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HOUSE 

Thursday, April 5, 1951 

The House met according to 
adjournment and was oalled to 
order hy the Speaker. 

Prayer hy the Rev. Mr. Henry 
Lllirsen of Hebron. 

The journal of the previous ses
sion was read andllipproved. 

Papers from the Senate 
From the Senate: The following 

Order: 
ORDERED, the House conclllTing, 

that the Legislative Research Oom
m1ttee lbe, and hereby is, di~ted 
to study and appraise the recrea
tional needs and standards of tthe 
State; and be it 'further 

ORDERED, that the results of 
such study together with an recom
mendations 'he repOl . .,ted to the 96th 
Legislature. (S. P. 531) 

Came from the Senate read and 
passed. 

In the House, read and passed in 
concurrence. 

Senate Reports of Committees 
Divided Report 

Majority Report of the Committee 
on Judiciary reporting "OUght ,to 
pass" on Btll "An Act Authorizing 
Approval of the Interstate Civil 
Defense and Disaster Compact" (s. 
P. 117) (iL. D. 207) 

Report was signed hy the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. HASKELL of CWnIberland 

BARNES of Aroostook 
- of the Senate. 

WOODWORTH of Fairfield 
HAYES of Dover-Foxcroft 

Mrs. FAY of Por,tland 
Messrs. FULLER of Bangar 

DELAHANTY of Lewiston 
- of the House. 

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

Report was signed hy the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. McGLAUF1LIN of Portland 

HAR!DING of Rockland 
- of the House. 

Game from the Senate with the 
Majority Report llICCepted and the 
BiH passed to be engrossed. 

In the House: 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair a;waits 
a motion. 

The Ohair recognizes the gentle
man from Dover-Foxcroft, Mr. 
Hayes. 

Mr. HAYES: Mr. Speaker, I move 
the acceptance of the Majority Re
port "OUght to pass". 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Dover-Foxoroft, Mr. Hayes, 
moves that the House accept the 
Majority Report "Ought to ,pass" on 
Bill "An Act Authorizing Approval 
of the Interstate Civil Defense and 
Disaster Compact." Is this the 
pleasure of the House? 

The motion prevailed and the 
Majority Report "OUght to pass" 
was accepted in concurrence. 

Thereupon, the Bill was given its 
two several readings and assigned 
for third reading tomorrow morn
ing. 

Ought Not to Pass 
Report of the Committee on 

Judiciary reporting "Ought not to 
pass" on Bill "An Act relating to 
Falsely Reporting Crimes" (S. P. 
377) ('L. D. 903) 

Report of same Committee report
ing same on Bill "An Act relating 
to Trespass" (S. P. 378) (L. D. 9(4) 

Report of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Parks reporting same 
on Bill "An Act to Create a Stllite 
Recreation Commission" (S. P. 120) 
(L. D. 210) 

Report of the Committee on Pub
lic Health reporting same on BiH 
"An Aot Repealing Law of Manru
facture and Sale of Bedding and 
Upholstered lFurniture" (S. P. 394) 
(L. D. 941) 

Report of the 'Committee on 
Transportat~on reporting same on 
Bill "An Act relating to Registra
tion Plates for Junk Dealers" (S. 
P. 446) (L. D. 1009) 

Game from the Senate read and 
accepted. 

In the House, read and accepted 
in concurrence. 

Ought to Pass in New Draft 
Report of the Committee on Li

quor Control on Bill "An Act relat
ing to Liquor Licenses in Unin
corporated Places" (S. P. 380) (L. 
D. 906) reporting a new draft (S. 
P. 523) (L. D. 1249) under same 
title and that it "Ought to pass" 
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Came from the Senate with the 
Report read and accepted and the 
Bill passed to be engrossed. 

In the House, the Report was 
lead and accepted in concurrence, 
the Bill read twice and tomorrow 
assigned. 

Ought to Pass 
Report of the Committee on Le

gal Affairs reporting "OUght to 
pass" on Bill "An Act Relative to 
Itinerant Photographers" (S. P. 
459) (L. D. 1073) 

Report of same Committee re
porting same on Bill "An Act Cre
ating the Eastport Public Landing 
Authority" (S. P. 440) (L. D. 1003) 

Report of the Committee on Sea 
and Shore Fisheries reporting same 
en Bill "An Act relating to Quali
fications for Lobster Licenses for 
veterans" (S. P. 443) (L. D. 10(6) 
Report of same Committee report

iIlg same on Bill "An Act relating 
to Wholesale Lobster Dealer's Li
cense" (S. P .. 311) (L. D. 662) 

Report of same Committee re
porting same on Bill "An Act re
lating to the Taking of Alewives 
in the New Meadows River in the 
Towns of Brunswick and West 
Bath" (S. P. 279) (L. D. 618) 

Report of the Committee on 
Towns and Counties reporting same 
on Bill "An Act relating to the 
Salaries of the Judge and the Clerk 
and Clerk Hire of the Auburn Mu
nicipal Court" (S. P. 288) (L. D. 
627) 

Came from the Senate with the 
Reports read and accepted and the 
Bills passed to be engrossed. 

In the House, Reports were read 
and accepted in concurrence, the 
Bills read twice and tomorrow as
signed. 

Tabled 
Report of the Committee on 

Towns and Counties reporting 
"OUght to pass" on Bill "An Act to 
Authorize Cities and Towns to Ac
cept Grants from Federal Govern
ment·, (S. P. 461) (L. D. 1(}75) 

Report wa~ read. 
(On motion of Mrs. Fay of Port

land, tabled pending acceptance of 
Committee Report) 

Report of the Committee on 
Towm and Counties reporting 

"Ought to pass" on Bill "An Act 
relating to Membership of the 
Emergency Municipal Fin an c e 
Board" (S. P. 39) (L. D. 22) 

Report of same Committee re
porting same on Bill "An Act re
lating to Interest of Unorganized 
and Organized Townships Funds" 
(S. P. 444) (L. D. 1007) 

Report of same Committee re
porting same on Bill "An Act re
lating to the Municipal Regula
tIOn of Motor Vehicles" (S. P. 397) 
(L. D. 944) 

Repcrt of the Committee on Wel
fare reporting same on Resolve to 
Repeal Certain Special Resolve 
Pensions (S. P. 482) (L. D. 1145) 

Came from the Senate with the 
Reports read and accepted and the 
Bills and Resolve passed to be en
grossed. 

In the House, Reports were read 
and accepted in concurrence, the 
Bills read twice, the Resolve read 
ence, and tomorrow assigned. 

On motion of Mrs. Moffatt of 
Bath, House Rule 25 was suspended 
for the remainder of today's ses
sion, in order to permit smoking. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair at 
this time notes the presence in the 
balcony of the Hall of the House 
of ,the Winslow High School Civics 
Class, under the supervision of 
Mrs. Carl McKechnie, and also 
Cony High School, Augusta, Maine, 
Problems in Democracy Class, un
der the charge of Mr. Clinton 
Thurlow. 

In behalf of the House, the 
Chair at this time bids you all a 
cordial welcome. (Applause) 

Report of the Committee on Wel
fare reporting "OUght to pass" on 
Bill "An Act relating to Sale and 
Lease of Lands in Indian Town
ship" (S. P. 328) (L. D. 815) 

Report of same Committee re
porting same on Resolve Authoriz
ing Forest Commissioner to Renew 
Lease to Passamaquoddy Lumber 
Company (S. P. 327) (L. D. 816) 

Came from the Senate with the 
Reports read and accepted and the 
Bills and Resolve passed to be en
grossed. 

In the House, Reports were read 
and accepted in concurrence, the 
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Bill read twice, the Resolve read 
once, and tomorrow assigned. 

Ought Not to Pass 
Resolve Substituted for ReIWrt 
Report of the Committee on 

Judiciary reporting "Ought not to 
pass" on Resolve Authorizing Ex
penditure of Certain Moneys in 
Possession of Bangor State Hos
pital (S. P. 336) (L. D. 752) 

Came from the Senate with the 
Resolve substituted for the Report 
and passed to be engrossed as 
amended by Senate Amendment 
"A." 

In the House: Report was read. 
On motion of the gentleman 

from Orono, Mr. Bates, the House 
voted to concur with the Senate 
in substituting the Resolve for the 
Report as amended by Senate 
Amendment "A". 

Thereupon, the Resolve had its 
first reading. 

Senate Amendment "A" was read 
by the Clerk as follows: 

SENATE AMENDMENT "A" to 
S. P. 336, L. D. 752, "Resolve, Au
thorizing Expenditure of Certain 
Moneys in Possession of Bangor 
State Hospital." 

Amend said Resolve by striking 
out everything after the last semi
colon therein and inserting in 
place thereof the following: 
'and provided further, that the 
balance shall at no time be drawn 
down to less than $250.' 

Thereupon, Senate Amendment 
"A" was adopted in concurrence 
and the Resolve was assigned for 
second reading tomorrow morning. 

Senate Report 
Recommitted 

Report of the Committee on 
Transportation reporting "Ought 
to pass" on Bill "An Act relating to 
Penalties for Violation of Truck 
Weight Laws" (S. P. 460) (L. D. 
1074) 

Came from the Senate recommit
ted to the Committee on Transpor
tation. 

In the House: Report was read. 
On motion of Mr. Jones of Bow

doinham, the House voted to con
cur with the Senate in the recom
mitment of the Bill to the Com
mittee on Transportation. 

Ought to be Adopted. in New Draft 
In Senate Original Memorial Sub

stituted for Report and Adopted 
Report of the Committee on Judi

ciary on MEMORIAL TO CON-
GRESS (Joint Resolution Rescind
ing Proposal for Considering a 
Constitutional Convention of the 
United states or Amendments to 
the Constitution of the United 
States Relating to Strengthening 
the United Nations and Limiting 
World Federal Government.) (S. P. 
205) (L. D. 460) reporting a new 
draft (S. P. 529) (L. D. 1258) under 
title of MEM:ORIAL TO CON
GRESS (Joint Resolution Regard
ing a Constitutional Convention of 
the United States or Amendments 
to the Constitution of the United 
States Relating to Strengthening 
the United Nations.) and that it 
"Ought to be adopted". 

Came from the Senate with the 
original Memorial substituted for 
the Report and the Memorial 
adopted. 

In the House Report was read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair rec

ognizes the gentleman from Port
land, Mr. Gilman. 

Mr. GILMAN: Mr. Speaker, I 
move the acceptance of the original 
Memorial for the Report, in con
currence with the Senate. 

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIIN: Mr. Speaker, 
I move to lay this matter on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Plortland, Mr. McGlaU!fiin, 
moves that the matter lie on the 
t.able. Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

Calls of "No." 
The SPlEAKER: All those in 

favor of the motion of the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Mc
Glauflin, that the matter lie on 
the table will say aye; those op
posed, no. 

A viva voce vote being doubted, 
A division of the House was had. 
The SPEAKER: Forty-two having 

voted in the affirmative and fifty
three having voted in the negative, 
the motion does not prevail. 

The question before the House is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Gilman, that 
the House substitute the original 
memorial for the report. 
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The Ohair recognizes the gentle
man from Bangor, Mr. FUller. 

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Before we 
proceed to take any final action 
on this matter I would like to ad
dress the House to try to explain 
the situation as I understand it. 

The action taken by the Ninety
fourth Legislature was in 1949. In 
April, 195(), there came up a case 
in the state of Oalifornia before 
one of their Courts of Appeal. In 
that case it was held that the 
charter of the United Nations is 
a treaty like other treaties and is a 
part of the law of this country and 
takes precedence over conflicting 
laws of any of the states. As a 
result of that decision this Appel
late Court in California purported 
to set aside the Alien Land Law of 
Oalifornia which had existed in 
that state for many years and had 
been sustained against all sorts of 
attempts to have it declared un
constitutional. 

Now the reason they did that 
was because of the wording of the 
U. N. Oharter which had in it this 
phraseology about "respect for and 
observance of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms for all with
out distinction as to race, sex, lan
guage or religion." Because the 
word "race" was in there, this Cali
fornia court set aside this law 
wh~ch was a fundamental part of 
the law of the state of California. 
Notwithstanding the fact that this 
happened in April and May, 1950, 
in the fall of 1950 we all received 
this communication from the Vet
erans of Foreign Wars saying: 
"This group wishes to make it clear 
to ea;ch member of the Ninety
fifth Legislature that we whole
heartedly support the United Na
tions." 

So there we have one of the 
groups that favored the original 
memorial that was introduced in 
this Legislature, attempting to re
scind the other memorial of the 
Ninety-fourth Legislature. We have 
this group which says it still sup
ports the U. N., and of ~ourse, be
fore the Judkiary Committee, the 
Daughters of the American Revo
lution and the Daughters of 
Colonial Wars and so forth also 
said they supported the U.N. So 
it seems to me that the action 

taken by the .senate on this matter 
is inconsistent and it must have 
resulted from a misunderstanding 
of the situation. A further reason 
why I feel that must be so is that 
after this decision in Oalifornia, 
on October 15th, 1950, even the 
World Federalists who are involved 
in this controversy agreed to have 
some changes made because they 
wished to bring about this change, 
namely, "a reservation to the na
tions and their peoples of all 
powers not expressly delegated to 
the United Nations, thus guaran
teeing to each nation complete in
ternal sovereignty to manage its 
domestic affairs, and freedom to 
choose its own domestic, political, 
economic, social and religious in
stitutions." 

What bothers me about the ac
tion of the Senate is that the 
Ninety-fourth Legislature did not 
purport or never considered going 
anywhere near as far on this ques
tion of World Government as we 
have actually already gone if this 
decision in California is finally up
held by the ultimate Court of Ap
peals. 

If you will refer to the phrase
ology of the redraft, prepared by 
the Judiciary Committee, you will 
find in it that what the Judiciary 
Oommittee asks the Legislature to 
do is to go on record as saying 
that we ,approved in the United 
Nations "such limited governmental 
police and inspection powers as 
are necessary to control armaments 
and prevent and punish aggres
sion; it does not approve making 
the United Nations a strong cen
tral government with extensive 
powers which might, in the begin
ning, or through any subsequent 
process of amendment, threaten 
the individual freedom of Ameri
cans, of the domestic, political, eco
nomic, social or religious institu
tions of the United States." 

It seems to me that the Legis
lature would be more consistent in 
gOing along with the JudiCiary 
Oommittee and would better ex
press the sentiments of the people 
of this State by adopting this me
morial which the Judiciary Com
mittee has prepared than it would 
by adopting the original memorial 
whieh was introduced in this 
Legisla ture. 
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Portland, 
Mr. McGlauflin. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I rise to support the mo
tion to substitute the committee's 
report, as I und,ersoood the motion, 
for the original bill. The only rea
son that I asked to ta;ble it was so 
tJhat I could get together the ma
terial I needed, which would take 
about ten minutes, to debate this 
matter, but fortunately, in spite of 
the fact that you won't give me 
tJhat opportunity, I know what I 
am talking aibout here, and you are 
not going to escape without hear
ing from me. (Laughter) 

This original memorial came be
'fore the Judiciary Committee two 
years ago. We had no use for the 
thing whatever and we passed it 
out that it "Ought not to pass", but 
there was one of the veterans who 
was in this House at that time, Mr. 
Warren Payne, who was represent
ing some organization, and it 
meant an awful lot to him, or he 
thought it did, if he could get SOOle 
kind of a report out of that com
mittee, and at last the Speaker of 
this House and myself said "We will 
fL'I{ it so that it doesn't amount to 
a thing" but will let the hoy have 
it, and this is what we did: We 
took the teeth all out of it, and in
stead of being a memorial to Con
gress, it was a reqruest that they 
give the matter consideratton. That 
is all that we passed,that they 
give the matter consideration. 

There was a hearing on that bill. 
There were some of the best citi
zens in this State who attended 
the hearing-I ,could name many of 
them-Mr. Howe of the Portland 
Federation of Labor, our honor
a:ble member here, Rev. Mr. Roun
dy, Mayor Sanborn of Augusta. 
Men of illlat calibre, whose patri
otism could not be questioned in any 
way, were for that measure, as it 
originally stoo~but the commit
tee took the teeth out of it and 
passed this measure. 

Now understand that we krrew 
what we were doing. The Speaker 
must recall these facts. He knew 
what he was doing. I knew what I 
was doing, and we have no apology 
for what we did. But what hap
pened? Much 000 about nothing! 

They came up here to a special 
session of the Legislature after that 
first session, and one morIlling we 
found on our desks, everyone of 
us, literature that tended to show 
that the world was coming to an 
end, that the government was going 
to Hell right away, iftJhat wasn't 
withdrawn. That matter was dis
cussed on the floor of this House 
at that time and was indefinitely 
postponed by the Legislature that 
passed the act. Now they have got 
the nerve to come back here and 
tell us that we didn't know what 
we were doing and will we please 
go back to Washington 'and say to 
the members of the Senate 'and the 
House of Representatives: "We poor 
fools down in Maine didn't know 
what we were doing. Will you 
please send that back?" 

Now why do I object to. our 
withdrawing that memorial? It 
doesn't amount to anything at all 
as it stands. There is no danger 
of our losing our sovereignty. Let 
me point out to you that before 
you could get that constttutional 
amendment a,cross, if we had asked 
for it, whkh we didn't, you would 
have to have a petition from thir
ty-two states and it has got to be 
passed by thirty-six states before it 
could become a part of the Con
stitution, and what did it amount 
to then? It amounted to just this: 
Th'at tt empowered Congress to ne
gotiate with other nations to see 
if we 'could work out some plan for 
World Peace, and if they did it, 
that plan was to be submitted 
a;gain to the states for their ratifi
cation. There wMn't any possiibility 
of taking 'away our sovereignty. It 
had to have thirty-six states agree 
to it twice. 

If we pass this proposed memo
rial at this time, we are saying 
to Congress-now get this, because 
this is why I am so opposed to the 
memorial-I am not opposed to 
ohis hill that we worked up, -but I 
am opposed to that original me
morial, because this doesn't amount 
to anything, but if today or to
morrow we want to pass a memorial 
that we lare interested in, it gives 
the Congress 'and the -Senate a 
chance to say: "What is the good 
of paying any attention to 'a me
morial from Maine? They will be 
ha.ck here tomorrow asking us ,to 
withdmw it." That is why I am 
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opposed to it. We haven't done 
anything to be ashamed of. 

Now what has led to all this 
confusion is the fear that in some 
way we are going to get mixed up 
with .Russia. Russia! Cruel, treach
erous, despotic Russia. Without 
honor, without principle, and with
out God. Russia! Whose govern
ment is ba;sed not on high moral 
principle, but upon the teachings 
of Ma;chiavelli Prince. Misrepre
sentation and deceit. Do you think 
tJhere is any chance of this govern
ment trying to give up its sovereign
ty to that nation, or any part of 
it? Not while the sun continues 
to shine or the stars continue to 
twinkle in the high heavens. Mem
bers, I ask you to support that 
motion, that you substitute our 
findings which we have worked out 
with great care, that do not dis
grace this House and this Legis
lature, but which explain that this 
Legislature does not believe in any 
World Federation. . 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Bath, 
Mr. Fenn. 

Mr. FENN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am very 
glad to hear the talk of the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin, 
today. In the Senate, yesterday, as 
many of you happened to have 
the opportunity of being in there 
when they discussed this situation 
they gave full credit to the Judici
ary Committee - they knew the 
committee worked hard on this 
matter - and they, in all their 
sincerity and honesty, came up 
with what they thought was an 
amendment which would satisfy all 
sides. But in that amendment they 
had left, in the fifth Hne in the 
middle, three words, which is just 
the propaganda which the World 
Federalists want to use, and those 
three words are "World Federal 
Government." We, in the State of 
Maine, in the Ninety-fourth Legis
lature, passed a memorial on to 
them, as my gOOdfriend, bhe gentle
man from Portland, Mr. McGlauf
lin, has said, for consideration. 
That is not what the World Fed
eralists used, consideration. They 
tagged-and they did it definitely, 
In black and white print,-they 
tagged the State of Maine as being 

a member or going along with the 
World Federalists. 

Now, this amendment which the 
Judiciary Committee h3!s given us 
has left this thing so again they 
can use it as propaganda. Now 
since we had the hearing I have 
had the opportunity to travel quite 
a distance through the State of 
Maine and ask this question, and 
I feel definitely that the people 
of the State of Maine want to re
scind this memorial; they do not 
want to have anything to do with 
it. 

Now the question comes, and I 
am going to put it before this House 
too - they did it in the Senate: 
Are you or are you not a World 
Federalist? If you are, or if you 
are not. The second thing to do, 
in the mechanics of this situation, 
and remember, Members, a me
morial does not go back and forth 
between the Senate and the House -
we have just one chance to vote 
on it here today; whatever you do 
today does it; if you rescind or do 
not concur with the Senate Amend
ment to substitute the original 
memorial for the report, then this, 
the original, or, rather, this amend
ment stands. 

Now I will get back to the orig
inal question of whether you are 
or are not a World Federalist. The 
mechanics boil down to this: The 
only one thing that you can do 
to clear the State of Maine ·from 
being ta;gged as a WIorld Federalist 
member is to go along with the 
Senate. That is the only mechanics 
you have today, if you are for re
scinding this memorial to Congress. 

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker, 
that, to me, seems a perfeotly ri
diculous argument, that we have 
got to pass this fool memorial be
cause somebody cannot read Eng
lish. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Cape 
Elizabeth, Mr. Chase. 

Mr. CHASE: If everybody has to 
be tagged, Mr. Speiliker, perhaps I 
ought to say now that I have been 
associated with the World Federalist 
movement from its early beginning 
and so have many people in this 
State, whom I regard as leaders 
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in prominent M'fairs in this State. 
There is a difference of opinion 
among the World Federalists just as 
there is among the members of the 
American Legion or of any other or
ganization. World Federalists don't 
all believe in the same thing. The 
limited objective of the movement 
was to establish some form through 
the United Nations of a limited 
world government which would 
have some power, acting together 
in concord, to prevent fOl'Ce and 
aggression. It is a movement to 
protect world peace. 

Now the last Legislature, con
sidering the situation as it then 
existed, was addressed in memorial. 
The advice given in that memorial 
should be considered as of the time 
when it was given. It was limited 
advice, asking consideration of 
strengthening the United Nations. 

Now what would have happened 
if that advice had been taken? 
That is the only test of advice 
given in the past. If everyone had 
agreed then to press on through 
the United Nations, to test the 
possibility of it, as a force in the 
world for peace, how do we know 
today that we would be in Korea? 
How do we know today that we 
would have practically all of the 
force in Korea? Would we not 
have known, if we had gone ahead 
at that time to bring the issue to 
a head, would we not have known 
whether the other nations of the 
world would support us or not? 
When the decision was made to go 
into Korea, would we not have 
known whether we were going in 
practically alone, with mere token 
assistance from the other nations, 
or whether there would be a real 
world force there? How can we 
tell now? 

It seems to me that for one Leg
islature to attempt to rescind the 
advice given by the other is an 
affront to that Legislature. If we 
want to start in from scratch here 
to address a new memorial, as the 
Judiciary Committee has, in effect, 
attempted to do, and which does 
not mention anywhere in it World 
Federalists, that I can find in the 
printed copy, should we not give 
such advice as we deem to be wise 
now and not attempt to go back 
and say that someone, two years 
ago, in giving advice in the light 

of conditions as they then saw 
them, was a bunch of saps? I 
think, if we are going to memorial
ize Congress, we had better start 
from here and state the situation 
as we see it now and not foster 
this agitation and fight which has 
been built up between two organi
zations. I therefore hope that the 
motion of the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Gilman, to substitute 
the original memorial for the com
mittee's recommendation, will not 
prevail, and that the House will go 
31long with the attempt of the com
mittee to reconcile this difference 
of opinion. 

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

Mr. PENN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Legisla
tive Document 1258, I think I can 
read correctly, one, two, three, four, 
the fifth line from the bottom has 
three words in it that says "World 
Federal Government." I hate to 
stand up here and oppose and con
tradict my good friend from Cape 
Elizabeth, Mr. Clhase, but those 
three words in there, those three 
words in ther,e to me, seem to sat
isfy me pretty clearly. If I am cor
rect, and I think I ·am, the gentle
man from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. 
Chase, says that we shouldn't try 
to overrule legislation by the Nine
ty-fourth Legislature. 

There are members in this House 
who were here in the Ninety-fourth 
Legislature, and I have asked some 
of those men and they honestly 
did not know what they were vot
ing for. 

Mr. Speaker, when the question 
comes before the House on going 
along with the motion of the gen
tleman from Portland, Mr. Gilman, 
I ask for a roll call. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speak
er-

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: I want to 
make a correction, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
may state his correction only. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speak
er, I misunderstood the motion of 
the gentleman from Portland, Mr. 
Gilman. I stated in my argument 
that I supported it. Now I am in
formed that he - I would like to 
find out what the gentleman's mo-
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tion was. May I have that infor-
mation? . 

The SPEAKER: When the gen
tleman is through, the Chair will 
state the question. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speak
er, I would Uke to ask Mr. Gilman 
to restate his motion. 

The SPEAKER: When the gen
tleman has yielded the floor, the 
Chair will state the question. 

Mr. McGLAUiFLIN: Mr. Speaker, 
I want 'be make it clear that I favor 
the report of the Judiciary COmmit
tee and I am definitely against the 
memorial as presented to this Legis
lature. Now I stated otherwise. 
Please get that clear. I said I was 
for Mr. Gilman's motion and I 
thought he moved to go exactly 
different from what they did in the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
have to inform llhe gentleman that 
he can speak but 'twice on the same 
issue. 

Mr. McGLAUIF'LIN: I have stated 
my position, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Port
land, Mr. Gilman, that the original 
memorial be substttuted for the 
report of the committee. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Biddeford, Mr. Farley. 

Mr. FARLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It seems 
that albout every time I get up, I 
get up with something that is very 
unpopular. I would like to say to 
the members of this House that two 
years ago we had a Veterans' Or
ganization in this House, that does 
not exist today. It was an organiza
tion led by Representative Chap
man, 'from Portland. That was an 
organization for the interests of the 
Veteran. 

This question which now comes 
before us, from the Judiciary Com
mittee, was thrashed out by the 
veterans in their meetings that we 
held by ourselves, and the Judiciary 
COmmittee did not go along at first 
with that resoLution. Finally they 
went along with it, with some teeth 
taken out of it, and we as an 
organization went along with that 
resolution, and from that organiza
tion and from taking that stand, 
we received a very fair consideration 
from the members of this House 

when we attempted to have some 
other veterans' legislation put across 
in this House. I think I would be 
in error, after having voted with 
the gentleman from Portland, al
though it is going to be unpopular 
with some of the veterans' organiza
tions, but still I battle with them 
as I do in my own party. 

I am going to go along with the 
gentleman from Portland, as I did 
two years ago, and support the 
Judiciary Committee in that report. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair, at 
this time, notes the presence in the 
'balcony of the Hall of the House 
of the Waynefleet School, Eighth 
Grade, of Portland, under the 
charge of Miss O'Reilly. 

In behalf of the House, the Ohair 
at this time bids you welcome. 
(Applause) 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Lewiston, 
Mr. Delaihanty. 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: May I 
say hy way of preface to my argu
ment here today that there is no 
man here in this House that came 
to this session of the Legislature 
with a more - and I use the word 
advisedly - bitter feeling toward 
the program of the World Fed
eralists than I did. I even dreaded 
sitting through the hearing tha;t we 
held with re1ation to this Memorial. 
I have expressed the opinion on 
many occasions that I thought the 
Memorial that was seIl!t by this 
Legislature at the last session was 
the wrong thing to do. 

I have heard it said here this 
morning by my good friend and 
colleague on the Judiciary Com
mittee, Mr. McGlauflin, that that 
Memorial did not mean a thing. 
Well, it was my personal expe
rience to have a call from one of 
the members of the World Federal
ists, a salesman I would qualify 
him as, and he indicated, after I 
showed no particular interest in 
the organization, that it had been 
approved by the Maine Legislature. 
That caused me to open my eyes, 
members, and take into consid
eration what he was saying, simp
lybecause this body, for which I 
have always held the greatest es
teem, had given their program that 
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consideration. I found then that 
many men and women of this 
Stat~nd the gentleman from 
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase, for whom 
I have the greatest respect, was one 
of them-were members of the or
ganization. It did not change my 
feeling, however, because they were 
using the Memorial that this Legis
lature sent as a selling point. As 
an organization, I had not anyar
gument with them as long as they 
did not attempt to use this Memor
ial as they attempted to use it on 
me. 

When I sat through that hear
ing I listened attentively to the 
arguments, and then in our execu
tive session we had many and long 
discussions concerning it. We ar
rived at what might be said to cor
respond to the watered-down Me
morial that the last Legislature 
passed. 

Reference has been made this 
morning to World Federal Govern
ment being on the fifth line of the 
Memorial that was reported out by 
the Judiciary Committee. If we ex
amine that Memorial we will find 
that it is restating the Memorial 
that was sent by the 94th Legisla
ture. But it was the sense of tJhat 
committee: "That the Maine Legis
lature approves giving the United 
Nations such limited police pow
ers and inspection powers as are 
necessary to control armaments and 
punish aggression. It does not ap
prove making the United Nations 
a strong central government with 
extensive powers which might in 
the beginning or through any sub
sequent development threaten the 
individual freedom of Americans, 
or the domestic, political or eco
nomic, social or religious institu
tions of the United states." And it 
was further resolved that that be 
sent to our representatives and 
senators in our Congress. That 
there was the sense of the Judi
ciary Committee. 

I want to give no springboard to 
any organization that would use 
this body for a means of propa
ganda. I had hoped that this 
resolution would meet with the 
sense of this body. As I say, I 
have not changed my attitude to
ward World Federalists, and I have 
felt that this resolution did meet 
the requirements that would take 
out of the World Federalists that 

stand they have taken to use this 
as a sounding-board for their or
ganization. If it is the sense of 
this body that that does not do 
what I hoped it did, then I am in a 
rather peculiar situation, because 
if it does not take 'away from the 
World Federalists that which they 
have Ibeen looking for, then I 
would be inclined to go along with 
the motion made by the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Gilman. That 
places me in a rather embarrassing 
position. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair at this 
time notes in the balcony of the 
Hall of the House the presence of 
the York Junior High School win
ners of the Good Citizenship Essay 
Contest, under the supervision of 
Mrs. Fred Marshall, and in behalf 
of the House the Chair at this time 
bids you a cordial welcome. (Ap
plause) 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Blaine, 
Mr. Bubar. 

Mr. BUBAR: iMr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I was 
against the Memorial as a member 
of the 94th Legislature, I spoke 
against it, I voted against it, I have 
lived against it since then, I have 
raised my children to be against 
it, and my grandchildren will be 
against it, and I want to continue 
to live against anything that I 
have ever yet seen come out of 
Moscow! I believe that it ex
emplifies the spirit of Joe Stalin. 
and therefore I am against it and 
I will continue to live against it and 
I want to die against it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Wayne, 
Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am going 
to try to attempt this morning to 
clear up some misunderstanding in 
relation to why the 94th Legisla
ture passed this Memorial in the 
first place. 

As the gentleman from Portland, 
Mr. McGlaufiin, has said, there 
were two individuals in the 94th 
Legislature, members of this House, 
who were very much interested in 
passing a Memorial to Congress in 
support of the World Federalists, 
and they used every parliamentary 
m.ove and proeedure that they 
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could to get it through. Finally 
the Memorial was watered down 
50 that it was merely for the Con
gress to give consideration to it. 
And so I feel that most of the 
rnembers at that time thought that 
the Memorial in that form could 
do no harm. Unfortunately, the 
World Federalist movement used 
the Memorial which we passed, 
which we thought was harmless, in 
support of their argument for 
World Government. The Judiciary 
Committee has attempted to cor
rect this by passing another Mem
orial. I am afraid that this will 
merely add confusion to the issue, 
and therefore I would support the 
motion of the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Gilman, that we get 
rid of this Memorial once and for 
all. I understand that the State 
of Maine is not the only state that 
has rescinded this Memorial. There
fore perhaps we would not look as 
foolish as the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. McGlaufiin, would 
:T;ake us think we would. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair notes 
the presence in the balcony of the 
Hall of the House of the Island 
Falls High School, Junior and Senior 
Classes, in charge of Principal Mr. 
Willette and Miss Lewis, and in be
half of the House the Chair at this 
time bids you a cordial welcome. 
(Applause) 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Ellsworth, 
Mr. Dunham. 

Mr. DUNHAM: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: There has 
been a lot of water over the dam 
in the last two years. I supported 
that memorial two years ago and 
I am happy, this morning, to get 
up on my feet and say that I am 
not going to support it now. 

If you people have been reading, 
keeping up with the times, you 
know this: that hypocrisy has tak
en the place of commonsense. 
Hypocrisy has been taking the place 
of commonsense in this world. 
When I say that I am thinking 
right now of what is going on over 
in Korea, I am -thinking that our 
country is standing ninety per cent 
-ninety per cent of our boys are 
standing the burden over there. I 
say to you that hypocrisy has taken 

the place of commonsense. There
fore, 1 stand up here to support the 
motion of my friend, the gentle
DIan from Portland, Mr. Gilman. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
pizes the gentleman from Strong, 
Mr. Jennings. 

Mr. JENNINGS: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I will 
say I have received more letters 
and printed matter in regard to 
this than any other issue that has 
('orne up here in this Legislature. 

I feel that we, as Legislators, 
mould think seriously of what we 
are doing today and if other men 
['nd women in this House have had 
the feelings of the people by and 
large back home they could con
sider seriously on the move today. 

I fE-el that what we did in the 
94th Legislature is being whipped 
around and they are using what 
we did then to please themselves. 

I, therefore, would like to go on 
record in support of the motion 
of the gentleman from Portland, 
Mr. Gilman. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the genUeman from South 
PortIand, Mr. Spear. 

Mr. SPEAR: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I was a 
member of the 94th Legislature and 
I well remember the memorial at 
that tiIne and how it was amended 
and I wondered afterwards-I had 
the same experience as the gentle
man from Lewiston, Mr. Dela.hanty, 
had-before this session of the 95tfu. 
Legislature, I had a representative 
of the World Federalists wait on 
me and he did, wilfully, misrepre
sent himself and stated to me that 
Maine had gone on record as sup
porting the motion of the World. 
F1ederalists. 

I became very confused after he 
told me that and even then I 
wasn't sure of what we had tried 
to accomplish in the 94th Legisla
ture. But I have had the feeling 
even 'after that when the original 
memorial was put in, before it was 
amended, I felt that it was an at
tempt wilfully to mislead the mem
bers of this Legislature and, after 
the teeth were taken out of toot 
memor~al, as the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. McGlaufiin, has 
stated, from my experience after
wards I have had th3!t continual 
feeling that we were being misled 
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right along. Maybe it isn't clear to 
the members here what is ,being ac
complishedand what has 'been ac
complished but we have the memo
rial before us and I am not 
ashamed to petition our Congress 
in another memorral and tell them : 
"Let's skip it. Let's forget it." 

I think I understand what the 
movement of the World Fedemlisu; 
is; they are trying to accomplish 
world peace, but I still feel I am 
being led down a blind alley. Maybe 
they don't; maybe they know where 
they are going but I want no part 
of it. So I just want to go on 
record as supporting the motion of 
the gentleman from Portland, Ml'. 
Gilman. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Damari
scotta, Mr. Gay. 

Mr. GAY: Mr. Speaker and Mem
bers of the House: It seems that 
the question before us now is this: 
Modification of the memorial 
passed two years ago. Does it take 
Maine out of the crump of the 
World Federalists? As far as the 
motion is concerned, will it or not? 
In my opinion, the only way we 
can get out {Jf this situation now 
is by rescinding the memorial of 
two years ago. The terminology 
and the phraseology of this bill is 
not in favor of the World Federal
ist Government but I think that 
the State of Maine has 'been t,agged 
and the only one way that we can 
get out and get untagged is to, at 
this time, rescind ,the memorial of 
two years ago. 

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker and 
members of the House: I have not 
arisen to prolong the arguments as 
to whether we should or should not 
repeal or rescind what we have 
done. If you think that I am taking 
valuable time to digress a moment 
I apologize but I think it is justified. 
I have traveled around the United 
states somewhat and listened to 
some of the fathers, who deny 
World Federalism, give their talks. 
I have been a member of my own 
Officers Reserve Corps in Bangor 
and have heard the World Federal
ists denounced and here I come to 
the Legislature and I hear senti-

ments ranging from wholehearted 
approval to the label that this move
ment originates and gets its con
cept from Moscow. 

I repeat, in what we do here this 
morning regarding the memorial I 
will respect your judgment. I believe 
thrut misrepresentations may have 
been made. I still don't think, 
basically, that the United World 
Federalists are a group of super
salesmen trying to slip one over on 
the United States, but I do feel that 
beyond any question of a dOUlbt it 
should be cleared up here this 
morning that the attempt to smear, 
to libel, to insinuate, to hint, to 
come right out and say directly that 
the United World Federalists are 
pink-tinged or originate from Mos
CQW has no basis of proof what
soever. 

I will guarantee you, you have 
simply got to look in the most 
recently published list of subversive 
organizations in the United states, 
put out by the F.B.I., Attorney Gen
eral, Washington, and you wiH find 
'ohat nowhere is any organization 
connected wHh United World Fed
eralists listed as being sU'bversive. I 
simply want to get that point 
stmight. 

As a member of this House, who 
himself had doubts and sent a tele
gram to one of our Congressmen 
asking: "Are there any indic8Itions 
that the United World Federalists 
are pink-tinged or communist
associated", and the reply was a 
definite "no". 

Ladies and gentlemen, I repeat, 
I can understand your confusion on 
this issue, I will certainly under
stand your vote, but I do ask you 
that unless you thoroughly under
stand this movement, don't mow 
your ignorance by calling it com
munist-tinged or pink-tinged. That 
is not the fact, and there are too 
many very fine citizens in the state 
of Maine who believe in ,this move
ment to ever stand for such Ubel. 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair, at 
this time, notes the presence in the 
balcony of the Hall ofuhe iHouse 
of the st. Rose School of Ohisholm, 
Eighth Grade, Nuns of St. Joseph 
in charge. 

On behalf of the House, the Chair, 
at this time, !bids you a cordial 
welcome. (Applause) 
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Portland, 
Mr. Gilman. 

Mr. GILMAN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I do want 
to agree on one point with the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Mc
Glauflin, in that the original me
morial of the 94th Legislature 
really does not have any teeth in 
it. Nevertheless, it has not stopped 
the World Federalists organization 
using that: that the state of Maine 
does endorse World Federalism. 

Senator Slocum has talked in the 
past with the head 01' the World 
:Federalists and told him that that 
memorial was just 'a consideration 
sent to our Congressmen and it 
should not be printed in their book
lets that the state was in favor of 
it. The President of tihe World 
Pederationat that time apologized 
and said it would never he done 
again. However, in booklet after 
booklet and month after month it 
has heen done again. That is the 
reason I want the original memorial 
rescinded so that they do not have 
anything to use as such propaganda. 
In using that as such propaganda, 
they classify me and they classify 
you as "Mainiacs" here, living in 
,this State, as World 'FederaliS'ts. 

I think there are very many well
intentioned people who are World 
Federalists. I think they stand with 
'both of their feet firmly planted in 
mid-air. Gentlemen, I do not want 
to be classed with them, and I do 
not think that most of you do 
either. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from South 
Portland, Mr. Spear. 

Mr. SPEAR: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In order 
that you do not become more con
fused, I would just like to haNe it 
stated clearly here. We hear vari
ous speakers, particularly the last 
speaker, speak about the original 
memorial. But we have tWO original 
memorials here, unless I am con
fused. He speaks of the original 
memorial as being the memorial 
of the 94th Legislature; but the 
original memorial as we have it, 
as stated in the bill and what was 
considered by the Judiciary Com
mittee, is L. D. 460, which is before 
the 95th Legislature. The amended 
memorial, or the redraft of the 

memorial is L. D. 1258, so the 
original memorial really is L. D. 
460, unless I am confused. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would 
state that the original memorial 
was L. D. 460, S. P. 205. That is 
the one that we have before us 
and which we are substituting for 
the report of the committee. 

The Ohair recognizes the gentle
man from Limestone, Mr. Burgess. 

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Perhaps 
there is confusion among many of 
us at this time regarding how we 
will be called upon to vote shortly. 
But, may I ask permission to state 
that L. D. 460, was originally in
troduced for the purpose of with
drawing from Congress a memorial 
which the previous Legislature sent 
to them, and the report of the com
mittee which is now before us 
would not withdraw it; so I be
lieve it is a question before the 
House when we vote to decide 
whether we wish to withdraw the 
memorial made two years ago. If 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Gilman prevails, we 
will have voted to withdraw in 
concurrence with the other bodv 
of state government. If his mo
tion does not prevail, we will be in 
disagreement with the other body 
of the state legislature. 

While I am on my feet, I would 
like permission to state a few views 
which I 'believe prevail throughout 
the State of Maine among the 
citIzens and voters. I do not be
lieve that Maine in general wants 
any part or anything to do with 
World Federalist Government. I 
believe that we have had ample 
opportunity to watch our country 
play big brother to the l'est of the 
nations of the world. I do not 
want our State to become involved 
in any way with a proposition 
which may l-ead us to continue in 
that same path, for it will surely 
break this nation beyond any point 
that we have ever seen. Neither 
do I want this Legislature to go 
along with any whitewash proposi
tion or any measure which has 
no teeth. Let us say outright that 
we are in favor of World Federal
ist Government and are endorsing 
it one hundred per cent, or let us 
be frank and honest with ourselves 
and say we are opposed. 
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Therefore I hope that when you 
vote you will vote on the motion 
favorably, to wipe the slate clean. 
I hope that the motion of the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Gil
man, prevails, and when the vote 
is taken I ask for a division. 

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

Mr. BEAROE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I was a 
member of this Legislature two 
years ago. I was confused at that 
time as to whether we sh')uld pass 
this memorial or not. I feel that 
I am not confused at the present 
time, and I want to go on record 
in support of the motion of the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Gil
man. 

Mr. 'F1EJNIN: of Bath: Mr. 
Speaker-

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

Mr. FENN: Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to inquire whether the Ohair 
recognized the motion of Mr. Bur
gess for a division, as I already 
had a previous motion for the roll 
call. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair un
derstands that the gentleman who 
already has the floor has asked 
for the yea and nay vote. Is the 
House r·eady for the question? 

The Chair recognizes the gen
tlewoman from Portland, Mrs. Fay. 

Mrs. FAY: Mr. Speaker, I am 
agreed in part with the statements 
made by both the people support
ing the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Gilman, and the 
people who have arisen against it. 

Two years ago we passed a reso
lution which is not what is stated 
in L. D. 460: "Whereas the prin
ciples enunciated in the Memorial 
of World Federation as set out in 
the said 1949 memorial are not 
now approved by the Legislature 
of the State of Maine." That is 
not what we did two years ago. 
If you support the motion of Mr. 
Gilman today, you are sending 
something again to Washington 
which you do not understand. 

We have had lengthy hearings, 
and we have been exposed not to 
one organization for the last two 
years but to two organizations. The 
second one has not been mentioned 
here today. That is the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars. I am extremely 

friendly to both organizations. I 
feel strongly for the veterans, and, 
as Mr. Farley spoke to you earlier 
as a veteran, he was in support of 
the resolution we sent two years 
ago. 

This was considered at a public 
hearing which, if you members 
had all .attended, you would have 
had ~e same impression that most 
of us on the committee had: that 
this issue was used as a sounding
board, not for one organization but 
for both, for the World Federalists 
as well as for the Veterans of For
eign Wars. 

I say to you, members, that if 
you go along with rescinding you 
are simply using yourselves as a 
sounding-board for the other or
ganization, the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, instead of the World Fed
eralists. 

In committee I was not privileged 
to discuss or to talk with the mem
bers who prepared this resolution 
that comes to you as L. D. 1258. 
We have some able legal minds on 
Judiciary. I was not with them 
when they drafted this L. D. 1258, 
but I am in complete accord with 
the diplomacy which they have 
shown. They have come forward 
with an answer, with a solution 
which you members should seri
ously consider. You will no longer 
be considered the sounding-board 
for the World Federalists or the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars if you 
will go along with L. D. 1258. 

Now it has been said by the 
gentleman from Bath, Mr. Fenn, 
that we use the words "World Fed
eral Government." In that docu
ment, L. D. 1258, when that phrase 
is used, we are referring to the 
memorial which was sent in 1949. 
Mr. Delahanty ably corrected that 
statement. Now if you members 
will only read both, you will see 
that you will be in as bad a posi
tion if you pass L. D. 460 as you 
were two years ago, and you will 
still be hounded by both sides. I 
do believe that it is time that we 
strengthened our own thinking and 
also read a hill through so that we 
understand it, not in part but in 
relation to the whole. 

I hope that the motion of the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Gil
man, does not prevail, because of 
these reasons which I have stated 
and also because of an understand-
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ing which we had between Senator 
Reid and Mr. Gilman. I under
stood that this was to be tabled 
this morning and that Senator 
Reid would have an amendment to 
correct L. D. 460 and the obvious 
mistakes and misstatements which 
are made in it. The opportunity 
has not been given us, and we must 
make a decision here on the floor. 
I plead with you to at least read 
both memorials. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Blaine, 
Mr. Bubar. 

Mr. BUBAR: Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to say in reply to 
the lady from Portland (Mrs. Fay) 
that at this very present time, ac
cording to the discussions, that we 
are now dOing our own thinking, 
if you please. This morning our 
thinking is not being done by Joe 
Stalin or any other communist. 
We are doing our own thinking, 
if you please, and we know whether 
we are gOing or coming, and we 
know whether we are for it or 
against it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Friend
ship, Mr. Winchenpaw. 

Mr. WINCHENPAW: Mr. Speak
er, since I was a member of the 
&4th Legislature that sent this Me
morial to Congress, I will admit 
that I, for one-I might have been 
stuck in a snowbank or some
thing, but I did not even know 
the memorial went to Congress, 
and at the special session last win
ter I voted to have it rescinded. 

I would just like to read to you 
the next to the last paragraph on 
Page 2 of L. D. 460. It says: "Re
solved, that we your Memorialists, 
do hereby respectfully petition and 
urge the Members of Congress that 
said Memorial of 1949 be repudi
ated and rescinded." 

I certainly hope that the motion 
made by the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Gilman, prevails. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ells
worth, Mr. Dunham. 

Mr. DUNHAM: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am kind 
of confused, and I think Mrs. Fay 
has confused me. What I am in
terested in is this: I want to wipe 
the slate clean; I want no resolu
tion whatsoever of this nature to 
go into Congress. If I have mis-

understood this one, it is just be
cause I guess I haven't read it. But 
I want to wipe this thing clean. I 
do not want to be associated with 
the other states who have gone 
along with this thinking 'and which 
they themselves are now thinking 
that they want to repudiate, their 
former stand. I want to repudiate 
my former stand also. Now if this 
motion of the gentleman from Port
land, Mr. Gilman, does not do that 
I won't go along with him, but I 
supposed that it did. Am I wrong? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentlewoman from 
Portland, Mrs. Fay. 

Mrs. FAY: Mr. Speaker, shall I 
assume that Mr. Dunham is asking 
me a question through the Chair? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair must 
inform you that he has not. He 
may, if he desires. 

Mr. DUNHAM: Yes, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to ask Mrs. Fay if I am 
wrong. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Ellsworth, Mr. Dunham, asks 
the gentlewoman from Portland, 
Mrs. Fay, a question through the 
Chair which she may answer if 
she chooses. 

Mrs. FAY: Mr. Speaker, it is 
like something else you have done 
and wise to wipe the slate clean; 
you cannot do it by sending some
thing else to replace it, which you 
are doing by sending L. D. 460. 

The SPEAKER: Is the House 
ready for the question? 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Lewiston, Mr. Delahan
ty. 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to make a parliament
ary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman , 
may state his point. 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Mr. Speaker, 
at the time of the hearing on this 
bill the proponents, a couple of 
them, were in agreement with the 
committee that there should be 
several amendments in it. I am 
just wondering now if those 
amendments are not made and the 
bill is sent along, whether or not 
there could be an agreement or can 
anything be done now? 

The SPEAKER: Will the gentle
man raise his voice and repeat his 
final question? 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Mr. Speaker, 
can anything be done now to cor-
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rect L. D. 460, if that is going to 
be the bill that is sent as a Me
morial? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
inform the gentleman that if L. 
D. 460 is substituted for the report 
of the committee it will be open to 
amendment. Is the House ready 
for the question? 

The question before the House 
ih on the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Gilman, that 
the original Memorial be substi
tuted for the committee report. Now 
the gentleman from Bath, Mr. Fenn, 
has requested a roll call. Those 
who desire a roll call will please 
stand and the monitors will re
turn the count. 

A division of the House was had. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair is 

satisfied that not one-fifth of the 
members present request the yea 
and nay vote. 

The question before the House 
is now on the motion of the gen
tleman from Portland, Mr. Gilman, 
that the original Memorial be sub
stituted for the report of the com
mittee. The gentleman from Lime
stone, Mr. Burgess, has requested 
a division. 

All those in favor of substituting 
the original Memorial for the re
port will please rise and remain 
standing until the monitors have 
made and returned the count. 

A division of the House was had. 
The SPEAKER: One hundred 

and eleven having voted in the af
firmative and thirteen in the nega
tive, the original Memorial is sub
stituted for the report of the com
mittee. 

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker, 
if I understand you correctly, this 
is still subject to amendment? Am 
I correct? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
is correct. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker, 
I have not the slightest objection 
to this Legislature passing a me
morial that they are opposed to 
everything that they think they 
are, but what I am opposed to is 
trying to make another Legislature 
retract what I say this Legislature 
l:as no right to do. 

I would like now to move that 
this matter lie on the table so that 

we can draft a new memorial from 
this Legislature, saying emphatic
ally that we are against it. I so 
move. 

The Chair would remind the 
members that the question before 
the House is on the adoption of 
the Memorial. 

The Chair would inquire of the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Mc
Glauflin, if he moved to table? 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: I did, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin, 
moves that the Memorial lie on the 
table pending adoption. Is this the 
pleasure of the House? 

All those in favor of the motion 
to table will say aye; those opposed 
no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair reoog
nizes the gentleman from Ellsworth, 
Mr. Dunham. 

Mr. DUNHAM: Mr. Speaker and 
Memhers of the House: I would like 
to move that this memorial be in
definitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Ellsworth, Mr. Dunham, moves 
that the Memorial be indefinitely 
postponed. 

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

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Now, I am 
positive that there is confusion. 

You 'have just voted emphatical
ly to wipe the slate clean. If I am 
wrong in my next statement, I trust 
our good Speaker will correct me, 
the proper procedure is to give the 
bill its first and second readings 
and then it will be open for 
amendment. Will the Speaker cor
rect me if I am wrong? 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair will 
inform the gentleman from Lime
stone, Mr .. Burgess, the Memorial 
does not require any reading. The 
Memorial does require to be adopt
ed, whi-ch is already before the 
House. 

Mr. BURGESS: In that case, Mr. 
Speaker and Members of the House, 
I can see no reason for giving it 
iiurther consideration. You -have 
adopted it by a large vote, we have 
demonstrated our position empha
tically, and I hope that any motion 
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to detain or otherwise will be de
feated. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
inform the House that the question 
which we recently voted upan is 
substituting the original Memarial 
for the committee report. 

The questian before the Hause 
naw is the adaption of this substi
butian and the gentleman from 
Ellswol'th, Mr. Dunham, has moved 
that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Is the House ready far the ques
tion? 

All thase in favor of the motian 
'Of the gentleman fram Ellswol'th, 
Mr. Dunham, that the Memarial be 
indefinitely postpaned will say aye; 
thase opposed, na. 

A viva voce vote being taken, 
the motian to indefinitely postpone 
did not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The questian be
fore the Hause is on the adoption 
of the Memarial. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man fram Bawdoinha;m, Mr. Jones. 

Mr. JONES: Mr. Speaker, has the 
matian been made to adapt the 
memarial? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
state that the questian is before 
the House, it has autamatically 
been made. 

Mr. JONES: 'I'hen I have no mo
tian,' Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: 'I'he question be
fore the House is on the adaption 
of the Memorial. 

Is it the pleasure of the House 
to adopt the Memorial? 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from :Uewiston, Mr. Delahanty. 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I will 
be very brief. I want to say now 
that I mentioned previously that 
there should be an amendment to 
it and I said that in all sincerity 
because thase who were most out
spaken for it, the original memori
al, the proponents, in response to 
questions from members of the 
committee, readily agreed that 
there should be an amendment and 
that, I believe, is the only reason 
I wauld have that it should 
be ta:bled and, if one of the strong 
propanents of it here would move 
that it be tabled, I think that it 
should be corrected and then 
placed before the House for con
sideration as amended. The amend-

ment would be only to correct the 
inaccurocies in it. 

Mrs. MOFFATT: Mr. Speaker
'I'he SPEAKER: For what purpose 

does the gentlewoman rise? 
Mrs. MOFFATT: Mr. Speaker, to 

ask a question. 
The SPEAKER: The gentlewoman 

may ask her question. 
Mrs. MOFFATT: Mr. Speaker, I 

would like to ask the gentleman 
(Mr. Delahanty) thraugh the Chair 
if the amendment could be pre
pared if we sh'Ould take a short 
recess 'Of five minutes. 

The SPEAKER: The gentlewoman 
from Bath, Mrs. Moffatt, requests 
information from the gentleman 
from Lewiston, Mr. Delahanty, and 
he may answer if he wishes. 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Mr. Speaker, 
in answer ta the lady fram Bath, 
Mrs. Maffatt, I would say that if 
I cauld get a couple of members of 
the committee with me, I think we 
could wark out those amendments 
that were suggested. We wouJ.d have 
to review our notes and possibly 
we could get together with the pro
ponents of the bill who are now 
in the upper branch of the House 
and have them ready in a shart 
time before we adjaurn for the 
day. 

The SPEAKER: Does the gentle
man fram Lewiston, Mr. Delahanty, 
move to recess for five minutes? 

Mr. DELAHANTY: Would it be 
possible, Mr. Speaker, to lay this 
matter on the table until later on 
this morning and I would be wiN
ing' to leave the Hause for the 
purpose of making those amend
ments. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
state that it will be passible ta 
delay the matter until later in 
taday's session provided the House 
gives unanimous consent. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
waman from Bath, Mrs. Moffatt. 

Mrs. MOFFATT: Mr. Speaker, I 
think that we are all going around 
in somewhat of a whil'lpoal and if 
I cauld make the motian for a five
minute recess, or sameane could 
make the motion ta give us a little 
time to settle dawn from this whirl
paal, and see what is going to be 
suggested, I think perhaps that 
we wauld all feel better in the 
lang run. \Ve are just striving 
taward something naw and we do 
now knaw exactly where we are 
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going; time is passing and we feel: 
Take something. Are we going to 
take something that we will regret? 
Therefore, I move that we have a 
recess of five minutes and try to 
get settled and come up with some
thing that will be acceptruble. 

The SPEAKER: The gentlewoman 
from Bath, Mrs. Moffatt, moves that 
the House recess for five minutes. 
Is this the pleasure of the House? 
of the Memorial. 

All those in favor of the recess 
will say aye; those opposed, no. 

A viva voce vote ibeing taken, 
the motion md not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The question be
fore the House is on the adoption 
of the Memorial. 

The Chair will put the House at 
ease for five minutes. 

HOUSE AT EASE 

Ca;lled to order by the Speaker. 
The Chair recognizes the gentle

man from Portland, Mr. Gilman. 
Mr. GILMAN: Mr. Speaker, I 

rise to present House Amendment 
"A" and strongly urge its adoption. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Gilman, pre
sents House Amendment "A" to the 
Memorial to Congress, and moves 
its adoption. 

The Clerk will read the 'amend
ment. 

:HOUSE A:MENIlMENT "A" to S. 
P. 205, L. n. 460, "Memorial to Con
gress Rescinding 'Broposal for Con
sidering a Constitutional Conven
tion of the United states or Amend
ments to the Constitution of the 
United states Relating to Strength
ening the United Nations and 
Limited World Federal Govern
ment." 

Amend said Memorial by striking 
out the 3rd 'and 4th p'aragraphs 
thereof and inserting in place 
thereof the following paragraphs: 

'Whereas, the said memorial did 
not favor nor recommend any form 
of World Federalist Government; 
and 

Whereas, the Legislature of iMaine 
did not and now does not approve 
any form of World Federalist Gov
ernment.' 

Further amend said Memorial by 
striking out ,the next to the last 
paragraph thereof and inserting in 
place thereof the following: 

Resolved: That we, your Me
morialists, do hereby rescind and 
repudiate the said Memorial of 1949 
and respectJfully urge that the same 
be disregarded. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman ~rom Portland, 
Mr. McGlaufiin. 

Mr. McGLAUF'LIN: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of this House: To 
show you how oompletely unruware 
of what you were doing this morn
ing, I want to read you what this 
resolve proposed. I want to do this 
so that you will know what you are 
doing when you vote on this amend
ment. The resolve was 'this: "We, 
your memorialists, do hereby re
spectfully petition and urge the 
mem!bers of Congress that this 
memorial be repudiated." In other 
words, this Legislature moved to 
adopt that memoriaI 'asking Con
gress to repudiate a memorial that 
they never had anything to do with. 
Now this corrects it and we repudi
ate it. I want you to understand 
that this amendment should be 
adopted. 

The SPlEAiKER: The Ohairrecog
nizes the gentleman from Lewiston, 
Mr. Delahanty. 

Mr. IDELAlHANTY:Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: The 
amendment is drawn to conform to 
,the suggestions that were recom
mended at the time of the hearing 
and this memorial 'and the resolve 
tlhat "we, your memorialists, do 
hereby ,rescind and repudiate" means 
that we are rescinding and repudi
ating that memorial that was passed 
here at the last session of the Legis
lature, ,and I hope it willibe adopted. 

The SPEAKER: The question 'be
fore the House is on the adoption 
of House Amendment "A". Is the 
House ready for the question? 

All those in favor of adopting 
House Amendment "A" to the Me
morial to Congress will say aye; 
,those 'opposed, no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, 
House Amendment "A" was adopted. 

The SPEAKER: The question be
fore 'the House is on the adoption 
of the Memorial as amended by 
House Amendment "A". 

All those in favor of the adoption 
of the Memorial as amended will 
say aye; those opposed, no. 

A viva voce vote being ,taken, the 
memorial as amended by House 
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Amendment "A" was adopted in 
non-conOOITence and sent up for 
concurrence. 

Non-Concurrent ~!(atter 

Bill "An Act Prohibiting the 
Printing of Pauper Assistance in 
Town Reports" (H. P. 2(6) (L. D. 
:28) which was pa.ssed to be en
grossed as amended by House" 
Amendment HB" in the House on 
March 15. 

Came from the Senate passed to 
be engrossed as amended by House 
Amendment "B" and Sen ate 
Alnendment "A" in non-concur
rence. 

In the House: 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Lime
stone, Mr. Burgess. 

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House insist on its 
former action. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman 
from Limestone, Mr. Burgess, moves 
that the House insist on its former 
action. Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

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

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House recede from 
its former action whereby it passed 
this bill to be engrossed. 

The SPEAKER: The question be
fore the House is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Greenville, 
Mr. Rollins, that the House recede 
from its action of March 15 where
by Bill "An Act Prohibiting the 
Printing of Pauper Assistance in 
Town Reports" was passed to be 
engrossed as amended by House 
i\mendment "B". 

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

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I can as
sure you that it is not a pleasure 
for me to arise in opposition to my 
good friend, the gentleman from 
Greenville, Mr. Rollins. However, 
I do believe on a previous date the 
House so emphatically stated its 
position with respect to the pro
vIsion of prohibiting the printing 
of pauper lists that it should not 
now, in such a short time, repudl
ate or rescind its position. I do 
not feel that it should. We thor
oughly discussed it; everybody un
derstood what was going on. 

The amendment which has been 
offered by the other branch of the 
Legislature would make it optio~l 
for the towns, therefore making 
it debatable and even a more de
plorable situation than now pre
vails. 

If we are going to subject the re
cipients of town pauper funds ~o 
a complete discussion annually m 
town meetings as to whether or 
Dot their names shall be printed, 
if they find themselves in a pOSition 
to request and receive public as
sistance from the town, then we 
m'e injuring them rather than help
ing them and I would much prefer 
that the law be left as it is than 
to have this come about for annual 
discussion of their means and their 
positions in open town meeting. 

I hope that the House will vote 
a gainst the motion of my good 
friend, the gentleman from Green
ville, Mr. Rollins, and that you will 
<::.gain vote with me to insist on 
our former poSition which will al
low our action to go back to the 
other body and I have c.onfidence 
tnat eventually we can accomplish 
what we so emphatically stated and 
started out to do a few days ago. 

I hope that the motion of the 
","entleman from Greenville, Mr. 
RolliRs, does not prevail. 

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

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I arise on 
this issue again on the basis of 
dictation to the towns. The big 
issue with me wag that we sit 
here and tell the towns what to do 
when we so emphatically deny and 
reject being told what to do. Over 
and above that, I believe there is 
an item there-there is a law that 
says that paupers shall not vote in 
municipal or state affairs and, if 
they are not listed, who is it that 
is going to challenge anybody's 
vote? They do not know who re
ceives aid. That law should be 
rescinded too and let paupers vote. 

If this bill should receive pas
sage, if the House acepted, it-also 
there is the matter of the town's 
right which is forefront in the 
whole issue. The backlog of de
mocracy is the town meeting. If 
those people at town meetings have 
not the right to say what they want 
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to do at this town level, we are 
fast centralizing everything right 
here in Augusta, patterning after 
some that we criticize. 

I hope the motion to recede pre
vails. 

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speak
er, we discussed this matter thor
oughly a few days ago and pointed 
out the iniquity of having the 
names of these paupers published, 
the suffering that would come to 
the family, the wives and children, 
and we defeated that in this 
House-two to one. 

Right on top of that vote, my 
good friend, the gentleman from 
Greenville, Mr. Rollins, has the 
nerve-and it must have taken some 
-to get up here and propose this 
same amendment and we killed it 
definitely then. Let's keep it 
killed. 

I am against the motion of the 
gentleman from Greenville, Mr. 
Rollins. 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair recog
nizes the gentleman from Hermon, 
Mr. Nowell. 

Mr. NOVV'ELL: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I arise in 
support of the motion of the gentle
man from Greenville, Mr. Rollins. 

When this Legislature comes over 
here and takes the rights from our 
small municipalities, I do not think 
it is right. I, therefore, want to 
second the motion of the gentle
man 'from Greenville, Mr. Rollins. 

The SPEAKER: Is the House 
ready for the question? 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Guilford, Mr. Oampbell. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I want 
to rise in support of the motion 
of the gentleman from Greenville, 
Mr. Rollins. 

I believe this pLaces the matter 
squarely up to the towns, where 
it belongs. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Wlater
boro, Mr. Bradeen. 

Mr. BRADEEN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It gives 
me a great deal of pleasure, in 
this particular instance, to sup-

port the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin, and 
of the gentleman from Limestone, 
Mr. Burgess. 

It seems to me that I recall that 
not too long ago we explored this 
situation very carefully, every mem
ber of this House who was inter
ested in any way, to any extent 
Whatsoever, in the equities involved, 
had an opportunity at that time 
to express his or her opinion. Con
sequently, at this time, I see no 
reason why a vote of something 
like two to one should be upset. 

Therefore, I can't go along with 
that type of think-ing. Thank you 
very much. 

The SPEAKER: Is the House 
ready for the question? 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from ,Medway, Mr. Potter. 

Mr. POTIiER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I do not 
know how many members of this 
House have attended town meetings 
in the smaller towns. If they have, 
they will realize that the matter of 
town finances is very, very carefully 
taken up. I wonder which would 
be most embarrassing to the town 
poor: to have their names pub
lished in the town report or have 
the overseers of the poor question 
them in regard to their expend
itures and the name of each man 
who had received aid from the 
town read and the matter ques
tionedof whether he needed that 
help or not? 

The SPEAKER: Is the Hlouse 
ready for the question? 

The question before the House is 
on the motion of the gentleman 
from Greenville, Mr. Rollins, that 
the House recede from its former 
action whereby it passed this bill to 
be engrossed as amended by House 
Amendment "18" on March 15. 

All those in favor of the motion 
will say aye; those opposed, no. 

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

affirmative and Sixty having voted 
in the negative, the question to 
recede did not prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The question be
fore the House is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Limestone, 
Mr. Burgess, that the House insist 
upon its former action. 
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All those in f6lvor of the mo
tion of the gentleman from Lime
stone, Mr. Burgess, will say aye; 
those opposed, no. 

A. viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prevailed. 

On motion O'fthe gentleman 
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase, 
the House 

Adjourned until 9:00 o'clock to
morrorw morning. 


