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The House met according to ad-
journment and was called to order
by the Speaker.

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Akeley of
Gardiner.

Journal of the previous session
read and approved.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would like to read to the
members of the House Rule 32 and
make a few comments on it, par-
ticularly for the benefit of the new
members of the House.

House Rule 32 reads as follows:
“When a motion for the previous
question is made, the consent of
one-third of the members present
shall be necessary to authorize the
Speaker to entertain it. No debate
shall be allowed until the matter of
consent is determined. The previ-
ous question shall be submitted in
the following words: Shall the
main question be put now? No
member shall speak more than five
minutes on the motion for the pre-
vious question, and while that ques-
tion is pending a motion to lay on
the table shall be decided without
debate. A call for the yeas and
nays, or for division of a question,
shall be in order after the main
question has been ordered to be
put. After the adoption of the pre-
vious question, the vote shall be
taken forthwith upon amendments,
and then upon the main question.”

That rule is rather confusing to
some members. In legislative as-
semblies there are two methods of
operation in regard to debate. In
the United States Senate debate is
unlimited. In the House of Rep-
resentatives it is limited by a rule
similar to this. The Chair would
caution the members upon the
hasty use of this motion, particu-
larly when only onhe side of the
question seems to have been repre-
sented, and the Chair would also
call the attention of the members
to the fact that whenever the ques-
tion is raised, that first the House
decide whether or not one-third of
the members of the House are in
favor of putting the question and
then, after that is decided, it is
open to debate whether the main
question shall be put now, and if
any of the members on one side or
the other have reason not to want
the main question to be put now,
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they have an opportunity for five
minutes to explain their reasons
therefor, confining themselves
wholly to that question.

Now I think perhaps, with that
explanation, we may not run into
any situation such as we ran into
yesterday. We do have a method
by which we can hold off debate,
but it should be very -cautiously
used.

Papers from the Senate

Senate Reports of Committees
Final Reports

Final Report of the Committee on
Aeronautics.

Final Report of the Committee on
Banks and Banking.

Final Report of the Committee on
Library.

Final Report of the Committee on
Mercantile Affairs and Insurance.

Final Report of the Committee on
Post War Planning.

Final Report of the Committee on
Taxation.

Came from the Senate read and
accepted.

In the House, read and accepted
in concurrence.

Consclidated Resolve

Report of the Committee on Pen-
sions on the following Resolves:

S. P. 59, Resolve Providing for a
State Pension for Nancy A. Gilbert,

* of Monroe.

S. P. 64, Resolve Providing for an
Increase in State Pension for Ger-
trude Craig, of Glenburn.

S. P. 104, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Clifford H. Doore, of
Charleston.

S. P. 119, L. D. 224, Resolve Pro-
viding for an Increase in State
Pension for Donald Wilson, of
Bath.

S. P. 120, L. D. 223, Resolve
Granting a State Pension to Fred-
erick C. Chandler, of Bath.

S. P. 148, L. D. 354, Resolve
Granting a State Pension to Maud
Lowell Tuffs, of Lewiston.

S. P. 149, L. D. 355, Resolve
Granting a State Pension to Dana
E. Smith, of Guilford.

S. P. 150, L. D. 356, Resolve Pro-
viding for an Increase in State
Pension for BEverett Pelkey, of Ma-
pleton.

S. P, 151, L. D. 357, Resolve Pro-
viding for an Increase in State
Pension for Mildred Kennedy, of
Easton.
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S. P. 208, L. D. 476, Resolve
Granting a Pension to Mervyn Mc-
Cusick, of Somerville.

S. P. 258, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Emery Bartlett, of Mexico.

S. P. 259, Resolve Providing for a
State Pension for Herbert H. Over-
lock, of Bangor.

S. P. 260, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Birdena Whit-
temore Foster, of Mexico.

S. P. 332, L. D. 819, Resolve Pro-
viding for a State Pension for Mel-
lon Hanagin, of Houlton.

H. P. 100, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Percy C. Jakins, of Winslow.

H. P. 150, Resolve in Favor of
Roger T. Creamer, of Thomaston.

H. P. 151, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Louise Royal,
of Bangor.

H. P. 152, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Heber V. King,
cf Islesboro.

H., P. 153, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Mrs. Blanche Wallace,
of Lubec.

H. P. 188, Resolve Granting a
Pension to George W. Gray, of
Randolph.

H. P. 189, Resolve Granting a

Pension to Edith Carver, of Gardi-
ner.

H. P. 218, Resolve Providing for a
?tate Pension for Abbie Small, of
ay.

H. P. 219, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Elizabeth A. Mason, of Hermon.

H. P. 343, Resolve Granting a
State Pension to Arthur Mitchell,
of Merrill.

H. P. 344, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Zama C. Morgan, of
North Dixmont.

H. P. 345, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Elmer Davis, of Mexico.

H. P. 433, Resolve Granting a
Pension to James O. Clifford, Jr.,
of Troy.

H. P. 434, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Mott C. Fernald, of
Unity.

H. P. 435, Resolve Granting a
State Pension for Peter King, of
‘Whitefield.

H. P. 436, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Ethel M. Merry, of Waldoboro.

H. P. 437, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Freda Potter, of Whitefield.

H. P. 534, Resolve Providing for a
State Pension for Mary F. Deehan,
of :Augusta.
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H. P. 535, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Charles Bowen, of Newburg.

H. P. 536, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Alice I.ord, of South Etna.

H. P. 538, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Perez Town-
send, of Charleston.

H. P. 539, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Geneva Gay, of Clinton.

H. P. 540, Resolve Providing for
a Sftate Pension for Robert Arlo
Fogg, of Bucksport.

H. P. 541, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Hattie Wilcox,
of Woodland.

H. P. 542, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Everett Pelkey,
of Mapleton.

H. P. 554, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Wwilliam 8. Cummings, of Stacyville
Plantation.

H. P. 555, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Raymond H. Saunders, of Sedg-
wick.

H. P. 556, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Edith M. Saunders, of Sedgwick.

H. P. 557, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Mary A. Saunders, of
Sedgwick.

H. P. 558, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Geneva Butler, of Sar-
gentville.

H. P. 660, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Carrie E. Wey-
mouth, of Morrill.

H. P. 661, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Jessie M. Grant, of Prospect.

H. P. 662, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Berger H.
Shorey, of Mechanic Falls.

H. P. 663, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Elva Morton,
of Mechanic Falls.

H. P. 664, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Margaret Mac-
Lean, of Mechanic Falls.

H. P. 665, Resolve Providing for
an Increase in State Pension for
Addie W. McCurdy, of Weeks Mills.

H. P. 666, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Harry L.
Sweetser, of Bangor.

H. P. 667, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Edith J. Gerry, of Rob-
binston.

H. P. 833, Resolve Granting a
%ension to James Bowden, of Sher-
idan.

H. P. 834, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Etta M. Clark,
of Farmingdale.
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H. P. 835, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Helen V. Bow-
en, of Carmel.

H. P. 836, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Marie Nelida
Corbin, of Grand Isle.

H. P. 837, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Louis William
Chabre, of Grand Isle.

H. P. 838, Resolve in Favor of a
State Pension for Delena Deschain,
of Madawaska.

H. P. 840, Resolve Granting a

Pension to Gertrude Bean, of
Waite.
H. P. 841, Resolve Granting a

Pension to Willlam H. Lahey, of
Millinocket.

H. P. 975, Resolve Providing for
a State Peénsion for Theresa L.
‘Whalen, of Lincolnville.

H. P. 976, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Florence M.
Mathews, of Lincolnville.

H. P. 977, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Ulmont Hovey,
of Augusta.

H. P. 978, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Cecil Overlock,
of Hallowell.

H. P. 979, Resolve Granting a
State Pension to Edward H. Austin,
of Rome.

H. P. 980, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Fidelia E.
Banks, of China.

H. P. 981, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Beatrice E.
Bulley. of Randolph.

H. P. 982, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Grace Lawrence, of
Pittston.

H. P. 984, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Edith May Lawrence, of
Newport.

H. P. 985, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Flossie Mae
Shaw, of Auburn.

H. P. 1088, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for George King,
of Eagle Lake.

H. P. 1089, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Mabel McKay, of Bucks-
port.

H. P. 1090, Resolve Providing for
a Pension for Edward Lind, of
Stockholm.

H. P. 1102, Resolve Granting a
Pension to Elmira A. Brown, of
Auburn.

H. P. 1145, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Ernest Bragg,
of Stacyville.

H, P. 1146, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Willard J.
Leonard, of Fort Fairfield.
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H. P, 1261, Resolve Providing for
a Pension for Clara Nowell, of Her-
mon.

H. P. 1313, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Edith M. Cole,
of West Paris.

H. P. 1318, Resolve Providing for
a State Pension for Mabel Gordon
Dunn, of Vienna.
reporting a Consolidated Resolve
(S. P. 440) (L. D. 1165) under title
of “Resolve Providing Pensions for
Soldiers and Sailors and Depend-
ents and Other Needy Persons” and
that it “Ought to pass”.

Came from the Senate, report
read and accepted and the Resolve
passed to be engrossed.

In the House, Report read and
accepted in concurrence and the
Resolve was read once; and under
suspension of the rules was given
its second reading and passed to be
engrossed in concurrence.

Non-concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Salary
for Clerks in County Offices in Lin-
coln County” (H. P. 1096) (L. D.
783) which was passed to be en-
grossed in the House on April 10th.

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

In the House, Senate Amendment
“A” read by the Clerk as follows:

Senate Amendment “A” to L. D.
783, H. P. 1096, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Salary for Clerks in Coun-
ty Offices in Lincoln County.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
in the title thereof the words
“County Offices” and inserting in
place thereof the words ‘Office of
Register of Deeds’.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all after the enacting clause
and inserting in place thereof the
following:

“R. S, ¢. 79, § 269, amended.
That part of the 9th paragraph of
section 269 of chapter 79 of the re-
vised statutes relating to the sal-
ary for clerks in the office of reg-
ister of deeds in Lincoln county, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

‘for clerks in the office of regis-
ter of deeds, 3230 $1,000, and such
additional sum not exceeding $300,
when necessary, subject to the ap-
proval of the county commission-
ers ”

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Perkins of Boothbay Harbor, the
House voted to reconsider its ac-
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tion whereby this bill was passed
to be engrossed on April 10th.

Senate Amendment “A” was
adopted in concurrence, and the
bill was passed to be engrossed as
amended in concurrence.

Non-concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to the Sal-
ary of the Judge of Probate in Lin-
coln County” (H. P. 1430) (L. D.
1123) which was passed to be en-
grossed in the House on April 11th.

Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed in non-concur-
rence.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Perkins of Boothbay Harbor, the
House voted to adhere to its pre-
vious action.

Non-concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Clerk
Hire in the Lincoln Municipal
Court” (H. P. 677) (L. D. 325) which
was passed to be engrossed in the
House on April 10th.

Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed in non-éoncur-
rence.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Perkins of Boothbay Harbor, the
House voted to adhere to its pre-
vious waction.

Non-concurrent Matter

An Act Clarifying the Law in re-
lation to Parkways and Freeways
(H. P. 874) (L. D. 522) which was
passed to be enacted in the House
on April 5th and passed to be en-
grossed on March 29th.

Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed in non-concur-
rence.

(In the House, on motion by Mr.
Peirce of Augusta, tabled pending
further consideration, to be taken
up later in the day.)

Orders
On motion by Mr. Downs o0f
Rome, it was
ORDERED, that Mr. Springer of
Danforth, be excused from attend-
ance yesterday and today because
of business.

First Reading of a Printed Bill

Bill “An Act to Revise the Laws
relating to Inland Pisheries and
Game” (H. P. 1477) (L. D. 1183)
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Bill was read twice and tomor-
row assigned.

Passed to be Engrossed

Bill “An Act Amending ‘An Act
to Create the Port of Portland Au-
thority’ and to Change the Name to
Maine Port Authority” (S. P. 390)
(L. D. 997)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the *Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed and sent to the Senate.

Bill “An Act relating to Regis-
tration of Motor Vehicles” (S. P.
423) (L. D. 1121)

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

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

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, I
offer House Amendment “A” and
move its adoption. ’

In moving its adoption, I notice
in the filing that has been dis-
tributed there is a clerical error un-
der Section 5, “Limitations.’ The
(113}'? there should be December 31,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Caribou, Mr, Collins, presents
House Amendment “A”, and moves
its adoption. The Clerk will read the
amendment.

House Amendment “A” read by
the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “A” to S. P.
423, L. D. 1121, Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Registration of Motor Ve-
hicles.”

Amend said Bill by striking out,
in the 8th line of section 2 thereof,
the following underlined words:
“other than a foreign corporation
doing business in this state.”

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out, in the 9th and 10th lines of
section 2 thereof, the following un-
derlined words: “other than the
operator of any such vehicle belong-
ing to a foreign corporation doing
business in this state.”

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of section 5 thereof and
inserting in wplace thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘See. 5. Limitation. It is the intent
of the legislature to change the
present statute until and including
December 31, 1947, at which time
the present statute shall return to
full force and effect.

The SPEAKER: The amendment
is a correct reproduction except in
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the next to the last line of the
amendment as reproduced the re-
production should read “December
31, 1947.”

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Caribou, Mr. Collins.

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the Legislature: This
proposed amendment to L. D. 1121
means genuine reciprocity in truck
registration between Maine and all
other states having similar recipro-
city laws. It means that the State
of Maine will remove a trade bar-
rier that is hurting the State much
more than it helps.

I believe that reciprocity should
be adopted for two principal rea-
sons: First, it will help agriculture
and industry. Second, it will help
the State of Maine.

When I say it will help agricul-
ture, I mean just that. The pro-
ducts of Maine farms must neces-
sarily seek markets outside of the
State. Many of these products can
be transported advantageously by
truck. And if we have reciprocity,
the farmers will save thousands of
dollars if they haul across our State
line because of the saving in the
registration fees they will not have
to pay. And not only will they save
money but they will have an op-
portunity to create more business
and wider markets.

Take another industry and see
how it works. The lumber industry
and the pulp and paper business
comprises the largest single busi-
ness in the State. As a lumberman
I realize it would be of tremendous
value to the industry if we had
full reciprocity. Let me show you
why. There is a very large demand
for lumber in the industrial states
of Massachusetts and Connecticut.
Many of these industrial plants
prefer to buy lumber in truck lots
due to lack of space, and because
full carloads are often difficult to
obtain. At present New Hampshire
furnishes a great deal of this lum-
ber because they are enjoying
reciprocity in that state along with
all the other states of the Atlantic
Seaboard except Maine. This busi-
ness could very well come to Maine
because the quality of Maine lum-
ber is superior to that of our
neighboring states. Ask any lum-
ber wholesaler or retailer in
Massachusetts or Connecticut if he
prefers Maine spruce to that of
New Hampshire and you would
find that the answer is emphatic-
ally yes. Or you can verify this
with the Forest Commissioner.
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I believe that millions of feet of
lumber will be trucked across State
lines if reciprocity were in effect.
I believe that new additional busi-
ness would be created. In fact one
large Maine lumber dealer has
stated that he would buy eight
more trucks, when available, if we
have reciprocity. Think of the ad-
ditional revenue this one concern
would mean in registration fees and
extra gas taxes. .

Secondly, I believe that recipro-
city will give more revenue to the
people of the State of Maine. It
naturally follows that if it creates
more business it adds more revenue
and puts additional money in cir-
culation. This c¢ycle necessarily
makes business expansion and helps
out everyone.

I believe further that instead of
taking money away from the State
as is claimed by opponents of the
measure, it will bring extra reve-
nue over a period of years. This
has been the experience of both
New Hampshire and Vermont, and
is borne out by statistics.

The main thing to remember is
that it is a constructive step. It
will help farming; it will help the
lumber industry; it will help the
State of Maine.

I believe the members of this
House should vote for the amend-

ment.

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

Mr. WIGHT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I want to
give you a few reasons why this
amendment should not be adopted,
and a few of the reasons that the
Motor Vehicle Committee had in

putting this limitation into the
amendment.
First: Full reciprocity would

mean a loss of $97,000 in registra-
tion fees. Now it is probably much
more than that, because some out-
of-state truck operators give a
Maine residence, and when all of
these operators are figured in, that
amount would be much larger than
that. Now, by putting in the 20,000
round limitation, we save at least
$77,000, and probably much more,
which we get from out-of-state
trucks, and we certainly could use
this to good advantage in keeping
our roads in condition::

Second: The Committee felt that
out-of-state trucks carrying maxi-
mum loads up to 40,000 pounds
gress weight—loads that of neces-
sity cause maximum wear and tear
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on our roads—should pay a regis-
tration fee in this state to at least
partly pay for the damage done
the roads. . B

Third: A 20,000 pound limitatio:
covers ninety-nine per cent of all
Maine trucks, and thus allows all of
these to go into other states having
reciprocity without registering in
those states.

Fourth: Twenty thousand pounds
covers practically all farmers
trucks in this State, so they can
enjoy full reciprocity with other
states having a reciprocity law.

Fifth: Twenty thousand pounds
leaves out only one per cent of
Maine trucks, and those are the
very largest ones. For each Maine
truck in this class there are four
to five Massachusetts trucks that
will continue to pay registration
fees in Maine.

Sixth: From the evidence pre-
sented to the committee, it seems
that no one was able, with any de-
gree of accuracy, to predict the
results of reciprocity in this State,
so the committee felt that a fair
trial would be had, and later it
could be extended to- include all
weights of trucks, or reciprocity
could be abandoned, according to
experience with this law.

Seventh: Now the 20,000 pound
limit will keep out of Maine many
so-called “gypsy” trucks. These un-
desirables cannot operate at a pro-
fit only with maximum loads.” If
full reciprocity were granted, they
would flock to this State. The
20,000 pound lmit keeps most of
them out.

Eighth: The 20,000 pound limit
makes less certain a demand from
our trucking industry two years
f.rom now for reduction of registra-
tion fees to equalize those paid by
Massachussetts trucks. This demand
would come from operators of large
trucks who feel that they operate
under unfair conditions, when a
Massachusetts competitor pays $60.
while a Maine truck pay $300. To
equalize truck registrations with
Massachusetts would cost Maine
$645.000 a year. The 20,000 pound
limjt will go a long ways towards
satisfying the owners of large
trucks. In fact, I have talked with
severa) of these who seem well sat-
isfied with the bill as reported by
the committee.

To be sure, Massachusetts truck
drivers get 12% cents more an hour
than Maine truck drivers; but the
Maine drivers are asking 15 cents
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an hour more, and they have no
contract with the Union at the
present time, no settlement and no
contract. Of course there probably
will be an increase granted in that
regard, and this case of wage dif-
ferentials will undoubtedly be short-
lived.

Now the two-year limitation, I
believe, is a very excellent provision.
If reciprocity is a success, it will
be very easy to renew it two years
from now. Everybody will be for it.
But, if it does not work out, it sim-
ply dies; so I believe we will do well
not to accept this amendment.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Presque
Isle, Mr. Brewer.

Mr. BREWER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the Legislature: Our
late President made the remark that
the only thing we had to fear was
fear itself. How well that applies
to this bill! If I could think of
no other reason why we should have
reciprocity, the fact alone that the
railroads—and, when I say railroads,
I mean the Bangor and Aroostook
and the Maine Central—are so bit-
terly opposed to this bill that I
would feel that it was worth while,
To my knowledge, anything of any
value to these railroads has not been
lost in this Legislature since its in-
ception. I feel that the time has
come when we as legislators have
reached the point when we are tired
of them legislating for our welfare.

Now the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Wight, has told you that it is
estimated we would lose from $91,-
000 to $97,000 in revenue; but I ask
you: How are you going to beat
down the figures of the two states
that have tried it? One came out
with a profit of $87,000—New Hamp-
shire—while Vermont came out with
a. profit of $103,000 after they had
tried it. Remember these figures.

Now I have had members of this
committee tell me that the figures
of the Commissioner of Motor_ Ve-
hicles and the figures that ~Mr.
Myhaver gave us at the hearing did
not coincide. For that reason, I
would like to read a letter, which
I think you have on your desks this
mornine, from Mr. Myhaver, who
was Chairman of the committee
that put this through the New
Hampshire Legislature this present
session after they had tried one
year.

I hope you will remember that in
the New Hampshire Legislature they
have over 400 members. They do
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not work as we do, in that they
have committees and sub-commit-
tees similar to the Federal set-up
and I think everybody here would
admit that when you get a bill
through a body as big as that with-
out one cry of protest or one vote
against it, they think, if they need-
ec%1 .?onvincing, that it is well worth
while.

This letter to Senator Cleaves,
written by Mr. Myhaver, who spoke
at that hearing that day, reads as
follows:

“That you may have full infor-
mation regarding our _experience
with reciprocity in New Hampshire,
I will give you an outline of the
history of this legislation.

“F'or many years, truck owners of
the State of New Hampshire had
introduced in our Legislature an act
to provide for full reciprocity. We
always reported this bill inexpedient
to legislate until 1943.

“1943 was my second experience
as chairman of the Transportation
Committee, which held hearings on
the reciprocity bill. I was aware
at that time that the testimony
against the bill seemed to be faulty.
Therefore, I made a very thorough
investigation and demanded figures
from the motor vehicle commis-
sioner, which I am enclosing here-
with, of the loss of revenue that
this department had told my com-
mittee about previously. With these
figures, we attempted to analyze the
situation and were unable to come
to any conclusion, as without Maine
and Canada we were supposed to
decrease our revenue by $220,000.00.
We then obtained an estimate from
the highway department, and they
claimed the same thing; their state-
ment is enclosed, and you will note
that in 1944 they estimated a 10%
decrease in fees of motor vehicles
in addition to the loss from House
Bill No, 199 (the reciprocity act).
My committee decided with me that
we would enact this bill so that we
micht have a one year test. The
Bill was signed on May 5, 1943,
after our April 1 registration period,
so that we would not lose our 1943
revenue. The test amounted to this:

_“The actual decrease in registra-
tion revenue was $108,816.25: you
will note that this is one-half of
what the opponents had sworn we
wou'd lose. At the same time, the
gasoline road toll increased $196,-
741.37, which showed a net increase
for the Motor Vehicle Department
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of $87,925.12. This was contrary to
statements against this bill.

“At this session of:the Legislature,
the reciprocity bill was again
brought to us to act upon. We found
that absolutely no one but the rail-
road opposed the bhill. They no
longer could oppose it on the
grounds of financial loss but did
oppose it from the standpoint of
permitting common carriers to use
our highways without paying regis-
tration, comparing this to them-
selves — that they had to build
their own right-of-ways. .

“There was not one vote against
this reciprocity bill in either the
House or Senate Committees, or the
House and Senate itself at this ses-
sion. It was entirely unanimous
consent.

“The two statements of figures
that have been enclosed to you
should be of interest, as they give
the loss of estimated revenue of all
the states and the highway depart-
ment’s figures.

“I should like to state here that
the opponents to this bill in 1943
consisted chiefly of the Boston &
Maine and Maine Central Railroads,
as well as our Motor Vehicle De-
partment and the Highway Depart-
ment, plus some truck operators.

“In 1945, our Motor Vehicle De-
partment and Highway Department
were strong for the bill. It had
been proven by this time that there
was no loss in revenue. The only
opponent in 1945 was the railroads.

“We in the New Hampshire Legis-
lature have taken a definite stand
on railrocad influence in our good
state. It has openly been stated that
they control the Legislature.” And
let me say it is stated here, too.

“Let me tell you here that this is
no longer true. The fact that we
were able to prove that New Hamp-
shire did benefit under reciprocity
was sufficient reason to believe that
the railroads had nothing but a
selfish, competitive motive in op-
posing this legislation.

“New Hampshire does not want
trade barriers between our good
states of Maine and New Hamp-
shire any more than we do between
the other states along our borders.
Proof of this is the enactment of
permanent reciprocity at this ses-
sion of the legislature.

“I trust that the I.egislature in
the good State of Maine will not
permit the opposition of the railroad
from enacting good legislation,
which will be beneficial to your
citizens as well as ours, as I believe
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that no group,~—large or small,—
should be a controlling factor in any
Legislature.
“With kindest personal regards,
I am
“Very truly yours,
(Signed)
GEORGE A. MYHAVER.”

To substantiate this letter, and
tell you why the railroads are so
severely opposzd to this, I would
like to cite to you an instance that
happensd to us not so leng ago In
Arcostcok County. .

Cne year we had a big crop of
potatoes, and I think we were load-
ing them ocut that year for sixty
cents a barrel — that was sacked,
packed and loadsd. They cost us
from $1.25 to $1.50 a barrel; and
we hit upon the idea of using
Searsport tc ship these potatoes
out. It was not a guestion of los-
ing money, because we were losing
it anyhow, but it was a question of
how little we could los2. We had
tc move the crop because the starch
factcries could nct take care of it.

We made our arrangements for
boats, and then the Maine Central,
feeling hurt and feeling they were
not going to get these cars, began
to sauawk. Remember these fig-
urcs: The rates then in Searsport
was 23 1-2 cents a hundredweight;
and, as soon as the Maine Central
squawked abcut their loss cf reve-
nue the B. & A. immediately raised
our rate there to 30 cents a hun-
dred, which, to us, meant that we
might as well ship through to Bos-
ton or somewhere else once they
were leaded.

‘W= had hearings, and it cost our

2sscciaticns  $15.000; but
h . & A were upheld by the
Public Utilities Commission. Also

remember that in poor years we pay
the same freicht we do in good
years.

But what happensd? The Atlan-
iz & Pa-ific Tea Company went
dewn to Winterport, rented a ware-
Lcusge, and prut trucks cn. What
did the RB. & A. do then? They
reducsd their ratzs—which they
could not do bafore—not down to
23 1-2 cents a hundred but to 20
cents a hundred. Can vou under-
stand now why they did not want
reciprccitvy and whv they dc not
want Uvs tco use trucks?

I hop= also that yeu will remem-
ber, as facts and fizures provz, that
loads promortioned over big tires do
noet cuf un your rcads as badly as
small tires.
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Mcw remember scmething else:
94 per cent of your tonnage goes
cut cf the State, not into the State.

I would ike to call to your atten-
tion alsc the fact that our Govern-
or, under Executive Order No. 40—
my figures are right hera—has al-

lowed up to 45,000 pounds on
trucks, and also seventeen-foot
clearance. Today, gentlemen, we

have loads coming and going within
the State cf over 45,000 pounds.

Now hers is a telegram from the
Commissioner of Motor Vehicles in
Vermont, gent to the Hon. Robert E.
Cleaves. It reads—and I quote:

“I have obtained a copy of Maine
Logisglative Document 1121 re re-

ciprocity, and note limit of 20.0°3

pounds. This limited form of reci-
procity would require weighing of
practically all Maine trucks oper-
ating interstate commerce in Ver-
moent, resulting in inconvenience
and delay to Maine owners and ex-
pensive enfcreemsnt.

“We weculd prefer to extend to
Maine trucks reciprocity up to le-
gal lead limits of 30,000 pounds for
two axle trucks and 40,000 pounds
for three axle or combinaticns.

H. Elmer Marsh, Commissioner of
Motor Vehicles.”

While T am on the subject of
railroads—you may wonder why I
have cause to be bitter—I will say
that we have certainly been taken
to the cleaners as far as they are
concerned. I have a statement of
the B. & A. revenue, which, in 1933,
was over five million dollars, and
today it is over ten millicn dollars.

Now another thing they do to us
in Arocstcok County: If we want a
refrigerator car, we are charged five
dollars for the use of that car. That
does not exist anywhere else in the
United States. Over and akove that,
if we want heating service for those
cars, which are not provided bv the
railrcacds but by another independ-
ent company, we rut paper in those
cars. preheat them with our own
weed and oil stoves, and then we
nay an eizht dollar charee for the
heating of those cars. We are the
only reople in the United States
who do not have the protected car-
rier servire.

Gentlemen. when in Idaho or any
of vour western states they order
a car in, they pay so much a hun-
dred fer this car that is heated.
And remember, if our stuff freezes
in transit we have no recourse; that
is our own loss. Under the pro-
tected carrier service. which we
have tried to get—and do not for-
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get we have been fighting to get a
rate of o much a hundred under
protected carrier service—the rail-
recads furnish that car, heated,
papered, and ycu have some secur-
ity if your stuff freezes in transit.

Now I weuld say to you again that
I feel that this is a good bill. I
will say to you, under the 20,000
pounds gross load, to remember that
when we register we register under
net tons—that is, you put on a
three, four, five or six-ton limit. Un-
der your 20,000 pounds gross load,
in many cases the weight of your
body might put you down to six-
ton on your trucks.

I think if you will look over the
record—and I think I am right in
making this statement — vou will
find that the busses that the rail-
roads have on the roads run in
weight between thirty and thirty-
ﬁve thousand pounds, yet they do
noet feel they are cutting up our
roads in any way.

Now I do not helieve that this
20,000 pounds 2ress is any good to
us. I do feel that there is nothing
ave to fear from the facts and

ures from other states that have
trled this. I think beyond a doubt
it is successful and that the indirect
benefits cutweigh the inconvenience.
We in Aroostook County are on the
Canadian border, and from the
towns in New Brunswick wood, even
coal and fertilizer, is hauled across
the Canadian border.

I hope the amendment Mr. Col-
lins has offered will prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Calais.
Mr. Christensen.

My, CHRISTENSEN: Mr. Speak-
er and Members of the House: As
a member of the Motor Vehicles
Committze, I am going to try to
explain what a struggle we had in
the committee on this bill,

After discussing it for about an
heur, we took a test vote. The com-
mittee stood five to five. After about
another hour someone in the com-
mittee introduced their redraft of
the kill te limit reciproeity to 20,000
pounds. I do not think myself that
that was drafted in the committee;
I think some outside party prob-
ably drafted that 20000 pound limit,
which. in my ovinion, was drafted
tc kill reciprocitv for good in the
State ¢f Maine, because a truck
cannct operate \Vlth half a load: it
has got to have a whrl= Inad. Tt is
a 10ng way from Arcostook into the
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Massachusetts market, therefore
1thele truck has got to carry a full
cad.

Another thing—and that applies
to our fishermen and lumbermen—
whatever you haul on a truck you
have got to have a full load. Also,
a truck with a 20,000 pound gross,
your truck weighs approximately as
much as your load, which means
you can carry five to six tons with
this 20,000 pound limit. That load
you can carry on a 32x6 tire with a
high pressure in it. When you carry
a load like that on a 32x6 tire you
are breaking up your roads. That
will damage the road twice as much
as 40,000 pounds will on a ten or
twelve-inch tire with less pressure,
because you must remember the
pressure on your road is the pres-
sure in your tire, because the more
tonnage you load on a truck the
more your tires flatten down and
the more surface comes on your
road—that is pressure per square
inch. The more you load your truck
the more vou locad on vour tires,
and the more the tires flatten out
more inches go on the road.

There is not much I can say that
has not been said before. T just
want to bring that to your atten-
tion, that the 20,000 pound limita-
tion is just the thing that will kill
reciprocity for a long while.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Addi-

son, Mr. Lackee.
Mr. LACKEE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: For your

information, relative to the merits
of this amendment, I would like
to call your attention to a few com-
parisons for your decision as to
whether or not this is reciprocity
or whether it is the granting of a
special prlvﬂegs for which Maine
will receive half as much.

Reciprocity means equal mutual
rights and benefits to all for the
return c¢f equal mutual benefits. In
that respect, Maine has an area of
31,040 square miles, whereas Massa-
chusetts has an area of 7.907 square
miles. Therefore Maine is offering
over 23000 square miles more than
Massachusetts is offering to us. Is
that equal?

The population of Maine in 1940
was 847,266, and the population of
Massachusetts was 4,316,721, There-
fore, Massachusetts is offering priv-
ileges and benefits to- just one-
fifth as many people as Maine
is offering them to. Is that equal?
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And how about highways? The
total highway mileage in Maine is
22,864 as compared with a similar
mileage in Massachusetts of 17,397.
Maine is offering 5,467 more miles
of road than Massachusetts is of-
fering to Maine. Now is that
reciprocity? Is that equal?

And what about trucks? There
were registered in Maine in 1943
42,385 trucks; in Massachusetts
there are 102 533 trucks; therefore
Maine is opening up her highways
to over 60,000 more trucks than
Massachusetts; that is there are
60,000 more trucks in Massachu-
setts coming to Maine than Maine
is sending to Massachusetts. Is that
reciprocity?

Now what about our heavy units?
Those are the boys that want to
get in. What about our heavy units?
There were owned by Maine in 1942
nine full trailer trucks, while in
Massachusetts there were seventy-
seven full trailer trucks. There were
in 1942 160 semi-trailers owned in
Maine, compared to 2,297 trailers
O\Aggsed in the State of Massachu-
setts.

Now please note this carefully
and observe if there is anything
in this statement that might sug-
gest the origin of this amendment.
Maine is opening her highways to
3000 more heavy units than Massa-
chusetts is opening to Maine. In
other words, Massachusetts has 3000
more heavy trucking units than
Maine has. Now does that suggest
anything to you relative to the ori-
gin of this amendment? I do not
mean that every truck in Maine
will go to Massachusetts; I do not
mean that every truck in Massa-
chusetts will go to Maine; but you
will agree with me that compara-
tive figure will apply.

In view of these facts that I
have just reported to you, I ask
you: Is this reciprocity or is it a
special privilege? If the committee
report is accepted on 20,000 pounds,
it will mean, as near as can be
anticipated, a reduction in +the
Highway Department of approxi-
mately $20,000; but, in view of the
fact that some consideration should
be given to the State of Maine, I
believe we should find some way
to absorb this and go along with
this recommendation. I also be-
lieve that it is as far as we should
go; and I also believe it is as much
as we can afford. Further than
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that, I believe it is as much as we
shall receive.

Now let us take a look at the
condition in which we find our
highways today and the findings
of the Highway Department. The
barrel is getting about dry. In 1941
the Legislature set up a very elabo-
rate highway program. If this pro-
gram could have heen carried out
under normal conditions and with
normal income, the greater part of
our highway problems would have
been solved today. But something
happened: the war came on and
changed the picture. The same
Legislature, at a Special Session,
authorized the Highway Depart-
ment, with the advice and consent
of the Governor and 'Council, to
curtail or eliminate any or all ac-
tivities as they deemed necessary
according to the reduction in reve-
nue. Now most all activities were
eliminated, or at least they were
drastically curtailed, maintenance
and a few special resolves being the
exception. But, further than that,
reduction in revenue, high cost of
labor, inability to secure material
and equipment, have caused a cur-
tailment in maintenance; so that
today we find ourselves with a seri-
ous road Pprogram on our hands.

The highway program that will
be submitted to you for your con-
sideration within a day or two calls
for the expenditure of the entire
highway general fund, surplus and
all; and, at the end of 1947, unless
some new revenue comes in, unless
something comes in, the highway
pork barrel will be about dry.

Now what would the passage of
this amendment do to the highway
finances? Of:course our reciprocity
works two ways; but it would ap-
pear that it would be detrimental
in every respect to not only the
truckers in Maine but to the resi-
dents as well,

Assuming that full reciprocity is
granted, Maine is immediately
faced with a loss of registration
revenue amountmg to approximate-
ly  $100 — somewhere from
$91,000 ‘rto $97,000, up to $100,000.
That is based on the 1944 registra-
tion and gas tax, and you will admit
that is not a normal reflection.

Now what would happen next?
The owners of trucks now registered
in Maine would immediately de-
mand that their fee for registra-
tion be reduced to the same basis
that their competitors are now pay-
ing in Massachusetts, where the fee
for the largest truck is $60. com-
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pared with the fee for the same
truck in Maine of $300.

" What can we do about it? What
argument would we have when they
come in here and ask us to place
them on the same basis as the
Massachusetts truckers? There
would not be any argument; we
would have to do it. And, when
that takes place, Maine is immedi-
ately faced with a loss of $645,000.
Now we can absorb the $20,000 loss,
but when we think of accepting
between $700,000 and $800,000, that
is the horse of another color. Maine
cannot take it.

The opposition will tell you that
Maine will receive more income if
full reciprocity is granted, and,
among other things, they say more
gasoline will be sold and registra-
tions will increase. Now I ask you
to just figure that out with good
common sense. Where do I buy
my gasoline? Where do you buy
your gasoline? Where do truckers
buy their gasoline now? They buy
it and I buy it and you buy it
where we can buy it the cheapest.
No one is coming from Massachu-
setts to Maine to buy gasoline when
they can buy it cheaper there. They
will only buy what is absolutely
necessary. And that goes for the
registration; no Massachusetts
truck is coming into Maine and
pay a $300 registration fee when
the owner of the truck can register
the same truck in Massachusetts for
$60. Figure that out in the light
of good common sense..

Now the gentleman from Presque
Isle (Mr. Brewer) has just told you
that the railroads opposed this.
Why wouldn’t they oppose it? It
enters into competition with them.
Nobody denies they oppose it. I
do not blame them for opposing it.
They have a right to oppose it; but
that is not a contributing reason.

‘What about the petroleum indus-
try? They are for it. Why would-
n’t they be for it? They can come
in here with a big tank truck and
haul their product up and down
the State. Why wouldn’t they be
for it? I do not blame them for
being for it. But that is not a con-
tributing reason. The contributing
reason 1s, whether this is good for
the whole State of Maine. I say
full reciprocity is not good for the
welfare of the State of Maine.

Now this 20,000 pounds covers
the farmers, covers the most of
the fishermen and covers most of
the other industries in this State;
it is as much as we can afford, and
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I think it is as much as we will
receive.

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

Mr. ALLEN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am in
favor of full reciprocity because I
am against tariff walls in the Unit-
ed States, and because I think, when
you give something a trial, you
should give it a trial and not give
it half a trial.

Why reciprocity in Maine? Full
reciprocity should exist in this
State because the people of Maine
are dependent on trucks. Fifty-six
per cent of our communities depend
on trucks, and trucks alone, for
their transportation — 56% depend
entirely on trucks.

As has been pointed out, 93% of
our production is exported out of
this State. America was built on
free enterprise. The history of our
country has been developed on free
competition and free enterprise.
The history of Europe is the history
of trade barriers and tariffs be-
tween countries which has caused
nationalism in each country down
through the centuries and has
caused the trouble that FREurope
finds itself in today. I say that in
America we should eliminate com-
pletely tariff barriers. Because we
have so few is the reason that our
country has become an industrial
giant.

Who wants reciprocity? I want
reciprocity? I am in the furniture
business. The doctors, lawyers,
merchants and manufacturers want
it. Why do they want it? So they
will have a little bit more money.
My friend, Mr. Lackee, says that
only a few people would benefit.
You take down the gate and every-
one will benefit. Our products, as
has been stated before, will go un-
hindered to the outside world. Our
people, every last one of them, will
benefit by full reciprocity, because
there will be free trade and no
artificial barriers against trade.

The fishing industry is for it.
May I read just a minute from an
article in the Portland Evening
Express by the Commissioner of
Sea and Shore Pisheries, Arthur B.
Greenleaf, under date of March 31.
Mr. Greenleaf states: “More than
seventy-five per cent of Maine’s
seafood products are transported by
trucks of all sizes, and it is vital
that these motor carriers are free
to move without licensed restric-
tion to all markets of the Nation.
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“Over 80% of Maine’s fishing
communities depend on trucks for
transportation of their products to
market, but most trucks are unable
to make through trips to the Bos-
ton and New York markets because
of the heavy license fees necessary.
This license restriction makes nec-
essary the reloading at wayside
points.”

Representatives of the fishing in-
terests, at the long hearing we held
in the Motor Vehicles Committee,
testified that they needed large
trucks, that small trucks would not
help them in the transportation of
fish products and in developing the
fish market of the Maine fishing
industry. They said they could not
get along with the smaller trucks.

Members of the Motor Vehicle
Committee were aware that if Sen-
ator Cleaves wished to put this bill
back where it should be, that I
would go along with it. Mr. Chris-
tensen and I had an executive
session one night that lasted for
four hours.

The businessmen are for full
reciprocity. Let me give you a few
facts on the comparison between
the 20,000 and the 40,000 pound
limit as it affects business costs.
The cost of operating a truck with
a 40,000 pound gross weight is not
much more than one with 20,000
pounds gross. Each requires only
one driver. The larger would get
three and one-half to four miles to
the gallon; the smaller, five to six
miles. Insurance would be higher,
but spread over a year would not be
much per load. Only for compar-
atively short distances would it be
practical to use the smaller vehicle.
If it cost a farmer fifty cents per
hundred pounds to transport five
tons from Norway to Boston under
a 20,000 pound gross, he could
easily transport twice as much at
a cost of not over thirty-five cents
per hundred pounds of a 40,000
pound gross. Two five ton loads
would cost $100. One ten ton load
would cost $70, a saving of $30, and
one man would do it instead of
two.

The opposition at the hearing and
elsewhere has stressed the fact that
we would lose the registration of
our trucks to Massachusetts because
of the $60 rate against $300. I made
a particular study as far as possi-
ble, of the relation between New
Hampshire and Maine, because I
considered that New Hampshire
and Maine are two states which
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have a great deal in common, We
are two sparsely settled rural States
directly north o¢f an industrial
giant. Massachusetts is wealth;
Massachusetts will always be weal-
thy, whether we have reciprocity or
whether we do not have reciprocity.
No one can say the fact that New
Hampshire f{rucks have left and
gone down to Massachusetts and
registered, although the opponents
in New Hampshire, two years ago,
said that all the trucks would move
to Massachusetts. Remember, Man-
chester, a big industrial center in
New Hampshire, is a very few miles
from the Massachusetts border, and
it could be accomplished much eas-
ier than it could here in Maine.
Statistics show that New Hampshire
has gained over a ten-year period
and statistics show that Vermont
has gained, and Vermont is rela-
tively similar to our State.

Mr. Lackee mentions this gasoline
situation. Perhaps you have not
thought of it, but it costs money to
haul gascline around as much as
any other freight, because they must
carry extra tanks. Self interest re-
quires that the operator keep his
gasoline load down. The weight of
gasoline and tank with fifty gal-
lons capacity is approximately 500
pounds. If the tank were filled in
Massachusetts, the saving would be
ocne cent per gallon, or fifty cents.
Operating under the 40,000 pound
maximum, the pay load would be
reduced by 500 pounds. If the aver-
age rate of fifty cents per hundred
pounds were used, this tank reduc-
es the revenue by dollars $2.50 for
the trip, a net loss of $2.00 per trip
one way. On two trips a day the
saving would be $4.00 per day or
$1,428 per years of three hundred
and twelve days of two trips. This
would be increased by the number
of additional days run and the
number of trips run. I think that
answers the gasoline situation.

I have just received here this
morning a bulletin showing the fol-
lowing:

“Trucks from Texas are now al-
lcwed to operate in Arkansas with-
out payment of license fee. Texas
is the latest of five states to sign
a reciprocal agreement with Arkan-
sas, Tennessee, Illinois, Missouri,
Mississippi and Oklahoma.

The people of Maine, the ordinary
citizens, want full reciprocity. It
is the only fair way.

It has been pointed out that the
damage to roads is caused by the
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smaller vehicles rather than the
bigger cnes, despite age-old popular
theory.

T certainly hope that the amend-
ment cf the gentleman from Cari-
Lou (Mr. Collins) is adopted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from ILubec,
M. Prout,

Mr. PRCGUT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the 92nd Legislature:
Cn this truck reciprocity proposi-
ticn, I just want to speak of one
type of farmers in the State of
Maine and that is the vegetable
growers. Not many people know
that we are exporting a consider-
able amount of fresh vegetables
acrcss our borders. Cmne item alone
is iceberg lettuce. This past year
over 300,000 crates were shipped to
Boston. Also, the shipments have
been increasing over the past ten
years cof other vegetables, cauli-
flower, and so forth.

Under truck reciprocity now we
can reach Boston fairly well, but
there are times we would like to
reach New York which, under our
present laws, is practically prohibi-
tive, because these vegetables will
not stand transfer from one truck
to another after they are once
loaded and iced.

I have shipped spinach to New
York City from Lukec. How did
I do it? T had a man who had two
big trailers; he was a Massachu-
setts operator and he was licensed
in Maine and New Hampshire, but,
in order to go to New York City.
when he got to Massachusetts he
had to remove his Maine plates and
New Hampshire plates and hide all
identification. He was registered
in Maine and New Hampshire, but,
in order to take that load through
to New York City, a distance of
about 550 miles, I think,—or 700
miles — he cannot do it under the
present laws. Must we have some
man breaking the laws in order to
do it? I think that is bad business.
I believe, if the vegetable business
is to increase in the State of Maine,
we must have full reciprocity. I
have been associated with the Bos-
ton market for the last fifteen
years, and, seeing the amount of
produce that goes into Boston and
where it comes from and how it
comes in the northeastern section
of the United States, I have found
it comes in by truck into Boston
from North Carolina, Virginia,
Maryland, New Jersey and Penn-
sylvania.
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In the argurﬁent carried on here
teday, they say our trucking will
ke carried on by Massachusetts
trucks. Do any of these products
go into Massachusetts in Massachu-
setts trucks? 1 note that North
Carclina and Virginia have high
registration fees, the same as we
have, and Massachusetts trucks do
not carry their goods to Boston any
more than I think under full reci-
procity Massachusetts trucks will
carry our goods to Boston either.

There is a little situation I want
to bring out, where a business was
started here over in the Fryeburg
area, shipping sweet corn to Bos-
ton. This business started about
ten years ago. Due to lack of
reciprecity, the only way we could
get it transported tc Boston was
by having trucks come from Port-
land to the Fryeburg area, pick up
a load of corn, go back to Portland
and thence to Boston.

In the area where I used to live,
Cape Elizabeth, which is about a
hundred miles from Boston, we had
a truck rate of about ten cents a
package. It cost these boys in Frye-
burg twenty-eight cents to move
corn into the Boston market. Only
under favorable market conditions
could they ship that corn. Under
recipreeity, there is no doubt they
would have just as cheap a rate in
that area, approximately eighteen
cents, and they could pay that
eighteen cents and still market
their goods. Under a favorable price
situation, there is at least 3.000
bushels a day going into the Bos-
ten market. Do you want that
business harmed? Do you want to
keep that business? When the price
goes down below a certain point, due
to the extra freight charges, they
have to stop business. Is that good
business? I do not think so, and
I certainly hope the motion of Mr.
Collins prevails.

Out of order and under suspen-
sion of the rules, on motion by Miss
Deering of Bath, House Rule 25 was
suspended for the remainder of to-
day’s session, in order to permit
smoking.

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

Mr. CROSBY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I come from
a small county. I do not have any
grievance with the railroads. We
haven’t very many miles of rail
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there: most of ou® business is
moved by truck. I will admit we
grant the Massachusetts trucks the
use of a lot more road miles than
they will grant us. On the other
hand, they will grant us a much
larger population in one hundred
miles of use of their highways than
we can grant them in three hundred
miles use of ours. .

I think when we are going to try
reciprocity we should be fair and
give it a full trial. If it is not sat-
isfactory, in two years it can be
changed back or given up.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Cum-
berland, Mr. Sweetser.

Mr. SWEETSER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I, too, would
like to speak in favor of the pass-
age of the amendment. I want to
tell you just a little about the
problem of two of our agricultural
industries. .

First of all, I would like to tell
you just a little about the problem
that the apple grower has In mov-
ing his crop. At the present time
we_are experiencing a great deal of
difficulty in getting satisfactory
services from the railroads with the
loading of cars, and we do get the
opportunity to load in trucks sat-
isfactorily because the trucks can
come directly to the orchards. It
is a very important thing in han-
dling a crop of apples that the
boxes be handled as few times as
possible. When we can load a
truck directly at the orchard and
send it to a cold storage plant in
some distant state, it is a distinct
advantage to us.

Now these truck bodies, these
trailers, that are used for that pur-
pose, will carry better than 500
boxes, and it is almost impossible to
get one of these truck services to
consider a load of less than that
amount, so it is necessary from
{,hag standpoint to have a larger
oad.

I would like to say that our crop
of a million bushels of apples is
distributed in such a way that
probably more than one-half of it
goes to storages in Massachusetts,
Boston, Springfield, Ayer, Worces-
ter—they go to Providence and they
go to Philadelphia, and in some
instances to storage places in other
states. It is very important, in
the apple growing industry, that you
have a full reciprocity in this truck
movement.

I would also like to speak for the
blueberry interests. You probably
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have read, if you do not personally
know, that the great percentage of
the blueberry crop is frozen, and
that frozen blueberries go primarily
to the bakery trade. This bakery
trade has its own storage capacity.
It is possible for an individual who
has a lot of blueberries to sell them
to all the bakers in some city in
Connecticut where they can distri-
bute a reasonable load of frozen
blueberries.

Under the present conditions
maximum carloads have been in-
creasing to such an extent that it
is impossible to dispose of a sin-
gle carload of blueberries in one
city. Truckloads, however, can be

distributed. Now this truckload,
again, comes within these limits
above 20,000 and wunder 60,000

pounds’ capacity of a refrigerator
car, so it is a distinct advantage to
the blueberry growers to have this
opportunity to ship these loads of
over 20,000 pounds by truck. Those
two industries will definitely bene-
fit from full reciprocity.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Calais,
Mr. Christensen.

Mr. CHRISTENSEN; Mr. Speak-
er, my good friend, Mr. Lackee,
touched on the fact that the oil
business wants reciprocity. Why
don’t they want reciprocity? What
is good for the State of Maine is
good for the oil business. I am in
the oil business. I want recipro-
city: I want to sell more oil.

Mr. Lackee says that the big
trucks will run all over the State.
Our company does not own the
transports: we hire our transports.
Those transports will be off the road
after the war is over and we can
use tank cars again. I wanted to
buy a transport, but my company
discouraged me. They told me:
“Den’t buy & transport, because you
won’t haul our products after the
war is over. My product is hauled
from Bangor to Calais in transport
trucks. They are all hired trucks.
There will be no more come into
Maine for the plant in Calais after
this war is over.

Mr. Lackee also mentioned the
registration of truckers in the
State of Maine, that they would
be back here and ask for their li-
cense to be reduced from $300 to
$60. The truckers in the State of
Maine can woperate cheaper than
tIfl}e Massachusetts trucks can oper-
ate,

I was talking to Mr.

Cole, of
Cole’s Express.

He had the same
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argument, that he would be back
here in two years and ask for his
license to be reduced from $300 to
$60. I said, “All right, Mr. Cole, but
maybe the Legislature will consid-
er the wages you are paying.”

Your union wage in the State of
Maine is 12 cents an hour below
the Massachusetts wages. That
shows you that Mr, Cole can oper-
ate cheaper than they can operate
in Massachusetts.

He also spoke about the road
miles we have iIn the State of
Maine, that there was no compari-
son with Massachusetts. We have
22,000 miles, if T heard Mr. Lackee
right, while Massachusetts has
about 17,000 miles. The Massachu-
setts freight trucks maybe will use
approximately seven or eight or ten
thousand miles of these roads, while
in Massachusetts probably we can
use the whole 17,000 miles, which
are fit to use and ours are not.

So far as the number of trucks
in Massachusetts is concerned, it is
true Massachusetts has twice as
many trucks as we have. But what
are they going to do with them.
They are not all going to come
down here in the State of Maine
and break our roads up. They are
not going to come down unless they
have got a load to bring in, be-
cause you must remember that
Massachusetts trucks cannot haul
a load from one point to another
in Maine without registering in
Maine.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Caribou,
Mr. Collins.

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, I
move that when the vote is taken
that there be a division of the
House.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Caribou, Mr. Collins, for adop-
tion of House Amendment “A’ and
the gentleman has asked for a divi-
sion.

The 'Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Farmingdale, Mr. West-
on.

Mr. WESTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Being a
member of the Motor Vehicles Com-
mittee, I simply want to show you
where I stand on this proposition.
For myself, I do not consider the
railroads, the trucking industry or
any others; I look on this thing
purely from the highway revenue
side of the picture.

Now the State of Maine has more
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tremendously great highways to
take care of and maintain than
does the State of Massachusetts.

There is another thing I wish to
call to your attention: Snow re-
moval in the State of Maine last
year cost over a million dollars.
I wonder how much it cost .the
State of Massachusetts! I most
certainly do not want to hurt any
industries in the State of Maine,
neither do we want our highways
in such condition that we are not
able to use them.

Now it has been said here that
a big load does not do as much
damage as a small load. I doubt
that very much. I have a Model “A”
Ford which probably weighs less
thanh a ton. I can go over most of
these country roads at this time of
the year, and I do not think any
of these trucks are going out over
these roads without getting
swamped.

Another thing: Did you ever
watch the highway when one of
these big trucks passed over it and
see it wave as the truck goes along?
I believe that does plenty of dam-
age to our highways.

Another thing: We have seen in
this Legislature this winter a big
demand for something to be done
to our country roads. If we allow
much more heavy traffic than what
our main highways already have, in
order to keep them in condition so
that they can be used, I wonder
how much we are going to have
left? Our maintenance bill is most
certainly going to increase with
more trucks and more heavy loads.

Another thing: We pride our-
selves on being a vacation State. I
wonder how the people who come in
here for a vacation, after the war,
are going to feel when every half
mile they are going to meet one of
these truck trailers! I wonder if
they are not going to be a little bit
discouraged! Our highways are not
sufficiently wide to compare with
the State of Massachusetts and
New Hampshire. Qur highways are
narrow, very hilly, with lots of bad
turns, and these trucks being on
the highways in great abundance
are going to spoil a good many
pleasure rides after the war, after
we have gasoline-—I hope some day.

Now the gentleman from Port-
land mentioned the trade barrier. I
do not think this is a trade bar-
rier. I think it is equalization.
Certainly if you are going to put
two men in the ring to fight, you
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will not put a man who weighs two
hundred pounds against a man who
weighs a hundred pounds.

This is simply to protect a con-
crete investment which we have in
highways. I believe our State has
progressed under our present sys-
tem. I do not think the country is
going to rise cr fall with reciprocity
or that the State of Maine is going
to rise or fall with reciprocity. I
believe we have progressed under
the present system, and I believe
we will still progress if we do not
have reciprocity. That is the rea-
son why 1 went along with the 20,-
000 pound limitation. It gives the
farmers a chance to go into the
other states with most of their
leads, but it does make those that
are wholly trucking concerns pay
cur registration fee. I hope that the
motion of the gentleman from
Caliibou, Mr. Collins, does not pre-
vail.

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

Mr. MELOON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives: It seems to me just
good common-sense and good busi-
ness to figure out if we have at the
present time a tariff or a trade
barrier working directly against us
that it is good business to set up a
trade barrier against the other fel-
low, and that we should never set
them up against ourselves. In this
case we are putting it directly
against ourselves, and, I believe,
our own best interests. We are the
only North Atlantic State that does
not have reciprocity.

Supposing one of our trucks
wants to take some of Mr. Sweet-
ser’s apples or some of Mr. Berry’s
apples down into Connecticut. The
owner pays $300 yearly for a license
in Maine. He goes into New Hamp-
shire and pays $140 more; then he
goes into Massachusetts and pays
$60: and then he gets down into
Connecticut and he pays ancther
$100; so it has cost him $609 to
operate his truck from Portland or
from Maine down to Connecticut
under the present set-up. All right.
This fellow from Connecticut says,
“I will send uo and get that load of
apples.” He sends his truck up and
he has to pay when he comes into
Maine a fee of $300. He loads up
with apples and he goes home.
When he gets to the New Hamp-
shire line he takes off his Madine
license plates and puts them under
the seat and sits on it so no one
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can see them, and he goes scot-free
through to Connecticut without
any further fee, because they ‘all
have reciprocal agreements. It does
net seem to me to be good business
fer us to continue in that line.
The statement has .been .  made
that from $91,000 to $92,000, up to
$100,000 would be lost immediately
through registration fees. About
one-half of those, I think it can
be easily proved from our Secretary
of State’s office, are trucks which
are registered in the State but the
checks for the registration come
from offices outside, big companies
with offices outside of the State of
Maine. As we all know—and I
want to point it out to you if you
do not know—if these oil trucks and
others are operated in the State six
months out of the year they also
have to pay that $300. Therefore,
I think we can discount probably
half of that amount which would
be carried on just the same whether
we have this reciprocity or not.
In short, I think it is good bus-
iness and gocd commen sens~; and
I hope that L. D. 1121 and its ac-

companying  amendment  offered
this morning by Mr. Collins will
prevail,

The SPEAKER.: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Wieht.

Mr. WIGHT: Mr. Speaker, in re-
gard tc the damage done to our
rcads by these big trucks, the Mo-
tor Vehicles Committee had before
it a bill which would increase the
weight {0 45,000 pounds, and I be-
lieve that committee was unanimous
in turning down that Trequest for
further weight, because, I think,
they thought of the damage that
would be done to the roads. I do
nct believe it is fair, Mr. Speaker,
to say we are giving reciprocity
half a trial when we are including
onlv one-half of our trucks in the
%Tl?te c¢f Maine in that reciprocity

ill.

Now in regard to the truckers of
Maine asking for adjustments be-
cause of registration fees. They will
almost certainly come here two
yvears for now asking for that ad-
justment. and that would amount
to $645,000 at least. Now, I under-
stand that certain proponents of
full reciprocity have already asked
the truckers of Maine not to oppose
full reciprocity, and they will come
down here two vears from now and
help them get that adjustment. I
think we should consider that fac-
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tor. I hope this amendment will
not prevail. 3

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Biddeford,
Mr. Donahue.

Mr. DONAHUE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: To my
mind, this amendment boils down
tc a fight between the large truck-
ing interests of Massachusetts, and
what is best for the people of the
State of Maine.

We have heard a great deal of
criticisms of the railroads. I hold
no brief for them; I hold no stock
in any of them; have never repre-
sented one, and I have hrought
many suits against them. But I
think it has been conceded by the
proponents of this amendment that
as scon as the war is over, that the
railroads, after they have finished
with their war-time job, will be
able to give them the service which
they are unable to give at the pres-
ent time.

The whole argument in regard to
reciprocity started about four years
agc, after we had a decision from
our Law Court requiring large
trucking interests in Massachusetts
to continue to pay the registration
taxes to the State of Maine. As the
result of that adverse decision,
which was based upon an appeal
by these large trucking interests to
the Law Court from a ruling of the
Secretary of State, they first intro-
duced a bill in this Legislature to
exempt them from the provisions of
any registration fee.

As you are no doubt aware, the
rates that a railroad can charge in
the State of Maine are fixed by the
Public TUtilities Commission, and
the rates that a railroad can charge
In interstate commerce are fixed by
the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion. The rates that these large
t}"uck;ng industries can charge are
likewise fixed by your Interstate
Commerce Commission. I believe
that the amendment is an attempt
by these large trucking interests to
have something with which they
can go to the Interstate Commerce
Commission and say: “We want a
lower rate,” and as scon as they get
that lower rate, your large trucking
Industries in Massachusetts are go-
ing to drive out your small truck-
ing industries in the State of Maine
because your small trucking indus-
tries will not be able to compete.

The gentleman from Portland has
referred to the fact that this State
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was built upon free enterprise. Let
us look at the record. )

Many states have labeling and
packag.ng laws in connection with
varicus products; and in many in-
stances there are the requirements
fcr municipal licenses and others
tce numerous to mention.

Great stress has been laid on the
fact that if they come in and op-
erate in the State for six months
they have to get a license. Let us
lcok at the Massachusetts law for
the registration of private -cars.
Under their decisions, if you go up
there the first of this month and
operate your car up there, and
then you go up on the 20th of this
month and coperate your car there,
and go up again on the 15th of the
next month and operate your car
there, when you go up there on the
15th of the next montth, unless you
register your car in the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts you are a
trespasser on the highway.

For these reasons, I hope that
the amendment does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The House is
considering L. D. 1121 and the mo-
tion of the gentleman frecm Caribou,
Mr. Collins, that we accept House
Amendment “A”.

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

Mr. BREWER: Mr. Speaker, I
will only take a few moments of
your time. You may have been led
to believe that the registration of
a big truck in Massachusetts is
only $60, but there is nobody here
£0 nalve as not to believe that they
do not have excise taxes and com-
pulsory insurance, which brings
these fees up to a lot more money.
When you compare your rates in the
State of Maine with the State of
Massachusetts, remember we have
hundreds of miles of country roads
that will never see one of these big
trucks, When they tell you they
will fill up with gasocline enough to
make the trip cut of the State be-
cause they can buy it cheaper there,
I would like to call the attention of
the House to the fact that we have
2 law which allows these trucks to
use only tanks put on them for
standard equipment,. Now  Mr.
Cole’'s name was brought into the
matter—but, to get back to ocur rail-
rcads again, the B. & A. collects 50
per cent more freight rate than the
Maine Central Railroad—in other
words where the Maine Central
uses twe as a point the B. & A. uses
three. Mr. Cole enjoys the same
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gate in trucking that the B. & A.
oes.

I still hope that the motion of
Mr. Collins does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bingham,
Mr. Dutton.

Mr. DUTTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: The State
of Maine has arrived at a critical
period in regard to its highways and
highway money to carry on the pro-
gram which has been mapped out
or attempted to be mapped out. In
addition to the other losses in funds,
if this measure passes, you must
lose at least $750,000 in addition to
all the other losses by the loss of
the gasoline tax and other things
which handicaps your Highway
Commission in the transaction of
their business, and I sincerely hope
that we will not add any more
handicaps by passing free use of
our roads to all New England States
with their heavy trucks.

‘We are unable now to use our own
roads with any degree of comfort
because of the heavy trucking that
is already using our roads. You
cannot get through the city of
Augusta, without the big trucks be-
ing parked directly in the center
of the road. You park your truck in
the center of the road and walk off
for an hour and see how long you
will keep out of trouble! Trucks
have already monopolized all the
privileges that were ever intended
to be used for our pleasure cars,
and if you increase the number of
cars that can use our highways
free, you are doing a terrible in-
justice to the people of the State
of Maine. I hope the measure will
not pass for full reciprocity.

The SPEAKER: The question is
upon the motion of the gentleman
from Caribou, Mr. Collins, that the
House adopt House Amendment
“A” All those in favor of the mo-
tion will rise and stand in their
places until the monitors have made
and returned their count.

A division of the House was had.

Ninety-three having voted in the
affirmative and 27 in the negative,
the motion prevailed, and House
Amendment “A” was adopted.

Thereupon, the bill was given its
third reading and passed to be en-
grossed as amended in non-concur-
rence and sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER:: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bingham,
Mr. Dutton.
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Mr. DUTTON: Mr. Speaker, would
it be possible for me to make a
motion at this time for reconsider-
ation of our action of yesterday?

The SPEAKER: A motion to re-

consider is always in order. The
gentleman may proceed.
Mr. DUTTON: Mr. Speaker, I

would like to ask the House to re-
consider its action of yesterday
whereby we accepted the “Ought
not to be adopted” report on House
Paper 1299, Legislative Document
937, “Memorial to the Congress of
the United States.”

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bingham, Mr. Dutton, moves
that the House do now reconsider
its action of yesterday on L. D. 937,
the Memorial to the Congress of the
United States, on TUniversal Mili-
tary Training, whereby the House
accepted the “Ought not to be
adopted” report of the committee.
All those in favor of the motion
to reconsider will say yes; contrary
minded, no.

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

Mr. RANKIN of Bridgton: Mr.
Speaker, I would ask for a divi-
sion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Rankin, doubts
the hearing of the Speaker. All
those in favor of the motion for
reconsideration will rise and stand
in their places until counted and
the monitors have made and re-
turned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Twenty-six having voted in the
affirmative and 61 in the negative,
the motion did not prevail.

Mr. Southard of Bangor, was
granted unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House.

Mr. SOUTHARD: Mr. Speaker, 1
have only a few words to say. I am
much surprised that the majority
of the members of this House still
take upon their shoulders to pass
upon any legislation which comes
before this body without hearing
both sides of the question, and that
was what was done on this Me-
morial. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Rankin.

Mr. RANKIN: Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER.: For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. RANKIN: I rise, Mr. Speaker,
to say that I agree with the re-
marks of the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr. Southard.
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The SPEAKER: Does the gentle-
man wish unanimous consent to
address the House?

Mr. RANKIN: I am sorry—yes, I
do wish unanimous consent, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Rankin, asks
for the unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House. Does the Chair
hear objection? The Chair hears
none, and the gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. RANKIN: I am, of course, op-
posed to this measure, Mr. Speaker,
but I feel that complete justice was
not done to the proponents of this
measure yesterday in our action;
and I regret the action taken a
moment ago in refusing to recon-
sider it. I venture to move that we
reconsider our action which we took
just a moment ago.

The SPEAKER: The motion is
out of order. The motion to re-
consider having failed, that puts an
end to the matter. The rule is
that a matter can be reconsidered
only once. The House, by its action,
can suspend the rules and thereby
reconsider its action.

Mr. RANKIN: I so move, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: In order to sus-
pend the rules, it requires a two-
thirds vote. The gentleman from
Bridgton, Mr. Rankin, moves that
the rule requiring that a motion
can only be reconsidered once be
suspended. All those in favor of
suspending this rule will rise and
stand in their places until counted
and the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Fifty-three hav-
ing voted in the affirmative and 34
in the negative, the necessary two-
phifdst is not shown, and the motion
is lost.

Passed to Be Engrossed
(Continued)

Bill “An Act Requiring School
Employees to File Health Certifi-
cates” (H. P. 1476) (L. D. 1182)

Were reported by the Commit-
tee on Bills in the Third Reading,
read the third time, passed to be
engrossed and sent to the Senate.

Amended Bills

Bill “An Act relating to Local
‘Igge)nlth Officers” (8. P. 213) (I. D.
Bill “An Act to Increase the Sal-
ary of Sheriff of Kennebec County”
(8. P. 263) (L. D. 624)

1073

Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed as amended and sent to
the Senate.

Passed To Be Enacted
Emergency Measure

An Act to Correct Typographical
and Clerical Errors in the Revision
(8. P. 414) (L. D. 1100

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a division was had. 132 voted
in favor of same and none against,
and accordingly the Bill was passed
to be enacted, signed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.

Emergency Measure

An Act Amending the Unemploy-
ment Compensation Law as to
Benefits (H. P. 1232) (L. D. 858)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a division was had. 129 voted
in favor of same and none against,
and accordingly the Bill was passed
to be enacted, signed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.

Finally Passed
Tabled

Resolve to Provide Punds for
Eradication of Bang’s Disease,
Tuberculosis, and Other Infectious
and Contagious Diseases of Live-
stock (8. P. 420) (L. D. 1103

Mr. WILLIAMS of Clifton: Mr.
Speaker, as this Resolve has quite
a bearing on our financial struc-
ture, which has not been set up
completely at this time, I would
like to ask that this Resolve be
tabled.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Clifton, Mr. Williams, moves
that Resolve to Provide Funds for
Eradication of Bang’s Disease,
Tuberculosis, and Other Infectious
and Contagious Diseases of Live-
stock be tabled pending final
passage. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed and the
Resolve was so tabled.
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Passed To Be Enacted

An Act to Provide for Scientific
Investigation with Blueberries (S.
P. 72) (L. D, 68)

An Act relating to Salaries of
Court Stenographers (S. P. 105) (L.
D. 17D

An Act Clarifying the Law relat-
ing to Official Fees of Registers of
Probate (S. P. 160) (L. D. 363)

An Act to Simplify the Financial
Structure of the State (3. P. 192)
(L. D. 48%)

An Act relating to Contagious
Diseases (S. P. 210) (L. D. 474)

An Act relating to Fees of Reg-
isters of Probate (S. P. 258) (L. D.
619

An Act Creating the Greater
Portland Public Development Com-
mission (8. P. 323) (L. D. 823)

An Act Concerning Agricultural
Cooperative Asscciations (S. P. 343)
(L. . 857)

An Act Governing the Production
of Milk and Cream (S. P. 393) (L.
I 1016)

An Act relating to Licensing Hos-
pital= and Related Institutions in
the State of Maine (S. P. 405) (L.
. 1063)

An Act relating to Pari Mutuel
Focls (S. P. 416) (L. D. 1111)

An Act relating to Clerk Hire in
the County Offices in Knox County
(8. P. 418) (L. D. 1101

An Act relating to Comulaint in
Cases of Neglect of Children (S. P.

421) (L. D. 1105
An Act relating to Snow Removal
(H. P. 247) (L. D. 157)

An Act relating to Teachers’ Re-
tirement System (H. P. 423) (L. D.
165)

An Act relating to Presumption
of Death (S. P. 425) (L. D. 1127)

An Act to Aid Towns in Con-
trolling Forest Fires (S. P. 427) (L.
I, 1128)

An Act relating to Examination
and Registratinn of Osteopathic
Physicians (8. P. 428) (L. D. 1129)

An Act relating to Small Claims
(H. P. 241) (1., D. 92)

An Act relating to Maintenance
of State Highways and State Aid
Roads (H. P. 248) (L. D. 98)

An Act tc Establish the Western
Oxford Municipal Court (H. P. 515)
(L. D. 204)

An Act relating to the Recorder
of the Bath Municipal Court (H.
F. 642) (L. D. 295)

An Act Regulating the TUse of
Certain Kinds of Firearms (H. P.
687 (L. D. 305)
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Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrcssed, passed to be
enacted, signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

Tabled

An Act Amending the Charter of
the Citv of Biddeford (H. P. 733)
(L., T 402)

(On motion by Mr. Renouf of Bid-
deford, tabled pending enactment
and assigned for later in the day.)

An Act relating to the Practice of
Dentistry (H. P. 734) (L. D. 392)

An Act to Confer Concurrent
Juriediction on the Probate Court
and Superior Court in Matters Con-
rerning Custody and Support of
Minor Children (H. P. 818) (L. D.
508)

An Act relating to State Bureau
of Identification (H. P. 946) (L. D.
526)

An Act relating to Fees of Sher-
iffs and Expenses in Keeping Pris-
cners (H., P. 994) (L. D. 594)

An Act relating to Dangerous
O-cupations for Minors (H. P.
1079) (L. D. 690)

An Act relating to Payment of
Salaries and Wages of State Offi-
cers and Employees (H, P. 1188)
(L. D. 749)

An Act Amending the Unemploy-
mant Compensation Law as to Bene-
fits (H. P. 1231 (L. D. 85T

An Act Amending the Unemploy-
ment Compensation Law as to Pay-
ment of Benefits (H. P. 1247) (L.
D. 872) .

An Act relating to Registration of
Voters (H. P. 1258) (L. D. 882)

An Act relating to Tax on Street
Railrcad Corporations and Street
Railways (H. P. 1367) (L. D. 1027)

An Act relating to the Salary of
the Register of Probate of Kenne-
bec County and Clerk Hire in Such
Office (H. P. 1374) (L. D. 1037

An Act relating to Supplemen-
tarv Assessments of State, County
and Forestry District Taxes (H. P.
1376y (L. D. 1028)

Werz reported bv the Committee
¢cn FEngrossed RBills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be en-
acted, signed bv the Speaker and
sent to the Scenate.

Tabled

An Act relating to - Inheritance
Taxes "(H. P. 1385) (L. D. 1046)
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(On moticn by Mr. Willlams of
Auburn, tabled pending enact-
ment, and assigned for later in the
cay)

An Act relating to the Salary of
Judge cf Prohate of Hancock Coun-
ty (H. P, 1401) (L. D. 1072)

An Act to Increase the Salary of

the Ccunty Treasurer of Cumber-
land County (H. P. 1402) (L. D.
1073)

An Act relating to Fees of Offi-
cer for Sesrvice for Delinquent
Taxes (H. P. 1421) (L. D. 1093)

An Act relating to Salary of
Register of Probate in Sagadahoc
County (H. P. 1431) (I.. D 1114

An Act relating to the Salary of
the Judge of the Bath Municipal
Court (H. P. 1432) (L. D. 1115)

An Act relating to Salary of the
Judre and the Reccrder of the
Waldo County Municipal Court (H.
P. 1433) (L. D. 1116)

An Act relating to Clerk Hire in
County Offices in Sagadahge County
(H. P. 1435) (L. D. 1117

An Act relating to State Em-
ployees’ Retiremant System (H. P.
1433) (1. D. 111%)

An  Act relating to Pishing in
Cortain Rivers, Lakes and Ponds
in Oxford Countv (H. P. 1440) (L.
D. 113)

A1 Ach to Amend the Employees’
Contributory Retirement System (H.
P. 1441 (L. D. 1131)

An Act relating to Renorting by
Drivers Involved in Accidents (H.
P. 1444) (L. D. 1133)

_An Act to Provide a Town Coun-
cil and Manager Form of Govern-
ment for the town of Limestone in
the county of Arcostook (H. P,
1445 (1. D. 1134)

An Act relatine to Public ~afety
Commis<ion for Rovmfrrd Falls Vil-
lace Cerporation (H. P. 1446) (L. D.
1135)

An_ Act relating to the Salary of
the Recorder of the Bath Munic-
ipal Cnourt «(H. P. 1447) (1.. D. 113%)

An Azt in? to the Forwarding
of  Coniriiicns in the Mains

Teachers’ RPetirement System (H. P.
1449 (L. I» 113%)

An A-b relating t3 Gnen Zmasm
For Hunting (H. P. 1451) (L. D.
1139)

An Act relating to Vital Statistics
(H. P. 1454y (L. D. 1140)

An Act to Incorporate the “Guar-

dinn Loan Co.” (H. P, 1456) (L. D.
1156)

An Act Designating Certain Acad-
emies as High Schools and relating
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to Membership in the Maine Teach-~
ers’ Retirement System (H. P. 1458)
(L. D. 1158)

An Act relating to the Salary of
Varicus Cfficers of Waldo County
(H. P. 1459) (L. D. 1159)

An Act relating to Automobile
Travel by State Employees (H. P.
14€1) (L. D. 1181)

Finally Passcd

Resclve relating to Retirement
Pension for Percy E. Averill of
Thomaston (S. P. 207) (L. D. 47D

Resolve, Authorizing the Forest
Commissioner to Convey Certain In-
terest of the State in Land in Aroos-
took County to George Emile Daigle
and Adrian Daigle (H. P. 348) (L,
D. 155)

Resolve in favor
Conley of Lewiston
D. 659)

Resolve in favor of the town of
Smyrna (H. P, 1223) (L. D. 852)

Resolve in favor of town of Green-
ville to Correct Height of Overpass
of the Canadian Pacific Railroad
at Greenville Junecticn (H. P. 1312)
(L. D. 861)

Resolve in favar of Catherine A.
Nason, of Round Pond (H. P. 194
(L, D. 1142)

Resolve to Reimburse Wallazrass
Plantation for Support of the Fam-
ily of Edward Berube (H. P. 438)
(L. D. 1143)

Resolve to Appoint a State Board
for Approval of Institutions Offcr-
iny Specialized Training (H. P. 941
(I, D. 543)

Resolve in favor of Fox & Ginn,
Inc. (H. P. 1314) L. D, 1144)

Resolve, Providing for the Pay-
ment of Certain Damages Caused
by Protected Wild Animals (H. P.
1427) (L. D. 1107)

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

of Cornelius Z.
(H. P. 1054) (L.

Orders of the Day

The SPEAKER.: The Chair lays
before the House the first matter
¢f unfinished business, Bill “An Act
Relating to the Salary of the Bank
Cemmisgiconer” ‘H. P, 993) (L. D,
593) which in the House was read
twice, and takled cn Anril 10th by
Mr. Rollins of Greenville. pending
assiznment for third reading: and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.
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Mr. Rollins offered House
Amendment “A” and moved its
adoption.

House Amendment “A” read by
the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
993, L. D. 593, Bill “An Act Relating
to the Salary of the Bank Commis-
sioner.” .

Amend said Bill by striking out,
in the 2nd paragraph thereof, the
underlined figures “$6,000” and in-
serting in place thereof the under-
lined figures ‘§5,500°

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing before the headnote in the 1st
paragraph thereof the following:
‘Sec. 1’ .

Further amend said Bill by adding
at the end thereof the following:

‘See. 2. Limitation of act. This
act shall remain in force for a per-
iod of 2 years only. It is the intent
of the legislature to change the
present statute for a period of 2
years only, after which period the
present statute shall return to full
force and effect’

The SPEAKER.: Is it the pleasure
of the House to adopt House
Amendment “A”?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Caribou, Mr. Collins.

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, I
feel there should be some consider-
ation given to the recommendation
of the Salaries and Fees Committee.
I believe, in considering these vari-
ous jobs, the limit 'was not set at
any definite figure, but was consid-
ered on the worth of the job; and if
the Legislature believes that the
ceiling of $5500 is preferable to
$6000, then of course that is the
right of the Legislature. However,
I believe that certain of these heads
of departments should receive at
least the $6000. I believe they are
entitled to it, and I believe it would
be better business for the State if
they got it.

I have no objection to the limita-
tion part of the amendment—that
may be a good policy, although I
personally doubt it. However, I
have no objection to that. But I
do think you should consider care-
fully whether or not you want to
set that ceiling at $5500 rather
than $6000, bearing in mind that
we already have some of the heads
of the departments at the $6000
level at the present time.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, moves
adoption of House Amendment “A”.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker, at
this time I might say to the mem-
bers of the House that this is just
a suggestion in trying to save a lit-
tle money for that great Appropri-
ation Committee, which is hollering
every day about finances.

We are looking forward to the
end of World War II, and with it
we have already withessed the
drops in salaries. We are about
four years late in making these
raises, hence the movement for pug-
ting on the limitation.

No man knows what conditions
will be two years from now. There
is no question but that the days of
big salaries are over. There is no-
body getting raises. We can prove
it by the checks that are coming
from the defense plants today.

It is just a question of what this
Legislature is going to do. What
are they going to say back home?
There is a bill before us which
looks like an enactor, the Cross bill,
which will take the pork barrel
money out of their pockets. When
you go back home to your con-
stituents, what will they think
about it? You are not taking any-
thing back. The only thing you
can say is: “We went down and
we raised all the big salaries in
the State of Maine; we put them
up on a high vplane: we gave them
unlimited paychecks.” But what did
we do for the little fellow, the man
who has got to feed a family?

I maintain, gentlemen, that these
salaries are consistent with what
the job is worth. Now we cannot
talk about personalities, although
there will be, no doubt., some talk
of personalities, that this man and
that man is indispensable. I have
told the members of this House be-,
fore that I did not believe there
was any indispensable man. We
have just lost a great leader in this
nation, and we have elected his suc-
cessor; and we hope, each and
every one of us, that he will step
in and take the place of our for-
mer leader and do the job.

That same condition would arise
here if any one of these men said,
“We are going out into industry.”
The privilege is theirs: they can go
out into industry, and, no doubt,
any of them could earn ten, fifteen
or twenty thousand a year; but the
taxpayers of Maine cannot pay it
or compete with it. ‘Therefore, I
do hope my motion prevails.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Augus-
ta, Mr. Carpenter.

Mr. CARPENTER: Mr. Speaker,
I would like to go along with the
gentleman from ‘Greenville, Mr.
Rollins. We are trying to save the
taxpayers a little money. Now we
have passed two of these bills, the
Adjutant General, $5500, and the
Forest Commissioner, $5500, and it
does not seem out of line to me if
we save .$500 on this bill and give
the Bank Commissioner $5500.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Rome,
Mr. Downs.

Mr. DOWNS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Probably it
is only fair, and, at this time, my
duty, as House Chairman of the
Committee on Salaries and Fees, to
explain to you briefly the action of
that committee.

As you well recall, we Dbegan
holding meetings quite early in the
session, and resolves were presented
to us for increases in salaries of
county officials of practically every
JLounty in the State, and for State
officials and what have you. We
considered those matters to the best
of our ability and attempted to ar-
rive at what seemed a fair decision.
If, in the opinion of this House,
the findings of the Committee on
Salaries and Fees were in error, I
submit to you that it is entirely
within your province to make such
corrections as you see fit. I have
yet to be convinced that the ad-
ministrative power supersedes the
power of the Legislature in any-
thing.

Now I am not going to discuss
this particular bill with you. It
came up for our consideration, and
I am frank to say to you that not
a single divided report came out of
that committee. They labored hard
to arrive at something like a fair
decision, and it is entirely, to my
mind, within the province of this
Legislature to be guided by their
own good judgment.

The Committee on Salaries and
Fees does not claim for a minute
that they are infallible. They did
the best they could. They had a
hard job. I submit to you it is en-
tirely within your province to sus-
tain the action of that committee,
or it is entirely within your prov-
ince, in your good judgment, to re-
ject the action of your committee if
you feel they were in error. I feel
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the matter Iis
hands.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, that
we adopt House Amendment “A”.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER: For what pur-
pose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. ROLLINS: To ask unani-
mous consent to address the House.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, asks
unanimous consent to address the
House. Is there objection? The
Chair hears no objection and the
gentleman may proceed.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: My col-
league, the gentleman from Rome,
Mr. Downs, has defended his Sal-
aries and Fees Committee, which is
proper and right.

I have made the remark here be-
fore-—and I will make it again—that
there is too much legislation by de-
partment heads. I claim that these
department heads legislate, not di-
rectly, but because they put on so
much pressure. They all want a
raise: there is no question about it.

What did the Salaries and Fees
Committee do on the small salaries?
They reported to this House “Ought
not to pass”. Did this House sus-
tain their verdict? No. They sub-
stituted the bill for the “Ought not
to pass” report of the committee.
Gentlemen, they were not infal-
likle, in your judgment. Perhaps,
for the same reason, they are not
infallible here.

I would hate to have this Legis-
lature go home and face their con-
stituents with the idea that the de-
partment heads passed all legisla-
tion, even to raising their own sal-
aries, something that is unconsti-
tutional for you members of this
body to do with your own salaries.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Rome,
Mr. Downs.

Mr. DOWNS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am ordi-
narily in full accord with my friend,
the gentleman from Greenville,
(Mr. Rollins) but I want to impress
this thought on the members of
this House: It makes no difference
what action the Committee on Sal-
aries and Fees took upon the bill
relative to the employees in the
classified services. Each and every
bill that comes into this Legisla-
ture is supposed to be considered
upon its merits. I do not want the
House to be any more confused than

entirely in your
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I am over the proposition, but I
assure you personally that I do not
want any member to be influenced
on account of any one particular
action. I want each claim that
comes before you to be considered
on its own individual merit.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Greenville, Mr. Rolling, that
the House adopt House Amendment
“A”.  All those in favor of the mo-
tion will say yes; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and House
Amendment “A” was adopted.

Under suspension of the rules the
bill was given its third reading and
was passed to be engrossed as
amended and sent up for concur-
rence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the second
matter of unfinished business,
‘House Report “Ought to pass” of
the Committee on Salaries and
Fees on Bill “An Act -Relating to
the Salary of the Commissioner of
Inland Fisheries and Game” (H. P.
1003) (L. D. 551) tabled on April
10th by Mr. Bell of Thomaston,
pending acceptance of report; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Bell
the “Ought to pass” report was ac-
cepted, and the bill, having already
been printed, was read twice under
suspension of the rules.

Mr. Carpenter of Augusta, then
offered House Amendment “B” and
moved its adoption.

House Amendment “B” read by
the Clerk as follows:
House Amendment “B” to H. P.

1003, L. D. 551, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to the Salary of the Commis-
sioner of Inland Pisheries and
Game.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
in that part of said Bill designated
as “Sec. 1-A.” the underlined fig-
ures “$6,000” and inserting in place
thgreof the underlined figures °‘$5,-

|y

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof the follow-
ing:

‘Sec. 3. Limitation of act. This
act shall remain in force for a pe-
riod of 2 years only. It is the in-
tent of the legislature to change
the present statute for a period of
2 years only, after which period the
present statute shall return to full
force and effect.
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Thereupon, House Amendment
“B” was adopted, and under sus-
pension of the rules the bill was
given its third reading, and passed
to be engrossed as amended and-”
sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the third
matter of unfinished business,
House Report “Ought to pass” of
the Committee on Salaries and Fees
on BIill “An Act Relating to the
Salary of the Secretary of State”
(H. P. 49) (L. D. 20) tabled on
April 10th by Mr. Gowell of Po-
land, pending acceptance of report;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

On motion by Mr. Gowell, the
“Ought to pass” report was accept-
ed, and the bill, having already
been printed, was read twice under
suspension of the rules.

Mr. Gowell then offered House
Amendment “A” and moved its
adoption.

House Amendment “A”
the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
49, 1.. D. 20, Bill “An Act Relating
to the Salary of the Secretary of
State.

Amend said Bill by adding before
the headnote in the 1st paragraph
thereof the following: ‘See. 1.

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof the follow-
mg:.

‘Sec. 2. Limitation of act. This
act shall remain in force for a pe-
riod of 2 years only. It is the in-
tent of the legislature to change the
present statute for a period of 2
years only, after which period the
present statute shall return to full
force and effect.

House Amendment “A” was
adopted, and under suspension of
the rules the bill had its third
reading and was passed to be en-
grossed as amended and sent up for
concurrence.

read by

The SPEAKER: The Chair Ilays
before the House the fourth mat-
ter of unfinished business, House
Report “Ought to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Salaries and Fees on Bill
“An Act Relating to the Salary of
the Commissioner of Agriculture”
(H. P. 996) (L. D. 596) tabled on
April 10th by Mr. Dorsey of Fort
Faixt'ﬁeld, pending acceptance of re-
port.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Greenville, Mr. Rollins.
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Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker, on
behalf of Mr. Dorsey, who is un-
able to be here, I would move the
acceptance of the report of the
committee.

The motion prevailed, and the
“Cught to pass” report was accept-
ed, and the bill, having already
keen printed, was read twice under
suspension of the rules.

Thereupon, under suspension of
the rules, the bill was given its
third reading and was passed to be
engrossed and sent up for concur-
rence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the fifth mat-
ter of unfinished business, House
Report “Ought to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Salaries and Fees on Bill
“An Act Relating to the Salaries of
the Unemployment Compensation
Commission” (H. P. 1305) (L. D.
949) tabled on April 10th by Mr.
Cobb of Gardiner, pending accept-
ance of report; and the Chair rec-
ognizes that gentleman.

On motion by Mr. . Cobb, the
“Ought to pass” report was accept-
ed, and the bill, having already
been printed, was read twice under
suspension of the rules.

Mr. Cobb then offered House
Amendment “A” and moved its
adoption,

House Amendment “A” read by
the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
1305, L. D. 949, Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to the Salaries of the Unem-
ployment Compensation Commis-
sion.”

Amend said Bill by adding before
the headnote in the 1st{ paragraph
thereof the following: ‘Sec. 1.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out, in the 2nd paragraph
thereof, the underlined figures “$5,-
500” and inserting in place thereof
the underlined figures ‘$5,000’; and
by striking out in said 2nd para-
graph the underlined figures “$5,-
000” and inserting in place thereof
the underlined figures ‘$4,500°.

. Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof the follow-
ing:

‘Sec. 2. Limitation of act. This
act shall remain in force for a pe-
riod of 2 years only. It is the in-
tent of the legislature to change
the present statute for a period of
2 years only, after which period
the present statute shall return to
full force and effect.’
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House Amendment “A” was
adopted, and under suspension of
the rules the Bill had its third
reading and was passed to be en-
grossed as amended and sent up
for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the sixth
matter of unfinished business, Bill
“An Act Relating to the Salaries of
the Officers of the Legislature” (H.
P. 1460) (L. D. 1160) tabled on April
10th by Mr. Carpenter of Augusta,
pending first reading; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

On motion by Mr. Carpenter, the -
bill was given its two several read-
ings; and under suspension of the
rules was read the third time and
passed to be engrossed and sent up
for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the seventh mat-
ter of unfinished business, An Act
to Incorporate the Portland Wharf
District (H. P. 1328) (L. D. 972) ta-
bled on April 10th by Mr. Payson
of Portland, pending enactment;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

On motion by Mr, Payson, the
bill was passed to be enacted,
signed by the Speaker and sent to
the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Milli-

- nocket, Mr. Ward.

Mr. WARD: Mr. Speaker, inas-
much as the Legal Affairs.Commit-
tee has a public hearing advertised
for two o’clock this afternoon, I
move that the House now recess
until 2:30 this afternoon.

The motion prevailed, and the
House so recessed.

After Recess—2:30 P. M.,

The House was called to order by
the Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the eighth matter
of unfinished business, Senate Re-
port “Ought not to pass” of the
Committee on Ways and Bridges on
Bill “An Act to Create the Town
Road Improvement Fund” (S. P.
325) (L. D. 891) which in the Sen-
ate the bill was substituted for the
report and passed to be engrossed;
tabled in April 12th by Mr. Dow of
Eliot, pending motiop of Mr. Wil-
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liams of Clifton, to substitute the
bill for the report; and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Addi-
son, Mr. Lackee.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
oghizes the gentleman from Addi-
son, Mr. Lackee.

Mr. LACKEE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: 1 arise at
this time to explain to you, the
best I can, what the passage of this
bill will actually mean to the mem-
bers of this House.

You will notice that this bill is
designed and introduced for the
purpose of eliminating and replac-
ing the special road resolves, there-
fore it should be of vital importance
to you, because of the fact about
95 per cent of the resolves iniro-
duced into the Legislature originate
in the House.

If you will look at the bill, you
will notice -that Section 42-D states
that: “No money from this fund
shall be expended on any road
which is part of the federal aid,
state, state aid or 3rd class roads.”

Let me say to you that approxi-
mately 30 per cent of the resolves
heard before the Ways and Bridges
Committee were for this type of
road. This is especially true of
third-class roads, because third-
class roads are entirely maintained
by the towns, and each time that
resolve is granted for the recon-
struction, surfacing, or anything of
that sort, of a third-class road, it
helps the town just that much.

Another popular type of resolve
is the Bridge Act. When a bridge
is built or constructed under the
Bridge Act, the town pays a cer-
tain percentage, the county pays a
certain percentage, and the State
pays a certain percentage. If the
town asks for their part in a spe-
cial resolve and it is granted, they
are practically receiving their part
for nothing, because the State pays
the town’s part, the county pays its
part, and the State pays the re-
mainder.

As far as this bill is concerned,
there is no fund that I know of
that can be used in this connec-
tion. T presume that the Ways and
Bridges Committee would recom-
mend that the special resolve be
thrown out of the window and be
attached to this bill. It is entirely
up to you. If you had rather have
this bill than have your special re-
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solve, vote for if; vote
against it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Wind-

if not,

'ham, Mr. Pratt.

Mr. PRATT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives: To my mind, this leg-
islation is necessary-—necessary and
timely. The value of such legisla-
tion was attested to by the great
group of people from all over the
State that thronged the Senate
Chamber when this bill, together
with the Howes bill, was being
heard before the Committee on
Ways and Bridges. That hearing
was a good barometer whereby we
might know the wishes of the peo-
ple in regard to a town’s road im-
provement program.

The automobile, the motor truck,
has made great demands upon our
highway program and system.
Heavier, smoother, straighter, wider
roads are called for, and the auto-
mobile and truck has supplied the
necessary funds to do the job.

For the calendar year 1944, the
revenue received from the registra-
tion of automobiles and trucks and
gascline tax amounted to $8,225,541.

The State Highway Commission,
together with town officials, have
done a great piece of work in high-
way construction. The trunk lines
throughout the State are mighty
good. Yet, notwithstanding the
great work that has been done, the
town roads or the feeder roads have
been forgotten; they have been left
to their fate. Greater demands
have also been made upon them,
and they have been unable #to
stand the load.

t is safe to say that at least 75
per cent, and I feel that more than
75 per cent of all foodstuff raised
in the State of Maine is raised on
farms on these roads. The govern-
ment is asking farmers to raise
more and more food, and they have
responded nobly. They and their
wives have stood shoulder to shoul-
der, straining every nerve and mus-
cle to produce that upon which our
armies and our allies depend. In
many cases these producers of food
no longer have youth to their
credit: they have borne the burden
of the heat of the day and still
they carry on. They are the great
army that stand behind in a ma-
terial way our armies that are
sweeping on to brilliant and to total
victory.
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May I say to‘you that the great
need for food will not end with the
war. Long after victory in Europe,
long after the last dying echo of
the last shot far in the Pacific has
faded away into silence, we must
keep a sizeable army and navy, and
these men in our army and navy
must be fed, and the liberated, war-
%orn countries of Europe must be
ed.

The farmers of America stand
ready to do the job, but they need
some help, and nothing that I know
of would help them any more than
providing suitable roads over which
the produce can be hauled after
they raise it.

If we are to receive the maxi-
mum benefits of roads already built;
if we are to receive returns for
money already expended upon the
highway system of the State of
Maine, we must extend it to in-
clude these roads, for, unless the
producers of America can find ac-
cess to the highway system of the
State of Maine, we will not have
come to the ultimate climax of our
great road movement.

So I trust that today the mem-
bers of this House will vote to sup-
port this Cross bill and make pos-
sible the transportation of foodstuff
over them for which our armies and
the world are crying today.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Cor-
inth, Mr. Elliott.

Mr. ELLIOTT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the 92nd Legislature:
I think we are all agreed on the
fact that there is much need for
improvement of the so-called dirt
roads in our State. Probably you
all know that some two years ago
the Director of Post-war Planning
was asked by our State Department
of Agriculture to make a study of
what would be the program most
adapted to their particular depart-
ment. In response to this, our
Commisisoner of Agriculture invited
in the Dean of the College of Agri-
culture and heads of the Extension
Service and other agricultural or-
ganizations to make, with him, this
study. They studied, among other
things, the deplorable condition of
‘the roads which lead to many of
our good farms, and the condition
Whl.ch the farmers are in in getting
their product out. They decided
that not only would this be a good
post-war project but that it was a
project which we needed at the
present time.
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This survey showed that there
were more of our good farms that
were not on good highways than
there were on improved highways,
and the men on these farms had
been struggling for years attempt-
ing to adjust themselves to the
automobile age to get their prod-
ucts out.

Now this committee decided that
a certain amount of money should
be expended on these dirt roads.
I think we all agree with our good
friend, Mr. Lackee, that a good part
of the special resolve money is not
spent on these improved roads; it
is too often spent for the benefit of
the farmer on the unimproved road
in repairing and maintaining so-
called third-class State-aid roads.

I think that this committee felt
that the Cross bill, L. D. 891, pre-
sents an adequate program for the
improvement of unimproved roads.
The amount of money to be allo-
cated under this legislation is left
to the Legislature, is very flexible
and may be any amount from one
dollar up to a full ten per cent of
the gross receipts of gasoline tax
and registration fees. This flexi-
bility is desirable because it makes
it possible to meet varying condi-
tions. It makes possible a com-
pletely equitable distribution of
State funds. Section 42-B provides
that every town will receive its just
share according to the mileage of
unimproved road as compared fto
the mileage throughcut the State.
This program, over a period of
years, will require the expenditure
of a large sum of money. The
State cannot dodge this expense.

If the Cross Bill becomes a law
the State will profit through in-
creased valuation of the properties
on these unimproved roads, build-
ings will be repaired and improved,
and more land will be brought into
production of crops. This repre-
sents new wealth to the State. If
the State fails to pass such legis-
lation, abandonment of farms will
continue, property values will fur-
ther depreciate, finally resulting in
a condition whereby the State will
have to take over more rural towns.

Let us build up our resocurces in-
stead of tearing down those that we
now have.

Some of the arguments used
against this bill are as follows: 1.
It does not establish a definite
amount of money to be appropri-
ated. The answer is: The Howes
bill did, otherwise the legislation
was the same. 2. It has been said
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that there might be a Federal Bill
passed which would permit partici-
pation in this class of program. I
suggest that you ask Mr. Lucius
Barrows if Federal assistance may
be planned on for this type of road.
You will find there is no possibility
of any Federal assistance. 3. It is
sald that we do not have the mon-
ey. We did not have the money to
fight this war. We can at least ap-
prepriate the funds that are avail-
able for this type of work which
will answer for the present.

At the next regular session it will
be necessary to provide additional
funds, or to combine a Third Class
and State Aid program, taking
away a little money from those to
increase the appropriation of the
town road improvement fund. It
would be better, of course, to in-
crease the revenue rather than in-
terrupt any road work under the
present acts.

The unimproved roads have been
neglected altogether too long. If
you will recall the evidence present-
ed at the Committee hearing in the
Senate, no further proof is needed
for this statement.

One of the things that appealed
to me very much in this committee
hearing was when one of the men
got up, an official of one of our up-
country towns, and said that the
road was impassable and it was im-
possible to get into fown and back
on the cross road, and at tax-col-
lecting time, after they had tele-
phoned in, the owner of the farm
snowshoed ohut a mile and a half
or two miles to make arrangements
with the town -wofficials so they
would not sell his farm at auction.
It seems to me we cannot expect
the farmers on these back roads to
make this effort in order to pay
their taxes.

Speaking of the inequalities in
the special resolve, I have in my
hand H. P. 1932, Resolve for the
Construction, Maintenance and Re-
pair of Roads and Bridges, which
was passed at the 90th Legislature.
In this document you can find any
amount of figures, and it would be
interesting reading if you care to
read it. I looked up one group of
towns. To show the inequality
with which this money is appropri-
ated in these special resolves in
comparison to the miles of dirt
road, in one community not far dis-
tant from where we are at the pres-
ent time there was one town that
had fifteen miles of dirt road that
received $1000 in the special resolve,
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Town No. 2, with 22 miles, received
$1000. Town No. 3, with 25 miles
received $700. Town No. 4, with 26
miles of unimproved road, received
nothing, and Town No. 5, with 53
miles of unimproved road, received
$800. That certainly is not equi-
table distribution.

Anocther group in another county:
four towns right along side by side
from east to west In two different
legislative classes—one town with 27
miles of unimproved road received
$5000; Town No. 2, with 27 1/3 miles
of unimproved road, the same
amount, received nothing; Town
No. 3, with 47 miles of unimproved
read, received $800; Town No. 4,
with 38 miles of unimproved road
received $1400.

Now this Cross bill, if we pass it,
would give an equal amount to each
town on unimproved roads. We
have case after case of men on
these farms who cannot get out. In
one of the neighboring towns to
where I live, within the past two
weeks, one of the largest milk pro-
ducers in the town was a man from
the State of Connecticut who came
up and bought some farms-—he was
not a farmer. He started to haul
milk out to the main highway
where a truck could pick it up. He
got stuck in the mud and he got
the only mpair of horses they had
around there, took an old-fashioned
stone pboat and made two trips out
to the highway where the truck
was parked, and then hauled it to
Bangor. The result was that the
milk turned sour and he lost a
good many quarts of milk.

‘We cannot expect the farmers in
this State to stay on that kind of
road. Something must be done to
improve these roads.

I sincerely hope the motion of the

entleman from Clifton, Mr. Wil-
liams, to substitute the bill for the
report prevails.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Hodg-
don, Mr, Corson.

Mr. CORSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I wish to
address the House this afternoon,
with your permission, upon the sub-
ject of mud roads. It is my lot to
represent a large territory situated
in the southeast corner of Aroos-
took county. The people there are
free, if they stay where they are,
but they like to get out and haul
their products to market. But, re-
member, they have poor roads, both
in the fall and in the spring, and
a poor road in the winter, because
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a narrow, unimproved rcad cannot
be effectively snowplowed.

There is a considerable time each
fall, winter and spring when school
buses cannot be used to convey the
pupils to the schoolhouses. Now
this territory consists of seven
towns, three plantations and three
townships. The townships do not
have to worry about this because
the State locks after them. This
territory, roughly speaking} has 450
square miles of land surface. There
are between 175 and 200 miles of
road, of which less than one-half
has any base. The State has built
very liftle road in this area. The
read that they call State road was
built by the towns, with the State
matching a certain portion. There
is no macadam road, no cement
road, no crushed rock road in any
of these towns. They have plenty
of poor roads. That is to show the
members of the House why these
people want to get money for the
roads instead of continually paying
in large sums of money for licenses
and the gas tax, and then only get-
ting a pork barrel stipend which
has become so small and pinched
that it is useless.

What good is $71000 for ten
towns and over seventy-five miles
of unimproved road? I have been
told that down in this section that
I represent they have only one or
two towns where the mud roads
have been helped out by State re-
solve. Several Representatives have
no mud roads, yet this stipend has
been given in some places for sum-
mer cottage roads, and so forth.

I am ready for a change and my
people are ready for a change. We
are crying for a change. The Cross
Bill seems to offer more to the
roads of Maine than any other bill
so far. 'The farmers of Maine do
not want 24-foot wide roads which
cost thirty to fifty thousand dollars
per mile. There never would be an
improved road system in Maine, not
for generations. Farmers want
roads fiftcen feet wide with ditches
outside the road, with the bushes
cut and with gravel on the road
surface to hold up in mud time.

Years ago the State of Maine
should have taken its pattern from
Northern New York, where they
have a_ good system of roads,—the
main highways built as two or
three-lane roads, with all cross
roads built fourteen feet wide, so
that farmers can get out on to a
good road.

The Cross Bill calls for not over
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ten per cent of the highway funds
from licenses and gas tax for mud
roads. That leaves minety per cent
of the money for tarvia and snow-
plowing of main line State high-
ways and maintenance. The Cross
Bill funds are not to be used upon
State designated roads, and so forth.
What of it? In the town of Hodg-
don there is a mud road three and
a half miles long. The Highway Di-
vision has designated two miles of
this road as State-Aid road, and
they built 1600 feet about six years
ago. The State Highway Commis-
sion is not apt to build any more
for several years.

The Town Council of Hodgdon
should ask the Highway Commis-
sicn te rescind their action, and
then, with the Cross Bill money,
there would be three and one-quar-
ter miles of unimproved road which
needs immediate improvement.

On this road which I am talking
about there are ten farmers who
produce about 190 acres of potatoes
a year and 300 cords of pulpwood,
and those same farmers keep about
80 ccws, so, you see they have a
use for a road to get their products
tc Houlton, a distance of ten miles.
Unless the Federal government
changes the proposed bill for build-
ing postwar roads, Maine is in no
condition to match Federal funds
to build roads 24 feet wide with
heavy surfacing for farm to market
roads. Farmers do not want boule-
vards or traffic lanes; they want
simple, plain, cheaper built roads.

Now the people in my community
and all of these towns—many of
them kelong te the Grange,—the
Granges of these towns — Amity
Grange, Grand Lake Grange, Houl-
ton Grange, and many of the mem-
bers in Hodgdon and Linneus at-
tend the Houlton Grange—they are
all in favor of this bill. " Carl
Smith. the Commissioner of Agri-
culture, says the farmers “cannot
carry on much longer without roads
on which to haul their produce to
market,

Members of this House, there is
something for you to do. You must
glve to the farmers of Maine some-
thing in the way of roads if you
expect them to continue to pay
taxes and licenses to the State.
They cannot do it without suitable
roads. I thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Eliot,
Mr. Dow.

Mr. DOW: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
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ber of the Ways and Bridges Com-
mittee, I would like to say just a
few words.

In the first place, I would like to
say that the road resolve project is
not the committee’s pet project: it
originated back in 1917, as I under-
stand. In considering this partic-
ular bill, the cost of financing this
suggested measure was brought to
our attention, and the committee
came to the conclusion that there
was not money sufficient to go
along with the present program and
to add any other program to it.

If this bill is passed, it means we
will have to do away with some-
thing which has already been set
up in previous years which we have
heard about, the road resolve, which
amounts to about $300,000 for the
two_years. .

We have heard an explanation
pertaining to what the road resolve
has done and what it has not done.
It has been mentioned that it has
helped us on our bridges, particu-
larly if the town did not have much
money through State and County
aid, because we could get a bridge
built.

I am not going to take any stand
in opposition to this particular bill.
The committee spoke of it, and the
responsibility is ours in the House
this afternoon. If we have any ad-
ditional measures, it means we will
have to do away with something we
already have, It is up to you what
we want to do away with.

It has been mentioned that these
permanent roads are not being
built fast enocugh to satisfy us as a
whole. Frankly, if we dip into the
general highway project enough to
hit the permanent rocad work, we
are certainly going to suffer, and I
do not think we are going to be
satisfied.

Now you come down through, and
there are your third-class roads,
construction that can be placed on
roads that town officials will have
designated as third class. That is
construction that will meet the re-
quirements of the State, so that at
a later date, if they have sufficient
money, it can be taken over as
State-aid.

We also have R. F. D, or mud-
money, as they call it, It is very
similar to the proposed measure,
only there is not as much money
being distributed, but it is being
distributed the same as is proposed
in this particular measure. That in
turnt 1st placed where town officials
want' it.
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I wonder if the trouble with some
of these bad roads is that some of
the town officials have not taken
care of their responsibility? I was
a town official, and, frankly, I be-
lieve if these moneys are not placed
where they should be it is the re-
sponsibility of the officials in that
particular town.

It is all right to pass additional
measures, but the question is:
Where if the money coming from?
There is s0 much money available,
and we will have to decide on just
what we want to do. In ofher
words, it is our responsibility here.

It has been mentioned that we
no doubt will have to do away with
our road resolves. If that is what
we want, that is what we will have.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Liver-
more, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I rise to
speak in support of the rural péo-
ple in Maine.

Ever since this gasoline tax went
into effect, our people on the dirt
roads have contributed their share
of this tax, and they have received
nothing that would come anywhere
near their home to help them get
out over their roads. They have
lived there and paid this tax for all
these years and have seen through
highways go along while they have
had unimproved roads. The time
has come now to give these people
a break.

As has been said by previous
speakers, we do not want and do
not need twenty-five and thirty-
foot roads, but we do need a road
that our cars and trucks can get
out over and haul our farm prod-
ucts to market in any time of the
year. That cannot be done at the
present time,

I believe that this Cross bill is a
fair and equitable bill, and if it does
away with the road resolve money,
more power to it. I would go home
without any road resolve money if
they could get this thing onto a
basis that gives us a program for.
rural Maine. The argument that
you have not got the money does
not sound very strong to me, be-
cauge if all you have got is the
money you have already set up for
the road resolve plus your R. F. D.
money, then kick that in and let
us use it in the Cross bill and get
this thing started. When the war
is over and cars and trucks are on
the road again and our income in-
creases, maybe you can step it up
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to ten per cent. If you do that, you
will be getting somewhere in the
rural areas in the State of Maine.

Many of our farmers probably
never will live to see a road they
can drive out over in mud-time,
both in the fall and in the spring.
Under this Cross bill I believe they
would have some hope. Certainly,
as scon as the rcad is built, it in-
creases the valuation on these
farms and tends to increase the
standard of living in the rural sec-
tion of our State. .

I hope that tHis motion that has
been made to substitute the bill for
the committee report receives your
support. .

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Rome,
Mr. Downs.

Mr. DOWNS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: My mem-
ory goes back at this time to the
first time that I had the privilege
of serving in this Legislature. My
hair wasn’t quite as white as it is
now. I remember very plainly how
anxiously I watched and how deep-
ly interested I was in road resolves,
the only thing that I could take
back to my class of these towns and
tell them, each and every one of
them, “I got so much money for
your town.”

I would naturally, coming from
a class of rural towns, be particu-
larly interested in this Cross BIll.
I have always been interested in
road resolves, notwithstanding the
worry and fret as to how much we
were going to get, and whether or
not we were going to get anything.

I am wondering if the time has
not arrived when we should look at
it in a logical manner. Has not
the day of road resolves really out-
lived its usefulness? Now in help-
ing to arrive at that conclusion, I
have hastily gone over a set of fig-
ures that I have here, and if I
were selfish, I do not know but
what I would be willing to go along
and continue the road resolves be-
cause I see that my own town is
pretty fortunate. We don’t have to
wallow around in the mud so much
in the spring and fall as some of
my other towns do, and I go on to
some of the other towns in my class
and see that under the Cross Bill
they are going to be benefitted.

I do not believe, even though I
get a little glory from taking home
a road resolve, that I should de-
prive one of the other towns in my
class from what is their just due.
It is not a pleasant picture that I

1085

get—at least it is not pleasant to
me—to ride over some country road
and see building after building,
house after house which contained
at one time a happy and prosperous
family, deserted, the buildings fall-
ing down, everything going into de-
cay because of the fact that for a
large portion of the year it was im-
possible for them to get to market
or get their produce to market. I
am not over-painting the picture.
You all know that it exists.

Now it seems to me that it would
be better to approach this question
in a fair, logical manner. We all
like to take home some glory with
us. That is true. Road resolves
have served their purposes, but
hasn’t the time come when we can
arrive at a sound, basic principle,
and when we come into this Leg-
islature, have a concrete idea of
how much money is going to be al-
lotted to our towns or how much
money our towns are going to get
for the maintenance of their dirt
roads.

I am reminded at this time of the
early days in January, when we
came into this Legislature, anxious
go, raring to go, and to accomplish
something, and we listened with in-
terest to the address of His Excel-
lency, giving us the green light to
go. And here is what he said: I
quote: “Special resolves for roads
and bridges are an anomaly in our
highway matters and a nuisance in
our legislative sessions. I believe
the State, as well as the Legisla-
ture, would be better off if this
practice of special resolves were
discontinued.”

We lock around from time to
time and grope for some assistance
in forming an opinion, and when I
read the words, and as I remem-
bered the words of His Excellency,
and to refresh my memory, looked
it up in his message, he gave me
an inspiration to vote for the Cross
Bill, and I hope the motion of the
entleman from Clifton, Mr. Wil-
liams, may prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Clifton, Mr. Williams, that the
bill be substituted for the “Ought
not to pass” report of the commit-
tee. All those in favor of the mo-
tion will say yes; those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and the bill was
substituted for the “Ought not to
pass” report, and the bill had its
two several readings and was as-
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signed for third reading tomorrow
morning.

On motion by Mr. Adams of Ken-
nebunkport, out of order and under
suspensicn of the rules, it was

ORDERED, the Senate concur-
ring, that ‘“Resolve, Authorizing
Commissioner of Agriculture to Em-
ploy Poultry Expert” (H. P. 1047)
(L., D. 655) be recalled to the House
from the Governor.

On motion by Mr. Adams, the
Order was sent forthwith to the
Senate.

The following Report was taken
up out of order under suspension of
the rules:

Ought to Pass in New Draft

Mr. Donahue from the Committee
on Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act re-
lating to the Enforcement and Col-
lection of Dog Licenses” (H. P.
1290) (L. D. 936) reported same in
a new draft (H. P. 1478) under same
title and that it “Ought to pass”.

Report was read and accepted
and the new draft ordered printed
under the Joint Rules.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the ninth matter
of unfinished business, Bill “An Act
Relating tco Relief During the
Emergency for Businesses in Finan-
cial Distress Because of Wartime
Conditions” (8. P. 422) (L. D. 1104)
tabled cn April 12th by Mr. Per-
kins of Boothbay Harbor, pending
passage to be engrossed; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

On motion by Mr. Perkins, the
bill was passed to be engrossed in
concurrence,

The SPEAKER.: The Chair now
lays before the House the tenth
matter of unfinished business, mo-
tion of Mr. Anderson of Oxbow
Plantation, that the House recon-
sider its action whereby it passed
to be engrossed Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Close Time on Deer in the
Counties of Hancock and Washing-
ton” (H, P. 1131) (L. D. 678) tabled
on April 12th by that gentleman
pending consideration; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: My
only purpose in asking reconsider-
ation of this measure was because
I felt that the committee’s action—
in fact I know that the commit-
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tee’s action—was not explained to
the House. I would like to explain
the action of the committee and
the reasons of the committee in re-
porting this bill out as we did. 1
perhaps recognize the futility of
such @& motion, in view of what
happened this morning. However,
that is the reason I have asked for
reconsideration of this measure at
this time,—in order that we might
explain to you why we reported as
we did on this bill,

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Winter
Harbor, Mr. Morrison.

Mr. MORRISON: Mr., Speaker,
last week this bill was passed to be
engrossed, and I still maintain that
if it was a good bill last week, it
still must be a good bill this week.
For that reason I trust that the
motion will not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Oxbow Plantation, Mr. Ander-
son, that the House do now recon-
sider its action whereby it passed
this bill to be engrossed. All those
in favor of the motion will say yes;
those opposed no.

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the eleventh
matter of unfinished business, Bill
“An Act Extending the Workmen’s
Compensation Act to Cover Occu-
pational Diseases” (H. P. 1443) (L.
D. 1137), tabled on April 12th by
Mr. Poulin of Rumford, pending
first reading; and the Chair recog-
nizes that gentleman.

On motion by Mr. Poulin, the bill
had its two several readings.

Mr. Poulin then offered House
Amendment “A” and moved its
adoption.

House Amendment “A”, which
has been reproduced and distrib-
uted as Legislative Document 1180,
read by the Clerk.

The SPEAKER: In the sixth line
of the bill as printed there is an ob-
vious clerical error in the semi-
colon after the word “employee”
and before the word “arising” and
the Chair directs the Clerk to
strike out that semi-colon.

The question is on the adoption
of House Amendment “A”, which is
Legislative Document 1180, and at
this time the Chair would like to
urge the members of the House, if
they want to rise and speak on any
issue, not to wait until after the
vote is started. The Chair will try
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to pause long enough to give any-
one an opportunity to rise, and the
Chair would ask the members not
to let their desire to be the last
speaker on an important matter in-
terfere with the vote.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Millinocket, Mr. Ward.

Mr. WARD: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I rise to
support the amendment which has
been offered by the gentleman from
Rumford, Mr. Poulin.

In the year 1911 an Act was pre-
sented to the T5th Legislature en-
titled “An Act Relating to Liability
of Employers” which was in reality
the first Workmen’s Compensation
Act to be presented to a Legisla-
ture in the State of Maine. That
was ultimately reported out of the
committee, a minority reporting
that it “Ought to pass” and a ma-
jority reporting that it “Ought to
be referred to the next Legislature.”

The Representative from Ells-
worth, Mr. Peters, who was one of
the signers of the minority report,
speaking in support of that report
and urging that the matter be re-
ferred to the next Legislature, had
this to say, and I quote from the
Legislative Record of 1911:

“I am one of those who believe
that we should do something and
we should steadily progress in our
theory of legislation in relation to
the employee, because I believe that
the progress of civilization has so
changed the relative conditions in
regards to employer and employee
that it has been in a sense left be-
hind. I believe our laws should be
gradually changed so that the la-
borers, that is the employees, will
have different and changed rights
in regards to this matter of per-
sonal liability for personal injuries.
I think gradually we should change
it around so that more liability
rests upon the employer.”

And when the gentleman from
Ellsworth, in 1911, said that “I be-
liecve that the progress of civiliza-
tion has so changed the relative
conditions in regards to employer
and employes that it has been in
a sense left behind”, that was
thirty-four years after the first oc-
cupational disease law had been en-
acted in Switzerland, in 1877, and
it was six years after similar legis-
lation had been enacted in Great
Britain.

Here we are, thirty-four years
later, or sixty-eight years after the
occupational disease law was enact-
ed, considering such a measure at
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this session of the Legislature, and
we are considering it after approxi-
mately thirty-four states and three
territories have already adopted
that type of legislation. We are
considering it eight years after a
Recess Committee was appointed
by the State of Maine Legislature
in 1937 to study this subject, and
we are considering it after the Re-
publican Party in  the State of
Maeaine, at its last State Conven-
tion, inserted a plank urging that
the Workmen’s Compensation law
be extended to include occupational
diseases, and we are considering it
after the Democratic Party inserted
a, similar plank in their platform,
and we are considering it after the
Governor, in his inaugural address,
urged that we amend the Work-
men’s Compensation law to include
occupational diseases. So I wonder
who can question that this type of
legislation 1is premature at this
time.

In 1915 we finally enacted the
Woerkmen’s Compensation law.
Changing social and economic con-
ditions made it necessary that that
law be changed from time to time,
but I question at this time whether
anyone would be without a Work-
men’s Compensation law. I do not
believe that we can question that
as a result of that law the em-
ployer saw to it that many useful
and valuable safety devices were in-
stalled in his plant, and I believe
we have found that the number of
injuries have been kept at a mini-
mum as a result of that Workmen’s
Compensation law.

Now when these several occupa-
tional disease bills were heard he-
fore the committee on Judiciary,
the opponents stressed two major
points In opposition to it. The first
point 'was that the occupational
disease law, the Poulin bill in the
original form, was in fact a general
health insurance policy. Now I did
not place too much on that con-
tention, but, mnevertheless, this
amendment which has been pre-
sented and which we are now con-
sidering, changes the complexion of
the original Poulin bill which was
a general occupational disease cov-
erage bill and makes it a strict
scheduled bill restricting the occu-
pational disease to the thirteen
items which are listed at the last
of the bill.

The second point of contention
was the amount of costs involved.
Now I do not believe that this
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Legislature would want to do any-
thing which would force our em-
ployers out of business. I come
from a paper mill town, and I am
sure that I would not be interested
in seeing that mill close, but when
the opponents of occupational dis-
eases look for figures to quote, they
will usually go to some such city as
New York where the rates are ab-
normally high, and cite those in
opposition to an occupational dis-
ease bill, :

In 1937 an Interim Committee on
Occupational Diseases was appointed
by the Oregon Legislature and that
committee, reporting on the cost,
had this to say: “We find that the
additional cost to industry by adop-
tion of disease coverage positions
has ranged from eight-tenths of one
per cent of the total compensation
to as high as five per cent.

“In Ohio, expressed in terms of
incurred losses—many people in fu-
ture years—the ratio of occupational
disease awards to all Workmen’s
Compensation awards were, in 1934,
1%; 1935, 1.4%; 1936, 1.3%; 1937,
1.1%; 1938, 24%.”

Other states have had similar ex-
perience in occcupational disease
coverage, Now if we can enact an
occupational disease bill, and the
insurance people come in with their
rates, you will nhecessarily increase
the costs to the employer to a cer-
tain extent, but we know, if an
employer goes along year in and
year out an occupational disease
occurring in his plant, that the
increased cost to him cannot be
very much. The rates, whatever
they are, are based upon an experi-
ence rating which is based upon
the previous years of experience of
that employer, and it really becomes
more or less of an equalization
proposition.

I do want to call your attention
to section 8, subsection 2, of the
Workmen’s Compensation Act,
which says: “Every insurance com-
pany issuing industrial accident in-
surance policies covering payments
of compensation and benefits pro-
vided for in this act shall file with
the Insurance Commissioner a topy
of the form of such policies, and
no such policy shall be issued until
he has approved said form. It shall
also file its classification of risks
and premium rates relating there-
to, and any subsequent proposed
classification thereof, none of which
shall take effect until the Insur-
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ance Commissioner has approved
the same as adequate for the risks
to which they respectively apply.

He may require filing of specific
rates for Workmen’s Compensation
insurance, including the classifica-
tion of risks, experience, or any
other rating information from an
insurahce compahy authorized to
transact such insurance in Maine,
and may make or cause to be made
such investigation as may be deem-
ed necessary to satisfy himself that
such rates are correct and proper
before giving his approval and per-
mitting such rates to be promul-
gated for the use of said company.”

Now if this bill becomes a law,
and if we do have industries in
which occupational disease occur, I
believe it is reasonable to suppose
that the employer will take addi-
tional steps, and with renewed en-
ergy, he will attempt to overcome
the other risks which were incurred
prior to the enactment of the orig-
inal Workmen’s Compensation law.

Now I have looked over the House
Register. We have 151 members in
this House, and it says in the back,
on page 18, that 137 of them are
Republicans and 14 of them are
Democrats, and it seems to me that
this Legislature, with both of those
parties endorsing an occupational
disease law, has a duty to pass this
bill as amended.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bingham,
Mr. Dutton.

Mr. DUTTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Thirty years
ago I was a candidate for this House
for the first time, and I was mak-
ing, up in the North Country, what
I supposed to be a political speech,
and the hall was being used by both
the Democrats and the Republicans.
The Republicans were to have their
first inning. During the speech, I
made the statement that I would
vote for the Workmen’s Compensa-
tion. The late William R. Pattan-
gall was in the hall, and he was
getting anxious to make a speech,
and he said: “Gentleman, make
him promise that he will vote for
a Workmen’s Compensation law.

I made the pledge at that time
that I would vote for the best Work-
men’s Compensation Act that was
presented to the Legislature, and,
up to the present time, whenever I
have been a member, I have tried
to redeem that promise. This is sim-
ply, in my judgment, what should
have been passed a long time ago.
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It simply nieans that insurance
must take care of the extra cost.
It is right that it should, and it is
right that business should pay the
bill, and I stand here today to re-
deem the promise which I gave
thirty years ago. . .

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the adoption of the amendment,
which is Legislative Document No,
1180. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Boothbay Harbor,
Mr. Perkins.

Mr. PERKINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As Chair-
man on the part of the House of
the Judiciary Committee, which
considered this bill on occupation-
al disease, I wish to say I feel the
committee was motivated by the
same sentiment expressed by the
two gentlemen who have preceded
me.

The party platform included a
plank for occupational disease; our
Governor has recommended it, and
it seems to me it just simply a case
of keeping faith with labor and the
people when we put that plank in
cur platform.

Some of the objections to the bill
will be removed by these amgend-
ments, and I understand the bill,
if amended, will not be unsatisfac-
tory to industry and will not be op-
posed by labor. I hope the amend-
ment will be adopted.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the adoption of the amendment,
not on the bill itself. The gentle-
man from Rumford, Mr. Poulin,
moves that we adopt the amend-
ment, which is L. D. 1180.

All those in favor of the adoption
of the amendment will say yes;
contrary-minded no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed and House Amend-
mient “A” was adopted. .

Mr. WARD of Millinocket: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the rules be
suspended and the bill be given its
third reading at this time.

The SPEAKER.: The gentleman
from Millinocket moves that the
rules be suspended and the bill be
given its third reading at this time.

Mr. WIGHT of Bangor: Mr.
Speaker—

. The SPEAKER: The first ques-
tion to decide is whether or not we
shall suspend the rules and give
the bill its third reading.

All those in favor will say yes;
those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed and the bill was
given its third reading.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
oghizes the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr. Wight.

Mr. WIGHT: Mr. Speaker, I move
that this bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

Mr. Speaker and Members of the
House: Possibly there are some in
this room who think they would not
be affected by the passage of this
bill, but let me emphasize that
they certainly will be affected, for
the scope of this bill is certain to
widen and include all diseases
which are not now named in the
bill, This Legislature, I am sure,
would hesitate a long while before
it would pass a tax bill involving
some four million dollars, This is
what they would do if this bill
passes.

I believe the gentleman from
Millinocket, Mr. Ward, cites some
figures from some other state
which are over one per cent of the
payrell. If that were applied to
this State, the insurance would be
over four million dollars.

Now this law involves a type of
coverage which we have never be-
fore had in the State of Maine. It
is a measure to insure the employee
against certain diseases, thirteen
of them, defined in the act as oc-
cupational diseases. This may seem
mild, but, no matter how reason-
able” it appears, it is just the be-
ginning and it almost certainly will
be added to. There is almost no
limit to the number of diseases
which can be included in the cov-
erage. As the list grows, of course
the insurance costs will 20 up.

Sometimes it is difficult to deter-
mine whether or not a sickness is
caused by a person’s occupation.
For example, Rhode Island has got
in its list of occupational diseases
frost-bite. A person may freeze his
feet on an ice-fishing trip; he goes
to work the next morning and stays
a short time; he has chilled feet,
and goes home. The employer knows
nothing about the -circumstances
regarding this, but he pays the doc-
tor’s bills and the compensation.

One thing is certain: If this is
adopted every business in the State
of Maine will have substantiaslly in-
creased costs, which would be seri-
ous at this particular time, espec-
ially so because of O. P. A. ceilings
on ‘merchandise and reconversion
problems. Insurance premiums un-
der our present Workmen’'s Com-
pensation Law are generally around
one per cent, sometimes more, and
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now we propose to double this
amount.

In 1944 Maine had a payroll in
organizations employing eight or
more persons — and this particular
bill applies to organizations employ-
ing five or more persons — Maine
had a payroll of $389,000,000. If this
bill passes, this amount will be in-
creased, according to the propo-
nents’ citations, at least double.

Besides the added expense to in-
dustry, the administration of such
a law will cost the State fifteen or
twenty thousand dollars. The In-
dustrial Accident Commission is
now about 500 accident cases in
arrears. It would take two extra
commissioners to handle the cases
originating from +this bill, besides
other added expenses; so fifteen to
twenty thousand dollars for this
State in expense is a conservative
estimate.

The expense at this time is too
great, the opportunity for misuse
too easy, to make this proposed
law desirabile.

I hope the motion for indefinite
postponement will prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Rumford,
Mr. Poulin,

Mr. POULIN: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to explain to the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr, Wight, that
occupational disease is considered
to be only seven per cent of the
cases affected in the State of Maine;
also, this is restricted to a schedule,
and nothing that does not come
under this schedule would be af-
fected under occupational diseases.
On good authority, it has been
stated to me that the top cost of
occupational disease would be one
dollar per hundred dollars of pay-
roll, so I do not think the cost is
excessive for coverage of this kind.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Biddeford,
Mr. Renouf.

Mr. RENOUF: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the Legislature:

About twenty-five years ago the
Legislature enacted into law, “The
Workmen’s Compensation Act.”

This Act was bitterly opposed by
industry at that time under the
misconception that the enactment
of this type of legislation would re-
sult in costs of operation that would
be abortive. They did not stop to
consider that under the old law
whereby they might be sued for
accidents and deaths before a jury
and the jury awarding damages over
and above what would be paid un-
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der the Workmen’s ‘Compensation
Act would result in their not know-
ing beforehand just what amount to
lay aside for the payment of judg-
menss based on such suit, but could
be determined only at the end of
each year. Under the Workmen’s
Compensation Act the elements of
pain and suffering were eliminated.
The costs of the premiums are al-
ready known and can be added to
the cost of production and each re-
sulting accident or death is definite-
ly limited to the schedule as estab-
lished in the Act, and really was a
benefit to the employer instead of
a hardship as they felt at the time
the law was first enacted.

The wisdom of the Legislature was
vindicated because, as a Tesult of
this legislation, it proved to be the
greatest single factor in eradicating
accidents in our industries. Still
better, industries set up safety en-
gineers in their plants whose duties
it was to devise safety measures for
the prevention of accidents.

The premiums paid by the em-
ployers were not as oppressive as
first indicated and the increased
cost of operating their plants was
easily absorbed in the production
costs.

Since enacting the Workmen’s
Compensation Act, several attempts
have been made to broaden the law
so as to make compensable Oc-
cupational Diseases, but all these
attempts have failed.

During the last election campaign,
organized labor, through its rep-
resentatives attending the State
Convention of both major parties,
were able to induce the leaders of
these parties, the advisability of
adopting =a resolution in their
respective platforms, to the effect
that they would endeavor to enact
legislation broadening the Work-
men’s Compensation Act so as to
include occupational diseases and,
further, His Excellency, the Gover-
nor, in ‘his inaugural address de-
livered to both branches of the Leg-
islature in convention tassembled
said — and I quote the Legislative
Record:

- “Maine laws at present limit com-
pensation to accidents but make no
provision for woccupational diseases
contracted by exposure of more than
a single day. In view of both the
Republican platform and the Re-
port of the Legislative Recess Com-
mittee favoring legislation on this
subject the Legislature should give
this matter favorable consideration.
Workmen’s Compensation is now
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compulsory in 23 states and in my
opinion Maine should join this
group.”

This bill that you now have be-
fore you, has been favorably report-
ed out by the Judiciary Committee.
It is a modification of the bill pre-
sented by the gentleman from Rum-
ford, Mr. Poulin, and has the en-
dorsement of the Governor.

The unanimous report of the
Committee “Ought to Pass” was
given to the Legisiature only after
very careful consideration of all the
factors in the bill.

This added protection for the
workers in the ‘State of Maine will
result in employers reducing the
hazards whereby workers may de-
velop Occupational Diseases and
therefore, preventative measures
adopted by employers will be con-
ducive to healthler conditions of
employment for our people.

The administration of the law will
centinue under the Industrial Ac-
cident Commission who have done
a very good job in administering
the Workmen’s Compensation Act
in the past and this fact should
allay any fears that industry might
have because of the addition of this
section covering certain occupation-
al diseases.

The SPEAKER,:: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Bath,
Miss Deering.

Miss DEERING: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I think that
this bill goes ever farther than
pledges by either political party. I
think many of us have realized, in
the last few years, during the war,
where we have had so many people
go into industries and types of work
they have never gone into before,
that there are many conditions
which should not be allowed to exist
or remain.

This bill would take care of many
of our occupational hazards exist-
ing at the present time. We have
many women in industries how who
were not in that same type of work
a few years ago, but I think those
women will stay there a while long-
er after the war is over. They have
found out that they are able to do
many of the jobs which we con-
sidered men’s jobs.

There is one reason why I am
particularly interested in this bill,
and that is due to the fact I have
seen so many results of welding.
That is, to my mind, one of the
wors% causes of occupational dis-
eases. It is particularly interesting
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to me because I have seen s0 many
young girls go into this occupation.
Many of them, as I say, will stay
when the war is over.

There are many things that could
be taken care of with a little pre-
caution, I do feel that this bill is
something that we owe to our work-
ing people. If we find there are
places in it where it is harmful to
the worker or to the employer, the
kill will be amended. I am sure
it will not be the first bill that has
been amended after we have adopt-
ed it. I think it is a debt that we
owe, and I think we should realize
the responsibility on us, not simply
as a political issue, but our respon-
sibility to .our workers.

I hope the motion to indefinitely
postpone will not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Augusta,
Mr. Peirce.

Mr. PEIRCE: Mr. Speaker, when
the vote is taken I ask for a divi-
sion.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Wight, that the
bill as amended be indefinitely
postponed, and the gentleman from
Augusta. Mr. Peirce, has asked for
e, division.

All those in favor of the motion
will rise and stand. in their places
until counted and the monitors
have made and returned the count.

Mr. WARREN of Westbrook: Mr.
Speaker-—

The SPEAKER: For what purpose
does the gentleman rise

Mr, WARREN: Did I unde
the discussion was over?

The SPEAKER: The Chair saw
no one rise. The Chair waited sev-
eral moments.

Mr. WARREN: Mr. Speaker, I in-
tended to say something on this
measure.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from West-
krook, Mr. Warren.

Mr. WARREN: Mr. Speaker and
Membkers of the House: I am very
much ccncerned in this bill and I
do not like it. I can say to you
truthfully that it does not affect me
personzlly to any sgreat extent. I
can say to you that I have retired
from all active responsibility, and
I have nothing to do with the ad-
ministration of it; but I have had
experience which I think gives me
the knowledge of the requirements
of industry, of the employer and
of the needs of labor.

rstand
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Now I can say to you that no
employer in this State wants this
bill passed, irrespective of anything
that has been told you. If there are
any such, you could count them on
the fingers of one hand. I do not
think there are any. There may be
some who have told you they do
not object to it too much, and that
is all right; but I know a lot of
them, and I have reason to know
they are very much opposed to it.

Some will tell you that it is in
the Republican platform and in the
Democratic platform. Well, T am
not going to speak cautiously now
nor politically, and I -am not going
to speak diplomatically. I am going
to tell you a few facts you know
and some that perhaps you do not
know. I wonder how many of the
voters have read the Republican
platform? I have not read it. Some-
body told me that it was behind
this occupational disease bill. How
many voters, when they voted for
you and sent you down here, asked
you if you supported the platform
in its entirety, or even gave it a
thought? So I do not pay too much
attention to that platform.

They tell you alse that this bill
has been emasculated to a point
where it 1s not very troublesome.
If that is the case, it does not
mean anything te labor, because
they will not get anything out of
it. But I can see that it has not
been made a harmless bill, and I
hope I can show you that.

You know that labor has wran-
gled quite a lot of concessions in
late years. You know they have
been aided quite a little by the
Federal government, and now they
would like to get some help from
the State government. I do not
condemn them for that—that is
their business, to look out for them-
selves and get what they can. I
do not even condemn them for get-
ting this in the Republican plat-
form. They had the cards to play

and they had the votes, so they -

got it in there. All things are fair
in love and war—and I will leave
it to you to decide which this is
right now.

I think I love the workman just
as much as I love the employer as
a class. I know my best friends have
been workingmen, and I have known
employers I did not like very well.
So that is not the question; it is
just the question of fairness I am
talking about. I have found that
workingmen are reasonable, good
thinkers, sound thinkers, when they
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are not unduly heated by prejudices
and when they are not stirred up by
agitators. The same is true with
employers: they are reasonable, but
sometimes their prejudice will run
away with them. I am prejudiced,
but I hope I am not prejudiced to
a point where I shall make any
wild statements.

It was all right for labor to get
that in the platform; but I do not
think it is quite right for the steer-
ing committee to come around and
tell us we have got to support the
party irrespective of any convictions
we may hold.

~This matter has been before pre-
vious legislatures; it is before us
now, and it will come before legis-
latures in the future. It is a bill that
the employers have to fight. I do
not know why they should not fight
it this time. I do not care how in-
nocuous a bill it is, how harmless
you make it: I am going to fight it
just the same, hecause we have got
to stay in this fight. If we turn it
down now, that is good. If we pass
it, I guess they will put it in the
Republican platform next time, and
it will come in with a lot of em-
pellishmenits, and we will have to
fight it, so why not fight it now?

You know this is not a State in
which occupational disease is pre-
valent. There is very little of it in
this State. The only truly occupa-
tional disease, the one that can be
definitely traced and fixed, is that
class of diseases called “dust dis-
eases”, and that has been left out
of this bill. Now that in itself, it
seems 'to me, is enough to condemn
it. What they have left in are those
things which are subject to con-
troversy, those things where you
cannct definitely state that the
trouble arose from the condition
of employment. That question has
to go up to the Commission to be
settled. That is a very vital error, I
think, in this bill.

In the paper industry, which I
know something about, this amend-
ed bill is just as bad as the first
one, so far as I can see. We do not
have any dust diseases anyhow. It
just leaves us with these scheduled
diseases here. They are all in that
uncertain, mythical class where you
cannot definitely say that the
trouble came from the hazards of
the employment, so you put it up to
the Commission to settle these
thines.

With human nature constituted as
it is, you know that people are
fearful; you know that if a sugges-
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tion comes to them that a certain
thing may be harmful they cannot
shake it off. They very naturally
feel that any trouble they have was
due to that exposure. They go home
and call a doctor, and, if the doctor
is like a lot of doctors I know, he
says there is something wrong with
the place where you are working;
you have got to stay home and rest
a while. This man says he will go to
the Commission and get his bene-
fits. He goes to the <Commission:
and the employer gets a doctor and
the man gets a doctor. No two doc-
tors ever agree, and the Commis-
sion has to settle the question. You
see what a position that Commis-
sion is in. It puts on them a lot of
extra work; it puts on them mak-
ing a decision where they have not
any actual facts to work on, where
they have just got to guess at it.

What does labor get out of this?
Labor gets quite a considerable
amount of money from the em-
ployers in the form of insurance
premiums paid to the insurance
company, then they expect to draw
on that fund. Now they might just
as well draw on that fund through
a lottery as through this bill. Here
is one man working in one depart-
ment and one in another, and they
both think they have an occupa-
tional disease, and they go to the
Commission to find out. They are
both equally needy; they both need
it just as much, but it depends on
the decision of the Commission and
they have to act on information
which is net definite.  So you might
Just as well draw it by a lottery.

I think if labor wants to get
something out of this labor should
go after something that is worth
while. This is going to cost the em-
ployers a considerable amount; it
is going to cost them a great deal
0of disturbance and trouble, and
some employees are going to get
help and a lot of others who need it
just as much are not going to get it,
and none of them are going to have
a real occupational disease. I really
and ‘truly think that this bill should
be indefinitely postponed.

The SPRAKER® The Chair rec-
oonizes the gentleman from Saco,
Mr. Jordan.

Mr JORDAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would like
t» say I have given -considerable
thruaht to this bill and I deem it a
privileze to be able to explain to
you how I progressed in my de-
cision.
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I want to make it clear at the

‘owtset that I approach this subject

neither from the angle of an indus-
trialist nor from that of labor; for
I am neither one or the other. As
an owner of real property in Maine,
I am naturally interested in seeing
that State grow, and therefore I
looked into this problem from the
angle of the State. .

The first question which of course
arises is, will it benefit the State?
Your first reaction may be, that an
occupational disease bill would bene-
fit a goodly part of Maine citizens,
and what would benefit a part would
benefit to a lesser degree the whole.
But then you would be forcibly re-
minded that this benefit would be
paid through an added tax on in-
austry through higher insurance
rates, thereby adversely affecting
another part of Maine citizens.

Then when you seem to have lo-
calized this problem as one between
industry, you happen to think about
new industries that might come into
the State. You recall that one of
the important duties of the Devel-
opment Commission is to induce
new industries to come to Maine.
Perhaps you do not know but there
are two kinds of industry which
there is a possibility of securing ac-
cording to Mr. Greaton, one having
to do with a discovery made while
searching for mineral, and another
industry for the manufacture of ar-
ticles made from wood pulp, or from
lumber itself. The world we are to
live in promises new uses from old
material, and Maine may gain in-
dustrially from the fact if we act
wisely.

You all realize that every com-
pany in making a decision where to
locate takes into consideration the
cost of manufacture. You can un-
derstand, therefore, that an extra
cost anywhere along the line might
very well prevent an industry from
coming to Maine which otherwise
would have liked to.

And that brings up the question
as to just what position Maine
stands in_its ability to attract in-
dustry. I know you realize that
Maine was settled very early in the
history of this country, and yet to-
day it has a population of one good
gized city in other states although it
38 nearly as large as all the other
New England states combined. To-
day Maine is not looked upon as an
industrial State outside of its own
borders. I do not think T need
to add anything to those two facts
to bring home the fact to you that



1094

Maine is not in a very good posi-
tion to naturally attract industry.
Even as short a time as ten years
ago, one of our largest industries
were threatening to go South.

So when we suggest that an add-
ed cost to manufacture will very
likely be the cause of keeping all
new industries out of Maine, do
not laugh, because your history has
shown that it has been hard enough
to get them as conditions are at
present, and that it is not at all
sure that those we have will stay.

The question arises here as to
whether Maine desires to grow in-
dustrially, whether it would not be
better to become a recreation
State, the playground of the nation
in the summer as Florida is in the
winter and that that would be suf-
ficient to make a great State. If
you believe that, new industries will
not interest you, but I also will call
to your attention that your Maine
girls and boys will continue to leave
Maine for employment in other
states just as they do now. We
have heard the plea many times
that Maine do something to keep

our sons and daughters in their -

home State. To do that we must
diversify and multiply our oppor-
tunities for employment, for our
boys and girls must have vocations
and employ them in industry some-
where, abroad if there is no indus-
try at home. And we legislators
have noticed that where the popu-
lation is the greatest, it is possible
to carry on programs for social bet-
terment without undue hardship
on any one person, which in Maine
has been deemed too expensive. It
should be self-evident that nothing
increases population to such a de-
gree as industry.

Now as far as I can make out,
this law effects most of all indus-
tries which are not in Maine at the
present time. Number seven on
your list of diseases affects rayon
manufacturers solely and we have
no rayon mills, We have had in-
quiries from rayon manufacturers
as to the prospects of locating in
Maine. Rayon is made from wood
pulp and the proximity to raw ma-
terial would be their reason for
their move. You can see that item
seven would be a red flag to these
men saying “Keep off — we do not
want you in Maine.”

You may say that other states
have an Occupational Disease law.
My only answer to that one is this,
that other states are more satis-
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factorily situated to industrial mar-
kets than Maine is, or have a more
moderate climate. We need every
advantage we have or can get to
stay up in this competition game,
and I do not feel that we should
pass a law that might cause us to
lose the game.

Finally, there is one other thing
I noticed about this bill and that
is the only disease which everyone
agrees is occupational is not in-
cluded in this bill — Silicosis. I
am confident, however, if this bill
passes, that another session will
find this disease up for inclusion,
and those interested in defeating
that inclusion will have to fight it
alone,

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Snow.

Mr. SNOW: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I want to
confirm the remarks of the gentle-
man from Westbrook, Mr. Warren,
who has said that individuals, both
large and small, in my community
are opposed to this measure. I think
we are going too far in trying to
regulate industry. At this particu-
lar time, each and every business
man in this House, I think, will
agree with me that we have all the
rules and regulations that we now
can contend with without the State
of Maine having any more. I be-
lieve this bill will add additional
expense to business, which is now
overburdened with taxes. I also be-
lieve it has far-reaching powers.
No one knows what will develop.

There have been several business
men who have called on me during
the past week who have been very
much concerned about this bill. For
example, one of these business men
has about fifty men that work for
him, and he feels that he will be
obliged to have each and every one
of them examined. Due to wartime
conditions, a good proportion of
these men are older men who may
not be physically fit. He feels that
he may be obliged to lay off some
of these men, which will work a
hardship upon the employer as well
as the employee.

So I would simply like to leave
that message with you and let you
know that business in my com-
munity is somewhat concerned
about this matter. I hope the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Bangor
(Mr. Wight) to indefinitely post-
pone will prevail.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr, Jacobs.

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I speak in
protest on this bill in behalf of the
shoe manufacturers of the City of
Auburn and the cotton manufac~
turers and the textile business in
the City of Lewiston, who employ
some 25,000 people every day.

Since this bill has been before
this House for consideration, they
are much concerned in regard to its
possibilities and its effect upon
them as manufacturers. They feel
that it will entail a large expense
to maintain it and that it is wholly
unnecessary. For that reason alone,
I oppose the bill and ask indefinite
postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Green-
ville, Mr. Rollins.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I arise as
a member of the “steering commit-
tee” to which reference was made,.
I will state my position on this bill.

As I have said before on the floor
of this House, I stand for the little
employee, and I think every member
realizes that fact. I am not con-
cerned about the employers—they
can take care of themselves. They
have their lobby. The little fellow
has no lobby down here. The em-
ployer has had his way long enough.
The employer had his way on the
floor of this House when we put the
right man on the Commission to
which this legislation would send
this type of cases to. Every man
who spoke for that raise—to which
some of us were opposed, myself in-
cluded—every man who supported
that raise, because they had to have
the right man—who were they
representing? Industry! Industry
wanted the right man. Were they
hiring him for the good of labor?
No! They were looking out for in-
dustry, and they are looking out for
industry here. And I, in support of
this measure, am looking out for the
little employee. I hope that the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Bangor
(Mr. Wight) does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Sanford,
Mr. Pascucci.

Mr. PASCUCCI: Mr. Speaker,
one of the circumstances involving
workmen’s compensation, its accept-
ance by the employer, has not been
brought up before the House this
afternoon.
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Before there was a Workmen’s
Compensation Act, injuries occur-
ring in the course of employment
were settled by the court under the
common law rules, Since the Work-
men’s Compensation Act came into
being, the law did not want to de-
prive the employer of his rights un-
der the common law, so that Work-
men’s Compensation Act is not a
compulsory act. The employer can
take it or leave it, and, by leaving
it, he retains his common law pro-
tection. By taking it, he comes
within the provisions of the Work-
men’s Compensation Act.

Now if the employer at any time
feels that he is better off under the
common law rule prior to the enact-
ment of the Workmen’s Compensa-
tion Act, he is free to do so. There
is no compulsion upon him to ad-
here to the Workmen’s Compenasa-
tion Law, and, as this particular bill
has proved, no employee is obliged
to adhere to it; he can still main-
}ain his rights under the common
aw.

But history has proven that it
was to the benefit, not only of the
employee but of the employer, to
come under the Workmen's Com-
pensation Act, and they were quick
to graps that fact, although in the
beginning they opposed it. So there
are very, very few employers today
who will not come under the Work-
men’s Compensation Act. So this
particular type of legislation is not
compulsory legislation, although it
is considered so by many people.
The employer has the right to let
it go or come under it.

So much, then, for the Work-
men’s Compensation Act and the
rights of the employers or employee
regarding compulsion.

Now a previous speaker has men-
tioned the fact that a new industry
in Maine would be retarded if we
set up laws so as to make it hard
for them to get established here in
the State of Maine. Well, this is
the first time in the history of the
State of Maine when we are trying
to put on the law books an occu-
pational disease law.

Let us take a look at the history
of the State of Maine industry for
the past twenty years. We had no
occupational disease law. Where
is the rush of these industries into
the State of Maine from these oth-
er states that had this law? We
have attracted some industries here
in the State of Maine, not because
we had no occupational disease law
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but because of cheap labor. Peo-
ple have come here for the pur-
pose of exploitation. That is the
reason, in many cases, why some
new industries have settled here.
This particular law does not affect
them in any way whatsoever.

Now I come from a town where
there is located the Sanford Mills,
the Goodall Worsted Company, and
two large shoe manufacturing es-
tablishments. I have not heard one
word from them — although they
have communicated with me pre-
viously on socme other matters—as
to their opposition to this particu-
lar bill.

Again I repeat: Do not let a red
herring such as a new industry be-
ing taken into the State of Maine
befog you in any way, because, if
that is a fact, where have those in-
dustries been in the last twenty
years?

Again we have the question of
cost. We are again pitting money
against human misery. As long as
we pit money against human mis-
ery we will never have progessive
legislation. It has always been the
history of progressive legislation
that they have asked: How much
will 1t cost? How much will we
take out of the pocket of some par-
ticular group of individuals.

If you want to balance on the
scales money against human mis-
ery, then, gentlemen, you will vote
for indefinite postponement. If, on
the other hand, you recognize pro-
gressive legislation, then you will
not vote for indefinite postpone-
ment of this bill.

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

Mr. PAYSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
like to try to state in a very few
words what I think the issue is in
this case. This is progressive, for-
ward-looking legislation for the
benefit of labor. If industry can
operate in twenty-four states and
four territories and still compete,
what is the matter with industry
in the State of Maine if it cannot
do the same thing. In short, in-
dustry asks you today to subsidize
them at the expense of labor, so
they can compete.

I am very much opposed to the
motion to indefinitely postpone.

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

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I feel that
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on this bill I should put in a
word for the employees, and, in
saying so I think I have authority
to slg)eak for my own town of Bruns-
wick.

There is no question that today
many of our employees are working
under conditions that bring about
these occupational diseases, and,
with this law in force, I think mat-
ters will be so handled that there
will be a reduction in these dis~
eases and we will not have so many
of these diseases to contend with
and conditions will be better for
health. I know I am in favor of
the passage of this bill, and I am
speaking for a thousand individ-
uals down in Brunswick employed
in the textile industry.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Wight, that this
bill be indefinitely postponed, and
the gentleman from Augusta, Mr.
Peirce, has asked for a division. All
those in favor of the motion will
rise and stand in their places until
counted and the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Forty-six having voted in the
affirmative and 67 in the negative,
the motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended and sent
up for concurrence.

The following papers were taken
up out of order and under suspen-
sion of the rules:

House Report of a Committee

Ought to Pass in New Draft

Mr. Payson from the Committee

.on Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act

Amending the Charter of the Town
of Norridgewock School District”
(H. P. 1469) (L. D. 1162) reported
same in a new draft (H. P. 1481)
under same title and that it “Ought
to pass”

Report was read and accepted
and the new draft ordered printed
under the Joint Rules.

Ought to Pass

Mr. Hamilton from the Commit-
tee on Education on the following
Resolves, which were recommitted:

Resolve in favor of Bridgton
Academy (S. P. 309) (L. D. 856.

Resolve in favor of Corinna
Union Academy (H. P. 418) :

Resolve in favor of Limington
Academy (H. P. 504)

Resolve in favor of Parsonsfield
Academy (H. P. 505)
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Resolve in favor of Litchfield
Academy (H. P. 632)

Resolve in favor of Monmouth
Academy (H. P. 633)

Resolve in favor of Greely Insti-
tute (H. P. 726)

Resolve in favor of Patten
Academy (H. P. 806)
Resolve in favor of Coburn

Classical Institute (H. P. 807)

Resolve in favor of Leavitt In-
stitute (H. P. 1064)

Resolve in favor of East Corinth
Academy (H. P. 1124)

Resolve in favor of Lincoln
Academy (H. P. 1178) reported a
Consolidated Resolve (H. P. 1479)
under title of “Resolve in favor of
Several Academies, Institutes and
Seminaries” and that it “Ought to
pass.”

Report was read and accepted
and the Resolve ordered printed
under the Joint Rules.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the twelfth tabled
and unassigned matter, Majority
Report “Be referred to the 93rd
Legislature” and Minority Report
“Ought to pass in new draft” (H.
P. 1470) (L. D. 1179) of the Com-
mittee on Labor on Bill “An Act
Relating to Hours of Labor for
State Employees” (H. P. 1259) (L.
D. 883) tabled on April 12th by Mr.
Bell ®of Thomaston, pending motion
of Mr. Poulin of Rumford that the
minority report be accepted; and
the Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Thomaston. Mr. Bell.

Mr. BELL: Mr. Speaker, I hope
that the motion of Mr. Poulin will
prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Rumford,
Mr. Poulin.

Mr. POULIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
of the Labor Committee, I
would like to explain why this new
draft was introduced. In the first
place, the original legislative docu-
ment provided: “No state employee
in the classified service shall be
employed over 48 hours per week,
unless compensated by additional
salary to be determined by the state
personnel board.”

In this redraft it was confined
to four institutions, and the amend-
ment reads: “Hours of labor for
state employees in certain state
institutions. No state employee in
the classified service in the follow-
ing state institutions: Augusta state
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hospital, Bangor state hospital,
Pownal state school and the Maine
state prison shall be employed over
48 hours per week, unless compen-
sated by additional salary to be
determined by the state personnel
board.” )

There were many that appeared
before our committee, and the re-
port shows the majority report fav-
ors the passing over to the next
Legislature, but, under the first bill,
the costs of this project would be
Tomething like half a million dol-
ars.

There is no question but there
are some conditions there in our
State Hospitals that should be rem-
edied. For instance, the average
wage for attendants in Pownal,
Bangor and the Augusta institution
is from $23 to $27 a week, and the
hours of attendants are from 54 to
70. In the State Prison, the guards
work twelve-hour days and twelve-
hour nights. It is the right of any
employee to work as many hours as
he is physically able to, but he
should be paid for his labors. Most
of the other workers in the State
House do not work forty-eight
hours. These people work in these
institutions where their lives are
in danger and their health is im-
paired by long work hours. They
have been very loyal to this State
and deserve all we can do to help
them. We cannot reduce their
hours of labor to forty-eight hours
because it is impossible at the pres-
ent time to get any help. To show
you how reasonable they are, they
do not ask time and a half, as most
industries pay, but all they ask is
that you pay them their regular
hourly wage for the time they work.

I hope the minority report, “Ought
to pass in new draft” will be ac-
cepted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bethel,
Mr. Boyker.

Mr. BOYKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I wish to
say just a few words for our State
Hospitals, the one here at Augusta
and the one in Bangor, in support
of this bill. I also speak for the
attendants in these institutions and
for the inmates who are already
there. We are lacking attendants
in our two hospitals for the neces-
sary accomplishments of these in-
stitutions. If a compensation for
extra time is offered, there will be
extra work done by the present at-
tendants, and thereby improve the
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conditions which exist in those two
State Hospitals, conditions which
have taken up the attention of your
Insane Hospitals Committee for the
most of this session.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Haskell.

Mr. HASKELIL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
ber of the Salaries and Pees Com-
mittee, I am rather used to having
majority reports upset, but as a
member of the Committee on Labor,
I think the majority report in this
case ought to have explanation.

As this bill was heard, we were
given no idea of the dimensions of
the cost. The sponsor of the bill
wanted the overtime, but he had no
idea how many employees would be
affected and he had no idea what
the total cost to the State would be.
Your committee, at extended hear-
ings, tried to determine from many
department heads how much money
would be required to carry out the
provisions of the original bill. That
sum of money—and I will grant
that in some cases they were esti-
mates only—was $530,000 per year.

Some members of the Committee
on Labor went to your Appropria-
tions Committee and asked wheth-
er or not any such sum would be
available.

Many of us are employers who
grant overtime for over forty hours
a week. I think all of us on the
committee recognized the justice of
overtime payment for overtime
hours. However, in this particular
case, you are dealing with weekly
salaries established over a long
period of time, and are recognizing
the hours of work put ‘into those
weekly salaries.

The amendment that has been
submitted suggests that you select
four State institutions and pay the
employees the overtime wages. It
suggests that you leave out overtime
treatment and that you discrimi-
nate against State House employees,
Agricultural workers, Game Ward-
ens, Forestry Wardens and Health
and Welfare employees, School for
the Deaf, State Sanatoriums, State
School for Girls, Men’s Reforma-
tory, Women’s Reformatory, State
Police and Sea and Shore Fisheries.

It also makes no provision that
these provisional persons at Augus-
ta and Bangor, who are in the
classified service and who, on many
occasions, must work forty, fifty,
sixty or seventy hours a week.
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It was the opinion of the major-
ity of the Committee on Labor that
as this bill was drawn up, and the
money did not exist in the budget—
to recognize it on a State-wide
non-discriminatory basis, that the
bill did not recognize the restric-
tions and exemptions that should
be put into any sound bill for
equitable treatment of all State
employees, and therefore your ma-
jority report “Be referred to the
next legislature” was signed by sev-
en members of that committee.

I certainly hope that the motion
of the gentleman from Rumford,
Mr. Poulin, does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
oghizes the gentleman from Maple-
ton, Mr. Webber.

Mr. WEBBER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
ber of the Committee on State
Hospitals and Pownal State School,
I would like to briefly state that I
am in favor of the passage of this
bill. If the members of this House
could make a visit, as the members
of this committee have, to these
institutions, you would feel that
something ought to be done, every-
thing possible, for the inmates, and
everything possible for the em-
ployees. I think you would find that
conditions were much harder than
in the Fish and Game Departiment.
I think the woods—also the State
House—is a much healthier place
than these institutions. So I hope
whatever possible may be done for
the relief of those working in these
institutions.

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

Mr. PEIRCE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This bill
was originally a friendly gesture.
toward our State employees. It is,
in the strongest sense of the word,
“must” legislation for certain in-
stitutions. T dare predict that un-
less this Legislature takes action to
alleviate labor conditions in certain
of our institutions the executive
branch of the government will have
to take the matter into its own
hands and act itself. This is some-
thing which is solely in the pro-
vince of the Legislature and which
it is our duty to act upon. We know
conditions are very bad in these
institutions which this measure
affects. Therefore, I hope you will
adopt the minority report “Ought
to pass.”
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Rum-
ford, Mr. Poulin.

Mr. POULIN: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to tell the members of
the Legislature that, in speaking
with the Commissioner of Institu-
tions, Mr. Greenleaf, he told me
that the cost of this payment for
overtime hours in these four in-
stituticns would amount to about
$50,000. It seems that the State
Hospital at Augusta was allowed
$20,000 by the Appropriations Com-
mittee to put a program of this kind
in effect, but, due to the fact there
was no money appropriated for the
Bangor institution he did not dare
to put this in effect, but he thought
by having a bill of this kind that
would be an incentive to try it out,
and then, if possible, take it to
some other institutions.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Booth-
bay Harbor, Mr. Perkins.

Mr. PERKINS and Members of
the House: I am greatly disturbed
as a citizen of the State in any per-
son being forced to work more than
forty hours a week for a salary of
twenty-four dollars a week., While
this does not cover all of the em-
ployees of the State, it is the only
bill here I can vote upon where I
feel T may be doing an act of jus-
tice. T hope the motion of the gen-
tleman from Rumford, Mr. Poulin,
will prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from
Westbrook, Mrs. Roberts:

Mrs. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I wonder
if we realize the type of work being
done by State employees in institu-
tions about which we have been
speaking this afternoon? It is not
only the physical labor, but it is
the tremendous physical and men-
tal strain. I am not speaking of
the financial side, but I am speak-
ing in regard to the terrible strain
to the nerves of the people who are
doing this type of work. There are
some people who are able to work
ten or twelve hours in that way,
but there are a great many who
could not carry their work along
for eight hours. I wonder if, in
these institutions where there at
the present time so few employees,
if they could not find some who
could go in for eight hours who
%-Olnd not stand the twelve to twelve
ime.
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I hope the motion to accept the
minority report will prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizeés the gentleman from Green-
ville, Mr. Rollins.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
just like to call to your attention
that the minority report takes care
of conditions now which we all know
exist in our State hospitals and
State institutions. The majority re-
port to refer it to the next Legisla-
ture is far too late. The conditions
in 1947 may be altogether different,
and labor may be available, and
those conditions that exist today
would not exist. I hope the motion
of the gentleman from Rumford,
Mr. Poulin, prevails,

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Thomas-
ton, Mr. Bell.

Mr. BELL: Mr. Speaker, when
the vote is taken, I would like to
ask for a division of the House.

The SPEAKER: The question is
upon the motion of the gentleman
from Rumford, Mr. Poulin, that
the House accept the minority re-
port of the committee, “Ought to
pass in new draft” and the gentle-
man from Thomaston, Mr. Bell, has
asked for a division. AJ)l those in
favor of the motion will rise and
stand in their places until the moni-
tors have made and returned the
count.

A division of the House was had.

Fighty-three having voted in the
affirmative and 18 in the negative,
the motion prevailed and the House
accepted the minority report,
“Ought to pass in new draft.”

Thereupon, the bill, having al-
ready been printed, was read twice
under suspension of the rules; and
on motion by Mr. Bell, under sus-
pension of the rules, a viva voce
vote being taken, the bill had its
third reading and was passed to be
engrossed and sent up for con-
currence,

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Payson.

Mr. PAYSON: Mr. Speaker, un-
der suspension of the rules I move
that we reconsider our action of
this morning whereby Bill “An Act
to Incorporate the Portland Wharf
District” (H. P, 1328) (L. D. 972)
was passed to be enacted, and in
support of that motion I will say
that events with relation to the
Port of Portland bill rather indi-
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cate it might be wise to keep this
bill here so that we may be able to
dispose of it more quickly.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Payson, moves
that the House reconsider its ac-
tion of this morning whereby it
passed to be enacted L. D. 972, An
Act to Incorporate the Portland
Wharf District. Is this the pleasure
of the House?

The motion prevailed, and on
further motion by Mr. Payson, the
bill was tabled pending enactment.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the thir-
teenth matter of unfinished busi-
ness, Bill “An_Act Relating to the
Salary of the Forest Commissioner”
(H. P. 1464) (1. D.1168) tabled on
April 12th by Mr. Downs of Rome,
pending motion of Mr. Legard of
Bath, to indefinitely postpone the
pill; and the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Rome, Mr. Downs.

Mr. DOWNS: Mr. Speaker, the
action of the committee on this bill
would not indicate indefinite post-
ponement, therefore I trust that
the motion of my friend, the gen-
tleman from Bath, Mr. Legard, will
not prevail. If it does not, I will
attempt to make a further motion.

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

Mr. LEGARD: Mr, Speaker, I now
withdraw my motion to indefinite-
ly postpone. .

The SPEAKER: Leave to with-
draw the motion is granted.

Thereupon, the bill had its sec-
ond reading.

Mr. Legard then offered House
Amendment “A” and moved its
adoption.

House Amendment A”
the Clerk as follows: -

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
1464, L. D. 1168, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to the Salary of the Forest
Commissicner.”

Amend said Bill by inserting at
the beginning of the 1st line, be-
fore the headnote therecf, the fol-
lowing: ‘Sec. 1.

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof the follow-
ing:

‘Sec. 2. Limitation of Act, This
act shall remain in force for a pe-
riod of 2 years only. It is the in-
tent of the legislature to change the
present statute for a period of 2
years only, after which period the

read by
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present statute shall return to full
force and effect.

House Amendment “A” was
adopied, and under suspension of
th2 rules the bill had its third read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed
as amended and sent up for con-
currence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House, H. P. 874, L. D.
522, Bill “An Act Clarifying the
Law in Relation to Parkways and
Freeways,” tabled earlier in today’s
session by the gentleman from Au-
gusta, Mr. Peirce, pending further
consideration, which occurs on
Page 5 of your printed calendar of
this morning under non-concurrent
matters and just before Orders;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

Mr. PEIRCE: Mr. Speaker and
Members ¢f the House: I wish to
make a few words of explanation on
this matter, and then I shall move
that we recede and concur with
the Senate in indefinitely postpon-
ing the bill. The bill as it is pro-
poses to set up certain machinery
to comply with Federal regulations
in accepting and using TFederal
monies. At the present time it ap-
pears that we cannot undertake
construction regardless of whether
or not we have Federal monies, so
this matter can be, without too
much danger, postponed, therefore
I now move that we recede and
concur with the Senate whereby
this bill was indefinitely post-
poned.

The* SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Peirce, moves
that the House do now recede from
its previous action whereby this bill
was passed to be enacted. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed; and on
further motion by Mr. Peirce. the
bill was indefinitely postponed in
concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House H. P. 733, L.
D. 402 Bill “An Act Amending the
Charter of the City of Biddeford,
tabled earlier in today’s session by
the gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Renouf, pending its passage to be
enacted; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr. RENOUF: Mr. Speaker, this
bill proposes an amendment to the
City Charter of the City of Bidde-
ford, and as a representative there-
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of I raise my voice in opposition to
it.

This amendment was submitted
to this Legislature by your Com-
missioner of Education and was
sponsored by the gentleman from
Gorham, Mr. Russell, a member of
the regrouping committee.

The Legislature, convened in 1933,
was responsible for enacting the
School Union Law and was also
responsible for creating a new
charter for the city of Biddeford,
whereby the form of government
was changed from a mayor, board
of aldermen and councilmen form
of government, to a mayor and
council form of government, and
this charter provided for the elec-
tion of a school board of 5 members
and the school board was author-
ized to select a school superinten-
dent and to determine his salary
and, having operated during the
past 12 years under this charter,
why should the Department of
Education now seek to amend the
charter of the city of Biddeford to-
day?

The answer to this seems obvious.
The School Union Law provides for
a regrouping committee. Does this
Legislature feel that this regroup-
ing committee has performed 1its
duties as required under the Law?
Could not the committee have
grouped the small town of North
Kennebunkport into the Kenne-
Bunk School Union?

The school children of these two
small communities, after the com-
pletion of their elementary educa-
tion in their respective towns, get
their advanced education nearest to
them and that is Kennebunk and
Alfred.

As a representative from Bidde-
ford, I feel that our school super-
intendent has a full-time job as it
is, and to impose upon him the
superintendency of these two small
communities is uncalled for, after
operating under our present City
Charter for the past twelve years.

Mr. NADEAU of Biddeford: Mr.
Speaker and Members of the
House: I rise to voice my objection
to the passing of this act amending
the charter of the city of Biddeford.
I was and still am convinced the
passing of this act is a step back-
ward in supervision of the educa-
tion of our children. I believe the
citizens of a town or city ought to
know what is best for their own
children.
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If T had any doubt, it would cer-
tainly have been dispelled after the
eloquent speech made by Miss
Deering the other day in regard to
the building of schools when she
told us the citizens of each in-
dividual town or city ought to know
what is best for their own children,
so I hope the motion of Mr. Renouf,
to indefinitely postpone the bill
prevails.

The SPEAKER: The Chair re-
cognizes the gentleman from Bid-
deford, Mr. Donahue.

Mr. DONAHUE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As I pointed
out to you before, two months be-
fore the City of Biddeford was im-
properly ordered to join a school
union by your State Commissioner
of Education the School Board of
the City of Biddeford, in good faith,
made a contract with our superin-
tendent of schools for three years.
Under the provisions of your re-
grouping law, it is simply provided
that this act shall not interfere with
any existing contract. Furthermore,
the Constitution of the State of
Maine guarantees a right to every
individual citizen to have a contract
which has been made in good faith
and pursuant to a legislative act
carried out. The passage of this law
at its best means a law-suit for the
City of Biddeford. I do not believe
that the citizens of Biddeford in
good faith can go into any court
and tell our superintendent of schools
that because the State Commission-
er of Education and his regrouping
committee saw fit, in the first in-
stance, to act improperly--as I told
you before, your then Attorney Gen-
eral was convinced that he had er-
roneously advised the State Com-
missioner of Education--and again I
say, I do not think the citizens of
Biddeford in good faith would go
into court and oppose any claim by
a superintendent of schools requir-
ing us to live up to that contract.

That is the issue; it is a fair and
square issue. The passage of this
act means that you are compelling
the municipal officers of the City
of Biddeford to go into court and
oppose an action which was taken
in good faith under your State con-
stitution and which they have no
right to do. I hope that the motion
of the gentleman from Biddeford,
Mr. Renouf, prevails.

The SPEAKER: The Chair re-
congizes the entleman from Gorham,
Mr. Russell.
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Mr. RUSSELL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: There seems
to be a good deal of life in this at-
tempt to bring the City of Biddeford
into consistent relationship with the
State laws.

In 1933, inadvertently, the Leg-
islature allowed the City of Bid-
deford to establish a charter that
it declined to allow the City of
Rockland to establish. It was an
oversight, undoubtedly, because the
charter given to the City of Bidde-
ford was in violation of the law that
has been existing in the State for
quite a good many years.

This law says that a city, in order
to have the full-time services of a
superintendent that is subsidized by
the State, shall have at least 75
public school positions. The City of
Biddeford falls far short of that
number. I am a bit surprised that
the claim is made by a representa-
tive of the City of Biddeford that
their superintendent is not compe-
tent as very many other superin-
tendents throughout the State.

We have very many superinten-
dents superintending under more
difficult conditions than the super-
intendent in the City of Biddeford,
who has the city schools and those
two small towns nearby. We have
many more superintendents with
much more difficult supervisory
tasks than that who seemed to be
equal to it. I believe the charge
made against their superintendent
will stand.

T certainly do hope that this Leg-
islature will amend it so the City of
Biddeford will conform to the gen-
eral law of the State in relation to
the superintending of these schools.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Biddeford,
Mr. Donahue.

Mr. DONAHUE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: We have
just heard the voice of a member
of your State Regrouping Commit-
tee, and I believe he has demon-
strated to you his lack of knowl-
edge of your State regrouping law.
The State regrouping law he refers
to was enacted in 1933. The amend-
ment to the charter of the City of
Biddeford was in 1933, and it was
not a law that had been on your
books for a great many years. The
gentleman is a member of that same
committee which improperly ordered
the City of Biddeford to join a
school union. Again I say they have
demonstrated their inefficiency.
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There has been no charge made
that our superintendent of schools
is incapable or inefficient. His long
record of service as Superintendent
of schools in the State of Maine,
in which he has served in at least
twelve different communities, has
amply demonstrated his ability.

I say: Let the Regrouping Com-
mittee point out to me one city or
town which has the population of
the City of Biddeford which is in
a school union.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Biddeford, Mr. Renouf, that
L. D. 402, “An Act Amending the
Charter of the City of Biddeford”
be indefinitely postponed, and the
gentleman has asked for a divi-
sion,

All those in favor of the meotion
will rise and stand in their places
until counted and the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Forty-one having
voted in the affimative and 43 in
the negative, the motion is lost.

The question is now on the pass-
age of the hill to be enacted.

The 'Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Biddeford, Mr. Donahue.

Mr. DONAHUE: Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House reconsider its
action whereby it just—

The SP . Did the gentle-
man vote with the majority?

‘Mr. DONAHUE: No, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER.: Is it the pleasure
of the House that the bill be passed
to be enacted?

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House L. D. 1046,
Bill “An Act Relating to Inheri-
tance Taxes,” which was tabled this
morning by the gentleman from
Auburn, Mr. Williams, pending
passage to be enacted, and assigned
for later in today’s session.

The Chair recongizes the gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Williams.

Mr. WILLTAMS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I rise for
the purpose of pointing out one
point in this bill, and ask you to
reconsider your action whereby it
was passed to be engrossed.

As this bill is now written it has
changed some of the rates in regard
to inheritance taxes. The proposed
amendment does not affect those,
but the words in there in regard to
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the issue of a deceased child might
make and would make in some in-
stances, a different rate for mem-
bers in the same family.

At this time I move that we re-
consider our action whereby this
bill was passed to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER.:: The gentleman
from Auburn, Mr, Williams, under
suspension of the rules, moves that
we do now reconsider our action
whereby this bill was passed to be
engrossed. .

All those in favor of this motion

will say yes; those opposed will say

no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker, I
present House Amendment “C” and
move its adoption.

In explanation of this amend-
ment, I will say that the only thing
it does is to bring grandchildren in
the same classification. As the bill
stands previous to this amendment,
an adopted child would be taxed at
a different rate than issue, or a
natural child, and, in these days
when there are so many adopted
children in some families, there are
natural children and adopted chil-
dren. Many of these children are
adopted when a few weeks old, and,
in some cases, they do not know
they were adopted. Therefore, I
believe we should amend this bill
and bring all children in the same
family under the same rate.

I want to point out that this
does not in any way affect the re-
striction that grandchildren may
have a total exemption of $10,000.

The SPEAKER: The question is
one the adoption of House Amend-
ment “C”,  The Clerk will read
House Amendment “C”.

House Amendment “C” was read
by the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “C” to H. P.
1385, L. D. 1046, Bill “An Act re-
lating to Inheritance Taxes.”

Amend said Bill by striking out,
beginning in the 13th line of Sec.
3 thereof the following underlined
words: “who is the issue of a de-
ceased child”

. Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out in the 21st line of said Sec.
3. thereof the underlined word
“issue” and inserting in place there-
of the underlined word ‘child’

House Amendment “C” was
adopted, and the bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended and sent
up for concurrence.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the first ta-
bled and unassigned matter, House
Report “Ought to pass with Com-
mittee Amendment “A”, of the
Committee on Inland Fisheries and
Game, on Resolve to Simplify the
Ice Fishing Laws by Counties” (H.
P. 1134) (L. D. 790) tabled on April
11th by Mr. Collins of Caribou,
pending acceptance of report; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle~
man.

On motion by Mr, Collins, the
report of the committee was ac-
cepted, and the bill, having already
been printed, was read once un-
der suspension of the rules.

Committee Amendment “A”, re-
produced as Legislative Document
1174, was read by the Clerk, and
adopted. .

Thereupon, the Resolve was giv-
en its second reading under sus-
pension of the rules and was passed
to be engrossed and sent up for
concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the second
tabled and unassigned matter,
House Amendment “B” to Bill
“An Act Relating to Bounty on
Seals” (H. P. 1337) (L. D. 986) ta-
bled on April 11th for repreduc-
tion under House Rules, and the
Chair awaits a motion.

The question is on the adoption
of House Amendment “B”. The
Clerk will read the amendment.

House Amendment “B” read by
the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “B” to H. P.
1337, L. D. 986, Bill “An Act Relating
to Bounty on Seals.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
in the title thereof the words
“Bounty on” and inserting in place
thereof the words ‘Control of.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of section 1 thereof and
inserting in place thereof the fol- *
lowing:

“Sec. 1. R. S, ¢, 34, § 145. amend-
ed. Section 145 of chanter 34 of the
revised statutes is hereby repealed
and the following enacted in place
thereof:

‘Sec. 145. Control of seals. The
commissioner is hereby anthorized
and directed to kill and dispose of
all seals in the waters of any of the
coastal counties of the state when-
ever such seals are causing damage
to the property or livelihood of
fishermen,
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The provisions of this section shall
not affect or modify the provisions
of section 143’
¢ (Ii-Iouse Amendment “B” was adop-
ed.

Mr. Bowker of Portland, then
offered House Amendment “C” and
moved its adoption.

House Amendment “C”
the Clerk as follows:

House Amendment “C” to H. P.
1337, L. D. 986, Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Bounty on Seals.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of section 2 thereof.

House Amendment “C” was adop-
ted, and the bill was given its third
reading under suspension of the
rules and was passed to be engrossed
as amended and sent up for concur-
rence.

read by

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the third tabled
and unassigned matter, Bill “An
Act Relating to the Hunting and
Trapping of Foxes” (S. P. 362) (L.
D, 902) tabled on April 11th by Mr.
Snow of Auburn, pending third
reading; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr. SNOW: Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Williams.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
cannot yield. The Chair will recog-
nize the gentlemen as they rise.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Williams.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker, I
offer House Amendment “B” and
move its adoption. I will say that
my purpose in presenting this
amendment is to make this con-
form to our State Constitution
which provides that acts cannot
take effect until ninety days after
final adjournment, and it is now
obvious that we will not adjourn in
time for this law to become effective
kefore July 9th.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk in-
forms the Chair that we already
have House Amendment “B.” The
gentleman’s amendment will be
House Amendment “C.” House
Amendment “C” has been repro-
duced and distributed to the mem-
gggs under Filing No. 155, on April

House Amendment “C” to S. P.
362, L. D. 902, Bill “An Act relat-
ing to the Hunting and Trapping of
Foxes”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the following underlined words
“from July 9, 1945” in the first line
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oBf_ 11t)he new subsection (1) (Printed
i

Thereupon, House Amendment
“C” was adopted, and the bill was
given its third reading, and was
passed to be engrossed as amend-
ed in non-concurrence and sent up
for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the fourth
tabled and unassigned matter, Re-
solve Providing for an Interim
Commlission to Study Methods to
Assure Greater Productivity of the
Porest Lands of the State” (S. P.
435) (L. D. 1149) which comes from
the Senate passed to be engrossed,
tabled on April 12th by Mr. Rollins
of Greenville, pending first reading;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

On motion by Mr. Rollins, the
resolve was given its first reading,
and on further motion by Mr. Rol-
lins, under suspension of the rules,
the resolve had its second reading
and was passed to be engrossed in
concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the fifth ta-
bled and unassigned matter, House
Amendment “C” to Bill “An Act
Relating to Fees of Town Clerks
for Fishing and Hunting Licenses”
(H. P. 988) (L. D. 588) tabled on
April 12th for reproduction under
House Rule 36. The amendment
was reproduced and distributed un-
der Filing No. 216.

House Amendment “C” to H. P.
988, L. D. 588, Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Fees of Town Clerks for Fish-
ing and Hunting Licenses.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of section 2 therecf and substi-
tuting in place thereof the follow-
ing:

“Sec. 2. R. S, c¢. 33, § 19, sub-
§ (3), amended. Subsection (3) of
section 19 of chapter 33 of the re-
vised statutes is hereby amended to
read as follows:

‘(3) Non-resident fishing licenses
shall be of 3 classes, a 15 day license
to cost $3.15 $3.25, effective for 15
days from the date of mpurchase
thereof, and a season license, ef-
fective for the entire season, to cost
¢5.15 $5.25, but the amount paid
for a 15 day license shall be cred-
ited on the purchase of a year li-
cense upon an additional payment
of $2.15 $2.25, also a junior non-
resident license, which shall be a
season license covering all non-
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residents between the ages of 10
and 16 years, to cost $1.15 $1.25.
Pifteen Twenty-five cents shall be
retained by the agent for each li-
cense issued.” .
Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out the figures “$10.15” where
they appear in section 6 thereof,
and inserting in place thereof the

following ‘$10.15 $10.25
House Amendment “C” was
adopted, and under suspension of

the rules the® bill was given its
third reading and was passed to
be engrossed and sent up for con-
currence.

The Chair now lays before the
House the sixth tabled and un-
assigned matter, House Amendment
“A” to Bill “An Act Relating to
Keeping Certain Animals Confined,”
(H. P. 1426) (L. D. 1106) tabled on
April 12th for reproduction under
House Rule 36. It was reproduced
and distributed under Filing No.
209. The Clerk will read the
amendment.

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
919, L. D. 560, Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Keeping Certain Animals
Confined.”

The SPEAKER: For the purposes
of the record, the Chair will state
that this amendment was to the
old bill, and was so reproduced. The
Clerk will read House Amendment
“A” to the new bill.

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
1426, L. D. 1106, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Keeping Certain Animals
Confined.”

Amend said bill by striking out
all of that part designated as “Sec.
2-B” and inserting in place thereof
the following:

‘Sec. 2-B. Certain animals to be
confined; penalty. Owners and
keepers of sheep or cattile shall ade-
quately enclose and confine such
animals so as to prevent them from
running at large outside of such
enclosures.

If any damage is caused by rea-
son of such animals running at
large, the owners or keepers shall
be punished by a fine or not more
than $25.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from
Mechanic Falls, Mr. Hemphill.

Mr. HEMPHILL: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: This
modifies that bill auite a lot. Mr.
True showed me this amendment a
few days ago, and I told him I
would go along with it, but when I
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was going home I got to thinking
the matter over. I am going to tell
you the position I am placed in
through no fault of my own. While
I have not very much objection to
this, still it would cause me a lot of
trouble. There is a fishing brook as
well as the Maine Central Railroad
track running through my pasture.
On one side of my pasture is a
stump fence. The boys—the men as
well as the boys, instead of climb-
ing over that fence, will take out a
stump, and they will leave it out,
and the first thing I know my
neighbor’s cows are over onh my
land or my cows are over on his.
Now that is no fault of mine. There
are two gates on either side of the
railroad track, so I can get across
from one side of the pasture to the
other; and they will even leave
those gates open, and you will hear
the train tooting and the cows are
over on the track, and, when the
train is coming, they will duck in
any place they can find to get in
and get away from the train.

Now they are just as liable to get
into somebody’s valuable crop as
they are into the woods

That is the only thing I object
to. As long as you are sure you are
going to have friendly neighbors,
that is all right. My neighbors and
I are all friendly, but if you run up
against a mneighbor who is not
friendly you are going to get into
difficulty.

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the adoption of House Amend-
ment “A””  All those in favor of
the adoption of the amendment will
say yes; contrary minded, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion  “prevailed, and House
Amendment “A” was adopted, and
the bill had its third reading and
was passed to be engrossed as
amended and sent up for concur-
rence.

The SPEAKER The Chair now
lays before the House the seventh
tabled and unassigned matter, Re-
solve Authorizing Preparation of a
Digest of the Opinions of the Law
Court (S. P. 346) (L. D. 894) tabled
on April 12th by Mr. Williams of
Clifton, pending second reading;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

Mr. Williams thereupon offered
House Amendment “A” and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “A” read by
the Clerk as follows:
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House Amendment “A” to S. P.
346, L. D. 894, “Resolve, Authorizing
Preparation of a Digest of the
Opinions of the Law Court.”

Amend said Resolve by striking
out the last sentence of the 2nd
paragraph of said Resolve and in-
serting in place thereof the follow-
ing: ‘For the purpose of carrying
out the provisions of this resolve
the sum of $10,000 for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1946, is hereby
appropriated from the general fund
of the state. Any unexpended bal-
ances shall not lapse, but shall re-
main a continuing carrying account
until the purposes of this resolve
have been accomplished.’ :

A viva voce vote being taken,
House Amendment “A” was adopted
and the resolve had its second read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed
in non-concurrence and sent up for
concurrence.

. The SPEAKER: Resolve Author-
izing Commissioner of Agriculture
to Employ Poultry Expert, Legisla~
tive Document 655, which was re-
called from the Governor's office
earlier in the day is now in the
possession of the Clerk.

The Chair recoghizes the gentle-
man from Kennebunkport, Mr.
Adams,

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, I move
that this matter be tabled until to-
morrow morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
cannot at this time table the mat-
ter; there is no motion pending;
it is just in the hands of the Clerk.
If the gentleman has a motion he
cares to make, he can then table
the matter, pending the motion.

The 'Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Greenville, Mr. Rollins.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House reconsider its
action whereby this resolve was
finally passed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, under
suspension of the rules, now moves
that the House reconsider its ac-
tion whereby this resolve was finally
passed. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

Calls of no. no.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Presque
Isle, Mr. Brewer.

Mr. BREWER: Mr. Speaker, may
I ask for what purpose this is to
be reconsidered?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Presque Isle, Mr. Brewer, may
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ask the gentleman from Kenne-
bunkpont, Mr. Adams, a question,
and he may answer if he chooses.

Mr. BREWER: I would like to
ask Mr. Adams why he recalled this
bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may answer if he chooses.

Mr. ADAMS: I wanted it to be
taken up for further consideration.

Mr. Rollins was granted unani-
mous consent to address the House,

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House, the only
motion that I was to make—I was
to make a motion in order to have
a motion before the House, so it can
lie upon the table until tomorrow
morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman’s
motion was entirely correct.

Mr. BREWER.: It is perfectly all
right with me, Mr. Speaker. .

The SPEAKER: The question is
on the reconsideration of the for-
mer action of the House, under sus-
pension of the rules, whereby this
resolve was finally passed. Is this
the pleasure of the House? All
those in favor of the motion will
say yes; contrary minded no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and on further
motion by Mr. Rollins, the resolve
was tabled pending final passage.

The SPEAKER: Is there any
other business that can possibly be
done?

On motion by Mr. Payson of
Portland, the House voted to take
from the table the first tabled and
specially assigned matter, House
Report “Ought not to pass” of the
Cemmittee on Judiciary on Bill “An
Act Relating to the Poll-Tax” (H.
P. 524) (L. D. 255) tabled on April
4th by that gentleman, pending
motion of Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston
to accept the report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brunswick, Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
think this bill has been tossed
around about enocugh; I think it
has been tossed about too much.
The bill had a fair hearing—I am
sorry to say—in fact I think it was
as fair a hearing as we ever had
on any bill in this House. I ait-
tended that hearing. It seemed
like a county fair. In fact it was
the only time in the history of the
Judiciary Committee that they real-
ly relaxed and had a good time, I
think the Legislature ought to pass
this bill, and I will tell you why:
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“An Act Relating to the Poll Tax
—L. D, 265 ]

The Legislature ought to pass it,
even if it gets our goat,

Shows a way to make some
just be good and go and

put that “X” mark plainly down,

That will get you back your
money though it bankrupts your
home town.

You may think that I am joking
—passing out a smart wisecrack,

You may think that I am pok-
ing fun at you behind your back,

For you know how long you've
waited —you still wish and hope
and pray

That some tax might be abated
long before your dying day;
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Now-—‘Eureka!” You have found
itl and your heart is filled with
glee;

You just vote at each election
and you. get that poll tax free.”

The SPEAKER: The question
is on the motion of the gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, that
the House accept the “Ought not
to pass” report of the committee,
Is this the pleasure of the House?

Thereupon the “Ought not to
pass” report of the committee was
accepted and sent up for concur-
rence.

On motion by Mr. Ward of Mil-
linocket,

Adjourned until ten o'clock to-
morrow morning.





