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·.L~tter.• ~o,.·~udge .µe_on. L·. Spinn~y 

-: ·. - · · . · ... of the .. : 
Brunswick·Municipal Court 

January. 2, 1952 
·~ 

. . • • We have your lette.r of' December ·2i, 19.51, relati'ng to the 
effects of Section 134 .of Chapter .19 of the Revi.sed Statutes of 
the State of Maine .• 

S~d section·prevides that all fines and forfeitures collected 
under the provis1o~s of this ~~apter shall accrue to the county where 
the·offense .is prosecuted; except that all fines and rorfeitures col-· 
lected from over-load violations shall accrue to the geberal highway_ 
fund. . . 

You state two factual ·situations, one or which concerns a truck 
carrying a greater weight than its registration calls for, and the 
other ~ truck carrying a greater load than the maximum road~lim.i t 
permits.unde~ the statute for axle distrib~tion of the truck, or in 
excess of 5.o,ooo· pounds. You then ask it we would give you a ruling 
as to whether or pot the fines· in these two instances accrue to the 
geperal highway fund, or whether the fine- in one instance would ac­
crue to t·he county and· in the. ot_her to the gene:C"al · highway fund. 

As you are no doubt aware, we are limited to giving opinions to 
.the Governo.r end Counoil., -the r.especti ve branches of the ·legislatUl'"e, 
an~· department heads. Therefore what- we· here say cannot be· considered 
an official. opinion of the Attorney General's office. We have, how­
ever, made inquiry concernj.ng the background.of this law and we find 
that quite ge~erally the enforcement of the over-load provisions is · 
predominantly in the hand;s of t:tie State Police •. The costs to the State 
Police in enforcing this. la~ are paid from the general highway fund, 
and it was therefore felt that fines for violations ·of the over-load 
law. should go to ,the gener·a1 highway fund. ·llthough the she_rif'fs do 
have power to check such violations, it.has been.found that th~ sev~raJ.. 
c9unties are not equally benefited by virtue of fines recovered for 
suoh -violations ·and th1-.s is an added reason foi- ·such fines to be turned 
ove~ t9.the general highway .f'und~ 

In line with this reas.onlng, by virtue of the wording of Sections 
100, 18-.A and 27, we are of the opinion that violations of any of these 
provisions are violations of the over-load statute; and therefore the 
money would go to the general highway fund.and not to the counties. 
You will note that Section 27 defines the p~rcentages of over-load 
which trucks may carry with respect ·to their registr·ation weights 
un<;ler Section 18. This section speaks generally of· t_he. ";load"; the 
w·ord "load" is used similarly in Section ~oo·. ~ecause of the·. use of 
this wording and the general background ·or the law, our opinion is, 
as we ha,ve said, that a violation of either section is an over-load 
violation. • • · 

James G. Ii1ros·t 

jgf/o 
Assistant Attorney General 


