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Maine state Archives 

Attorney General 

This will respond to your memorandam rega:i,ding the above­
referenc~ subject in which you ask 11whathar the state o£ Maine 
arid Central Maine PCJ#or Company, a regulated public utility whose 
principal business is the generation, distribution and sale of 
electrical power, .may lawfully enter into an arrangement. whereby 
central Maine Power Company would provide the state camputer output 
microfilm services for ai1 categories and claasificati~na of State 
~ecor~s on z.i cost-sharing basis?" • 

I unders·tand the facts to be as follows: 

The computer output microfilm arrangement between the state of 
Maine and Central Maine Power Company is a reflection of the needs 
of eaC!h party. 

The ~tate•s motivation for aeekin;J c·anputer output microfilm 
services is that the cost of 11 ir1-house 11 equipment presently exceeds 
the state's needs. .aowever,. as the .state's projected volumes increase, 
so will thg justification for 11 i11-ilouse 11 equipment. 

Central Maine· ·Power Company, on the other hand, has been able to 
justify the purchase of computer output microfilm equipment, but, as 
yet, doe~ not have a sufficient projected volume to demand use of 
the equipment fulltime. 

There is presently no oti',er source of compute~ output microfilm 
services .available to the State. 

• central Maine fowor campa.ny ia wil.li_ng to accommodate the State's 
needs on a time and coat~sharing basis. Thia arrangement provides 
microfilm services to the state at the cost of rept;Qduction. Central 
Maine Power company will receive no commission •Or profit. It will 
not be in competition with any c0111pany offering canputer output 
microfilm services, as no company offers such services in the greater 
Augusta area. central·Maine •Pa.ier Company will provide these services 
to the state only as long as it has excess time available on its computer 
output microfilm recorder/processor. • 

On the basis of the foregoing, I conclude that the state of Maine 
and Central Maine pc,wer Company, a regulated public utility, may law­
fully enter into an arrangement whereby central Maine Power company 
will provide the State wi~h computer microfilm services for all 
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catagoriaa and classification• of state records on a cost-•haring 
ba■ia. 'l'hi• opinion _is not alt.erec, by those instance• where the 
recs.Sa invol.ved a.re of a C!onfi4ential nature or contain _proprie1:ary 
information, because the rac-or~er/proc:es1110:r: • used to· produce the 
microfilm does not hav~ a ~~mc,ry. Hence, confidentiality ~f state 
reaorda can be sufficiently ma.intairiet1 by inserting well defined 
aeou.ri ty prov.is inns which provide for state monitoring of the • 
mic::rofiehe reproduction proc:eas int.he COM aervic:e■ ag~••ment. 
Althoi1gh I have found no legal bar in Title 35 M.R.S.A. to central 
M::ina Power ca,1pany's nbility to provide ~ deacr1.be4 COM ·aervicea 
to the _.-:;tat.c, section 211 (35 M.R.S.A.) would require PUblic 
utility Cor,'\rr,:i.ssion approval of thfs • arrangement if it will in any 
wa~.r encambe.r Central Ma.i,ne Power COlllpany'• use of the cmputer 
output mic~ofilm recor4er/proceasor. 

Robert J. Stolt 
Assistant Attorney General 

RJS:mfe 


