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HOUSE

Friday, April 21, 1961

The House met according to ad-
journment and was called to or-
der by the Speaker.

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Royal
Brown of Gardiner.

The journal of yesterday was
read and approved.

Papers from the Senate

From the Senate:

Resolve Authorizing the State of
Maine to Convey Certain Land in
the City of Saco (S. P. 523) (L.
D. 15500

Came from the Senate referred
to the Committee on State Govern-
ment,

In the House, referred to the
Committee on State Government in
concurrence.

Senate Reports of Committees

OQught Not to Pass

Report of the Committee
on Transportation reporting
“Ought not to pass” on Bill ‘“An
Act Increasing Fee for Motor Ve-

hicle Operator’s License” (S. P.
367) (L. D. 1100)

Came from the Senate read and
accepted.

In the House, the Report was
read and accepted in concurrence.

Ought to Pass in New Draft

Report of the Committee on In-
dustrial and Recreational Develop-
ment on Bill “An Act Authorizing
State Park Commission Fees for
Services and Accommodations’ (S.
P. 83) (L. D, 184) reporting same
in a new draft (S. P. 519) (L. D.
1544) under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
New Draft passed to be engrossed.

In the House, the Report was
read and accepted in concurrence,
the New Draft read twice and as-
signed the next legislative day.

Ought fo Pass
Referred to 101st Legislature

Report of the Committee on In-
dustrial and Recreational Develop-
ment reporting ‘“‘Ought to pass” on
Bill “An Act Authorizing Municipal
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Construction of Industrial Build-
ings” (8. P. 42) (L. D. 102)

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill referred to the 101st Legisla-
ture.

In the House, the Report was
read and accepted in concurrence
and the Bill referred to the 101st
Legislature in concurrence.

Ought to Pass
Amended in Senate
Tabled and Assigned

Report of the Committee on Le-
gal Affairs reporting “Ought to
pass” on Bill “An Act relating to
Obscene Printed or Written Mat-
ter or Material” (S. P. 433) (L.
D. 1393)

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and acecepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment
A

In the House,
read.

(On motion of Mr. Dennett of
Kittery, tabled pending acceptance
of the Committee Report and spe-
cially assigned for Friday, April
28.)

the Report was

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill ““An Act relating to Salary
of Commissioner of Education” (H.
P. 776) (L. D. 1058) on which the
House accepted the Majority
“Ought not to pass’” Report of the
Committee on State Government on
April 5.

Came from the Senate with the
Minority ‘‘Ought to pass” Report
accepted and the Bill passed to be
engrossed in non-concurrence.

In the House:

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

Mr. ESTEY: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
The action of the Senate was in-
deed a pleasant surprise to me,
but in order to give this considera-
tion I move that we lay this on
the table until Tuesday, May 2.

The SPEAKER: In reference to
L. D. 1058, the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Estey, moves that
this be tabled until May 2. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

All those in favor say aye; those
opposed, no.
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A viva voce vote being doubted
by the Chair, a division of the
House was had.

Forty-six having voted in the af-
firmative and sixty-one having vot-
ed in the negative, the motion to
table did not prevail.

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

Mr. ESTEY: Mr. Speaker, I now
move that we recede and concur.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Estey, moves
that the House recede and concur
in accepting the Minority ‘Ought
to pass’” Report.

The Chsir recognizes the gentle-
man from Kittery, Mr. Dennett.

Mr. DENNETT: Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in opposition to the motion by
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Estey. We have, on several oc-
casions, discussed and debated this
bill and this House has in each
instance turned it down. I this
morning don’t wish under any cir-
cumstances to go toc any length
in again debating it. I think the
principles upon which we stand
whereby we turned this measure
down are sound and I think they
are imperative to the continuance
of a sound, economic solution to
our problems in the State of Maine.

I certainly hope that the motion
by the gentleman from Portland
does not prevail. Should the motion
fail, I will make a motion that
we adhere.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I know this is an awful hard thing
to get up here once again and de-
fend a position of Minority ‘‘Ought
to pass” Report. But yesterday, if
you people realized in this House,
those same gentlemen all advocat-
ing savings for the money of the
people of the State of Maine,
passed the bill which allowed four
more additional employees on the
State payroll from the University of
Maine to come in here as trainees
at the fee of $375 a month, there’s
an increase in salary to pay, an
additional payroll of the State.
These same people who condone
this now oppose keeping an estab-
lished, qualified man in the State
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of Maine; and you ladies and gen-
tlemen know it is not unusual, even
on our own community, state and
county level, to let a man go at
one salary because he asks for an
increase, then replace him with a
man, who may be as good or
may not be as good, for a higher
fee.

And I hope you will weigh and
consider these facts and will try to
keep a good man here even if it
means a compromise on what is
being asked and allow this thing
to go upon the motion which
it is, but not to table it until a
compromise can be reached
through a Committee of Confer-
ence at least.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Brew-
er, Mr. Ham.

Mr. HAM: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of this House:
In reference to the comment just
made by my colleague, Represen-
tative Haughn, I do not wish to
debate the bill he mentioned. How-
ever, I do wish to set the record
straight. It was not $15,000 as such
that we are going to use for this
internship plan because we get
$29,000 back from the Ford Foun-
dation. And also while I am on
my feet I concur with my fellow
representative from Kittery, Mr.
Dennett, on this given bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Mada-
waska, Mr. Levesque.

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I don’t know whether you
want to hold this conservative posi-
tion all the way down the line and
leave no stones unturned. I for one
feel in this light, that although if
you have seven or eight thousand
employees, should you deny every
employee just because you feel
that you have one or two or three
or a dozen that are deserving of
due consideration?

In this case we have heard de-
bate on this issue before and now
again, and everybody seems to
think well, if we don’t give it to
one we should not be giving it to
the other. Well I think we have
some deserving employees in the
State of Maine. I think we shouid
weigh these things considerably and
feel that some of those deserving
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employees are rendering a service
to the State of Maine that is un-
paralleled in any respect, and that
we should give some of these em-
ployees further consideration. They
are rendering this service not only
to the people of the State of Maine,
they are rendering this service to
our children and probably to our
children’s future.

So, therefore, I hope that the
motion of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Estey—although I
have not always been in agree-
ment with him—I hope that his
motion will be carried.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Kit-
tery, Mr. Dennett.

Mr. DENNETT: Mr. Speaker, we
have, in the State of Maine, per-
haps not a single employee who
is not rendering a service to the
State. I can’t, in all consideration,
feel that one is a better man than
another. I would not in any manner
deprecate the position which this
gentleman holds. I think he does
well for the State of Maine, but
so do others. And I think the
sole thing that we are hinging on
this morning is, that once we break
this dam we let a flood of spending
and taxing overwhelm us.

When the vote is taken, I ask
for a division.

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

Mr. WINCHENPAW: Mr. Speak-
er, I am not on the State Govern-
ment Committee, but I feel that
we should hold this conservative
course. I am on the Labor Com-
mittee, as you know, and we have
had a great deal of discussion
over all the people who have been
unemployed this winter. And I can’t
see that we can retract from this
conservative course that we have
taken.

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

Mrs. HENDRICKS: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: Many
citizens have approached me in re-
gard to this matter, in favor of
this bill. Therefore I feel that it
would be best if we were on rec-
ord, so when the vote is taken I
request a roll call.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Water-
boro, Mr. Bradeen.

Mr. BRADEEN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: It occurs to me that there
has been a most important angle
missed altogether in this debate
this morning. It seems to me that
there is in question here, the in-
tegrity of the thinking of the peo-
ple of the Maine House of Repre-
sentatives. If my recollection is
correct, this bill was voted down
by a count of ninety-six to thirty-
five. I ask you people, do we know
our own minds? Should we change
that vote at this late date? I'm
not changing mine.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Mada-
waska, Mr. Levesque.

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to the gentleman who has
just stood up and said that we have
had a vote on this particular bill
of ninety-six to thirty-five, I quite
agree with him, althcugh I have
seen here in the past three or four
weeks, or four or five weeks, al-
most similar actions taken one day
end then the next day a complete
reversal of the same thing. Now I
am not in agreement that every-
body in this House does not know
what he is doing one day, but
stays up all the rest of the night
to find out what he did the day
before in order to correct himself
the next day. I think probably they
feel one thing one day and vote
their convictions.

And I hope that the people in
this House again this morning are
going to stand up and be counted
and vote their convictions. Thank
you.

On motion of the gentlewoman
from Peru, Mrs. Vaughn, House
Rule 25 was suspended for the re-
mainder of today’s session in order
to permit smoking.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? A roll call
has been requested. For the Chair
to order a roll call it must have
an expression of a desire for a
roll call by at least one-fifth the
members present. Will those who
desire a roll call please rise and
remain standing until the moni-
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tors have made and returned their
count.

A sufficient number did not arise.

The SPEAKER: Obviously less
than one-fifth having arisen, a roll
call is not ordered.

A division has been requested.
The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Estey, that the
House recede and concur in ac-
cepting the Minority ‘““Ought to pass”™
Report cn Bill “An Act relating to
Salary of Commissioner of Educa-
tion.”

All those in favor of receding and
concurring please rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned their count.

A division of the House was had.

Thirty having voted in the affirm-
ative and eighty-four having vot-
ed in the negative, the motion to
recede and concur did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, 1
now move that we insist on our
former action and ask for a Com-
mittee of Conference.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn, moves
that the House insist and ask for
a Committee of Conference.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Kittery, Mr. Dennett.

Mr. DENNETT: Mr. Speaker,
frankly I am a little bit at loss
to know to what extent that mo-
tion can be debated, but I would
ask—

The SPEAKER: It
full debate.

Mr. DENNETT: I won’'t further
debate in any manner at all, but
I would ask that you vote against
the motion to insist that I might
make the next motion, which is to
adhere, and then we are through
with it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I never
knew of any problem that was not
serious enough, in a nature of this
kind, to at least give some further
thought to it. This does not mean
the House has to accept the Com-
mittee of Conference, but it does
in fairness and in all fairness

is open to
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give it full treatment of consid-
eration, and I hope that you will
go along with the motion as made
before you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair reec-
ognizes the gentleman from Mil-
bridge, Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY: Mr. Speaker, if
I am in order I move that we
adhere to our former action.

The SPEAKER: That motion
would not be in order at this par-
ticular time.

The prevailing motion is to in-
sist, since it has a higher rank
than that of adhering. But if the
motion to insist is defeated, then
the motion to adhere will be in
order, and that motion has been
offered by the gentleman from
Kittery, Mr. Dennett.

Is the House ready for the ques-
tion?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Madawaska, Mr. Le-
vesque.

Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker, 1
think in all sincerity that we should
stand by the motion of the gentle-
man from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn,
and try to give some of this mat-
ter a little bit more consideration,
and I hope that the members of
this House will so give Mr. Haughn
another chance to be able to have
this thing out with a Committee of
Conference.

Mr. Dennett of Kittery then asked
for a division.

The SPEAKER: A division has
been requested on the motion to
insist. Is the House ready for the
question? Relative to Bill “An Act
relating to Salary of Commissioner
of Education,” House Paper 776,
Legislative Document 1058, all those
in favor of insisting, please rise
and remain standing until the mon-
itors have made and returned their
count.

A division of the House was had.

Thirty-four having voted in the
affirmative and eighty-five having
voted in the negative, the motion
to insist did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Xittery,
Mr. Dennett.

Mr. DENNETT: Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House now adhere.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleas-
ure of the House to adhere?

The motion prevailed.
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Non-Concurrent Matter

Joint Resolution relative to Econ-
omy of Maine (S. P. 520) which
was indefinitely postponed in non-
concurrence in the House on April
19.

Came from the Senate with that
body voting to insist on its former
action whereby the Resolution was
adopted, and asking for a Com-
mittee of Conference.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Anderson of Greenville, the House
voted to adhere.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk has
just informed me that there are in
committees at this particular time,
258 hills, and that all but a small
number of those, maybe a half a
dozen, have been heard. So appar-
ently 250 of them would be in or-
der to be reported out provided of
course there were not some tech-
nical reasons that they were being
withheld. So the progress of this
Legislature will depend to some ex-
tent, not entirely, on how quickly
we get the bills. Of course the re-
mainder of the progress depends
upon how rapidly and expeditiously
we dispose of the bills when we
get them.

The Chair would like to announce
at this particular time the Com-
mittee for the Mock Session. The
Chairman will be the gentleman
from Vinalhaven, Mr. Maddox; the
gentleman from  Madison, Mr.
Fogg; the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Minsky; the gentleman from
Ellsworth, Mr. Anderson; the
gentlewoman from P atten, Mrs.
Harrington; the gentleman from
Hallowell, Mr. Choate; the gentle-
man from Waldoboro, Mr. Waltz,
the gentleman from Mexico, Mr.
Matheson, and the gentleman from
Brunswick, Mr. Lowery.

The SPEAKER: Also with refer-
ence to L. D. 1201, ‘“An Act In-
creasing Tax on Milk Producers
for Promotional Purposes,” in ref-
erence to the action of the House
on April 19, 1961 whereby it insisted
and moved to join in a Committee
of Conference, the Chair appoints
the following members on the part
of the House as conferees:
Messrs. CURTIS of Bowdoinham

BRAGDON of Perham
DODGE of Guilford
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Another committee of conference
has reference to L. D. 1254, Re-
solve in favor of John W. Mec-
Guire of Houlton. On April 20, the
House insisted and asked for a
Committee of Conference. The
Chair appoints the following c¢ o n-
ferees on the part of the House:
Messrs. BERMAN of Houlton

HUGHES of St. Albans
BREWER of Bath

Orders

Mr. Brown of Fairfield was
granted unanimous consent to
briefly address the House.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
In response to the resolve entered
by Mr. Hardy of Hope yesterday,
I received the following telegram
which I would like to read:

‘“Hon. Robert O. Brown
House of Representatives
State House, Augusta, Maine

We are in receipt of wire from
Harvey R. Pease regarding the
lyrics of the Maine Stein Song to
be sung on the forthcoming Mitch
Miller show. This matter first
came to our attention with the re-
ceipt of your telegram this af-
ternoon. We understand there were
3 sets of lyrics for the song in
question. Unfortunately the ones
selected were the ones to which
the wire refers. Ballantine has no
knowledge of these shows in ad-
vance, We see them for the {first
time when they are presented to
the public. Please however accept
our sincere regret in this matter
and we trust that our many friends
in the State of Maine will forgive
the oversight. As a native and long-
time resident of the Pine Tree
State, may I also add my personal
regrets.

Very sincerely,

JAMES E. GLOVER,
Manager
Distributor Operations.”

Mr. Glover was a former Law
partner of Senator Muskie in Wa-
terville and at one time was City
Treasurer of Waterville. I would al-
so like to announce at this time
that the show will be seen tonight
at nine p.m., and I hope that
the lyrics are changed. Thank you.
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On motion of Mr. Binnette of
Old Town, it was

ORDERED, that Deborah Jane
Kilroy of Cape Elizabeth, and
Carol Ann Kilroy of Rumford, be
appointed to serve as Honorary
Pages for today.

On motion of Mr. Karkos of Lis-
bon, it was

ORDERED, that Cheryle L. Jones
of Farmington be appointed to
serve as Honorary Page for today.

On motion of Mrs. Lincoln of
Bethel, it was

ORDERED, that Peter Estey of
Portland be appointed to serve as
Honorary Page for today.

On motion of Mr.
Princeton, it was

ORDERED, that John W. Mac-
Gregor of Eastport be appointed to
serve as Honorary Page for today.

Wheaton of

On motion of Mrs. Shaw of
Chelsea, it was
ORDERED, that Dianne and

David Philbrick of Augusta be ap-
pointed to serve as Honorary Pages
for today.

On motion of Mrs.
Bristol, it was

ORDERED, that Thomas N. Han-
cock of Nobleboro be appointed to
serve as Honorary Page for today.

Sproul of

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
like to announce that Thomas N.
Hancock is the grandson of Rep-
resentative Hancock of Nobleboro;
Dianne and David Philbrick of Au-
gusta are grandchildren of Repre-
sentative  Philbrick of Augusta;
John W. MacGregor is the son of
Representative MacGregor of East-
port; Peter Estey is the son of
Representative Estey of Portland;
Cheryle L. Jones is the daughter
of Representative Jones of Farm-
ington; Deborah Jane Kilroy and
Carol Ann Kilroy are grandchildren
of the gentlewoman from Portland,
Mrs. Kilroy.

The Sergeant-at-Arms is requested
to escort the Honorary Pages to
the well of the Hall of the House
in order that they may enter
upon the performance of their du-
ties_for the remainder of today’s
session.
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Thereupon, the Honorary Pages
were escorted to the well of the
Hall of the House by the Sergeant-
at-Arms. (Applause)

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair will request that the Ser-
geant-at-Arms escort the gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry, to
the rostrum to act as Speaker pro
tem.

Thereupon, Mr, Berry of Cape
Elizabeth assumed the Chair as
Speaker pro tem and Speaker Good
retired from the Hall.

House Reports of Committees
Leave to Withdraw
Tabled and Assigned

Mr. Knight from the Committee
on Judiciary on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Certain Property of Town
of Union, Knox County, Acquired
under Will of Francis E, Thompson’’
(H. P. 886) (L. D. 1221) reported
Leave to Withdraw

Report was read.

(On motion of Mr. Finley of
Washington, tabled pending accept-
ance of the committee report and
specially assigned for Friday, April
28.)

Mr. Smith from the Committee on
Judiciary on Bill ‘““An Act Defining
Residence of Military Personnel for
Mortgage Purposes” (H. P. 252) (L.
D. 366) reported Leave to With-
draw

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought Not to Pass
Tabled

Mr. Moore from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game re-
ported ‘“‘Ought not to pass” on Bill
“An Act Revising the Law Relat-
ing to Licensing and Safety Opera-

tion of Boats” (H. P. 984) (L. D.
1371)

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Skowhegan, Mr. Wade.

Mr. WADE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: There
being a companion boating bill
which has not yet been reported
out of committee, I would there-
fore request permission to table L.
D. 1371 unassigned pending the ac-
tion of the committee on the com-
panion bill.
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Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
pending acceptance of the Commit-
tee Report and unassigned.

Mr. Thornton from the Commit-
tee on Judiciary reported ‘‘Ought
not to pass’” on Bill “An Act re-
lating to the Distribution of Cer-
tain Proceeds to Persons Outside
the United States” (H. P. 754) (L.
D. 1040)

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An
Act relating to Disposition of Mu-
nicipal Records of Security Titles
for Personal Property’” (H. P. 936)
(L. D. 1284)

Mr. Albair from the Committee
on Taxation reported same on Bill
“An Act relating to Tax Exemp-
tions of Property of Churches, Re-
ligious Societies or Parishes” (H.
P. 847) (L. D. 1161)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Tabled and Assigned

Mr. Bradeen from the Commit-
tee on Taxation reported ‘Ought
not to pass’ on Bill “An Act to
Enact a Uniform Local Sales and
Rental Tax Law” (H. P. 550) (L.
D. 147

Report was read.

(On motion of Mr. Kellam of
Portland, tabled pending acceptance
of the Committee Report and spe-
cially assigned for Wednesday,
April 26.)

Mr. Maxwell from the Commit-
tee on Taxation reported ‘‘Ought
not to pass’” on Bill “An Act Ap-
plying Sales Tax to Admissions’ (H.
P. 1032) (L. D. 1433)

Mr. Waterman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill ‘““An
Act Exempting Estates of Blind
Persons from Taxation” (H. P.
782) (L. D. 1064)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for ccncurrence.

Tabled

Mr. Waterman from the Commit-
tee on Taxation reported ‘Ought
not to pass’” on Bill “An Act Pro-
viding for a State Income Tax”
(H. P. 1026) (L. D. 1427)

Report was read.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Brunswick, Mr. Lowery.
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Mr. LOWERY: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
considering that this was one of the
major tax bills presented, it was
my own bill, I now move that this
bill be tabled unassigned, be taken
off at the proper time when the
cother tax bills come in.

Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
pending acceptance of the Commit-
tee Report and unassigned.

Indefinitely Postponed

Mr. Wheaton from the Commit-
tee on Taxation reported ‘‘Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Act Re-
pealing Property Tax Exemptions
for Churches, Literary and Scien-
tific Institutions” (H. P. 908) (L.
D. 1242)

Report was read.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Strong, Mr. Smith.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: This
bill before us that has been report-
ed out of committee ‘“‘Ought not to
pass’”’ unanimously, is one of the
great problems that we have in
our state today, whether we wish
to face up to this problem or not
is our own personal conviction. I
am going to—because of the fact
that this is about the first time I
believe that this has even been in-
troduced in any state in the Union,
I am going to take a few moments
and give you some facts on this.
You can do with this bhill just ex-
actly whatever you want to do
with it, and you will. However, I
want you to know a few of the
things that are going on.

Those who are interested in the
church-state relations in the United
States, dared not take for granted
as good and permanent, the re-
ligious tax exemptions presently in
effect in the nation and in the
several states and municipalitics
The subject needs to be discussed
despite the hesitancy caused by the
fears of the churchman that mere-
ly to raise any question opens the
churches to the possibility of crip-
pling taxation and the hesitancy of
government officials caused by their
fears of appearing to be anti-re-
ligious if they even speak of tax-
ing churches. The already complex
church-state question is further
complicated by competitive concern
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of churches with each other, espe-
cially typical Protestant fears of in-
creasing Roman Catholic power and
typical Roman Catholic interpreta-
tion of all Protestant political ac-
tion as being primarily anti-Roman
Catholic.

This bill of mine would take all
the exemptions—would take all the
churches, all literary and scientific
and all benevolent and charitable
institutions off the exempt list. Peo-
ple are not ready apparently for
that yet. And yet that exemption
list is growing in the State of
Maine and all over this nation ftre-
mendously fast to the extent that
in the country today thirty-three
percent of all properties in the
United States is tax exempt, of that
—and that holds true with the fig-
ures that are available in the State
of Maine. We haven’t many figures
available in this state however.

Now all of this thirty-three per-
cent is not church property or in-
stitutional property-—some of it is
state, some of it is government.
You can get those figures if you
want to look them up, but you
cannot get the figures of church
property, for some reason or an-
other those figures have been hid-
den away. Some people don’t want
them known.

The churches today are in one
of the best periods of their history
financially. I've spent seventeen
years of my life in this work.
We're not the poverty stricken in-
stitution we used to be. We have
money to do just about anything
we want. And when people speak
of the fact that some little country
church somewhere is going to be
hurt if this thing goes through,
they’re arguing a little local par-
ticular and ignoring the over-all
picture. A church can be a liabil-
ity or it can be a blessing to any
community. The church back in its
beginning was born paying taxes
and the founder of the Christian
church emphasizes the fact time
and again that the church had an
obligation to its community through
taxation. The church can be for
good or it can be narrow-mindedly
evil.

Some people say that there is
no problem in the State of Maine
in regard to this, that we
should continue to ignore it. The
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problem is not only in the State of
Maine on the state level, but it is
also on the federal level, it is also
on the local level. I want to speak
about those things for a moment in
a few minutes.

We would not be faced, how-
ever, this morning with an increase
in sales tax, if we would eliminate
unnecessary exemptions, if we
would do something to modify the
social institutions, if we would do
something to handle this abuse of
tax exemptions. I have a little per-
sonal experience I wish to tell you
about.

The church is exempted not only
on property taxes, but it is exempt-
ed through the federal income tax;
we have none to pay there. We
have no tax to pay as far as the
sales tax is concerned; we have
no tax to pay as far as any local
activity is concerned. I went down
to a garage somewhere in the State
of Maine to buy an automobile. Af-
ter purchasing the automobile, the
sales tax was $43. I was told this:
“Mr. Smith, you're a Reverend,
ves, why don’t you be smart, take
your church tax exemption number
and buy this through your church.
It will save you the sales tax.” I
told the man it wouldn’t be right,
he said ‘‘well all the rest of them
are doing it, or many of them.”
His statement was all the rest of
them, but I doubt that. This is just
one of the abuses going on.

Down in New York City, at New
York University, a little while ago
another abuse was noted when
they acquired the Mueller Spaghet-
ti Company’s stock and sought tax
exemption for the firm on the
ground that its net income would
go to the University. That has been
stopped by the United States Con-
gress. Out in California somewhere,
one of the greatest wineries in the
world is owned and operated by
the church, tax exempt. Today re-
ligious organizations remain free to
venture into unrelated business ac-
tivities and, because they escape
the fifty-two percent corporation
tax on gross income, compete in-
equitably with competitive firms. In
such circumstances a church re-
lated business can show a net profit
much higher than its competitors
and sooner or later obviously can
put competitors out of business.
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In California the man can grow
a beard, get a private religion,
build a chapel and operate a busi-
ness with a fifty-two percent ad-
vantage. Others argue that this
credit is brought on the churches
generally when, for example, a
winery enjoys this income tax ex-
emption. A few of the other ex-
emptions that we have throu g h-
out the country, and this is just
to name a very few of them, down
in Massachusetts there is a jelly
and preserve business with twenty-
seven flavors owned and operated
by the church, tax exempt. In
Wrentham, Massachusetts there is
a concern making and selling can-
dies, tax exempt. In Rochester,
New York, there is a great bakery,
tax exempt. In Colorado there are
great ranches, cattle ranches,
thousands of acres, tax exempt.
These things are creeping into
Maine, and the reason that I pre-
sented this bill was to stop some
of this before it gets too great a
hold wupon our State here.

The church has spent five hun-
dred million dollars on schools
alone, that doesn’t come under ex-
emption. Well I could name several
others, the church owns property
in Goodyear Tire and Rubber Com-
pany, they own it in Bethlehem
Steel, they own it in Commonwealth
Edison, and they own it in Brook-
lyn Edison, they own it in the
Pacific Gas and Electric Company,
in Montana Power Company, Indi-
ana Electric Company, Atlantic
City Convention Hall, Louisiana Ho-
tel Company, just to name a very
few of the businesses that the
churches are in today, and because
they are in it, much of that be-
comes tax exempt.

In the Columbia Law Review,
velume forty-nine, page 991, the le-
gal profession has taken some ac-
tion on this. I would quote: ‘. . .
some of the older decisions how-
ever vest a strong judicial antag-
onism to religious tax exemption.
It is easier to admire the motives
for such exemptions, than to justi-
fy it by any sound argument. Only
let the theory be carried a little
further, let a specific tax be levied
to support houses of worship and
it would speedily attract public at-
tention. Yet the one is precisely
the same in principle as the other,
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to say that such is the practice of
civilized nations is not sound, it is
rather an apology from a departure
from principles.”—the legal profes-
sion.

Well, I am going to skip over
quite a lot of this stuff here. The
State of California, I wrote out and
asked them what they thought of
the matter because they are faced
with it. They wrote back and this
is a part of their letter—well I'm
not going to read the letter but
they warned the State of Maine,
California warns the State of Maine
against permitting any further ex-
emptions at least on religious prop-
erties, The City of Phippsburg,
Massachusetts, answered me back
and gave me some wonderful fig-
ures down there, and that city is
having a terrible problem with in-
stitutional and church exemptions.
New York City wrote back and
sent me some figures of what is
happening down there. And by the
way, I couldn’t get these figures
in Maine, I have a bill coming up
soon that will produce them if you
folk want those figures produced.
But down in New York City for
instance, the churches, synagogues,
monasteries, and convents in 1958
and 1959 totaled five hundred six
million dollars; in 1960-61 totaled
five hundred and sixty-nine million
dollars; colleges and schools in New
York City alone, 1958-59, totaled one
hundred ninety-five million dollars;
and two years later 1960-61 totaled
two hundred and fifty-two million
dollars, all of this tax exempt. Par-
sonages in New York City in 1958-
59 totaled four million dollars, in
1960-61 totaled twenty million dol-
lars, all tax exempt. Those are
just a few of the figures from New
York City. Where did this exemp-
tion business come from in the
first place? You will find that it is
a carry over from the old state
institution, the institutional
established church, and when the
established church was done away
with, the tax exemptions were not
done away with. I have the history
of it here and would like to read
it to you, but it’s too long. I would
tell you, however, that tax exemp-
tions of church property is not
founded upon facts, it is not found-
ed upon principles, it is not found-
ed upon any reasonable thing at all,
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it is a carry over from the old
established church idea of early
colonial America.

When I presented these facts and
figures at the hearing no one could
get up and offer any contradiction
that was reasonable at all, all
they could do is to get up and call
names. That was the sum and sub-
stance of all the opposition we had.
They called us—likened us to Cas-
tro, to Khrushchev, to Russia, to
Communism. I notice by a news-
paper report that F.D.R. said that
when his enemies wanted to sound
off, all they could do was call
names also.

I guess 1 have told you about
enough on this, and it is a real
problem, it is growing in Maine,
facts and figures in Maine as I
said before are not available as
of this moment. I trust they will
become available sometime in the
future. In order to get an expres-
sion of this Legislature to give any-
body a chance to vote that wants,
Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the
bill be substituted for the report.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question now before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Strong, Mr. Smith, that the bill be
substituted for the report. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Moscow, Mr. Beane.

Mr. BEANE: I would ask for a
division.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Pittsfield, Mr. Baxter.

Mr. BAXTER: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
As House Chairman of the Taxa-
tion Committee, I think perhaps I
should say just a few words on
this bill. Obviously since we passed
the bill out unanimously ‘“‘Ought not
to pass,” I would hope that the
House does not vote in favor of sub-
stituting the bill for the report. We
did have a long and well attended
hearivg, and there was more said
by and large on the subject of not
granting the exemption than on
granting the exemptian. As the
gentleman from Strong, Mr. Smith,
has pointed out, we did get into the
emotional level at times, but we
felt that there was evidence pre-
sented which would indicate to us
that this exemption was a satisfac-
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tory part of our tax structure in
Maine.

I think one basis on which we
made this decision was on belief
that the churches do accomplish
enough good. They are oriented to
the public good, to the extent
that they very nearly take on the
character of a public institution.
And public institutions, as you know,
are tax exempt. The churches cer-
tainly carry out actions and things
for the public benefit which by and
large the State itself very likely
would have to do if the church
weren’t there to do it. Of course
the gentleman from Strong, Mr.
Smith, has outlined to you the prob-
lem that other states have wiih
church tax exemptions. All of which
of course were very interesting, but
I do want to call your attention
to the fact that those are other
states, and that the State of Maine
as far as we can see does not
have this problem. In other words,
if a church had a winery in Maine,
or a spaghetti factory or whatever
it might be, it certainly would be
taxed. This we have established
with the taxation bureau.

As a matter of fact the property
tax exemption, which is what we’re
talking about here in Maine, is
rather narrowly construed. It ap-
plies only to the church itself, the
vestry, some of the personal prop-
erty within the church and the
land on which the church resides;
and I believe tombs or something
like that, and the parsonage
up to an amount of six thou-
sand dollars. We think that is quite
narrowly construed and we don’t
see any danger of the church prop-
erty taxation exemption being
broadened to the extent that it
takes in property which you and I
would feel would be normally taxed
property. In fact I think you will
notice on your calendar today an-
other bill which the Taxation Com-
mittee recommended unanimously
“Ought not to pass,” and that
was ‘“‘An Act relating to Tax Ex-
emptions of Property of Churches,
Religious Societies and Parishes,”
and that would have broadened
the church property taxation some-
what; and that we did not feel
was necessary at this time.

Of course the bill also exempts
a great many other large and
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very important institutions, farm
property taxation, institutions such
as literary educational institutions,
which have been a basic part of
our tax exemption picture all over
the United States for a great many
years.

I think that Reverend Smith
from Strong has indicated in his
discussion that he put this bill in
to call attention to the extent of
property exemption, not only in
this state but in other states in
the country where it is a problem.
I think he certainly has called our
attention to the problem, we rec-
ognize it’s there; but certainly the
Taxation Committee, and I hope
this Legislature doesn’t feel that
this is the time for us to so radical-
ly change the taxation policies of
the state and taxation policies
which we feel coincide in a con-
servative manner with general tax-
ation custom throughout the United
States.

So, for this reason, I will move
now that the Bill and all its pa-
pers be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question before the House is the
motion of the gentleman from Pitts-
field, Mr. Baxter, that the Report
and Bill, “An Act Repealing Prop-
erty Tax Exemptions for Churches,
Literary and Scientific Institutions,”
House Paper 908, Legislative Docu-
ment 1242, be indefinitely post-
poned. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The meotion prevailed.

Thereupon, the Report and Bill
were indefinitely postponed and
sent up for concurrence.

Ought to Pass in New Draft
New Drafts Printed

Mr. Thornton from the Commit-
tee on Judiciary on Bill ‘“An Act
Repealing Law Providing for Ad-
ditional Court Review in Public
Utility Cases” (H. P. 752) (L. D.
1038) reported same in a new draft
(H. P. 1127) (L. D. 1554) under
title of “An Act Amending Law
Providing for Additional Court Re-
view in Public Utility Cases” and
that it ““Ought to pass”

Mr. Brown from the Committee
on Natural Resources on Bill “An
Act Revising Laws Relating to
Pollution Control” (H. P. 940) (L.
D, 1288) reported same in a new
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draft (H. P. 1125) (L. D. 1552)

under same title and that it ‘“Ought
to pass’”’

Mr. Letourneau from the Com-

mittee on Taxation on Bill ‘“An
Act Prohibiting Illegal Collection of
Sales Tax” (H. P. 1036) (L. D.
1437) reported same in a new draft
(H. P. 1126) (L. D. 1553) under
same title and that it “Ought to
pass”’

Reports were read and accepted,
the New Drafts read twice and as-
signed the next legislative day.

Ought to Pass
Printed Bills

Mr Knight from the Committee
on Judiciary reported ‘Qught to
pass’” on Bill “An Act relating to
Liability of Landowners Towards
Hunters, Fishermen, Trappers,
Campers, Hikers or Sightseers’ (H.
P. 934) (L. D. 1282)

Mr. Rust from same Committee
reported same on Bill ‘“An Act re-
lating to Rulings on Admissibility
of Evidence by Public Utility Hear-
ing Examiners” (H. P. 755) (L.
D. 1041)

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill ‘“An
Act relating to Disclosure of Vital
Records” (H, P. 988) (L. D. 1375)

Reports were read and accepted,
the Bills read twice and assigned
the next legislative day.

Tabled

Mr. Jameson from the Commit-
tee on Natural Resources reported
“Ought to pass” on Bill “An Act
Classifying Certain Surface Waters
in Lincoln County’” (H. P. 1015)
(L. D. 1416)

Report was read.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Bristol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: Mr. Speaker, since
this concerns largely Boothbay and
Boothbay Harbor, and I think you
will remember there is a bill in
to establish the Boothbay Harbor
Sewer District, the Town of Booth-
bay Harbor is trying to do some-
thing about this. I have talked to
the Selectmen several times in
Boothbay Harbor and have also
talked with the Selectmen in Booth-
bay, and they say that they would
like to know just what this means
and all about it. I really think
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this is a problem they are try-
ing to do something about. For
that reason, I hope the House will
go along with a motion to table
this unassigned and I will take it
off the table as soon as I pos-
sibly ecan.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question before the House is the
motion of the gentlewoman from
Bristol, Mrs. Sproul, that this mat-
ter be tabled unassigned pending
acceptance of the Committee Re-
port. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. Matheson from the Commit-
tee on Natural Resources reported
“Ought to pass” on Bill “An Act
Classifying Certain Waters in Sal-
mon Falls-Piscataqua River Water-
shed” (H. P. 1013) (L. D. 1414)

Mr. Perry from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act
Classifying Certain Tidal Waters in
Sagadahoc County” (H. P. 832) (L.
D. 1147)

Reports were read and accepted,
the Bills read twice and assigned
the next legislative day.

At this point, Speaker Good re-
turned to the rostrum and assumed
the Chair as Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The Chair wishes
to congratulate the gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry,
for his excellent job as Speaker
pro tem. (Applause)

Senate Order
Out of Order

From the Senate: The following
Order:

ORDERED, the House concur-
ring, that when the Senate and the
House adjourn, they adjourn to
meet on Tuesday, April 25th, at
ten o’clock in the morning.

Came from the Senate read and
passed.

In the House, the Order was read
and passed in concurrence.

Passed to Be Engrossed

Bill “An Act relating to Reck-
less Homicide, and Death Caused
by Violation of Law, by Vehicle
Operator” (S. P. 521) (L. D. 1545)

Bill “An Act Amending Charter
of City of Waterville” (H. P. 825)
(L. D. 1140)
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Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed and sent to the Senate.

Third Reader

Amended
Bill “An Act Revising Minimum
Wage Law” (H. P. 1115) (L. D.
1537)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading and
read the third time.

Mr. Knight of Rockland offered
House Amendment ““A’’ and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “A’’ was read
by the Clerk as follows:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
H. P. 1115, L. D. 1537, Bill, “An
Act Revising Minimum Wage
Law.”

Amend said Bill in section 7 by
striking out all of that part desig-
nated “I” and inserting in place
thereof the following:

‘“ ‘I, Examination of records,
books, etc. Every employer subject
to sections 132-A te 132-J shall keep
a true and accurate record of the
hours worked by each employee and
the wages paid; and the Thc com-
missioner or his authorized repre-
sentative may, and upon written
complaint setting forth the viola-
tion of section 132-C, shall hove
outhority to enter the place of busi-
ness or employment of any employ-
er or employees in the State, as
defined in section 132-B, for the
purpose of examining and inspect-
ing any or ail SOORS, FEEISETS, pay-
and other such records of any

such emplover that in any way Te-
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may bhe necessary for the enforce-
ment of sections 132-A to 132-J°

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Rock-
land, Mr. Knight.

Mr. KNIGHT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: The mini-
mum wage law today allows the
Commissicner of Labor, upon writ-
ten complaint, to enter the prem-
ises of an employer and examine
any or all books of the employer
relating to minimum wage. L. D.
1537 to which this amendment is
offered, requires the employer to
keep a true and accurate record
of the hours worked of each em-
ployee and of the wages paid. L.
D. 1537 allows the Commissioner
of Labor to enter the premises of
an employer on his own volition
and does not require a prerequisite
of a complaint being made. The
present law as to what records
can be examined is too broad. All
this amendment does is to clarify
the law and limit the records that
the Commissioner may examine to
those records that will now be re-
quired by law to be kept. I hope
this amendment is adopted.

Thereupon, House Amendment
“A” was adopted, the Bill passed
to be engrossed as amended by
House Amendment ‘“A” and sent
to the Senate.

Resolve Authorizing the State Mil-
itary Defense Commission to Con-
vey Certain Land in Hancock Coun-
ty (S. P. 514) (L. D. 1534)

Resolve Regulating Fishing in
Certain Waters of Aroostook Coun-
ty (H. P. 487) (L. D. 687)

Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, Bills
read the third time, Resolves
read the second time, all passed
to be engrossed and sent to the
Senate,

Amended Bills

Bill “An Aect Creating the Town
of Kittery Port Authority” (H. P.
682) (L. D. 960)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed as amended by Committee
Amendment ‘“‘A” and sent to the
Senate.
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Bill “An Act Repealing Laws Re-
quiring that Cemeteries be Fenced”’
(H. P. 1008) (L. D. 1409)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed as amended by Senate
Amendment ““A’ and sent to the
Senate.

Bill ““An Act relating to Distribu-
tion of Obscene Literature to Mi-
nors” (S. P. 9 (L. D. 9

Bill ““An Act relating to Number
of Members of Superintending
School Committees” (S. P. 431) (L.
D. 1391)

Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed as amended by Committee

Amendment ‘“A” and Senate
Amendment ““A” and sent to the
Senate.

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act relating to Control of
Missiles and Rockets (S. P. 430)
(L. D. 1390)

An Act to Incorporate the Town
of Hamlin, Aroostook County (H.
P. 685) (L. D. 963)

An Act Revising the Laws re-
lating to Veterinarians (H, P. 865)
(L. D. 1200)

Finally Passed

Resolve relating to Opening Date
for Open Water Fishing on Certain
Waters (S. P. 34) (L. D. 59)

Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, Bills passed to
be enacted, Resolve finally passed,

all signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.
Enactor
Indefinitely Postponed

Resolve Regulating Ice Fishing
on Umsaskis Lake and Long Lake,
Aroostook County (H. P. 488) (L.
D. 688)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Casco,
Mr. Moore.

Mr. MOORE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: In refer-
ence to this item five, it is quite
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common for me to make one mis-
take on these resolves, but this is
a little unusual, I made two on
this one, and I feel if I don’t op-
pose this one that I'll be making
three. I think that we made a
mistake when we reported this out
ought to pass. These two lakes are
in the heart of the Allagash coun-
try where the last of our good
trout fishing remains, and as far
as I can see, the people who
would benetit from this resolve
would be the Canadian woodchop-
pers more than anyone else be-
cause this is back in the wilder-
ness where any of the local peo-
ple don’t get in the winter time.
So I move for indefinite postpone-
ment of this resolve.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Casco, Mr. Moore, moves
that this Resolve be indefinitely
postponed. All those in favor of
the motion to indefinitely postpone,
please say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion did prevail. Sent up for
concurrence.

Orders of the Day

The Chair laid before the House
the first tabled and today assigned
matter:

Bill “An Act Prohibiting Public
Employees to Have Pecuniary In-
terest in Public Contracts.” (H. P.
1025) (I.. D. 1426) — In House
Read the Third Time.

Tabled — April 14, by Mr. Hardy
of Hope.

Pending — Passage to be En-
grossed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Kittery,
Mr. Dennett.

Mr. DENNETT: Mr, Speaker,
Members of the House: This bill
was passed out of the Committee
on State Government. We were
very sympathetic with the aims
expressed in this bill. Nevertheless,
we find that it contains several
bugs, and it seems impossible, by
amendment, to eliminate them.
With permission of the sponsor and
all interested parties, I now move
that this bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Kittery, Mr. Dennett, moves
that this Bill be indefinitely post-
poned. All those who favor the in-
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definite postponement of this bill
please say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion did prevail. Sent up for con-
currence.

The Chair laid before the House
the second tabled and today as-
signed matter:

Bill ““An Act relating to Store
Registration under Pharmacy
Laws.” (H. P. 1100) (L. D. 1513)

—In House Read the Third Time.

Tabled — April 18, by Mr. Coul-
thard of Scarboro.

Pending — DPassage to be En-
grossed.

On motion of Mr, Brown of
Fairfield, the Bill was indefinitely
postponed on a viva voce vote and
sent up for concurrence.

The Chair laid before the House
the third tabled and today assigned
matter:

Bill “An Act Authorizing Accept-
ance of Federal Act Providing for
Financial Assistance in Constructing
School Facilities.” (S. P. 410) (L.
D. 1351) — Engrossed in Both
Branches. On April 19, House Re-
ceded from Engrossing, House
Amendment ‘“‘A” Read. (Filing H-
199)

Tabled — April 19, by Mr. Brag-
don of Perham.

Pending — Adoption of House
Amendment ‘‘A”.,

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Med-
ford, Mr. Hichborn,

Mr. HICHBORN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: Legis-
lative Document 1351 started out
rather inauspiciously as a routine
amendment to sections 1, 2 and 3
of Chapter 41 of the Revised Stat-
utes of Maine, The present law
permits the School Building Author-
ity to accept the provisions of any
federal act providing federal aid
for school construction. Pending leg-
islation before the Federal Con-
gress provides that federal aid for
construction must be received and
administered by the state agency
which is responsible for the educa-
tional program, the public program
at the elementary and secondary
level. In order that we may take
advantage of the federal legisla-
tion, it was necessary to change
the present law to make it pos-
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sible for the State Board of Edu-
cation to be the receiving agency.

Secondly, the proposed federal
legislation specifically states that
of the federal monies $25,000 must
be set aside for administration, and
it further specifically provides that
ten percent of the first year’s al-
lotment shall be used for research,
pilot programs and special projects.

There was nothing wrong with
L. D. 1351 as it was originally
written and presented, but those
who honestly feel that Maine does
not need any federal aid and who
honestly feel that Maine should not
accept any federal monies, and
that we should not accept the $14,-
000,000 or any part of that federal
aid likely to be forthcoming, so
strongly objected that last Wednes-
day I offered an amendment in an
honest effort to reach a reasonable
compromise. Since that time, it has
become very plain that those who
are in favor of accepting federal
aid for school construction and oth-
er purposes here in the state, are
very much opposed to the sug-
gestion contained in the amend-
ment because they say that the
amendment is too restrictive. On
the other hand, those who oppose
receiving this money, say that it
is too liberal. And because I too
realize that the amendment, as of-
fered, destroys the effectiveness of
L. D. 1351, I wish to withdraw the
amendment at this time.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Medford, Mr. Hichborn, with-
draws House Amendment “A”,

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Rockland, Mr. Knight.

Mr. KNIGHT: Mr. Speaker, am
I to understand the amendment has
been withdrawn?

The SPEAKER: The amendment
has been withdrawn on motion of
the gentleman who offered it.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Rockland, Mr. Knight.

Mr. KNIGHT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This is
very important legislation. I am in
favor of this L. D., but one should
not vote on it lightly or without
being fully informed. In order to
allow time to the Members of this
House to talk this matter over
with their constituents over the
weekend, I would now move to ta-
ble this matter and specially as-
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sign it for Wednesday of next
week, April 26.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Knight, moves
this bill be tabled pending passage
to be engrossed and specially as-
signed for Wednesday, April 26.
Is this the pleasure of the House?

A viva voce vote being taken,
the tabling motion did prevail.

The Chair laid before the House
the fourth tabled and today as-
signed matter:

HOUSE REPORT — OQught Not
to Pass — Committee on Legal
Affairs on Bill “An Act relating to
Determination of Quorum -at Spe-
cial Town Meetings in Kittery.”
(H. P. 683) (L. D. 961)

Tabled — April 20, by Mr. Den-
nett of Kittery.

Pending — Acceptance of Report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Kit-
tery, Mr. Dennett.

Mr. DENNETT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It is clear
that there has been some misun-
derstanding as to the intent of this
bill. I have cleared this through
the House Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Legal Affairs, and I now
move that this bill be recommit-
ted to that Committee.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Kittery, Mr. Dennett, moves
that the Report and Bill be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Legal
Affairs. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed. Sent up for
concurrence.

The Chair laid before the House
the fifth tabled and today assigned
matter:

Bill “An Act relating to Annual
Permits to Move House Trailers
and Mobile Homes Over Highways.”
(Amendment ¥Filing H-155) — In
House Read the Third Time,

Tabled — April 20, by Mr. Phil-
brick of Bangor.

Pending — Motion of Mr. Chap-
man of Norway to Indefinitely
Postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Nor-
way, Mr. Chapman.

Mr. CHAPMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I think
this bill has been entirely cleared
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with Mr. Philbrick and Mr. Ham,
and now I would move that it be
indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The prevailing
question is the motion of the gen-
tleman from Norway, Mr. Chap-
man, that the bill be indefinitely
postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brewer, Mr, Ham.

Mr. HAM: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: In respect
to this bill, I talked to my fellow
colleague yesterday, Mr. Chapman,
about this. Now there is other leg-
islation germane to this type of
legislation. However, 1 just learned
that this other legislation that is
germane is now on the table in
the other branch, so as a result
and due to not knowing the out-
come of the other legislation, I
sincerely hope that this bill is not
indefinitely postponed, and if a mo-
tion is in order, I would move that
we accept the Minority I believe,
Minority Report, on- this L. D.

The SPEAKER: The prevailing
motion is the motion to indefinite-
ly postpone.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from York, Mr. Rust.

Mr. RUST: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: I
rise in support of the motion of
the gentleman from Norway, Mr.
Chapman, and against the motion
of my good friend from Brewer,
Mr. Ham. I would like to point
out for your consideration a very
important fact why this piece of
legislation should not pass.

It is the custom of these people
that sell house trailers to take their
tractors and move a trailer for an
owner from one location or from
one trailer park to another or from
one part of the state to the other.
Now as the law presently goes,
for these people to move these
trailers, these trailers must be
registered. So if I want to move
my trailer from Kittery to Bangor,
I have to go down to the Town
Clerk’s office and pay an excise
tax and get the trailer plates; but
if this particular piece of legisla-
tion goes through, the towns are
going to lose this money because
this particular law will allow these
trailer people to just hitch onto one
of these trailers and tow it over
the highway with their own special
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plates, and they can do all the
moving they want for a normal
$50.00 or $100.00 a year. Therefore,
I hope that this bill is indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Brew-
er, Mr. Ham.

Mr. HAM: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of this House:
I agree with some of the points
made by my fellow colleague, Mr.
Rust. However, if this other legis-
lation that is now on the table in
the Senate does pass as it did this
House, they will be able to do
what this bhill states anyway. As a
result of it being on the table, I
would now move that this be ta-
bled unassigned.

The SPEAKER: With reference to
this matter the gentleman from
Brewer, Mr. Ham, moves this
matter be tabled unassigned pend-
ing the motion of the gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Chapman, that
it be indefinitely postponed. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

(Cries of ‘“No”’)

Thereupon, a viva voce vote be-
ing taken and doubted by the
Chair, a division of the House was
had.

Fifty-seven having voted in the
affirmative and forty-two having
voted in the negative, the tabling
motion did prevail.

Mr. Maddox of Vinalhaven was
granted unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House briefly.

Mr. MADDOX: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
In regard to the Mock Session,
will those members of the commit-
tee as appointed by the Speaker
this morning please meet in the
well of the Hall of the House im-
mediately following adjournment
for a very short meeting.

Mr. Hardy of Hope was granted
unanimous consent to address the
House briefly.

Mr. HARDY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House:

I rise to call attention to an
additional slight to the State of
Maine.

You will recall that yesterday,
this House passed an order protest-
ing changes made in the lyries of
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the Maine Stein Song by Mitch Mil-
ler.

I would like to read you just a
few lines of his reply:

In New York, Mitch Miller, who
leads the singing in the show, said
there are three versions and the
one without reference to Maine
would have national rather than re-
gional appeal.

Now undoubtedly, Mr. Miller’s re-
marks were meant to be concilia-
tory, but they are anything but
that.

This one ‘“without reference to
Maine would have appeal national-
ly rather than regionally.” What
makes Mr, Miller think that Maine
does not have national appeal? I
submit to you our tourist appeal
alone would prove this not to be
true. At any of our magnificent
beaches, in our mountain areas
and on our thousands of lakes here
in the State of Maine, people from
every state in the union enjoy them
all summer. Surely this is national
appeal. And if you’ll just note the
out-of-state license plates that are
already beginning to show up you
will realize that our season begins
early and lasts long.

I would make the suggestion that
the Maine Department of Economic
Development be instructed to in-
vite Mr. Miller to spend his next
vacation here in Maine, so that
he may learn first hand that the
appeal of the State of Maine is
not just regional nor just national
either, but as shown by our U, N.
visitors, our Canadian and other
foreign visitors, our appeal here is
international as well as regional.
Thank you. (Applause)

On motion of Mr. Baxter of Pitts-
field, the House voted to take from
the table the twenty-fifth tabled and
unassigned matter:

HOUSE ORDER relative to
Clearing Unassigned Matters from
House Table.

Tabled — April 12, by Mr. Bax-
ter of Pittsfield.

Pending — Passage.
Thereupon, the Order received
passage.

The SPEAKER: We are proceed-
ing under Orders of the Day.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Hodgdon, Mr. Williams.
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Mr. WILLIAMS: Point of order
for information. I would like to
ask through the Chair of the gen-
tleman from Pittsfield, Mr. Baxter,
when this Order takes effect?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Hodgdon, Mr. Williams, has
asked a parliamentary question
through the Chair, and the Chair
will answer that question, that it
takes effect immediately. You will
notice that this House Order ap-
plies to only certain days of the
week.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Ellsworth, Mr. Anderson.

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker, I
move the House adjourn.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman from Wood-
stock, Mr. Whitman, that an ad-
journment motion is not debatable.

Mr. WHITMAN: I ask for a divi-
sion.

The SPEAKER: A division has
been requested on the motion to
adjourn. All those in favor of ad-
journing please rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned their count.

A division of the House was had.

Thirty-four having voted in the
affirmative and sixty-nine having
voted in the negative, the motion
did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Will the gentle-
man from Pittsfield, Mr. Baxter,
approach the rostrum please?

(Conference at rostrum)

Called to order by the Speaker.

Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston was
granted unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House briefly.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
some of the members are con-
fused as to what days this order
pertains to and I was wondering if
it might not be advisable to ex-
plain the order.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will
read the order again.

(The Order was read by the
Clerk)

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
like to announce that there will be
a House caucus next Tuesday eve-
ning here in the House at 7:30.

You will notice that this House
Order taking unassigned matters
off the table, applies only to the
days Tuesday, Wednesday and
Thursday.
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The Chair would request that the
Republicans remain here in the
House for about a five-minute cau-
cus immediately following the ter-
mination of today’s session.

On motion of Mr., Whitman of
Woodstock,

Adjourned until ten o’clock,
Tuesday morning, April 25.



