in our urban
areas with the violence and the youth crimes. The
poor people of the rural areas will have to pay more
and more for the correction system to incarcerate
these young people from the urban areas. So, these
people from urban areas are saying we have too much
government, I say look at home and try to put a 1lid
on it because this 1is a timebomb in Maine. We are
the safest state right now, I would 1ike us to stay
that way. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from York, Senator Lord.

Senator LORD: Thank you, Mr.
Learned Colleagues. I have always been told that
politics is the art of compromise. Being the fact
that I am the oldest one in here, they always say
that as you get older you get more cranky and
stubborn. There's a lot in this budget I didn't
like. A Tlot of it goes against my philosophy. When
they say this party got more than this party, it's
been compromise. This 1is the first time in the
eleven years that I have been here that I have seen
the Appropriations Committee with a thirteen to zero
report out. It shows that they compromised and they
worked together. I'm telling you right now folks,
this is the way we should be doing it. I could go
against this budget every time it came up, but I felt
1 went through one of these shut downs and I didn't
want to go through another. So, I'm voting for this
budget. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Cumberland, Senator Harriman.

President, my

Senator HARRIMAN: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. I want to start
my remarks by extending my heartfelt appreciation for
everything that the Senator from Oxford, Senator
Hanley, has done in his Chairmanship of the
Appropriations Committee. I know, from having sat
beside him, where the Senator from Franklin, Senator
Benoit, now sits, we spent many hours in the 1last
session discussing the state of our affairs and where
our State was going. When he was named as Chair of
the Appropriations Committee it was widely assumed
that things would not go well. I want to personally
compliment you, Senator Hanley, for your
accomplishments and that of your entire Committee.
So, the remarks I am about to make are not, in any
way, reflective of what has occurred in the
Appropriations Committee, but they are very
reflective of the reason why I have worked so hard to
have the honor of sitting in this seat. I was here
July 5, 1991, when state government was shut down.
Two of my young children were with me when we left
the press conference in the cabinet room. When the
door swung open my oldest daughter, Jocelyn, was the
first one to leave the room when all of the
protesters started with their bull horns and their
whistles and their placards. It was as a result of
that experience that day that I vowed that I was
going to do my part to serve in a citizens

legislature to restore trust, integrity and mutual
respect. That was reinforced in December of 1991
over dinner, when we were discussing with our family
the major adjustments in our Tifestyle that my entire
family would have to make for me to serve here.
Through that discussion my daughter became very
upset. When we finally got her composure I said,
“Jocelyn, what's the matter?" She said, "I don‘t
want my father to go to that terrible place where
they say those mean things." I have never forgotten
that. Every day that I am here I work as hard as I
know how to make sure that the people that we all
seek to serve, particularly our children, as so
eloquently mentioned in the prayer this morning by
Senator Pendexter, know that we want to do the things
that will make sure that their future is bright. So,
I set out today to stand up for principle. For the

principles that I have asked my family and the
constituents who I represent, and I made some
promises. I asked them to send me here to restore

trust, to keep our promises that our sales tax would
go back to 5%, that we would reduce the size of the
legislature, that we would work to get rid of our
meals and lodging tax on people who pay their own way
in a nursing home, the only vote in this chamber that
got two-thirds this session, to address legislative
perks, to make measurable, dramatic improvements in
shifting our community based mental health services
to the community, to stop shifting money from other
accounts, like the Highway Fund, to implement the
recommendations of the Governmental Restructuring
Program. It has often been said that if you don't
stand for something you are going to fall for
anything. Today, I need to stand on the promises I
made, not because this isn't a good budget, because
it's the best we are going to get, and it does have
property tax relief, and it does fix the hospital
tax, and it sends a clear and convincing message to
the State employees that things have changed. But,
in the end, I need to stand up for the promises I
made. They are not in this budget, and therefore, I
can't support it. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Washington, Senator Cassidy.

Senator CASSIDY: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. I have been sitting here
listening to a lot of the comments from both sides of
the aisle this morning, and the first thought I had
was I told them yesterday I just arrived here
yesterday, but I didn't spend the entire day for
nothing. I have learned a 1ot as I have been here
these 1last few months. Something I learned many
years ago, involved with municipal government,
indeed, friends, family and jobs, life is in fact a
compromise. If you don't know that compromise is the
name of the game in this building than you must be a
slow learner. Some of the things that were presented
to the Appropriations Committee by both parties,
obviously were wishes that we hoped we could get. I
respect the work that that Committee has done to
hammer out those options and come up with something
that we could all live with. I think, also, that
what we are forgetting is some of the gains we have
made here in this session. As a freshman this year,
and my other colleagues who also just arrived in this
chamber, and also you folks who have been here for a
while, realize that we inherited a lot of gimmicks.
We inherited a sales tax that was supposed to be
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turned back four years ago. We inherited state
employees with furlough days and all the rest that I
won't mention. I think we have made some tremendous
gains. I know when I ran in my campaign, and we have
also heard in the Executive branch, we are going to
do the things that we can do to correct as many of
these as possible. What we have done this year, we
have eliminated furlough days, we have eliminated the
payroll push so people will get paid on time, to the
tune of $9 miliion. We have eliminated other
gimmicks that were imposed upon us as we got here.
Obviously, I wish we could take care of every single
gimmick that we inherited. It would not be
practical. It would not be financially possible. I
hope that the next 118th Legislature will be able to
go back and keep some of those additional promises
and to keep this move to give the money back to the
people that we promised. I hope that next session,
when we finally vote on a budget, no matter who is
standing in this chamber, that we wmay possibly be
able to turn that sales tax back to 5%.

The other comment I heard about state employees,
I think both caucuses realized that this isn't the
year to put this budget on the backs of state
employees, that they have sacrificed a lot in the
last four years. They have had the burden of a lot
of the things that have happened. I don't think it
was anyone's intent, once we sat down with all of the
proposals that we had and made our priorities, it was
plain that this was the time we were going to look at
other areas and eliminate as many gimmicks as we
possibly can and yet still provide the service that
we owe the people of this fine state. So, I want to
say to you, we all have issues. If you remember,
Tuesday night I had an issue, I worked and fought as
hard as I could for my district, and the people in my
district. Wednesday morning, when I came through the
door, I was working for the people of the State of
Maine. I fought that battle and I did what I could,
but it is a time when we have to put our personal
interests behind us and work for the folks of this
entire state. I can't imagine there is one of you
sitting here listening to me this morning that agrees
100% with this budget, but as I started out, life is
a compromise and I'm very proud to vote for this
budget this morning. I hope that as we continue for
the next few years that we will be able to correct
some of the inequities that we still have. I am very
happy to vote for this and I hope that you will all
join me. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Piscataquis, Senator Hall.

Senator HALL: Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the Senate. The Senator from
Washington, Senator Cassidy, stole half my speech, so
I will just concur that I agree with his statements.
I have said right along in my caucus that I could not
vote for this budget. School funding was my big
issue why I couldn't. I felt that I had a little
argument the other night. I didn't feel satisfied
afterwards. 1 felt it was too late, number one, but
the issue was debated. Last night, as I lay in bed
thinking I would drop right off to sleep from
exhaustion, I couldn't sleep. Midnight came, one
a.m. came, and I said, boy, I won't be worth anything
tomorrow. What I was thinking about was the past six
months. I was making two lists in my mind. What did

I come to Augusta for in January to accomplish? What
had to be done, the necessary items that had to be
done. I couldn't go home unless the items were
completed. The hospital tax came to mind. To lose a
hospital in my district would be the most devastating
thing that would happen to my people. I think we
have taken care of that problem. I am very grateful
for that. After we find out whether we get a few
waivers or not, we will know for sure, but I truly
hope we have taken care of that problem. No tax
increase was foremost on my mind. I really didn't
think that was going to be an issue with this
legislature. I thought everybody had the message
from the people. I think you did. There is no tax
increase and I am grateful for that. The people in
Maine should be extremely grateful. I didn't want to
balance the budget on the backs of the state
employees. They have paid very dearly. I said from
the beginning if you can't afford to take care of the
people who work for you, then eliminate some of those
people and take care of the ones that are there, that
are loyal and dedicated. We didn't do that before, I
was determined to do it this time. That has been
taken care of, I am very grateful for that. I had
many minor issues, as all of you did. I started
thinking about all of the 1little battles we had.
It's always much more fun to win and get your point
across. The list was lengthy when I put down my
victories.

The things I didn't get, that 1list is small.
It's a big one, school funding. But we are all from
Maine. We all know how to tighten our belts, Lord
knows we have done it a lot. My constituents will do
it because they have to. They will dig as deep in
their pockets as they can. Our children will get an
education. They may not have all the classes that
all the children in Maine have, but they will get an
education, and we will do it. So, when I added up
both sides, knowing that compromise was the name of
the game, I feel like a winner. I feel 1like I have
won and for that reason, ten minutes before we came
into this chamber at noontime, I was asked how I was
going to vote on the budget. I said I can vote for
this budget, I surely can. But, it was only since
last night that that decision came to me. I will
vote for this budget. It is a good compromise. Boy,
I would like to see a lot more. I don't think we
have done enough for the economy in this State. We
need to do more, but it's a beginning, and I will be
here next year to follow through.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Waldo, Senator Longley.

Senator LONGLEY: Thank you, Mr. President,
Colleagues in the Senate. People who win battles
often lose wars. I'm not winning this battle. Maybe
that means I won't lose the war. I won't be voting
for this budget on principle. I do it with some
hesitation, but I have been turning to the quote at
the end of my book a lTot this week. It talks about
leadership, and it reads in part, "We are not called
to be popular. We are not called to be safe. We are
not called to follow. We are the one's called to
take risks. The ones called to change attitudes, to
risk displeasures. We are one's called to gamble our
lives for a better world." I'm not here to be
popular. I'm here, probably, to take a risk. Of the
$240 million plus in unpaid bills, we have managed to
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get at about half of them. The other half will be
put off for another day because the priority is,
rather than over $100 million of unpaid bills being

paid, we are going to go for a few extra dollars in
people's pockets. That's wonderful, I don't deny
that that's important. I see a higher principle.

Pay the over $100 million in bills 1left over. I'm
new in this State House, and the stories I could
tell. The press and public tend to see this public
gathering, and there has been a lot going on in the
hallways. I'm a teacher, and I'm returning to the
classrooms with very interesting stories for my
government classes. I'm not going to go public with
them, I am just going to keep them for my students.
I will just simply say that this budget will become
law over my dead bill. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Androscoggin, Senator Cleveland.

Senator CLEVELAND: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. There has been much
attention focused on this body, particularly the
Senate Democrats, over the last several days. There
are some who have characterized us as
obstructionists, as stubborn, as unreasonable and
unwilling to compromise, to having some special
agenda. For those of you who report this news to the
people of Maine, I want to make it perfectly clear
that nothing could be further from the truth. The
Senate Democrat's position has been from day one, a
position of principle. It would be nice if a budget
could be as simply added up in columns of what I
gained. and what I lost, and if you have a few more on
the side that you gained then it's okay, it's a
compromise. - But 1life, and this budget, is not that
simple. There are parts about life that you have to
weigh more heavily than others and some of the crumbs
and trinkets that you get on the other side don't
come anywhere near balancing out some of the major
implications in this budget. I agree that a good job
was done on most items in an honest effort, but there
is that one item of the income tax cap that is a huge
implication for this State. So, Senate Democrats
have stood on principle, recognizing that this hasn't
been an issue about politics, it hasn't been an issue
about bickering, it hasn't been an issue about not
trying to find common ground, that has never been the
case. It has been the case that we needed to raise
the issue, so the public could understand it, so the
public could recognize the implications and
hopefully, that our colleagues would understand the
sincerety of our position and perhaps come to
understand that there may be some common ground.
Unfortunately, we haven't been successful in that
effort. Everyone that I talk to, except for those
who are ideologicially committed to this tax cap,
find no merit in it, that it doesn't make good public
policy, that there is enormous dangers in this
implication of adopting this tax cap now and limiting
our income three years from now when we don't know
what the economy will be, what the state of this
government will be, what the needs of the people will
be, to arbitrarily limit that income and then not use
it to pay our obligations, but to give nominal checks
back to the public and that somehow being useful. We
have been told by the State Treasurer and FAME that
this tax cap will most likely downgrade our credit
rating, which will result in millions and tens of
millions of dollars in additional cost to the people

of Maine. The people who are experts on Wall Street
and in finances have said that in writing to us. The
documents exist and they have been distributed to
those of us who make decisions. We know that by
arbitrarily cutting income we will not be able to
meet, in an expeditious way, the payment of the bills
that we haven't been able to do. That we won't meet
the infrastructure needs, and that our roads will
deteriorate. The public buildings will continue to
not get the attention that they need. If you need
any information about that, come to my town. The
spans on our bridges are collapsing. We have had to
close them down for a month for lack of maintenance
and repair, yet we see that it is not a necessity to
attribute money to those particular needs, but rather
we are going to shift the problem to the local
property tax. The effort here is clear. Those who
somehow believe that government is irresponsible and
doesn't meet the needs of its people and is unable to
make decisions in a way that they would like, simply
wish to cut off the revenue so that those decisions
will be made, absent the merits of them. They don't
wish to identify where those cuts are going to made
in this budget. They wish to cut of the revenue and
then force the decision on future budgets, regardless
of the outcomes and consequences because the money

simply won't be there. Without telling people
honestly, these are the outcomes, these are the
consequences, this is what you give up for that small
check that you are going to get. They don't wish to
address that honestly and straightforwardly. I think
it's unfortunate to do that.

It's also clear, as though the talk about

compromise, that there is a new strategy employed
here now. That strategy is a willingness to shut
state government down if the requests that are made
by certain parties aren't met, regardless of the
outcome. That's an operative tool for negotiation,
and that's a fair way of negotiation on some parts.
I don't accept that. Unfortunately, in addition to
this being bad public policy, it continues the
precept that it 1is acceptable in this state, among
these leaders, to negotiate under threat to others.
I have been told by many of my colleagues here,
including those among the Republican members, that we
are going to ultimately do the right thing. The
Democrats are going to cave in because you always
do. We are going to hold tough and we are willing to
do it. I don't know if that's true, but that's what
I have been told. There are also others who are not
willing to tell the truth to those who have supported
this  budget. The truth is that they have no
intentions of living up to their commitment in this
budget to 1limit tax income. They have said, "What's
your problem? You know we can undo it with a
majority vote later, and we will." I don't operate
that way. I want to be honest. I want to tell you,
if I make a commitment, that I am going to keep it.
Unfortunately, there are those who wish not to do
that. I think that discredits our process and
discredits government. But as long as we continue to
have a strategy in this State that shutting it down
is a legitimate negotiation process, that is somewhat
like the thief on the street putting a gun to your
head and saying he would like to negotiate for your
wallet. Would you like to give it to me or not. It
doesn't give you a great deal of options. That's
where I find myself today. To choose between the
willingness of some to shut this state down, and the
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immediate harm that will do, versus the longer range
harm that is clear will be the result of this tax
cap. For those reasons, I am prepared to raise
myself to a higher 1level and not do the immediate
harm that this will do, and support the budget. But,
I want to make it very clear that there be no
misunderstanding on my vote. My vote in no way, in
any manner, in any characterization, supports this
income tax cap. If I am in this institution, casting
votes, I will cast them to repeal that at every
opportunity and as soon as I can. But I will not
force the people of the State of Maine to go through
a shut down on this issue, because, unfortunately,
that is the strategy that is being used. I don't
know how much Tonger I am going to be in this
institution, and I have enjoyed being here, but I
hope that I will see a day soon where we have
political Teadership in all branches of this
government that have the courage to take this threat
off the table and to return to the reasonableness,
the civility, the common sense, and the courtesy that

we have shown in the past in coming to legitimate
compromises in a legitimate process, not under
threats and intimidation. I hope that day comes soon

because it will be a good day for the people of this
State.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair
Senator from Franklin, Senator Benoit.

recognizes the

Senator BENOIT:
it please the Senate.

Thank you, Mr. President. May
Let's get positive. A moment
ago, the good Senator from Lincoln, Senator Begley,
admitted a minor character flaw. He said he had a
little bit of a stubborn streak. Senator, it doesn't
make you a bad person. I commend you, and the
members of the Appropriations Committee, your
colleagues, for a job well done. Thank you. The
good Senator from Oxford, Senator Hanley, thank you.
Your colleague, Senator Berube, thank you. I
indicated earlier in the week that I plan to have a
letdown when this session is over and I get back to
Rangeley, because I have been on a high down here. I
may have to have some counseling to get me through
it. One of the reasons is Senator Berube. I have
enjoyed working with her throughout this session. I
admire her. I have admired her for years. She is
one of the reasons why I am going to suffer through a
letdown. I also see Representative George Kerr in
the chamber, thank you George, for your work, well
done. I have been in state government for over
thirty years. I have served in all three branches.
This is where the action is, number one, in the
legislature doing things for people. When I vote on
the budget to approve it today, it will be the apex
of things I have done in state government. I want to
put that in perspective. It will be a high point in
my work, notwithstanding that as a young lawyer for
the state in the AG's office I had occasion to have a
case against one of the attorneys now on 0.J.
Simpson's defense team, F. Lee Bailey. I beat his
pants off. You would think that would be a high
point for a young attorney, at a time when F. Lee
Bailey was springing people out in Michigan and

Florida, and came to Maine to try to do the same in a
murder case. But, when I vote for this budget today
it will top that. I want to close by saying thank

you, in this budget, for ridding us of the sick tax.
Can you imagine a government funding itself on the
backs of patients flat on their back in the hospital,

doing that for even a day, even a minute, even a
second. Shame. Well, I will have my head up because
that's going to be gone soon. Thank you. So, I want
to speak on a positive note today because I feel very
positive about what has happened here. Looking back
on the session it has gone quickly. I will miss my
colleagues here. I think we have done some good
work. See you in the short session.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Cumberland, Senator Esty.

Senator ESTY: Thank you, Mr. President. While
it is true that this budget is about tax cuts, about
support for education, about property tax relief, and
other issues, and that it is not, at this point,
about which party won or not, it is not, at this

point, about who compromised or not, and it is not,
at this point, about the political ramifications
involved. I believe, simply, that in the big
picture, the passage of this budget is about
continuing the progress we have made 1in restoring
faith in our government. Showing people, by our
actions today, that we can discuss and debate, agree

and disagree, but reach decisions together, is what
this is all about. By passing this budget today it
will be a strong statement that we put people’'s
interests first. I will be voting to pass this
budget because I think that passage keeps us going
down the road of restoring trust and rebuilding faith
in state government. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair
Senator from Oxford, Senator Ferguson.

recognizes the

Senator FERGUSON: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Chamber. As the junior
Senator from Oxford, I would like to extend my
congratulations to you, as the senior Senator and
leader of the Appropriations Committee. Also, the
other members of the Appropriations Committee that
worked long and hard. I have been in politices, and
aware of politics, probably as long as anyone in this
room. As I search my memory, to my knowledge there
has never been a thirteen zip vote out of the
Appropriations Committee. This may have happened
back along, but I am not aware of it. So, I would
like to extend my congratulations to you and the
other members of the Committee. It is a compromise
budget, it's a budget that I will be voting on and I
sincerely appreciate your hard work. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Somerset, Senator Cianchette.

Senator CIANCHETTE: Thank you, Mr. President.
I, too, will be voting for this budget, but I need to
tell you, I am going to be voting under duress,
simply because of the one little thing. I, too, want
to add my congratulations to the Appropriations
Committee. I think they have done a remarkable job
and I think our hat should go off to Senator Hanley
of Oxford, the Chairman of the Committee, who has led
the effort. I think he has done a commendable job
and I mean that very sincerely. I agree very much
with what Senator Cleveland, from Androscoggin,
said. I also agree very much with Senator Benoit,
from Franklin. It's not a bad day, it's a good day.
I want to just confine my remarks to the business
judgement of the tax cap that I very much oppose,
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because I think it is bad public policy and I think
it's bad business for the State of Maine. If I can
just give you a couple of figures, and I won't bore
you for Tlong, but just to compare. If, in fact,
everything works the way it was intended to work, a
couple filing jointly four or five years from now may
save $1,000 by an income tax cut that this policy
would implement. In the same period of time, that
same couple in that category, with a $100,000 joint
return will be paying $10,000 just for their share of
the unfunded 1liability on the State Retirement
Account. I believe I can support those numbers if
anybody wants to question me, I have support to back
it up. In five years they are going to save maybe
$1,000 on their income tax, but they are going to be
spending $10,000 for their share, in that same period
of time. If, for example, that couple 1lived on for
thirty-one years, earning that $100,000 a year, their
share of paying down this unfunded liability will be
in the neighborhood of $100,000. They will be
working a year of their 1lives, with a total gross
income for that one year, going to pay down their
share of this unfunded 1liability. I'm concerned
about this because I'm a 1ittle embarrassed and a
little ashamed, because two years ago I voted to
extend the amortization schedule for ten years on
this unfunded 1iability thing. I was told at the
time that it was going to cost us $2 million over the
thirty-five years, but we won't go that long because
next year, which was last year, we are going to find
a way to fund that and get back to the twenty-five
year amortization. It didn't work. This year there
were several bills that didn't get out of Committee
that dealt with that issue. That issue looms large
in the lives of Maine people. We are not taking care
of that. If we are talking business and economics,
we shouldn't be talking about cutting our revenues
$1,000 and on the other hand paying $10,000 to sweep
something under the rug and put it out to our
grandchildren to pay later on. Huge dollars, $4.5
billion is the cost of extending that for ten years.
If we use the surplus, and if we put a spending cap
on that income tax revenue, as outlined in this
budget bill, and used the surplus money on these
projections, we could eliminate that extra ten years
on that amortization schedule and save our taxpayers
$4.5 billion. That makes sense. I tell you, I'm
voting for this budget today, but I too am going to
join Senator Cleveland and others in doing all I can
to reverse this tax cap problem. I would like to
suggest and advise anybody in this body who is going
to go out of this chamber today, promising their
constituents that in a couple of years they are going
to start seeing a reduction in the rate of their
income tax, to be very careful about that because it
is very apt to come back and bite you. I don't think
you should be promising people something that you are
not going to be able to deliver, and I don't think
you are going to be able to deliver this.

I heard the
our Senate President, say
budget.
I heard him on the radio, ten
days ago perhaps, explaining to the public and
explaining to the newspeople that you've got to
realize that if the budget passes, it's going to be a
two-thirds vote. It isn't a very big threat for me
to say I'm going to veto the budget. I'm going to
have to consider it, I heard him say. I didn't hear

One other item I want to talk about.
Senator from Cumberland,
that the Governor promised to veto this
Well, maybe he did.

him promise that he was going to veto this budget. I
doubt if he will and I don't think he will be going
back on his word. I think he has a perfect right,
and a perfect opportunity, and a perfect privilege to
consider vetoing any bill. I think it's a misnomer
and a misrepresentation, as far as I know, that he
made a promise that he would veto this budget. I
don't think so and I would not like that to be on the
Record if that's not right. If I'm wrong about that
I will apologize, it's not what I heard. Again, I
will be voting for this budget, under duress.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Penobscot, Senator 0'Dea.

Senator O'DEA: Thank you, Mr. President, Men and
Women of the Senate. Like the Senator from Somerset,
I too have some grave concerns about some of the
things that are in this budget. The tax piece comes
to mind. In fact, while there are several things in
the budget that concern me, it is the tax piece that
I find most troubling, for the reasons that Senator
Cianchette indicated. As I got thinking about how
this whole tax issue has been framed, I got to
thinking about taxes a little bit and about how none
of us really enjoy paying taxes. Nobody likes to pay
taxes, but there is a difference between not liking
to pay taxes, or not wanting to pay taxes, and not
being able to afford to pay taxes. When I listened
to the Senator from Piscataquis, Senator Hall, talk
about things 1like school funding, I know that there
is a difference between talking about school equity
and pupil equity and fair school funding, and talking
about it and paying for it. There are some people
here who 1like to talk about 1it, and who support
school equity and pupil equity, but who don't want to
pay for it. Our day will come again and we will
fight that battle again. The issue today, though,
vis a vis taxation, is not, as my friend from York,
Senator Hathaway, has laid out, a choice between
taxation or freedom, taxation or a good quality of
life. It is taxation and, two hundred years or so
ago, when our forefathers fought the battles they
did, they did it so that when we had taxation we
would also be represented and have a voice in the
process, so that taxes weren't merely arbitrary and

capricious, but so that they actually did something
that benefitted us. This morning, when I left my
house, I drove a half mile down the road, past the

flagship campus of the University of Maine,
underfunded a 1little bit still in this budget but we
did pretty well, and I drove through a town with good
municipal services, I drove past the State Police
barracks in Orono where a trooper was giving an
interview to a member of the media, talking, I'm
sure, about their plans to chase drunks around on the
highways this weekend and keep us safe. I drove
south, past Bangor Mental Health Institute, where
some of our Tleast fortunate citizens reside, and
where we have a lot of dedicated employees and 1
drove down and I saw all of these things from a well
paved road, all of these things that we do with our
tax dollars, and all of these vital services that
people take for granted in large part day in and day
out. A1l of these things that we pay for with our
tax dollars. Today, when I cast my vote, I will be
casting my vote to further support education, even
though I don't think we are doing as much as we
could, to further support a sound infrastructure, to
further support the state employees who do the work
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that not many of us would really want to do, and I
will be standing with people on both sides of the
aisle to continue that. I, too, will stand again
with Senator Cianchette and Cleveland, and others, to
repeal a piece of this that I don't think is
appropriate. But that's a battle for another day.
Today we have to decide whether or not we will
continue the services of state government and move on
with a budget document that is, in large part, quite
sound. I would, once again, thank all of those
persons who have done yeoman's work in putting this
budget together. I would thank you and I would urge
you to support this document. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Kennebec, Senator Bustin.

Senator BUSTIN: Thank you, Mr. President,
Members of the Senate. I rise today, not to urge you
to change your minds on the pending issue, and not to
justify my own position, but to speak about the
crossroads that we face and how we arrived here.
From the outset of the 117th Legislature two things
were clear. One, that Maine's continuing economic
difficulties would force us to make hard and painful
choices on the budget. Two, that the division of
responsibility between the two major parties, and an
Independent Governor, would wmake the process of
decision and accomodation all the more difficult.
There is nothing any member of this legislature could
have done to avoid these two problems. These were
the cards we were dealt. There was another problem
which has become a major factor in our budget
deliberations, for which we, the members of this
Legislature, bear full responsibility, the threat of
a shut down of state government. I know we 1live in
times when freshness and novelty take precedence over
experience, but allow me the Tuxury of pointing out
that this business of threatening shut down is a
recent and odious development. In the 1970's we had
a state government which was divided exactly as ours
is today. We had a Republican Senate, a Democratic
House and an Independent Governor. The differences
in philosophy were profound and the personal
relationships were often stained, but there were no
threats of shut down. A1l sides knew it was their
job to set aside their differences and find a real
center ground at which agreement could be reached.
It was done without holding a gun to anybody's head.
A1l that changed a few years ago when the McKernan
administration, and a minority in the Senate, forced
a shutdown of state government over workers'
compensation. The shutdown did not accomplish its
purpose. The deep reforms of workers' compensation
grew out of a Blue Ribbon Panel which was proposed by
a Portland newspaper and the then President of this
body, Charles Pray. But while the shutdown did not
accomplish its sponsor's goals, it didn't leave the

landscape unchanged. It demoralized the people who
work for our state. It left the public more angry
with, and estranged from, their own government and

their chosen representatives. It sent the wrong
message to people outside our borders who might
travel here, or move business here, or set our bond
ratings. The message we sent with that shutdown was
Maine is no longer a place where civility and common

sense govern human events. Maine's political
landscape suddenly 1looked surprisingly familiar to
Washington D.C., California and New York. The

McKernan administration shutdown made a joke out of

our new slogan, "Maine, the way life should be."
Sometimes when people 1look back on that fight they
refer to it as a budget battle, but of course it
wasn't. A non-budget issue got linked to the
budget. One group of the 1legislature said if we
can't have our way we are going to wreck everything.
A demand was made that we write new tax policy in the
budget. Once more we found the budget linked to an
issue that had little or nothing to do with spending
in the next biennium. Once more the press was filled
with threats of shutdown. Some were quoted in the
newspapers as saying the public really did not care
anyway. You all know that my job is working for a
public employee 1labor union, and from that unique
perspective I must tell you that I find this whole
business ironic. The very people who gasp in horror
at the notion of public employees being able to
strike, and thus deny the public their valuable,
life-protecting services, are willing to force a
Tockout the moment they cam bring up some new
political issue to promote. It 1is no secret that
members of my party have been divided over how to
respond to this manufactured crisis. To our credit,
we did not give into the temptation of responding in
kind. For example, I hate what this Productivity
Task Force will do to state employees and businesses
in Augusta, but I did not attempt to organize a group
to say we will shut down state government if we don't
get our way. No, we Democrats divided into two
camps. The Democrats in the House decided the 1lesser
of two evils was to give into the threat of
shutdown. Democrats here in the Senate have worried
aloud about what tolerance of this behavior would
take Maine in the future. So, today we have to make
the final decision. A Governor who campaigned on the
promise of passing budgets well in advance of the new
fiscal years sits downstairs wondering if he will
have to manage a shutdown. His naive promise of
simple common sense ran aground on the realities of
the new politics. I have served too 1long in this
body to be naive. I committed to voting for the
income tax stabilization fund in the budget if it
were taxable income only. That agreement was broken
when we changed to the adjusted gross income. Still,
I would vote for this bill if it would avoid a state
shutdown. So, because I believe the votes are there
to pass this budget I ask your indulgence in allowing
me to not vote on this bill, however, if it came to
the last vote, and it were not going to pass, rest
assured I would change my vote.

I have had many calls from state employees and
non-state employees this morning who have asked me to
not vote for this budget. I have told them exactly
what I have told you. I would vote for this budget
if it would mean avoiding a state shutdown, despite
the fact that they are telling me that they would
live through a state shutdown instead of taking this
tax cap, because they understand what that tax cap
will mean for state government in years to come. I
understand the philosophies that deeply divide us,
despite that, I appreciate the many opportunities all
sides, and I mean this sincerely, have had to work
out compromises in this budget. It has been very
heartening to me to work with members on the other
side of the aisle in this body on coming to these
compromises. I think we can do it on many issues. I
am very pleased with the responses we have gotten.
It is only when we get to the income tax
stabilization fund, and the differing deeply held
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philosophies that divide us that the negotiations
broke down. I'm sorry for that because I know the
potential is there in both legislative bodies to work
toward compromise on many issues before these bodies
today, and for the vremainder of the 117th
Legislature. Even though this budget will pass
without my vote, in my heart I still believe that in
the future Maine people will find the means to make
us do better. That is where I will dedicate my time,
that is where I rest my hopes for the goodwill and
the common sense of Maine people. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from York, Senator Lawrence.

Senator LAWRENCE: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. This budget that we have
here today proves one thing to me, it proves the old
adage 1is incorrect. You now can have your cake and
eat it too, only you have to leave the bill for
somebody else to pay. Once again we are going to
leave here without paying our state bills, and by
including a large gimmick in a state budget. We are
going to have to rely on the courage of the next
legislature, and the courage of our children, to do
something we could not do here today. I have heard a
lot of talk about the education funding and the
people who are losing education funding in this
budget. Because of this tax cap in the budget,
believe me, you haven't seen the start of loss of
money in education funding. In the next budget, and
the following budgets, you are going to see more red
ink going back to municipalities. It's the only way
we can do what 1is planned here. To my Democratic
colleagues in this body, I know it has been some
tough decisions for you to support this budget. You
have had to compromise on some strongly held
principles. Maine Democrats came to this legislature
to do three things, to pay the state's bills, and
that was repeated over and over and over again by the
good Senator from Androscoggin, Senator Berube, who
has been a courageous leader for us. Pay your bills,
we haven't done that in this budget. Cut property
taxes. We have done a partial property tax cut.
Once you do those things, let's go on and see what we
can do to get a tax cut. Unfortunately we failed on
the first, we only got partial success on the second,
because a small group has forced this into the
budget, we are going to do the third before we have
done the first and the second. I realize a lot of
you have had to put up with threats, intimidation,
and ultimatums, and I realize you are doing this to
keep the state open, to keep government functioning,
and I admire that. We can take home some pride in
the fact that we have pushed for, and I believe it's
going to be there in part two, the personal property
tax credit for machinery, which is something Maine
businesses want and we can be proud to have fought
for. But I know it's not an easy choice, but it's
time that we moved on and passed the budget. Two
years ago I had a great deal of optimism for this
body. Under the leadership of President Dutremble we
brought an end to what I saw as partisan bickering,
someone who sat down in Appropriations day after day
after day, and thought not of being a Democrat, not
of being a Republican, but thought of being a

leader. He said to the Appropriations Committee,
"You're not breaking apart into your partisan
caucuses. We are not breaking down 1like we did
before. We are here to do the people's business and

we are going to do it." He did that.
I haven't seen that kind of

Unfortunately,
leadership in this

legislature. I haven't seen the kind of leadership
that puts the state's interest first over partisan
political interests. My hope is that we will see

that at some time in the future. Maybe it will have
to be done by our children, maybe they will be the
ones to have the courage to do what we cannot do. I
know this budget is going to pass today and it is not
an easy thing for you to do. I have heard comments
about what we are doing about the sick tax. I want
to remind people that the sick tax came out of a
Republican administration, as did the $300 million in
tax increases. Let no one forget that, I 'will never
forget that. 1I'm proud of the people who stood for
fiscal responsibility. You are doing the right
thing. If this budget passes we are going to have to
have the courage to do the right thing in the future
and pay the state's bills and get our house in
order. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Penobscot, Senator Faircloth.

Senator FAIRCLOTH: Thank you, Mr. President,
Colleagues of the Senate. There has been some
discussion today about what Governor King did or did
not say about stating he would veto a budget with a
tax cap in it. While certainly the political
tacticians and commentators are legitimately going to
discuss that issue, I think it is of secondary
importance to the fundamental public policy statement
that the Governor has been very consistent about.

That is that the tax cap is bad public policy. He
said it throughout, he said it even up to Jlast
night. He said that when the opportunity comes he

would like to see that tax cap repealed. He doesn't
want to see the state shut down, and I happen to
agree with him in that choice, because the political
gun is held not to his head or to our head, it is
held to the head of the people of the State of
Maine. I don't know that anybody wants to see that.
Whenever the opportunity comes, I think we need to

follow that lead to eliminate this bad public
policy. It may be in this session, it may not be.
It may be in a future session, but this tax cap is a

property tax increase and we need to follow the
Governor's lead to eliminate it whenever we have that
opportunity. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Cumberland, Senator Amero.

Senator AMERO: Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the Senate. I was not going to rise
to speak on this budget today because I have had
plenty of chances during negotiation sessions to put
my words in. But I have to respond to the Tlanguage
that I just heard from the Minority Leader in this
chamber. I think so much credit goes to the two
presiding officers in the Senate and the House. To
our Senate President, and to the Speaker of the

House. They are not people who grab media
attention. They don't speak in the kinds of Tlanguage
that the TV cameras like to hear, but they get the
job done. They do the work behind the scenes. They

have brought these two bodies together. I think they
deserve the credit. I also want to extend my
congratulations to the co-chairs of the
Appropriations Committee who have both done a
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wonderful job, unlike the lack of 1leadership that I
have seen from the second floor. I do not think that
appearing in the press on a daily basis is a way to
develop leadership in this state. I am proud today
to be a member of the legislature and to show that
we, ourselves, can come to a legisiative solution to
this budget despite the fact that we did not have any
leadership, in my opinion, from the second floor. I
am very proud to be a member of this body. I am
proud to be voting for this budget. Like all of you,
there are things in that budget that I don't like,
but I am going to vote for it because I think it is
the best thing for the people of the State of Maine
and I do believe that it will restore faith in the
people of this State in their government. Thank you.

On motion by Senator BUTLAND of Cumberland,
supported by a Division of one-fifth of the members
present and voting a Roll Call was ordered.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair
Senator from Kennebec, Senator Carey.

recognizes the

Senator CAREY: A very small remark, Mr.
President, in answer to the Senator from Cumberland,
Senator Amero. We didn't get too much Tleadership
from the second floor because the Governor, who sits
on the second floor, was looking for a Tlegislative
solution.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Hancock, Senator Goldthwait.

Senator GOLDTHMAIT: Thank you, Mr. President. I
want to add my congratulations to you and to the
others you have heard today, which you richly deserve
for the service that you, and Representative Kerr,
and your entire Committee have given to our State.
Lest you think that the hard work is behind you now,
I want you to remember that you and I are going to be
talking about clams before the sun comes up. The
income tax credit is a bad use of revenue. If we had
a true concern for the taxpayers in this State, we
would have been doing more to decrease the monumental
debt load under which we are struggling. Once upon a
time, I was the woman who was going to elect the
Senate President, appoint all of the Committee
Chairs, elect the State officers, and possibly cast
the deciding vote on hybrid wolves. It is with great
gratitude that I welcome the good Senator from
Cumberland, Senator Pendexter, into this body to
spare me that pressure, and also, by the way, it is
her intense and blistering advocacy for her issues
that makes the rest of us be the best that we can be,
because it is our only hope of getting out of here
with our skin on if you are on the opposite side of
an issue from her. I do admire her tenacity and
dedication to her causes.

Today I have the luxury of holding a vote that is
not going to change the outcome of this debate. Not
only that, my party is not going to be mad at me no
matter what I do. So, I'm able to vote against this
budget because of my very strong feelings about the
tax stabilization plan without having to accept the
consequences of the state shutdown. I'm able to do
that, but I'm not going to. If my vote had been the
deciding vote, I would have cast it several days ago
when we took our first vote on this budget in favor
of passage. To me we were by no means at a point

where I felt we should precipitate closing down the
state. Because I have the opportunity most of the
time, when you are not having your Tlittle fits of
temporary insanity, to visit both of your camps, I
thought until very recently, until within the last
twenty-four hours, that there was room for a bit more
change to be made to this budget that would have
helped more people come to it less reluctantly. But,
I realized at some point yesterday that that was not
going to happen and so, although it is tempting for
me to make a statement and oppose this budget because
I know that that vote wouldn't matter, I feel the
right thing for me to do is to vote now to support
this budget, because that's what I would have done a
few days ago when it might have mattered. There is
one more step in this process when we are through
this morning. That is that this bill will go to the
Governor's desk for his signature. I think it is
very likely that it will be signed and when it is, my
brothers and sisters, I ask you to yield not to
temptation to make political capital out of that
signature, but rather to greet it with the respect it
deserves. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair
Senator from York, Senator Lord.

Senator LORD: Thank you, Mr. President. For
five terms I sat in the House. I saw a budget
underneath a Democratic Governor. I have seen
budgets from a Republican Governor. It is the House
azd the Senate who passes the budget. Just remember
that.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Kennebec, Senator Bustin.

Senator BUSTIN: Thank you, Mr. President. After
my vremarks I had meant to say something, and I was
remiss in not doing that. What I wanted to say was
how much I appreciated the hard work that the good
Senator from Oxford, Senator Hanley, has given in
this budget process. I may disagree violently with
him, and I am going to be Mother Bustin now, but I
think that we can agree to disagree and still be
agreeable. I think that Senator Hanley has proven to
me that he 1is straightforward and honest. What I
have appreciated most is that. I can deal with that
and that is what I expect to give to you and what I
expect to get from others. He has exemplified that
and I do thank you for the service you have given.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Cumberland, Senator Butland.

Senator BUTLAND: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. This debate here
this morning has been very instructive. I have

recognizes the

learned a lot of things and I would 1like to share
those things I have learned with you. I have learned
that this budget is an extremely partisan issue in

that it has sprung about in spite of a lack of
leadership. I think that those statements ignore the
fact that we have a thirteen to zero Committee
report, and that yesterday 153 members of this floor
voted in favor of the budget. Quite frankly, I have
never seen the spirit of bipartisan compromise run so
deep. As far as my Tleadership or my leadership
style, when I was 23 years old, unlike most of my
contemporaries who were back on the block smoking and
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joking and coking, I was aboard a Marine Corp base,
and I was a Second Lieutenant. I was responsible,
and it was a privilege to be responsible, for 75
young Marines. I knew that I was responsible for
them, but I also knew that I would not succeed if I
couldn't delegate the authority to get the job done.
When I sent Senator Hanley from Oxford, Senator
Begley from Lincoln, and Senator Berube from
Androscoggin County to the second floor to serve on
the Appropriations Committee, I told them that I had
faith in them and that I would not babysit them. If
you need me I will be there. I think that's the way
responsible government works.

I have also learned this morning that somehow
this income tax stabilization cap was introduced
under the cover of darkness at the eleventh hour. It
ignores the fact that it was introduced to the
Taxation Committee back on February 28 of this year.
I have also learned that the only way to provide
property tax relief back home is to open up the
spigot in the State Capitol, which unfairly assumes
that the people at the municipal level, the municipal
officials and the taxpayers are a bunch of witless,
helpless, dolts. I can assure you that that is not

the case. Before I came to the state legislature I
served as a member of my town council. Local
government 1is the best government because it is the
closest to the people. It is the most accessible and
it is the most responsible. Property tax relief

starts there and to say that the only way that you
can have property tax relief is to have an unlimited
check in Augusta is wrong. I have also learned that
there has been a tremendous unwillingness to
compromise on this. That's patently untrue and
unfair. I obviously was dreaming when I was sitting
through those sessions as leadership and people from
the Appropriations Committee came together to forge a
compromise. I have also learned that I can't read.
As I read, again, the letter from the Chief Executive
of the State of Maine, when he says, "Finally, I must
make one thing <clear, so that there 1is no
misunderstanding. I will not sign a budget with
these far-reaching tax cuts in place.” Whether that
is a threat or a veiled threat, I took it to mean
only one thing. I have also learned that we are here
today to have our cake and eat it. I remember two
years ago, sitting in this same chamber as we debated
the budget that had the $100 million from the
extension of the unfunded liability of the Retirement
System. We took that money, $100 million, because we
needed it. We had to spend it. We couldn't cut.
Now we understand from the Senator from Somerset,
Senator Cianchette, that the tail on that is $4.5
billion. If that‘s not the definition of having your
cake and eating it, I don't know what is. The final
thing that I have learned here today is that there is
a difference amongst our philosophies. Some would
say that the Republicans have a simple, ideological
fixation with tax cuts, or that we have manufactured
a crisis. I have heard that said today. It appears
to me that for some people the natural state of
affairs is that everything is taxable and that taxes
can never go down.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Waldo, Senator Longley.

Senator LONGLEY:
Colleagues in the Senate.

Thank you, Mr. President,
I don't doubt that all of

us have tried to do our best and I don't doubt that
some of us are better at it than others. I want to
just say, on a constructive note, that the big reason
I have to vote against this budget, in addition to
not paying its bills is that the way it affects the
property tax and school funding among the 33,000
people I represent, number one. Number two, in
deTegating, I really wish that this Senate would have
had a representative from some place other than
southern Maine, as my caucus delegated me that
responsibility. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM: The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Knox, Senator Pingree.

Senator PINGREE: Thank you, Mr. President. I
know we are all anxious to vote and I will be very
brief, but, 1ike many of my colleagues, I guess I
want my thoughts on Record before I take this vote.
Like most of you, I want to commend all of the people
who worked bhard. I think all of us who are willing
to be in public service make a tremendous sacrifice.
We put in a lot of hours, we spend a lot of time away
from our families, and I appreciate that. I
particularly appreciate the members of the
Appropriations Committee, whether I agree with you or
not, I know how hard it is to reach a compromise in a
Committee and I know the number of hours and the 1late
nights that you put in and I appreciate that.
Particularly our member of the Democratic Caucus from
Androscoggin, Senator Berube, who we all know spent a
lot of time in the hospital and came back to work
very hard. I do appreciate that. I also want to
thank my Democratic colleagues, who I believe are
sacrificing their vote today to make sure that we do
not have a state shutdown. We all know that 1lack of
faith in government is our biggest problem today and
that shutting down the State is not okay and we need
to move on from this moment. I am voting no, and I
am voting no because of the fiscal irresponsibility
of the income tax stabilization fund. There are some
good things in this budget. I am pleased that we are
doing something about property tax, but as I have
said before on the floor, and I won't say it at
length, this does not address the problem of paying
our bills. It's the wrong tax to cut. It's a shift
to the wrong places. It's the wrong thing to do. It
is another gimmick. It is a future liability, not a
cut today. I believe it is a seed of another broken
promise to the people of the State of Maine. Worst
of all, I think that I can see it all two years from
now in the next political campaign, because I believe
that this is not real. It is political posturing and
it is campaigning for re-election on the people's
time. I am opposed to this budget. I appreciate the
fact that we won't be shutting down the State of
Maine today, but I cannot vote for this budget.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEM:
before the Senate is ENACTMENT.

The pending question

A vote of Yes will be in favor of ENACTMENT.
A vote of No will be opposed.

Is the Senate ready for the question?

The Doorkeepers will secure the Chamber.

The Secretary will call the Roll.
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ROLL CALL

YEAS: Senators: ABROMSON, AMERO, BEGLEY, BENOIT,
BERUBE, BUTLAND, CAREY,
CARPENTER, CASSIDY, CIANCHETTE,
CLEVELAND, ESTY, FAIRCLOTH,
FERGUSON, GOLDTHWAIT, HALL,
HATHAWAY, KIEFFER, LORD, MILLS,
0'DEA, PARADIS, PENDEXTER,
SMALL, STEVENS, and the
PRESIDENT PRO TEM, Senator HANLEY
NAYS: Senators: BUSTIN, HARRIMAN, LAWRENCE,
LONGLEY,  McCORMICK, MICHAUD,

PINGREE, RAND, RUHLIN
This being an Emergency Measure and having

received the affirmative vote of 26 Members of the
Senate, with 9 Senators having voted in the negative,
and 26 being more than two-thirds of the entire
elected Membership of the Senate, was PASSED TO BE
ENACTED and having been signed by the President Pro
Tem, was presented by the Secretary to the Governor
for his approval.

sent

Under suspension of the Rules, ordered

forthwith to the Governor's Office.

Senate at Ease

Senate called to order by the President Pro Tem.

0ff Record Remarks

On motion by the PRESIDENT PRO TEM, RECESSED
until 3 o'clock this afternoon.

After Recess

Senate called to order by the President.

Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,

the Senate considered the following:

PAPER FROM THE HOUSE

Non—concurrent Matter

Bill "An Act to Improve the AFDC Program"
S.P. 548 L.D. 1496
(S "B" S-348 to C
AN §-322)

In Senate, June 28, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT *A" (5-322) AS
AMENDED BY SENATE AMENDMENT "B* (S-348), thereto.

Comes from the House PASSED TO BE [ENGROSSED AS
AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A® (S-322) AS AMENDED
BY HOUSE AMENDMENT "D* (H-650) AND SENATE AMENDMENT
wB* ($-348), thereto, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, the
Senate RECEDED and CONCURRED.

COMMUNICATION

The Following Communication:

THE MAINE SENATE
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

June 29, 1995

The Honorable May M. Ross
Secretary of the Senate
State House Station #3
Augusta, ME 04333

Dear Madam Secretary:

Pursuant to my authority under Resolve 1995,
Chapter 16, I have appointed Senator Phil Harriman of
Cumberland to the Paper Industry Council.

Please let me know if you
regarding this appointment.

have any questions

Sincerely,

S/Jeffrey H. Butland
President of the Senate

S.C. 282

Which was READ and ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.
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Joint Order

On motion by Senator BUSTIN of Kennebec, the
following Joint Order:

ORDERED, the House concurring, that “Resolve, for
Laying of the County Taxes and Authorizing
Expenditures of Kennebec County for the Year 1995,"
H.p. 1137, L.D. 1580, and all its accompanying
papers, be recalled from the Governor's desk to the

Senate.
S.P. 602

Which was READ and PASSED.

Sent down for concurrence.

COMMITTEE REPORT
House
Divided Report

The Majority of the Committee on HUMAN RESOURCES
on Bill "An Act to Llimit Aid to Families with
Dependent Children Benefits"

H.P. 49 L.D. 43

Reported that the same Ought Not to Pass.
Signed:

Senator:
PINGREE of Knox

Representatives:
FITZPATRICK of Durham
JOHNSON of South Portland
SHIAH of Bowdoinham
ETNIER of Harpswell
MITCHELL of Portland
JONES of Bar Harbor

The Minority of the same Committee on the same
subject reported that the same Qught to Pass as
Amended by Committee Amendment "A" (H-593).

Signed:

Senators:
PENDEXTER of Cumberland
BENOIT of Franklin

Representatives:
JOYNER of Hollis
MARVIN of Cape Elizabeth
WINGLASS of Auburn
LOVETT of Scarborough

Comes from the House with the Majority OUGHT NOT
TO PASS Report READ and ACCEPTED.

Which Reports were READ.

Senator PENDEXTER of Cumberland moved that the
Senate ACCEPT the Minority OUGHT TO PASS AS AMENDED
Report, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Cumberland, Senator Pendexter.

the Senator

Senator PENDEXTER: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. The issue in this bill is
the proverbial other welfare reform issue called
family cap. The bill before you states that there
would be no increase in cash benefits to women on
AFDC if they have additional kids. We are talking
about $106 a month increase for an additional child.
It also would allow that mother to keep $106 in child
support if the father of the child would choose to
support his child. 1It's clear that we must
understand that although we are not allowing an
increase in cash Dbenefits, we certainly are
supporting the family with health insurance in the
name of Medicaid, the WIC program, which provides
formula and food, and food stamps, and child care,
and whatever transitional services are available. We
are basically saying that we will no longer reward a
decision that a recipient makes, be that for whatever
reason, to increase family while being on a
government tax-funded program. It really has nothing
to do with money. Money is not the crux of the
issue. I have heard over and over it is no big deal,
actually we are only talking about maybe 500
children. The issue is, as we talked the other day,
is about changing the culture of welfare and how we
send out the wrong message when we have a recipient
who comes on the program, signs a contract, and makes

some commitments as to how she will better her life.
Some of those commitments will be education,
training, whatever that recipient needs, we are

committed to helping her out to get her 1life back
together again so she can become self-sufficient and
self-dependent. As we continue to reward a decision
of having an additional child when that mother is not
emotionally or economically capable of handling that,
we are sending the wrong message when we continue to
reward that with a financial increase in the monthly
benefit. You know, working people don't get a raise
when they have new children. I don't know why people
on welfare should be any different. I don't know
about you, but when I campaigned, welfare reform was
foremost on the people that I met. Over and over and
over I heard it is so wrong for us to keep rewarding
women to have more children when they are on
welfare. The message there is that taxpayers are not
willing to finance welfare programs if they think
irresponsible behavior is being rewarded. You know,
they just feel that they have made decisions relative
to increasing their family size. They have planned
economically. They have made decisions. They feel
that people on welfare should do the same. People
argue over and over and over, how can you be so
cruel, how can you do that to children? I have yet
had anybody say to me what the direct connection is,
because the fact that the mother will get an extra
$106 doesn't guarantee me the fact that the child is
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going to get the benefit of that money. I interpret
that as the mother has more cash to spend. You know,
when I worked in the Kennedy Park area, over and over
and over it was a big joke that you didn't go to
Beano the Saturday after the first Wednesday because
the welfare recipients were all there spending their

money. You can say that's not true. Well, people
say those things to me, I have to believe that they
are true. Recipients spend the money the way they
want to. It doesn't necessarily mean the kids get

the benefit of it. You know, for decades having
another child while on welfare has meant a bigger
welfare check. I think it's time to change that
attitude and I hope you can join me in voting for
this motion. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Knox, Senator Pingree.

the Senator

Senator PINGREE: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. I believe that this bill
and this amendment sends the wrong message, because I
don't believe that women on AFDC have children to
collect benefits. I just want to talk about a few of
the facts. Women on welfare in the State of Maine
have an average of 1.8 children. The birthrate for
women on welfare has been steadily declining, just
like the rest of the population, from 2.7 average
children, 1 don't know where that .7 child fits but
anyway, down to 1.8. That vreflects the general
population, which leads me to believe that people do
not go on AFDC to have more children, and do not have
more children to collect more benefits. In fact,
Maine .and Vermont have the Jlowest number of large
AFDC families with children of four or more. I
believe this isn't about money, $106 more per month,
as all of us who have raised children know, isn't
worth it to have another baby. Estimates are that to
raise a child in a single parent household actually
costs $4,400 a year, and $106 extra a month is only
$1,272. I think if we are really concerned about
unwanted pregnancies there are better ways to prevent
it. In the AFDC bill that we have just passed has a
peer counseling program through Family Planning that
encourages people not to have extra children. The
concern that working people don't get a raise when
they have another child, and I think we often compare
people who are working to people who are not, the
fact is you get another tax exemption if you have
another child. While I don't think that anyone
should think that this is an incentive to have
another child, I don't think that that's a fair
argument.

I don't believe that we can look at this in any
way but to say that it punishes women who have more
children, for whatever reason, whether it is failure
of their birth control, whether it is something that
they planned or didn't plan, it says to them you
should not have had that child, we are taking away
your money and, I might add, puts no responsibility
through this bill on the man, who we know, don't
always pay all the child support payments that are
due. I don't think this is a good idea and I think
the states that have tried it, there are six of them,
have found that there is no significant difference in
the birthrate where this happens. In a study by
Rutgers University of what's gone on in New Jersey,
which is often touted as the state that has done
this, between August 1993 and July 1994, there is not

any statistically significant difference in the
birthrate. The fact is that there were 300 more
abortions during that period of time in New Jersey.
I think this is bad policy. I think it sends a
message to women that is not fair to send. I hope
that you will defeat the pending motion.

On motion by Senator PENDEXTER of Cumberland,
supported by a Division of one-fifth of the members
present and voting, a Roll Call was ordered.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Franklin, Senator Benoit.

Senator BENOIT: Thank you, Mr. President. May
it please the Senate. I, on this issue, would like
to share with you the results of my survey. On a
question "Do you favor the proposal to withhold
welfare benefits to women" not to children, "who have
children while on welfare?" 80% of my constituents
support this type of legislation. Because I did not
come here with any particular agenda of my own on
this issue, I will be following the wishes of my
constituents. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Penobscot, Senator Faircloth.

Senator FAIRCLOTH:
Colleagues of the Senate.
concerns about the family cap proposal as it is
crafted. A big concern I have, and perhaps it was
raised already by the good Senator from Knox, Senator
Pingree, is that as to the exceptions for rape or
incest, that is to say a woman has been raped or is
the victim of incest, that exception only applies if
the person has been convicted in a criminal trial
beyond a reasonable doubt, sort of a 98% or 99%
certainty. So, if a person is 80% certain to have
committed the crime that's not good enough. It kind
of reminds me of how many people think 0.J. Simpson
is guilty and then how many people think he will be
convicted? I think there is a disparity between
those two assessments. I think if a woman has been
raped and she appropriately brings that forward there
should be some reasonable exception for that. There
is none here. I also am extremely concerned that you
would have a family cap where there is not really
adequate education for women who are entering the
AFDC system. Currently, and I did a Tot of checking
to find out, when someone enters the AFDC system they
don't provide information as to what type of birth
control is available and covered by Medicaid. They
don't provide options to the person other than some
sort of junk mail flyer that comes out twice a year.
There is not much that comes from the Department of
Human Services to help educate her in this regard.
In the welfare reform package that passed there is
talk of some money from the Department to help with
peer education, but that, even if the Department
follows through on that commitment, which is not
firm, it would still not be enough. It seems to me
extremely draconian to say we are not going to
provide the adequate education to the people who
enter this system about this, and yet we are going to
have a rather tough measure to cap the benefits for
further children. Saying all of that, I have to say
that personally, if some provisions were made for
those things, a family cap, in my opinion, would be
appropriate. But it certainly is not appropriate the

Thank you, Mr. President,
I have a number of
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way the legislation is written. I think that we
should wait, and perhaps like the good Senator from
Somerset, Senator Mills, has suggested, study this
issue. I slightly disagree with those who say there
is no evidence that family caps work. In the State
of New Jersey the rate of abortions went from 9.43 to
9.78 per 1,000. An amount which the people in the
State of New Jersey said was statistically
insignificant, while the birthrate decreased by
11.41%. No one can say at this point whether that
decrease in the birthrate among AFDC recipients is
attributable to this cap that was instituted in this
state a couple of years ago. It's a big step.
Someone that I know, claiming to quote from the
Bible, said that Moses once said there were new
children in the tribe and what can we do with these
new children, we can't afford them. He said well,
they are members of the tribe and we have to take
care of them. So, I think, for the time being we
should make sure to take care of these children in
the tribe and then wait and see. If family caps do
deter people making the bad, irresponsible choice of
choosing to conceive a child on welfare, that would
be worthwhile. I think we need to increase the sense
of responsibility in this society. That's why we
have a law on the books now that takes away drivers’
licenses from people who, with the ability to pay, do
not pay support for their children. Men need to be
much more responsible than they currently are for the
children they procreate. But that does not decrease,
to any degree, that we do need to increase the sense
of responsibility.

Yesterday I spoke on behalf of the welfare reform
legislation. I said how the vast majority of people
I know on welfare are an inspiration to us all
because of their aspirations, but if we do not
believe, and I have heard a 1ot who seem to deny that
there are a minority of people on welfare who become
acculturated in the AFDC system, that is not living
in the real world. There are people who are
acculturated to the AFDC system. We do need to do
something about that and we need to look at this
issue seriously. I don't think that the proposal of
family caps, as drafted, is serious. I can't think
of anyone who, in good conscience, would say that the
rape exception makes any sense. I don't think that
anyone can say that you should have a family cap
without appropriate family planning education. For
that reason, I would be opposing a family cap as
drafted, but I don't think that we should dismiss out
of hand that there is a problem in AFDC in this
country and that when people tell me that the
birthrate is similar to that of the general
population, the birthrate for people on AFDC should
be as close to zero as possible. It's not a good
choice to bring people into poverty and we should
help them, through education and other means, to
avoid a choice that is not a good choice for the man
or for the woman, and that certainly is harmful for
the children. But let's look at the issue calmly in
the future and 1let's not pass this legislation now.
Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Cumberland, Senator Pendexter.

the Senator

Senator PENDEXTER: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. I just have to briefly
comment on a few things that were just mentioned.

You know, I'm amused when people say we need to
this. We need to study family caps. We need to
study time limits. You know, we have a thirty-year
experiment going on in this country. I don't know
what more you want to study. Those of you who want
to continue to perpetuate the status quo, so be it,
that is your choice. I think that if we want to

study

start making some changes, behaviorally, in the
welfare system, we need to start someplace. You
know, it doesn't take a college education to figure

out that if you take part in a certain activity that
the end result is pregnancy. If you are going to
take part in those activities and you don't want to
get pregnant then you better do something about it.
I think every female probably knows what we are
talking about. Women on AFDC have Medicaid and any
family planning scenario they want to choose it
theirs for free. Actually we do invest some of our
state resources in family planning services. So, I
don't see what the excuse is. So the discussion
needs to revolve around responsibility. If you are
going to engage in certain behavior and not be
responsible, I don't see why you should expect
taxpayers to pay for that decision. We are not
making decisions whether this is a just pregnancy or
not, all we are saying is if you have chosen to
become pregnant we are not going to reward that with
a cash payment. We are involving the father because
we are saying let the father support the child. We
are allowing $106 to be kept in child support, which
is not what we allow now, we only allow women to keep
$50. The abortion issue, I feel, is a bogus one
because that perpetuates the very argument that women
are now going to go have abortions because they are
not going to get $106 a month. You're perpetuating
your very argument that women are going to have
babies because they want the extra money. There is
no proof that the abortion rate has gone up in New
Jersey. As a matter of fact, the birthrate has gone
down by 13%, but they qualify that by saying they
sense that the overall birthrate has gone down and it
is too early to tell what those numbers mean. So,
there are really no numbers. We can throw numbers
around all day if we want to. The issue here today
is are we going to reward certain behaviors in
welfare with cash. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Aroostook, Senator Paradis.

Senator PARADIS: Thank you, Mr. President, Men
and Women of the Senate. A few years ago here in the
legislature we had the privilege of listening to one
of our favorite Maine authors, Carolyn Chute. She
had just come out of writing The Beans of Egypt
Maine. I was fascinated because I don't get to meet
a real live famous author very often. We discussed
this very issue with her. She told us that as a
child she was dyslectic, so her grades at school were
very bad and nobody knew about dyslexia at that
time. She said she had sex with her boyfriend
because he gave her an A, he was very proud of her,
she had done a good job. She did what he wanted her
to do and it made him very happy so she was happy
that somebody was happy about her for a moment. She
did have a child and the child died because she was
in extreme poverty and did not get medical attention
on time. She has never had any other children. I
suspect that many of our children, because I know the
last time we did this issue in the Human Resources
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Committee we were going to save with family caps
$75,000. When you look at $700 million in sales tax
exemptions for businesses that are having a hard time
in this state, and we give them some welfare to keep
them going because it is important that they keep
hiring our people, this makes it very unbalanced. We

are talking about women and children here. I
absolutely agree with my colleague, Senator
Faircloth, that all of us deal with all of these

people all of the time. People who call us and are
in dire straits and we continue to do the Tlittle bit
we can do by helping our institutions. For example,
all of you go speak to students. One of my things to
the young males are forever and a day, if you father
a child, Maine will find you. Wherever you are in
the world. I think that type of education is going
to work. I am totally against this. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Hancock, Senator Goldthwait.

Senator GOLDTHMAIT: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. Two points that
1 haven't heard addressed. I know there are many of
my constituents who I think would hope that I would
support this. Like others of you have expressed I am
close, but with this particular piece of legislation
as it is drafted it does not address the fact that
although other benefits remain for a child, that it
takes a fairly small pie and divides it into more
pieces. So, it is not only the newest born child who
suffers, but it is also any other child who happened
to previously been in that family. The other problem
for me with this legislation is that a woman can have
taken responsibility for avoiding a pregnancy, but
unfortunately our science in that area is less than
perfect. Despite every best effort and all cautions,
sometimes those efforts fail and it would be
unreasonable to me to place that financial burden on
a woman who had taken that responsibility and done
her best to protect herself from pregnancy, but
because of the statistical failures of all known

means of contraception, found herself pregnant
anyway. Thank you.
THE PRESIDENT: The pending question before the

Senate is the motion of Senator PENDEXTER of
Cumberland that the Senate ACCEPT the Minority OUGHT
TO PASS AS AMENDED Report, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

A vote of Yes will be in favor of ACCEPTANCE.
A vote of No will be opposed.

Is the Senate ready for the question?

The Doorkeepers will secure the Chamber.

The Secretary will call the Roll.

ROLL CALL
YEAS: Senators:  ABROMSON, AMERO, BEGLEY,
CARPENTER, FERGUSON,
HANLEY, HARRIMAN, HATHAWAY,
KIEFFER, LORD, MILLS, PENDEXTER,
SMALL, STEVENS, and the
PRESIDENT, Senator BUTLAND

BENOIT,
HALL,

BERUBE, BUSTIN, CAREY, CASSIDY,
CIANCHETTE, CLEVELAND,  ESTY,
FAIRCLOTH, GOLDTHWAIT, LAWRENCE,
LONGLEY, McCORMICK, MICHAUD,
O'DEA, PARADIS, PINGREE, RAND,
RUHLIN

NAYS: Senators:

17 Senators having voted in the affirmative and
18 Senators having voted in the negative, the motion
of Senator PENDEXTER of Cumberland to ACCEPT the
Minority OUGHT TO PASS AS AMENDED Report, in
NON-CONCURRENCE, FAILED.

The Majority OUGHT NOT TO PASS Report ACCEPTED,
in concurrence.

Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,

the Senate considered the following:

COMMUNICATION

The Following Communication:

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
BUREAU OF LABOR STANDARDS

June 14, 1995

Hon.Jeffrey H. Butland

President of the Senate
State House Station #3

Augusta, ME 04333

Hon.Dan A. Gwadosky
Speaker of the House
State House Station #2
Augusta, ME 04333

Dear Speaker Gwadosky and President Butland:

I am pleased to submit, in accordance with M.R.S.A.
Title 26, Section 1724, the annual report of the
Maine Chemical Substance Identification Program.

The 1994 program year was very active. Program staff
are to be commended on their efforts in maintaining a
high standard of response to evolving needs.

Please do not hesitate to contact me directly with
any dquestions or comments regarding this program or
the report.

Sincerely,

S/Milliam A. Peabody
Deputy Director

S.C. 283

Which was READ and,
ORDERED PLACED ON FILE.

with Accompanying Report,
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Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,
the Senate considered the following:
PAPER FROM THE HOUSE
House Paper
Resolve, Directing the Department of

Environmental Protection to Extend the Deadline for
Licensure of the Transfer Station on Long Island.
(Emergency)

H.P. 4 L.D. 1

December, 7, 1994, reference to the Committee on
NATURAL RESOURCES suggested and ORDERED PRINTED.

Comes from the House, with the Bill
POSTPONED.

INDEFINITELY

Which was INDEFINITELY POSTPONED, in concurrence.

Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,
the Senate considered the following:

ENACTOR

The Committee on Engrossed Bills reported as
truly and strictly engrossed the following:

Mandate

An Act to Strengthen the Governmental Ethics and
Campaign Reports and Finances Laws
: H.P. 1029 L.D. 1444
(c IIAII H_572; H IIAII
H-587)

This being a Mandate, in accordance with the
provisions of Section 21 of Article IX of the
Constitution, having received the affirmative vote of
24 Members of the Senate, with No Senator having
voted in the negative, and 24 being two-thirds of the
entire elected Membership of the Senate, was PASSED
TO BE ENACTED and having been signed by the
President, was presented by the Secretary to the
Governor for his approval.

The Chair laid before the Senate the following
Tabled and Later Today Assigned matter:

HOUSE REPORTS - from the Committee on
APPROPRIATIONS AND FINANCIAL AFFAIRS on RESOLUTION,
Proposing and Amendment to the Constitution of Maine
to Establish a Future Budget Fund

H.P. 760 L.D. 1034

Majority - Ought Not to Pass. (7 members)

Minority — Ought to Pass as Amended by Committee
Amendment "A* (H-564). (6 members)

Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator KIEFFER of
Aroostook.

Pending — ACCEPTANCE of Either Report.

(In House, June 28, 1995, the Bill and

Accompanying Papers RECOMMITTED to the Committee on
APPROPRIATIONS AND FINANCIAL AFFAIRS.)

(In Senate, earlier in the day, Reports READ.)

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, the
Bill and Accompanying Papers RECOMMITTED to the
Committee on APPROPRIATIONS AND FINANCIAL AFFAIRS, in
concurrence.

The Chair laid before the Senate the following
Tabled and Later Today Assigned matter:

An Act to Establish Reciprocity in Determining
the Lowest Responsible Bidder
S.P. 432 L.D. 1200
(C “A" S-213)

Tabled ~ earlier in the day by Senator KIEFFER of
Aroostook.

Pending - the motion by Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln
to INDEFINITELY POSTPONE the Bill and Accompanying
Papers, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

(In House, June 27, 1995, PASSED T0 BE ENACTED.)

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Waldo, Senator Longley.

Senator LONGLEY: Thank you, Mr. President,
Colleagues in the Senate. I ask you to listen. What
this bi1l does, out of my Committee on State and
Local on an agreement of unanimous ought to pass,
both Houses gave wonderful support. Now it's before
us in Enactment. It started out at thirteen to
zero. It's called the reciprocal preference. One of
the bills, in addition to signs, that Governor
Longley was very proud of was when he devised a bill
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that said if a Maine worker comes within a certain
percentage point, with him it was five, on a bid, you
get the contract. In the early 1980's that got
beaten up and sent out for good reason. I have
researched and I now realize that if a New Yorker
comes here, even though in his or her state they get
a 3% preference, if they come within 3% they get it,
when they come here, we don't have a preference and
they have an advantage in their home state and we
don't even even the playing field when they come to
Maine. What this reciprocal preference does is evens
the playing field so that if you have an advantage in
your state, what we simply do is when you come to our
state, we give Mainer's the advantage in this state
that your state gives you in your home state. It's
evening the playing field. It's what I would think
is a Republican-like bill in terms of jobs and
helping locals and helping neighbors. What the
opponents of this bill will say is there is another
bill in Labor along the same 1line. They are
correct. Only in Labor, it's another one of my
bills, another idea that I picked up in the 70's that
I saw go down in the 80's and I'm here in the 90's
trying to revive it. What is going on in the
Committee on Labor is called a notification bill.
Granted it did start out with a piece in it that was
like a reciprocal preference, but over the course of
a couple of meetings in Labor, a couple more meetings
with Associated General Contractors, DECD and General
Purchases, that provision is no 1longer in there.
What I have handed out and I will appreciate it if
you will bear with this teacher, I have handed out
the 1ist of preferences from across the nation. If
you look down, it shows that about 31 or 32 other
states have arrived at the reciprocal preference
phase. So, many other states who have addressed the
issue, in my opinion have been smart enough and
advanced enough to address what 1is going on
nationally, have decided reciprocal preference is a
decent, fair way to go. Basically, if you read it
through, you see in New York they have a 3%
preference. So, that's that with the reciprocal
preference. Again it got a thirteen to zero quick
support. When I pulled the reciprocal preference I
got instant quick support. I presented it saying I
prefer my 5% JBL version, but I will meet you half
way if you all agree. If you don't I'll go with my
plan one. We arrived at plan two with a quick vote
of thirteen to zero quick vote.

Next in my packet, if you pull out the clip, next
is the bill 1in Labor. Backing up what I said, it's
an information sharing piece which says if you, in
General Purchases, 1if you see a bid coming up that's
bound to go to the out of state people, why don't you
get on the computer, let DECD know, let the Marketing
Center at Eastern Maine Development Corporation also
know, and as soon as we see a big chunk of change
about to be awarded, 1let's let all 1local Mainer's
know that we are trying to increase the odds that our
neighbors get these jobs. It's a notification
provision. If I can compliment myself, I think it's
wonderful. I heard New York had the "mother of all
provisions", so I said let's duck their bullets and
figure out where they are firing, and let's word our

provision accordingly. Come to find out, they were
pretty smart, they have a quick notification
procedure. It makes sense. What we are talking

about are bureaucracies different manners in this
medieval setting, different agencies don't talk to

each other, let's make them talk to each other. I
have gotten wonderful support by these different
agencies. They have sat- with me on the rockers
outside as we have hammered out provisions and
deleted the reciprocal preference. But it supposedly
is now in Labor on a carried over bill. That's my
story. There is more to it, but suffice it to say
that it is a smart move that was instantly recognized
as such in the Committee. It has gone between two
houses twice and has gotten wonderful approval. We
are now up for enactment. It's a vreciprocal
preference, it evens the playing field. Thank you
for listening. I would appreciate your vote against
the Indefinite Postponement motion.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Cumberland, Senator Abromson.

Senator ABROMSON: Thank you, Mr. President.
Just a quick question to anyone who might care to
answer it. I'm not sure it's a big problem but in
the calendar we are talking about L.D. 1200 being an
Act to Establish Reciprocity in Determining the
Lowest Possible Bidder. In our books the printed
bill, L.D. 1200, says an Act to Encourage the
Training and Working of Resident Workers. Are we
talking about the same bill1?

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair would answer in the
affirmative. The title was changed in conjunction
with Committee Amendment "A". The Chair recognizes
the Senator from Somerset, Senator Mills.

Senator MILLS: Thank you, Mr. President, Men and
Women of the Senate. The filing number is $-213 and
it is not printed in the calendar. It changes the
title of the bill, in some sense the subject of the
gi}}, and is a complete redraft of the text of the

il.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator

from Lincoln, Senator Begley.

Senator BEGLEY: Thank you, Mr. President. The
L.D. 1200 was brought to my attention by members of
the Labor Committee with the point of view that
certainly we did not want to usurp anybody's power or
privilege. We felt, at least they did, and we didn't
have time to meet with the Committee itself, that
this bill has a direct connection with a bill by the
same sponsor being held over in the Labor Committee.
At the Labor Committee's request, the sponsors
agreement, and agreement of the interested parties.
It was felt that it would be wise, at least from my
perspective, that this also be considered under the
held bill so that there wouldn't be any conflicting
comments or laws or regulations without at least some
consideration. It was certainly the intent of any
Labor Committee that most of us served on to allow a
sponsor to come back on a held bill and to introduce
any type of Tlegislation such as this. But it was
felt that it would be wise to Indefinitely Postpone
this and invite the sponsor to bring back in January,
or when the bill was heard, her proposals under the
Labor Committee. I discussed this with the sponsor.
I discussed this with the Chair of the State and
Local Committee and the proposal, as far as I am
concerned, is a logical one.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Waldo, Senator Longley.

the Senator
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Senator [LONGLEY: Three points. It doesn't
strike me as Jlogical or efficient to be at square
three in a four square step and then push it back to
square one, point one. Point two, the Bureau of
Purchases supports this legislation and stated that
this would be an effective tool in encouraging states
to cease preferential bidding and we would be the
32nd state to implement this law. Point three, I
request a Roll Call, this is a Maine worker's bill.

On motion by Senator LONGLEY of Waldo, supported
by a Division of one-fifth of the members present and
voting, a Roll Call was ordered.

THE PRESIDENT: The pending question before the
Senate is the motion of Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln
that the Senate INDEFINITELY POSTPONE the Bill and
Accompanying Papers, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

A vote of Yes will be in favor of INDEFINITE

POSTPONEMENT .
A vote of No will be opposed.
Is the Senate ready for the question?
The Doorkeepers will secure the Chamber.

The Secretary will call the Roll.

ROLL CALL

YEAS: Senators: ABROMSON, AMERO, BEGLEY, BENOIT,
CARPENTER, HALL, HANLEY,
HARRIMAN, HATHAWAY, KIEFFER,
LORD, MILLS, PENDEXTER, SMALL,
STEVENS, and the PRESIDENT,
Senator BUTLAND

NAYS: Senators: BUSTIN, CAREY, CASSIDY,
CIANCHETTE, CLEVELAND, ESTY,
FAIRCLOTH, FERGUSON, GOLDTHWAIT,
LAWRENCE, LONGLEY, McCORMICK,
MICHAUD, 0'DEA, PARADIS,
PINGREE, RAND, RUHLIN

ABSENT: Senator: BERUBE

Senator HARRIMAN of Cumberland, requested and
received leave of the Senate to change his vote from
NAY to YEA.

16 Senators having voted in the affirmative and
18 Senators having voted in the negative, with 1
Senator being absent, the motion of Senator BEGLEY of
Lincoln to INDEFINITELY POSTPONE the Bill and
Accompanying Papers, in NON-CONCURRENCE, FAILED.

Which was PASSED TO BE ENACTED and having been
signed by the President, was presented by the
Secretary to the Governor for his approval.

The Chair laid before the Senate the following
Tabled and Later Today Assigned matter:

JOINT RESOLUTION - relative to Memorializing
Congress to Allow all States East of the 110th
Meridian to Regulate the Export of Unprocessed Logs

H.P. 1143

Tabled - earlier in the day by Senator KIEFFER of
Aroostook.

Pending - the motion by Senator CASSIDY of
Washington to INDEFINITELY POSTPONE the Joint
Resolution, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

(In House, June 28, 1995, Joint Resolution
ADOPTED. )

(In Senate, June 28, 1995, Joint Resolution READ.)

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Penobscot, Senator Ruhlin.

Senator RUHLIN: Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the Senate. Frankly, I question the
value of these Joint Resolutions at times. I guess 1
will 1imit my comment to that. I just couldn't let
this go by without expressing a couple of things.
I'm not sure how important it is and I won't take a
lot of time. I want to point out to you that the
Congress of the United States has given to the states
west of the Mississippi River the states rights in
regards to the Interstate Commerce Clause to regulate
what they do with their logs. What this Resolution
attempts to do, I doubt it will ever actually do
anything, but what it attempts to do is to
memorialize the Congress to remind them that the
United States goes from the Pacific Ocean to the
Atlantic Ocean, not to the Mississippi River. We
would like to have the same rights that the western

states have to decide what happens to our logs. It
has nothing to do with the 1logs that are on my
woodlot, those are my personal property, you can't

touch them, you're not going to tell me what to do
with my 1logs, and it has no intention of doing that.
It deals only with logs on the public Tlands, logs
owned by the county, logs owned by the public in the
State of Maine, that's all. I think would be
overstepping if I said its a step for state's rights,
vis a vis the Interstate Commerce Clause, because, as
I said, I don't really put an awful lot of faith in
the Resolutions in any event. But, I think it's
something that we all should think about when we
vote, make up our minds as to whether we are or are
not going to Indefinitely Postpone this. It's not a
question of shipping out logs, or who's going to do
it. They are our trees and it is our state, and at
least it does say something about our having a little
more say on our own destiny, even though I don't
think it will ever come about. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Washington, Senator Cassidy.

Senator CASSIDY: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. The problem that
we have with this proposal is that this will also
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take in many of the northeastern states. Although
we, as we discussed here in this chamber earlier this
year, have over 90% of our state owned privately,
both companies and private individuals, there are
states where there are a lot of public lands and this
would really tie up what could happen to the forest
industry here in the northeast. Also, we also have
Tumber coming into the State of Maine, especially up
in our area, to some of our stud mills and chip mills
and pulp mills wup in that area. I would ask you to
support the motion to Indefinitely Postpone this.
Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Somerset, Senator Mills.

Senator MILLS: Thank you, Mr. President, Men and
Women of the Senate. I don't know what I am going to
do on the present motion because I think the
Resolution is useless. But I can't let this pass
without just reflecting on a problem that is not only
peculiar to my county, but I'm sure affects those of
you who represent other counties on the border with
Canada. Last year it was interesting to travel down
Commercial Street, in Portland, to see this huge
mountain of Eastern Hemlock that was piled along the
street in downtown Portland, down on the waterfront,
where it was being prepared for shipment to China. I
think the stretch of this pile of logs, with the bark
still on, went for some distance, maybe as long as
half a mile or 2 mile. It was a very impressive
display of Maine wood all in one location. It caused
quite a ruckus among yuppies from Portland who found
out, for the first time, that Maine exports a lot of
raw product that doesn't have anything done to it.
Many of us found this amusing because the quantity of
wood, as staggering as it seemed in its location down
in Portland, really was something you could see just
by driving into the back of some of our saw mills wup
in central Maine on any given day. The total
quantity of Eastern Hemlock that was stacked along
there was actually only one-fifteenth of the total
exports to Canada, that drive up through Route 201
and other avenues, into Canadian lumber mills. We

have had this problem for a 1long time now with
Canadian mills underbidding stateside mills, simply
because they are subsidized by the Canadian

government in some very direct ways. Just recently
seventy-five people in Jackman were 1laid off from
making $8 or $9 or $10 an hour, because the sawmill
up there can't buy the wood and turn it around and
make it into Jumber and sell it back into the
American market, because the price of raw lumber and
the price of finished lumber 1is almost the same,
there is a slight exageration but there is not that
much difference. The wood with the bark on goes
right by his mill from the Maine forest, right into
Canada, where it is processed by mills that are just
on the other side of the border, and then, get this,
it comes back as two-by-fours and two-by-sixes in
sixteen foot 1lengths for building American homes.
It's a Washington probiem. It's not a problem we can
solve in Augusta. I'm greatly encouraged that we did
pass a bill this year that would require that these
exports at Tleast be counted so we will know what the
exodus is and be able to quantify it in some terms
that may be helpful. I simply need to say these
things because it is an extraordinary problem for
people in my county and Washington County and
Aroostook County, and it's not going to go away until

the Canadian government changes its practice of

subsidizing wood.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Oxford, Senator Ferguson.

Senator FERGUSON: Thank you, Mr.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. I'm going to
rise in support of the motion this afternoon. I am
basically a free-trader and with the NAFTA Agreement
and the GAT Agreement, I don't think this is the time
that we should be indulging in restraint of trade. I
also agree with my fellow Senators from Penobscot and
Somerset that this probably doesn't amount to a great
deal. I believe that it is important that we support
this motion and I will be voting along those lines.
Thank you.

President,

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator

from Waldo, Senator Longley.

Senator LONGLEY: Thank you, Mr. President,
Colleagues in the Senate. As the author of the new
law that will collect the data on the exportation of
forest products, I would like to say that the reason
I came forward with this was because of Sears Island
and arguments against it, being woodchips, and I said
let's get the data and people came forward and said
it was a good idea, including wonderful help from the
Division of Forestry. I also agree with what the
Senator from Somerset said, Resolutions are barely
worth the paper that they are printed on, probably
not worth wusing the pulp for that paper. I guess

that's all I can remember to say about this bill.
Thank you.
THE PRESIDENT: The pending question before the

Senate is the motion by Senator CASSIDY of Washington
that the Senate INDEFINITELY POSTPONE the Joint
Resolution, in NON-CONCURRENCE.

The Chair ordered a Division.

Will all those in favor please rise in their
places and remain standing until counted.

Will all those opposed please rise in their

places and remain standing until counted.

18 Senators having voted in the affirmative and 7
Senators having voted in the negative, the motion by
Senator CASSIDY of Washington to  INDEFINITELY
POSTPONE the Joint Resolution, in NON-CONCURRENCE,
PREVAILED.

Sent down for concurrence.

The Chair laid before the Senate the following
Tabled and Unassigned matter:

Bill "An Act to Revise the Maine Turnpike
Authority's Powers with Respect to Commuter Tolls"
S.P. 139 L.D. 325
(C "A" $-85)
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Tabled - April 27, 1995 by Senator KIEFFER of
Aroostook. :

Pending — PASSAGE TO BE ENGROSSED AS AMENDED BY
COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A™ (S-85).

On motion by Senator HATHAWAY of York, the Senate
SUSPENDED THE RULES for the purpose of
RECONSIDERATION.

On further motion by the same Senator, the Senate
RECONSIDERED its action whereby it ADOPTED Committee
Amendment "A% (S-85).

by the same Senator, Senate
to Committee Amendment "A"

On further motion
Amendment "B" (S-353)
(S-85) READ.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from York, Senator Hathaway.

the Senator

Senator HATHAWAY: Thank you, Mr, President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. Amendment “B"
prohibits surcharges on the Maine Turnpike. What it

also does, it doesn't mandate any free tolls, it
doesn't micro-manage the Turnpike. It also allows
for a study, which is a requirement under the Central
Transportation Act, and it also is revenue neutral.
By prohibiting the surcharge, I think what we are
doing is helping the working people in southern Maine
who now already pay a toll on the Turnpike. For
instance, somebody in Biddeford who would be perhaps
working at the Maine Mall, would pay fifty-five cents
right now on the toll, with the surcharge they would
have to pay $2.55. I think the toll that they pay
now is probably appropriate and enough penalty and
enough tax. Also, the only other alternative they
have at this point is to use Route 1. In the
summertime Route 1 is completely clogged with
traffic. Any more traffic on Route 1 that we force
on it would continue to hurt our businesses along
Route 1. I don't think it's a particularly welcoming
sign to our tourists that we are trying to welcome to
Maine by immediately asking them for an extra $2.00
surcharge once they get here. I would also remind
you that we have, at any one time, perhaps hundred of
trucks, transporting and doing business on the
turnpike for Maine businesses, who would also be hurt

by this surcharge. So, all this does, it allows the
Maine Turnpike to have incentive pricing if they
wish. They can study it, if they wish, to meet the

requirements of the Central Transportation Act. It
does prohibit the surcharge, which I do think would
be a penalty to Maine people. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Cumberland, Senator Harriman.

Senator HARRIMAN: Thank you, Mr. President.
Good afternoon Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate.
Before we vote on this proposed amendment, I want to
explain why I sponsored the original bill,
Presently, under the authority by the Maine Turnpike
Authority, they have the right to regulate the tolls
on the Maine Turnpike, except for commuter rates.
The commuter rates are in statute today. The
original bill that I sponsored would allow the Maine
Turnpike Authority to explore alternative rate

structures for commuters on the Turnpike. One of the
interesting things that I have discovered as a result
of being involved in this legislation is that around
the country other forms of congestion pricing has
only proven its worth when dealing with commuters,

people who use the same road generally at the same
time every day. Most everyone else is going to come
anyway, the question is, do they have a good and

hospitable feeling when they come here, or do they
feel bitter or taken. So the legislation I sponsored
would allow the Turnpike Authority to explore ways to
deal with commuters. As we all know, a piece of
legislation has already gone through here that will
set the stage for us to begin the strategy of
widening the Maine Turnpike. One of those strategy
requirements is that we demonstrate that we made a
good faith effort to comply with the Sensible
Transportation Policy Act that is already in Maine
law. So, before you vote today, I would just ask you
to consider whether or not the pending motion is
going to Tleave the Turnpike Authority in a position
where they may not be able to comply with the
Sensible Transportation Policy Act because of this
language. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from York, Senator Hathaway.

the Senator

Senator HATHAWAY: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. I would just
like to say that over the last few days a lot of
different interests have been trying to work out a
policy that is acceptable. I believe that the
Transportation Committee has been working long and
hard on this in the last few days, and I believe that
they have supported this amendment. I urge that the
good members of this Senate accept it. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The pending question before the
Senate is the motion by Senator HATHAWAY of York that
the Senate ADOPT Senate Amendment "B" (5-353) to
Committee Amendment "A" (S-85).

The Chair ordered a Division.

Will all those in favor please rise in their
places and remain standing until counted.
Will all those opposed please rise in their

places and remain standing until counted.

17 Senators having voted in the affirmative and 8
Senators having voted in the negative, the motion by
Senator HATHAWAY of York to ADOPT Senate Amendment
"g" (S-353) to Committee Amendment "A" (S-85),
PREVAILED.

Committee Amendment “A" (5-85), as Amended by
Senate Amendment “B" (S-353), thereto, ADOPTED.

Which was PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED, As Amended.

Sent down for concurrence.

Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,
the Senate considered the following:
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COMMITTEE REPORT

Senate

Committee of Conference

The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing
action between the two branches of the Legislature,
on Bill "An Act to Require Notification to the
Landowner When Land Is Being Considered for Placement
in a Resource Protection Zone"

H.P. 609 L.D. 819

Have had the same under consideration and asked
leave to report that the Senate Recede from its
Action Whereby is Accepted the Minority Ought Not to
Pass Report and Recommit the Bill and Accompanying
Papers to the Committee on Natural Resources.

That the House Recede and Concur.

Signed on the part of the Senate:

Senator CARPENTER of York
Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln

Signed on the part of the House:
Representative GOULD of Greenville
Representative BUNKER of Kossuth Township
Representative MARSHALL of Eliot

Which Report was READ and ACCEPTED.

The Senate RECEDED from its action whereby it
ACCEPTED the Minority OUGHT NOT TO PASS Report.

The Bill1 and Accompanying Papers RECOMMITTED to
the Committee on NATURAL RESOURCES.

Sent down for concurrence.

Senate at Ease

Senate called to order by the President.

Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,

the Senate considered the following:

COMMITTEE REPORT

Senate

Divided Report

The Majority of the Committee on EDUCATION AND
CULTURAL AFFAIRS on Bill "An Act to Implement
Recommendations of the Commi ttee to Study
Organizational and Tax Issues in Public Schools"

(Emergency)
S.P. 321 L.D. 902

Reported that the same Ought Not to Pass.
Signed:

Senators:
SMALL of Sagadahoc
ABROMSON of Cumberland
ESTY, JR. of Cumberland

Representatives:
MARTIN of Eagle Lake
CLOUTIER of South Portland
STEVENS of Orono
BRENNAN of Portland
AULT of Wayne
BARTH, JR. of Bethel
LIBBY of Buxton
MCELROY of Unity

The Minority of the same Committee on the same

subject reported that the same Ought to Pass as
Amended by Committee Amendment “"A" (S-367).

Signed:

Representatives:

WINN of Glenburn
DESMOND of Mapleton
Which Reports were READ.

THE PRESIDENT moved that the Senate ACCEPT the
Majority OUGHT NOT TO PASS Report.

Senator HALL of Piscataquis requested a Division.

On motion by Senator CASSIDY of Washington,
supported by a Division of one-fifth of the members
present and voting, a Roll Call was ordered.

THE PRESIDENT: The pending question before the
Senate is ACCEPTANCE of the Majority OUGHT NOT TO
PASS Report.

A vote of Yes will be in favor of ACCEPTANCE.

A vote of No will be opposed.

Is the Senate ready for the question?

The Doorkeepers will secure the Chamber.

The Secretary will call the Roll.

ROLL CALL
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YEAS: Senators: ABROMSON, AMERO, BEGLEY, BENOIT,
CAREY, CARPENTER, CLEVELAND,
ESTY, FERGUSON, GOLDTHWAIT,
HANLEY, HARRIMAN, HATHAWAY,
LAWRENCE, LORD, McCORMICK,
MILLS, PENDEXTER, PINGREE, RAND,
SMALL, STEVENS, and the
PRESIDENT, Senator BUTLAND

NAYS: Senators:  BUSTIN, CASSIDY, CIANCHETTE,
FAIRCLOTH, HALL, KIEFFER,
LONGLEY, MICHAUD, 0'DEA,
PARADIS, RUHLIN

ABSENT: Senator: BERUBE

Senator McCORMICK of Kennebec requested and
received leave of the Senate to change her vote from
NAY to YEA.

23 Senators having voted in the affirmative and
11 Senators having voted in the negative, with 1
Senator being absent, the Majority OUGHT NOT TO PASS
Report ACCEPTED.

Sent down for concurrence.

The Chair laid before the Senate the following
Tabled-and Unassigned matter:

Bill “An Act to
Information"

Improve Highway Signing

H.P. 691 L.D. 942

Tabled - June 28,
Aroostook.

1995, by Senator KIEFFER of

Pending - FURTHER CONSIDERATION.

(In House June 16, 1995, PASSED T0 BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A" (H-491).)

(In Senate, June 19, 1995, Bill

and Accompanying
Papers INDEFINITELY POSTPONED, in E.)

(In House, June 28, 1995, INSISTED.)
Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook moved that the
Senate RECEDE and CONCUR.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Hancock, Senator Goldthwait.

the Senator

Senator GOLDTHWAIT: Thank you, Mr. President.
May I pose a question through the Chair? AmI
correct in understanding that this will allow signs
on t!:e Maine Turnpike? The blue highway regulated
signs?

THE PRESIDENT: The Senator from Hancock, Senator
Goldthwait, has posed a question through the Chair to
any Senator who may care  to respond. The Chair
recognizes the Senator from Aroostook, Senator
Paradis.

Senator PARADIS: Thank you, Mr. President. What
this is 1is right now, if you are driving along, and
you see the symbols for a restaurant, for example,
you have no idea what is at the other end of that
road. This bill would finally give some indication
of what is down the road. It would be a simple small
Togo, for example McDonalds or any other company
Togo. It would be small and discreet. The
Department of Transportation would be monitoring this
and developing the rules for it. I'm all for it as
someone who has to travel the state quite a bit. If
you are from a certain area you know what is there,
if you're not, you wouldn't have to take the turn,
you would know exactly what is at the other end of
that road. That's why this bill is so important.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Hancock, Senator Goldthwait.

the Senator

Senator GOLDTHMAIT: Thank you, Mr. President,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. Although I
sympathize with people wanting to know what's at the
end of the road, the end of the road that I 1live on
is a fairly popular destination point. At the head
of our island we permit those same sorts of signs on
the State road. When I moved to Bar Harbor seventeen
years ago, there were a handful of signs there, now
there is an endless procession of those signs
beginning just before the island, across the bridges,
and down onto the place where the road forks and
heads down the two sides of the island. In fact, it
is a veritable curtain of signs, though each one is
small and they are similar in Tlook, they are still
something that blocks the view of the trees and the
water as you come onto the island. It would seem to
me that the proliferation of signs on our so far
rather beautiful Turnpike system is not an
improvement but a move in the opposite direction. I
would urge you to oppose this motion. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from Aroostook, Senator Kieffer.

the Senator

Senator KIEFFER: Thank you, Mr. President. I
haven't had time to fully review the bill but from
memory I believe that the bill only allows for
additions of signs to existing posts. It does not
create any new signs. Is that correct or not?

THE PRESIDENT: The Senator from Aroostook,
Senator Kieffer, has posed a question through the
Chair to any Senator who may care to respond. The
Chair recognizes the Senator from Somerset, Senator
Mills.

Senator MILLS: Mr. President, Men and Women of
the Senate. I am looking at H-491, which I hope is
the final version. It simply says that the
Commissioner of Transportation may authorize the
placement of Togo signs within the right of way. It
then goes on to state that he may adopt rules to
regulate the size, shape, manner, and Tlocation. It
doesn't seem to restrict the placement of the signs
to one existing post. It would appear that he would

$-1518



LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

have discretion to locate them in many different
ways, but he is Timited to a Togo sign. My only
concern is whether the golden arch, which you might
see on the coast, would stand for McDonalds or
Moody's Diner. I think Moody's doesn‘t have a logo
and I would rather go there, frankly. I'm just a
little concerned, if you don't have a logo, you'll
have a tough time getting yourself noticed out on the
highway.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Kennebec, Senator McCormick.

Senator McCORMICK: Thank you, Mr. President,
Colleagues of the Senate. This is a time when I
think that term limits does not serve us well,
because I happen to recall, when I was a freshman
sitting right where Senator lord from York is
sitting, and this issue got brought up in like my

Margaret Ludwig, from the County, and
Senator Brannigan, who had been a part of this body
when the monumental step for Maine, in terms of
tourism and in terms of keeping our environment free
from sign pollution, got up, and we proceeded to have
the most passionate debate about signs. I was
sitting there, a little freshman Senator, thinking
this is silly, why are we going to talk about signs.
We had the other body bringing in these signs and
putting them at the corner telling us this is what

first month.

you'll get. We had months of signs and I realized
that signs are no joke here, this is serious
business. This is a delicately crafted compromise

and thank you, to the good Senator from Somerset, who
read the statement of fact on H-491. I looked it up
too and I guess I will be voting no on this as well
because one, the logo issue. I happened to have read
the entire sign ordinance in seeing if I could do
something for a constituent about it, and it allows
for logos. It's very specific, there are little
pages that give you little blueprints for how to make
your sign. I think it has to be four-by-one or
something, but it is very specific, the logo can only
be this big, the mileage can only be this big, you
have to get them printed in this way, it has to use
this kind of print, and it's all so that our eyes
don't get too cluttered by signs and we can still see
the beauty of Maine. So, I feel like a mere shadow
of my predecessors, Senators Brannigan and Ludwig,
and I am almost apologizing because I'm like the
shadow of that debate, because they were here and
that is why I lament their passing. I want to stand
up with their passion and the delicate balance that I
learned at their knees that this compromise was. I
believe that since this bill allows the shape to be
changed by the Commissioner and the size to be
changed by the Commissioner, and because I learned
that was a very important thing, I think we better
leave this right where it is. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Waldo, Senator Longley.

Senator LONGLEY: Thank you, Mr. President. I
was at people's knees learning about this too in the
seventies and there are wonderful, colorful stories
about Buddy Franklin, who was an aspiring
gubernatorial candidate conversing with a certain
Governor and lobbying you can't go with your sign
bil1l. It's industry, it's business, they want their
big billboards, and the end result was a sign bill

that has these nice neat blue signs. For me, when I
see sign bills, I flash back to the seventies and I
remember the passionate debates. Having seen this
sign bill and put up a red flag for myself and
others, and having asked questions and tried to
delicately balance the competing interests, I have
decided I am at the extreme position, and I will be
blunt, I hate this bill and I will be voting against
the motion to Recede and Concur. I would like us to
stay where we got ourselves earlier in the
seventies. I don't want to go down another path. I
call this the McBill. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Franklin, Senator Benoit.

Senator BENOIT: Thank you, Mr. President. May
it please the Senate. I don't Tike this bill
either. I think it's most unfair to find a bill that
is going to restrict the use of advertising to a
logo. There are many fine businesses in this state
who have not yet developed a logo and they can't be
placed on the signs and compete with the bigger
chains. A bill Tlike this seems to me to sponsor
chains, businesses from outside the state who come
in, the arches for McDonalds and what have you, in
opposition to businesses that have been here for
years. They are not country-wide. They are located
at particular single locations in the state and have
no logo. I think it is most unfair to allow those
businesses who have developed themselves to a logo,
to be the one's that can be further advanced, they
are big enough, against our competing industries that
don't need this kind of competition from the
legislature.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Aroostook, Senator Paradis.

Senator PARADIS: Thank you, Mr. President. I
shall attempt to be very brief. The type of sign
that my good seatmate from Kennebec talked about has
nothing to do with this bill. This is strictly
controlled access, on I-95 for example. A quick
anecdote that happened to me recently, we had a new
establishment that just opened up in Augusta. They
said we wish people knew we were here, because there
is no way that anybody on I-95 can know that they are
possibly sitting there. If they have good eyes they
may be able to see a red tight way in the distance.
When this bill came before us I said yes, this sounds
great. Everyone was in, the tourism industry. It is
an incredible economic development tool as far as I
am concerned. But if ever you have been on I-95,
southbound, from Lincoln or Howland, and you are in a
major storm, you can see that there are exits and
turnoffs here and there, but there is absolutely
nothing that tells you that if you go off that exit
there will be a place for you to land. It's scary.
That's a personal thing and has nothing to do with
this, but when the bill came in front of us it did
remind me of that feeling that people don't know
exactly where to go. There are miles and miles of
nothing and this would give us a clue as to what is

there. I have all the faith in the world with our
new Commissioner Melrose, that he would not allow
proliferation. This 1is a public service. It's even

a safety issue as far as I am concerned. These
businesses that are immediately off the pike hire
people, and if nobody is in that restaurant they hire

$-1519



LEGISLATIVE RECORD - SENATE, JUNE 29, 1995

economic
Thank

to me it sure s
hope you will support it.

less people. So,
development and I
you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes
from York, Senator Lord.

Senator LORD:

the Senator

Thank you, Mr. President, my
Learned Colleagues. There was a lady from York
County years ago who used to sit in this building,
her name was Marion Fuller Brown. Have any of you
ever heard from her or talked to her? Well, she was
the champion of the billboard. I remember some time,
when I was down in the other end of the building,
there was something that came up about signs and I
was told, point blank, just exactly how I should vote
by Marion Fuller Brown. I have travelled in a few
states and you know, you go along the pike and you
see the spoon, the fork, and the knife, and you get
off, you go down off the ramp and you get down to the
end of the road and there is nothing, nothing at
all. So you say to yourself, "Should I go left or
should I go right?" So I ask my wife which way we
should go. We go right for four or five miles and
see nothing. I say we should have gone left. So the
next time she asks where we should go. I get down
off the ramp and say let's go left. We go down the
road four or five miles and nothing. She says we
should have gone right. So, it seems to me that if
we are going to have any signs at all, it should be
when you get off the ramp, a sign for Arby's or
Burger King off this way, and McDonald's and somebody
else down that way. That's how you should do it. I
think .when you are on the road and going sixty miles
an hour, if you can see the spoon, fork, and knife,
you know at least there 1is something somewhere to
eat. Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Franklin, Senator Benoit.

Senator BENOIT: Thank you, Mr. President. Let
me give you an example. Down in Auburn there is a
burger business called Roy's, and it is real good.
He doesn't have a 7logo, but he has a better burger
than McDonald's. McDonald's is going to have the
arches out there on the highway, directing people in
to McDonalds's and they are going to go right by
Roy's. They are going to pass up a great buy on a
great burger. I've got a suggestion. Kill the bill,
join Triple A, and get those catalogs that tell you
all about the places to stop and eat.

THE PRESIDENT: The pending question before the
Senate is the motion of Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook
that the Senate RECEDE and CONCUR.

The Chair ordered a Division.

Will all those in favor please rise in their
places and remain standing until counted.
Will all those opposed please rise in their

places and remain standing until counted.

11 Senators having voted in the affirmative and
15 Senators having voted in the negative, the motion
of Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook to RECEDE and CONCUR,
FAILED.

On motion by THE PRESIDENT, the Senate INSISTED
and ASKED FOR A COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE.

Sent down for concurrence.

Under suspension of the Rules, all matters thus

acted on were ordered sent forthwith.

Senate at Ease

Senate called to order by the President.

Out of order and under suspension of the Rules,
the Senate considered the following:

PAPER FROM THE HOUSE

Non—concurrent Matter

Bill "An Act to Protect Constitutional
Rights and to Provide Just Compensation"
H.P. 867 L.D. 1217
(S "B S$-363 to C "A"
H-601)

Property

In Senate, June 28, 1995, PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED
AS AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A* (H-601) AS
AMENDED BY SENATE AMENDMENT "B* (S-363), thereto, in
NON-CONCURRENCE .

Comes from the House PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED AS
AMENDED BY COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “"A” (H-601) AS AMENDED
BY HOUSE AMENDMENT "B* (H-653), thereto, in
NON—-CONCURRENCE .

On motion by Senator KIEFFER of Aroostook, the
Senate RECEDED and

ENACTORS

The Committee on Engrossed Bills reported as
truly and strictly engrossed the following:

An Act to Amend Laws Pertaining to On-premises
Signs by Allowing for Changeable Signs

H.P. 946 L.D. 1335

(C "A" H-456)
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Which was PASSED TO BE ENACTED and having been
signed by the President, was presented by the
Secretary to the Governor for his approval.

An Act Regarding Unredeemed Deposits on Beverage
Containers
H.P. 506 L.D. 687
(H "A" H-639 to C
“AM H-498)

On motion by Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln, placed on
the SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS TABLE, pending ENACTMENT.

An Act to Ensure the Continuation of Current
Hospice Services

H.P. 712 L.D. 969

(H "A" H-652 to C

A" H-649)

On motion by Senator BEGLEY of Lincoln, placed on
the SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS TABLE, pending ENACTMENT.

Emergency

An Act Regarding the Functioning of the
Department of Mental Health and Mental Retardation
and Several Professional Regulatory Boards

H.P. 483 L.D. 664
(H “"A" H-648 to C
"A" H-626)

This being an Emergency Measure and having
received the affirmative vote of 25 Members of the
Senate, with No Senator having voted in the negative,
and 25 being more than two-thirds of the entire
elected Membership of the Senate, was PASSED TO0 BE
ENACTED and having been signed by the President, was
presented by the Secretary to the Governor for his
approval.

Emergency

An Act to Amend Certain Laws Affecting the
Department of Environmental Protection
H.P. 989 L.D. 1397
(c upn H—552; H A
H-549)

This being an Emergency Measure and having
received the affirmative vote of 27 Members of the
Senate, with No Senator having voted in the negative,
and 27 being more than two-thirds of the entire
elected Membership of the Senate, was PASSED T0 BE
ENACTED and having been signed by the President, was
presented by the Secretary to the Governor for his
approval.

Emergency

An Act to Amend the Adoption Laws
S.P. 515 L.D. 1400
(C "A" S-350)

This being an Emergency Measure and having
received the affirmative vote of 26 Members of the
Senate, with No Senator having voted in the negative,
and 26 being more than two-thirds of the entire
elected Membership of the Senate, was PASSED TO BE
ENACTED and having been signed by the President, was
presented by the Secretary to the Governor for his
approval.

Emergency Resolve

Resolve, Requiring a Study of How the State
Should Regulate Naturopaths
H.P. 1087 L.D. 1532

(H IIAII H_6'|3; H IIBH
H-646 to C "A" H-508)

This being an Emergency Measure and having
received the affirmative vote of 24 Members of the
Senate, with No Senator having voted in the negative,
and 24 being two-thirds of the entire elected
Membership of the Senate, was FINALLY PASSED and
having been signed by the President, was presented by
the Secretary to the Governor for his approval.

Off Record Remarks

Senator ABROMSON of
unanimous consent to address
Record.

Cumberland was granted
the Senate off the
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Under suspension of the Rules, all matters thus
acted on were ordered sent forthwith.

Senator LORD of York was granted unanimous
consent to address the Senate off the Record.

Off Record Remarks

On motion by Senator CAREY of Kennebec, ADJOURNED
until Friday, June 30, 1995, at 11 o'clock in the
morning.
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