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HOUSE

Wednesday, May 24, 1961

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Charles
T. Brown of the Elm Street Con-
gregational Church, Bucksport.

The journal of yesterday was
read and approved.

Conference Committee Report

Report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches of the Legis-
lature on Resolve Appropriating
Funds for Regional Airport to Serv-
ice Augusta, Waterville and Sur-
rounding Areas (H. P. 568) (L. D.
788) reporting that the House re-
cede and concur with the Senate
in recommitting the Resolve to the
Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs.

(Signed)

LANE of Waterville
DRAKE of Bath

— Committee on part of House
DAVIS of Cumberland
STANLEY of Penobscot
MARDEN of Kennebec

— Committee on part of Senate

Report was read and accepted,
the Resolve recommitted to the
Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs, and sent up for
concurrence.

Papers from the Senate

From the Senate:

Bill “An Act Permitting St. Fran-
cis College to Confer Honorary De-
grees” (S. P. 563) (L. D. 1615)

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed without reference to
a Committee.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Old Or-
chard Beach, Mr. Plante.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker, I
move that under suspension of the
rules the bill be given its first and
second readings.

Thereupon, the rules were sus-
pended and the Bill given its two
several readings without reference
to a Committee, and assigned for
third reading tomorrow.
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Senate Reporfs of Committees
Ought Not to Pass

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
reporting ‘‘Ought not to pass’” on
Resolve Appropriating Moneys to
Provide for National Advertising for
Maine’s Recreational Industry (S.
P. 1) (L. D. 1)

Came from the Senate with the
Resolve substituted for the Report
and indefinitely postponed.

In the House, the Report was
read and accepted.

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
reporting ‘““Ought not to pass’” on
Resolve Providing Funds for Bio-
logical and Management Investiga-
tion of Certain Fish (S. P. 271) (L.
D. 872)

Came from the Senate read and

accepted.
In the House, the Report was
read and

accepted in concurrence.

Report of the Committee on
Highways reporting ‘“‘Qught not to
pass’ on Resolve Authorizing State
Highway Commission to Study Feas-
ibility of a Bridge Across the Dam-
ariscotta River (S. P. 285) (L. D.
886)

Came from the Senate with the
Resolve substituted for the Report
and passed to be engrossed.

In the House: Report was read
and, on motion of Mr, Turner of
Auburn, the Committee ‘“Ought not
to pass” Report was accepted in
non-concurrence and sent up for
concurrence.

Ought to Pass in New Draft
Tabled and Assigned
Report of the Committee on Ed-
ucation on Resolve Providing for a
Vocational Technical Institute in
Eastern Maine (S. P. 316) (L. D.
992) reporting same in a new draft
(S. P. 516) (L. D. 1542) under title
of “Resolve Appropriating Moneys
for Vocational and Technical Insti-
tute in Northeastern Maine” 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.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Wellman.

Mr. WELLMAN: Mr. Speaker, in
the absence of our Chairman I
would ask permission that this bill
be tabled until tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
pending acceptance of the Com-
mittee Report and specially as-
signed for tomorrow.

Divided Report
Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Inland Fisheries and Game
reporting “Ought not to pass’ on
Bill ““An Act Establishing a Uni-
form Open Deer Season’” (S. P.
16) (L. D. 16)
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. CARPENTER of Somerset
STILPHEN of Knox
CYR of Aroostook
— of the Senate,

MOORE of Casco
WALLS of Millinocket
HANSON of Bradford
WADE of Skowhegan
ANDERSON of Ellsworth
MERRILL of Stetson

— of the House.

Minority Report of same Commit-
tee reporting ‘‘Ought to pass” on
same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing member:
Mr.

Messrs.

DODGE of Guilford
— of the House.
Came from the Senate with the

Reports and Bill indefinitely pos t-

poned.

In the House: Reports were read.

On motion of Mr. Moore of Cas-
co, the Majority ‘“Ought not to
pass” Report was accepted.

Divided Report

Report “A” of the Committee on
State Government reporting
“Ought to pass” on Resolve Pro-
posing an Amendment to the Con-
stitution to Provide for the Appor-
tionment of Senators for and with-
in each County (S. P. 262) (L.
D. 779)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. NOYES of Franklin

LOVELL of York
— of the Senate.
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Messrs. DENNETT of Kittery
HAUGHN of Bridgton
NOEL of Waterville
— of the House.
Report “B”’ of same Committee
reporting ‘‘Ought not fo pass’” on
same Resolve.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Mrs. CHRISTIE of Aroostook
— of the Senate.
Messrs. KIMBALL of Mount Desert

WHITMAN of Woodstock
BEARCE of Bucksport
DOSTIE of Lewiston

— of the House.

Came from the Senate with Re-
port “B”’ accepted.

In the House: Reports were read.

On motion of Mr. Wellman of
Bangor, Report “B” ‘“Ought not
to pass’” was accepted in concur-
rence.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Interest
Rate for Licensed Small Loan
Agencies” (S. P. 392) (L. D. 1258)
which was passed to be engrossed
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment ‘“A” in- non-concurrence in
the House on May 17.

Came from the Senate with that
body voting to adhere to its action
whereby the Bill was indefinitely
postponed.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Wellman of Bangor, the House vot-
ed to adhere.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act Including Piers
and Terminals in Maine Industrial
Building Authority Act” (S. P. 418)
(L. D. 1357) which was passed to
be engrossed as amended by Sen-
ate Amendment ‘“A’” as amended
by House Amendments ‘“A” and
“B”’ thereto in non-concurrence in
the House on May 10.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Sen-
ate Amendment ‘““A” as amended
by Senate Amendment “A”’ thereto
in non-concurrence.

In the House: On motion of
Mr. Knight of Rockland, the House
voted to recede and concur with
the Senate.
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Non-Concurrent Matter
Conference Asked

Bill “An Act Exempting the
Grange from Property Taxes” (S.
P. 446) (L. D. 1312) on which the
House accepted the Minority
“Ought not to pass’” Report of the
Committee on Taxation in non-con-
currence on April 11.

Came from the Senate with that
body voting to insist on its former
action whereby the Majority ‘“‘Ought
to pass’” Report was accepted and
the Bill passed to be engrossed, and
asking for a Committee of Confer-
ence, with the following Conferees
appointed on its part:

Messrs. WYMAN of Washington
COLE of Waldo
PARKER of Piscataquis

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Baxter of Pittsfield, the House
voted to adhere,

Non-Concurrent Matter
Tabled and Assigned

Bill “An Act relating to Unpro-
tected Wells”” (H. P, 1131) (L. D.
1558) which was indefinitely post-
poned in the House on April 27.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Sen-
ate Amendment ‘“A’ in non-con-
currence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: At the time
of initials consideration of this bill,
there were two principal objections
to it. First, that we were not satis-
fied with the definition of the word
“well,” and second the definition
of a well as an attractive nuisance
was objectionable. After consulta-
tion with some of our leading legal
minds here, we have come up with
the definition as follows which is
in the form of an amendment: ‘“‘the
term ‘well’ as used in this section
shall mean a deep narrow pit in
the earth usually walled, used for
the purpose of obtaining a supply
of water.”

I think there has been a wide-
spread interest in this nuisance and
a desire to correct that, and I
think that this would provide an
acceptable solution. Consequently I
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would move now that we recede
and concur.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry, that the House
recede and concur.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr. Wellman.

Mr. WELLMAN: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask a question through
the Chair of the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr, Berry. I have
been lead to believe through con-
versation concerning this bill that
there is a section of the Statutes
that already provides for the cov-
ering of wells. Am I incorrect in
this?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Wellman, has
asked a question through the Chair
of the gentleman from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry, who may answer
if he chooses.

The Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker, the
present law has been variously in-
terpreted as covering and not cov-
ering, and I think the preponder-
ance of opinion is that it does not
cover. This bill would seem to fill
that loophole.

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House that the
House recede and concur?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. Briggs.

Mr. BRIGGS: Mr. Speaker, I
would like permission to table
this bill until tomorrow. I know a
gentleman—

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Briggs, has
moved in relation to item eleven
that it be tabled until tomorrow
pending further consideration. 1Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the
Bill was so tabled.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Resolve Proposing an A m e n d-
ment to the Constitution Pledging

Credit of State for Guaranteed
Loans for Recreational Purposes
(S. P, 515) (L. D. 1535) which

failed final passage in the House
on May 9.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Sen-
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ate Amendment ‘“A” in non-concur-
rence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from Fal-
mouth, Mrs. Smith.

Mrs, SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I now
move that we adhere to our for-
mer action and all the arguments
that we used before still apply to
this bill. This is still taxpayers’
money, the new report I noticed
does not bear out some of these
things—in fact bears out the
speech that I made on the floor
of this House. And I hope that
you will join with me in adhering
to our former action.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wood-
stock, Mr. Whitman.

Mr. WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
just remind the House that there
is no taxpayers’ money involved in
this bill. In the event that the
authority would be established, the
authority then could pledge the
credit of the state for these particu-
lar loans. In the experience of the
MIBA, not one red cent of taxpay-
ers’ money has yet been expended
for the purpose of these loans that
have encouraged new industries and
have established many new indus-
tries in the State of Maine.

For that reason I move that we
recede and concur.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Woodstock, Mr.
Whitman, that the House recede and
concur,

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Falmouth, Mrs., Smith.

Mrs. SMITH: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
also remind the House that this is
a different area than the Industrial
Building Authority is in—than the
one having to do with industrial
building; that many members of
the MIBA are not for this expan-
sion in these other fields; that two
years ago we found that it would
be unconstitutional, there are things
about this bill that are poorly writ-
ten. The same arguments prevail
that we have used the other day
and I now move that this bill and
all its accompanying papers be in-
definitely postponed, and I ask for
a division.
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The SPEAKER: The prevailing
motion is the motion to recede and
concur, If that motion is defeated,
then the motion to adhere will be
entertained which will be the same
as indefinitely postponing.

Is the House ready for the ques-
tion? The question before the House
is the motion of the gentleman
from Woodstock, Mr. Whitman, that
the House recede and concur. A
division has been requested.

All those in favor of the motion
to recede and concur, please rise
and remain standing until the mon-
itors have made and returned their
count.

A division of the House was had.

Forty-one having voted in the af-
firmative and seventy-two having
voted in the negative, the motion
to recede and concur did not pre-
vail.

Thereupon, the House voted to ad-
here.

Orders
On motion of the gentlewoman
from Portland, Mrs. Hendricks,
House Rule 25 was suspended for
the remainder of today’s session in
order to permit smoking.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from Or-
rington, Mrs. Baker.

Mrs. BAKER: I would ask if L.
D. 1145 is in the possession of the
House?

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentlewoman from Or-
rington, Mrs. Baker, that L. D.
1145, House Paper 830, Bill “An
Act relating to Sunday Sales of
Liquor by Hotels and Clubs,” is in
the possession of the House.

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I move
that the House reconsider its action
yesterday wherein this bill was
passed to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentlewoman from Orrington,
Mrs, Baker, that the House recon-
sider its action of yesterday where-
by it passed this bill to be en-
grossed.

Mr. Morrill of Harrison then re-
quested a division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Strong,
Mr. Smith.
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Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: 1 hesitate
to stand on this bill, T haven’'t yet
I believe in this Legislature spoken
on any of these bills, but I have
been reading the newspapers and
trying to get the feeling of people
on this; and now you all would
know my feeling on it and there-
fore as far as my feeling is con-
cerned I wouldn’t even get up and
speak.

But I notice that the newspapers
have been quite oufspoken in re-
gard to this, and if they reflect the
will of the people, and I am not
sure that they always do, but if
they do then we’re being pictured
in the state as being folks that re-
verse ourselves in some of our de-
cisions, in some of our stands.
For instance, I notice in the Lew-
iston paper this past week that this
Legislature was called a group of
‘“‘sanctimonious holy Joes,” who
would turn down a good lottery bill
and then on moral issues—and then
pass a bill like this. Now I am
wondering if this is really a credit
to this Legislature to pass this type
of legislation.

Since 1 have been here in the
House, there have been several
things that I have noticed that I
never had thought on much be-
fore. When the Commander the
other day was speaking, he brought
up something that amazed me and
surprised me, and yet I believe he
was probably true in saying it. He
said that it was unpopular today
to be patriotic and that sort of hit
me hard. Then going out through
the hall the other day, I overheard
a conversation whereby one of the
House members in here was speak-
ing and someone commenting on
his talk out there in the hall of
the House, under the dome, and
this man in here was speaking
about ‘“rugged individualism.” And
the comment I heard was more or
less a sneer along that line, and
I am wondering if it is unpopular
today to be a rugged individualist.
And now I'm beginning to wonder
if it is unpopular to have a cer-
tain stand on moral issues.

Have we got to give in today
just because there will be money
in somebody’s pocket if this bill
is passed? I know without question
that is what the tourists of York
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County want, and the tourists
along the border lines of our state.
But I am wondering if we are sell-
ing out to these tourists and put-
ting money in the pockets of some
hotel people by a bill like this,
when actually we are wsacrificing
a principle for doing it.

I just wanted to bring this up,
I do hope that we will move for
reconsideration and I would like to
see this bill defeated. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bruns-
wick, Mr. Lacharite.

Mr. LACHARITE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: We
have considered and debated this
bill at quite some length on two
separate occasions and I believe
that we knew what we were doing
at the time when we passed this
bill, T don’t think there is any need
for further debate on this and I
hope that the motion to reconsider
will not prevail.

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

Mr. WINCHENPAW: Mr. Speak-
er and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House: I would just like to say
a few words in favor of reconsider-
ation. All of you know that I am
from an anti-sales tax area, but I
was home over the weekend and
it’s a pretty dry area down there.
They said, ‘Well, we probably
could manage with the sales tax,
but for heaven’s sake don’t pass
that Sunday liquor bill.”

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Hamp-
den, Mr. Littlefield.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Mr. Speak-
er and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House: I am sorry to get mixed
up in these liquor bills, but I
lived before the days of the repeal
of prohibition. I voted for the re-
peal of prohibition in order that a
man might go to a state store and
buy his liquor. Since that time these
laws liberalizing the sale of liquor
have been enacted so that today
we are nearly as bad off as we
were before the days of prohibition.
Now I don’t claim to be a teetotal-
er, but just as fast as these liquor
laws come to this House I shall
stand on my feet and vote against
them.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Jameson.

Mr. JAMESON: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I didn’t intend to get mixed
up with this liquor bill either. My
beverage is milk, as you all know.
And I never refused a drink only
once, and I wasn’t there that time.
I think it is time, ladies and gen-
tlemen, that we abolished some of
these blue laws and got on the
par with other states in the Union,
particularly here in New England.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Orrington, Mrs. Baker.

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker, I
would ask for a roll call.

The SPEAKER: A roll call has
been requested.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Sangerville, Mr. Edger-
ly.

Mr. EDGERLY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I thought about this quite
a lot last evening and I am really
kind of ashamed for this honorable
body to vote for anything—to sell
liquor like that on Sunday. I really
am ashamed to be a part of a
Legislature that would do anything
like that for Sundays. Most any of
us—if I want something to drink
I know enough to buy it and have
it for over Sunday. If I had a par-
ty coming and wanted to go to a
motel, we would probably have our
liquor before we went there; we
could buy our dinner. And I don’t
believe that this whole body today
will want to vote the way they
did yesterday. I should feel very
sorry if they do.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House has to do
with L. D, 1145, Bill “An Act re-
lating to Sunday Sales of Liquor
by Hotels and Clubs.” The immedi-
ate question is the motion of the
gentlewoman from Orrington, Mrs.
Baker, that the House reconsider
its action of yesterday whereby it
passed this bill to be engrossed. A
roll call has been requested.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Stonington, Mrs. Shep-
ard.

the House
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Mrs. SHEPARD: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I don’t
feel that really there is very much
I can say that wouldn’t repeat what
was said yesterday. Two years ago
in this House they accepted a bill
here to legalize the sale of liquor
in restaurants doing business of a
certain amount and at that time
it was stated on the floor of this
House that they would be back
here in two years and would want
a Sunday wsale of liquor. And if
we pass this bill, I am wondering
what they are coming back in two
years from this time for again.
Where is this thing going to end?

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 mem-
bers of the House. Will those who
desire a roll call, please rise and
remain standing until the monitors
have made and returned their
count.

Thirty-two members arose.

The SPEAKER: Thirty-two hav-
ing arisen and it being more than
one fifth, a roll call is ordered.

The Chair will restate the ques-
tion. The question before the House
is the motion of the gentlewoman
from Orrington, Mrs. Baker, that
the House reconsider its action of
yesterday whereby it passed this
bill to be engrossed. If you are in
favor of reconsidering the action
of yesterday whereby you passed
this bill to be engrossed, you will
answer ‘‘yes’” when your name is
called; if you are not in favor of
reconsidering the action of yester-
day, you will answer ‘‘no’”’ when
yvour name is called. The Clerk will
call the roll.

ROLL CALL
YEA — Anderson, Ellsworth; Ba-
ker, Berman, Houlton; Boothby,
Brown, Fairfield; Brown, Vassal-
boro; Buckley, Carter, Chapman,
Norway; Choate, Cooper, Curtis,
Cyr, Dennison, Dodge, Durgin,

Edgerly, Finley, Hague, Hancock,
Hanson, Bradford; Hardy, Harring-
ton, Hichborn, Hinds, Hopkinson,
Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins,
Johnson, Smithfield; Knapp, L an-
tagne, Lincoln, Littlefield, Mad-
dox, Moore, Perry, Prue, Roberts,
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Schulten, Shaw, Shepard, Smith,
Bar Harbor; Smith, Strong; Sproul,
Storm, Swett, Thornton, Turner,
Vaughn, Walker, Waltz, Waterman,
Wellman, Westerfield, Wheaton,
Whitman, Whitney, Williams, Win-
chenpaw, Young.

NAY — Albair, Anderson, Green-
ville;, Beane, Moscow;, Bearce,
Bedard, Berman, Auburn; Bernard,
Berry, Cape Elizabeth; Binnette,
Boissonneau, Bradeen, Brewer,
Briggs, Brown, South Portland;
Burns, Bussiere, Coulthard, Crock-
ett, Danes, Davis, Dennett, Dostie,
Lewiston; Dostie, Winslow; Drake,
Dunn, Edwards, Estey, Fogg, Gal-
lant, Gardner, Gill, Ham, Hanson,
Lebanon; Hartshorn, Hendricks, Jal-
bert, Jameson, Johnson, Stockholm;
Jones, Karkos, Kennedy, Kilroy,
Kimball, Knight, Lacharite, Lane,
Letourneau, Levesque, Linnekin,
Lowery, MacGregor, Mathews, Max-
well, Minsky, Morrill, Morse, Na-
deau, Biddeford; Nadeau, Lewiston;
Philbrick, Augusta; Philbrick, Ban-
gor; Pike, Plante, Poirier, Prince,
Rust, Sevigny, Sirois, Stevens, Stew-
art, Tardiff, Thaanum, Wade, Walls,
Wood.

ABSENT — Baxter, Beane, Au-
gusta; Berry, Portland; Bragdon,
Chapman, Gardiner; Haughn, Jo-
bin, Kellam, Malenfant, Matheson,
Noel, Smith, Falmouth; Tweedie,
Tyndale.

Yes 62; No 74; Absent 14.

The SPEAKER: Sixty-two having
voted in the affirmative and seven-
ty-four in the negative, with four-
teen absent, the motion to recon-
sider does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders.

Mr. Johnson of Smithfield pre-

sented the following Order and
moved its passage.
ORDERED, the Senate concur-

ring, that Bill “An Act relating to
Weight of Commercial Vehicles
Hauling Forest Products” (H. P.
561) (L. D. 758) be recalled from
the Legislative Files to the House
for the purpose of further consider-
ation. (H. P. 1173)

The Order received passage and
was sent up for concurrence.
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On motion of Mr. Wheaton of

Princeton, it was

ORDERED, that Mr. Tweedie of
Mars Hill be excused from attend-
ance for the remainder of the week
because of business.

Mr. Smith of Strong presented
the following Order and moved its
passage:

ORDERED, that the Commission-
er of Education is directed to pre-
pare an explanatory financial re-
port which shall fairly describe the
total amount of State subsidy paid
or to be paid to each municipality
by type under general purpose ed-
ucational aid during the calendar
years 1959, 1960, 1961 and 1962, and
shall publish the same before Sep-
tember 1st of this year once in
all the daily newspapers and in all
the weekly newspapers published
in the State.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleas-
ure of the House that this Order
shall receive passage? All those in
favor say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
Order did not receive passage.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would like to recognize the
presence in the gallery of a group
of students in United States his-
tory, the Junior Class from Mon-
mouth Academy, Monmouth, Maine,
accompanied by their teacher, Mr.
Stuart Foster.

On behalf of the House, the Chair
extends to you a most hearty and
cordial welcome and we hope that
you will enjoy and profit by your
visit with us here today. (Applause)

Their visit here today has been
sponsored by the gentleman from
Winthrop, Representative Thaanum.

House Reports of Committees
Ought to Pass
Printed Bill

Mr. Dennett from the Committee
on State Government reported
“Ought to pass” on Bill ‘“An Act
relating to Number of Aides-de-
Camp Appointed by Governor” (H.
P. 1168) (L. D. 1613)

Report was read and accepted,
the Bill read twice and to-
morrow assigned.
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Divided Report
Majority Report of the Committee
on Towns and Counties reporting
“Ought not to pass” on Bill “An
Act relating to Special Deputies for
Kennebec and Penobscot Counties™
(H. P. 167) (L. D. 230) which was
recommitted.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. PIKE of Oxford
ERWIN of York
— of the Senate.

BEANE of Moscow
DANES of South Portland
MacGREGOR of Eastport
JONES of Farmington
BAKER of Orrington

— of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee on same Bill reporting same
in a new draft (H. P. 1172) (L.
D. 1617) under title of “An Act
relating to Special Deputies for
Kennebec County’” and that it
“Ought to pass”

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs.

Mrs.

Mr. WYMAN of Washington

— of the Senate.
Mr. TWEEDIE of Mars Hill
Mrs. SHAW of Chelsea

— of the House.

Reports were read.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from Or-
rington, Mrs. Baker.

Mrs. BAKER: Mr., Speaker, I
move the House accept the Major-
ity ‘“Ought not to pass’” Report of
the Committee.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentlewoman from Orrington,
Mrs. Baker, that the House accept
the Majority ‘‘Ought not to pass”
Report. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

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

Mr. RUST: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: I
rise in opposition to the motion of
the gentlewoman from Orrington,
Mrs. Baker. You will recall here
in the House a week ago the dele-
gation from York County had a
bill to create a salary for the chief
deputy sheriff. The opponents of
the bill at that time told me that
there was another bill which I
could amend which would take
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care of the situation very nicely—
this is the bill. Now as I said in
the debate at that particular time,
our York County delegation went on
record in favor of giving our chief
deputy sheriff more than he was
getting.

Our money has already been in-
cluded in our county budget. If
we are able to amend this bill to
include the deputy sheriff, the chief
deputy sheriff of York County, we
will be able to accomplish our pur-
pose. Therefore, I hope the motion
of the gentlewoman from Orrington,
Mrs. Baker, does not prevail, and
if so I'll move the acceptance of
the Minority Report so that I may
have my amendment prepared for
offering. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Chel-
sea, Mrs. Shaw.

Mrs. SHAW: Mr, Speaker, as
signer of the minority Ought to
pass Report, this L. D. 1617, is a
redraft of L. D, 230, and will al-
low this privilege to Kennebec
County. The bill as written would
allow the county to give additional
compensation to its full time depu-
ties at the discretion of the sheriff
and the county commissioners. The
present base provides $11 per day
for regular deputies, and a bill re-
cently presented would give the
chief deputy an additional $1 a
day or a $350 a year raise. This
bill would allow the sheriff the lee-
way of hiring or keeping an experi-
enced man on the force by giving
him more money. The work of the
sheriff and the full time deputies
are not covered by insurance by
the county; nor are they limited to
a forty-hour week. I hope the Ma-
jority Report does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Ber-
ry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Both this
L. D. 230 and the proposed L. D.
1617 have a very objectionable fea-
ture of allowing the county com-
missioners to set the compensation
of the deputies, and to my mind
that is a big and serious objection.
Eleven dollars and such additional
pay as may be determined is cer-
tainly a carte blanche, which I
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don’t think we want to give, and
I am opposed to this L. D.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Danes.

Mr. DANES: I would -concur
with the remarks made by the gen-
tleman from Cape Elizabeth, Mr.
Berry, and that was the reason
for my signing the Majority ‘‘Ought
not to pass’’ Report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Hallo-
well, Mr. Choate.

Mr. CHOATE: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen: Being a
member of the Kennebec County
group, I know of no opposition to
the Minority Report that’s been
passed out here.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from York,
Mr. Rust.

Mr. RUST: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to point out to the gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry,
and to the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Danes, that this bill
already includes the County of
Cumberland, which they both come
from. Even if the bill is defeated,
the provision which they are claim-
ing they don’t like in this bill will
still be on the books. So, there-
fore, I hope that the bill is—the
motion of the gentlewoman from
Orrington, Mrs. Baker, is defeated
and that we can accept the Minor-
ity Report, and I would request a
division.

The SPEAKER: A division has
been requested.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr.
Hinds.

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Speaker, I con-
cur with the gentleman from York,
Mr. Rust. Cumberland County has
had this on the books for some
time, and it has worked very well.
There are some people that are
more valuable to you and your law
enforcement agency, than others,
and I think the county commission-
er should be allowed to pay them
if they think they are worth more.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: I would like to ad-
vise my colleague from York Coun-
ty, that I am definitely opposed to
it for Cumberland County. I dis-
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like seeing it spread to adjacent
counties. We here have established
the policy of setting ceilings on
salaries, and I see no reason to
delegate this authority to anybody
besides the Legislature.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is the motion
of the gentlewoman from Orring-
ton, Mrs. Baker, that the House ac-
cept the Majority “Ought not to
pass” Report on Bill, ““An Act re-
lating to Special Deputies for Ken-
nebec and Penobscot Counties’,
House Paper 167, Legislative Docu-
ment 230. A division has been re-
quested.

All those in favor of accepting
the ““Ought not to pass’ Report
please rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned their count.

A division of the House was had.

Seventy-eight having voted in the
affirmative and forty having voted
in the negative, the motion pre-
vailed.

Thereupon, the Majority ‘Ought
not to pass’® Report was accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Mrs. Lincoln of Bethel presented
the following Order out of order
and moved its passage:

Order Out of Order

ORDERED, that Katherine Shep-
ard and Jeffrey and Glenn Welch,
all of Stonington, be appointed to
serve as Honorary Pages for to-
day.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
request that the Sergeant-at-Arms
escort Katherine Shepard and Jef-
frey and Glenn Welch to the well
of the House to enter upon their
duties as Honorary Pages for the
day.

The Order received passage.

The Chair would like to point
out that these children are the
grandchildren of the gentlewoman
from Stonington, Mrs. Shepard.

Thereupon, Katherine Shepard and
Jeffrey and Glenn Welch were es-
corted to the well of the House
by the Sergeant-at-Arms. (Applause)

Passed to Be Engrossed
Bill “An Act Merging Portland
University with the University of
Maine” (S. P. 161) (L. D. 407)
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Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading and
read the third time.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr. Philbrick.

Mr. PHILBRICK: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I would like to call your

attention to item one. With all of
the earnestness that I can summon
I want to assure everyone here
that no one in this 100th Legis-
lature has any more respect for
higher learning than I do. But here
I feel that we are buying an un-
known quantity. We must decide
between the needs and the wants.
We have not been told if this bill
goes into effect whether it will
cost us $1.00 per year, $1,000 per
year or $1,000,000 per year—we are
writing a blank check.

It has been told to us over and
over and over again by Dr. Elliott
of the University of Maine that at
present we are having an extreme-
ly difficult time accrediting or
maintaining the accreditation of our
department of engineering at the
University of Maine. Consequently,
I think it behooves us to consoli-
date that which we have before
we venture forth into entirely new
frontiers. Someday someone may
come before this legislature and
request the School of Medicine, the
School of Chiropractors, the School
of Archaeology, the School of Den-
tistry, the School of Divinity, ete.,
etc., etc. Now these are all worth-
while things. No one of them is a
disgrace to the State of Maine.
But do we need them all? Must
we have them? Is there a shortage
of attorneys at this particular time?
So we must decide on whether we
actually need this new venture or
not. Therefore, very reluctantly
I move that this bill and all its
accompanying papers be indefinite-
1y postponed.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion
of the gentleman from Bangor, Mr.
Philbrick, that the Bill be indefi-
nitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Lebanon, Mrs. Han-
son.

Mrs. HANSON: Mr. Speaker, I
think I can answer the question
on the cost. In a paper I have
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here which is signed by President
Elliott, there is a statement it is
estimated that the cost of operating
a fully accredited law school for a
maximum of one hundred students
would require an annual appropri-
ation of one hundred to one hun-
dred fifty thousand dollars.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Albion,
Mr. Cooper.

Mr. COOPER: Mr. Speaker, I
concur with my friend, Mr. Phil-
brick, from Bangor in regard to
this. I, too, am very much in fa-
vor of education and giving our
youth all the privileges we possi-
bly can. We have a campus up to
the University of Maine in Orono,
and I can see no particular rea-
son for having two campuses. If
we want to have a law school and
a business administration school,
let’s have it where our University
is, and not spread it out all over
the state.

As Mr. Philbrick pointed out, we
are buying a blank check. We have
heard it would cost $100,000, but
nobody knows. I am very much
opposed to this bill. I think it could
be concentrated and have it where
our university now is, and would
serve the peoble over the State of
Maine fully as well as one estab-
lished in Portland. It’s quite a dis-
tance from Madawaska down to
Portland — fully further than it is
from Kittery to Orono, I can see
no reason why we should establish
this program in Portland.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Old Or-
chard Beach, Mr. Plante.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I sincerely feel that if this body
here today was to take a drastic
about face from the position which
we took yesterday by voting for
this bill 106-32 that the citizens of
Maine could very well label us as
‘legislature est mobile,” meaning
literally that the Legislature
is fickle. Here yesterday we clearly
expressed by such a margin of
our convictions, fully recognizing
that this would benefit all of the
counties in the State of Maine and
not just one particular area. In
reference to the engineering ac-
creditation of the University of
Maine may I add that in no way
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would this jeopardize it, That it is
the overwhelming support of this
body, and I think the other body,
that the University of Maine will
receive from the capital improve-
ment budget under any recommen-
dation that has been proposed a
new engineering building to assist
them in getting their full accredi-
tation. So in no way would I want
it mis-concluded that in support of
this bill, I am jeopardizing the full
accreditation of the engineering de-
partment. This is false. I certainly
hope that we will stick by our
original vote yesterday fully real-
izing that it benefits the entire
state—that sectionalism has no
place here.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Kenne-
bunkport, Mr. Tyndale.

Mr. TYNDALE: There is one
point that wasn’t brought out in
debate yesterday. This has the
unanimous approval of the trustees
of this august institution, and I cer-
tainly would want to go along with
men of this stature when they made
this decision, I sincerely trust that
the motion made by my distin-
guished colleague from Bangor, Mr.
Philbrick, does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Hope,
Mr. Hardy.

Mr. HARDY: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
About two weeks ago we had in
the mail and I feel all House mem-
bers had it, a little pamphlet from
the University — it’s entitled New
Opportunities for New England Res-
idents at the State Universities.
And on top of the pamphlet we
have noted preferential admission,
in-state tuition fees and a wide
choice of programs. I think you're
all conscious of the cooperative ef-
fort that the New England univer-
sities are sponsoring with each
other. We have some major courses
here at Maine that others don’t
have, and they in turn have some
that we don’t have.

Now if you will open this pamph-
let up, on the inside and under the
column for Students from Maine,
we find listed law at Connecticut.
Well, here we have a law course
in Connecticut which is being of-
fered the residents of the University
of the State of Maine at in-state
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tuitions and I feel with today’s
transportation methods and with the
communication that we have today,
it doesn’t bring a burden on any-
one who wishes to go to Massa-
chusetts or even on to Connecti-
cut which we know both have am-
ple and adequate law schools and
there get their training.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Harri-
son, Mr. Morrill.

Mr. MORRILL: I just wanted to
correct one statement, my friend
Mr. Cooper said that we did not
need two campuses in the State
of Maine. I might say that we al-
ready have two campuses, but the
Portland University does not come
under one of the campuses. This is
a law school, they do not have
dormitories, and the boys and girls
from all over the state go there—
some live at home and some live
in private residences, but the school
is available to everybody in the
state.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bucks-
port, Mr. Bearce.

Mr. BEARCE: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I wish to correct my friend, Mr.
Cooper and also our other friend
back here, I have forgotten his
name from Bangor, that says he
does not know what it is going to
cost us—right in the bill, $125,000.
I certainly am for this arrange-
ment because I know and have
been associated with the trustees
of the University of Maine and
with the University for a good
many years, and I believe they
know what they are talking about
when they all recommend that they
take on this combination, and I
think they’ll do a good job with
it. I thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Philbrick.

Mr. PHILBRICK: I hope I shall
never forget the name of the kind-
ly senior citizen from Bucksport,
Mr. George Bearce. I can read
fairly well, and I have read Legis-
lative Document 407, and I have
seen the appropriation tag which
was on the bill. However, that is
just for the first biennium just get-
ting the program started underway,
it does not indicate what the long
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term range program will be. That
is what concerns me.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Fal-
mouth, Mrs. Smith.

Mrs. SMITH: Mr., Speaker, and
Members of the House: I certain-
ly hope that the motion of the gen-
tleman from Bangor, does not pre-
vail. I think the time has come
with education being as desirable
as it is, and as expensive as it
is, that we are going to have to
provide whatever facilities we can
within some of the areas of great-
est population. At the University
campus I'm sure at Orono, none of
us want to take anything away
from it. However, in Portland you
are in an area of the southern end
of the state where people can drive
to the university. It makes it a
great deal cheaper for the students
and for the State of Maine if they
do not have to provide dormitories,
sewerage and all the other facil-
ities; and I think this subject has
been very well covered, but I
would like to go on record in op-
position to the motion of the gen-
tleman from Bangor.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Lubec,
Mr. Pike.

Mr. PIKE: Mr. Speaker, I think
there’s been one point missed here
this morning, and it’s pretty im-
portant. As you know we don’t
have any medical school in the
state, we don’t have any law school
except this little one in Portland
which is having real trouble getting
along with its lack of accreditation.
A law school without its accredi-
tation is a little better than no
law school at all, but not a great
deal.

I think most of us recognize, but
perhaps we don’t recognize fully,
that when we send these boys or
they go on their own steam out
of the state to either medical or
law schools, the chances are we
have lost them for good or lost
them until that time they come
doddering home to what they call
retirement. A law school in the
state, and a good law school in
the state, will supply what we very
badly need, with all due respect
to the gentlemen of the profession
in the House, quite a good supply
of good lawyers. I do hope we will
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go along with the University of
Maine and the Portland University
and help to set up a good law
school in this state.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Albion,
Mr. Cooper.

Mr. COOPER: Just one more
word. Most every city and every
little town in the State of Maine
you can find a lawyer on every
corner. So, there’s no dearth of
lawyers. I don’t see why we aren’t
getting along pretty well as we
are. It might make it convenient
for some of the boys to go to a
law school in Portland or up to
Orono, but they seem to have done
very well by going down to Boston
University or some other university
in Massachusetts or Connecticut and
getting their education there, and I
don’t think that we will be out
of lawyers for a long time if we
don’t have a law school.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. RUST: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: It
appears to me that in the debate
on this bill that some of the im-
portant factors of this legislation
have been forgotten or overlooked
or lost. Now it just so happens
that the major opponents of this
bill are talking and thinking in the
terms of a law school. Now the
facts are that the law school is a
very small portion of Portland Uni-
versity. There are over four times
as many students in the school of
business administration, and there
are a great many students who
take part-time courses at night and
so forth in different phases of busi-
ness administration and general ed-
ucation. This facility will provide
a tremendous advantage to the peo-
ple in the southern part of the
State. It will make education on a
higher level, more readily available
to more people at a very low cost.
Because we are getting for nothing
a substantial capital asset — a
very valuable building. Therefore,
I oppose the motion of the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr. Philbrick.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is the motion
of the gentleman from Bangor, Mr.
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Philbrick, that the Bill ‘“An Act
Merging Portland University with
the University of Maine,”” Senate
Paper 161, Legislative Document
407, be indefinitely postponed.

All those in favor of indefinite
postponement, please say aye; those
opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be engrossed and sent to the
Senate.

Resolve Appropriating Money to
Supplement Federal Vocational
Funds for Area Education Program
for Apprentices and Other Adult
Workers (S. P. 315) (L. D. 991)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-
grossed and sent to the Senafe.

Amended Third Reader
Tabled Until Later in the Day

Bill “An Act Providing for a Re-
vised Charter for the City of Port-
land” (H. P. 326) (L. D. 478)

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

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

Mr. KELLAM: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I have an amendment prepared
which hasn’t been distributed yet,
but I expect it any moment, to
put a simple referendum on this
charter change, and in view of the
fact that the referendum amend-
ment is not before us, I move that
this matter be tabled until the Or-
ders of the Day section of the Cal-
endar.

Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
until later in the day pending pas-
sage to be engrossed.

Amended Bills
Bill “An Act Providing Expand-
ed Community Mental Health Serv-
ices” (S. P. 191) (L. D. 524)

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 ‘“B” and sent to the
Senate.
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Bill ““An Act Creating an Admin-
istrative Code for State of Maine”’
(8. P. 396) (L. D. 1343)

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 Senate
Amendment ““A’’ and sent to the
Senate.

Bill “An Act Establishing Fees

to be Collected by Registers of Pro-
bate” (S. P. 533) (L. D. 1571)

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 Creating the Fort
Kent Utilities District”” (H. P. 1155)
(L. D. 1593)

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

Passed to Be Enacted
Emergency Measure
An Act Authorizing Lucerne-in-
Maine Village Corporation to Con-
struct Dams and Fishway on Phil-
lips Lake (H. P. 1161) (L. D. 1601)
Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a {wo-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a division was had. 123 vot-
ed in favor of same and none
against, and accordingly the Bill
was passed to be enacted, signed
by the Speaker and sent to the
Senate.

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act relating to the Inspection
of County Jails (S. P. 504) (L.
D. 1518)

An Act relating to Exit Facil-
ities in Boarding and Nursing
Homes (H. P. 13) (L. D. 32)
An Act Amending the Time Lim-
itation on Statute Repealing the
Two Inch Clam Law (H. P. 47)
(L. D. 88)
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Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be en-
acted, signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

Enactors
Tabled

An Act relating to Travel Allow-
ance for Members of the Legisla-
ture (H. P. 53) (L. D. 94)

An Act Exempting Proceeds of
Pension and Profit Sharing Plans
from Inheritance Tax Law (H. P.
423) (L. D. 598)

An Act Revising the Laws Re-
lating to the Organization and Gen-
eral Supervisory Powers of the
Department of Banks and Banking
(H. P. 494) (L. D. 805

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

(Upon request of Mr Bragdon of
Perham, placed on Special Appro-
priations Calendar.)

An Act Amending Charter of City
of Saco (H. P. 679) (L. D. 957)

An Act relating to Speed of Com-
mercial Vehicles and School Buses
(H. P. 716) (L. D. 915)

Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be en-
acted, signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

Enactors
Tabled

An Act to Revise the Civil De-
fense and Public Safety Council
Law (H. P. 811) (L. D. 1126)

An Act Increasing Number of
Justices of the Superior Court (H.
P. 840) (L. D. 1155)

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

(Upon request of Mr. Bragdon of
Perham, placed on Special Appro-
priations Calendar.)

An Act Revising the Laws Re-
lating to Auctioneers (H. P. 1147)
(L. D. 1579)

Finally Passed

Resolve Closing South Brook, Pis-
cataquis County, to All Fishing (H.
P. 241) (L. D. 355)

Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
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strictly engrossed, Bill passed to
be enacted, Resolve finally passed,
both signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would like to recognize the
presence in the gallery of a group
of Wilton Primary School children
from the fourth grade, accompanied
by their teachers, Mrs. Warren
Macquoid and Mrs. Norman Hodg-
kins.

Also in the gallery is a group
of students from the seventh and
eighth grades of the Minot Con-
solidated School. There are twenty-
three students in this group, ac-
companied by their teacher and
their Prinecipal.

On behalf of the House, the Chair
extends to you a most hearty and
cordial welcome and we are cer-
tain you will enjoy and profit by
your visit with us here today. (Ap-
plause)

Mr. Stevens of Portland was
granted unanimous consent to pre-
sent an Order out of order.

The Order was read by the Clerk
as follows:

WHEREAS, this is the 99th Birth-
day of Frank Rigby who was the
founder of Portland High School
Band and Deering High School
Board of Portland, be it

ORDERED, that the House ex-
tend congratulations to Mr. Rigby
and that the Clerk of the House
be directed to send a letter con-
gratulating him on behalf of the
100th Legislature.

The Order received passage.

Orders of the Day

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

Senate Report — Ought to
Pass in New Draft (S. P. 556)
(L. D. 1603)—Committee on Health
and Institutional Services on Bill
‘““An Act Revising Laws Relating
to Barbers and Hairdressers.” (S.
P. 416) (L. D. 1457)—In Senate
Passed to be Engrossed.

Tabled—May 19, by Mr.
of Farmington.

Pending—Acceptance of Report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Yar-
mouth, Mrs. Knapp.

Jones
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Mrs. KNAPP: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: L. D. 1457,
the redraft of 1603, concerning bar-
bering and hairdressing, is co-
sponsored and supported by the fol-
lowing independent organizations:
the Maine State Hairdressers As-
sociation, the Maine State Hair-
dressers School Association, the
Maine State Barber School — and
that is owned and operated by ex-
Legislator Percy Hanson of Gar-
diner, and the Maine State Bar-
bers Association.

After an excellent hearing by the
Committee on Public Health, which
was attended by over two hundred
barbers, hairdressers and students
from the New Hampshire state line
north to Fort Kent and Madawaska
in support of this bill, it was
amended in the form of a new
draft, 1603, with full approval of
all. Two changes in the law were
made in this bill and new draft.
It separates the Joint Board of
Barbers and Hairdressers and gives
each a separate four-member board
and provides a full-time secretary.
A few minor changes are made
which do not change the law but
only clarifies the old sections, and
it has been necessary to seek rul-
ings in the past from the Attorney
General concerning these sections
and they have bheen corrected.

Maine is one of only three re-
maining states in the United States
to still operate a joint board. The
separation of the Maine board will
be attained without any increase
in operating costs over their pres-
ent joint board of operation. Also
this will cost the state nothing, as
they are completely self-supporting.
Any statement that this bill, either
in its original form or amended
form, would affect a small group
adversely is completely false, as
seventy-five percent of the mem-
bership of both the Hairdressers and
Barbers Association is a one-oper-
ator shop in homes and small towns
and cities.

This came out of committee
unanimously ought to pass. There
was some dissension after that and
a new draft was presented and now
the legislative agent informs us it
is now okay to both barbers and
hairdressers. In understand there
are two amendments which are ap-
proved by both groups to be pre-
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sented. Therefore I move the pas-
sage of L. D, in new draft 1603
with both amendments, and ask
for a division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Winthrop,
Mr. Thaanum,

Mr. THAANUM: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
I agree wholeheartedly with what
has been said by the gentlewoman
from Yarmouth, Mrs. Knapp, in
connection with this bill, and I
would like at this time to present
House Amendment “A.”’  This
amendment, in the first part of
the amendment—

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman that the re-
port has not yet been accepted.
Therefore the introduction of
amendments would not be in order
until after second reading. How-
ever, if the gentleman wishes to
do so, he may talk upon the amend-
ments at this time.

Mr. THAANUM: Mr. Speaker, the
amendment simply in its first para-
graph concerns merely a clerical
change that needs correction, and
also to line up the hairdressers’
bill with the barbers’ bill. In the
second part of the amendment,
there is a little change in regard
to the tenure of office of the mem-
bers of the board of barbers. Origi-
nally the bill called for six years,
this would reduce it to three. And
I would be glad to present this
amendment later.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentlewoman from Yarmouth, Mrs.
Knapp, that the House accept the
Committee ‘““‘Ought to pass” Re-
port.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
{(I}an from Limington, Mr. Linne-

in.

Mr. LINNEKIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: In regards
to this bill, the proponents have
stated that there would be no in-
crease in cost. I question that, the
fact that we now have a joint
board which is running behind in
its expenses to the tune of $3,000
a year. And I would like to know
how they can hire a full-time sec-
retary, divide the board to have
two—and the bill makes it possible
to have two full-time secretaries if
they choose. 1 would like it ex-
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plained how and why we need it.
I believe that the majority of the
barbers are satisfied as we now
are, I think this is an error.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentflewoman from Yar-
mouth, Mrs. Knapp.

Mrs. KNAPP: Mr. Speaker, I
think that was well explained in our
committee, that these people do
have surplus, and it will be taken
care of.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from <Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: If this pro-
posed L. D. does not make any
changes, I think we have got on
the books existing a pretty interest-
ing situation. However, speaking
purely on the L. D. before us, 1603,
I would like to point out a few
items which should receive our
consideration. The first one is that
the full-time executive secretary—
I am going to confine my remarks
to the male part of this organiza-
tion and let the ladies handle the
hairdressers.

The full-time executive secretary
of this board would also be the
executive secretary for the barbers
and hairdressers. Well, it seems to
me that we are setting up here
quite a self-perpetuating hierarchy.
I think we want to separate the
state operations from the people
of the state whose interest would
be perhaps a selfish one, as op-
posed to the executive secretary
who would be an administrative
official and act for the state. I
don’t see how a person could wear
two hats like this and be impartial.
Certainly it would be a difficult
position to put somebody in.

The next point that catches the
eye is the matter of the inspectors.
These inspectors can make inspec-
tions at will at the shops and es-
tablishments and their salary is de-
termined by the board. Here again
we have a no ceiling feature, which
is contrary to our thinking. The
members of the board themselves
are paid twenty dollars a day plus
expenses and I think a man could
make a pretty good living on
that.

Another feature, any member of
the board shall have the power to
enter and make reasonable exami-
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nation of such shop or establish-
ments. Why don’t we specify that
the inspector shall have the right?
Perhaps behind that there is a
thought that is not expressed. The
board shall have the right to re-
quire physical examination of any
person employed in a barbershop.
Certainly the idea was very good,
but let’s make it mandatory; I
don’t think an inspector or a board
member should walk into a shop
and say, you get an examination
arbitrarily—let’s make it apply to
everybody.

Now another interesting provi-
sion in here is how you become a
barber, and believe me, it is hard.
No apprentice barber—and this is
the lowest step on the ladder—can
start out as an independent barber.
You can’t start out on a small
corner where you think you might
make a few dollars a week and
become a barber. Not today, under
this anyway. You have got to act
and practice barbering under the
immediate personal supervision of
a registered barber, and you have
to do that for fifteen hundred hours.

It seems to me that some of these
things if they are on the book are
certainly open to scrutiny and I
don’t think they should be perpet-
uated in new form. We have the
problem of the definition of mal-
practice or incompetency, the defi-
nition of conduet, immoral or un-
professional, both being amongst
others grounds for removal of li-
cense.

I move, Mr. Speaker, indefinite
postponement of this L. D.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry, that the report
and the bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brunswick, Mr. Lachar-
ite.

Mr. LACHARITE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I have
contacted both barbers and hair-
dressers on this bill and I have
met none so far who voiced any
opposition to it. Qutside of creat-
ing two separate boards at no ad-
ditional cost, this bill is simply
one of clarification. It is my un-
derstanding that there are only
three states who now operate and
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control these industries under a
joint board, three others besides
Maine, All operating costs of these
boards are borne by the fees re-
ceived from both the hairdressers
and the barbers associations, and if
they feel that they would operate
better under separate boards then
it should be granted them.

During the past two or three
years I have done some business
with several beauty shops and I
have had occasion to follow their
programs quite closely. They have
gone a long way in upgrading their
standards and if this will help
them continue the wonderful job
they are doing, then I feel that
this bill should pass. I hope that
the motion to indefinitely postpone
this bill does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Guilford,
Mr. Dodge.

Mr. DODGE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I wish you
would look on page nine of this
bill and find out what a barber
is. Now it says here that the bar-
ber is anyone who cuts anyone’s
hair and receives either directly
or indirectly pay for it. I would
like to know what the indirectly
pay for it means. Does that mean
that a woman can’t cut her son’s
hair, cut the children’s hair? Or
somebody’s wife can’t shave their
neck? For they are certainly getting,
indirectly, they are getting paid
for this. Now in the State of Mas-
sachusetts they have got so far
that one fellow interpreted, he said
it was strict interpretation of the
law, that women couldn’t cut their
sons’ hair at all.

I will go along with the idea of
directly but the indirectly is too
ambiguocus. What does it mean?

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am go-
ing to concur with the remarks
of my colleague from Cape Eliza-
beth, Mr. Berry. Four years ago
on the floor of this House we had
a bill in a different form to ap-
proach the same objective that is
now before you, to put the small,
little barber who makes a liveli-
hood in spare or part time out of
business.
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We have a lot of elderly gentle-
men who in the summer and fall
months, make additional money to
supplement the earnings from the
little, small barbershops in the rur-
al areas. Under this bill the way it
is written, we create a new board,
which I think is going excessive in
this state at the present time; be-
cause you take all departments,
Health and Welfare, Highway De-
partment, all of them, they are
setting up their own boards, their
own rules and regulations, which
in my opinion are detrimental to
legislative intent. They interpret
the laws after we go, set up rules
and regulations, we have got to
live with them for two years, and
I have seen a lot of them bring
complaints, which have never been
the legislative intent. And I think
it is time we curb those things
within this State House to stop de-
partment heads from making the
laws of which we did not make,
for they interpret the ones we did.

Under this bill it looks to me
like where they can set up their
own rules and regulations, they
can set up the hours of the estab-
lishment of a shop, what time they
should work, whom they should em-
ploy; there are so many things
involved in here, it is a ridiculous
bill in my opinion. And this bill I
have never seen lobbied so heavy
as being done yesterday. It was
all T could do to get from the ro-
tunda in to here without being cor-
nered from all sides by lobbyists.
And I question if some or all of
them are registered. And it is time
we looked to the whole, feasible
thing and stopped some of this
lobbying going on out there here by
department heads, by unregistered
lobbyists. It is time we stopped
this within the State House walls,
and I hope and certainly say that
you support the motion of the gen-
tleman from Cape Elizabeth, Mr.
Berry.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Gill.

Mr. GILL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
like to speak on this bill. All this
bill would do would be to cause
a separate board for the barbers
and the beauticians. To me this
appears to be a natural thing, be-
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cause in the line of examinations
of the type that are given to these
people their actions vary little—
the closeness between the practice
of cutting hair and that of the
beautician. I will say this bill has
certainly been lobbied very heavi-
ly.
There has been a concerted drive
on this bill by a gentleman who
calls on beauty and barber shops
for a livelihood. It has been re-
ported to me that he told one
beauty shop operator that I, my-
self, am in favor of this hill be-
cause it would close a small shop
that is in my area. This is ab-
solutely not true. There are two
things wrong with this statement.
First of all this bill would not close
this shop and I would object if this
shop closed because I consider it
to be an asset to our community.

There was another case where a
beauty operator came in and in-
quired about tranquilizers. I in-
formed her that she should see her
doctor. She said it was nothing
serious but she was upset because
this man told her that her shop
would be closed if this bill passed.
This again is not true. 1 begin
to wonder why this man was so
determined to defeat this bill. I
came up with one possible reason.
This man came into a beauty shop
in which my wife was having her
hair done and was still there two
and one-half hours later when she
left. He was sitting there discus-
sing this legislation.

The story is also told of the
time that he called on a new shop
and the proprietor had time to
make a trip to Augusta and back
to get a license before he started
the inspection. I believe that this
man who is a state employee feels
that he may be forced to go to
work if this change is made, and
I think it would be a good idea
if a man can spend two to three
hours inspecting a beauty shop. I
do not approve of a state em-
ployee lobbying on the taxpayers’
time. He is being paid to inspect
shops and not lobby the legisla-
tion at the neglect of his work.
I believe a man has stirred up the
opposition to this bill with the
small shops. He is afraid to make
too many statements in front of
witnesses.
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In conclusion, this bill would
simply separate the boards, pro-

vide a secretary at no expense to
the taxpayers, as they are self-
sustaining. I do hope you will sup-
port the majority report and you
will defeat the motion of the gentle-
man from Cape Elizabeth, Mr.
Berry, to indefinitely postpone.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Winthrop,
Mr. Thaanum.

Mr. THAANUM: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
Over the weekend I made rather
a study of this bill as it compared
with the bill that we presently
have on the Statutes, and that
would be found in Chapter 25 of
the Maine Statutes; and I found
that this bill practically in its en-
tirety is exactly the same bill un-
der which the barbers and the hair-
dressers have been operating since
the year 1944. And it has worked
very well. There are a few changes,
but these changes were purely
made in order that this division
could come about.

Now today you have in the State
of Maine over three thousand hair-
dressers and fifteen hundred bar-
bers, and I think the time has
arrived when there should be a di-
vision of this board regardless of
what the gentleman from Bridgton
has said. We have to keep up with
the times, the times change over
a period of fifteen or twenty years.

Now in regard to the apprentice
barber that was spoken about by
the gentleman from South Portland,
and reading the bill, no apprentice
barber and so forth. That is ex-
actly the same as it has been in
the law for wseventeen years, and
so are a great many of these oth-
er things that are being spoken
of this morning. So I would urge
you to consider carefully the fact
that except for perhaps one-half
a page of changes that have been
made, that this is purely an adap-
tation of the law as we have al-
ready got it, separating it into two
parts, one for three thousand or
more hairdressers and the other
for fifteen hundred barbers.

I don’t believe there is any foun-
dation for the statement that the
smaller barbers are going to suffer
under this bill a bit, that was not
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the intent and purpose of the per-
formance of this bill. And I hope
that you will go along with the
motion of the gentlewoman from
Yarmouth and adopt her motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Brewer,
Mr. Ham.

Mr. HAM: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of this House:
I rise in support of this bill and
briefly to express the views of the
barbers in my area, namely Brew-
er. Now, it has been brought out
here—not so much today but in
previous debate on this—that bar-
bers as mentioned, some barbers,
were opposed to this. I found this
to be the contrary in Brewer. In
fact basically the 'barbers, that put
it in as their full-time occupation,
are very much in favor of the bill;
and in Brewer I have just one
barber who is more or less on a
part time basis that seems to be
spposed.

In fact, just yesterday I received
this note from my fellow colleague,
Ethel Baker, and I had to leave
town early Monday and this bar-
ber didn’t get a chance to contact
me, and it reads as follows: Ar-
thur Doe, a Brewer barber, called
me at home, this was to Mrs. Baker
last night, he has pointed out the
1603, the barbers and hairdressers
bill, said he called your home but
you had left, so I told him I would
contact you. He is very much in
favor of this bill and feels that it
would be good for the industry.

Just one more thing, I question
the feasibility of what my col-
league, Mr. Haughn, said in regard
to this. Who are we going to pro-
tect in this industry, the full-time
barber or the part time barber?
Whether it is barbers or any other
type of business in the state, I
do feel that the majority should
be considered with a majority feel-
ing on a piece of legislation of
this type, and that is why I support
the bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ray-
mond, Mr, Durgin.

Mr. DURGIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I just talked
by phone with a barber in my area
and he asked me to work for the
defeat of this bill, and I therefore
want to concur with the gentleman
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from Cape Elizabeth for indefinite
postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Port-
land, Mrs. Hendricks.

Mrs. HENDRICKS: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: This
hearing on L. D. 1457 was one of
the finest hearings that our com-
mittee has ever held, and it sort
of put me in mind of a hearing
that we had on the nurses bill,
and the room was packed with both
barbers and hairdressers and they
are all in favor of this bill. And
I hope that the motion to indefi-
nitely postpone does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is related
to item one, Bill “An Act Revising
Laws Relating to Barbers and Hair-
dressers,”’” and the immediate ques-
tion is the motion of the gentle-
man from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Ber-
ry, that the Report and the Bill
be indefinitely postponed. A divi-
sion has been requested.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Limington, Mr. Linnekin.

Mr. LINNEKIN: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen: I believe
that one thing that hasn’t been
brought out, the same majority as
the barbers—that I doubt because
of the combined figures of all the
mentioned organizations that were
in favor of it, are not a majority
of the barbers. And I also would
like you to know I hold a barber’s
license and I am perfectly against
it, for the reason that I believe
the areas in which these barbers
on a large part serve have to go
with the conditions that exist in
their area, and I believe that the
barbers are getting enough for their
haircuts as it is now. So I hope
that we indefinitely postpone.

Mrs. Knapp of Yarmouth was
granted permission to speak a third
time.

Mrs. KNAPP: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As Rep-
resentative Hendricks told you, we
had probably the largest hearing
that we've had, and it seems funny
to me that the barbers that were
against this bill were not there to
support themselves. As chairman
of the Health and Institution Com-
mittee I haven’'t had one letter from
a barber against this bill, and it
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seems though as if there had been
so much opposition they should
have been here.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I hold my colleague, Mrs. Knapp
in very high esteem, but I can
assure her from the rural areas
I have been contacted by at least
twenty towns and small communi-
ties—barbers and hairdressers both
in opposition to this bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Gill.

Mr. GILL: I would like to point
out that this particular inspector
he inspects throughout the rural
areas and generally as you have
noticed they are usually one man
shops and that is when he was
giving them the pitch on this legis-
lation when there were no witness-

es.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Berry, that the Re-
port and the Bill ““An Act Revising
Laws Relating to Barbers and Hair-
dressers” be indefinitely postponed.
A division has been requested.

All those in favor of the indefi-
nite postponement, please rise and
remain standing until the monitors
have made and returned their
count.

A division of the House was had.

Forty-six having voted in the af-
firmative and seventy-four having
voted in the negative, the motion
did not prevail.

Thereupon, the ‘“‘Ought to pass”
Report was accepted and the New
Draft read twice.

Mr. Thaanum of Winthrop of-
fered House Amendment “A’”’ and
moved its adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 556, L. D. 1603, Bill, “An
Act Revising Laws Relating to
Barbers and Hairdressers.”

Amend said Bill in section 3 by
striking out all of the 3rd under-
lined sentence of the 2nd para-
graph of that part designated ‘‘Sec.
224.” and inserting in place there-
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of the
tence:

‘If applicant fails first examina-
tion following qualification, said ap-
plicant may renew permit to prac-
tice hairdressing and beauty cul-
ture under supervision of a person
registered to practice hairdressing
and beauty culture, until the re-
sults of the next consecutive ex-
amination have been given, at
which time said permit expires and
shall not be renewable.”

Further amend said Bill in sec-
tion 4 by striking out the 3rd and
4th sentences of that part designat-
ed ‘“‘Sec. 230-A.” and inserting in
place thereof the following under-
lined sentences:

‘The tenure of each barber mem-
ber of the bhoard shall be for 3
years, initially appointed as fol-
lows: The present senior barber
board member, as appointed under
section 213 prior to the effective
date of this act, shall serve for a
term of 3 years, the junior barber
board member, similarly elected,
shall serve for a term of 2 years
and its 3rd barber member, cre-
ated by this section, shall serve
for a ferm of one year, and shall
be appointed by the Governor with
the advice and consent of the Coun-
cil. Thereafter, each of the barber
members of the board shall be ap-
pointed by the Governon, with the
advice and consent of the Coun-
cil, for a term of 3 years and until
his successor is appointed and qual-
ified.’

House Amendment “A’” was
adopted and the Bill assigned for
third reading tomorrow.

following underlined sen-

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would like to recognize the
presence in the gallery of a group
of students from the Corinna Gram-
mar School accompanied by their
principal, Mr. William Robinson and
a teacher, Harold Smith.

On behalf of the House, the Chair
extends to you a most hearty and
cordial welcome and we hope that
you will enjoy and profit by your
visit with us here today. (Applause)

The Chair laid before the House
the second tabled and today as-
signed maftter of Unfinished Busi-
ness:
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SENATE REPORT — Ought to
Pass in New Draft under New
Title of ‘““‘An Aect relating to Op-
erating Business on the Lord’s Day
and Certain Holidays” (S. P. 552)
(L. D. 1599) — Committee on Le-
gal Affairs on Bill “An Act relat-
ing to Operating Business on Sun-
days.” (S. P. 327) (L. D. 1002)—
In Senate Passed to be Engrossed
with Senate Amendment (Filing S-
200)

Tabled — May 19, by Mr. Min-
sky of Bangor.

Pending — Motion of Mr. Hughes
of St. Albans to indefinitely post-
pone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr. Minsky.

Mr. MINSKY: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
When I tabled this bill last week
it was with the intention — or with
the hope that I would be able to
prepare an amendment that would
effectively separate consideration of
the Sunday closing statute and the
holiday closing statute. I have
been able to succeed in doing this
only partially. I think it is regret-
table that the committee on Legal
Affairs saw fit to combine the
several bills dealing with holidays
and dealing with Sundays, because
I think the considerations involved
and the reasons for closing on Sun-
day are quite different than those
that might be involved on closing
on certain holidays. Each of the
holidays that we have established
have been established by the state
government for state, national or
patriotic reasons, and it is
therefore of natural concern to this
House—there are other reasons for
wanting places of business to close
on Sunday, but they are quite dif-
ferent than those that I have just
stated.

I have, however, prepared an
amendment that would partially
separate these two items. The
amendment would in effect set up
different sections of the same law
for closing on Sundays and for
closing on holidays. Therefore, it
would be possible to establish one
set of rules relative to closing on
Sunday and another one on holi-
days. It would be possible, for ex-
ample, for my good friend from
Freeport, Mr. Crockett, to bring in
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an amendment which would alter
the closing Sunday rules without
affecting the holiday closing rules.
I therefore hope that the motion
made by Mr. Hughes for indefinite
postponement will be defeated. I
thereupon will offer my amend-
ment which will separate the holi-
days and the Sundays and will al-
low anyone to take whatever action
they wish on the Sunday rules with-
out affecting the holiday rules.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from St. Al-
bans, Mr. Hughes.

Mr. HUGHES: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:

Last Friday I spoke against this
bill and realize that I was rather
radical about it. I called it a ridic-
ulous piece of legislation. For that
I want to apologize. But I do be-
lieve it is poor legislation and still
oppose it.

I will oppose it by asking a few
questions. If this bill is to include
some holidays along with the Sab-
bath, then why was one of the
most important ones left out, main-
ly the day we celebrate as Christ’s
Birthday, Christmas? Another ques-
tion, as stores selling gifts are ex-
cluded from this bill, what con-
stitutes a gift? At Christmas time
it includes most every conceivable
thing you could mention, from a
box of handkerchiefs to a deep
freeze. A large part of the gifts
are clothes and appliances, yet
those stores are not excluded un-
der the bill. There are quite a few
roadside stands selling antiques. To
a lot of people this is an interest-
ing hobby, and they travel on
these days to see what they can
find in this line; and those stands
are not excluded; so it would be
illegal for them to stay open. They
would be subject to a $100 fine.
Another question, in our town we
have a general store selling every-
thing from groceries to fishing
equipment, hardware and clothing.
Would it be legal for him to stay
open as a grocery store, or must
he close because he sells the oth-
er products? Hardware stores and
clothing stores cannot be opened
under this bill, but grocery stores
can. How about a drug store sell-
ing everything from a bottle of
aspirin to a movie projector? They
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can stay open, but can they sell
anything but drugs? Would they be
subject to a $100 fine if they sold
a camera, unless the customer
stated it was for a gift?

This House has approved a bill
allowing the sale of liquor Sunday
afternoons., Which is worse, selling
a suit of clothes on Sunday or con-
tributing to a person’s downfall by
filling him full of liquor? How
about an insurance office in a
home that cannot be closed? Would
that be considered as a necessity,
(I would hope, not a charity); or
would I be subject to a fine if I
sold a policy on the Fourth of July?
If this bill becomes law, I do not
see how it could possibly be en-
forced and I hate to see laws on
our statutes that cannot be en-
forced. The amendment calls for a
local option for special considera-
tion of other business not specifi-
cally excluded. If the selectmen re-
fused to put it in the warrant, and
there were not a hundred voters in
the town to sign the petition, how
would you ever get it to a vote?

Those are just some of the ques-
tions that I don’t really believe can
be answered. But I still oppose it
and I hope the indefinite postpone-
ment does prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from Bris-
tol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I think that we are losing sight of
the fact that we already have on
our books today — a Sunday stat-
ute. It reads Chapter 134, Section
38, ‘“Whoever, on the Lord’s Day
keeps open his shop, workhouse,
warehouse, place of business, trav-
els; does any work, labor or busi-
ness on that day, and so on. The
statute is already on the books.
Whether you call this attempt that
we have made to do something
with the present statute foolish or
not, the fact remains that we do
have Sunday laws. The only ques-
tion here is under the present law
the fine is $10 and anyone knows
that we are not going to court for
$10. It just doesn’t make sense.
This redraft that the Legal Affairs
committee put out as I said before
is an attempt to make the present
statute workable. Now I will say
and the other members on the Com-
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mittee I think will agree with me
that a good many of us thought
that what was the sense of trying
to do anything. We would go home,
and take all the Sunday laws off
the books. We did have a bill for
that presented by Mr. Cox. But is
this what you want? Do you want
to go through a town and find
every store wide open doing busi-
ness — clothing stores, furniture
stores, and while I am at it, I cer-
tainly would oppose Mr, Crockett’s
amendment because that would suc-
ceed in making things even more
ridiculous and would defeat the
very purpose of the thing we are
trying to correct. There are
towns, Waterville, Brunswick, Lew-
iston that have a real problem.
There is a Mart keeping open, and
the Maine Merchants Association
says if this goes on, we are going
to have to keep open. Every single
furniture store, every single cloth-
ing store will have to stay open to
compete with them. Is this what
you want? I think it is something
for you to consider. I certainly
think that we have done the best
that we can, and I hope the report
of the committee is accepted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Free-
port, Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: Mr. Speaker, I
fully agree with what my good
friend from St. Albans said. This
bill is discriminating and discrimi-
nating against one industry, and
that is the industry, I might as well
come out with it, that I am interest-
ed in. Now why do they object for
inserting in their amendment that
clothing should not be in the
amendment? They are out in at-
tacking one industry and one in-
dustry only. In our Constitution,
the Maine Constitution, under Arti-
cle I, Section I, all men are born
equally free and independent. Is
that freedom, according to our Con-
stitution? I say kill this bill—indefi-
nite postponement. Let’s be fair
with everybody. If the other fellow
is going to keep open, I want to
keep open. Close us — close us all,
but let’s be fair about it. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Skow-
hegan, Mr. Wade.
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Mr. WADE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: I
rise in a complete state of con-
fusion. I am so confused with these
amendments that I hardly know
how to address this august body. I
appeared before the Committee as
a member of the veterans’ organi-
zation. I was there as a proponent,
and the bill that we were in sup-
port of had nothing other than a
patriotic motive. We were there to
try to get some type of legislation
that would make the citizens of
Maine more fully conscious of the
meaning of Memorial or Decoration
Day and formerly Armistice now
Veterans’ Day. The Committee I am
sure will agree that there was not
one opponent to the bill in question
which had to do exclusively with
the two days that I referred to.

Now in conclusion, we are not
concerned as veterans with any
of the material contained in these
confusing amendments, we were
interested and still are, solely in
trying to promote a greater patri-
otic thought among the citizens of
the State of Maine with reference
to the two days that I have just re-
ferred to. Again, Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen, I rose in con-
fusion, and I will sit down in the
same state.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bar Har-
bor, Mr. Smith.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I think
it’s important to gain a little per-
spective on this question. I of course
represent a town which under the
present law has in it many vio-
lators of the Sunday law. The pro-
posed law is merely, with respect
to Sunday, is merely an extension
of exceptions already contained in
the present law. And with your for-
bearance I would like to complete
the reading of the statute referred
to by the gentlewoman from Bris-
tol, Mrs. Sproul, because it is im-
portant to have some idea what
our present law is before we deal
with amendments extending or af-
fecting that law.

Chapter 134, Section 38 of the
Revised Statutes: ‘“Whoever, on the
Lord’s Day, keeps open his shop,
workhouse, warehouse or place of
business; travels; does any work,
labor or business on that day, ex-
cept works of necessity or charity;”
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those words incidentally are in the
amendment, ‘“‘uses any sport, game
or recreation; or is present at any
dancing, public diversion, show or
entertainment, encouraging the
same, shall be punished by a fine
of not more than $10; provided,
however, and here’s where the
exceptions being, “that this sec-
tion shall not apply to the oper-
ation of common carriers; to the
driving of taxicabs, and public car-
riages; to the operation of air-
planes; to the driving of private
automobiles or other vehicles; to
the printing and selling of Sunday
newspapers;” you will note that
it is illegal wunder the
present law to print Monday’s pa-
per on Sunday, it is only for the
printing and selling of Sunday pa-
pers that there is an exception
here—*‘to the keeping open of ho-
tels, restaurants, garages, grocery
stores and drug stores;” you can
see grocery stores and drug stores
already are exempt; ‘‘to the selling
of gasoline; or to the giving of
scientific, philosophical, religious or
educational lectures, or to musical
concerts or theatrical productions.”
Now this statute was amended in
1959 to apply the Sunday laws to
automobile sales.

The amendment S-2060 which you
have before you is of course in
effect a re-write of the L. D. 1599,
and as I noted before and this is
important to remember, it is merely
an extension of present exceptions.
Now why is an extension needed?
I would point out to you an exten-
sion is needed to reconcile the law
with our present practice, our cus-
toms in the economic facts of our
present day living., It may not be
good, it may be bad, I'm not un-
dertaking to pass judgment on that.

S-200 is merely an effort to recon-
cile the law with the facts today.
Some flexibility is injected here by
a local option provision which can
be utilized in any town in order
to extend the exemptions. Now if
local option is impractical, it is
of course possible to add to this
list of exemptions by amendments
here in the House. Present violators
of the Sunday law extend over such
a wide variety of occupations as
sales in gift shops to the Sunday
shifts in some of our factories. I
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urge all of you to consider seriously
the true import of this amendment
which is nothing more or less than
an extension of present exemptions.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Hallo-
well, Mr. Choate.

Mr. CHOATE: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
I would rise in support of the mo-
tion made by the gentleman from
St. Albans, Mr. Hughes, for indefi-
nite postponement.

Before I say any more, I would
like to give credit to the Legal
Affairs for the excellent job they
have tried to do in this matter.
I sat in on most of the hearings,
and I realize that they had many
factors to consider, many people
to try to please, many different
things to weigh.

I am in complete sympathy with
Mr. Wade when he spoke about
the veterans’ holidays—the observ-
ance and the factors which were
presented by that group. If’s too
bad that this was incorporated in-
to this bill.

I personally liked the bill pre-
sented by our former fellow legis-
lator, Mr. Cox. His bill would have
given us the choice of keeping ev-
erything open or keeping every-
thing closed.

The present laws are not satis-
factory in many ways, but this bill
does not present the answer be-
cause we still have discrimination
against certain factors of our busi-
ness people. A good example of
what will happen under this bill
can be shown very closely here in
the main street of Augusta. One
large chain drug store will be al-
lowed to remain open and sell, in
addition to his drug items, sev-
eral other lines of merchandise.
All around him on the same busi-
ness street, other stores who carry
the same lines of merchandise will
have to close because they do
not stock an exempted line. I strong-
ly suspect that you will see many
stores who now carry only one or
two lines of merchandise add one
of the exempted lines to their in-
ventory.

The local option clause will not
work out in many cases either.
Take the case of two neighboring
cities or towns where one group
is 2llowed to remain open, but the
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other group must close. This is not
fair treatment for the people that
are involved in these businesses in
the area. In some cases, retail out-
lets who serve a very large area
of the state and in many cases a
nationwide market such as L. L.
Bean, would be closed because a
small group in their local area
would object through the local op-
tion clause.

Again I would say that we know
the Legal Affairs Committee has
tried to solve a very complex prob-
lem, but I do not feel this is the
answer.

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

Mr. KNIGHT: I would ask a
question through the Chair of the
representative from Bar Harbor,
Mr. Smith, if he would care to
answer. I notice in the new amend-
ment that the section shall not ap-
ply to radio and television stations,
newspaper publishers, and when he
read the current law, I did not no-
tice that radio and television were
in it as an exemption and he did
point out that it was illegal under
the present law to publish Mon-
day’s paper on Sunday. My ques-
tion would be; does this amend-
ment legalize our friends in the
fourth estate for their illegal oper-
ations on Sunday?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Knight, has
asked a question through the Chair
of the gentleman from Bar Harbor,
Mr. Smith, who may answer if he
chooses.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, my
understanding is that it does.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bruns-
wick, Mr. Lowery.

Mr. LOWERY: Mr. Speaker, I
am a small retailer in a town that
is deeply affected — the Town of
Brunswick. This question of Sun-
day opening has come up before
our Chamber of Commerce of
which I am a member of the board
of directors. It has come up be-
fore our retail trade board. We
have been in a quandary as to what
to do. Now I think that this bill
actually if it fails of passage will
mean that Sunday like any other
day will be a day of business as
usual. T wasn’t brought up that
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way. I don’t think many of us here
were. And for that reason I am
very much in favor of this bill, but
my own merchants as I have said
are in a quandary. Many of them
are saying that if we do not do
something about this—if we do
not do something about this in the
State Legislature, then we are go-
ing to be forced to open our stores
in order to compete, to offset the
practices which are now being gen-
erally felt throughout the state.
The very life of many of our small
town merchants — the business
life — is being threatened by the
continual practice of many of these
concerns opening up their busi-
nesses to Sunday sales. I just
would like to ask this Legislature
if you do want to make Sunday a
day of business as usual. Thank

you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Free-
port, Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: I would like to
ask through the Chair what this
bill is aimed at. Is it aimed at one
certain industry that I represent or
am interested in? Or if not, why
have they omitted in this amend-
ment my industry?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Freeport, Mr. Crockett, has
asked a question through the
Chair of anyone who may choose
to answer.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Bristol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: In all honesty
I've got to say to Mr. Crockett that
it was the furniture and clothing
industries particularly who object-
ed to things as they presently are.
I would say to Mr. Crockett, how-
ever, that I think his situation
with a famous store like L. L. Bean
could be corrected by the local
option clause.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Harps-
well, Mr. Prince.

Mr. PRINCE: I would like to ask
a question through the Chair to
anyone who may choose to answer.
How this would affect those that
observe Saturday as Sunday in
their religion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Harpswell, Mr. Prince, has
asked a question through the Chair
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of anyone who may choose to an-
swer.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr. Minsky.

Mr. MINSKY: Mr. Speaker, the
laws of the State of Maine with the
exception of the automobile law
are not actually a Sunday law it is
a Sabbath law, and as such if any
individual can show a continuous
observance of a day other than
Sunday, then I think he would
have to show that he has remained
closed over the past even before
the passage of this act, that he
would be permitted to remain
open. I don’t think this has been
a particular problem in this state;
however, our law is a Sabbath law
and recognizes a freedom of choice
of worship.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Hamp-
den, Mr. Littlefield.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen: I'm getting
more confused and more confused
as the argument goes on, and I
have decided to go along to in-
definitely postpone with the gentle-
man from St. Albans, Mr. Hughes.
That will give us two years to talk
about the question and maybe we
can find a bill two years from
today.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from East-
port, Mr. MacGregor.

Mr. MacGREGOR: Mr. Speaker,
don’t feel alone Mr, Littlefield,
don’t feel alone Mr. Wade, I stand
as confused as anyone in this
room right now. Buried within
the document you have before you
is a bill that I sponsored, L. D.
1052. The original intent and pur-
pose of 1052 is to spell out Memori-
al Day and Veterans’ Day, and I
felt that we had a very reasonable
approach in presenting that par-
ticular document. I explained to
the Legal Affairs Committee at
the hearing, that I noticed over
the ensuing period of time since
World War II a definite trend as
far as the observance of Memorial
Day and Veterans’ Day were con-
cerned.

Now I can speak as a veteran
with over five years time in World
War II and ensuing time as an
active reservist of the U. S. Army.
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I stand before you today as one
as a matter of fact. I can also
speak as, currently and for some
time now, scoutmaster of a local
troop in my community. And I
will call your attention to the fact
that as of last Memorial Day, just
roughly a year ago, there came
time to observe Memorial Day and
to get out and get busy and find
our veterans’ graves — those who
had laid down their lives for this
country, for this flag that you have
before you right now—there just
weren’t any veterans available.
They were too busily engaged in
other activities of the day, and as
a consequence, my scout troop was
directly responsible for the decora-
tion of the graves—placing of the
flags and the placing of the
wreaths in memory. A bit later in
the day, we held the Memorial Day
parade at which time that the al-
leged veterans and all others in-
terested would assemble at the
graveyard and ‘at our waterfront
as is the custom on the coast and
remember our fallen soldiers and
our fallen sailors with proper and
appropriate services. With the ex-
ception of the chaplains and with
the exception of the post com-
manders of the Veterans of For-
eign Wars and the American Le-
gion Posts in my community, I
stood with my scouts.

Now I feel that there is a deplor-
able situation. And for that rea-
son and that intent and purpose
behind this, I felt it was about
time the State of Maine woke up,
took a full study of itself and re-
alized and appreciated what a de-
cadent situation we have upon our
hands.

Now whether you folks realize
and appreciate it or not, you are
opening yourselves, with this lack-
adaisical attitude, to the full ef-
fects of our Communistic friends.
You are forgetting your principles
of democracy, you are forgetting
your principles of teachings of
religion—turning your back upon
all of these with your lackadaisical
attitude and accepting the wide
open door policy in which you will
find the Communist acting, A liv-
ing example of it before you peo-
ple in recent months was your
un-American Affairs Committee
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hearing in San Francisco. There
you saw Mr. Hoffa and company
in full operation. Those of you that
visited over in the State Office
Building a few days ago, and ob-
served the film that was shown for
our benefit. It was called to the at-
tention of all members to attend—
very few did. Again, a lackadaisical
attitude—it can’t happen to us. It
will happen to us.

Now with those thoughts prevail-
ing, the legislation is introduced.
We still consider the fact there is
a day known as Sunday, the Lord’s
Day. Now whether we observe the
Lord’s Day on Sunday, Monday,
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday,
Friday, or Saturday; it should be
observed one way or another. Now
if we are going to observe it, we
are not going to make a com-
mercial day of it. I am a business-
man, I have to open up on Sun-
day morning now, for self preser-
vation—I don’t like it. Frankly I
want my door closed. I feel that I
can live just as well on six days’
work as I can on seven—perhaps
better. I don’t think a business
that has to depend on Sunday for
its operation is worth the powder
to blow — if you know where.

Now considering the amendment
—the re-spelling, the re-writing of
this document that stands before
you now in the wisdom of the Le-
gal Affairs Committee, I feel it
has been so twisted and so mis-
construed that it is now an abso-
lute piece of pointless legislation;
and as much as I have heart and
sincerity and the fact that I'd like
to see this thing passed, I must
go along with the motion prevail-
ing before us now of indefinite
postponement. I hope that two years
hence we can write something that
will make some sense. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Bris-
tol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I feel as though I must defend
the position of the Legal Affairs
Committee although right now it’s
not a very enviable job. Mr. Mac-
Gregor points out our failure to do
a good job on this, I really think
that he is much better off under
this present redraft than he is now.
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About the only statutes I could
find relative to Memorial Day re-
ferred to bank holidays, and the
other. It is all right to say that we
should observe Memorial Day — I
thoroughly agree with him. But
we can’'t go up and down our
coasts on the big day, on the day
next biggest to Fourth of July, and
tell everyone that they should close.
We just can’t do it.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from St.
Albans, Mr. Hughes, that the Re-
port and Bill, “An Act relating
to Operating Business on Sundays,”
Senate Paper 327, Legislative Docu-
ment 1002, be indefinitely postponed.
A division has been requested.

All those in favor of the indefi-
nite postponement, please rise and
remain standing until the monitors
have made and returned their
count.

A division of the House was had.

Eighty having voted in the af-
firmative and forty-three having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed.

Thereupon, the Report and the
Bill were indefinitely post-
poned in non-concurrence and sent
up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Freeport,
Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: I now move re-
consideration and I hope that you
will all vote against the bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Freeport, Mr. Crockett, has
moved that the House reconsider
its action whereby it just indefi-
niﬁ(laly postponed the Report and the
Bill.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Strong, Mr. Smith.

Mr. SMITH: As far as this mo-
tion to reconsider is concerned, it
makes no difference to me. How-
ever, ever since I have been here
in the House, I have felt that this
is one of the underhanded rules
that this House operates under.
Being permitted to reconsider im-
mediately after a vote is taken. It
looks to me as if it’s like a fellow
jumping on a kid when the kid
is down and continuing to beat him.
Now if we want to reconsider, well
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and good; but why not put if off
to about a twenty-four hour period,
because of all these rules if any
one of these rules was ever to be
changed in this House, this is the
one I think should be.

The SPEAKER: Does the gentle-
man make a motion?

Mr. SMITH: I would move that
the reconsidering motion be tabled
until tomorrow.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Strong,, Mr.
Smith, that the motion to reconsid-
er be tabled until tomorrow.

All those in favor of the tabling
motion please say aye; those op-
posed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed.

Mr. JALBERT of Lewiston:
Speaker?

The SPEAKER: For what pur-
pose does the gentleman arise?

Mr. JALBERT: To a point of
personal privilege, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER: Will the gentle-
man approach the rostrum, please?

(Conference at rostrum)

Mr.

The Chair laid before the House
the third tabled and today as-
signed matter of Unfinished Bus-
1ness:

HOUSE REPORT — OQOught Not
to Pass — Committee on Appro-
priations and Financial Affairs on
Resolve to Provide for One Addi-
tional Staff Member to the Maine
Port Authority to Evaluate Exist-
ing Commercial Water Front Fa-
cilities Along the Coast of Maine.
(H. P. 725) (L. D. 1013)

Tabled — May 19, by Mr. Danes
of South Portland.

Pending — Acceptance of Report.

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

Mr. DANES: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I realize that I am in a position of
having two strikes on me before
starting to explain to you my rea-
son for having submitted this L.
D. to this body, one strike being
the unanimous ought not to pass
report by the Committee on Appro-
priations and Financial Affairs, and
the other fact that the title con-
tains some flavor of the Maine
Port Authority. However, I shall
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endeavor to point out to you why
I feel that this should be the be-
ginning of a new system that will
enable our ports to be in a better
position to offer help to manufac-
turers anxious to ship products
and materials into all sections of
the State of Maine at the least pos-
sible cost.

Basically, this L. D. calls for the
engaging of an engineer to draw
up a master plan to submit to those
manufacturers all the pertinent facts
as to our facilities for the most
economical transfer of all materi-
als. I shall submit to you one case
that I am familiar with. There is
to be a shipment made to one of
our paper manufacturers in the
northern part of the state of
some merchandise equivalent to
$650,000 worth of pipe. This is to
be used by the particular plant in
preparing to renovate their plant
and put into operation a new and
more efficient process. In order to
do this, they purchased this item
that is manufactured in the State
of Texas. This item is to be shipped
by water to New Jersey and
thence by rail to its destination.
If this proposed master plan were
to be made available, a proposal
to the manufacturer could be made
to ship it from any of our ports
from Kittery to Eastport. All the
individuals in the wvarious ports
would be helped by the amount of
extra business, additional business
brought into those various points.
It is said that there is approximate-
ly $7,000 left by every ship that
comes into any one of our ports in
the way of purchasing merchandise
from the retail businessman, from
the wholesaler, from the food mer-
chant and so forth. This could very
well aid our economy.

I am well aware that the Port
Authority is under severe criticism
as to its method of opera-
tion, and that there is hesitation to
add any more expenses to its pro-
gram than those already contained
in the budget. The mere fact that
this is a hesitancy should not be
reason enough for us to turn our
backs upon progress. If I were to
have submitted an L. D. asking
for a survey to be made on this,
I could very well appreciate the
attitude of the Legislature in turn-
ing thumbs down, although I feel
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in this case if thumbs are turned
down it is actually an act against
progress.

At the hearing, no one appeared
in opposition to this L. D. and a
sizeable number appeared in favor
of it. I feel that progress is being
held up in many phases of our
economic situation as we hesitate
to invest in something by way of
a new and practical suggestion. The
price tag on this document is $17,000
a year for the next biennium. I
feel that this is little enough to in-
vest in the possibility of helping the
economy of our state.

I shall not continue to belabor
this problem as I feel as the gen-
tleman from Kittery did when he
stated on the floor of the House
yesterday that he didn’t want to
be here when the leaves begin to
turn red again, but I do beg you
to consider well this proposal. Mr.
Speaker, I would at this time move
that we substitute the Resolve for
the Report and request a division.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from South Port-
land, Mr. Danes, that the House
substitute the Resolve for the ought
not to pass report and a division
has been requested.

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

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker,
this resolve, L. D. 1013, to provide
an additional member to the Maine
Port Authority staff, to my mind
is wholly unnecessary. From shop-
ping around, I find that the present
staff are not rushed to death. To
my way of thinking there are far
too many departments of the state
that are already overstaffed. It is
high time we picked up our hoes
and started weeding.

I was amused last Saturday by
the comments made by a grocer in
Ellsworth. He was speaking of in-
spectors. He said, one inpector will
come in and inspect potatoes and
apples. Five minutes later anoth-
er inspector will come in for the
sole purpose of inspecting the la-
bels on dog food which takes him
not over five minutes. Now why, he
asked, couldn’t one inspector take
care of both of these items and
save the taxpayer this needless ex-
penditure? It is dog food for thought,
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is it not? I now move the House
accept the ought not to pass re-
port.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Danes, that the House substi-
tute the bill for the report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr.
Danes.

Mr. DANES: Mr. Speaker, I fail
to see the connection between a dog
food inspector and an engineer who
would lay out plans to do something
that will help the economy of our
state, Perhaps the members of the
Port Authority may not be over-
ly rushed, but on the other hand,
I am sure that the individuals who
are now employed have not the
ability and knowledge that is nec-
essary by an engineer to create
this plan. This is only one bien-
nium shot and would not be a con-
tinued outlay by the state, if this
plan were drawn up it could be
added to or substracted from over
the periocd of years. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Wellman,

Mr. WELLMAN: Mr, Speaker, I
would draw to the attention of this
House the fact that in 1959, the
previous legislature, the request
was made for an assistant to the
Superintendent — to the Manager
of the Port Authority. I don’t think
this is any time or any place to go
into a general discussion of the
Maine Port Authority and its
problems or perhaps the problems
that we ourselves have created for
it. I would only call your attention
to the fact that there seems to be
at the present moment continuing
efforts being made on behalf of all
interested parties for the develop-
ment of various harbors and port
facilities throughout the state, and
the Appropriations Committee
tried to take all these facts into
consideration, and ladies and
gentlemen we just couldn’t see it.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman 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 South Port-
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land, Mr. Danes, to substitute the
bill for the report, and I would
like to state my reasons why.

The Maine Port Authority was
created by the Legislature as an
agency of the state to manage the
port of Portland and also to
develop further ports throughout
the State of Maine and to create
shipping wherever possible. Now
since the creation of the Maine
Port Authority, the Legislature has
seen fit to give them the further
responsibility for operating the
ferry services to the various is-
lands off the coast of Maine, This
has taken a great deal of the time
of the present officials of the
Maine Port Authority and since
that they have had no further help.
They do need further help to assist
in their prime function to expand
port facilities in the State of Maine
and to create further shipping
wherever possible.

Now the Maine Port Authority
is doing a great deal at the present
time to help the different towns
along the coast of the State of
Maine with their harbors and river
projects, they are making a great
deal of effort in this regard to give
every assistance they can to people
in these areas who are interested
in working on a harbor and river
project. Now I myself represent
the Town of Eliot which borders
on the Piscataqua River, and we
have some of the best lands in that
area for further port development.
The New Hampshire side of the
river has already been filled up to
its capacity and any further devel-
opment of consequence on the Pis-
cataqua River it is a very good
chance that it will come into our
area.

Now this bill will create the posi-
tion or allow the Maine Port Au-
thority 4o hire a competent
engineering person who can assist
the port officials in giving com-
petent advice to these different
cities and towns who are interested
in port development as to what
their needs are, their requirements
are, what type of facilities they
need and approximate figures on
costs. Now this is a very important
service, not only from the harbor
and river projects but also in con-
junction with industrial develop-
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ment. I think this is a good bill
and it will perform a worthwhile
service to the citizens of the State
of Maine, and I hope you will sup-
port the motion of the gentleman
from South Portland.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Perham,
Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
feel that I must rise in support of
the action — the unanimous find-
ings of the Appropriations Com-
mittee on this bill. I recognize that
the Maine Port Authority is set up
to do a service for the State of
Maine, but for not only this session
of the Legislature, but previous
sessions of the Legislature, the Ap-
propriations Committee did not
seem to feel satisfied with the ac-
complishments of this body. That
perhaps was one of the reasons for
reporting as we did.

The gentleman from South Port-
land, Mr. Danes, in his remarks,
stated that if the study were to be
made, he would perhaps forego his
motion for this extra employee at
this time. Because of the feelings
of the Appropriations Committee
that perhaps corrections could be
made in the handling of the Maine
Port Authority, I believe that I
can possibly fairly well assure the
gentleman from South Portland
that such a study quite possibly —
here such an interim study quite
possibly is in the offing, and for
that reason I would hope that you
would go along with the findings
of the Appropriations Committee
and that the motion of the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr.
Danes, does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Danes, that Resolve
to Provide for One Additional
Staff Member to the Maine Port
Authority to Evaluate Existing
Commercial Water Front Facilities
Along the Coast of Maine, be sub-
stituted for the ‘“Ought not to pass”
Report of the Committee, A divi-
sion has been requested. All those
in favor of substituting the Resolve
for the Report please rise and re-
main standing until the monitors
have made and returned the count.
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A division of the House was had.

Twenty-six having voted in the
affirmative and seventy-four hav-
ing voted in the negative, the mo-
tion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the “Ought not to
pass” Report was accepted and
sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would recognize the pres-
ence in the gallery of ten students
from the Etna Elementary School
accompanied by Mrs. Clukey, Mr.
Hatfield and the Representative
from Etna, Mr. Carter.

On behalf of the House the Chair
extends to you a most hearty and
cordial welcome, and we hope that
you will enjoy and profit by your
visit with us here today. (Applause)

Mr. Schulten of Woolwich was
granted unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House briefly.

Mr. SCHULTEN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House:
Through a slip of the tongue or
whatever motives there might have
been, I am sure it was not wilful
intent, I feel that aspersions have
been cast upon the integrity of this
House by a previous speaker when
we were discussing a matter of re-
consideration. I feel that even
with the best of intentions no one,
either in this House or in this
State—

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
rule the gentleman out of order
in that he is criticizing another
member of this House.

Mr. SCHULTEN: Mr. Speaker —

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
will be seated.

On motion of Mr. Whitman of
Woodstock,

Recessed until 1:30 p.m. this
afternoon.

After Recess
1:30 P.M.

The House was called to order
by the Speaker.

The Chair laid before the House
the fourth tabled and today as-
signed matter of Unfinished Busi-
ness:

Resolve Providing Funds for
Thayer Hospital, Waterville, to Aid
its Rehabilitation Program. (S. P.
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223) (L. D. 628)—In Senate Passed
to be Engrossed. In House Read
the Third Time.

Tabled-—May 19, by Mr. Lincoln
of Bethel.

Pending—Passage to be En-
grossed.
Thereupon, the Resolve was

passed to be engrossed and sent
to the Senate.

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

An Act relating to Outdoor Ad-
vertising on the Interstate System.
(S. P. 417) (L. D. 1356)—Engrossed
in Both Branches.

Tabled—May 19, by Mr. Baxter
of Pittsfield.

Pending—Passage to be Enacted.
(Emergency)

On motion of Mr. Baxter of
Pittsfield, by unanimous consent,
made a special order of the day
and assigned for tomorrow.

The Chair laid before the House
the sixth tabled and today assigned
matter of Unfinished Business:

Bill “An Act Authorizing Funds
for Construction of Machias Land-
ing Field.” (H. P. 1162) (L. D. 1602)
—In House indefinitely Postponed.
—In Senate Passed to be En-
grossed in Non-Concurrence.

Tabled—May 23, by Mr. Davis
of Calais.

Pending—Further Consideration.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from East
Machias, Mr. Dennison.

Mr. DENNISON: Mr. Speaker,
this bill before us now is in the
same shape that it was on May 12
when you accepted the report of
the committee by your vote of 69
to 13, that was your favorable vote,
and now I move that we recede
and concur with the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from East Machias,
Mr. Dennison, that the House re-
cede and concur.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lubec, Mr. Pike.

Mr, PIKE: Mr. Speaker, I don’t
like being in this position regular-
ly, but here I am again.

This bill has been talked over and
debated both in the House and in
the corridors. I will not bore you
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by a repetition of my remarks be-
fore, There are only two observa-
tions I would like to make. One is,
that nobody from Machias, where
this landing field is to be, has
spoken out publicly and as far as I
know privately in favor of this
measure.

The other one is, that with all
the welter of words which have
been around and about this bill,
there has never been any adequate
explanation of the fact that this
departs very distincetly from the
usual and customary practice of
the community putting up a quarter
of the cost. I want to emphasize
this latter point slightly because if
this bill is accepted it makes a
precedent or breaks a precedent. It
offers an opportunity for every lit-
tle community in the state to sad-
dle onto its county, without t h e
people in the county having any-
thing to say about it, an airport for
the particular community. This has
been my objection right from the
go-off. T think it is bad legislation,
bad in principle, bad in practice.
I hope that we do not go along
with the motion to recede and con-
cur.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Calais,
Mr. Davis.

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
As the gentleman from Lubec has
said, this bill has been talked over
and discussed quite thoroughly
here in the House and somewhat
in the corridors and I don’t intend
to thresh over the old straw that
we have been through before, but
I would like to point out that as
my colleague, Mr. Dennison has said,
this bill is now back in its original
pristine state; in other words it
calls for a $10,000 appropriation
from the County of Washington by a
bond issue to cover the expense of
constructing this landing field at
Machias. Prior to this, there were
a couple of crippling amendments
which were put on, amendments
which called for large — much
larger sums of money to be ex-
pended on other airports in the
County of Washington.

Now I have talked to some peo-
ple in Machias and I find that they
are very much in favor of this
measure, even though perhaps they
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were unable to travel up here. I
don’t believe that this sets any
dangerous precedent because in
checking out the method of finan-
cing many of these small airports,
I find that Aroostook County, and
Oxford County and Lincoln Coun-
ty, and perhaps one or two others
have gone into helping support
some of the area airports, and that
is the system which the Maine Aero-
nautics Commission and the Fed-
eral Aeronautics Commission have
recommended, in the past few years
is not just one town having an air-
port, and this landing strip at Ma-
chias, which has been surveyed and
engineered out by the Aeronautics
Commission will serve not only
Machias but the entire surrounding
area which includes the Bucks Har-
bor base and the huge Naval Ra-
dio Station at Cutler. I feel that this
is a reasonable program and it
isn’t something that the County is
going to jump into willy - nilly.
I feel that this is a good bill. I
think that Washington County with
all its economic troubles, we are
trying in every way we can to
get back a little of the industry
we have lost. One of the things that
they keep telling us is that air
travel is the thing today and you
need some small airstrips where
your executives of the small fac-
tories that we could hope to get
can get in and out quickly, and I
think this would be quite a help
to the County of Washington.

A bill went through here a little
earlier in the session which au-
thorized the county to expend up to
$25,000 in the biennium for setting
up an industrial agent and an of-
fice to help bring industry into the
county, and I think if the county
is participating in that kind of a
program they can go along with
this very modest request which in
fact involves $10,000 in local county
money, about $2,000 from the Town
of Machias, and $36,000 more which
will be expended through state and
federal funds. Therefore, I strong-
ly urge that you support the mo-
tion of the gentleman from East
Machias.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Eastport,
Mr. MacGregor.
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Mr. MacGREGOR: Mr. Speaker
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
Without any further trivia being
drawn before you, I sincerely hopae
the motion of the gentleman from
East Machias does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker, 1
would support the construction of
an airport in this area, and I think
it is vitally needed. I have per-
sonally flown over that area and
you certainly do get a lone and
empty feeling when you leave the
Deblois airstrip and you are head-
ing for Baring. It would be very
nice to have one in Machias and
I think the area should certainly
have one. However, we have an
accepted formula in the state for
financing airport construction, and
I don’t think we should deviate
from it, The federal government
puts up half, the state puts up a
quarter and the local community
puts up the balance of a quarter.
The gentleman from Calais, Mr.
Davis, has mentioned that an area
can put up the money and that
is certainly correct. The Machias
area could put up this money, so
they do have the means to obtain
an airport. All the other small air-
ports in the state have been con-
structed by this formula, and I
think it would be an error to devi-
ate from this and bring the county
into it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Calais,
Mr. Davis.

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to correct the gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Berry in
reference to county participation
in airports, and that is that the
Bar Harbor airport I find has on
two occasions received financial as-
sistance from the County of Han-
cock without receiving any assist-
ance from the Town of Bar Har-
bor or any of the surrounding
towns.

The SPEAKER: 1Is the House
ready for the question?

Mr. DENNISON: Mr. Speaker, I
would request a division.

The SPEAKER: A division has
been requested. The question be-
fore the House is the motion of
the gentleman from East Machias,
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Mr. Dennison, with regard to Bill
‘“An Act Authorizing Funds for
Construction of Machias Landing
Field,” L. D. 1602, that the House
recede and concur with the Senate
in the passage of this Bill to be
engrossed. All those in favor of the
motion to recede and concur please
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
their count.

A division of the House was had.

Sixty-three having voted in the
affirmative and fifty having voted
in the negative, the motion did pre-
vail.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would request the Sergeant-
at-Arms to escort the gentleman
from Pittsfield, Mr. Baxter, to the
rostrum to serve as Speaker pro
tem.

Thereupon, Mr. Baxter assumed
the Chair as Speaker pro tem and
Speaker Good retired from the
Hall.

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

HOUSE DIVIDED REPORT—
Majority Ought to pass—Minority
Ought to Pass as Amended by
Committee Amendment “A” (Fil-
ing H-282)—Committee on Educa-
tion on Bill “An Act relating to
Teachers’ Salaries and Foundation
Program Allowance.” (H. P, 87) (L.
D. 1206)

Tabled—May 17, by Mr. Baxter
of Pittsfield.

Pending—Motion of Mr. Hich-
born of Medford to Accept Major-
ity Ought to Pass Report. (Roll
Call Requested by Mr. Haughn of
Bridgton.)

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Woodstock, Mr. Whitman.

Mr. WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker, I
move this item lie on the table
until Friday.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Woodstock, Mr.
Whitman, moves this item be
tabled and specially assigned for
Friday, May 26. Is this the pleas-
ure of the House?

(Cries of “No”)

Mr., WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker, I
would request a division.
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Whereupon, a division of the
House was had.

Seventy-five having voted in the
affirmative and thirty-four having
voted in the negative, the tabling
motion did prevail.

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

House Report—To be referred
to the 101st Legislature—Com-
mittee on State Government on
Bill “An Act to Reimburse
Town of Warren for Cost of Mu-
nicipal Services Provided for the
State.” (H. P. 901) (L. D. 1235)

Tabled—May 19, by Mr. Finley
of Washington.

Pending—Acceptance of Report.

Thereupon, on motion of Mr.
Finley of Washington, the Com-
mittee Report was accepted, the
Bill referred to the 101st Legisla-
ture and sent up for concurrence.

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

An Act Classifying Certain Sur-
face Waters in Kennebec River Ba-
sin. (H. P. 1151) (L. D. 1585)—
Engrossed in Both Branches.

Tabled—May 19 by Mrs. Sproul
of Bristol.

Pending—Passage to be Enacted.

Thereupon, on motion of the
gentlewoman from Bristol, Mrs.
Sproul, the Bill was passed to be
enacted, signhed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

The Chair laid before the House

the fourth tabled 4and today
assigned matter:
House Report—Ought not to

pass — Committee on Appropria-
tions and Financial Affairs on Re-
solve, Providing Funds for School
Lunch Subsidy. (H. P. 57) (L. D.
98)
Tabled—May 23, by Mr. Brag-
don of Perham.
Pending—Acceptance of Report.
The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Patten, Mrs. Harrington.
Mrs. HARRINGTON: Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the Resolve be
substituted for the Report and I
would like to speak on it.
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The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question now before the House is
the motion of the gentlewoman
from Patten, Mrs. Harrington, that
the Resolve be substituted for the
ought not to pass Committee Re-
port. The Chair recognizes the
same gentlewoman.

Mrs. HARRINGTON: Mr. Speak-
er and Members of the House:
This is the second time that I have
introduced this bill. I might be
able to introduce it a third time,
and again I might not, so that is
why I am making the motion that
I have.

This bill was sponsored by the
Parent-Teachers Association. We
had a good hearing on it, a lot of
worthwhile people appeared for
it. There was no opposition. As
you will see, this bill provides for
21%c per meal to be given by the
state in matching funds after the
towns have raised the money in
their town meeting. There is no
doubt but the school lunch pro-
gram has become a part of our
school curriculum. The National
School Aect Program was intro-
duced by an act of Congress in
1946. It was the intent of Congress
that the states should match —
should contribute matching funds,
but the states have failed to do
this, at least Maine has.

The only thing that Maine con-
tributes towards the school lunch
program are two supervisors from
the Department of Education, they
supervise and conduct the school
lunch program for the entire state.
At the time the program was in-
stituted, the federal government
paid 9c¢ per meal. It has gradually
diminished until today the federal
government pays 3c¢. The surplus
commodities that are used for the
school lunch program have also
diminished, and I need not remind
you that the cost of living has
increased.

In my own town, we have raised
the price of the school lunch meal
to 30c. This has in a way taken
care of the financial problem, but
it ‘has destroyed the intent of the
school lunch program. I hope if
this bill passes that every school
in the state that has the school
lunch program will go back to the
family plan. Now this isn’t a give-
away program entirely. Last year
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it helped our markets to the tune
of $2,500,000 with the federal gov-
ernment furnishing $745,000 worth
of food. During the month of No-
vember 7,992 children received
type A lunches, one-third of the
daily nutritional requirements of a
child, and by the way, this is the
only balanced meal that some chil-
dren get. And also it is the only
milk that some children get.

I know just what some of you
are thinking, that you can point
your finger at some families in
your town where beer, cigarettes,
True Stories and the like are in
abundance, but the child is the
one that is suffering. A growing
child that doesn’t get proper nour-
ishment suffers both physically
and mentally. Therefore, with this
in mind and for the sake of those
undernourished children in your
town, I hope you will support my
motion.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewom-
an from Falmouth, Mrs. Smith.

Mrs. SMITH: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I only arise
to defend the position of the Ap-
propriations Committee. This is a
new program. The state has never
participated in the hot lunch pro-
gram. Now the question that I
think we had to consider is
whether we can afford a new pro-
gram at this time. Education needs
money; I think we all agree to
that. Personally, I feel that the
time has come, and will have to
continually come in the future
when we decide what is absolutely
essential in education and what
should be provided by the towns
and the people themselves. If this
House wants to enter into a new
program, we as members of the
committee leave it to your good
judgment, but in our judgment
this was not the time to enter into
this program; it is being handled
very well without the state being
in it and as you enter all of these
new programs, you take away from
the essentials of education because
there is only so much money.
Whatever you decide to do, we
certainly shall abide by, and that
is your decision, but that is our
position.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
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from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Plante.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
It is with some reluctance that I
am speaking against this program,
but I have to concur with the
gentlewoman from Falmouth be-
cause as a member of the Appro-
priations Committee, we felt that
additional payments to provide
21%¢ per type A meal did not mean
that much to the local communi-
ties, and the state would be affect-
ed by it to the tune of $575,000.
We felt at this time to enter into
this program it was not proper,
and that is why I signed the ought
not to pass report. The price tag
is $575,000.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Gardiner, Mr, Chapman,

Mr. CHAPMAN: Mr. Speaker, a
question through the Chair. Does
this mean that the milk program
that is being carried on now in the
schools, they will lose this if this
bill does not go through?

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Gardiner, Mr.
Chapman has asked a question
through the Chair to anyone who
may answer if he pleases.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Plante.

Mr. PLANTE: In answer to the
gentleman, it would not affect the
current status of the program.
These are just additional payments.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question? The
question before the House is the
motion of the gentlewoman from
Patten, Mrs. Harrington, that Re-
solve, Providing Funds for School
Lunch Subsidy, L. D. 98, be sub-
stituted for the ‘“Ought not to pass”
Committee Report.

Mrs. HARRINGTON: Mr. Speak-
er, I request a division.

The SPEAKER pro tem: A divi-
sion has been requested. Will all
those who favor the motion of sub-
stituting the Resolve for the Com-
mittee Report please rise and re-
main standing until the monitors
have made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

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

Thereupon, the Committee
“Ought not to pass” Report was
accepted and sent up for concur-
rence,

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Knight.

Mr. KNIGHT: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to reconsider our ac-
tion of this morning whereby we
indefinitely postponed item t w o on
page 4, “An Act relating to Dep-
uties for Kennebee and Penob-
scot Counties,” and I would speak
to my motion.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The gen-
tleman from Rockland, Mr. Knight,
moves that the House reconsider
its action of this morning with re-
gard to House Paper 167, L. D.
230, Bill ‘““An Act relating to Spe-
cial Deputies for Kennebec and Pen-
obscot Counties,” at which time
the House accepted the Majority
Report. The gentleman from
Reckland moves reconsideration
and the Chair recognizes that
gentleman.

Mr. KNIGHT: Ladies and Gentle-
men of the House: I have been
informed by the Towns and Coun-
ties Committee that their reasons
for not giving a raise to deputies
is that deputies in certain counties
in this state today are receiving
$77 a week for a six-day week
and this is in contravention of the
law except in Cumberland County.
Cumberland County has a special
law on the books that allows them
to do this. Any county today that
is paying a deputy $77 a week for
a six-day week is doing so illegal-
ly. Now Knox County has two full
time deputies, they are not bound
by any forty hour week, they work
six days a week and they would be
more than happy with $77 a week,
but our county commissioners feel
that they cannot unless the law al-
lows them to do it. And that is
the purpose of my asking for this
reconsideration.

There is an amendment on your
desks Filing H-333 which very sim-
ply allows Knox County to pay their
deputy $77 a week for a six-day
week. Now to go further, it is my
understanding that one county has
been ordered by the State Auditor
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to refund the overpayment paid to
their deputies and has refused to
do so. If counties are allowed to
continue making payments illegal-
ly, the county commissioners would
be personally liable for any over-
payment. I am not attempting at
this time to take care of any coun-
ty other than my own, and I would
state that our county is only pay-
ing $66 for six days, which is $11
per day.

Cumberland County has a spe-
cial bill in, which adds that a dep-
uty shall receive $11 per day and
such additional pay as the county
commissioners may approve. Please
note that I have added on this
amendment, such full time deputy
sheriffs for Knox County shall not
receive more than $77 in the ag-
gregate for any one week. This
means the sky is not the limit —
$77 is the limit. For a small coun-
ty, the county commissioners ap-
prove this, and we hope that we
can keep our sheriffs department
intact by doing this.

If you allow this bill to be re-
considered, I would then ask for
acceptance of Report B and then
put this amendment on it, and that
would be the result. Should some-
body in this House whose county
is in contravention of the law to-
day, wish to legalize what they are
doing and should table this bill for
the purpose of adding an amend-
ment, I would have no objections
whatsoever.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It could
well be that the gentleman from
Rockland, Mr. Knight, might have
brought forth a serious problem.
Talking along the line, however, in
our county I believe they get paid
for seven days, but I may be wrong
I think the House is well aware of
my feelings toward tabling mat-
ters, I think I've tabled a bill once
or twice and because of the pos-
sible seriousness of this situation
I would move that his motion lie
upon the table until tomorrow pend-
ing further consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question now before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, that the mo-
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tion of the gentleman from Rock-

land, Mr. Knight, to reconsider L.

D. 230, be tabled until tomorrow.

Is this the pleasure of the House?
The motion prevailed.

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

Bill “An Act Establishing a Medi-
cal Care and Services Program.”
(S. P. 558) (L. D. 1605)—In Senate
Passed to be Engrossed. In House
Read the Third Time.

Tabled—May 23, by Mr. Baxter
of Pittsfield.

Pending — Passage to be En-
grossed.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Woodstock, Mr. Whitman.

Mr. WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As you all
know this bill is a companion bill
to the supplemental budget. It ap-
pears that we have a time prob-
lem involved here today in that
it appears to be impossible for us
to spend the necessary time on the
supplemental budget. We have been
presented with many new amend-
ments which very few people have
had time to consider, and at a lat-
er time we will endeavor to have
the appropriations supplemental
budget bill referred until tomor-
row. And for that reason, I now
move that item five be tabled un-
til tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
pending passage to be engrossed
and specially assigned for tomor-
row,

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

Bill “An Act Making Supplemen-
tal Appropriations for the Expendi-
tures of State Government and for
Other Purposes for the Fiscal Years
Ending June 30, 1962 and June 30,
1963.” (H. P. 1165) (L. D. 16086)
—In House Read the Third Time,

Tabled—May 23, by Mr. Baxter
of Pittsfield.

Pending — Passage to be En-
grossed.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Woodstock, Mr. Whitman.
Mr. WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker and

Members of the House: I now move

that this be made a special order
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of the day for tomorrow’s calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Woodstock, Mr.
Whitman, asks unanimous consent
that item six be made a special
order for tomorrow. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

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

Bill ““An Act Appropriating Mon-
eys to Effectuate Compensation for
State Employees.”” (H. P. 565) (L.
D. 785)—Amendment Filing (H-
300) — In House Read the Third
Time.

Tabled—May 23, by Mr. Baxter
of Pittsfield.

Pending — Passage to be En-
grossed.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Woodstock, Mr, Whitman.

Mr. WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This being
another companion bill to the sup-
plemental budget, I move that this
item be tabled until tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
pending passage to be engrossed
and specially assigned for tomor-
TOW.

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

Bill “An Act to Pay School Sub-
sidies in Certain Administrative
Units on the Basis of Uniform
Local Effort.” (H, P. 965) (L. D.
1330)—Amendment Filing (H-310)
~—In House Read the Third Time.

Tabled—May 23, by Mrs. Han~
son of Lebanon.

Pending—Passage
grossed.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Woodstock, Mr. Whitman.

Mr. WHITMAN: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: In order
that we might consider this bill
along with item one on today’s
calendar, which was tabled until
Friday, I move that this bill be
tabled until Friday.

Thereupon, the Bill was tabled
pending passage to be engrossed
and specially assigned for Friday,
May 26.

to be En-
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The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair now lays before the House
an item tabled earlier this morn-
ing for consideration later in the
day:

Bill “An Act Providing for a Re-
vised Charter for the City of Port-
land” (H. P. 326) (L. D. 478)
(Amendment Filing L. D. 1611)

Tabled — by Mr. Kellam of
Portland.

Pending — Passage to be En-
grossed.

Hhe Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. Kellam.

Mr. KELLAM: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I submit
House Amendment “A” and move
its adoption, and wish to speak to
the motion.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
H. P. 326, L. D. 478, Bill, “An Act
Providing for a Revised Charter
for the City of Portland.”

Amend said Bill by adding at
the end the following referendum:

‘Referendum; effective date;
certificate to Secretary of State.
This act shall take effect 90 days
after adjournment of the Legisla-
ture, only for the purpose of per-
mitting its submission to the legal
voters of the City of Portland at
the next general election therein
to be held in December, 1961. For
the purpose of such election, the
city clerk shall reduce the subject
matter of this act to the following
question: “Shall ‘An Act Providing
for a Revised Charter for the City
of Portland’, passed by the 100th
Legislature, be approved?” The
voters shall indicate by a cross or
check mark placed against the
words “Yes” or “No” their opinion
of the same. This act shall take
effect for all the purposes hereof
immediately upon its acceptance
by a majority vote of the legal
voters voting at said election; pro-
vided the total number of votes
cast for and against the acceptance
of this act at said election equaled
or exceeded 20% of the total vote
for all candidates for Governor in
said city at the next preceding
gubernatorial election.

The result of such election shall
be declared by the municipal of-
ficers of the City of Portland and
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due certificate thereof shall be
filed by the city clerk with the
Secretary of State.’

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of section 6 of
Article VIII.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Kellam.

Mr. KELLAM: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I hate to
burden the House two consecutive
days with a similar matter, but in
order to clarify whatever misun-
derstanding that may have existed
yvesterday, I wish at this time to
submit House Amendment “A”
which is the stock referendum
clause attached to the charter bills
as turned out by the Legal Affairs
Committee.

The charter revision that has
been proposed takes care of many
minor things, but also deals with
several matters which have been a
considerable controversy in the
City of Portland over the last sev-
eral years. In order to clarify my
position as to the fact that there
are some major changes being
made, as you may be aware from
the previous session of the Legis-
lature, during the last session we
had considerable trouble as to the
school board in the City of Port-
land and as to who can appropriate
funds for school purposes. This
charter revision clarifies the law
in this respect in that it relegates
the final responsibility solely to the
City Council. This I consider in
the light of the fact that there
has been considerable uncertainty
in the past, a decided change.
Also, among other things it in-
creases the power of the city man-
ager of the City of Portland. It
places in the city manager broader
appointive powers and ‘allows him
greater leeway in the removal of
other officials, Basically the old
charter provided that the depart-
ment heads would be appointed by
the city council, and that the other
members—the sub-heads or other
members of the department would
be appointed by the City Man-
ager with the consent and confir-
mation of the council.

The new bill removes a number
of department heads from the ap-
pointment by the city council and
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places them under the city man-
ager with confirmation powers in
the council. It takes all of the
sub-heads and places them solely
under the city manager with no
control by the city council. And in
the matter of the removal, the bill
itself uses the exact same termi-
nology in both bills stating that
the removal from office will be by
the appointive power, and at first
glance it might indicate that
there’s no change, but since the
designated appointive power has
been changed previously in the bill
obviously the removal power has
been changed also.

Now this may be desirable to
have a stronger central municipal
government, but if so I believe
that the people of the City of
Portland should be allowed to vote
for this in the referendum. As I
have stated previously, in our pre-
vious charter revision in 1945, the
matter was submitted to referen-
dum and all previous charters
prior to that time were submitted
to referendum, as far as I know.
In my two sessions’ experience
with Legal Affairs Committee, we
have never submitted a revised
charter without putting a referen-
dum on it. A charter went through
from the City of South Portland
a few weeks ago very similar to
this— similar type content, and
that was submitted to referendum
without any problem. And I am at
a loss to understand why certain
people absolutely refuse to consent
to the submission of this charter
to the people in Portland. As far
as I am concerned, I refuse to
abrogate my responsibility to the
City of Portland by the request of
certain administrative officials.
And therefore, it is my hope that
this bill will be turned out with a
referendum provision.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Berry.

Mr. BERRY: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
May I have your indulgence for
a few minutes again today. As
you know, yesterday I pointed out
that this bil had much considera-
tion. Public hearings were held on
the bill, both parties were repre-
sented in the drafting of the bill,
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in the initial referendum, one of
them being a Democrat—a Demo-
crat was chairman of the Demo-
cratic committee, the other being
a Democratic House member, and
members of the Republican party.
As we pointed out yesterday the
City of Portland charter now has
a valid local initiative referendum
ordinance adopted in compliance
with the Constitution of the State of
Maine. This referendum is com-
pletely unnecessary. This is not a
new charter—this is simply a re-
write of the old charter with the
exception that the voting districts
are being equalized. Everyone fa-
vors the equalization of districts
so that each district will contain
approximately the same number of
voters. I have not heard a single
word in opposition to this neces-
sary change. The Citizens Commit-
tee composed of both Republicans
and Democrats unanimously ap-
proved the idea of equalization of
voting districts. Since this is the
only change and since this change
is not controversial, it seems to
me a totally unnecessary and use-
less gesture in the expense to have
a referendum. I now hope House
Amendment “A” is indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Briggs.

Mr. BRIGGS: Mr. Speaker, I on-
ly wish to state contrary to the
remarks that Mr, Berry, from Port-
land, just made that last week in
Portland I spoke to members of
the Charter Review Committee who
thought that when this bill was
going to be presented here it would
carry a simple referendum clause
in it. Now this amendment asks
for a simple referendum, and all
charter revisions reported out of
the Legal Affairs Committee this
session contained a referendum
clause. I don’t know why Portland’s
should be any different than any-
body else’s. If you believe in home
rule, you will vote for the amend-
ment. I know the citizens of Port-
land are asking for a chance to
vote on this charter bill. Regard-
less of any remarks made here,
there are quite a few changes in
this bill affecting Portland’s char-
ter, and the people who will be
ruled by this charter should have
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a chance to vote yes or no whether
they think these changes are neces-
sary.

The 1945 change as mentioned
before in Portland’s charter went
to a referendum, Therefore, I hope
that the motion of the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Berry, does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question before the House is the
motion of the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Berry, that House Amend-
ment “A” to L. D. 478 be indefi-
nitely postponed.

Mr. KELLAM: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I only wish
to point out that the amendment
asking for a referendum on this
bill has no bearing on the matters
that we discussed yesterday in re-
lation to the initiative referendum
procedures under the charter it-
self. This merely asks for the vote
at the next municipal election at no
increase in costs to the City of
Portland and as they have always
done in the past on this particular
bill, a simple yes and no vote. And
I would like to say just one thing,
I hope the members of the House
will correlate the information giv-
en by the opponents to this bill
in relation to the Charter Review
Committee. On one hand the op-
ponents have said that the Char-
ter Review Committee has met a
great many times, held large pub-
lic hearings, have worked long and
hard, have done a great deal of
work for this bill and made a
tremendous confribution to the City
of Portland, all of which may well
be true; but then at the other hand
they like to finish up their argu-
ment by saying that with all of
this great work having been done,
they have decided on a few minor
changes in the charter and there-
fore feel that no referendum is
necessary.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question? The
question before the House is the
motion of the gentleman {rom
Portland, Mr. Berry, that House
Amendment “A” to Bill “An Act
Providing for a Revised Charter
for the City of Portland,” House
Paper 326, Legislative Document
478, be indefinitely postponed and
a division has been requested.
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All those in favor of the motion
to indefinitely postpone, please
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
their count.

Sixty-five having voted in the
affirmative and forty having voted
in the negative, House Amend-
ment “A” was indefinitely post-
poned.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Knight.

Mr. KNIGHT: I would inquire if
the House has in its possession
item two that was enacted this
morning, An Act relating to the
Inspection of County Jails.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair would advise the gentleman
that this paper is in possession of
the House.

Mr. KNIGHT: I was informed by
the Attorney General’s Department
that there is a series of serious
typographical errors in the last
paragraph of this act. I have an
engrossed copy here in front of
me, and one of the errors is that
the S was left off Commissioners,
and as it is now, it is wholly in-
operable. And corrections should
be made, and I would at this time
request that we reconsider our
action whereby we enacted it —
have the bill then lie on the table
and if the members of the com-
mittee involved would seek out the
Attorney General’s office the —

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

The SPEAKER: Is the gentle-
man making a tabling motion?

Mr. KNIGHT: I cannot table it
until we reconsider it. I am mak-
ing a reconsidering moticn. I
would do so at this time.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Knight, moves
that the House reconsider its ac-
tion of today whereby it enacted
L. D. 1518, “An Act relating to
Inspection of County Jails.” Is it
the pleasure of the House that the
House reconsider its action where-
by it passed this bill to be en-
acted?

The motion prevailed.
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Mr. KNIGHT: I now move that
this lie upon the table for one day.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Knight, moves
that this Bill be tabled until to-
morrow pending passage to be en-
acted. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
wishes to compliment the gentle-
man from Pittsfield, Mr. Baxter,
for his usual excellent perform-
ance as Speaker pro tem.

(Applause)

Upon request of Mr. Bragdon of
Perham, the following matters were
removed from the Special Appro-
priations Calendar and placed be-
fore the House:

An Act relating to Second Injury
Fund and Vocational Rehabilitation
under Workmen’'s Compensation
Act (S. P. 37) (L. D. 79)

Resolve in favor of Elude Can-
tara of Biddeford (H. P. 43) (L.
D. 84)

Resolve in favor of the Town of
Minot (H. P. 58) (L. D. 99)

Resolve Increasing Pension of
Merle Merrill of Montville (H. P.
104) (L. D. 144)

Resolve Reimbursing Certain Mu-
nicipalities on Account of Property
Tax Exemptions of Veterans (S.
P. 100) (L. D. 245)

Resolve Authorizing Completion
and Printing of a Digest of the Opin-
ions of the Law Court (H. P. 184)
(L. D. 280)

Resolve Appropriating Funds for
the Perambulation of the Maine -
New Hampshire Boundary Line (H.
P. 185) (L. D. 281)

Resolve to Reimburse Edward M.
Healy for Repairs to Androscoggin
Lake Dam (H. P. 232) (L. D. 346)

An Act to Incorporate Baring,
Washington County, into an Organ-
ized Plantation (H. P. 280) (L. D.
394)

Resolve in favor of Maine Society
of the Sons of the American
Revolution (H. P. 291) (L. D. 443)

Resolve to Reimburse the Town
of Woodland for Aid Extended to
Ronald Tirrell (H. P, 294) (L. D.
446)

Resolve to Reimburse the Town
of New Sweden for Aid Extended
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Ronald Tirrell (H. P. 295) (L. D.
447)

Resolve Reimbursing Town of

Weston for Aid Extended to Hen-
ry Lee (H. P. 299) (L. D. 451)

An Act Revising Statutes Regulat-
ing Branching and Consolidations
by Banks (H. P. 459) (L. D. 659)

Resolve in favor of Levite Pel-
letier of St. David (H. P. 463) (L.
D. 663)

Resolve Increasing State Pension

for Mrs. Katie Libby of Charles-
ton (H. P. 530) (L. D. 728)
Resolve Reimbursing Town of

Exeter for Aid Extended to Mrs.
Virginia Smith (H. P. 580) (L. D.
800)

Resolve to Reimburse Town of
Bristol for Aid Extended to Charles
Maines (H. P. 582) (L. D. 802)

Resolve Increasing Pension of
Martha Morey of Shirley Mills (H.
P. 626) (L. D. 843)

Resolve to Increase Retirement
Benefit for Chaplain T. Greene of
Princeton (H. P. 632) (L. D. 849)

An Act Increasing Salary of Sec-
retary of State (S. P. 384) (L. D.
1194)

An Act relating to Notice to Mu-
nicipal Officers Prior to Filing
of the State Valuation (H. P. 905)
(L. D. 1239

An Act Providing for Repair and
Maintenance of State-owned Dam
on Dead River, Androscoggin Coun-
ty (H. P. 1128) (L. D. 1555)

Resolve in favor of Walter Lanoue
of Limerick (H. P. 1134) (L. D.
1565)

Thereupon, the Bills were passed
to be enacted, Resolves finally
passed, all signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

Upon request of Mr., Bragdon of
Perham, the following matter was
removed from the Special Appro-
priations Calendar and placed be-
fore the House:

Finally Passed.
Emergency Measure

Resolve Appropriating Moneys
for Spruce Budworm Control (H. P.
183) (L. D. 279)

This being an emergency
measure and a two-thirds vote of
all the members elected to the
House being necessary, a division
was had. 113 voted in favor of
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same and none against, and accord-
ingly the Resolve was finally
passed, signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

Upon request of Mr. Bragdon of
Perham, the following matter was
removed from the Special Appro-
priations Calendar and placed be-
fore the House:

An Act Making Mandatory the
Reporting of Blindness to Health
and Welfare Department (H. P.
805) (L. D. 1119)

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr, Berman.

Mr. BERMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It is now,
as best we can ascertain, non-
existent, I have talked with the
sponsor of the bill, the gentlemen
who are involved with the Amer-
ican Medical Association, and
people who are involved and in-
terested in aid to the blind or-
ganizations, and no one has any
objections. I would therefore move
that the Bill and its accompanying
papers be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The question
now before the House is the motion
of the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Berman, that L. D. 1119 be
indefinitely postponed. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the
Bill was indefinitely postponed and
sent up for concurrence.

Upon request of Mr. Bragdon of
Perham, the following matter was
removed from the Special Appro-
priations Calendar and placed be-
fore the House:

An Act relating to Sales of Dis-
continued Items of Liquor in State
Stores (S. P. 436) (L. D. 1308)

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Norway,
Mr. Chapman.

Mr. CHAPMAN: Mr. Speaker, 1
would appreciate the indulgence
of the House in laying this on the
table until tomorrow pending an
amendment which is being drafted
and which I have not yet—

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Chapman, moves
that L. D. 1308 be tabled until to-
morrow pending passage to be
enacted. Is this the pleasure of the
House?
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Mr, Lacharite of Brunswick then
asked for a division,

The SPEAKER: All those in
favor of the tabling motion please
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A division of the House was had.

Seventy-six having voted in the
affirmative and ten having voted
in the negative, the motion to table
prevailed.

Upon request of Mr. Bragdon of
Perham, the following matter was
removed from the Special Appro-
priations Calendar and placed be-
fore the House:

An Act relating to Tattooing (H.
P. 1067) (L. D. 1468)

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House that this
Act shall be passed to be enacted?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Bristol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: Mr. Speaker, I
would like a little explanation on
this, I just wonder why we have to
raise a thousand dollars for this
—maybe I should know but I don't.

The SPEAKER: The gentle-
woman from Bristol, Mrs. Sproul,
has asked a question through the
Chair of anyone who may choose to
answer.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr. Gill,

Mr., GILL: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to point out that this was the
price tag that they felt would be
necessary to enforce this new
regulation, which is intended to
put out of business the tattoo
artists that come in around pay
day and they will set up around
your service personnels such as
Brunswick, Presque Isle and var-
ious places. At the time this bill
was presented in committee, we
were shown documents and the
pictures of the type of work that
a lot of these artists do, and we all
felt that we would be much better
off if we could control them to the
point where they won’t be able to
exist. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
njzes the gentleman from Albion,
Mr. Cooper.

Mr. COOPER: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask a question
through the Chair.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. COOPER: Whether or not a
thousand dollarg will accomplish
very much in preventing this
tattooing business? It seems to me
it’s a pretty small sum to police
the State of Maine; maybe it's
enough, I don’t know. I would
think if we were going to have any-
thing we had ought to have a lot
more than that.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Albion, Mr. Cooper, has asked
a question through the Chair of
anyone who may choose to answer,

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr. Gill.

Mr. GILL: Mr. Speaker, I believe
that this license that would be re-
quired of tattoo artists, the type of
establishment they would have to
operate from would be enough to
prevent the carpetbaggers from
coming to Maine.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Port-
land, Mrs. Hendricks.

Mrs. HENDRICKS: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: This
involves a health hazard and the
Department of Health and Welfare
will administer this program, and
I Dbelieve they believe this is
enough for them.

Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be enacted, signed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Wal-
doboro, Mr. Waltz.

Mr. WALTZ: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: With refer-
ence to item 4 at the top of page
2 of the calendar, in view of the
fact the sponsor of this bill was
unavoidably detained, I would ask
that the House rescind its action in
order to permit the proponents of
this bill an opportunity to speak
in favor of it.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Waldoboro, Mr. Waltz, moves
the House reconsider its action of
earlier in the day whereby it
adopted the “Ought not to pass”
Report of the Committee on High-
ways on Resolve Authorizing
State Highway Commission to
Study Feasibility of a Bridge
Across the Damariscotta River,
Senate Paper 285, L. D. 886. All
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those in favor of reconsideration
please say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being doubted
by the Chair, a division of the
House was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Au-
burn, Mr. Turner.

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, Mrs.
Sproul wasn’t here this morning;
this was her bill and maybe I
didn’t pay much attention, I acted
a little quick and she didn’t have
a chance to defend the bill, so 1
would be in favor of giving her a
chance. It don't amount to nothing
anyway, but I would be in favor
of giving her a chance.

Thereupon, a division of the
House was had.

Ninety-four having voted in the
affirmative and none having voted
in the negative, the motion to re-
consider did prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from
Bristol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: First,
I would like to thank my colleague
from Waldoboro, Mr. Waltz, for
asking for this reconsideration. I
appreciate Mr. Turner’s comment;
I don’t know whether I should
thank him or not. This bill as a
matter of fact is not my bill, but
it was presented by the Senator
from Lincoln County, Mr. Chase.
This happens to be a matter in
which the Boothbay Harbor people,
particularly are interested in. The
Bristol people some. We have
things in common. We are both
engaged in the summer business
and the lobster business and I can
testify to the great distance around
because every time that I have
gone campaigning it has taken me
all day, whereas if we had the
bridge it would be a fairly simple
matter.

This provides for a survey and
we had hoped, and have talked sev-
eral times with the Highway De-
partment, we had hoped that
they could make a survey for a
reasonable sum. They say that it
will cost $7,500, and I asked them
if they couldn’t take a look across
the river and come somewhere near
but they say they can’t, they can’t
come within two or three million
without a study. This is a matter
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that we are interested in and I
don’t know as I agree with Mr.
Turner, but I would hope that the
recommendation of the Commit-
tee’s ought not to pass Report is
not accepted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Noble-
boro, Mr. Hancock.

Mr. HANCOCK: Mr, Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I never thought that I would have
to oppose my charming seatmate
in any matters pertaining to Lin-
coln County. As a rule we’re all
one big happy family, but this sur-
vey on this bridge wouldn’t be much
benefit to the county as a whole.

Now in the last few years, the
Highway Commission has built
highways on -—- both highways
leading from Damariscotta
to Boothbay and from Damariscotta
to the Bristol area which this
bridge would connect. On the Bris-
tol side they’ve spent $934,000, and
on the Boothbay side $170,000, and
I know that they have other pro-
grams in view, are studying other
programs to build in the future.
Now I think if we look
back a mite over the state we will
find that when bridges were built
it was probably due to the fact
that they had a ferry that wouldn’t
take care of the traffic and of
course we all agreed that a bridge
would be the proper thing. All of
these towns have a very nice high-
way to them and the—of course
this survey I understand would cost
from eight to ten thousand dollars.
The bridge, 1 believe as near as
they can figure, might go as high
as three million. There’s quite a
lot of boating on the Damariscot-
ta River, and if the bridge ever
was built it would certainly have
to be a high level bridge as several
yachts have quite a high mast.

Now 1 feel that—if I thought
that this bridge if it was ever built
would Tbenefit Lincoln County
as a whole, I would be wholeheart-
edly in favor of it, but as the situa-
tion is now, it would only remove
income from one part of the coun-
ty to the other, and I hope as
the highway committee saw fit to
bring this out unanimous ought
not to pass, I hope that their deci-
sion prevails and when the vote is
taken I request a division.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Bris-
tol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: I move that the
resolve be substituted for the re-
port.

The SPEAKER: The question
now before the House is the mo-
tion of the gentlewoman from
Bristol, Mrs. Sproul, that the Re-
solve be substituted for the Re-
port. A division has been request-
ed. Is the House ready for the
question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Turner.

Mr, TURNER: I haven't got
much to say on this deal except
that it’s one of those bills that you
have before your committees that
half of the people in that section
are for it and half are against it,
so I don’t think that we ought to
pass anything until they all agree
and find out what they want.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Free-
port, Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: Being on the Committee
that put this out unanimous ought
not to pass, there were one hun-
dred and eighty letters from the
people of that district where the
bridge would be Dbuilt—if the
survey and everything went
through. One hundred eighty let-
ters protesting against any such
thing, and there were four for it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Waldo-
boro, Mr. Waltz,

Mr. WALTZ: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen: I had rather
a flowery dissertation prepared in
opposition to this bill. My good
friend Mr. Turner takes the words
right out of my mouth. Seriously,
I represent the northeastern sec-
tion of Lincoln County. With the
exception of one particular town
in my district, I have heard no
one express an idea or a wish
either pro or con for this partic-
ular bill. The one town, Newcastle,
that has expressed some interest
more or less unanimously went on
opposition to the bill. I certainly
concur with the report of the
committee that it ought not to
pass.
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The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is the motion of
the gentlewoman from Bristol, Mrs.
Sproul, that the House substitute
the Resolve for the Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Bristol, Mrs. Sproul.

Mrs. SPROUL: There is just one
thing I would like to say in all
fairness there may have been one
hundred and eighty letters sent to
the Highway Committee, but they
all stem from one source and I
know where this source is.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Noble-
boro, Mr. Hancock.

Mr. HANCOCK: I always forget
something when I am talking. With
the bridge, it really isn’t the whole
story. I think on the Bristol side
of the river there will probably be
a mile of road to build and main-
tain; on the Boothbay side, it would
go across an island I think its
called Fort Island, which I be-
lieve is owned by the YMCA and
I think they would run into quite
a lot of opposition and I think
there would be several miles of
highway to build there.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of
the gentlewoman from Bristol,
Mrs. Sproul, that Resolve Author-
izing State Highway Commission
to Study Feasibility of a Bridge
Across the Damariscotta River.
L. D. 886, be substituted for the
“Ought not to pass” Committee
Report. A division has been re-
quested. All those in favor of the
motion to substitute the Resolve
for the Report please rise and re-
main standing until the monitors
have made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Twenty having voted in the af-
firmative and seventy-two having
main standing until the monitors
did not prevail.

Thereupon, the “Ought not to
pass” Committee Report was ac-
cepted and sent up for concur-
rence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
would like to remind the House
that we would like by Friday to
have all matters before us taken
care of, and it may be necessary
that we hold a session in the after-
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noon on Friday—it may or may to comment upon that activity to
not. If so, we hope that you will take place this evening.

make arrangements to be with us (Off Record Remarks)

until we are up to the chalk-line _

on Friday. On_ motion of Mr. Baxter of
Perhaps there is somebody from Pittsfield,

the committee here at this time on Adjourned until 9:00 o’clock to-

the Mock Session who would like morrow morning.





