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SENATE 

Saturday, May 2, 1953. 

The Senate was oalled ,to order 
by the President. 

Prayer by the Rev. Ernest B. 
Johnson of Hallowell. 

Journal of yesterday, read and 
approved. 

Order 
(Out of Order) 

On motion by Mr. Haskell of Pe
nobscot, out of order ,and under 
suspension of the rules, it was 

ORDERED, the House concurring 
that when the Senate and House 
adjourn, they adjourn ·to meet on 
Monday, May 4, 1953 at nine o'clock 
in the forenoon, Eastern Standard 
Time. 

Sent down for concurrence. 
Subsequently the foregoing or

der was returned from the House, 
having been read and passed in 
concurrence. 

House Papers 
Joint Order recalling (H. P. 830) 

(L. D. 861) Bill "An Act Relating to 
Definition of Employer Under Em
ployment Security Law," from the 
Legislative Files .to the Senate. (S. 
P. 577) 

(In Senate on April 30 read and 
passed.) 

Comes from the House, indefi
nitely postponed in non-concur
rence. 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Boucher of Androscoggin, tabled 
pending consideration, rand espec
ially assigned for later today. 

The Committee of Conf&ence on 
the disagreeing action of ,the two 
branches of the Legislature on Bill 
"An Aot to Place a Bounty on Por
cupines," (H. P. 646) (L. D. 661) re
ported that they are unable to 
agree. 

Which report was read and ac
cepted in concurrence. 

The Committee on Legal Affairs 
on Bill "An Act Relating to Elec
tion of Members of School Board in 
'I1own of Camden," (H. P. 144) (L. 
D. 142) reported the same in a new 
draf,t (H. P. 1282) (L. D. 1522) un
der the same title, and that it 
ought to pass. 

Comes from the House, report in
defini,tely postponed, and subse
quently reconsidered, and the bill 
was passed.to be engrossed as 
amended by House Amendment 
"A". (Amendment Filing 443) 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Weeks of Cumberland, the r'eport 
was 'accepted in concurrence, House 
Amendment "A" was read and 
adopted in concurrence under sus
pension of the rules, and the bill 
was given its two several read,ings 
and passed to be engrossed in con
currence. 

The Majority of the Committee 
on Agriculture on Bill "An Aot Re
lating to Adulterated Meat or Meat 
Products," (H. P. 625) (L. D. 649) 
reported that the same ought not 
to pass. 

(Signed) 
Senators: 

FULLER of O~ford 
T ABB of Kennebec 
DOW of Lincoln 

Representatives: 
CENTER of Standish 
GOSLINE of Gardiner 
BAILEY of Woolwich 
BEARCE of Hebron 

The Minority of the same Com
mittee on the same subject matter 
reported the same in a new draft 
(H. P. 1295) (L. D. 1543) under 
the same title, and that it ought 
to pass. 

(Signed) 
Representatives: 

DORSEY of Fort Fairfield 
TAYLOR of Norridgewock 
EMERSON of Corinna 

Comes from the House, ·the Mi
nority 'Report accepted', and sub
sequentlythe bill indefinitely post
poned. 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Fuller, the bill was indefinitely 
postponed in concurrence. 

The Majority of the Committee 
on Labor on Bill "An Act Relating 
to Charges for Medical Examina
tion by Applicants for Employ
ment," (H. P. 659) (L. D. 702) re
ported that the same ought to pass. 

(Signed) 
Senator: 

ST. PIERRE of Andros
coggin 
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Representatives: 
WEST of Stocktan Springs 
GATES of Millinac~et 
SMALL 'Of Mexico 
LETOURNEAU of Sanford 
COUTURE of Lewistan 

The Minority 'Of the same Cam
mittee on the same subject ma,tter 
repar.ted that the same ought ta 
pass as amended <by Committee 
Amendment "A". (Amendment Fil
ing 411) 

(Signed) 
Senatars: 

WARD of Penobscot 
'REID of Kennebec 

Representa,tives: 
l.OEGARID of Bath 
CASWELL of New Shal'an 

Cames from the House, the Mi
nority Report aCicepted, ·and the bill 
passed ta be engrassed as amend
ed by Committee Amendment "A". 

In the Senate, on matian by Mr. 
Ward of Penobscot, the Minority 
Report was accepted in concurrence, 
Committee Amendment A was read 
and adopted in cancurrence and 
under suspension of the rules, the 
bill was given its two several read
ings and passed to be engrossed as 
amended in ·concurrence. 

The Majority of the Cammittee 
on Labor on iBill "An Act Relating 
to Compensation for Total Incap
acity Under Workmen's Compensa
tion Law." (H. P. 428) (!L. D. 475) 
reported that the same ought to 
pass as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A." (Amendment Fil
ing 408) 

(signed) 
Senator: 

ST. PIERRE 'Of Androscoggin 
Representatives: 

WEST of stockton Springs 
!LEGARD of Bath 
GATES of Millinocket 
SMALL of Mexico 
LETOURNEAU of Sanford 
COUTURE of Lewiston 

The Minarity of the same Com
mittee on the same sUbject matter 
reported that the same ought to 
pass as amended by Committee 
Amendment "B". (Amendment Fil
ing 409) 

(signed) 
Senators: 

WARD of PenObscot 
REID of Kennebec 

Representative: 
CASWELL of New Sharon 

Comes from the House, the 
Minority Report !l!Ccepted, and the 
bill passed to be engrossed as 
amended by Committee Amendment 
"B" as amended by House Amend
ment "A" thereto, and as amended 
by House Amendmp-nt "A". 
(Amendment Filings, 409, 514, and 
527) 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Ward of Penobscot, the Minority 
Report was accepted in concur
rence and the bill read once; Com
mittee Amendment B was read and 
adapted. 

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. 
Ward of Penobscot, the Senate vot
ed to reconsider its action just 
taken whereby Committee Amend
ment B was adopted; House 
Amendment A to Oommittee 
Amendment B was read and adopt
ed; Committee Amendment B as 
amended by House Amendment A 
was adopted; House Amendment A 
to the Ibill was read and adopted; 
and under suspension of the rules, 
the bill was read a second time and 
passed to Ibe engrossed in cancur
rence, as amended by Committee 
Amendment B as amended by 
House Amendment A thereto, and 
as further amended by House 
Amendment A. 

----
The following Senators submitted 

their Final Reports: 
Mr. Ward from the Cammittee 

on Labor. 
Mrs. Kavanagh from the Com

mittee an Public Health. 
Mr. Harding fram the Com

mittee on Public Utilities. 
Mr Chase fram the Committee 

on Taxation. 
Mr. Haskell fram the Com

mittee on Transportation. 
Which reports were severally 

read 'and accepted. 
Sent down for concurrence 

The Committee on Bills in the 
second reading reparted the fol
lowing Bill; 

House, As Amended 
Bill "An Act Relating to Pari 

Mutuel Paol Contributians and 
Night Racing." (H. P. 97'6) (L. D. 
1064) 

Which bill was read a second 
time. 
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Mr. Sinclair of Somerset; Mr. 
President, I move that the bill lie 
on the taJble and be especially as
signed for Monday. 

IMr. WEEKS of Cumberland: Mr. 
President, I move that when the 
vote is taken on the motion to 
table, it be taken by division. 

A division of the Senate was had. 
Twenty having voted in the 

affirmative and nine opposed, the 
motion prevailed and the bill was 
laid upon the table pending pas
sage to be engrossed. 

Orders of the Day 
Mr. Haskell of Penolbscot was 

granted unanimous consent to ad
dress the Senate. 

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr. 
President and members of the Sen
ate, we have in our possession two 
legislative documents ,related to one 
another. One, I think is tabled in 
my name and relates to the State 
Police, Fish and Game, and Sea and 
Shore, being placed under the Per
sonnel Board. It is a unanimous re
port of the committee and I have 
been told by the Chief of the State 
Police that it meets with his ap
proval. I have been told by the Chief 
of Fish and Game that it meets 
wiJth his approval and I have been 
told by the Sea and Shore Fisheries 
Chief that it meets with his ap
proval. 

I would like to do those things 
which will make an emergency 
measure out of it to avoid the con
fusion of granting wage increases to 
Peso nne 1 Board employees and hav
ing the statutory employees held up 
for the statutory 90 day period. 

The related bill is the bill that 
sought to give wage retroactivity to 
July 1st of last year to the general 
fund employees with the inference 
in the bill that all employees would 
be given that treatment but which, 
of course, would not prevail with 
respect to the statutory employees, 
thereby creating that inequi,ty. 

The other Body approved a Jan
uary 1st date. After debate in this 
Branch, in which I partiCipated and 
stated that I did not believe -that 
wage retroactivity should be estab
lished as a policy, this branch in
definitely postponed the measure 
and at last evenings session the 
Senator from Kennebec, Senator 

Squire moved, and the Senate did 
vote, that we adhere. 

This is not the time in this ses
Sion, I think, for any display of 
stubbornness. I have not in any way 
relented on the general principles as 
to retroaotivity. On the other hand, 
I see justice if the Senate is willing, 
that the wage increase provided for 
in the general fund appropriations 
measure as of -the first day of July, 
will become effective as soon as may 
be after an emergency measure is 
enacted. The effect would be to say 
that the legislature instead of 
forcing upon the employees a July 
1st date, is willing that they have 
tha't wage increase at the beginning 
of the second payroll period next 
following the date of the act. 

A compelling reason for suggesting 
this to the Senate, is the 'type of 
leadership that the State Employees 
Association have. They came to me 
after my effort to defeat the retro
active measure and I thought they 
were pretty good sports in saying, 
"You are probaJbly right on this, at 
least the principle can be debated 
and it might 'be that when we next 
seek wage changes, maybe we ought 
to acknowledge the justice of the 
retroactive objections,and ask for 
the increase on the day the measure 
has been signed." 

I happen to have had quite a bit 
of experience with labor relations 
and I think that when the relation
ship reaches that stage, it is time 
for the employer to recognize the 
spirit and enter into it. 

So the series of motions that I 
shall suggest, will I think, represent 
fairness 'and equity. 

Mr. BOUGHER of Androscoggin: 
Mr. President and members of the 
Senate, I have become reconciled to 
the idea that we cannot give the 
bonus that I had hoped we might 
give to the employees. I appreciate 
the position the majority floor lead
er has taken this morning and I 
want to go along with him on this 
but I warn him that I am still com
ing back at some future date with 
my elderly teachers increase. 

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr. 
President, I would ask if the Senate 
has in its possession L. D. 453. 

The PRESIDENT: In answer to 
the inquiry, the Chair would state 
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that the bill is in the possession of 
the Senate. 

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Has
kell of Penobscot the Senate voted 
to reconsider its former action 
whereby it voted to adhere on the 
previous action of indefinite post
ponement; the resolve was substi
tuted for the Ought not to Pass re
port and read once; House Amend
ment A was read and indefinitely 
postponed and on motion by the 
same Senator, ResolV'e Appropriat
ing Monies to Effectuate Salary 
Plan f.or State Employees H. P. 400, 
L. D. 453, was laid upon the table 
pending assignment for second read
ing. 

On motion by Mr. Haskell of Pe
nobscot, the Senate voted to take 
from the table Senate Report from 
the Committee on Highways on bill, 
"An Act to Increase the Salaries of 
the State Police" (S. P. 295) (L. D. 
829), report "Ought to pass in new 
draft and with New Title An Act 
Relating to Compensation of State 
Police and Wardens of Inland Fish
eries and Game and Sea and Shore 
Fisheries Departments" (S. P. 603) 
(L. D. 1546) tabled by that Senator 
on May 1, pending parliamentary 
procedure; and on further motion 
by the same Senator, the report of 
the committee was accepted and 
the bill read once; Senate Amend
ment A was adopted without read
ing and under suspension of the 
rules, the bill was read a second 
time and passed to be engrossed as 
amended by Senate Amendment A. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

On motion by Mr. Haskell of 
Penobscot, 

Recessed for five minutes. 

After Recess 
The Senate was called to order 

by the President. 

Additional House Paper, out of 
order and under suspension of 
the rules 

~ergency nleasure 
Bill "An Act to Appropriate Mon

ies for the Expenditures of State 
Government and! for Other Pur
poses, for the Fiscal Years Ending 
June 30, 1954, and June 30, 1955." 
(S. P. 587) (L. D. 1526) 

Which bill being an emergency 
measure, and having received the 
affirmative vote of 28 members of 
the Senate, and none opposed, was 
passed to be enacted. 

On motion by Mr. IHaskeH of 
Penobscot, the ,Senate voted to take 
from the table Resolve Appropriat
ing Monies ,to Effectuate Salary 
Plan for state Employees, H. P. 
400, L. D. 453, -Va/hIed by that Sena
tor earlier in today's session pend
ing assignment for second reading, 
and the same Senator presented 
Senate Amendment ,A and moved 
its adoption. 

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr. 
President, in support of the pending 
question which is Ithe adoption of 
the amendment, I would e~lain 
that the 'adoption of t,his amend
ment will reduce whatever may be 
the estimated surplus a't the end of 
this fiscal year by the sum of 
$50,OO{). It will not in any way 
affect the operating gain for the 
neX't two years. I move the adop
tion of the amendment. 

Which amendment the Resolve 
was adopted without reading and 
under suspension of the rules was 
read a second time and passed to be 
engrossed in non-concurrence. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

On motion by Mr. Boucher of 
Androscoggin, the Senate voted to 
take from the table Joint Order 
recalling H. P. 830, L. D. 861, bill, 
An Act Relating ,to Definition of 
Employer Under Employment Secur
ity Law, from the legislative files to 
the Senate (S. P.5'l'7) tabled by 
that Senator earlier in today's ses
sion pending consideration. 

'Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin: 
Mr. President, the reason that I 
recalled this bill was ,the fact that 
on April 16 when an ought not to 
pass report came into the Senate, 
I was either out or asleep. I had 
been informed by the members of 
the committee that there would be 
a divided report on this matter. 
Since this came out a unanimous 
report, I did not notice it and then 
when I found that the bill was in 
the files, I wanted to revive it. This 
Body went along with me, but the 
other Body refused permIssion to 
do so. Nevertheless, I feel that this 
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Body should be iIl!formed as to 
what I wanted to do. 

I was approa;ched two months 
ago concerning the dropping of 
compensation under the security 
law, from eight to four or less. I 
immedillitely took steps to find out 
if there was a similar bill and there 
was so I did not introduce any bill 
of my own, but the result, as you 
know, is that the bill has died and 
proba:bly can't be revived until the 
next legislature. 

A local contractor in Lewiston, 
who does a very small business, 
came to me and said he could not 
get employees because they all ask 
if he had unemployment compen
sation and he has to tell them no 
and so they refuse to work for him. 
I asked him why he didn't join up 
and he said he had tried to but 
couldn't. a:<'inally I called the de
partment up here in Augusta and 
I have here and would like to read 
to you an ofIiciaI reply which I 
received in answer to my request. 

"Reference is made to your re
quest for information relative to 
Mr. Bilodeau. 

Please be advised that Mr. Bilo
deau made application for voluntary 
election to become a subject em
ployer under the Employment 
Security Law as of January 1, 1951. 
However, due ,to the fluctuation in 
his employment, his application was 
denied by the commission. 

(Signed)L. C. 'Fortier, Chairman." 
Now that was something I did 

not know. I thought anybody could 
come in if he wanted to, but appar
ently the Commission has the rus
cretion to take them on or not as 
they see fit. 

1 have heard a lot about discrimi
nation and if ever I saw discrimina
tion, bhis is it. All I wanted to do 
under this law was to amend it so 
as to make it compulsory upon the 
Commission, that if a man wanted 
to join, he could. I say that this is 
discrimination against the small 
employer. I happen to be one of the 
border cases, some years I qualify 
and some I don't, ,but as I under
stand it, once you have been on, 
they cannot refuse you. I just 
wanted to amend the law so that 
anybody who wants to come in, can 
do so. 

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. 
Ward of Penobscot, the Senate 

voted to recede and concur with the 
House in bhe indefinite postpone
ment of the order. 

---
On motion by Mr. Collins of 

Aroostook, the Senate voted to take 
from the table bill, An Act Relating 
to the Law of Manufacture and 
Sale of Bedding and Upholstered 
Furniture (H. P. 1275) (L. D. 1511) 
tabled by that Senator on May 1 
pending passage to be enacted. 

Mr. COLLINS of Aroostook: Mr. 
President, yesterday, I trubled this 
enactor because I was informed 
there was an $8,00{) prke tag on it. 
I find that this is a bill that the 
committee on Public Health had at 
one time repealed, and the r'epealer 
was passed and signed by the Gov
ernor. Then the bill was reintro
duced and bhe function under the 
bill was transferred from the De
partment of Health and Welfare to 
the Department of Labor where the 
Commissioner said they could handle 
the enforcement of the law. The 
fees that are collected under the 
terms of the bill probably amount 
to between $3500 and $4,000. If that 
is sufficient to carry out the en
forcement of the act, why I cer
tainly do not have any further ob
jection to its enactment. 

Thereupon, the bill was passed to 
be enacted. 

On motion by Mr. St. Pierre of 
Androscoggin, the Senate voted to 
take from the table Divided House 
Reports from the Committee on Ju
diciary; Majority Report Ought not 
to pass; Minority Report Ought to 
Pass; on bill, An Act Relating to 
Political Party Representation on 
State Boards and Commissions (H. 
P. 1021) (L. D. 114-0> tabled by that 
Senator on April 14 pending con
sideration of the reports; and on 
further motion by the same Sena
tor, the Majority Report "Ought 
not to pass" was accepted, in con
currence. 

On motion by Mr. St. Pierre of 
Androscoggin, the Senate voted to 
take from the table Divided House 
Reports from the Committee on 
Judiciary on bill, An Act Relating 
to Saturday Closing of Courthouse 
Offices (fl. P. 966) (L. D. 1054) 
Majority Report Ought not to pass; 
Minority Report Ought to Pass; 
tabled by that Senator on April 14 
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pending consideration of the report; 
and on further motion by the same 
Senator, the Majority "Ought not 
to pass" was accepted in concur
rence. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

On motion by Mr. st. Pierre of 
Androscoggin, the Senate voted to 
take from the table bill, An Act 
Relating to Salary of Judge of the 
Lewiston Municipal Court (S. P. 
336) (L. D. 841) tabled by that Sena
tor on April 27 pendingconsidera
tion; and on further motion by the 
same Senator, the Senate voted to 
recede and concur with the House 
in the indefinite postponement of 
the bill. 

On motion by Mr. Haskell of Pe
nobscot, the Senate voted to take 
from the table bill, An Act Relating 
to regulation of Cosmetics, tabled 
by that Senator on April 29 pending 
motion by ,Senator Kavanagh of 
Androscoggin, that the bill be re
committed to the Committee on 
Public Health. 

On motion by Mrs. Kavanagh of 
Androscoggin, that Senator was 
granted leave to withdraw her mo
tion to recommit, and on further 
motion by the same Senator, the 
bill was passed to be enacted. 

On motion by Mr. Collins of 
Aroostook, the Senate voted to take 
from the table, bill, An Act Amend
ing the Election Laws, (S. P. 3(9) 
(L. D. 926) tabled by that Senator 
on April 9 pending passage to be 
enacted. 

Mr. COLLINS of Aroostook: Mr. 
President, I move that, under sus
pension of the rules, the Senate 
reconsider its former action where
by this bill was passed to be en
grossed. 

The motion to reconsider en
grossment prevailed. 

Mr. COLLINS: Mr. President, I 
now present Senate Amendment A 
and move its adoption. I would 
say that this amendment strikes 
out that part of the bill which car
ried an appropriation of one thou
sand dollars, it being thought that 
the expenses could be taken from 
other sources when the occasion 
requires. 

Thereupon, Senate Amendment A 
was adopted without reading and 

the bill as amended was passed to 
be engrossed in non-concurrence. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

On motion by Mr. Hanson of 
Washington, the Senate voted to 
take from the talble House Report 
"Ought to Pass" from the Commit
tee on Inland Fisheries and Game 
on bill, An Act Relating to' Open 
Season on Muskrats in Washington 
County (H. P.257) (L. D. 287) 
tabled by that Senator on April 21 
pending consideration of the report. 

Mr. Hanson of Washington: Mr. 
President, this is a bill that pro
poses to remove WashillJgton Oounty 
from spring muskrat trapping. Ap
parently this bill is sponsored by 
the department 'and aided and abet
ted by the Research Department of 
the University of Maine. I believe 
I know the status of muskrats in 
Washington County despite all the 
great research that has been done. 
We have plenty of muskrats in 
Washington County at the present 
time. The large majority of trap
pers, the wardens, 'and the people 
desire spring muskrating. I think 
from an economic point of view, it 
is greatly to the advantage of the 
people of Washington County to 
have spring muskrating. We have 
heard many arguments about con
servation and interference with re
production, but I believe the right 
thing for Washington County at the 
present time is to allow us to trap 
spring muskrats. 

Mr. WIGHT of Penobscot: Mr. 
President and members of the Sen
ate, this was a unanimous ought to 
pass report of the 'committee. It is 
a county measure to be sure, but 
there are various kinds of county 
measures. The Androscoggin County 
bill asked for Androscoggin County 
only and affected Androscoggin 
County only, but this bill affects 
the whole state. The wild life of 
t.he state knows no boundary be
tween counties so that anything 
that happens in Washington County 
affects the entire state. I will grant 
you that we have many people in 
the County of Washington who 
favor spring trapping during tile 
breeding season, but there are other 
trappers who believe the other way. 
I have a letter here from John 
Dudley of Oalais who says: 
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"As proprietor of the' marsh in 
Washington County in which there 
are alleged to be one bhousand 
muskrat houses, I am very strongly 
in favor of fall trapping. It is be
cause of my 'control of the water 
level that rats are abundant here. 
Kindly see that Washington County 
has fall trapping. 

(Signed) John M. Dudley." 
To be fair, I think we should give 

the arguments on both sides. The 
arguments in favor of spring trap
ping is that the days are warm and 
long and it is possible for a trapper 
to start in at four ,A. 'M. and then do 
his day's work and then in the aft
ernoon, it is still light so he can 
trap again; whereas in the fall, he 
is busy guiding or hunting or trap
ping mink or has other duties. The 
other argument is that they are 
worth more per unit in the spring 
than in the fall. Those are the prin
cipal arguments, in favor of spring 
trapping. 

In 1946 there were various sec
tions in the state where these 
animals had been trapped or killed 
off because of the pressure of trap
ping. So the University of Maine 
investigated the situation and came 
up with a report which recom
mended fall trapping instead of 
spring, and that is allowing the 
animals to breed in the spring when 
there is plenty of Ifood for them and 
then reap the harvest in the fall. 
There is a printed report on those 
findings and it states that one of 
the disadvantages of spring trap
ping is that the mink and the 
muskrat inhabit the same waters 
and nobody can trap muskrat in the 
spring where the mink are, without 
catching some of those mink. 

This report was put out by Mal
colm Coulter of the Maine Co
operative Wildlife Research Unit of 
the University of Maine and it says, 
"During the 1946 season, one mink 
was caught for every 67 muskrat." 
Now when we reduce that to the 
present situation in Washington 
County where there probably were 
five thousand muskrllit taken this 
spring, if you figure one mink for 
every 67 muskrat you will ,find that 
74 mink were killed in Washington 
County in this spring, and if 37 
were females and each had six 
kittens, whieh is about the average, 
that is 222 mink and those would 

have been worth $2,2 each so you 
have an economic loss there that 
amounts to a great deal, and it 
affects the entire state because 
those mink travel up and down the 
brooks continuously ,and they don't 
confine their activities to one 
county. 

There are also a large number of 
ducks killed in muskrat trapping in 
the spring. Those ducks are just 
ready ,to hatch, to lay their eggs 
and reproduce ducklings and it says 
in this report that during their 
investigation there was one duck 
caught to each eleven muskrat, a 
much larger amount than was sup
posed to be caught. If we figure 
on that with five thousand rats we 
come up with 450 ducks caught in 
muskra1t trapping in Washington 
County and if you multiply that by 
five or six young ducklings and each 
one of them, 250, approximately, 
you come up with a pretty large 
number of ducks killed in Washing
ton County 'this spring. The ducks 
get into the traps and it is impos
sible not to catch them whereas in 
the fall the ducks are not prevalent 
at that 'time. 

In the spring the muskrats are 
fighting and a great many of the 
skins are damaged. I have some 
information regarding the revenue 
from muskrats. Twenty trappers 
have caught during three years of 
spring trapping, one thousand rats 
and those same twenty trappers in 
two years of fall trapping, caught 
2,868 rats, almost three times as 
many in the fall as in the spring. 
When it comes to monetary value 
it gives in this report, the monetary 
value of spring trapping. The trap
pers made $544:20 the first year of 
spring trapping, $368 the next 
spring, $280 the next spring, and in 
fall trapping, they made $9U the 
first year, $855 the next,and that 
is in the report from the University 
of Maine. 

Many people like to night hunt 
or like to net fish but we have to 
have laws to stop them. That is 
just what this law does, it protects 
the muskrats in the spring so that 
they can breed and live and then 
the harvest is reaped in the fall. 
It also protects the mink, and the 
ducks. 

Whatever happens in Washington 
County or any other county in the 
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State of Maine, either hurts or 
helps the rest of the state. We also 
pay an average of some $233,000 ta 
biologists in the state and if we are 
not gaing ta ga hy what these 
bialagists tell us, then we had hetter 
da away with the bialagists. 

I mave the acceptance of the 
repart. 

Mr. DENNETI' of Yark: Mr. 
President and members of ·the Sen
ate, I rise in support of the Senator 
from Washington, Senatar Hanson. 
I am no 'autharity on wild life. I 
would not attempt to make any 
statement cancerning the propaga
tion of these 'animals. I do, how
ever, rise to ,the principle of home 
rule. Two years agx> there was 
brought inta ,this legislature, a bill 
setting up spring trapping of musk
rat in the Caunty of Washington, 
I believe Cumberland and York. 
Apparently the spansars 'Of this 
measure fear the great ,and pawer
ful delegation from the County of 
Yark because this legislatian is 
aimed only at ,the caunty of Wash
ington and they dtdn"t mind pkk
ing on that county which was to 
be so seriously affected by reappor
tionment. Consequently the bill is 
braught out and aimed at Wash
ington County. I believe the peo
ple of Washington County have 
good representation in this Sen
ate. I firmly believe that that 
representative truly represents ,the 
people of tha,t cQunty and I think 
they know what is gQod for them
selves and on the principle of hame 
rule, and home rule alone, I ask yQU 
to support the Senator fram Wash
ington' Senatar Hansan. 

Mr. HANSON of Washington: 
Mr. PreSident, I don't care to prQ
lang this argument only I wauld 
like ta answer one 'Or twa paints 
brought up by the Senatar from 
Penabscat, Senatar Wight. He said 
that the rats are allawed to have 
large families in the spring and 
they have an abundant faad sup
ply in the summer and ~an be 
trapped baunteausly in the fall but 
he admits that we have no trap
pers ta tmp them in the fall, due 
to the economic necessities of 'Our 
poor people in our Caunty. 

He '!I!dmits that they dan't care 
to fall trap because they hav'e other 
things ,to da at that time of the 
year ta help themselves earn a liv
ing and he wants to deny them this 

ohance ta supplement their liv
ing, when we have a lat of rats to 
trap. If it ever comes to where we 
don't have muskrats in the spring 
then I will be glad ta go aLang with 
Senatar Wight of Penobscot. 

Mr. BROGGI of York: Mr. Presi
dent and members of the Senate, 
unlike my calleague, Senatar Den
nett, I am an autharity on musk
rats. There are now just twa coun
ties left in the state that have 
spring trapping and I am fearful 
that if the little County of Wash
ingtan loses its tmpping rights, 
that the County of Yark will be 
next an the list. This does involve 
hame rule. It has never been defi
nitely praven that fall trapping is 
a canservation measure. Spring 
trappers wha have tmpped for 
twenty-five years have told me they 
have never found yaung in the 
bodies 'Of muskrats. 

This is a questian of which came 
first, the hen 'Or ,the egg. Naturally 
the muskrat trapped in the fall 
does not live to bear young in the 
spring and by the same token, the 
muskra'ts trapped in the spring 
could not live ta have a litter in 
the summer. Good fall trapping 
means a muskrat catch 'Of sev'era1 
times the spring catch and is that 
a canservatian measure? Muskr'at 
pelts will produce muskrat coats 
and Maine muskra't pelts are 
among the best in the world. That 
is ,a matter 'Of recard. The spring 
pelt is a good pelt, and is called a 
prime pelt and worth 15% more 
than the fall pelt, which is nat a 
prime pelt. Asking the state to be 
put entirely 'On fall trapping indi
cates a desire not .1,'0 have any 
prime pelts. 

Yark and Washingtan Counties 
naw are the 'Only caunties in Maine 
praducing prime pelts. I am mast 
heartily in accard with ,the Senator 
fram Washingtan, Senatar Hansan, 
and certainly hape that his motian 
prevails. 

Mr. SQUIRE 'Of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and members of the Sen
ate: I came dQwn here and certain
ly did nQt expec·t to get into a dis
cus'sian about muskrats but I wauld 
like ta say this. Everyane has a 
personal interest proba;bly, in each 
bill that carnes ta the legislature. 
I happen ta be in the retail fur 
busineSlS and I want ta go along 
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with Senator Hanson and Senator 
Broggi in his remarks about the 
producing of prime pelts in the 
state of Maine. The spring pelts 
are much more valuable and we 
would like to see more Maine pelts 
on ,the market. I don't know about 
the entire state but as I under
stand it, York and Cumberland and 
Washington counties where spring 
tmpping is allowed, I don't think 
we ShDUld deny that because I do. 
think there should be an effort on 
the part of the state of M::tine to 
pl'oduce better pelts. 

I do a slow burn, really when I 
go to the fur market and find that 
in order to get a gDod pelt, a good 
prime pelt, I have to buy a New 
York pelt. I think that we in Maine 
should make an effort to. produce 
the better pelts. ,For this reason 
I shall go along with the Senator 
from Washington, Sena,tor Hanson. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
befDre the Senate is on the motion 
of the Senator from Penobscot, 
Senator Wight, that the Senate ac
cept the ought to pass report of 
the committee. 

A viva voce vote being had, 
The motion did not prevail and 

the Senate failed to accept the 
ought to pass report. 

On motion by Mr. Haskell of 
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take 
from the table Divided House Re
ports from the Committee on Judi
Ciary on Resolve PropOSing an 
Amendment to the Constitution to 
Provide for a Bonus to Maine Vet
erans of World War II and the 
Korean Campaign (H. P. 1133) (L. 
D. 1283) Majority Report "Ought 
to Pass"; Minority Report "Ought 
not to pass" tabled by that Senator 
on April 28 pending motion by Sena
tor Ward of Penobscot, that the 
Senate accept the ought to. pass 
report. 

Mr. REID of Kennebec: Mr. 
Pl'esident, I move the pending ques
tion and I would say that I think 
there is a very substantial percent
age of veterans in the state who 
want .a bonus, and think that they 
are entitled to it. 

I am not going to debate that 
issue. The only reason I voted for 
this was so that it could go to the 
people to decide once and for ail, 
without any specific tax attached 

to it, so that the veterans could say 
the people were voting against the 
tax. 

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr. 
President, my remarks will be equal
ly brief. I oppose the motion to 
accept the ought ,to pass report for 
one simple reason. The people have 
had an opportunity to vote on this 
issue. They did defeat it 109,450 to 
00,544. This vote did involve pay
ments. If twenty million dollar 
bond issue is passed, tt must by some 
means or another, be financed by 
tax payments. Those are my only 
arguments against the bonus and 
I am sure that the people, realizing 
that the bonus must be paid for 
would again vote the same way. 

Mr. DENNETT of York: Mr. 
President, I rise to support the mo
tion. I assure you I shall be equally 
brief. I speak as a veteran who 
wants no share in the bonus if it 
should be granted. There are many 
veterans who believe that when this 
first was submitted to the people 
wLth the tax attached, that the vet
erans received a raw deal. I would 
like it again to go to the people 
so that they all would realize that 
they had had a square deal. 

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin: 
Mr. PresIdent, I too, want to go 
along with Sena,tor Reid of Kenne
bec and submit this to the people. 
I was most viciously opposed to the 
previous offer made to the veterans. 
In some cases I was taken to task 
by the veterans and I took time to 
tell them the whole story and in
variably the veteran would recon
cile himself to the fact that he 
would have to pay more in the next 
ten years for the bonus than he 
would receive from it under that 
bill. 

Now, I want to see this gO to the 
people. Let them decide once and 
for all whether they want a bonus 
and are willing to pay for it. I hope 
tha t the motion will prevail be
cause I want to see what will happen 
to the bill when the question is 
sent to the people without a tax 
attached to it. 

Mr. SQUffiE: Mr. President, I 
ask for a division. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the motion 
of the Senator from Penobscot, 
Senator Ward, that the Senate ac-
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cept the Majority Report "Ought to 
Pass". 

A division of the Senate was had. 
Fifteen having voted in the af

firmative the ten opposed, the 
motion prevailed, the majority re
port "Ought to Pass" was aocepted 
and under suspension of the rules, 
the bill ,was given its two several 
readings and passed to be engrossed 
in concurrence. 

On motion by Mr. Haskell of 
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take 
from the truble Divided House Re
ports from the Committee on Judic
iary; Majority Report Ought to 
Pass as amended by Committee 
Anlendment A; Minority Report 
"Ou~ht not to pass" on bill, An Ad 
to Authorize Issuance of Bonds in 
the Amount of Twenty Million Dol
lars for Bonus 'to Maine Veterans 
of World War II and Korean Cam
paign (H. P. 1132) (L. D. 1282) 
tabled Iby the Senator from Penob
scot, Senator Ward on '&pril 28 
pending consideration of the re
ports. 

On motion by Mr. Ward of Penob
scot, the ought to pass report was 
aocepted, Committee Amendment A 
was read and adopted and under 
suspension of the rules, the bill as 
amended was passed to be en
grossed in ,concurrence. 

On motion by Mr. Ward of Penob
scot, the Senate voted to take from 
the table Divided House Reports 
from the Committee on Judiciary; 
Majority Report Ought to pass; 
Minority Report Ought Not to 
Pass; on bill, An Act Relating to 
Evidence of Intoxication (H. P. 422) 
(L. ID. 469) trubled by that Sena'tor 
on April 1 pending consideration of 
the reports; and on further motion 
by the same Senator, the "Ought 
Not to Pass" report was accepted in 
non-concurrence. 

Sent down for eoncurrence. 

On motion by Mr. Collins of 
Aroostook, the Senate voted to take 
from the table 'bill, An Act Relating 
to eertain Tax Exemptions for 
Amputee Veterans ('S. P. 55) (L. D. 
83), tabled by that Senator on 
March 12th pending passage to be 
enacted, and that Senator yielded 
to the Senator from York, Senator 
Broggi. 

On motion by Mr. Broggi of York, 
under suspension of the rules, the 
Senate voted to reconsider its for
mer adion ,whereby the bill was 
passed to be engrossed; and on fur
ther motion by the same Senator 
the Senate voted to reconsider its 
former adion whereby Oommittee 
Amendment A was adopted. 

The same Senator presented Sen
ate kmendment A to Committee 
Amendment A, which was adopted. 

Committee Amendment A as 
amended by Senate Amendment A 
thereto was adopted and the bill as 
rumended 'by Committee Amendment 
A as amended by Senate Amend
ment A thereto, was passed to be 
engrossed in non-,concurrence. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

On motion 'by Mr. Chapman of 
Cumberland, the Senate voted to 
take from the table bill, An Act 
Permitting 'Reassignment of Justice 
in Equity Matters (S. P. 484) (L. D. 
1342), tabled by that Senator on 
April 24th pending passage to be 
enacted; and on further motion by 
the same Senator the Senate voted 
to reconsiaer its former aotion 
whereby the bill was passed to be 
engrossed. 

The same Senator presented Sen
ate Amendment A and moved its 
adoption. 

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. 
Ward of Penobscot, the bill and 
accompanying papers were laid upon 
the truble pending the motion of the 
Senator from Cumberland, Senator 
Chapman, to adopt Senate Amend
ment A, and was especially assigned 
for tomorrow. 

On motion by Mr. Chapman of 
Cumberland, the Senate voted to 
take from the table bill, An Act Re
lating to Admission Age for Maine 
School for 'Deaf (S. P. 418) (L. D. 
112'6), tabled by that Senator on 
April 29th pending passage to be en
acted; and on further motion by 
the same Senator the bill was passed 
to be enacted. 

The PRESIDENT: At this time, 
the Chair would like to make on the 
record, a statement which could 
well be made off the record. I don't 
know how many of the Senators are 
aware of it, but there is a consid
erable amount of gossip up and 
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down the corridors of this building 
with reference to the fact that the 
majority party floor leader of this 
Senate is driving unnecessarily 
toward adjournment. 

In order that there may be no 
misunderstanding whatever about 
this matter, I wish to say pUblicly 
that in all of these decisions, the 
floor leader has taken part, your 
presiding officer has taken part, 
and on some occasions the Govern
or has taken part and I wish to 
make it perfectly plain that so far 
as I am 'Concerned I resent very 
much the fact that any blame is 
being attributed to any individual 
Senator. 

I wish the Senate to know by the 
same token, that I want to share 
any blame because the only desire 
that I have had and I am sure 
your majority floor leader has had 
is that this session may proceed in 
an orderly manner so that we might 
ge through our business and get 
home. I am sure that both of us 
felt at the start of this current week 
that unless an honest effort were 
made along those lines, that we 
would be unable to complete our 
work and adjourn even next week. 

I wish you all to know that as far 
as I am concerned, I want to take 
my share in the responsibilities of 
any of these decisions and I also 
want you to know that I am stand
ing behind Bob Haskell one hund
red percent. 

Mr. Boucher of Androscoggin 
was granted unanimous consent to 
address the Senate. 

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin: 
Mr. President and members of the 
Senate, as far as I am concerned 

at least, I am more than satisfied 
with the way that the Senate has 
operated all through this session. 
I say and honestly believe that we 
have had an orderly session and 
have not been pushed by anyone. 
The Majority Floor Leader has been 
more than fair and the President 
of the Senate has been more than 
fair in all respects. Both of them 
have leaned over backwards to try 
to be fair and just and pleasant 
and I want to put that on the 
record because that is exa'Ctly how 
I feel. I have not been treated more 
fairly in all the twenty years I have 
been here. 

Mr. Butler of Franklin was grant
ed unanimous consent to address 
the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLEIR of Franklin: Mr. 
President and members of the Sen
ate, despite any unfavorable re
ports that one may hear, one also 
hears good reports and the good 
reports sometimes do not reach our 
ears as quickly as the unfavorable 
reports do. 

The good reports that we have 
heard in the halls of this building 
in regard to our majority floor 
leader, are that at no time for many 
years has there been such a con
scientious, hardworking, fair-play
ing floor leader in all instances, re
gardless of what has happened in 
the past, than has been exemplified 
this year by Bob Haskell, our 
majority floor leader. 

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. 
Haskell of Penobscot, 

Adjourned until Monday morning 
May 4, 1953 at nine o'clock eastern 
standard time. 


