
 
MAINE STATE LEGISLATURE 

 
 
 

The following document is provided by the 

LAW AND LEGISLATIVE DIGITAL LIBRARY 

at the Maine State Law and Legislative Reference Library 
http://legislature.maine.gov/lawlib 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Reproduced from scanned originals with text recognition applied 
(searchable text may contain some errors and/or omissions) 

 
 



( 

The Honorable James F. Wilfong 
Rt. 113 
Stow, Maine 04058 

Dear Jim: 

~-; , 

;~.?f~=:.~; .. -:'·., 

June 3, 1976 

This responds to your questions relating to interpretati0n of 
certain requirements of P. L. 1975 Chapter 738, The Line Item school 
Budget Bill. Specifically you asked whether the provisions of 
chapter 738 relating to certification to the secretary of the school 
district of 20% of the voters means 2 CY-;{. of all eligible voters of 
the school district or 20% of the voters of each town in the school 
district. We believe it means 20;,; of all the eligible voters in the 
school district. 

The provisions for certification of voters to the school district 
are provided in 20 M.R.S.A. section 226-4-A. This requires that 
each town or city clerk deliver to the secretary of the School Ad­
ministrative district in advance of a district budget C!leeting its 
certified corrected copy of the voting lists of the appropriate 
municipality. Thus each municipal clerk is required to deliver a 
voting list. 

The provisions in question in chapter 738 read as follows:: "The 
budget format shall be that prescribed by a majority of the school 
directors until such time as 20% of the numbers of registered voters 
certified by the several town and city clerks to the secretary of 
the school district vote on an appropriate warrant article prescrib-
ing the school budget format." As - the legislation refers to the ·· · 
nseveral'' tct,.,n or city clerks -it clearly implies 20%, of the total;;- --­
See also first sentence of sections ·1 and _2 of chapter 738 which--· 

~ -provides that. format of budget t:.ay be deterrrtined _by: ''voters- of the _ -·•-" 
~district." ·It. is further indication that the decision i's a district'~7 lt:~-=­·-- _ one_~"-- not-a mur1icipa 1 _one.~ . Thergf:>fec th-e .. int~n-t::cof- tbe ) .. egislatiC>n--~~~·-¥:~ 
is that budget formats remain as. prescribed by .a .majo:ri ty -of the ~=~c~"':::~~ 
school directors until 20:'~ of_the tOtal of thev:oters_certified t'O:";:"cet":::. 
vote in the school district vote on an appropriate· warrant articie· · · 
relating to the school budget for~at. 
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we recognize that your concern in posing this question was thatJ 
g!'l!,uld thE! interpret~tion be otherwise, requi:ing. action by each. __ 
tc,,,{Oi t:he.n one tOi<ln 1a a· much larger school district coutl yeto line -
item budgeting.: -"~This-result cannot occur;--however,=as 20% of i:he·. _-•·_---
tota:I-_-was what was intended by- the legislation. · · - - · 

very truly- yours, -

-, ~ - . -- - -. 

- DONALD G. ALEXANDER-
Deputy Attorney General 


