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HOUSE 

Wednesday, April 18, 1945. 
The House met aecording to ad

journment and was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Aldrich 
of Augusta. 

J oumal of the previous session 
read and approved. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Milli
nocket, Mr. Ward. 

Mr. WARD: Mr. Speaker, House 
Rule No. 41 provides that on a 
question of moving reconsideration, 
this shall be done on the same or 
on the succeeding day. It has been 
the custom, in the closing days of 
the Legislature, in order to expe
dite the business and to enable us 
to transfer papers with the Senate, 
to sustain this rule and restriet the 
time in which we .can move for re
consideration to one hour. 

In order to expedite the 'bUSIiness, 
I move that by unanimous consent, 
all matters acted upon wt this 
morning's session be sent to the 
Senate after the lapse of one hour, 
the members being given that time 
in which to move or to file notice 
with the Clerk of intention to move 
for reconsideration. 

The motion prevailed. 

Papers from the Senate 
Joint Order 

The following Order: 
ORDERED, the House concur

ring, the Public Utilities Commis
sion and Highway Oommission 
make a study of the comparative 
costs to carriers of supplying freight 
transportation in Maine, omitting 
from the study all way .costs and 
all Btate and Federal ,taxation in
cluding tax on fuel and registration 
fees, the comparisons to be made 
between selected classes of carrier 
types, loadings, and distances,
and be it further 

ORDER,ED, that the results of 
this study be available for use of 
,the 93rd Legislature on the date of 
its convening (S. P. 446) 

Came from the Senate read and 
passed. 

In the HOUSle: 
Mr. WEEKS of Waterville: Mr. 

Speaker and Members of the House: 
This is a direc,Uve that a study be 
made of the relative costs of rail 

and truck transportation. The re
sullts of this study would be avail
able to the next Legislature for any 
consideration which it might wish 
to give to rail or truck transporta
tion. 

In order that the members may 
have a libtle more time for its con
sideration, I move that the Order 
be tabled. 

The motion prevailed and the 
Order was tabled pending consid
eration. 

Senate Divided Report 
Report A of the Committee on 

Labor reporting "Ought not to 
pass" on Bill "An Ad Establishing 
Minimum Wages of Labor on Public 
Works Projects Supported by State 
Funds" (S. P. 320) (L. D. 831) 

Report was signed by the fonow
ing members: 
Messrs. HOPKINS of Kennebec 

GOULD of Androscoggin 
SPE'AR of Cumberland 

--of the Senalte. 
BROWN of Unity 
HASKELL of Bangor 

-of the House. 
'Report B of same Committee re

porting "Ought to pass" on same 
Bill. 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. POULIN of Rumford 

MARSHALL of York 
JONES of Waterville 
WEEKS of Waterville 
RENOUF of Biddeford 

Came from the Senate with Re
port A "Ought not to pass" adopted. 

In the House, Report A, "Ought 
not to pass" was accepted in con
currence. 

Mr. WEEKS of Waterville: Mr. 
Speaker and Members of the 
House-

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

Mr. WEEKS: Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to speak upon the matter 
which we have just considered, 
therefore I move that the HOUSIe re
consider its action whereby we ac
cepted Report A. 

The SPE'AKER: The gentleman 
from Waterville, Mr. Weeks, has 
moved Ito reconsider. The question 
is debatable. The gentleman may 
proceed. 

Mr. WEEKS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In order 
that a minimum wage may be 
maintained and that labor may re
ceive its just share of the profits, 



1152 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 18, 1945 

I hope this House will consider the 
adoption of Report B rlllther than 
Report A. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
f!'Om WlIIterville, Mr. Weeks, moves 
that the House do now reconsider 
its action ofa moment ago where
by it accepted Report A "Ought 
not to pass" on this bill. All those 
in favor of the motion will say yes; 
those opposed no. 

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

Senate Divided Report 
Tabled and Assigned 

Majority Report of tJhe Commit
tee on Judiciary on Resolve Pro
posing an Amendment to the Con
stitution Providing for Permanent 
Sites and Locations of Public 
Wharves and Port Facilities (S. P. 
168) (L. D. 347) reporting same in 
a new draft (S. P. 444)(L. D. 1172) 
under title of "Resolve Proposing an 
Amendment to the Constitution so as Ito Provide for a $10,'500,000 Bond 
Issue for the Purposes of Building 
and Maintaining Public Wharves 
and for the Establishment of Ade
quate Port Facilities and Fish Piers 
in the Cities of Portland and Rock
land in the State of Maine, includ
ing Permanent Sites and Locations" 
and thalt it "Ought ,to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. WILLIAMS of Auburn 

WARD of Millinocket 
HASKELL of Portland 
OONNELLAN of Portland 
PEIRCE of Augusta 
P ASCUCGI of Sanford 

Minority Report of same Commit
tee reporting "Ought not to pass" 
on same Resolve. 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. DOW of Oxford 

DUNBAR of Washington 
Miss CLOUGH of Penobscot 

~of the Senate. 
Mr. PERKINS of Boothbay 

Harbor 
--of the House. 

. Came from the Senate with the 
Minority Report adopted. 

In the House: 
Mr. HASKELL of Portland: Mr. 

Speaker, I move Y'ou, Sir, that this 
bill and the .accompanying papers 
lie upon the table until later in to
daY"s session pending acceptance of 
either report. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 

from Portland, Mr. Haskell, moves 
that the two reports with accom
panying papers lie on the table 
pending acceptance of either re
port, and be assigned for later in 
today's session. Is this the pleas
ure of the House? All those in 
favor will ris'e and stand in their 
pla;ces until counted and the moni
tors will make and return the count. 

A division of the House was had. 
Sixty-five having voted in the af

firmative and 52 in the negative, 
the motion prevailed, and the re
POI'ts were so tabled and so as
signed. 

Final Reports 
Final Report of the Committee on 

Fedeml Relations. 
Final Report of the Committee 

on State School for Boys, State 
School for Girls and State Re
formatories. 

Final Report of the Committee 
on State Lands and Forest Pres
ervation. 

Game from the Senate read and 
.adopted. 

In the House, read 'and accepted 
in concurrence. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act to provide a Ton

nage Tax on Commercial Fertilizer" 
(H. P. No. 1338) (L. D. No. 989) 
which was passed to be engrossed 
in the House as amended by House 
Amendment "A" on April 12th. 

Came from the Senate with HOUSe 
Amendment "A" indefinitely post
poned and the Bill passed to be 
engrossed in non-concurrence. 

In the House: 
Mr. BREWER of Presque Isle: 

Mr. Speaker, I move th.at we insist 
on our former action and .ask for a 
Committee of Conference. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Presque Isle, Mr. Brewer, 
moves that the House insist on its 
former action and ask for a Com
mittee of Conference. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man f!'Om Poland, Mr. Gowell. 

Mr. GOWELL: Mr. Speaker, I 
think I do not need to go into this 
matter any farther. I am going 
to move that we recede and concur. 
I do not think we need to go into 
this matter any farther :Dor you to 
know my I"€asons for so doing. 

I knowth,at the Department of 
Agrkulture, through their Bureau 
of Inspection, though they have 
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very Httle to do with this bill, will 
find it necessary this next year to 
have the funds to perform their 
duty in fertilizer inspection. I also 
know that the bill ,as passed by the 
Soenate, unanimously, as I under
stand, is a fair bill, based on a 
three·-cent tax on commercial ferti
lizers~and that applies to every 
kind of manufactured fertilizer put 
out by manufacturers in the State 
of Maine. I also know the pro
visions of the bill say that the re
port of this tonnage tax, when sub
mitted to the Depa.rtment of Agri
culture, will be held by the De
pa.rtment of Agriculture as confi
dential; so I see no reason why at 
this time we should not recede and 
concur with the Senate; and, in 
view of the fact of the previous 
motion, I would ask for a division. 

The SPEAKER: There are two 
motions before the House, one to 
insist and ask for a committee of 
conference, and the other tD recede 
and concur with the Soenate. The 
motion to recede and concur has 
precedence. 

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

Mr. BREWER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The mem
bers of the House were kind to us 
the other day in upholding the way 
we want·ed this tax collected so far 
as concerns the fertilizer. When I 
say your fertilizer companies do not 
want a tonnage tax-I will call 
your attention to the fact that bet
ter than 85 per cent of the ferti
lizer is sold in Aroostook County, 
and we offered a solution whereby, 
by doubling the old formula under 
which this at the present time is 
collected. there was no opposition. 
It was agreeable to us; it was 
ag'l·eeable to our fertilizer com
panies, and, in that way, we could 
have had the money. But, for 
some unknown reason some of 
them insist that they must have a 
tonnage tax so that they will know 
exactly what these different com
panies do not want them to know 
and that is their tonnage. ' 

I told you that this was not a 
fair tax, a tonnage tax, to my way 
of thinking, because it is based on 
a 200{} lb. ton. A good many of 
these companies put out what we 
call double-strength fertilizer. In 
other words, a company that put 
out a double-strength fertilizer 
would pay one-half of what a fel
low that puts out a long ton would 
pay. 

Now ·another situation that en
ters into this thing-and I am not 
well enough informed to talk upon 
it~considerable fertilizer comes in
to our county from across the 
border. I have nD way of knowing 
whether there has e¥er been any 
argument or not on the formula 
baSis, but I would say to you it 
would be a question, to my mind, 
if this tax could be collected on 
your CanadiJan fertilizer. 

So I hope, that since you have 
been fair in the past, that you will 
continue to go along with me in 
that my way of collecting this tax 
under the formula is agreeable to 
everybody, and, under the tonnage 
tax, it is something that none of 
our fertilizer companies in Aroos
took County want. That is the rea
son we are objecting to this kind of 
tax. We do not like the word "tax". 

Last year I believe we collected 
around $187,OO(} out of the potato 
growers in Aroostook County. Most 
of it came out of Aroostook County 
for a potato tax on a cent a barrel 
basis; and, as I say, everybody is 
agreeable to the old method of 
doubling the formula. They just 
object to that word "tax" ·and they 
do not want to divulge their ton
nage figures. I believe everybody 
has secrets in their business they 
do not care about passing along to 
the other fellow. So I hope the 
motion of the gentleman from Po
land, Mr. Gowell, does not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Greenville, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This is an 
opportunity for the House of Rep
resentatives to stand on its own 
feet. 

For the benefit of some of the 
new members who perhaps have 
not seen the workings of the Legis
lature, I will say that you will find 
on the calendar in the next few 
days that we are here many non
concurrent matters. They will come 
in here, and some sponsor of the 
bill will get up and move to insist 
on our former action, or adhere to 
our former action, and, since the 
other motion to recede and concur 
precedes it, somebody will move 
that and sometimes the House will 
go along. Now in each and every 
instance this House should think. 

ThL<; bill has been talked and 
argued on the floor of this House 
and fought out, and this House has 
decided on its action. All it 
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amounts to is: Is this House going 
to stand on its own d'eet, or is it go
ing to be dictated to by the Sen
ate -

The SPEAKER: No! The gentle
man is out of order. 

Mr. ROLLINS: - by the other 
bDdy. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman is 
out of order in referring to action 
taken in the Senate in order to, 
influence action taken in this HDuse. 

The Chair recDgnizes the gentle
man from Poland, Mr. Gowell. 

Mr. GOWELL: The gentleman 
from Presque Isle, Mr. Brewer, has 
referred to, double-strength ferti
lizer, or multiple-strength ferti
lizer, as the case may be, as opposed 
to single-strength fertilizer. It is 
true that mDre multiple-strength 
fertilizer is produced and sold in 
Aroostook County than in other 
sectiDns of the State, so, there is no 
unfairness, in view of the fact that 
dDuble-strength fertilizer, wherever 
consumed, pays a three-cent ta,x. 
The difference is Dnly comparable. 
We do" perhaps, manufacture a lit
tle less double-strength fertilizer in 
western Maine than we do in 
AroostDDk County. 

Then the speaker preceding the 
gentleman frDm Presque Isle has 
said that there is no Dbjection to 
the amendment which he offered 
and that there is seriDUS Dbjection 
to, the tonnage taxes. I do, nDt 
think, as I have listened to the var
ious ideas that have been suggested 
here, that that is absolutely true. 
I have heard a great deal of Dbjec
tiDn to the amendment, and I have 
heard very little objection to the 
tonnage tax that is recommended 
"Ought to pass" by the committee 
report. 

I do, want to point out jUst Dne 
thing more, and that is all. The 
gentleman frDm Presque Isle, Mr. 
Brewer, has said the fertilizer com
panies of ArDostook County do ob
ject to the taxes, and he pointed 
Dut to us the other day two of what 
I consider to be the largest ferti
lizer companies in ArDoStDok CDun
ty: the InternatiDnal Agricultural 
CDrporation and Armour and CDm
pany. I will tell YDu-and it will 
be bDrne out by the InternatiDnal 
Agricultural CDrpDratiDn and Ar
mDur and CDmpany, bDth Df which 
are large companies doing business 
in the east-they have this tax in 
almost every state in the east, and, 
as far as I know, register no, objec
tiDn to, it in the states where they 
are cDmpelled to, pay the tax. 

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

Mr. SWEETSER: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: It so 
happens I was Dn the committee be
fDre which this matter was pre
sented, and I would like to, give yDU 
a summary of what I think are the 
facts concerning costs to, fertilizer 
companies, and I will try to, illus
trate that pOint by citing two, dif
ferent conditiDns which actually 
exist. 

In Aroostook County Dne brand 
Df fertilizer covers most Df the de
mand. In Cumberland County, as 
I said the other day before this 
House, the v'ariety of agriculture 
which has to be catered to by the 
fertilizer cDmpanies requires a wide 
range of Ifertilizer brands. I think 
I am fair in saying that some com
panies have as many as fifteen dif
ferent brands. 

Now let us see what happened. 
Last year, under the old law Df a 
fee for the purpose of covering the 
costs of analysis, the company that 
sells one brand paid twenty-five 
dollars; the companv that sells 
fifteen brands paid $375. NDW this 
amendment which was carried 
wDuld prDvide for double the fee. 
Now doubling the cfee would mean 
that the concern that paid for one 
pays only $50, and the other con
cern pays $750. NDW that, to, my 
mind is definitely unfair. 

NDW if we accept the proposed 
bill which has been passed by the 
Senate-

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
is Dut Df order. 

Mr. SWEETSER: You mean that 
is all I can say, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER: The Senate ac
tion cannDt be mentioned in this 
body. 

Mr. SWEETSER: May I revise 
my remarks? 

The SPEIAKER: The gentleman 
"had better, if he wishes to speak. 

Mr. SWEETSER: The bill on 
which we are asked to, concur with 
the Senate, Mr. Speaker, provides 
that a tax be paid on a ton basis. 
Now, if that carries through, the 
old law still holds, the brand fee is 
still collected. and the operator who, 
is selling just one brand and pos
sibly ten thDusand tons, which is a 
fair estimate, pays the old fee of 
$25, a three cents per ton tax on 
ten thousand tons, which costs him 
$300, making his total expense $325. 
The CDncern in the sDuthern part 
of the State which has fifteen 
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brands pays $375 for a fee and sells 
probably not more than one thou
sand tons, and, 'at three cents a ton 
that tax gives him $30, which 
makes his total an even $400. Now 
it seems to me that is fair. 

Those are two widely contrasting 
conditions. One of them, under 
this proposed concurrence plan 
pays a total of $325 and the other 
$400, a difference of $25 in favor of 
cthe company selling >the larger 
amount as against the other com
pany. It seems to me that other 
concerns will fall in line. I hope 
we can concur with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Poland, Mr. Gowell, Ithat the 
House reeede and coneur. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Limestone, Mr. Wright. 

Mr. WRIGHT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I just 
want to call the members' atten
tion to one thing. and that is that 
the gentleman from Cumberland, 
Mr. Sweetser, lays grea't stress on 
the unfairness of the regis,tration 
fee. 

Now if you pay this tonnage tax 
you do not correct ,that inequity one 
particle; you leave it just as ~t is. 
H it is abusive, it is still abusive: 
you do not change anything. I 
thank you. 

The SPE A KER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Poland, Mr. Gowell, that we 
reeede and concur, and, if the 
Speaker's recollection is ()orreet, the 
gentleman asked for a division. 

All those in favor of the motion 
to recede and concur 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: FOl'ty-two hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
sixty-six in the negative, the mo
tion is lost. 

The question is now on the mo
tion of the gentleman from Presque 
Isle, Mr. Brewer, ,that we insiS't and 
ask for a Committee of Conference. 

An those in favor of the motion 
will say yes; those opposed no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prevailed. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Chair will 
appoint on that committee: The 
gentleman from Fort Fairfield, Mr. 
Dorsey, the gentleman from Presque 
Isle, 'Mr. Brewer, and ,the gentle
man from Limestone, Mr. Wright. 

Non-concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act to Permit Establish

ment of Area Schools" (H. P. 938) 
(L. D. 541) whkh was indefinitely 
postponed in the House on April 
12th. 

Came from the Senate passed to 
he engrossed in non-concurrence. 

In the House: 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes the gentleman from Cam
den, Mr. Lord. 

Mr. LORD: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that we recede and concur. 

I feel from reports that hav~ 
come to' me since the discussion of 
this hill last Thursday, that there 
have been some misunderstandings 
as to what the vote really was. 

As I said in my opening remarks 
last Thursday the hasis of this bill 
was made upon the report of the 
so-called Sills report that was made 
several years ago. 

At this time I would like to take 
just a few minutes of your time to 
read some of the letters and tele
grams that I have received too late 
to have been read last Thursday. 

I ha,ve a telegram from Dr. Pay
son f'mith, which says: 

"Bill permitting towns to .ioin to 
support area schools holds great 
promise for better advantages for 
our rural youth. They deserve to 
have their schools brought nearer 
to the standards of large village and 
city schools. Trust legislature will 
adopt this forward looking pro
posal." 

I have a letter from Dean Ernest 
C. Marriner, of Colby: "I hope 
your ,committee will give favorable 
considera,tion to Legislative Docu
ment No. 541. Unless we people in 
Maine are willing to abandon our 
isolationist localism to the extent 
of at least permitting experiments 
with area schools, we are doomed 
to be hopelessly outclassed in edu
cational opportunity by other states. 
As I said at a hearing before your 
committee on another bill, in the 
name of all that democracy means 
I cannot rid my mind of the firm 
conviction that the ehildren in 
small rural communities have the 
same rights to educational oppor
tunity as have the children of Au
gusta or Waterville. I am con
vinced that only area high schools 
can ever solve our Maine problem." 

I have a letter from Dr. Sills, of 
Bowdoin: 

"I am very much interested in 
the bill to permit the establishment 
of area secondary schools. A num-
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ber of years ago when I was chair
man of the Maine School Finance 
Commission we made a report in 
which one of our major recommen
daltions was consolidation of sehools 
wherever practicable and wherever 
desired by the communities. 

"As I understand the present bill, 
such consolidation is permissive, not 
malldatory. After the war I am 
sure that there will be districts 
where it will be highly advantag
eous to have one modern school 
building, well equipped, and to 
transport pupils. 

"In traveling in certain par.ts of 
the country, namely the Middle 
West and in some of the Southern 
states, I have been mueh struck by 
the faet that the school buildings 
are so much better in appearanee 
than ours in Maine, and I ~ound 
on examination that one reason is 
because of the consolidation of 
schools in certain areas. I there
fore hope very much that the leg
islation will be enacted this year." 

I have here a letter fmm Dr. 
Frederick Hill, of Waterville: 

"This is to express my enthusi
astic approval of legislative docu
ment 541 relating to the establish
ment of area secondary sehools. I 
firmly believe that this is badly 
needed legislation, and is the best 
way in which we can improve the 
educa·tional faeilities for our young 
people .... It seems to me that it 
is time that definite stens were 
taken to improve ,the academic 
standards in our se·condary schools." 

I have three telegrams, one from 
the President of the Maine Teach
ers' Association; one from the 
President of the Maine Parent and 
Tea·chers Association: one from the 
President of ,the Maine Sehoo1 Su
perintendents' Association, which I 
will not take the time to read. 

Suffice it to say that the reason 
why I have read these is to try to 
show to you people that the educa
tors of the State of Maine are 
quite unanimous in backing the 
program that we are trying to get 
by at this session of the Legisla
ture. 

Mr. Speaker, would it be in order 
for me to present an amendment to 
the bill at this time? 

The SPEAKER: It would not. 
The question is upon the motion 

of the gentleman from Camden, Mr. 
Lord, that the House recede and 
concur. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Bethel, Mr. Boyker. 

Mr. BOYKER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am as 
opposed today to the passage of this 
bill as I was a few days ago. I am 
opposed to the passage of this area 
school bill beeause the fa,thers and 
mothers of our State. including 
those of our armed forces, are 
against this bill. 

Now at this time I would like to 
correct a wrong impression which 
some of the proponents of this bill 
have made in regard to what our 
soldiers are fighting for. Our sol
diers are not fighting for the new 
world of Adolph Hitler; they are 
not fighting for any New Deal in 
their United S,tates; they are fight
ing f.or what they have today; and 
it is for our soldiers, not us, to say, 
when they return, what new school 
system they prefer for their ehil
dren. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Dan
forth, Mr. Springer. 

Mr. SPRINGER: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I 
cannot refrain from saying just a 
few words to contradict the re
marks the gentleman just made. 
He said, as I understood him, that 
,the people in the back dis,tricts did 
not want this bill passed. 

I think I stated quite clearly the 
other day the attitude of the peo
ple in the smaller towns and the 
surrounding territory of Danforth, 
that did want this bill passed. So 
I can say this: There is one com
munity or set of communities in the 
vicinity of my town that wants this 
bill passed. I have had letters 
since Ithen, saying they would ap
preciate anything I can do for it, 
and asking me to try and see that 
this bill is passed, because it is a 
pl'Ogressive bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Mon
mouth, Mr. Marsans. 

Mr. MARSANS: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I would 
like to point out to Mr. Boyker that 
we and our boys a·cross are fight
ing for our American way of life, 
and our American way of life c·an 
only be kept going and enhanced 
and kept up through the education 
Mour children. We are seeing to 
it that these boys who are across 
now, that when they come back 
they will continue their education. 
Bills have been passed to take care 
of ,them. But we are doing noth
ing for their younger brothers and 
sisters who are in the lower grades 
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or just starting kindergarten now. 
We should help them also. 

It is too ba;d that all of us have 
not been able to read a two and 
a half year study which has just 
been completed: "Education for All 
American Youth," made by your 
NaJtional Educational Association 
along with your American Associa
tion of School Administrators. 
They pointed out there tha,t edu
ca,tion is not just the problem of 
educators but is the problem of 
every American citizen, to try to 
give our youngsters the type of pro
gram they are going to need in the 
world of tomorrow. One of the 
things bhey definitely point to as 
absolutely necessary is the refash
ioning of all our schoo.} programs 
and guidance services and doing 
away with ,the tens of thousands 
of weak and ineffectual school dis
trkts by consolidating them into 
larger districts in order to supply 
the best in education to the half 
of our youth who live in rural com
munities. Also we must remember 
that ill-considered buildings can 
freeze an outmoded educational set
up for years to come. 

Now we have a desire to do this. 
and we should have the backing of 
the people in this attempt to do 
sOII!-cthing fnr our American youth. 
It IS up to each and every citizen 
to do his own special part in seeing 
that proper education facilities are 
made available to your youngsters. 
I simply wanted to bring these 
things out. 

Again I say. if there is anything 
you can possibly do for 'the sake of 
your own home town and for the 
sake of yourselves, read this new 
book thaJt has just come out. "Edu
cation for All American Youth" 
which Is available now from your 
National E'ducational Association. 
It is well worth while, whether this 
thing gets through now or later. It 
is bound to come, and we might as 
well be ready for it. 

The EPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes ,the gentleman from Unity, 
Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I hold in 
my hand several cards and letters 
sent in by people from various 
small communities in this State all 
in opposition to this bill. ' 

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

Mr. VICKERY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Depart-

ments of State, like individuals, are 
subject to frailities in error. I feel, 
as an individual, that when our De
partment of Education, in their 
urge to present the area school 
problem to the State of Maine, pre
sented a program definitely laid 
out, as they did within the last two 
years, ·designating certain areas as 
central or area school districts, and 
when, in their urge to make this 
project worth While, they mention 
the matter of Federal funds for the 
construction of buildings, I think 
they presented to the people of the 
State of Maine the problem on a 
wrong basis, which has more or less 
reacted in the action here in voting 
against the area school project. I 
think the Department of Education 
acknowledges their error in thus 
presenting the problem to the State 
of Maine. 

There are, however, latent virtues 
in the foundation stone of the area 
school project, latent virtues which 
I think the present bill before us 
is bringing to light in a worth 
while proposition. 

This bill as it is now b~fore us, 
is on a permissive basis, a basis 
which calls for the cooDeration of a 
group of towns before you can even 
conceive of ,an area school. It calls 
for not only the cooperation of 
these towns, but it calls for the co
operation of these units with our 
Department of State, so that there 
is a proper check on the whole pro
ject, a check which is as essential 
as the brakes on your automobile. 

To me, the future of the edu
cational program of the State of 
Maine is dependent upon the 
growth of equaliz,ation in our rural 
educational program. It has been 
true in all towns. I think, as wc 
closed our rural schools and con
veyed the children to our village 
schools we equalized the educa
tional opportunities offered to our 
children. I feel that this area 
school bill as it is now presented to 
us offers equal opportunity, and 
that we made a mistake the other 
day when we took the action that 
we did. I believe we should recede 
and concur. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Ba th, Miss Deering. 

Miss DEERING: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I be
lieve in democracy; I believe whole
heartedly in democracy, and my 
idea of democracy is to give all 
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peDple an equal chance in running 
their gO'vernment. 

Edu()atiDn is a very important 
part Df YDur government. This SD
called permissible bill simply turns 
arDund and says: "The state Legis
lature will have nothing mDre to do 
with the handling of your matters. 
The State Legislature will nO' lDnger 
be the group YDU may gO' to and ask 
for justice Dr cDnsideratiDn." 

At the present time, if a city Dr 
tDwn-and I believe the legal inter
pretatiDn Df "tDWn" means cities 
and tDwns, and, therefDre "towns" 
may include cities-if a city Dr tDwn 
wants to' make an imprDvement Dr 
a change, they CDme to' the State 
Legislature, state their case, and 
ask fDr permissiDn to' dO' it Dr not 
to' do it. 

It is the duty Df each and every 
Legislature to' weigh the whDle evi
dence on the result of the bill, the 
effect the bill will have on the peo
ple, the citizens, land, in this case 
particularly, on the children. 

This bill, as I have stated, turils 
over all of the control Df the Legis
lature. I think it is one Df the 
largest and IDngest steps they cDuld 
ask fDr a grDup Df law-makers to' 
take. In Dther words, they say: "GO' 
ahead, tDWns, do all YDU want to." 

I can understand why Dne mem
ber in this HDuse wDuld say that 
he was very anxiDus fDr this bill. 
because he has admitted that his 
tDwn wants a larger SChDDI. Are 
we gDing to set up gDvernment 
which says, "All right, a large town 
may turn arDund and say to' YDU 
small towns, 'YDU will send YDur 
children to' Dur SChDOls; we will 
have a bDard Df people Df not less 
than five nDr more than nine, and 
they will govern this schDDl. You 
will Dnly have nDt mDre than three 
peDple from YDur town to' UphDld 
yDur interests and guide the ex
penses Df that SChDOl. YDU are 
mDre apt to' have twO', and YDU are 
very apt, if YDU CDme from a small 
tDwn, to' have Dne person. What 
would YDU like in that SChODI? 
HDW dO' YDU want the SChDOI to' be 
run, land hDW dO' YDU want yDur tax 
mDney spent?'" 

That is a very IDng step, to' allDw 
one persDn from your tDwn to' go 
with a grDUp of peDple and prD
rate· the amDunt Df mDney that 
YDur town is gDing to put intO' a 
SChODI an indefinite number Df 
miles away. I say it is unjust, be
cause the tDwn that has that SChDDI 
will have the teachers IDclated in 

that tDwn. YDU can see the amDunt 
of money they will derive frDm that 
in their stores, and the expenditure 
Df mDney by the teachers. The 
Dther towns will nDt get that. The 
janitors will CDme frDm the tDwn 
Where the SChDDI is. A great many 
Df the supplies fDr that SChDOI will 
come frDm the tDwn where that 
SChODI is lDcated. 

There is anDther section Dver in 
here, and I think it pDints DUt the 
reason we must act SO' hastily. 
"They may receive and expend 
funds"----.,and then it goes along 
with the pro-rating and the rest 
Df it. Your large tDwn may accept 
the funds and build the schDOl. 
If they receive Federal aid, the 
large town that has already been 
picked DUt las the town to' receive 
the SChODI will receive the mDney. 
Is that Ifair to' YDur small tDwnS? 
Is that demDcracy from the grass 
roots up? YDU have nothing to' say 
whether Dr nDt YDU want YDur chil
dren picked up Dn a street CDrner 
very early Dn a winter mDrning, 
packed intO' a bus and hauled Dver 
rDads for an unknDwn number of 
miles,-it will all depend Dn where 
YDU live land where the school is 
gDing to' be. After that SChDDI is 
built, it will be toO' late fDr YDU to' 
dO' anything. The SChDDI will be 
built Dn the basis Df 400 pupils, and 
it is pretty hard, after YDU put that 
much money into a building, >to' try 
to' dO' anything abDut it. That is 
where you CDme down to' YDur so
called "squeeze play." If you just 
relinquish all Df YDur cDntrDI, the 
larger town may take the smaller 
towns and tell them what they are 
gDing to' dO'. 

H the pDpulatiDn in YDur tDwn 
ShDUld change - and there are 
tDwns in the State that will have 
new industries when this war is 
Dver-new industries have already 
planned to' IDcate and have bDUght 
prDperty in the smaller towns-you 
may have quite an incmase in the 
pDpulatiDn Df YDur tDwn, but it will 
be just to'o bad fDr YDU peDple, be
cause the mDney is going intO' such 
and such a town Dver there. 

If YDU want to' keep YDur children 
at hDme; U you want to' have YDur 
children in your tDwn where YDU 
can take a personal interest in 
their educatiDn, -and where YDU can 
,take a persDnal interest in their 
social development and can watch 
them prDgress: YDU may build 
YDur own school, if you can get the 
money, YDU can hire YDur Dwn 
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teachers and pay all of the ex
penses. because it is too late to do 
anything else: you have already 
had your school group formed to 
take care of this other school and 
your money is going to that school, 
because the Legislature has said 
they have nothing to do with it-
they may do as they see fit. 

Now in voting on a bill of this 
type, it is up to each and every 
member of the Legislature to weigh 
it very carefully, to stop and think 
of what a step this is. It makes 
no difference who is for it or who 
is against it at the present time; 
that should never enter into any 
bill. You should stop and think 
what the results are going to be. 
Are we going to have our children 
where we can watch them develop? 
We have already been asked to take 
an interest in our children. Are 
you going to have the opportunity 
to watch your children develop if 
they are, we will say, ten or fifteen 
miles away from home? Is the 
father or mother going to feel able 
to leave the home at night to go to 
some social function in this school? 
Will they have the same oppor
tunity to watch thwt child that 
they would if they had him at 
home? 

To my mind, the biggest. thing 
in this bill right here now is: ,Are 
we going to hold to democracy? 
Are we going to hold right down 
to the things which our country 
was founded on? ,Are we going to 
be able to develop our own ideas 
on these things, or are we going to 
have our children uprooted and 
planted somewhere else or not. 
That is the question before us to
day. I ask you to think very care
fully, for the sake of the children 
and the type of education you may 
have pushed upon them as the re
sult of this bill. I thank you. 

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

Mrs. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: May I call 
your attention to just three tiny 
bits in the bill: In Section 8 i,t says 
that union schools may be main
tained; a little further down it says 
that the towns may by concurrent 
action do so and so; and over on 
the next page it says "the treasurer 
may, by vote of the committee 
* * *." Now no one has to have 
this unless they want it: it is just 
a question of whether a few towns 
would like to have this or not. I 

think we should feel that way 
rather than say that must go 
through. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Dexter, 
Mr. Blake. 

Mr. BLAKE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In quite a 
number of years past there has 
been a good deal of criticism di
rected at secondary schools, and it 
has been along one line in par
ticular. Those schools have been 
charged with devoting altogether 
too much time to the ten per cent 
who go to college and neglecting 
the ninety per cent who never go 
beyond high school. I think there 
is some ground for the criticism, 
but it has been directed at the 
wrong people. School people could 
do little about it. Under this bill 
the Legislature can do something to 
at least partially answer this criti
cism. 

Under this bill towns may, not 
"must," but "may" unite and pool 
their resources and build a school 
of sufficient size and equipment to 
give real courses in manual train
ing, domestic science, agriculture, 
physical education, and perhaps 
other things. Now if the public is 
sincere in this criticism, if they 
really want a broader curriculum in 
secondary schools, if they want 
more occupational courses, then the 
area schools are the answer, and it 
is the only answer that I can see in 
this State. 

Maine is a state of small towns. 
Outside of the cities, I do not be
lieve ,there are half a dozen towns, 
pl'Obably not that many, which can 
support the kind of school that can 
give the kind of education that the 
public is demanding. 

,Mr. Speaker. when the vote is 
taken, I ask for a division. 

The SPElAKER: The Ohair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Mon
mouth, Mr. Marsans. 

Mr. MARSANS: Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to bring out two or 
three more points. 

There has been a little hit of 
fear that this might do away with 
academies. Let me point this much 
out: I am the member of an acad
emy, Monmouth Academy, and I 
believe that something like this 
might very well help academies to 
exist and continue to exist. At the 
present time Monmouth Academy 
serves as a high school not only for 
Monmouth but 'also the neighbor
ing towns of Leeds, Greene, Wales, 
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Cunis Corner, and places surround
ing Monmouth. Under the present 
set-up they send their students to 
Monmouth Academy, and,' since 
there is no law setting it up, ,these 
towns have no say in the running 
of it along with the joint board 
whkh we have of the trustees and 
town officials. There is no reason 
why those towns should not have 
some say in regard to ,the type of 
program we offer, according to the 
ratio of stUdents they send to us. 

Also, there is this part to it: If 
we need additional facilities, why 
can we not say to these ,towns: 
"Look here, let us get together. We 
might have a little larger school; 
we might want an extra class; we 
might want to build a gymnasium. 
Let us get ,together. It will cost 
you just so much. We can all help 
each other out and have a much 
better school for our youngsters." 

The way it is now, our hands are 
tied: I cannot do anything; the 
finances of our school or our town 
do not allow it. If we could call in 
these other ,towns and have them 
help out to a certain extent, we 
could give the youth of our section 
a lot better type of program. We 
are doing the best we can now, but 
we are a small school. We are of
fering four different ,types of 
courses in addition to a college pre
pal'atory course. We could offer 
more facilities and different types 
of programs merely by having these 
towns come in. I cannot go out 
and say: "You have got to do 
that." But if they want to get to
gether and have a better school, we 
will get together and build our 
school up,build a gymnasium or 
whatever we happen to need. 

It has been said by somebody 
that you will never have more than 
three on your board. How many 
do you have in your town now? If 
you happen to be from a town that 
sends your youngsters to some other 
town, you have absolutely no repre
sentation on Ithe board. This would 
at least give you repl'esentation ac
cording to the ratio of your pupils 
to the whole number. Also, on the 
matter of expense, your town would 
feel better about contributing to 
the education of your youth. So 
far as the travel part is concerned, 
it is true that it may necessitate 
going a little bit further in some 
cases. In the case I just men
tioned, Monmouth Academy and 
the obher ,towns, they are travelling 
that distance now. It would be 

merely a question of getting the 
money to build a better type of 
school. In a good many cases you 
would find your area schools would 
mean very little difference so far 
as your finances are concerned. Do 
not forget: You do not have to 
vote for it; if a town doesn't want 
it, it doesn't have to have it for 
ten or fifteen years, but if towns 
want to get together and help each 
other out and have a better school 
for their youngsters, they can get 
together and can do it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bethel, 
Mr. Boyker. 

Mr. BOYKER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I want to 
ask you, in passing judgment on 
this bill, to use your common sense 
-and we do have common sense. 
This bill is a statewide bill, and the 
proponents of this bill and our edu
cational department know that 
these towns who do not vote to go 
into this area school system today 
will tomorrow be compelled to go 
into that system. 

The SPEAKER: The Cha~r rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Bath, Miss Deering. 

Miss DEERING: Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to clear up one or two 
points that may be rather vague to 
people that have not been follow
ing our educational processes. For 
one 'thing, I would like to say there 
is nothing at the present time that 
keeps you from consolidating with 
other schools. We are consolidat
ing at the present time; variou3 
towns are picking out the high 
school or academy they wish to 
send their pupils to. 

I think, in bringing out ,these 
things, it makes it a little easier if 
you can take an example of your 
own situation. In our seotion we 
have the choice of sending our 
youngsters to the high school in 
Bath, to Lincoln Academy or to 
NDl'th Yarmouth Academy. They 
are accepted in any of these schools. 
Some of the parents prefer our 
high school, some prefer Lincoln 
Academy, some prefer North Yar
mouth Academy. They still have a 
right to that choice. The town pays 
the tuition for these youngsters. We 
have passed two or three bills dur
ing this prese't1It session of the Leg
islature to reach children in iso
lated communities for this same 
reason. In the case of our island 
children, children way back in sec
tions where it is difficult for them 
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to get out, we have consolidated. 
The only difference is at the pres
ent Itime ynu have your choiee, but, 
as the statement was maide, "We 
have to force them to take this 
now. It is the best time; they are 
more educationally mtnded, and, if 
we dn not push it through this ses
sion we may never push it thrnugh." 

If anything is as helpful as that, 
why should we be asked to Itake it 
hastily and immediately? You 
have the power to consolidate; you 
may consolidate. This word "may" 
simply states you do nnt have to 
do it immediately; but the Legis
lature says, "We have nothtng to 
do with it: when you want to, you 
gn right ahead, and we have no re
cours-e. I still say: What chance 
are you going to have in a small 
town. You have an example of it 
right here in your own Legislature. 
Snme of you folks come from class 
towns: you are al1owec! to come one 
s'ession or two sessions, and then 
you wait your turn. In the mean
time you as a representative con
tact these various towns to see 
wh8,t they want. If we are going 
to have fair play; if we are going 
to protect these towns and give 
them a chance, leave the law as it 
is now for ,consolidation and let 
them t'ake their choice. If you 
take this area school, it not poppy
cock, because the plans are made 
the sites are all pieked nut. I hav~ 
had towns contact me, saying that 
they have had the plans dmwn, 
they know an area school will be 
in such and such a place, and they 
do not want it for the sak-e of their 
children. Parents do not want 
their childr'en to be picked up early 
in the morning and put on busses 
and hauled to school, stay there 
until the school is out; and you 
an~ going to m<;et even more oppo
sltion when thls war is over, be
cause fathers and mothers after 
being bounced on busses ail over 
the country, know what it is tn get 
up before daylight and bounce to 
your destination, work all day, and 
bounce homeagJain. It is not fair 
to your children; it is not fair to 
the future of education and de
cidedly not fair to your small 
towns to have this superimposed 
upon them. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizeR the g-entleman from Dan
forth, Mr. Springer. 

Mr. SPRINGER: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I think 
I am the only one whn has not had 

the floor a second time, S'O I will 
impr-ove the opportunity. 

There seems to be considerable 
interest on this bill, and I do not 
know why we should not be inter
ested, because, to my mind, -a lot of 
people back in our homes are going 
to watch this bill pretty carefully. 
It means somethin,g for 'Our present 
youngsters and the future genera
tions. 

I would like, if I could, to visu
alize to this extent. Some thirty 
yea~s agn they changed from the 
oldtime system of having local su
perintend-ents of schools. I wish it 
were possible that our good friend, 
Harvey Pease, could pre.ss a button 
up there and all of a sudden a rec
md CQuld go on and give all the 
oratory that probably resounded in 
this hall for and against that bill. 
But, finally, of cour1se, the House 
and the Senate passed the bill, and 
we hav-e the present set-up, and I 
am sure no one would want to now 
chang'e to the old system. 

There must be something about 
thls proposed law which is dif
ferent than the present consolida
tion of schools, and I think, if you 
read it carefully, you will find out 
that it is. 

I am not going to speak very 
long, because I am watchinp' the 
clock too. But the difference is 
just this: This bill is intended to 
give those towns a chance -to con
solidate if you will let them that 
is all. ' 

I want to refut~ 'One thing, and 
tha~ IS about thlS transportation 
'busmess, There must be plenty of 
yOU members in this hall that know 
the system of transportation is ex
cellent, and, when it comes to the 
fact. of children getting up before 
dayllght, I do not know of any such 
mstances at all. In our particula1r 
district, the scholars that are being 
hauled mto our town, attending 
our schools, do not go half as far 
as they did under the old system. 
And there are no youngsters six 
years old who can walk a mile and 
a half without transportation. Who 
would send a child out on a morn
ing when it was twenty below zero, 
and say, "Go to school." You can't 
do it. We have a system of trans
portation and it is here to stay. 
Let us vote for this bill and give a 
chance to those towns that really 
want to get together on this area 
proposition. As the gentleman 
stated here, they can have more 
vocational subjects by having con-
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solidation. I hope that we vote in 
the. right way on this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Green
ville, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: We have 
heard this ably advocated by the 
educators, those who are directly 
connected with the educational 
problems of our State. We have 
heard the gentleman from Camden, 
Mr. Lord, read telegrams from the 
great educators of our State. I 
would just like to call the mem
bers' attention, if it is not out of 
order, to Page 3 of our calendar, 
under "Petitions Requiring Ref
erence." I see a remonstrance of 
Alma D. Abbott and 116 others 
against this bill, presented by the 
gentleman from Canton, Mr. For
han. That being on the Advance 
Calendar, I thought the gentleman 
would call your attention to it. 
That represents the people of Maine 
who are against this system which 
this bill provides for. 

I hope the motion of the gentle
man from Camden (Mr. Lord) does 
not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Wind
ham, Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. PRATT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am heart
ily in accord with the system of 
consolidation of schools within a 
town if and when that consolida
tion does not work a hardship that 
outweighs the advantages received; 
but, when it comes to the area set
up as set forth in this bill, I can
not conscientiously go along with it, 
first, because it will certainly entail 
hardship upon pupils in outlying 
districts. I know of children, even 
in towns, in the months of Novem
ber, December and January, under 
our transportation system, that 
have to leave home before daylight 
in the morning in order to attend 
school. I am opposed to this bill 
in the second place because I feel 
that it is a wedge that will certainly 
lay open to centralization of power 
in the Federal government over 
our educational system, and I feel 
it is high time for cities and towns 
and states to retain some of their 
sovereign rights. We have already 
yielded too many, and I, for One, 
feel it is high time for us to say 
"No" in terms land tones that the 
people of the New Deal might well 
understand just where we stand to
day. 

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

Mr. BOWKER: Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Bowker, moves 
the previous question. In order for 
the Chair to entertain the motion 
for the previous question requires 
the consent of one-third of the 
members present. All those in fa
vor of the Chair entertaining the 
motion for the previous question 
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: Obviously more 

than one-third of the members 
present having arisen, the motion 
for the previous question ,is enter
tained. The question before the 
House is: Shall the main question 
be put now? That question is de
batable. 

All those in favor of the main 
question being put now will say 
yes; those opposed no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The question 
before tile House is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Camden, Mr. 
Lord, that the House recede from 
its previous action. The gentleman 
from DeJ<ter, Mr. Blake, has asked 
for a division. 

All those in favor of the motion 
to recede 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: Thirty-nine hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
eighty-seven in the negative, the 
motion is lost. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Woodstock, Mr. Judkins. 

Mr. JUDKINS: Mr. Speaker, I 
move you, Sir, that we adhere to 
our former action. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from woodstock, Mr. Judkins, 
moves that the House adhere to its 
previous action. Is this the pleas
ure of the House? 

The motion prevailed. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act relating to Salaries 

and Expenses of Members of the 
State .Liquor Commission" (H. P. 
1467) (L. D. 1170) which was passed 

• 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 18, 1945 1163 

to be engrossed as amended by 
House Amendments "A'" and "C". 

Came from the Senate with 
House Amendment "c" indefinitely 
postponed in non-concurrence and 
the Bill passed to be engrossed as 
amended by House Amendment "A" 
in non-concurrence. 

In the House: 
Mr. WESTON of Farmingdale: 

Mr. Speaker, I move that we ad
here to our former action. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Farmingdale, Mr. Weston, 
moves that the House adhere to its 
former action. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Rumford, Mr. Poulin. 

Mr. POULIN: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that we recede and concur 
with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The motion to 
recede and concur takes precedence. 
All those in favor of the motion to 
recede-

Mr. ELA of Anson: Mr. Speaker, 
would you please direct the Clerk 
to read the amendment which the 
difference is about? 

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will 
read House Amendment "C", 
which has been reproduced and dis
tributed in the House under Filing 
No. 215. . 

House Amendment "c" read by 
the Clerk as follows: 

House Amendment "c" to H. P. 
1467, L. D. 1170, Bill "An Act Relat
ing to Salaries and Expenses of 
Members of the State Liquor Com
mission." 

Amend said Bill by striking out 
in that part designated as "Sec. 5" 
the underlined figures "$6,000" and 
inserting in place thereof the un
derlined figures '$5,000'; and by 
striking out in said section the un
derlined figures "$4,000" and insert
ing in place thereof the underlined 
figures '$3,500'. 

In the House, on April 16th, read 
and adopted. 

In the Senate, on April 17th, in
definitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will 
read House ,Amendment "A", which 
was reproduced and distributed to 
the members of the House under 
Filing Number 200. 

House Amendment "A" to H. P. 
1467, L. D. 1170, Bill "An Act Relat
ing to Salaries and Expenses of 
Members of the State Liquor Com
mission." 

Amend said Bill by inserting be
fore the headnote in the 1st para-

graph thereof the following: '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 2 years only; 
after which period the present stat
ute shall return to ful! force and 
effect.' 

In the House, on April 12th, read 
and adopted and sent up for con
currence. 

In the Senate, on April 17th, read 
and adopted in concurrence. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Farm
ingdale, Mr. Weston. 

Mr. WESTON: Mr. Speaker, 
perhaps I misunderstood. I thought 
the Clerk said $3,000. . 

The SPEAKER: The amount is 
$3,500. The question is on the mo
tion of the gentleman from Rum
ford, Mr. Poulin, that the House 
recede and concur with the Senate. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Greenville, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that this matter lie upon the 
table until later in the day. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, moves 
that the matter lie upon the table 
for consideration later in tOday's 
session. Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

Calls of no, no. 
The SPEAKER: AI! those in 

favor of the motion of the gentle
man from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, 
that the bill, with accompanying 
papers, lie upon the bable until later 
in today's session will say yes; con
trary minded, no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Rumford, Mr. Poulin, that 
the House recede and concur with 
the Senate. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Augusta, Mr. Carpenter. 

Mr. CARPENTER: Mr. Speaker, 
the Liquor Commission, I want to 
remind you, is a monopoly. The 
only reason I have heard that the 
Liquor Commission should get a lot 
more money than anyone else UD at 
the State House is because they 
handle a lot of money. I have 
heard various estimates, six to eight 
million dollars. I do not see how 
you can set salaries on tha,t basis. 
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Now the Governor handles a busi
ness of thirty to thirty-three mil
lion dollars a year, and the Gover
nor gets five thousand dollars a 
year salary. The Secretary of State 
handles a business that involves 'a 
lot of money. Now we proposed to 
give the Secretary of State five 
thousand dolLars, and I do not see 
why it is not fair to give the Chair
man of the Liquor Commission five 
thousand dollars and his assistants 
thirty-five hundred dollars, I think 
it is. I do not see why that is not 
a fair proposition, and so I do not 
favor the motion to recede and con
cur. 

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

Mr. COLLINS: IMT. Speaker, rul
ings of the Salaries and Fees Com
mittee have been overturned so 
many times that I hesitate to speak, 
and yet I think there is some justi
fication in the amount recom
mended by the Salaries and Fees 
Committee. I believe the volume 
of business done does require judg
ment. We are not saying anything 
about the amount of business but 
there are a lot of details that re
quire judgment and administra
tion. I think that the bill as rec
ommended by the committee should 
be adopted. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Farm
ingdale, Mr. Weston. 

Mr. WESTON: Mr. Speaker, I do 
not want the House to get the 
wrong impression. I have no hard 
feelings against any member of the 
Liquor Commission. I want that 
understood, but I think a $2000 
raise in one year is quite a lot--
it is a total year's pay for some peo
ple in the State. That is the rea
son I am opposed to it. There are 
no personalties involved. 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Rumford, Mr. P.oulin, that the 
House recede and concur with the 
Senate. IAll those in favor of t):le 
motion will say yes; contrary 
minded, no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The question is 
now on the motion of the g'entle
man from Farmingdale, Mr. Weston, 
that the House adhere. The Chair 
will explain to the members of the 
House that the motion to adhere, if 
carried, will kill the bill altogether. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Farmingdale, Mr. Weston. 

Mr. WmSTON: Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER: The motion is 
wtthdrawn. 

Mr. WESTON: I move that the 
House insist and ask for a Com
mittee of Conference. 

The SPElAKER: The gentleman 
from Farmingdale, Mr. Weston, il10W 
moves that the House insist and 
ask for a Committee of Conference. 
All those in favor of the motion 
will say yes; contrary minded, no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prevailed, and the Chair ap
pOinted as conferees on the part of 
the House: 
Messrs. WESTON of Farmingdale 

ROLLINS of Greenville 
CARPElNTER of Augusta 

On motion by Mrs. Lord of South 
Portland, House Rule 25 was sus
pended for ,the remainder of to
day's session, in order to permit 
smoking. (Applause) 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
remind the members of the House 
that it is the rule of this House 
that no applause shall be entered 
into whatever. We do not mind the 
applause after the motion is car
ried. Will the members please re
frain from applauding until at 
least af·ter the motion is carried? 

Communications 
Communieation from the Secre

tary of the Senate announcing the 
appointment of the following Con
ferees on the disagree.ing acUon of 
the two branches of the Legislature 
on Bill "An Act to Accomplish Con
formity to State School Building 
Standards" (S. P. 197) (L. D. 487) 
Messrs. BISHOP of Sagadahoc 

OWEN of Kennebec 
LEAVITT of Cumberland 

Communication from the Secre
tary of the Senate announe-ing the 
appoill!tment of the following Con
ferees on the disagreeing action of 
the two branches of ·the Legislature 
on Bill "An Act to Simplify Fi
nances of the Department of Edu
cation" (S. P. 191) (L. D. 490) 
Messrs. OWEN of Kennebec 

CLBA VES of Cumberland 
SA V AGE of Somerset 

Communications were read and 
ordered placed on file. 

Remonstrance Requiring Reference 
Remonstrance of Alma D. Abbott 

and 116 others of Sumner against 
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L. D. 541, Bill "An Act to Permit 
EstahlIshment of Area Secondary 
Schools" (H. P. 1482) (Presented 
by Mr. Forhan of Canton) 

Was ordered placed on file and 
sent up for concurrence. 

First Reading of Printed Bms 
Bill "An Act relating to Ithe En

fOl'cement and Collection of Dog Li
censes" (H. P. 1478) (L. D. 1184) 

Bill "An Act Amending the 
Charter of the Town of Norridge
wock School District" (H. P. 1481) 
(L. D. 1185) 

Resolve in favor of Several Acad
emies, Institutes and Seminaries (H. 
P. 1479) (L. D. 1186) . 

Bills were read twice, Resolve 
read once, and tomorrow assigned. 

Passed to be Engrossed 
Bill "An Act to Create the Town 

Road Improvement Fund" (S. P. 
352) (L. D. 891) 

Was repol'ted by the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Reading. 

Mr. Dutton of Bingham, offered 
House Amendment "A" and moved 
its adoption. 

House Amendment "A" read hy 
th£ Clerk as follows: 

House Amendment "A" to S. P. 
352, L. D. 891, Bill "An Act to Cre
ate the Town Road Improvement 
Fund." 

Amend said Bill by inserting at 
the beginning of the 1st line there
of the following: ·Sec. 1.' 

FUl'ther amend said Bill by add
ing at ,the end thereof the follow
ing: 

·Sec. 2. Limitations. It is the in
tent of the legislature that the pro
visions of this ad shall he in addi
tion to any blanket road resolve, so 
called, passed by either ,the 91st or 
92nd legislature and the money ap
pl'opriated by such blanket road re
solves shaH be expended only for 
the purposes designated in such 
blanket road resolves.' 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bing
ham, Mr. Dutton. 

Mr. DUTTON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I regret at 
this late day that it is necessary for 
us to make any remarks in regard 
to blanket road resolves. We have 
heard the so-called Town Road Re
solves dubbed as pork barrel money. 

Members of the House, I want 
you to take your calendar and look 
on the opposite page and see who 

the real pork barrel people are. 
These measures which 'are intro
duced here under special resolves 
call for the appropriations, in some 
instances, of as low as one hundred 
dollars to help dig the people of 
these back towns out of mud holes, 
and yet they call us pork barrel ad
voca tes, and if you will look on the 
opposite page, you will see what it 
represents-$l(}O,500,OOO--oh, I have 
g'ot that wrong-way wrong-it is 
only $10,500,000. Is that all? I 
thought the whole proposition was 
eventually ,to cost $100,500,000. 
Whi,chever it is - if irt is not so 
much as that, then I offer my 
apology. 

Now I was in this House thirty 
years ,ago, when they dubbed our 
road resolves "pork barrel money". 
I was here thirty years ago when 
the Legislature voted $2,000,000 for 
the city of Portland for a pier. 
Well, they said it would be paid 
for. I am gOing to assume that Is 
true, but they were so long in pay
ing for it, that the interest on the 
money would equal nearly as much 
as the first appropriation. 

I have no shame for the pork 
barrel resolves. The State of Maine, 
a state with a large road construc
tion to build, has built, under spe
cial resolves, State-aid and First
class money, the road system which 
we have and enjoy today. 

I want to say to you that from 
the Canadian line through to Port
land, with the aid of our present 
road construction system, we have 
built a road which has stood up 
during this war to provide trans
portation for the sinews of war 
which have saved your boys and 
girls on the fighting front today. 
'Dhey went back as far as the Cana
dian line, by the aid of resolves 
whicn I have been instrumental in 
getting in tlhIs Leg,islature, and 
built a highway which permitted 
the transportation of huge logs 
over these roads to as far as your 
Portland shipbuilding yards. Those 
18gs, members of this House, some 
of them, were three feet in diam
eter at ,the butt, and they were as 
long as maple and birch trees grow 
in the StaJte of Maine, to be of any 
value. They were 'transported 
t,hrough to Portland. Several mil
lion of them were stopped in Bing
ham-for what purpose? For the 
purpose of being changed into your 
airplane stock at Bingham. Those 
mills have manufactured the stock 
which has gone into many of our 
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defense airplanes and offense air
planes. 'I1hat work is done up there. 
Those huge logs are cut up into 
short pieces and they are veneered. 
I say to you, members of this 
House, that that airplane stock is 
as 'thin as a piece of tissue paper; • 
and then it is cemented and ven
eered together in thick sections, as 
thick 'as the ,top of these desks. 
The girls and the men work side 
by side, and they have produced 
this stock for the airplanes, and 
your sons and your daughters and 
your browers and your sisters have 
been oarried through in total safety 
in those airplanes. 

Now I have no shame and no 
apology to make for special re
solves. In offering this amendment 
I have been very careful not to 
ask to take away one single word of 
the so-called Howes Bill. Now I 
realize, members, that two meas
ures were introduced before the 
Ways 'and Bridges Committee. They 
totalled up to ohe same thing. After 
the first part they went on by say
ing: "The object of this measure 
shall be to do away forever with 
all pork barrel money"-or special 
resolves, if you please. 

Now two years ag10 we 'appeared 
here in this Legislature and we 
passed special road resolves. In our 
loyalty to the government we have 
not spent that money; we have not 
used 'it; we did not take laborers 
for that purpose, believing ,that the 
money would lay there undisturbed 
until such time as the war would 
be over and we would be privileged 
,to go ahead with that special re
solve construction work. 

We have come here to this ses
sion of the Legislature and we have 
presented before ,that Ways and 
Bridges Committee special resolves 
of equal value. The nigger or the 
woodchuck, whichever it may be is 
just beginning to crawl out of the 
woodpile. I was promised, in the 
hall of this Legislature, in the 
presence of a very fine gentleman 
in this House, that that measure, 
when it came into this House, 
would have an amendment on it 
tJ:lat would provide that our spe
cml road resolves should not be in
terfered with in any manner. That 
was the promise ,that was accorded 
to me, and yet ,that bill appeared 
in the House and was sponsored, 
and passed, unmolested by anyone 
without a single amendment upon 
iJt. And now they come out bra
zenly and s'ay they think they 

should take over the special road 
resolves of ,two years ago, honestly 
accorded .to your home :towns, and 
tie them on to the Cross Bill, be
cause they haven't 'any money to 
work it with. True, I knew the 
Cross Bill did not have sufficient 
money to do what has been prom
ised it would do and should do. 
The mere passing of a bill in this 
Legisllllture does not create a source 
of money that is inexhaustible by 
any means. 

The Cross Bill tells us, or rather 
,the sponsors of it tell us, ,that we 
can go into our mud roads, stir 
them up with a road machine and 
have a very satisfactory road, a 
road 'thaJt will hold up and even 
stand for a long ,time. 

Now you mern!bers here know al
together too much llIbout road con
strue:tion to believe any such stuff. 
Anybody knows that when a road 
is stirred up with 'a road machine, 
when the first rain 'appears on it, 
and the firs,t traffic goes over it, 
you still have got a mud hole just 
the same. 'Do not be fooled by 
tha,t kind of a proposition. It is 
going to take nearly as much money 
under ,the Cross Bill to build a good 
road as 1t will under any bill. You 
have got to have a base of rock or 
gl1avel ,to bund upon. Anyone in 
'this House that knows anything 
about roads knows that. 

I believe in being fair and honest 
in regard to ,this ma:tter. This 
Cross Bill is a good bill in lots of 
ways, hut lobbyists in this House-
and this House has been infested 
with lobbyists for a long time, lob
bying for this Cross Bill----'they blave 
put forward the idea that we can 
go forward with the Cross Bill and 
everything is provided to take care 
of us. We are ,told by the Ways 
and Bridges Committee ,that if we 
pass the Cross Bill, we cannot have 
our road resolves, 'tha,t it will be 
impossible, and the question of our 
road resolves of two years ago, 
whioh I consider an hones,t obliga
tion of the state of Maine, is in 
que&tion, although we are assured 
on the one hand that they are 
safe, 'and on the other hand, that 
they are not. 

Now supporters of the Cross Bill 
wish ,to take all of the resolve 
money to put the Cross Bill into 
effect. I have no objection to your 
doing away wi:th your special re
,solves in 'the future, but let us take 
care of the obligations which we 
have oontracted; let us not be 

• 
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fooled into accepting something 
which does not do what they say 
c>an !be done. 

I heard Ira G. Hersey, rthirty 
years >ago in this House, say: "Boys, 
it is had when you swap your in
heritance for a mess of pottage", 
but, he said, "Boys, when you do 
not get the pottage, it is Hell." 

Now we have been promised a lot 
of things here that it will be im
possible to give to you, and we are 
swapping our birthright for that 
mess of pottage. We are promised 
a six-lane road running from Kit
tery to Fort Kent. There is not 
a person in this House who would 
ever live long enough ,to see a road 
get past Bangor if it ever got past 
Porltland. Six lanes! The gentle
men that blow .hard for some of 
these bills here perhaps could blow 
the snow off 'Of six lanes 'Of road 
up in Fort Kent, but YGU and I do 
nGt believe they could even get it 
off with a road machine. (Laugh
ter) H you are going to build a 
six lane road, you alre going to be 
nowhelre nealr Fort Kent wi'th it. 
Sensible people in Aroostook Coun
ty know thalt if you built them a 
,two lane road, you >are dOing a 
pretty good job. You reverse this 
proposition of a supelr highway 
from Kibtery to Fort Kent, and you 
start in and let it read "a two lane 
highway from Fort Kent to Kit
tery," and you see how ,the tune 
will change. It makes a difference 
where you stalrt with this road, 
whether you sta!1t at Fort Kent or 
whether you stalrt alt Kittery. Don't 
you people in F10lrt Kent or Aroos
took CGunty be fooled by any of 
these foolish propositions. They 
will not even attempt to do the 
things that have been promised to 
you. 

Your E'ltate Highway Ciommission 
is labaring under a 'terrible handi
cap inbhese days to dOl the ~usi
ness they wish they could do, and 
when you pass measures here that 
take away the last dollars they 
have, yau are making a mistake. 
Dan't expect the Highway COmmis
sion ,ta ga aff on any ,tangent on a 
six-lane highway, far they have a 
good deal more sense than that, and 
we should have mare sense than ta 
believe half of the pl'Opaganda that 
is passed ta us. 

The 'SPEAKER: The questian is 
on the adaption af Hause Amend
ment '~A". 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man fram CUfton, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members af the House: I do not 
know but what I am one of that 
blow-hards tha,t has been so 'wbly 
referred to. For that reason, I 
think I will explain a few things 
regarding this bill, which I had no 
intention af dOing when this 
amendment was offered, because I 
cannot tell what might be the in
tent of the gentleman from Bing
ham, Mr. Dutton, whether he in
tends to have his 'amendment 
adopted 'Or, in the final analysis, to 
kill the entire bill. 

In the firs,t place, this is nat a 
mud-raking bill. True, they may 
machine same roads, but I call your 
attention ta Section 42-C: 

"Purpose of expenditures. The 
expenditures of this fund shall be 
far drainage, machine grading and 
graveling" and taning ,and other 
stabilizing materials. I think that 
is the use af this maney. 

As far as this amendment is con
cerned, I heard some reference to 
some agreement which was made 
here to have such an amendment 
adopted. I think it is nothing but 
what I would tell ta ,this House ar 
say anywhere else, that members 
of the Ways and Bridges Commit
tee approached me and asked if I 
would be willing 'ta have such an 
amendment if these resolves would 
be allawed by this sessran of the 
Legislature. 

Naw I have na wish to remave 
anyane's resalve. After that was in. 
they came ta the Legislature, and 
I told same of the members af the 
committee that I was willing to 
have such an amendment, but, 
when the committee came ta dmft 
the amendment which they pre
sented, not I, they could not agree 
wha t they wanted for an amend
ment, and even at the beginning af 
debate, they are still in a quandary 
as ta what they want. I think they 
did it in all fairness. I think they 
wanted ,to see the hill live or die 
an its merits. 

As far as road resolves and park 
barrel money are cancerned, I can 
see nothing ta change my positian. 
We who were here ,twa years ago in 
the 91st Leg!ishture will reoall that 
on the second week of that Legis
lature I intraduced a bill dOing 
away with park barrel resolves, 
which passed this bady, and then 
passed on to an ather hady which 
I am not permitted to mention, and 
there it was k:illed. I think tha!t is 
clear to many members of the 
House, so this year, in the remarks 
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I make in regard to pork barrel 
legislation I will admit that the 
por~ ba,rrel money is spent DO good 
advantage. However, I think yes
terday it was quite evident to the 
members of this House that the 
time has come when we must adopt 
some program for locking ai'ter cur 
unimpl'O·ved roads. We have a 
state-aid program, Secondary-'l"cad 
program, Federal-aid program, and 
our Third-class progr,am, and now 
all we are asking to do is to set up 
our unimproved road program. 

Now we all know, as the gentle
man from Bingham (Mr. Dumon) 
ha,s so ably presented ,to you, there 
is no money to put up ten pecrcent 
or a million dcllars for this, as one 
of the bills which came before us, 
which has already died, provided 
for. But this bill does not say how 
muoh;it says what will be put up. 
I believe :that the Committee on 
WaiYs ,and Bridges are amply able 
to say how much money is available 
at this time. I have seen the fig
ures in the tentative budget in 
which :they are setting up a figure 
of $200,000 for unimproved roads. 
That is a small amount, but that 
is ,a step in the right direction. 

Those of us who are interested in 
this program are interested in 
starting some movement for equit
able distribution of money for 
building of our unimproved r03lds, 
so I have no objection to this 
amendment. If the members of 
the House wish togo along with 
the pork barrel for thIs session, I 
am not objecting to it, but if there 
is any movement to change the 
wishes of this House yesterday, to 
do awa.y 'with 'the whole program, I 
think H is time to find it out. 

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

Mr. ELLIOTT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I never 
made an address in my life. The 
only way I got through high school 
was by having a good driving horse 
and taking a lady teacher out skat
ing, and she wrote my graduating 
exercises. (Daughter) 

Yesterday, I had in my hand the 
House paper which dealt with the 
special resolve four years ago; to
day I have here H. P. 1370, which 
dealt with resolves of two years 
ago. The closing statement says: 
"Any balance of appropriation re
maining unexpended at the end of 
any fiscal period shall be available 
for use during the ensuing fiscal 
year." The assistant engineer of 

the Highway Department told me 
that, according to their best inter
pretation of the law and the 
Attorney General's interpreta,tion, 
that this money which was appro
priated two years ago and unex
pended is still available to the 
towns. 

Now I would like to call your at
tention to that part of the Gover
nor's Inaugural Address, which was 
mentioned yesterday, where he 
said: "Special resolves for roads 
and bridges are an anomaly in our 
highway matters and a nuisance in 
our Legislative sessions." I did not 
know what the word "anomaly" 
meant, so I looked it up in Uncle 
Webster, and I 'found that the defi
nition was "Deviation from the 
common rule or irregularity." 

I think in this resolve we have 
here we see some of the irregu
larities. I don't wonder that the 
committee wants to take home 
their special resolves. I understand 
in the past-I am not talking about 
the present-but in the past there 
has been an unwritten law that the 
members of the Ways and Bridges 
Committee took up to $5000 to dis
tribute as they saw fit, each one, 
before they divided the rest up 
among the different counties. In 
this book here, the resolves which 
have passed, we find in one county 
which had a member of the Ways 
and Bridges Committee on it, in his 
particular town there was that year 
appropriated $3000. In another 
county a. member of the Ways and 
Bridges Committee had $3500 which 
was appropri:ated to his individual 
town. 

Now my contention is that this 
is not a fair distribution of the 
money, and, for my part, I hope 
that this amendment is not ac
cepted. If it would be in order, 
I would move that the amendment 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bethel, 
Mr. Boyker. 

Mr. BOYKER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am willing 
to trust the members of this House 
to see where this money shall be 
spent in preference to the Highway 
Commission. I recall an instance 
several years ago in my town where 
money had been designated for a 
certain piece of road, but that 
money had been taken and spent 
in some other counties. I came 
here to Augusta and got on the 
right side of the proper 'authorities 
and that money was provided for 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD~HOUSE, APRIL 18, 1945 1169 

the town of Bethel. I believe, so 
far as this special resolve money is 
concerned, that the legislators 
should say where it shall be put. 

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

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Being a 
new member, this is entirely new to 
me. I thought the other day that 
perhaps we had this question set
tled, but I am learning that these 
things still come back. It appears 
that this road resolve money-the 
old method of getting it dies hard. 

We went into the situation yes
terday in regard to the need for 
this road improvement program, 
and the House voted for it. Now 
they come along with an amend
ment which would tend to delay the 
setting up of this method of handl
ing and distributing the money. 

I have heard the argument here 
by the gentleman from Bingham 
(Mr. Dutton) that this road resolve 
money would not be available if we 
did not accept this amendment. I 
cannot go along with that state
ment. I understand that the com
mittee has already set up at least 
$150,000 to take care of the resolves 
that have already gone in. Under 
your highway fund reports here, 
where they are asking. monies for 
this year, they have requested 
$200,000 for the maintenance of un
improved roads. If I understand it, 
that is your R. F. D. money. They 
are asking for over four million 
dollars for the maintenance of 
State-aid hgihways, and that is 
over a million dollars more than in 
previous years. Taking your $150,-
000 that you are already setting 
aside for your resolves imd your 
$200,000 for the R. F. D. money that 
goes onto that very type of road 
we want, that gives you around 
$350,000, and it would seem that 
out of la four million dollar appro
priation they might very easily find 
at least $100,000 more to go with 
that, if they wanted to, and you 
would have more money going into 
these towns under this road im
provement bill than you will be 
taking home under resolves. 

The need for this program, I be
lieve we are all agreed, is very 
great. When I look back into my 
area that I represent and see these 
farmers coming out there on their 
dirt roads, loading their milk into 
trucks and tractors and drags and 
any method they can get it out, 
wallowing through mud, at a great 

disadvantage in handling their pro
visions, boarding their children in 
towns where they can go to high 
school, because they cannot get over 
these roads, not being able to get 
out and receive proper medical care 
which many families are in need of, 
I cannot understand why we are 
delaying putting this program into 
effect. 

If the members of this House 
want something to take back to 
their constituents, I suggest you go 
down to the Governor's office and 
get one of those flags and take 
them back to your town officers and 
say, "Gentlemen, this is what we 
are bringing back to you." But, 
thank God, we have laid the foun
dation for a rural roadbuilding pro
gram that will get the rural people 
all over the state of Maine out of 
the mud. 

I hope this amendment is not 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Wind
ham, Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. PRiATT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: -Yesterday I 
spoke just briefly in support of this 
town road improvement bill. I am 
still a supporter of this bill. I be
lieve it is just-I believe it is for 
the best interests of our entire road 
system, and I honestly believe that, 
yet in the interests of fair play, I 
would not want to violate any funds 
that had been set up in good fatth 
that have already been established. 
I could go 'along with this amend
ment as touching those funds al
ready set up, but I could not sup
port the amendment if in any way 
it limits or destroys the Cross Bill. 

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

Mr. LACKEE: Mr. Speaker, it 
seems appropriate at this time to 
explain somewhat about the com
mittee's stand relative to this 
amendment. The committee re
ported the Cross Bill unanimously 
"Ought not to pass" because of the 
fact that it could not figure out any 
fund that we could aHach to it. 

Now as far as I know of the di
vision of funds, I have been on this 
same committee three years, and 
they have been apportioning ap
proximately the same each year, 
and it has been my experience to 
take home the least of any member 
of my delegation in the past, and 
I think that goes for most of the 
committee. 
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Now as far as allocation to the 
counties goes, this is as far as the 
committee goes; the rest of it is 
taken care of entirely within the 
county, so if there is any dissatis
faction, as far as distribution is 
concerned, it is entirely up to the 
counties. 

Now the main thing we would 
like to know today is, if the bill is 
passed and this committee must 
recommend some fund to do it with, 
the thing they would like to know is 
whether you want this year's re
solves as set up, take them home 
the same way, or whether or not 
you will have $150,000 so allocated 
placed within this fund. The com
mittee is only interested that far 
in your decision as to which we 
can do. 

The SPElAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Madi
son. Mr. DeSanctis. 

Mr. DeSANCTIS: Mr. Speaker, 
I ask that when the vote is taken, 
it be taken by a division. 

The SPElAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Corinth, Mr. Elliott, to in
definitely postpone House Amend
ment "A", and the gentleman from 
Madison, Mr. DeSanctis, has asked 
for a division. A vote for indefinite 
postponement is a vote against the 
amendment and will kill it. 

All those in favor of the motion 
of the gentleman from Corinth, Mr. 
Elliott, to indefinitely postpone 
House Amendment "A" will rise and 
stand in their places until counted 
and the monitors have made and 
returned their count. 

A division of the House was had. 
Twenty-six having voted in the 

affirmative and 84 in the negative, 
the motion for indefinite postpone
ment did not prevail. 

Thereupon, House :Amendment 
"A" was adopted, and the bill had 
its third reading and was passed 
to be engrossed in non-concurrence 
and was sent up for concurrence. 

Passed to be Engrossed 
(Continued) 

Bill "An Act to Revise the Laws 
rela:ting to Inland Fisheries and 
Game" <H. P. 1477) (L. D. 1183) 

Was repurted by 'the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Readiing and 
read the third time. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Oxbow 
PI anta'tion , Mr. Anderson. 

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker, I 
am going ,to make a motion on this, 
but bef'Ore I do I want to expla.in 
to the members of the House my 
reasons for doing so. We have at 
the present time several measures 
going thr'Ough the Legislature. This 
bill has been held up until as hvte 
as p'Ossible, in order ,that we might 
incorpomte ,in the bdll those laws 
tha:t have been passed and signed 
by the Govern'Or at the present 
time. However, there are 'Other 
measures that are on the way 
through, and if they do pass, they 
will necessarily have ,to be inc'Or
pOl'alted in this bill. For instance, 
Hanc'O-ck fox hunting season - if 
that measure passes, 1t will nec
essarily be incorporated in this bill. 
As the laws are passed and s,igned, 
the amendments are being pre
pared, and, in order that we may 
not delay 'the action, and so that 
we -can get ,these amendments on 
immediately after the laws have 
passed, I move that ,this measure 
be tabled until the amendment can 
be prepared. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
firom Oxbow Plantation, Mr. An
derson, moves that this bill be laid 
upon the table pending its passage 
to be engrossed. Is this the pleas
ure of the House? 

The motion preva.iled and the bill 
was so tabled. 

Passed to be Enacted 
An AlCt Amending the Unempl'Oy

ment Compensation L,aw as to Un
employment C'Ompensa;tion Fund 
(E. P. 1253) (L. D. 878) 

An Act to Grant a New Charter 
t'O the City 'Of Rockland (H. P. 
1425) fL. D. 1113) 

Resolve for the Purchase 'Of One 
Hundred Copies of "The Length 
and Breadth of Maine" (S. P. 93) 
(L. D. 135) 

Resolve providing f'Or the Pay
ment of Certain Pauper Claims (H. 
P. 1448) (L. D. 1145) 

Were repor!ted by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills 'as truly and 
strktly engrossed, Bills passed t'O 
be enacted, Resolves finally passed, 
all signed by the Speaker and sent 
to the Senate. 

Orders of the Day 
The Speaker aPPointed the fol

lowing Conferees on the part of 
the Hiouse on the C'Ommittee of 
Conference 'On the disagreeing ac-
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tion of the two branches of the leg
islature on 

Bill "An Act to Accomplish Con
formity to State :School Building 
Standards" (S. P. 197) (L. D. 487) 
Mr. THOMPSON of Brewer 
Miss DEERING of Bath 
Mr. DONAHUE 'Of iBiddeford 
and the foHowing Conferees on 

Bill "An Act to Simplify Fi
nances of the Department of Edu
cation" (S. P. 191) (L. D. 490) 
Miss DEERING of Bath 
Messrs. THOMPSON of Brewer 

ELA of Anson 
and the [onowing Conferees on 

Bill "An Act relating Ito Licens
ing AutomQlbile Dealers" (H. P. 
1322) (L. D. 965) 
Messrs. PAYSON of Portland 

MORRISON of Winter 
Harbor 

CARPElNTER of Augusta 
The SPEAKER: The Chair would 

urge the members of Ithese Com
mittees Df Conference that they try 
to get together with the members 
of the Senate as soon as possible 
and make their report back to the 
House. The report goes to the 
House in which the request for 
conference rurises. If the commit
tees will attend to their duties in 
this respeet, -it will greatly f-adli
tate the olosing of this Legislature. 

On motion by Mr. Ward of Milli
nocket, 

The House recessed until two 
o'elo-ck. 

After Recess-2 P. M. 
The House was called to order by 

the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: The 'Ohair now 
lays before the House the first to
day assigned maUer, tabled earlier 
in today's session by ,the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Haskell, Ma
jority Report of the Committee on 
Judiciary "Ought to P:lSS in new 
draf.t'·on Resolve Proposing an 
Amendment to the Constitution 
Providing for Permanent Sites 
and Locations of Public Wharves 
and Port Facilities (S. P. 168) 
(L. D. 1172) under title of "Re
solve Proposing an Amendment to 
the Oonstitutdon so as to Provide 
for a $1O,500,O(}O Bond Issue for the 
Purposes of Building and Maintain
ing Public Wharves and for the 
Estrublishment of Adequrute Port 
Facilities and Fish Piers in the 
Cities of Portland and RockLmd in 

the <state of Maine, including Per
manent Sites and Locations" and 
that H"Ought to pass" and the 
Minority Report "Ought not to 
pass" on the same measure, and 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Haskell. 

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The ma
jority of your Committee on Judi
cia1ry, in regard to this pending 
measure, has reported the same 
"Ought to pass". In so doing, it 
seems to me that they were moti
vated by ,the idea that this pro
posed measure had suffident merit 
and would affed the e'conomic wel
fare of a sufficient number of citi
zens of this state to warrant the 
submission of the proposal to the 
voters in a referendum. I know 
thrut these feelings were my own. 
I felt, and I still feel, that the 
measure is of such far-reaching im
portance to all the citizens as to 
warrant giving them the right to 
pass on the same. I therefore move, 
-Mr. Speaker, Ithe acceptance of the 
majority report. 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
upon the acceptance of the ma
jority "Ought to pass in new draft" 
report. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Allen. 

Mr. ALLEN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This issue 
has been dearly put before the peo
ple of Maine as well as the mem
bers of-this Legislature. There is 
no need to go into a lengthy dis
cussion of the 'bill and the issues 
here involved. You have read it in 
your daily papers, you have talked 
about it in your homes; it has been 
brought to the attention of the citi
zens in all p:lr'ts of :the state. 
Thousands of our citizens are in 
favor Df having this measure go to 
the people in a referendum, thou
sands in every county in every part 
of the State, thousands of our older 
·citizens and our younger citizens, 
wit;h an eye to the future, have 
faith, fatth in Maine, faith that 
this is a progress'ive step for the 
benefit of rull our citizens. 

Beeause thousands are in favor 
c.f sending this to the people, where 
it should be decided, I not only 
heartily endorse the motion of my 
colleague, Mr. Haskell, but, when 
the vote is 'taken I ask that the 
re·~ord show that I asked f-or a roll 
call. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Auburn, 
Mr. Jacobs. 
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Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker and 
Memoers of the Legislature: I am 
perfectly willing to go on record on 
a roll call vote or any other against 
this proposal for the Port of Port
land for $10,5GO,OOO. 

We have had one experiernce 
along Ithis line in the years gone 
by. I was a member of the Legisla
ture some years ago when they 
came down here from the City of 
Portland and asked the citizens of 
this State and the members of the 
Legislatiwe to appropriate $1,200,000 
for a pier. It was advertised in 
glowing terms by the proponents of 
the bill at that time. I remember 
well one of the orators of that day, 
when he stood before that commit
tee 'and pleaded for this $1,200,000. 
He said, "This will make Maine the 
garden spot of this world; the 
flowers will bloom in the daytime, 
if you allow this ,to be carried out." 

What happened in the meanUme? 
This pier, so-called, has cost the 
state of Maine $1,815,000, and all 
the revenue that we have received 
was in the year that Governor 
Brann was Governor of M,aine, 
when there was returned to us $25,-
000. 

Now do we want to repeat this 
thing after we have been burned 
once? Upon good authority, at that 
time, 'we were assured that Maine 
would p,rosper like a rose in the 
noonday sun, and yet state of 
Maine taxpayers have paid for this 
Port of Portland during the past 
years $1.800,000. 

Now this calls for a larger sum 
of money, and what assurance can 
they give us that this will not be 
just a dUDlica'tion of what hap
pened in 'the days g'One by? I be
Iieve ,the taxpayeTs of Maine shOUld 
have something to say about it. 
And rull this cry of thousands of 
people in these counties and in this 
state, is not, in my opinion, from 
the heavy taxpayers who are taxed 
for this burden but from women 
who do no,t pay and the men who 
pay a small poll tax. I believe the 
time has come when we should not 
jeopardize the State of Maine to 
this amount of $10,500,000 for a 
pier. 

We have two agencies in the 
8'tate, the Maine Central Railroad 
and the Grand Trunk or Canadian 
National, and they are doing a good 
job in the City of Portland and 
State of Maine. Now why ask us 
at this 'time to appropriate $10,-
500,000 of our money, of the tax-

payers' money, for another foolish 
venture, in my opinion just as fooI
ish as it was in the years gone by! 
I hape the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland (Mr. Haskell) will 
not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Mount 
Desert, Mr. Savage. 

Mr. SAVAGE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I have a 
few little things I would like to say 
aooutthis bill, and, for the pur
pose of speaking, It has been re
duced to writing. 

Our present State debt is a;bout 
$17,000,000 - Highway and Bridge 
Bonds, $15,242,500; War Bonds, 
$1,650,000; Agricultural Bonds, $315,-
000. 

In addition there are $2,120,000 
of self-liquidating Toll Bridge 
Bonds. 

'Thus an increase of $10,500,000 
would bring the total debt to $29,-
867,5{)0, or, excluding ,the self
liquidating bonds, a total debit of 
about $28,000,000. The $10,500,000 
represents an increase of just over 
60% in eX!cess of the $17,247,500. 

They seek to justify this by the 
increase in the overall economy of 
the State that will result if the 
Piers are built. Each memb& of 
this Legislature received a copy of 
a letter in which a steamship agent 
from Portland asserted that if 100 
additional ships came in and out of 
Portland Harbor each year, the 
figure he uses in estimating the 
new Pier business, they would leave 
kom $<\,325,000 to $8,656,000 in the 
Port of Portland. The major items 
were stevedoQring, purchase of sup
plies, ship repairs and sailors' ex
penses ashore. Let's take the top 
figure 'Of $8,656,000 and comp.are it 
wi'th our present State economy. 
Let's leave out of our figures all 
business within the State except 
just 'One item, payroHs upon which 
a payron tax is coUected. That 
item alone amounts to ahout $400,-
000,000 in the last 12 months. Their 
$8,656,O()O is about 2% % of ta?W-b~e 
Maine payrolls alone. A,re we JustI
fied in taking 'On a de'bt of $10,500,-
000 or 60% over our present debt, to 
give Portland an increase in her 
economy in anamoQunt of only 2Y2 % 
of only a part of the State-wide 
economy? Certainly this 'business 
is desirahle. whether in Portland, 
Rockland, Eastport, 'Or Port Kent, 
but will all of the people be coQn
vinoed that the means justifies the 
end? We are not being asked the 
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question, "Do you want this thing 
badly enough to pay for i,t?" If we 
were being asked 'that question the 
sponsors would have added .to their 
resolve a means of paying for it, via 
a sales tax or an income tax Dr an 
increase in the property tax. With 
such a proposal, we as legislatDrs 
and the voters as taxpayers wDuld 
have had a fair and hoOnest ques
tion. Is this thing worth 'its cost? 

As prDposed, however, the ques
tion is, "DoO you want Portland and 
Rockland to have this venture pro
vided the COlSt will be assessed 
against future taxpayers?" There 
is certain honest justificatiDn for 
the coOnviction that we have nD 
moral right to mortgage the future 
income of all of ,the citizens to ac
knowledge the present wishes ofa 
limited few of our citizens. 

The Governor has recited in his 
inaugural address, the unenviable 
position of Maine as related to our 
cost per capita in debt service. 
Here is another $4300,000 per year of 
debt service, for 30 years, that 
seems cert,ain to be a taxpayer's 
burden. Certainly, $430,0000 is, as 
the proponents point out, onleY 1 % 
of the State revenue but it is also 
about 14 1-2 million dollars. Here 
in this Legislature we have learned 
that income 'and expense are not 
tDO well balanced and that pres
ent expense is just about equal to 
present income? How, other than 
curtailment of existing essential 
services, can you expect to raise 
$430,0{)0 per year except by in
creased taxes? Let the sponsoOrs 
face the fads of the issue and put 
to you and toO the voters, a revenue 
measure that will raise this $10,-
50OO.(){)OO. Increased debt is no more 
~esirable in public financing than 
III YoOur own personal balance 
sheet. The remark has been made 
that one of the sponsors, not now a 
member of the Legislature, will in
troduce a bill in the next Legisla
ture to change our state motto if 
his resolve fails of passage. 'It 
may we~l be that failing in passage, 
the a,ctlOn of the Legislature will. 
on the contrary, be giving full ac
knowledgment of the real mean
ing of "Dirigo." Maybe We will 
truly be leading the way toward a 
new concept of DubUc financing 
that will dispute the theory popu
lar in the last decade that debt 
piled upon debt is the sound aJP
proach to successful public admin
IstratIOn. True, $10,500,0000 is n'Dt 
a lot of, money when measured by 
a yardstIck 'Of Federal expenditure. 

It is not much more than the oost 
of 'One new destroyer for our 
Navy. Not one of us would raise 
his voice in opposing Federal debt 
essential for the successful prosecu
tion of the War and all of us are 
willing tD pay 'Our fair share, in 
taxes, for that 8 or 10 million d'Dl
}ar d'estroYer. But when it comes 
to wharves and fish piers, let's have 
an honest willingness to pay for 
them and not add the cost of them 
on to public debt ,thll!t 3It best is 
going toconfDund many future 
generations of our citizens. 

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

Mr. PEIRCE: Mr. Speake,r and 
Members of the House: I have lis
tened with much interest to the 
able arguments already presented, 
showing the wisdom of the accept
ance of the majDrity report "Ought 
to pass" on this resolve. 

They have been devDted to the 
long-ra.nge view of the sDund in
crease of the economy .of the state 
resulting fram the building of this 
facility; a benefit SD g:reat that the 
pledging of the State's credit is not 
only justified, but called for. 

I wish to stress merely one point 
-and that is that this prDpos,ition 
is essentially one Which must be 
financed by a State Bond Iissue, 
and not be bo,ught and paid for by 
an immediate and self-liquidating 
revenue measure incorporated in 
the resolve. 

In the first place, the creation of 
port faciliti,es in the shape of 
Wharves and fish-piers on our 
coastline is a definite means of 
making our state of Maine forge 
ahead as a hub and Denter of Mari
time Commerce; and to prevent it 
from lapsing into a remote re
creational area to which can come 
the vac,ationists 'Of .our sister states 
fDr rest and reLaxation, for a, well 
deserved rest from their arduous 
labors at the PDrt Authorities in 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
and the llke. 

Is the state of Maine to be CDn
tent to be merely the Hunting and 
Fishing Ground for the vacationists 
'Of the Na tiDn ? If SD, we are sell
ing the preciDus birthright of our 
superior location, fDr a mere mess 
'Of pottage. We need not lessen our 
activities as the Vacationland of 
America; but let us also take steps 
forward to become a term-time cre
atar of cDnstructive business enter
prise of our own, to the end that 



1174 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 18, 1945 

vacation time may be deserved and 
appreciated. 

To argue against this resolve on 
the ground that the reserves derived 
from the passage of freight over the 
piers may not be sufficient to pay 
off entirely the state Bonds in 
,thirty years is the same as arguing 
th&t the State should never pledge 
its credit for the construction of a 
system of State Highways, because 
those highways will not directly 
amortize the State Bonds issued, for 
their construction. 

The sound view of these port fa
cilities is that they acre merely our 
Highway to the Sea. Without them, 
Maine cannot be a Port of Call in 
the m&ture commerce of the world. 
Without these wharves no ship can 
come to Maine and unload her 
cargo from aibroad and take on an
other and depart to the far corners 
of the globe. Those eighty to one 
hundred and twenty ocean-going 
ships which would each year come 
to these piers must of necessity pass 
us by and go to the nearest neigh
boring wharves in our sister states, 
simply because the state of Maine 
has been so short-sighted as not to 
have her own Highway to the Sea. 

In the case '0f our sta,te roads, 
there is no direct creturn to the 
State Treasury. The Stll!te builds 
them and pays for them in toto, on 
the ground that the general econ
omy is enhanced a hundred-fold be
cause '0f them. 

With the building of this facility, 
the s&rne argument holds true; but 
here, we are building a facility 
which produces a gTeat amount of 
revenue-an amount certainly sui
fic~ent tD operate it and to main
tain it for all time in the same con
dition as when first completed. 

Just how much farther it will go 
toward amortizing itself is a ques
tion of abiding faith and hope. 

My opponents must admit that it 
may even do all of that. Likewise 
I frankly admit that it may not di
rectly pay back all the initial in
vestment. But I say to you, when 
this facility pa,ys its crunning ex
penses and deprecia:tion, ,that the 
State will all the time own the fa
cility, just the same as i,t owns this 
State House, and with ,the general 
State ,Economy being enriched by 
eight millions .of dollars per year in 
direct cash benefits, le~t behind by 
,the 100 ships per year that use the 
wharves~that, in and of itself is 
ample justification for 'the accept-

ance of the majority report of ,this 
commj'ttee. 

This eight million dollars does not 
include the savings in freight rates 
to all our pu1p and textile mills, nor 
the savings to every householder in 
Maine on the lower costs in the 
articles of daily life. This eight 
millions is simply the amount of 
fluid cash that is left behind in the 
area of these facilities, that wou1d 
be put into circulation in Massa
chusetts if we drive those ships 
away from Maine to tie up there, 
because we have no place for them 
hecre. 

This money which is 2% of the 
wage payroll of the entire state 
would be pumped into our economic 
system, to be spent over and over 
again within our borders. This, in 
itself, is ample justification. It is 
the Highway to the Sea which will 
make this possible; and it is the 
refusal to build this Ocean Highway 
which will forever seal our fate; and 
at the same time deny us this rich
est pea:rl of ocean commerce. With 
this facility we can reassert our
selves and become one of the fore
most maritime states of the union; 
without it, we can lapse into a state 
of innocuous desuetude, and hask 
in the shade of our neighbor's mari
time prosperity. 

I sincerely hope this body will 
take the sound and long-range view, 
,accept the "Ought to pass in new 
draJit" majodty repor't of the com
mittee, and build this Highway to 
the Sea. 

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

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am not 
afraid to go on record against this 
Resolve-either on the flOOT or by 
a recorded vote. I do not believe 
this is sound legislation. The en
tire presentation of the resolve has 
not been marked by straightforward 
presentation of facts. 

1. The Legislature and the voters 
have been told, by signed state
ments of the sponsors that, and I 
qU'0te from the statement of March 
6th, "The State win own a $10,O(}O,-
000 revenue producing property 
which 'will be entirely paid for out 
of earnings and requiring no capital 
outlay by the Sitate," and "at the 
date of complete amortiza,tion of the 
bonds, 'be the sum of $3,000,000 (the 
depreciation '0r maintenance re
serve) which will 'belong to the 
State over and above the value of 
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the property." By verhal statement 
the sponsors acknowledge ,the likelY 
inaccuracy of any such prOjection of 
earnings hut by admission to the 
members of this Legislature or by 
public acknowledgement in their 
supporting newspapers they con
tinue to insist upon their original 
claims. To my knowledge they have 

. made no general admission that 
their case was badly overstated. 

2. In the promotion of the origi
nal State Pier, a part of the cost 
of the property, recorded in the 
balance sheet of the state Auditor's 
reports, is the item "Entertainment 
$1,750," The sponsors of the origi
nal State Pier bonds used a part 
of the proceeds of the original bond 
issue to entertain, generously, the 
newspaper editors of 'the state. 
After the Resolve was sold to the 
Legislature and la,ter sold to the 
voters, the expense incurred was 
taken from the proceeds of the bond 
issue. In this current effort, the 
Port Authority is collecting income 
from rental of the present State 
Pier to the U. S. Navy, the pier 
that has cost the taxpayers $2,500,-
000. None of this revenue has yet 
appeared as income ,to the State, 
but, the sponsors say, they are using 
some of it to pay for full page 
newspaper adds urging you to vote 
for this resoOlve. I received, by mail, 
a copy of a full pruge add in which 
it was represented that "this page 
endorsed by public operated business 
men interested in the future devel
opment of Maine." 

I have only the word of the spon
sors that the Port of Portland paid 
for this series but if true, wi:th the 
money representing incoOme from a 
state owned venture, and a't a time 
when ,the State can well accept any 
and all sources of honestly earned 
income, is it a straightforward pro
cedure to use state owned funds to 
promoOte further expenditure by 
debt, of far greater funds in a ven
ture so loosely controlled that this 
sopt of a thing is done? 

3. Why is the most insistent 
arg'ument "let the voters decide the 
issue?" Is it confidence that once 
clear of this Legislature the same 
type of promotion will permit the 
venture to prevail before the vot
ers? Do 'the proponents intend to 
continue their insistence that the 
present Pier is a sound money mak
er earning 5% for the State? 

They have made no public refer
ence that I have seen wherein they 
acknowledged that the Pier failed 

even to earn operating expenses in 
the five years prior to the Navy 
contract. Do they intend to con
tinue the ficUon of a 5% return? 
A 5% return on the $2,500,000 of tax
payers money already invested in 
the venture would he $125,000 a 
year. The actual return to the State 
is zero as your budget will indicate. 
In the '43-'44 years they collected 
$91,000 mainly from the Navy lease. 
The expenses, including $2,500 per 
year for the directors to direct a 
state Pier upon which only the 
Navy had a,ccess amounted to $25,800 
leaving net for the Port Authority of 
$65,100, but net to the State of 
Maine of zero. This money is Port 
of Portland money, being spent in 
part at least to influence you to 
give them more taxpayers money 
with which toO produce more fiction 
earnings. 

If this Legislature elected by the 
people, and sent here a,t taxpayers' 
expenses, has not the time or inter
est with which to study and bo con
clude the merit of this venture, and 
having determined whether or not 
the thing is sound, to vote on it 
with fearless honesty, then it is at 
best a confusing thing to pass on 
to the voters with public funds 
arrayed on one side and who, if 
anyone, arrayed on the other. 

4. Constructive criticism de-
mands a constructive plan that will 
answer the faults of the plan. Let 
the sponsors acknowledge that 30 
year earnings in excess of operat
ing expenses are at best but a brave 
hope. And having acknowledged it 
let them acknowledge that they 
have no moral right to pass this 
likely debt into the uncertain years 
of the future, and having acknow
ledged that debt for such a venture 
is an unsound basis upon which to 
build for our future let them 
amend their resolve ,to permit this 
Legislature and the voters to say 
whether they want this thing 
enough to stand up and pay for it. 
It amounts to less than $13 per 
person in the State, if paid for 
without the requirement of the 30 
years of interest burden. Why not 
ask this Legislature if they want to 
accept the increased tax burden 
necessary to pay for this second 
venture in public owned Port fac
ilities. The argument "Let the peo
ple decide" would then have solid 
foundwtion below iit, for then, re
gardless of the ultimate cost what
ever new tax measure they select, 
would be there to stay until the 
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thing was built and paid for. Let 
them go a step further, if they want 
a fair answer to their request. Let 
them ask you for $3,000,000 or $4,-
000,000 of your present un
appropriated surplus of the gen
eral fund. Give up your U. of M. 
resolve, kill your State Hospital 
resolves and use up your other re
serves earmarked for projects less 
worthy than this wharf and fish 
pier resolve. Then and only then 
are you tying together the desire 
to have with the willingness to pay 
and then and only then is this 
thing being presented on a fair 
and fearless basis to stand or fall 
on its own merit. Personally, if the 
resolve were 'So constructed I would 
vote for it and gladly pay my $13 
as my share toward any enterprise 
that had the most remote chance 
of developing Maine. I believe in 
developing Maine and I believe 
that Maine can and will be de
veloped, but however that develop
ment is accomplished let's ac
complish it in a sound, straightfor
ward manner wherein full presen
tation of the facts gives to everyone 
of us a full and fair understanding 
of the merits of the venture. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the motion 
of the gentleman from Portland 
(Mr. Haskell) does not prevail. 

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

Mr. PERKINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I had not 
supposed the time would ever come 
when it would be necessary for me 
to stand in this House in order to 
speak and prevent the destruction 
of the business interests of my own 
town. 

The final passage of this resolve 
by the people would take from 
Boothbay Harbor, my home town, 
over $600,000 worth of business I 
had hoped that this matter might 
be disposed of here this afternoon 
without much debate, because I 
think it is just as dead as anything 
can be. But, Mr. Speaker, I feel, 
with the remarks that have been 
made, I should attempt to clear up 
a few statements that have been 
made to you. 

In the first place, what is it we 
are asked to do? Under the Con
stitution of our state, the Legisla
ture may propose amendments to 
the Gonstitutionto be voted upon 
by the people. We propose the 
amendments; they vote upon them 
in what has been termed here a 
referendum. There are two steps: 

first, we must propose; second, the 
people vote upon it. 

It was argued here two years ago 
upon another matter, and here at 
this time, that we should let the 
matter go to the people in order 
that the people might vote upon it. 
That is not our duty. It is our duty 
here, upon Qour oaths 'as members 
of this Legislature, to determine, 
first, whether there is any demand 
fOol' such an amendment to the Con
stitution they now ask us to pro
pose. We have no right, under our 
oaths as members of this House, 
to refer anything to the people Qof 
the State of Maine simply in order 
to pass the buck. We must first face 
the issue squarely here under our 
Qoaths. 

In this bill, what do they ask? 
They ask us to refer it to a 1;pecial 
election. I /Would assume in a 
special election there might be 
more votes cast in the County of 
Cumberland than there would be 
cast in the whole of the remainder 
of the State. 

Now the part of the Constitu
tion which they ask us to propose 
the amendment to was passed first 
as Article 6 of the Constitution of 
this state, and was first passed in 
1847. And Article 6, as adopted by 
the people of the State at that 
time, was this: "The credit of the 
State shall not be directly or in
directly loaned in any case. The 
Legislature shall not create any 
debt or debts, liability or liabili
ties, in behalf of the state, which 
shall, single or in the aggregate, 
with previous debts and liabilities 
hereafter incurred at anyone time, 
exceed Three hundred thousand 
dollars," --What for? "eX'Cept (1) to 
suppress insurrection, (2) to repel 
invasion, (3) or for purposes of 
war." 

That constitutional amendment 
was adopted in 1847, and our court 
in the Opinion of Justices, 53 
Maine a,t 588, said: "Prior to This 
amendment, there was no constitu
tional limitation to the po,wer of 
the Legislature to create debts in 
behalf of the state. The general 
design was to provide a perpetual 
check against rashness or impro
vidence." 'The credit of ,the Slta,te 
shall not be directly or indirectly 
loaned in any ca,se.' This indicates 
the great purpose of the amend
ment.***The object of the amend
ment cannot be misunderstood. Its 
binding force cannot be denied. It 
is the calm and deliberate expres-
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sion of the popular will, embodied 
in the solemn form of a constitu
tional restriction upon legislative 
action." 

Now, in order for the members 
of this House to vote to propose 
an amendment to the Constitution 
of our State, we must be satisfied 
that there is a great and over
whelming popular demand for an 
amendment to our ConsUtution be
fore we propose it. 

The amendment to Articule 6 of 
our Constitution was unchanged 
until 1912, when it was amended, 
which was amendment XLI to our 
Maine Constitution and appears on 
Page 50 of the revision. I might 
say that these three constitutional 
amendments that were passed were 
passed and sent to the people by 
the 79th Legislature in 1919; and, 
at a special session in 1920, I will 
say Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the' House, that it was my privilege 
to serve as a member of the 79th 
Legislature, twenty-six years ago, 
and there was then proposed an 
amendment to the Constitution 
which was adopted. I quote: "or 
for the purposes of building and 
maintaining State Highways." That 
was in 1912, the first one; and we 
all recall that was just about the 
time of the advent of the automo
bile and the demand for good 
roads, and there was a demand for 
a constitutional amendment that 
we might build our road system. 
Also, let me say to you, Mr. Speak
er and Members of the House, that 
that was a public purpose. 

In 1919, Article 9 Section 14, 
which is the same one, that was 
amended in this language: "or for 
the purpose of building and main
taining public wharves and for the 
establishment of adequate port 
facilities in the state of Maine." 
That is the state Pier. Article XLII 
was also proposed at that time as 
an amendment, and this increased 
the State debt limit from $300,000 
to $8{)O,OOO. 

Amendment XLIII, in 19'19, 
amended that Section 14 of Article 
IX by adding these words: "in tr'a
state, interstate and international 
bridg'2s," so that we could issue 
bonds for this purpose--.Jand there 
was a great public demand for it 
at that time. 

Then at the Special Session held 
in 192'0, this amendment wa,s pro
posed and adopted finally by the 
people: "to provide for the pay
ment of a bonus to Maine Soldiers 

and Sailors in the war with Ger
many." 

Those four amendments~t least 
three 'Of the amendments, I had 
something to do with proposing to 
the people 'Of the State of Maine. 
At that session there was proposed 
the amendment, as we call it, for 
the State Pier, and let me say lest 
I forget it, that we mlli!t here de
tecrmine whether there IS anY' de
mand to submit a constitutional 
amendment to the people-we can
not pass the buck. 

Ther'e aTe certain states in this 
Union of ours where a constitu
tional amendment, before it may be 
voted upon by the people, must pass 
two successive legislatures, both 
houses' and one of those sbates is 
Mississ'ippi and the other is the 
great State of New York. 

Now when they asked in 1919 to 
amend the Constitution to have a 
State Piecr down in Portland, they 
promised great things; and I might 
say my recoUection is that there 
was no debate on any of these 
constitutional amendments in the 
H'Ouse-they simply passed .along, 
got their two-thirds vote, and went 
to the people. A member of that 
House one Henry F. Merrill, of 
Bortland ·now a director of the 
Port 'Of Portland, stood me right up 
against the wall where that ther
most3!t is, and showed me all the 
g10ries of the world that we!e go
ing to result from the bUlldmg of 
a State Pier. At that time I was a 
member of the Committee on Sea 
and Shore Fisheries, and I was not 
inter·ested particularly in much of 
anything else; and there has been 
nothing presented to the members 
of this House, either before the 
committee or anything I have ever 
seen, that would wa,nrant me, or, I 
believe, any other member of the 
HOuse in voting to send this to the 
people. There is no demand for it. 

Furthermore, the best eriterion, 
the best standard, of whether 
buHding State Piers in Portland 
would be of any benefit to the 
State is what happened under the 
first State Pier, when the State put 
in $2,027,{){)O, and, in the last six 
years, has gotten out of it $25,000. 

Furthermore, let me call your 
attention to the fad that this $10,-
5{)O,OOO, Mr. Speaker and Members 
of the House, will not do the job, 
because, if it would have done the 
job they never would have given a 
million dollars to the City of Rock
land, I do not blame the people of 
Rockland at all for getting what 
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they can if they can get it; but I 
do not think the CitY' of Portland 
oranyObdy else ought to get this 
money rut my expense or 3Jtthe ex
pense of the taxpayers of this 
State. 

Now here we are again, being 
asked to give the City of Portland 
$9,500,(JOO of our money. Is there 
any reason why we should? I do 
not think so. I do not come here 
for my town asking the Legislature 
of the state to give me or my town 
anything; 'all I am asking this 
Legislature to do is to leave us 
'alone. If We cannot st'and on our 
own two feet down there we will go 
down. You are just pouring money 
down a hole over there if this bill 
should go through. 

Now let me say this: I say that 
the state of Maine, the City of 
Portland, and the City of !Rockland 
have no right to ask this Legisla
ture to send a resolve to the peo
ple of this State, the result of 
which would be to ruin the town 
which I have the honor to repre
sent. 

I have here in my possession all 
of the figures on the landing of fish 
in this state hack to the time when 
they first kept them. They talk 
rubout the fish business. We have 
about one-third as many fish landed 
at Boothbay Harbor as they land 
in the City of Portland or in the 
whole of Cumberland County. 
Washing'ton County has a lot and 
so has Hancock. In 1944, in Lin
coln County, we landed 9,056,248 
pounds of fish; in 1943, '13,526,834; 
in 1942, 11,810,421; and back in 1941, 
8,572,089. Rockland didn't do so 
well prior to that. In 1944 they 
went to 30,000,000 and beat Port
land 3,(JOO,OOO. Mr. Newell says, 
"That is fine; we will let them in 
and share with us." But they want 
to 'take from my town a,ooo,(JOO 
pounds of fish landed in my town 
at a value of $600,000 and a means 
of employment to forty or fifty 
families in that town. 

Now what is going to happen 
eventu3Jlly if this thing should re
ceive passage and be accepted by 
the people? It means those families 
inside of a year would be on the 
town for lack of emnloyment, or 
they would have to follow the fish 
and go to Portland or somewhere 
else. 

Now the population of my town, 
Mr. Speaker - and these figures 
are taken from the 'Maine Register 
- is 2121 - I suppose I am the "1." 

The valuation is $2,7'14,590. Rock
land has a population of 8899, and 
its valuation is $6,727,699; while the 
City of Portland has a population 
of 73,643 and its valuation is $'78,-
145,425. Now the City of Portland 
is 3Jbout thirty-six times as large in 
population and about as many times 
as large ill valuation, and has not 
quite three times as many fish land
ed as in our town, and they want to 
come down here and steal from us 
eleven or twelve million pounds of 
fish and land it over in Portland 
and let our people starve. That is 
all there is to it. 

F'urthermore, we have had two 
disastrous fires in our town down 
on our w3Jterfront, six or seven 
buildings gone; and we would be 
tickled to death to have some of 
this money, perhaps half a million 
dollars, to layout on our water
front. Portland wants to improve 
their waterfront - I don't blame 
them - but I ask them not to do it 
at my expense. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and Members 
of the House, the town I have the 
honor to represent is situated about 
midway between Portland and 
Rockland, and I do not think any
one would deny that if ,this resolve 
becomes part of the Constitution my 
town would be ruined; it would lose 
$600,000 worth of business, and all 
we would have left would be a little 
lobstering and our summer business. 
Now I do not think that that is a 
fair proposition at all. 

I will say as I did when I opened: 
I never supposed it would be neces
sary for any member of this House 
from any town in this State to 
stand up in this House and ask the 
House to vote no upon the pending 
question in order that his people 
might have the right to stay in the 
sun. 

Furthermor,e, Mr. Speaker, we 
have a freezer plant down there, and 
one of the directors of the Port of 
Portland is one of the principal 
owners, and, let this bill pass and 
out goes the freezer plant and ev
erything goes to Portland. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker and Members 
of the House, that you will kill this 
thing 'right now. It is probably dead 
anyway, but let us kill it right 
here, stop talking and go home. 

I hope the mntion of the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Haskell, 
does not prevRil. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman f:rom Portland, 
Mr. Connellan. 
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Mr. CONNELLAN: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I al
most hesitate to get up on my feet. 
I was a little worried, but one thing 
gave me .courage. The gentleman 
from Boothbay, Mr. Perkins, was 
in the wrong article of the Consti
tution. For his information he was 
talking about Article IX. 

As I see it, there are two ways 
to back this problem. One is with 
a slide rule and the other is with 
faith and courage. I think the pro
ponents of this measure are using 
the second melthod. They have f,aith 
in the future of the state of Maine; 
they have the courage of their con
victions. This courage is backed up 
by the sound and mature judgment 
of some of the leading figures in 
the state of Maine. I do not have 
to tell you who they are. 

I think the problem resolves itself 
as to whether or not we are afraid 
to face the future. Some mention 
has been made of the burden that 
this will place on taxpaylers. I want 
to say right here and now that I 
expect to be a taxpayer in the state 
of Maine probably as long as any
one in the House and I also believe 
that the boys who are fighting over
seas, when they retUTn, will prob
ably be taxpayers for some time. I 
say to you, that if you return to 
your home from this 92nd Legis
lature, having killed this measure, 
when you sit back in your Chairs 
and start complimenting yourselves 
on your prudence, and yOoU show 
,the boys, when they come ba.ck, a 
nice balance sheet of the state of 
Maine, an unappropriated surplus, 
plenty of money in the bank, a 
beautiful vacationland and no jobs, 
they will thank you; they will put 
their arms around you and they will 
pack up and go to some place else. 

Figures are easily used to prove 
bOoth sides on an issue. It depends 
Oon the results which you want to 
achieve. Now figures have been pre
sented to the House of Representa
tives and to the remainder Oof the 
Legislature, which have shown that, 
based on faith and courage and 
Vision, this project could very eas
ily be a paying proposition. I am 
willing to be a little more conserv
ative. I will not only say that it 
might pay for itself, but I will say 
to you that if it cost the State of 
Maine $5,000,000 in cash to build 
this prOoject, this Legislature would 
be dOing more for the State of 

Maine than they have yet done on 
any other measure that I have seen. 

Some reference has been to the 
old State Pier. I could probably 
spend an hour differentiating be
tween the old state Pier and the 
proposed piers. I will Oonly say this: 
I think that it will be granted by 
our competent opposition that the 
old state Pier has been saved fi
nancially tOo the State of Maine. It 
has been saved by Wmld War Two. 
When the United states Navy was 
looking for an Atlantic base, they 
did not go to Boothbay Harbor; as 
a matter of "fact, they did not go 
to our good friends in Rockland; 
they went to Portland to the old 
State Pier. They are now in posses
sion of the old State Pier under a 
lease, and as I am nOit a mathemat
ical genius, and do not know how 
to work a slide rule, I cannot tell 
you exactly what the financial 
status is, but I have been given to 
understand-I think it will be ad
mitted by the opponents-that the 
State pier will pay for itself because 
of the acquisition by the Navy. 

While the opponents say, "That 
was a lucky break", one of truly 
many lucky breaks that World War 
Two brought, I do not consider 
them lucky but probably some peo
ple do. I will say that if that was 
a lucky break, and that is the thing 
that saved the old state Pier, that 
is one of the things that resulted 
from the gamble that was taken 
ba.ck in 1919. If the gamble had 
not been taken, the state of Maine's 
contribution to the war effort, so 
far as prOoviding an Atlantic base, 
would. have been nothing, and I do 
not think there is anyone here who 
can question the value that the old 
Staite Pier has played in the war 
effort. 

I could think of many other 
things to discuss, but I do not think 
that anything that I say is going 
to change anybody's mind. I think 
we are all pretty well decided. 
There are those honest men who 
believe that this should not go to 
the people. These are men who 
have lived in the State of Maine all 
their lives and are trying to do 
what they think is best for the 
State of Maine. There are others 
just as honest, perhaps sometimes 
misguided, who believe that this 
should be submitted to the people. 

The men who have this belief 
are the men who built the Bath 
Iron Works-they did not build it 
but took it from the depths into 
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which it had fallen. They are men 
who came to Portland and took a 
ledge on the Atlantic coast and 
built a $10,000,000 shipbuilding 
company which has contributed to 
date over two hundred ships to her 
Merchant Marines. These shipyards 
in South Portland are probably on 
their way out of the picture. One 
has closed already; the other has 
an opportunity for a future and 
this opportunity lies chiefly in this 
measure which is now before you. 
I believe that this other shipyard 
will continue despite ~e rumors to 
the contrary and regardless of the 
outcome of this proposition, and 
the reason that it will continue is 
because you have a man of cour
age, faith and vision who is still 
behind it. 

The more I talk, the more I can 
think of to say, but as I have said 
before, you people have probably 
made UP your minds. Some have 
criticised the presentation of this. 
Well, "to err is human" and prob
ably if it had been presented in 
some other manner, that might 
have been subject to criticism also. 
I honestly hope and believe that 
whatever you do in this House will 
be las a result of your honest and 
sincere conviction, but I say: "Have 
courage and have vision and give 
the State of Maine something that 
will carry it through the years to 
come, even though it might cost 
five million dollars," and I hope 
that the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Haskell, pre
vails. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Bethel, 
Mr. Boyker. 

Mr. BOYKER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I have been 
given to understand this is the last 
war. Let us not have the vision to 
look f.orward to a second war to 
draw the State of Maine out of the 
ditch. 

I believe it is my duty, in the in
terests of the State of Maine as a 
whole, to stand UP here and say 
something in opposition to this bill. 
Some of my bills and those which 
I have been interested in have not 
been passed by this House, but I 
want - to congratulate you ladies 
and gentlemen who are present 
here this afternoon on the good 
judgment you have shown in dis
posing of all bills and resolves 
which have been placed before you. 
We are soon to return to our homes 
and to our constituents. Let us keep 
our record good. I have said before, 

"We are the keepers of the public 
fund." Let us not now reach down 
into the till and take out ten and 
a half million dollars to be invested 
in a project wherein we have no 
guarantee that even the interest 
will ever be returned to the tax
payers of the State. 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Haskell, that 
we accept the majority "Ought to 
pass in new draft" report of the 
committee. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Camden, Mr. 
Lord. 

Mr. LORD: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I feel it my 
duty at this time to read a short 
letter I have received. under date 
of April 16th, 1945: 
"Dear Mr. Lord:: 

The directors of the Camden
Rockport Chamber of Commerce 
have endorsed the following resolu
tion and will appreciate any action 
which you may take to further the 
passage of 'the Maine Port Bill by 
the legislature. 

RESOLVED: Because of the im
portance to the entire state of 
Maine of the Maine Port Bill,the 
Camden - Rockport Chamber of 
Commerce respectfully urges the 
passage of this bill by the 92nd 
Legislature so that the people of 
this state may have their rightful 
opportunity to consider, discuss and 
finally to vote by referendum on 
this measure. The 92nd Legislature 
will assume a grave responsibility 
if it denies to the people of Maine 
this opportunity. 

(Signed) 
CAMDEN-ROCKPORT CHAMBER 

OF COMMERCE. 
Board of Directors." 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ban
gor, Mr. Ha.&kell. 

Mr. HAJSKELL: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The ques
'tion of private c3Jpital versus sub
sidy investment, as I judge this 
bill, is the most important issue we 
ha.ve got to consider. 

In Portland Harbor today, while 
the State Pier is bein'g Leased to 
the United states Navy, shipping is 
being taken care of reasonably well. 
As a specific example of what pri
vate oapital is ready and willing eto 
do in Portland Harbor today, let me 
say that within the last 900 days it 
became apparent that France need
ed wheat in ,great quantities. Docks 
7 and 8 of the Grant Trunk piers 
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weTe made available for that ship
ment at a cost of forty or fifty 
thousland doHars of private c,apital 
investment, and today ships 'are be
ing loaded down there 'at the rate 
of 1200 bushels of wheat an hour. 
Private capital to the same degree 
is going to be ready and willing to 
acknowledge those needs whenever 
the service is required. 

Let us look at the fish angle of 
the venture in Portland. The area 
that the proponents seek to put 
bulldozers through in the construc
tion of the new piers actU!ally has 
installed and working today more 
fish freezing capacity and more fish 
storage capaJCity than the propon
ents have in their own venture, and 
the jobs that ,are being done by 
private capital amount to about 
seven hundTed. What is 'going to 
become of those people when their 
own jobs and thelir own businesses 
are cleaned out of the area land in 
their place comes 'a fish venture 
less in capacity thlan that which is 
in successful operation down there 
today? 

In the proposal for these piers 
was the sum of $252,000 income 
from the fish pier. Specifically, the 
state of Maine is going to get $90,-
000 for being in the fish freezing 
business. We :are also going in'to 
the fish storage business and are 
going to get $6'7,000, because we are 
going to make 13,000 tons of ice and 
sell it at five dol1a;rs a ton. Today, 
in this same area, these same ser
vices are being performed by pri
vlate oapital that pays a tax of $40,
DOlO to the City of Portland. Those 
are the fa;cilities which they seek 
to wipe out. I ask you if it is not 
consistent, if this ventul'e is sound 
and right, for another Legis,lature 
to come over here, with the argu
ment of cheap moneY-----4and this 
g'oes free of Federal taxation-and 
say "Let us take over something 
that is really good, something we 
can really make money on-let's 
take over the power companies and 
the railroads and make money on 
that; let's tak:Je over wholeslale food 
and retail food, and then Let's take 
over growing food." It is ,anap
proach to Stalte Socialism when you 
go in and wipe out private indus
try being successfully operated by 
priv;ate capital and replace it with a 
public venture. 

I hope the motion of the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Haskell, 
does not prevail. 

The SPEAKER : ':Dhe question is 
on the mation of the gentleman 
from portland, Mr. Haskell, that 
the House accept the maj'ority 
"Ought ,to pass in new draft" 
report of the committee. The 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Allen, 
has asked for a roll call vote. Under 
the Constitution, in order for the 
yeas and nays to be called, it re
quires the consent of one-fifth of 
the members present. All those In 
favor of the yeas and nays being 
called will rise and stand in Itheir 
places until eounted and the moni
tors have made and returned the 
eount. 

A division of the House was had. 
The SPEAKER: Thirty-six hav

ing voted in favor of the roll call 
vote, thirty-five being more than 
one-fifth of the members present, 
the vote will be taken by the yeas 
and nays. 

The question upon whieh the 
House is voting is upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Portland, 
Mr: Haskell, that the House aecept 
the majority "Ought to pass in new 
draft" report of the eommittee. A 
vote of yes is a vote to accept the 
majority report. A vote of no is to 
not accept it. 

Mr. DUTTON of Bingham: Mr. 
Speaker -

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

Mr. DUTTON: Mr. Speaker, I feel 
convinced that we do not under
stand just how we are voting at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
explain again. A vote of yes is a 
vote to accept the majority report 
of the 'oommittee "Ought to pass in 
new draft." 

The Clerk will call the roll. 
YEA-Allen, Baker, Bell, Bernier, 

Bird, Rockland; Blake, Brownfield; 
Bowker; Brown, Brunswick; Byron, 
Carpenter. Augusta; Chase; Cole, 
Casco; Connellan, Cyr, Dean, Dow, 
Ellingwood, Emerson, Gowell, Grenier, 
Hanson, Harrison; Haskell, Portland; 
Jalbert: Jordan. Saco; Jordan, South 
Portland: Legard, Letourneau, Lom
bard; Lord, Camden; Lord, South 
Portland; Marshall, McFee, Meloon. 
Moulton. Ouellette, Palmeter.· Pas
cucci, Patterson. Payson, Peirce, 
Plummer, Pratt, Prout, Rankin, Rob
erts, Russell. Snow, Stillings, Sweet
ser, WalSh. Ward, Warren, Weeks, 
Weston;. Williams, Auburn; Wood, 

NAY-Adams, Ames, Anderson, 
Benn, Berry; Bird, Washingi;on; 
Blake. Dexter; Boulier, Boyker, Brew
er; Brown, Milford; Brown, l]nity; 
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Burton; Carpenter, Skowhegan; 
Christensen; Cobb, Bangor; Cobb, 
Gardiner; Cole, West Gardiner; COl
lins, Conant, Corson, Cousins, Crosby, 
Deering, DeSanctis, Dicker, Downs, 
Dutton, Edwards, Ela, Elliott, Forhan, 
Gallant, Gay, Gillies, Qross, Hamil
ton; Haskell, Bangor; Hawes, Hay-' 
ward, HeanssJer, Hemphill, House, 
Jacobs, Jennings, Jewett, Judkins; 
Knight, Clinton; Knight, Jay; Leath
ers, Lee, Longstaff, MacKinnon, Mar
sans, MorneauIt; Morrison, Rumford; 
Morrison, Winter Harbor; Morse, Na
deau, Perkins, Poulin, Rollins, Ross, 
Sanborn, Sargent, Savage, Smith, 
Southard, Springer, Thomas, Thomp
son, Thorndike, Tozier, True, Vickery, 
Webber, We,lch, Wight; Williams, 
Clifton; Williams, Topsham; Wright. 

ABSENT-Boutin, Coombs, Daigle, 
Donahue, Dorsey, Jones, Lacharite, 
Lackee, Martin, Renouf, Smart, Wells. 

Yes, 57. 
No, 81. 
Absent, 12. 

The SPEAKER: The result of the 
roll call vote ls 57 yes, 81 no and 
12 absent. The motion therefore 
fails. 

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. 
Perkins of Boothbay Harbor, the 
minority report "Ought not to pass" 
was accepted in concurrence. 

Passed ttl Be Engrossed 

The following Bills and Resolve 
taken up by special .assignment: 

Bill "An Aot relating to the En
forcement and Collection of Dog 
Licenses" (H. P. 1478) (L. D. 1184) 

Bill "An Act Amending the Char
ter of the Town of Norridgewock 
School District" (H. P. 1481) (L. D. 
1185) 

Resolve in favor of Several Acad
emies, Institutes and Seminaries 
(H. P. 1479) (L. D. 1186) 

Were reported by the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Reading, BilL~ 
read the third time, Resolve read 
the second time, all passed to be 
engr(]ssed and sent to the Senate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 

(Out or order and under suspen
sion of the rules) 

An Act relating to School Super
intendents (S. P. 431) (L. D. 1151) 

An Act relating to Powers of At
torney and Other InstrUInoamts by 
Persons in the Armed Forces (S. P. 
432) (L. D. 1148) 

An .A!ct relating to Public Admin
istrators (S. P. 433) (L. D. 1150) 

An .A!ct to Incorporate .the "Gen
eral Mortgage Company" (S. P. 434) 
(L. D. '1152) 

An Act Amending the Unemploy
ment CompensaJtion Act as to Em
ployer's Experience Glassifications 
(H. P. 1077) (L. D. 926) 

An Act relating to Bounty on 
Porcupines (H. P. 1342) (L. D. 993) 

An Act .A!uthorizing Towns to Co
operate with Highway Commission 
in Maintaining Town Roads and 
with Federal Government and Com
mission in Building Secondary 
Roads (H. P. 1437) (L. D. 1118) 

Were reported by ,the O>mmittee 
on Engrossed Bills as truly and 
strtctIy engrossed, passed to be en
acted, signed by the Speaker and 
sent to the lSenate. 

Tabled 
An Act relating to Salary of Jus

tices of the Supreme JUdicial and 
the SUperior Courts (H. P. 1466) 
(L. D. '1167) 

(on motion by Mr. Morse of Oak
land, tabled temporarily, pending 
enactment.) 

An Act relating to Pollution in 
Cobbosseecontee and Annabessa
cook Lakes (H. P. 1471) (L. D. 1173) 

Resolve Providing for Purchase of 
Land for the Pownal Sta;te School 
(S. P. 436) (L. D. 1'153) 

Resolve Authorizing Purchase of 
Jefferson Camps (H. P. 1424) (L. D. 
1097) 

Resolve, in relation to Status of 
Certain Persons in re Teachers' 
Retirement Association (H. P. 1472) 
(L. D. 1175) 

Resolve reIating to Appointment 
of Spectal Committee 'to Study Pro
posals to Establish Technical and 
Vocationa1 Institutes (H. P. 1473) 
(L. D. 1176) 

Were reported by' the Commit
tee on Eng'f'Ossed BIlls as truly and 
strictly engrossed, Bills paSISedto 
be enaded, Resolves finally passed, 
all signed by the Speak,er and 
sent to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair now 
lays before the House the eighth 
item, An Act relating to Salary of 
the Justices of the Supreme Judicial 
and the Superior Cour'ts (H. P. 
146'6) (L. D. 1167) tabled a moment 
algo by the gentleman from Oak
land, Mr. Morse; and the Chair 
recognizes that gent1eman. 

Mr. MORSE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I run about 
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to move for the indefinite post
ponement of this Item 8, An Act 
relating to the Salary of .tI:-e Jus
tices of the Supreme JudIcIal and 
the Superior Courts. In support 
of this motion I have just a few 
wOl'ds to say in explanation of my 
reasons for making it. 

I simply wish to say that I eap.
not bring myself to vote to ralSe 
the pay of our Justices when they 
are already the highest paid offi
cials in our State, ,also-and this is 
especially true-when the ra'ise of 
$2,000 is an amount la:rger th'an the 
total pay of most of our State em
ployees. This mise would cost the 
State about $24,000 each year, and 
as I understand it, it couLd never 
be reduced or taken away. Also 'a 
la:rge part of this money would 
simply go to the Federal govern
ment as income tax. While they 
may need it, I do not feel that our 
State. should contribute to the Fed
eral government in this manner. 

I now move, Mr. Speaker, that 
this bill be 'indefinitely postponed, 
and I hope my motion will prevail. 

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

Mr. CARPENTER: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I 
think the impression sometimes 
gets around the House that per
haps we are miserly with our State 
employees. Such is not the case. 
I am going to read figures from 
the Governor's message: 

"Maine r:anks twenty-sixth among 
the states in per eapita income and 
twelfth in direct operational ex
penses." 

This bill calls for an additional 
burden on the taxpayers of Maine 
amounting to $28,000. The gen
tleman from Oaklla,nd, Mr. Morse, 
says $24,000. It is hard to judge 
that too eIocSe, because some retired 
justic,es are working on the bench 
today; so I will take my figure. 
This bill calls for $28,{)OO to be 
distributed to fourteen employees of 
the State that are ,already receiv
ing $109.500 per year. It is div,id
ed so that the Chief Justice gets 
$90()O, six Supreme Court Justices 
get $48,000, 'and seven Superior 
Court Justices get $52,500, making 
a grand total of $109,500. 

What kind of reaction are we go
ing to get from our constituents if 
we let this bill get by? I know how 
I would feel towards a person I had 
elected to the office we hold if he 
or she voted for a bill like this. 

The proponents say that unless we 
pay more money we do not get the 
right kind of men. A few weeks 
ago a friend of mine was elevated 
to the Bench,and I defy anyone to 
name a better man. Justice Merrill 
took this position at the present 
salary before the Legislature had 
even heard of such a fantastic bill 
as this one which has been present
ed to us. Now I believe that Justice 
Merrill was getting more than $7500 
a year in his private practice. So 
why would he accept this position? 
I asked an esteemed lawyer in this 
House that very question, and his 
reply was that being appointed to 
the Bench is an honor tha;t most 
lawyers look forward to, and be
sides, he pointed out, the salary is 
very, very good, the position secure, 
and when a Justice retires, he does 
so at three-quarters pay-in other 
words $6000 per year, $115 per week 
fo.r the rest of his life. In your 
mind's eye, look around your home 
'bown and city and see how many 
men you will find who at the age 
of 70 have all their bills paid and 
receive $115 a week. 

But this bill asks for $28,000 more 
right now for this group, plus this 
retirement pay. And this is for a 
group, as Mr. Morse pointed out, 
that once this salary is fixed it is 
fixed by the Constitution of Maine, 
and we have just seen how hard it 
is to upset the Oonstiution of Maine, 
so it will always be there. 

Now here is my reasoning on this 
matter. We have been rather rush
ed on these salary bills. Now there 
will be another Legislature in eigh
teen months. Let us 1et the people 
of Maine think this over, and t.hen, 
if this demand for more money is 
just, they can bring it up before 
the 93rd Legislature or a special 
session, if we have one. The Jus
tices are getting a salary now so 
they will not suffer in the mean
time; they all took this position at 
the present mte, and it will not add 
anything to the ability of the pres
ent Hench if we increase them $28,-
000. So I believe the wise course 
for this Legislature is to agree with 
the gentleman from Oakland (Mr. 
Morse) and indefini,tely postpone 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Rome, Mr. 
Downs. 

Mr. DOWNS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I certainly 
had hoped that this day might pass 
and I be allowed to sit in my seat 
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untroubled and unmolested; but, 
as a member of the Salaries and 
Fees Committee and as a citizen 
of the State of Maine, I believe that 
I should tell you as clearly and as 
concisely as I can, in my own feeble 
way, why and how the COJ:?ffiittee 
on Salaries and Fees arnved at 
their decision. 

In the first place, I regret that 
the highest tribunal in our State 
has to be kicked around like a foot
ball in the halls of legislation, as 
this particular bill has been. From 
time to time, since the report of 
the committee came out, we had ar
rived at a fair decision and honest 
the adjourning hours of this body, 
agreement only the next minute to 
have it kicked over; and today, in 
the agreement is again nullified and 
you are asked to indefinitely post
pone what was the impartial decis
ion of your Committee on Salaries 
and Fees. 

My esteemed coIleague has re
minded you that this increase equal
led the large amount of $24;0()O. !It 
is a large sum of money when we 
think of $24,0000 in terms of dollars 
and cents; it is an astounding sum; 
but I submit to you that many liti
gants have in the courts of Maine 
cases which involve many times the 
amount of $24,0000; and I submit to 
you, if you, one of the members of 
this House, were one of these liti
gants: What is the type of man 
that you would want to decide the 
cause between party and party? I 
submit to you in the same breath, 
that there are an innumerable 
number of men who are hoping and 
praying that sometime they may be 
elevated to ,the Bench, nOlt for the 
salary which it involves but for the 
honor tha.t comes with it. 

'Many of the older members in 
this House recall the trial of one 
of our State officials. It was a tire
some thing and consumed davs. It 
was presided over by a member of 
the legal profession. I watched him 
carefully, and it was the work of 
an artist. When it was over. I said 
to him, "It would give me pleasure 
to see you elevated to the Bench," 
and he instantly said, "Tell that to 
the Governor." I never had the 
opportunity to tell it to the Gov
ernor, but, after a recent appoint
ment was made, I said to him, "I 
would like to have seen you had 
that appointment," and he said, 
"Doc, I couldn't afford it." I think 
he told the truth. I believe he told 

the truth because he is pulling 
down in his own private practice 
many times what this salary would 
pay him. But he is the type of man 
who should occupy the Bench of 
this State, a man in the prime of 
life, a man of ability 'and a man of 
honesty. 

For several terms it has been my 
privilege to try, in my own weak 
way to guard the salaries and to 
guard the treasury of this State. 
After four terms in this House, I 
am not ashamed of my record in 
that particular instance, and I am 
not ashamed today to go on record 
as supporting the report of the 
commIttee, because I believe it is 
giving justice where it is due. 

We have been reminded of the 
munificent salary of $115 a week, 
if I got the figures right, that has 
been paid some of our Judges. Re
cently I had the opportunity to go 
over' the income tax return .of a 
man who had been working in the 
Portland shipyard, and I am saying 
to you that -his weekly salary had 
been higher than this munificent 
amount of $115 a week. This man 
could read and write, but he could 
not comprehend the statutes of the 
State of Maine. I can not. 

I have no fear this afternoon, 
Ladies and Gentlemen, in standing 
on ·the floor of this House and de
fending the action of our commit
tee. I am not playing politics. If 
my head falls in the basket, it is a 
good pLace for it, but at least I 
have done my duty. This criticism 
which has been extended to the 
Judges of Maine-and beltter Judges 
do not exist in the Nation-I be
lieve the way this thing has been 
kicked around like a football is a 
slap in their ,face. 

Twenty-four years ago as a 
stripling, it was my privilege to 
serve in this Legislature, and I 
served under the Speakership of a 
man who later adorned Ithe Bench. 
I regret-and when I say that I 
mean it-I regTet that it is my duty 
this afternoon to stand here and 
defend a matter which really should 
not require any defense. He needs 
no defense; his record needs no 
defense; and, for the short years 
of life which are left to him, let it 
not go down on the record that the 
92nd Legislature took away from 
him what would be a slight but fair 
reward. 

I certainly trust that the motion 
of my colleague does not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
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from Oakland, Mr. Morse, that L. 
D. 1167, "An Act relating to Justices 
of the Supreme Judicial and 
Superior Court," be indefinitely 
postponed. 

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

Mr. WARD: Mr. Speaker and 
Members O'f the House: As a mem
ber of the Committe on Salaries 
and Fees, I rise to 'Oppose the mo
tion to indefinitely PO'stpone this 
matter. Your salaries and Fees 
Committee, in taking this measure 
under consideration, due to the 
fact that it involved twelve posi
tions instead of one, gave the mat
ter very careful and earnest con
sideration, and tblis salary mea
sure was discussed at some length, 
and finally it received the unan
imous endorsement of the commit
tee. 

I believe the committee, in reach
ing its cO'nclusion, recognized the 
fact that our courts must be main
tained on the highest plane possi
ble, and that we must secure men 
for appointment on that Bench 
whO' are the most outstanding 
members of the legal profession in 
the State of Maine. 

In state after state through the 
Na.tion the salaries paid to the 
members of the Judiciary br out
distance the salaries paid to any 
other State employees, and in the 
State of Maine, time and time 
again, appointments have been of
fered ,to outstanding members of 
the legal profession who, as much 
as they 'WO'uld desire to accept, have 
been obHgedto decline because they 
Simply could not afford to accept 
them. 

Now it has been said here in the 
State of Maine that only a rich 
man can be elected Governor, that 
a man of moderate means cannot 
get himself elected. Now we have 
in the State of Maine praetically 
the same situation in regard to our 
courts, and if the members of this 
Legislature wish to have it remain 
that way, you will indefinitely post
pone this measure, but if you wish 
to have it so that any outstanding 
member of the legal profession 
would be in a position to accept an 
apPOintment to the Superior Court 
or the Supreme Judicial Court, re
gardless of the size of his pocket
bO'ok, I believe you will go along 
with the unanimous report of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER:: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Green
ville, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am not 
an attorney, therefore I have no 
ambition to be elevated to the 
Bench, because it is an impossibil
ity. But I do stand before yO'U as 
I have before - I stand on my 
word. I have agreed to let this 
bill be as it is, as it was reported 
from the committee. I still stand 
in that same position. The fact 
that this bill relates to the highest 
court in the State of Maine, the 
members of which I have the 
highest esteem for, ,and because of 
the confidence I have in the pres
ent executive officer of our State 
in the future to pick from the at
'torneys in our Sta,te the best men 
to fill what v'aeancies arise, I be
lieve, 'and I think each one of you 
know that the type of man who will 
be selected for this office can earn 
all this raise amounts to in one 
single year, and this raise is for 
twelve men. 

We cannot have everything, and 
we have just saved the Sta,te of 
Maine, by the opponents own 'ad
mission, five million dollars, there
fore I feel that with our present 
resources we are amply justified in 
spending this extra money. I 
hope the motion to indefinitely 
postpone does not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Oakland, Mr. Morse. that L. 
D. 1167, Bill "An Aet relating to 
Salary of the Justices of the Su
preme Judicial and the Superior 
CO'urts," be indefinitely postponed. 
All those in favor of the motion will 
say yes; contrary minded no. 

A viva voce vote being doubted, 
A division of the House was had. 
Fifty having voted in the affirm-

ative and 56 in the negative, the 
motion did not prevail. 

Thereupon, the bill was pa~sed to 
be enacted, signed by the Speaker 
and sent to the Senate. 

The E'PEAKER: The House is 
proceeding under Orders of the 
Day, having disposed of all mat
ters excepting the tabled and un
assigned matters. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Payson. 

Mr. PAYSON: Mr. Speaker, I 
move to take from the table the sec
ond tabled and unassigned matter, 
An Act to Ineorporate the Portland 
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Wharf District (H. P. 1328) (L. D. 
972), in the House passage to be 
en3!cted reconsidered, and tabled by 
me on April 17th pending enact
ment. 

As this bill apparently serves no 
useful purpose, I move its indefinite 
postponement. 

The SPEkKER: The gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Payson, moves 
the indefinite postponement of -this 
bill. Is this the pleasure of the 
House. 

The vote was declared. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair is in

formed that there was an objection. 
All those in favor of the motion 

to indefinitely postpone this bill 
will say )"es; those opposed no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prevailed and the bill was 
indefinitely postponed in non-con
currence and sent up for concur
rence. 

On motion by Mr. Rollins of 
Greenville, the House voted to take 
from the table the third tabled and 
unasstgned matter, lR,esolve .&u
thorizing Commissioner of Agrtcul
ture to Employ Poultry E}<pert (H. 
P. 1047) (L. D. 655) which was re
oalled to the House by Joint Order 
and final passage reconsidered, ta
bled on April 17th by that gen
tLeman, pending final passage. 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Green
ville, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker, 
since I t,abled this bill only to 1"a
cilitate the work of this Legisla
ture, I have no motion to make. 

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

Mr. ADAMS I Mr. .speaker, I 
move Itha,t this resolve be indefi
nitely postponed. 

The !SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Kennebunkport, Mr. Adams, 
moves that this resolve be indefi
nitely postponed. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Augusta, Mr. Peirce. 

Mr. PEIROE: Mr. Speaker, may 
I ask that the C1erk read the title 
of ,the resolve. 

CLERK (reading): Resolve Au
thorizing the Gommiss~oner of Ag
riculture to Employ Poultry Ex
pert (E. P. 1047) (L. D. 655). 

The SPEAKER: The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kennebunkport, Mr. Adams, 
thrut this resolve be indefinitely 
postponed. All those in f'avor of 
the motion wi] lsay yes; contrary 
minded, no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prevailed and the resolve 
was indefinitely postponed in non
concurrence and sent up for con
currence. 

On motion by Mr. Weeks of 
Waterville, the House voted to 
take from the table the fourth 
tabled and unassigned matter, 
Joint Order relative to Public Util
ities Commission and Highway 
Commission to make a Study re 
Carrters Supplying Freight Trans
portation in Maine (S. P. 446), 
tabled on ,April 18th by that gen
tleman, pending passage; and on 
further motion by that gentleman 
the Order received passage in con
currence. 

The SPEAKER: Apparently the 
House has no further business to 
transact. 

The Clerk will read the notices. 

On motion by Mr. Ward of Mil
linocket, 

Adjourned until ten o'clock to
morrow morning. 




