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SENATE 

Thursday, May 18, 1961 

Senate called to order by the 
President. 

Prayer by Rev. Phillip G. Palmer 
of Randolph. 

On motion by Mr. Edgar of Han
cock, Journal of yesterday was 
Read and Approved. 

Papers From the House 
Joint Order, Relative to Printing 

of Legislative Record in Pam
phlet Form. <H. P. 1160) 

Comes from the House Read and 
Passed. 

In Senate, Read and Passed in 
concurrence. 

COMMUNICATION 

Augusta, Maine 
May 16, 1961 

To the Honorable Senate and 
House of Representatives: 

Pursuant to House Joint Order 
<H. P. 127) I herewith submit the 
Report of the Joint Select Com
mittee to Study the Disposition 
of Facilities at Hebron. 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) GILMAN B. WHITMAN 

House Chairman 

Comes from the House, read and 
placed on file with Accompanying 
Report. 

In Senate, read and placed on 
file with Accompanying Report, 
in concurrence. 

Conference Committee Reports 
The Committee of Conference on 

the disagreeing action of the two 
branches of the Legislature on 
Bill, "An Act Relating to the In
spection of County Jails." (S. P. 
504) (L. D. 1518) reported that the 
Senate Recede and Concur with 
the House in passing the Bill to be 
engrossed, As Amended by House 
Amendment "A" (Filing No. H-
177) 

Comes from the House read and 
accepted. 

In the Senate, that Body voted 
to recede and concur. 

Non-concurrent Matters 
Resolve, Closing Hayden Brook, 

Somerset County, to All Fishing. 
<H. P. 244) (L. D. 358) 

In House, March 15, finally 
passed. 

In Senate, May 12, Indefinitely 
Postponed. 

Comes from the House, that 
body having insisted and asked for 
a Committee of Conference. 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Carpenter of Somerset, the Senate 
voted to adhere. 

The PRESIDENT: The Chair 
notes in the Senate Chamber the 
son of one of our fine Senators and 
it gives the Chair pleasure at this 
time to introduce to the Senate, 
Norman Ferguson, Jr., son of Sen
ator Ferguson of Oxford County. 
Will Norman please rise? (Ap
plause) 

It is a pleasure to have you 
with us. 

Bill, "An Act to Transfer North
ern Maine Sanatorium to Central 
Maine Sanatorium." (S. P. 311) (L. 
D. 899) 

In Senate, May 12, Committed 
to Committee on Appropriations 
and Financial Affairs. 

Comes from the House, majority 
Ought to pass report from the 
Committee on Health and Institu
tional Services accepted, in non
concurrence, and the bill passed 
to be engrossed, in non-concur
rence. 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Edmunds of Aroostook, the report 
was read and accepted, the bill 
read once, and on further motion 
by the same Senator, the bill was 
tabled pending assignment for sec
ond reading and especially as
signed for Tuesday next. 

Bill, "An Act Relating to In
terest Rate for Licensed Small 
Loan Agencies." (S. P. 392) (L. D. 
1258) 

In Senate, May 10, Indefinitely 
Postponed. 

Comes from the House Ought to 
pass Report Accepted in non-con
currence, and the Bill Passed to be 
Engrossed As Amended by Com
mittee Amendment "A" in non
concurrence. 

In the Senate, on motion by 
Mr. Chase of Lincoln, tabled pend
ing consideration. 
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Bill, "An Act Relating to State 
Retirement Benefits for Teachers." 
(S. P. 204) (L. D. 537) 

In Senate, April 11, Passed to be 
Engrossed, As Amended by Senate 
Amendment "A" in concurrence. 

In House, May 17, under sus
pension of rules, Passage to be En
grossed Reconsidered, and Adop
tion of Senate Amendment "A" 
Reconsidered, Senate Amendment 
"A" Indefinitely Postponed, and 
House Amendment "A" Adopted 
(Filing No. H-298), and Passed to 
be Engrossed As Amended by 
House Amendment "A" in non
concurrence. 

In the Senate, on motion by 
Mr. Marden of Kennebec, tabled 
pending consideration. 

Bill, "An Act Relating to 
Amount of State Retirement Bene
fits for Teachers." (S. P. 205) (L. 
D.538) 

In Senate April 11, Passed to be 
Engrossed, As Amended by Senate 
Amendment "A" (Filing No. S-101) 

In House, April 13, Passed to be 
Engrossed, As Amended by Senate 
Amendment "A" in concurrence. 

Comes from the House, May 17, 
Adoption of Senate Amendment 
"A", Reconsidered. 

Senate Amendment "A" In
definitely Postponed in non-con
currence. 

House Amendment "A" Adopted 
(Filing No. H-297) and Passed to be 
Engrossed, As Amended by House 
Amendment "A" in non-concur
rence. 

In the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
Marden of Kennebec, tabled pend
ing consideration. 

Bill, "An Act Revising the Laws 
Relating to Auctioneers." (H. P. 
1147) (L. D. 1579) 

In House, May 10, Passed to be 
Engrossed. 

In Senate, May 12, Passed to be 
Engrossed in Concurrence. 

Comes from the House, May 17, 
Pasasge to be Engrossed, Recon
sidered, under suspension of the 
rules. House Amendment "A" 
Adopted, and Passed to be En
grossed As Amended by House 
Amendment "A" (Filing No. H-
299) in non-concurrence. 

In the Senate, on motion by 
Mr. Farris of Kennebec, the Senate 
voted to recede and concur. 

The PRESIDENT: The Chair 
notes in the Senate Chamber 
another friend of the Senate, a 
lady who worked many, many years 
in the Senate offce and it gives 
the Chair pleasure to introduce 
Mrs. Inez Wing of Kingfield. Will 
Mrs. Wing please rise? (Applause) 

COMMUNICATION 

State of Maine 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Office of the Clerk 
Augusta 

May 17, 1961 
Honorable Chester T. Winslow 
Secretary of the Senate 
100th Legislature 
Sir: 

The Speaker of the House has 
appointed the following Conferees 
on the part of the House on the 
disagreeing actions of the two 
branches of the Legislature on: 

Bill, "An Act Relating to Chiro
practic Treatment Under Work
men's Compensation Law." (S. P. 
325) (L. D. 1000) 
Messrs. JONES of Farmington 

HUGHES of St. Albans 
MORSE of Oakland 

Respectfully, 
HARVEY R. PEASE 
Clerk of the House 

Which was read and placed on 
file. 

Senate Paper 
Approved by a majority of the 

Committee on Reference of Bills 
for Appearance on Senate Calen
dar. 

Bill, "An Act Relating to Def
inition of Dependent Child Under 
Aid to Dependent Children." (S. 
P. 559) 

Referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and Financial Af
fairs and Welfare, Jointly, and 
ordered printed. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

House Committee Reports 
The Committee on Appropria

tions and Financial Affairs on Re
solve, Providing for Promotion of 
Maine's Recreational Industry. (H. 
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P. 456) (L. D. 656) repDrted that 
the same Ought nDt tD pass. 

In the Senate, 'On mDtiDn by Mr. 
NDyes 'Of Franklin, the Ought nDt 
tD pass repDrt was accepted. 

The CDmmittee 'On State GDV
ernment 'On ResDlve, PrDpDsing an 
Amendment tD the CDnstitutiDn 
PrDviding fDr Annual Legislative 
SessiDns. (H. P. 72) (L. D. 114) 
repDrted that the same Ought nDt 
tD pass, as cDvered by 'Other Legis
latiDn. 

(On mDtiDn by Mr. LDvell 'Of 
YDrk, tabled pending acceptance 
'Of the repDrt; subsequently re
mDved frDm the table and Ought tD 
pass repDrt read and accepted,) 

Majority-Ought Not to Pass 
Minority-Ought to Pass with 
Committee Amendment "A" (Fil
ing No. H-290) 

The MajDrity 'Of the CDmmittee 
'On LabDr 'On Bill, "An Act PrD
viding that EmplDyment Shall nDt 
be CDnditiDned UpDn Membership 
Dr NDn-membership in a LabDr 
OrganizatiDn." (H. P. 999) (L. D. 
1459) repDrted that the same Ought 
tD pass. 

(Signed) 
SenatDrs: 

MAYO 'Of SagadahDc 
EDMUNDS 'Of ArDDstDDk 
COUTURE 

'Of AndrDscDggin 
Representatives: 

HANCOCK 'Of NDblebDrD 
WINCHENPAW 

'Of Friendship 
BROWN 'Of SDuth PDrt
land 
THAANUM 'Of WinthrDp 
JOBIN 'Of RumfDrd 
BOISSONNEAU 

'Of WestbrDDk 
The MinDrity 'Of the same CDm

mittee 'On the same subject matter 
repDrted that the same Ought tD 
pass with CDmmittee Amendment 
"A", 

(Signed) Representative HARDY 
of HDpe 

CDmes frDm the HDuse, RepDrts 
and Bill Indefinitely PDstpDned. 

In the Senate, 'On mDtiDn by Mrs. 
Christie 'Of ArDDstDok, tabled un
til later in the day, pending ac
ceptance of eUher report. 

Order Out of Order 
Mr. NDyes of Franklin present

ed the fDllowing 'Order and mDved 
its passage: 

ORDERED, that a message be 
sent to the House of Representa
tives proposing a cDnvention of 
both branches of the Legislature 
tD be held forthwith in the Hall 
of the House for the purpose of 
extending to His Excellency Gov
ernor John Reed and his guest, 
the Honorable Ted C. GDrmell, 
National Commander of the Vet
erans of Foreign Wars, and his 
'Official party an invitation to at
tend the convention and address 
to the same such remarks as either 
the Governor or his guest may be 
pleased to make. 

The Secretary conveyed the mes
sage. 

Subsequently a message was re
ceived from the House, through 
Harvey Pease its Clerk, that the 
House concurred in the recent 
propDsal of the Senate for a J Dint 
Convention to be held fDrthwith 
in the Halls of the House for the 
purpose set forth in the message. 

The Senate retired to the House 
of Representatives for the Joint 
CDnvention. 

(For proceedings of Joint Con
ventiDn see HDuse Report) 

In the Senate 
The Senate was called to order 

by the President. 

Senate Committee Reports 
Ought Not to Pass 

Mr. Noyes from the Committee 
on State Government on Recom
mitted Resolve, Proposing an 
Amendment to the Constitution to 
Permit the Term of GDvernDr to 
Coincide with That of the Presi
dent of the United States. (S .P. 
360) (L. D. 1093) reported that the 
same Ought not tD pass. 

Which repDrt was Read and Ac
cepted. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

Mr. WYMAN from the CDmmit
tee on Towns and Counties on Re
committed Bill, "An Act Establish
ing Fees to be Collected by Reg
ister 'Of Probate." (S. P. 447) (L. 
D. 1399) reported that the same 
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Ought to pass in New Draft (S. 
P. 533) (L. D. 1571) 

On motion by Mr. Wyman of 
Washington, tabled pending ac
ceptance of the report. 

Second Readers 
The Committee on bills in the 

second reading reported the fol
lowing bills and resolves: 

Bill, "An Act Permitting Sale 
of Liquor for One Hour After Mid
night." (H. P. 828) (L. D. 1143) 

Which was read a second time. 
Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. 

President, as I mentioned yes
terday and in keeping with my 
word, through error I had lost 
Senate Amendment A to Com
mittee Amendment A and now I 
present that amendment and move 
its adoption. 

The Secretary read Senate 
Amendment A to Committee 
Amendment A. 

Mrs. CHRISTIE of Aroostook: 
Mr. President and members of 
the Senate, if the statements made 
yesterday are correct in regard to 
the amount of revenue which 
would be received over this period 
we would have quite a bit more 
sale of alcoholic beverages than 
we have today. The more sale we 
have, the more trouble we have. 
We have over thirty thousand al
coholics in the State of Maine to
day. Do we want to increase that 
number by increasing the sale of 
alcoholic beverages, because when 
we do extend the hours of sale 
we are giving more opportunity 
for people to indulge in alcoholic 
beverages. There are a great many 
borderline alcholics today who are 
not figured in that thirty-thousand 
who are in our state now. 

Perhaps you have heard me tell 
this before, but in the administra
tion of Alexander LeFleur, of all 
the murders committed, and 154 
murders were committed during 
his term of office 123 of those had 
liquor involved in the murder. 

We find that we have much 
greater aid to dependent children, 
due to broken homes, broken by 
liquor. 

Since I have been in this term 
of the legislature, two alcoholics 
have died in the town of Presque 
Isle, one by his own hand, the 

other we don't know how but he 
was found down by the railroad 
tracks. Both those men were un
der sixty years of age. I don't 
say that extending the hours of 
sale would cause a person to com
mit suicide or be found dead down 
on the railroad tracks but I do 
say this: That when we extend the 
hours of sale we are extending the 
opportunity to drink, and when 
we do that we are endangering 
people and causing the great pos
sibility of more alcoholism. 

We have a great many Alcoholics 
Anonymous, people who have come 
to the end of their rope and real
ize that, and because they realize 
it they have g:me to this group and 
have been reclaimed. Those peo
ple cannot touch liquor at all. If 
they did they would go back into 
alcoholism again. 

I believe that we in the State 
of Maine should do everything we 
can to protect these people, every
thing we can to protect those who 
are weaker. We have plenty of 
trouble with liquor as it is now and 
I believe the more we broaden 
the sale of liquor the more trouble 
we will have. And so I move the 
indefinite postponement of this 
bill and ask for a division. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Pres
ident and members of the Senate, 
I think the good Senator from 
Aroostook, Senator Christie, is 
taking a rather pessimistic attitude 
on this bill. It is a very incon
spicuous bill allowing something 
that is already being done during 
Daylight Saving Time from May 
until the first of October. I can't 
speak for Aroostook County, they 
might be a little bit different down 
there, but in York County we very 
seldom find a person intoxicated. 
Actually in my own particular 
community there is almost never 
an arrest for drunkenness. Now 
I don't know how many alcoholics 
there are in my town there but 
there are very, very few, and I 
would question her statement of 
thirty thousand alcoholics in Maine 
and in fact, I would question her 
definition of an alcoholic. I could 
see that probably there would 
be thirty thousand alcoholics, if 
a person is an alcoholic who takes 
a cocktail once a week. We may 
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even have SQme in this very il
lustrQus BQdy here that might dO' 
that Qn QccasiQn, but neverthless 
I have talked with perSQns in Qther 
cQunties and I think that as a 
whQle we have very few Qf this 
type Qf perSQn in Maine. We may 
get a certain amQunt, they have 
them everywhere in the cQuntry 
but we alsO' have peQple that are 
sick in Qther ways - mentally sick 
and certainly nQt thrQugh alcQ
hQlism. 

FQr SQme time I have thQught 
alcQhQlism CQuid PQssibly be cut 
dQwn by jQint meetings Qf the 
A.A. and the W.C.T.U. I think this 
WQuid be a tremendQus advantage. 
I think that this bill is a gQQd bill 
because it simply makes it fair 
and even by permitting the sale Qf 
cQcktails in Class A restaurants 
and in hQtel lQunges and private 
clubs until Qne Q'clQck and as I 
mentiQned yesterday it dOles nQt 
permit sale in the malt beverage 
shops. I think the gQQd SenatQr 
has mQved fQr a divisiQn. 

The PRESIDENT: The questiQn 
is Qn the mQtiQn Qf the SenatQr 
frQm ArQQstQQk, SenatQr Christie, 
that that bill and all accQmpanying 
papers be indefinitely PQstpQned; 
a divisiQn has been requested. 

A divisiQn Qf the Senate was 
had. 

Thirteen having vQted in the 
affirmative and seventeen QPPQsed, 
the mQtiQn to' indefinitely PQst
PQne did nQt prevail. 

ThereuPQn, the Senate vQted to' 
recQnsider its fQrmer actiQn where
by it adQpted CQmmittee Amend
ment A. 

Senate Amendment A to' CQm
mittee Amendment A was adQpted, 
Committee Amendment A as 
amended by Senate Amendment 
A was adQpted, and the bill as 
amended was passed to' be en
grQssed. 

Sent down fQr CQncurrence. 

Bill, "An Act Relating to' Sunday 
Sales Qf LiquQr by HQtels and 
Clubs." tH. P. 830) (L. D. 1145) 

Mr. MAYO Qf SagadahQc: Mr. 
President I present Senate Amend
ment A and mQve its adQptiQn. 

Senate Amendment A was read 
and adQpted. 

Mrs. CHRISTIE Qf ArQQstQQk: 

Mr. President and members Qf the 
Senate, Sunday sale will simply 
bring mOire liqQur Qn the rQad, 
and fQr that reaSQn I mQve the 
indefinite PQstpQnement Qf the bill 
and its accQmpanying papers. 

Mr. MAYO Qf SagadahQc: Mr. 
President and members Qf the 
Senate, I feel that it is time the 
State Qf Maine became aware Qf 
the fact that we are sUPPQsed to' be 
a prQgressive state, especially dur
ing the vacatiQn season, the sum
mer. We are in terrific cQmpeti
tiQn with the State Qf New Hamp
shire and the State Qf VermQnt fQr 
Qur tQurist dQllar and tQurist trade. 
The State Qf New Hampshire and 
the State Qf VermQnt have a law 
gQverning the sale Qf hard liquors 
similar to' this amendment which 
I have prQPosed. I am nQt gQ
ing to' say it will bring in a lQt Qf 
mQney to' the Treasury Qf the 
state because I dO' nQt knQw that it 
will, but at least it will give the 
tQurists whO' enter the State Df 
Maine frQm Qther states, the idea 
that we welcQme them and want 
them in Qur state and that we are 
gQing to' dO' what we can to' make 
their stay pleasant and enjQyable. 

All my bill dOles is to' allQw a 
Class A restaurant Qr a hQtel which 
has a restaurant to' serve cQcktails 
with Sunday dinner. The hQurs 
are frQm Qne Q'clQck in the after
nQQn until eight at night. NO' Qne 
can gO' intO' Qne Qf these dining 
rQQms and Qrder hard liquQr Qr 
a cQcktail withQut Qrdering a min
imum Qf Dne dQllar in fQQd per 
perSQn at the table. 

The cDunty Qf YQrk which is 
clQse to' New Hampshire has a very 
hard prQblem during the summer 
mDnths. The simple reaSQn is that 
just Olver the Kittery bridge in 
New Hampshire there are several 
fine restaurants which are Dpen fQr 
the sale Qf liquQr frQm Qne to' 
eight Q'clQck Qn Sunday. The peQ
pIe whO' are spending their va
catiDns in the YQrk area Qn Sun
day will get intO' their cars and 
mDve DUt Olver the New Hampshire 
bridge intO' New Hampshire fQr 
their Sunday dinners. It is nQt 
very gQQd fQr the hQtel Qwners 
dQwn there to' see this happening. 

I am nQt intrQducing a piece Qf 
legislatiQn which in any way is 
gQing to' be detrimental to' the 
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State of Maine. I think it is a 
progressive step. I think it is a 
step forward if we are going to 
call ourselves the Vacationland of 
the State. I personally feel that 
the ordinary person who goes out 
on Sunday for dinner, takes his 
family with him. He takes his 
children with him, he takes his 
mother and father with him and he 
may take the grandparents with 
him. The ordinary person who 
goes to the dining room of one of 
these hotels on a Sunday possibly 
would like to have one cocktail 
before dinner. I think it is better 
that he go to the hotel for his 
cocktail and then have his dinner 
than to have it at home and drive 
his car on the road and then have 
his dinner. I certainly hope that 
the motion of the Senator from 
Aroostook, Senator Christie does 
not prevail. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, I would move for a division 
on this question but I would like 
briefly to read first from one of 
our great daily newspapers, the 
Bangor Daily News, which covers 
the upper part of the state - I 
don't see this paper very much 
but they tell me it is a very fine 
objective paper and on January 
24, 1961 they said, "L'aws that 
Don't Fit the Times" and they 
ended up, "There should be if 
anything a liberalization of the 
Blue Laws and legalization of 
liquor sales after one P.M. on 
Sundays. All of the States in 
New England but Maine do this." 
I now move for a division. 

Mr. PIKE of Oxford: Mr. Presi
dent, we have two very fine un
dertakers here with us and I hate 
to say anything that might hurt 
their business but we all know 
that Sunday drinking does help the 
undertakers an awful lot. I am 
going to stand with Senator Chris
tie on this one. 

Mr. MAYO of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, reference to certain cate
gories of business I don't think is 
in line with this bill. I have been 
very careful during the session 
of the Senate not to refer to any
one as to what their particular 
business is. If this is an attempt to 
spoil a good piece of legislation 

by bringing in remarks, I do not 
appreciate it. 

I want to say again that this 
bill in no way will do any harm to 
the state and when the editorial 
writers realize that the State must 
wake up and do something in order 
to push ourselves ahead and claim 
that we are The Vacation State in 
New England, we have got to act 
like a Vacation State. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
is on the motion of the Senator 
from Aroostook, Senator Christie, 
to indefinitely postpone the bill 
and all its accompanying papers; 
a division has been requested. 

A division of the Senate was had. 
Six having voted in the affirm

ative and twenty-three opposed, 
the motion did not prevail. 

Thereupon, the bill as amended 
was passed to be engrossed, in 
non-concurrence. 

Sent down for concurrence. 

Bill, "An Act Relating to Travel 
Allowance for members of the 
Legislature." m. P. 53) (L. D. 94) 
Lucerne-in-Maine Village Corpor
ation to Construct Dam and Fish
way on Phillips Lake." m. P. 1161) 
(L. D. 1601) 

Resolve, Closing South Brook, 
Piscataquis County to All Fishing. 
m. P. 241) (L. D. 355) 

Which were Read a Second Time 
and Passed to be Engrossed in 
concurrence. 

Resolve, Appropriating Moneys 
to Provide for National Advertising 
for Maine's Recreational Industry 
(S. P. 1) (L. D. 1) 

Mr. SAMPSON of Somerset: Mr. 
President on Item 7-6, I move for 
indefinite postponement. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, I might ask through the 
Chair of the Senator from Somer
set, Senator Sampson realizes this 
bill - this is not the trading stamp 
bill - may I ask through the Chair 
was he here yesterday? 

The PRESIDENT: The Sena
tor from York, Senator Lovell, 
asks a question through the Chair 
of the Senator from Somerset, 
Senator Sampson, may answer if 
he wishes. 

Mr. SAMPSON of Somerset: Yes 
Mr. President. 
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Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, I ask for a division. I'll have 
to get my material out again if 
we are going to debate this. I 
move for a division. 

Mr. SAMPSON of Somerset: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, it is inconsistent with good 
business to dump one million dol
lars on the DED which they have 
not even requested and have made 
no provision for and they wouldn't 
know what to do with it at the 
present time. It would take 
them a considerable number of 
days to train men to handle this 
advertising. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, as I understand it, I think 
Senator Sampson does a great deal 
of advertising in his own particular 
business, and I think he knows and 
appreciates the good of advertising 
as does everyone in this Senate. 

I think without question, the De
partment of Economic Develop
ment can handle these funds if 
and when they should get them. 
I won't go into how much value to 
the State these funds will be but 
certainly it is going to be tremen
dous. It will increase our business 
so much that person after person 
will hardly be able to handle their 
business in the summer time. The 
statistics so prove, as has shown 
in other states and if DED can't 
handle it then certainly we can 
get officers in DED who can handle 
it because this amount of money is 
much less than is spent in many 
states such as New York, Florida, 
New Jersey, California, Michigan 
and many others and certainly 
Maine needs this with our present 
economy. 

Mr. PORTEOUS of Cumberland: 
Mr. President, a point of inform a
ation in relation to this, might be 
in relation to the handling of the 
funds. Whether the Department 
is equal to the job of handling this 
extra amount of money to be 
spent. The Department of Eco
nomic Development does business 
through a professional advertising 
firm and this firm I am sure is 
physically capable of handling any 
extra money that was to channel 
through it. Probably the number 
of different kinds of ads might not 
be great but I am sure that the 

size of the ads would most cer
tainly be larger and placed in more 
nationally circulated magazines 
and in more newspapers. It would 
be increasing, stepping up and 
broadening the present recreation
al advertising. 

These advertising agencies are 
certainly used to handling accounts 
of a million or more dollars. 

Mr. SAMPSON of Somerset: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, it seems that Senator Lov
ell of York was one of the strong
est objectors to an increase in the 
Sales Tax. If you pass this you are 
well on your way to an increase 
in the sales tax at the present 
time. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, I hate to differ with the good 
Senator from Somerset, Senator 
Sampson, but this is the reason we 
won't have to increase the sales 
tax. If we take sufficient money 
and spend it on tourism and it 
brings back the average that Maine 
has had of $16 for every dollar 
spent, that in itself would bring 
back six times more money in 
direct taxes to the state. So if this 
money is taken from the surplus 
it is increased a year from now 
by at least ten or twelve times. 
For instance the State of North 
Carolina has a complete supple
ment in the New York Times, of 
twenty pages which cost some $50,-
000 but you can't measure the ad
vantages that have come to the 
State of North Carolina both in 
industrialism and tourism. You 
can't put a supplement in the New 
York Times with its tremendous 
circulation, for peanuts. And Life 
magazine I understand is $15,000 a 
page but these things bring results. 
It has been proven. So naturally 
I am against the sales tax since I 
am in a border County but these 
are the reasons, tourism and in
dustrial development where if we 
go out and spend some money we'll 
get it back ten times over. 

I think any businessman or and 
lady in business who is in this 
Senate will agree with me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS of Aroostook: 
Mr. President, I am a business man 
I hope - whether a good one or 
a poor one is immaterial at this 
time. However, I believe this bill 
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came out of the Appropriations 
Committee unanimously Ought not 
to pass. Personally I have a good 
deal of respect for the members 
of that committee, especially the 
three members of the Senate and I 
certainly hope the motion of the 
Senator from Somerset, Senator 
Sampson prevails. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President, I was opposed to the 
passage of this L. D. in its first 
reading yesterday. I now favor 
indefinite postponement and it cer
tainly is not for the reason that I 
am opposed an increase of ex
penditure for national advertising 
of our recreational facilities, but 
I do feel as does the Senator from 
Aroostook, that we should keep 
our financial measures in an order
ly fashion, presented in an orderly 
way, and that any increase for use 
through the Department of Ec
onomic Development for this 
particular purpose properly be
longs in the supplemental budget 
and not in a legislative document 
where we are taking one million 
dollars from unappropriated sur
plus. If we are to do the job in
teUigently and properly by expend
ing our funds for national adver
tising we shouldn't merely be look
ing to the next year or the next 
biennium but should be looking to 
future years. And the supplement
al appropriation is where this be
longs regardless of the doUar 
amount. For this reason I support 
the motion of the Senator from 
Somerset, Senator Sampson. 

Mr. MARDEN of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, one hundred years from 
now men will smile when they 
think of the debate today in the 
State of Maine as to whether or 
not we should spend a million 
dollars to promote a hundred mil
lion dollar opportunity. The Gal
lup poll recently stated that Maine 
ranks third among the states east 
of the Mississippi in vacation pref
erences of the people of the United 
States. Of the eastern states, Flor
ida was first, New York was sec
ond, Maine was third, The edi
torial from which I am reading says 
further, "Considering the relative 
pittance Maine spends to promote 
and develop her recreational re-

sources, our national image as a 
vacation state is rather comfort
ing." On a nationwide basis Maine 
is eleventh, eleventh among fifty. 
Results of the Gallup poll on the 
basis of vacation preferences. Here 
are the states ahead of Maine: Cal
ifornia, Hawaii, Florida, Alaska, 
New York, Colorado, Arizona, 
Washington, Texas, Oregon, then 
comes Maine, then comes the rest 
of the nation. It is with comfort 
and encouragement that I am 
standing to oppose the motion of 
the Senator from Somerset, Sen
ator Stanley. 

Mr. DAVIS of Cumberland: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, I hadn't intended to speak 
on this bill again but I do rise to 
concur with Senator Farris of Ken
nebec. The proper place for this 
appropriation is in the supplement
al budget and I call to your at
tention that this can be added to 
that budget by amendment and 
can be tied down for any purpose 
that you so desire by the language 
used in the amendment. I hope 
the motion of the Senator from 
Somerset, Senator Sampson will 
prevail. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, I appreciate the attitude ex
pressed by the Appropriations 
Committee and I know they are 
cognizant of the importance of 
bringing in new business and new 
money to the State of Maine. I 
appreciate the remarks of the good 
Senator from Cumberland, Sen
ator Davis. Possibly at the present 
time this state would rather not 
do too much business in the next 
biennium as to tourists. It would 
be too much of a shock if we 
doubled our tourist business and 
certainly I wouldn't want to have 
the merchants overburdened too 
heavily with business so I would 
like to amend this bill to cut down 
the appropriation and to have it 
transferred to the supplemental 
budget, so I would move to table 
this for the purpose of amendment 
and if I can prepare the amend
ment later in the day I will have 
it ready then. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President, not debating the tabling 
motion but might I inquire through 
the President of the Senate, of the 
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SenatQr frQm YQrk SenatQr LQvell, 
as tQ whether he WQuid nQt be 
just as willing tQ present his 
amendment tQ the supplemental 
budget SQ that we can clear the 
dQcket 'Of an unnecessary L. D.? 

The PRESIDENT: The SenatQr 
frQm Kennebec, SenatQr Farris 
PQses a questiQn tQ the SenatQr 
frQm YQrk, SenatQr LQvell, and 
that SenatQr may answer if he 
wishes. 

Mr. LOVELL 'Of YQrk: Mr. Presi
dent, a simple bit 'Of legislatiQn 
rather puzzles me at times and I 
haven't studied it very thQrQughly 
SQ if it WQuld please the Senate I 
WQuld rather make the amendment 
separately. 

Mr. SAMPSON 'Of SQmerset: Mr. 
President, I ask fQr a divisiQn 'On 
the tabling mQtiQn. 

A divisiQn 'Of the Senate was had. 
Thirteen having vQted in the 

affirmative and seventeen QPPQsed, 
the mQtiQn tQ table did nQt pre
vail. 

Mr. NOYES 'Of Franklin: Mr. 
President, I mQve the pending 
questiQn. 

The PRESIDENT: The questiQn 
befQre the Senate is nQW 'On the 
mQtiQn 'Of the SenatQr frQm SQm
erset, SenatQr SampsQn, that the 
bill be indefinitely PQstpQned. 

A divisiQn 'Of the Senate was had. 
Sixteen having vQted in the af

firmative and fifteen QPPQsed, the 
mQtiQn prevailed. 

Bill, "An Act Creating a CQnsti
tutiQnal CQmmissiQn." (S. P. 498) 
(L. D. 1498) 

Bill, "An Act Establishing a Med
ical Care and Services PrQgram." 
(S. P. 558) (L. D. 1605) 

Bill, "An Act Relating tQ In
spectiQn 'Of MQtQr Vehicles." (S. 
P. 309) (L. D. 897) 

Bill, "An Act Revising Laws 
Relating tQ Barbers and Hairdress
ers." (S. P. 556) (L. D. 1603) 

Which were Read a SecQnd Time 
and Passed tQ be EngrQssed. 

Sent dQwn fQr CQncurrence. 

ENACTORS 
The Committee on Engrossed 

Bills reported as truly and strictly 
Engrossed the following Bills: 

Bill, "An Act tQ Amend the 

Charter 'Of the City 'Of Bath." (H. 
P. 680) (L. D. 958) 

Bill, "An Act Relating tQ Main
tenance 'Of Cemeteries in UnQrgan
ized TerritQry." (H. P. 1008) (L. 
D. 1409) 

Bill, "An Act Establishing Edu
catiQnal Requirements fQr Insur
ance Agents and BrQkers." (H. P. 
1080) (L. D. 1488) 

Bill, "An Act Relating tQ the Dis
sQlutiQn 'Of CQrpQratiQns." (H. P. 
1143) (L. D. 1575) 

(On mQtiQn by Mr. BQardman 'Of 
WashingtQn tabled pending pas
sage tQ be enacted.) 

Bill, "An Act Relating tQ Inven
tQry 'Of Tax Exempt PrQperty by 
AssessQrs." (H. P. 1152) (L. D. 1586) 

Bill, "An Act Relating tQ the 
Pine Tree State FQrest PrQducts 
CQuncil." (S. P. 546) (L. D. 1590) 

Bill, "An Act Classifying Certain 
Waters in SalmQn Falls-Piscataqua 
River Watershed (H. P. 1013) (L. 
D. 1414) 

Mr. LOVELL 'Of YQrk: Mr. Presi
dent, in regard tQ Item 8-3, Bill, 
"An Act Classifying Certain Wa
ters in SalmQn Falls-Piscataqua 
River Watershed, since this bill 
came 'Out 'Of the tQwns 'Of Berwick 
and SQuth Berwick as well as 
North Berwick sQmewhat, have 
been greatly cQncerned. 

I had a meeting with the Water 
CQmmissiQn, several members, and 
with the gQQd SenatQr whQ is 
chairman. We all feel that it is 
essential fQr the tQurist business 
and alsQ fQr industrial develQpment 
tQ classify 'Our rivers in Maine. 
This particular cQmmunity, Ber
wick, and I might say YQrk CQunty, 
is a distressed labQr area with 22 
'Of 'Our 28 tQwns SQ classified by the 
United States Department 'Of 
LabQr. CQnsequently in 'Our vari
QUS cQmmunities we are very hard 
hit. 

The tQwn 'Of Berwick has sent me 
dQwn a specific nQtificatiQn signed 
by the five selectmen 'Of that tQwn, 
and they state: 

"We the undersigned feel it is 
'Our duty tQ the citizens 'Of Berwick 
and 'Our utmQst duty tQ the Prime 
Tanning CQmpany, 'Our majQr in
dustry, that we gQ 'On recQrd ask
ing fQr a deadline 'Of at least 
fifteen years tQ meet the require
ments 'Of the present bill nQW 
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pending before the legislature on 
classification of the Salmon Falls 
River. 

"Reasons: 
"We believe that such a program 

or project that constitutes such 
costs to the public and industry 
should be very carefully admin
istered, the time element should 
be considered to the utmost. "The 
price for freedom comes first and 
according to our President it has
n't reached its peak. 

"Education, which is costing 
more and more as time goes on, 
comes second in our minds. 

"General government depart
ment costs which includes a list of 
many essential duties to be per
formed comes third. 

"Then programs of the kind be
ing debated here comes next, with 
a time element of considerable 
length. Nobody is against improve
ment within reason if they can 
still have a dollar left to live on. 

(Signed) George A. Clement 
Chairman, Board of Selectmen 

Verne M. Brackett 
Jessee MacDonald 
Willis S. Webber 
Glenn E. Whitman 

Board of Selectmen" 
In a bill just passed, New Hamp

shire has agreed to classify the 
Salmon Falls-Piscataqua River on 
their side of the river. Their 
economy is much higher 'and much 
better than the economy of the 
Maine side. Now the Maine side, 
I feel sure, would like to classify 
this river but they do not feel 
they can do it in a matter of three 
to five years without possibly 
bankrupting the towns. They al
ready have a large budget and they 
wish to maintain their school de
partment as it has been, and the 
pay scale is fairly low in that area, 
and, as the selectmen say, they 
need money to live on. 

So I would like to present Senate 
Amendment "B" to this legislative 
document. 

The PRESIDENT: Does the Sen
ator from Y'Ork, Senator Love'll, 
care to make a motion to recon
sider our action whereby this bill 
was passed to be engrossed and 
ask that the rules be suspended? 

On motion by Mr. Lovell of 
York, under suspension of the 
rules, the Senate voted to recon
sider its action whereby the bill 
was passed to be engrossed. 

Senator Lovell then presented 
Senate Amendment ."B" and 
moved its adoption. 

Senate Amendment "B" was 
read by the Secretary. 

Mr. FERGUSON of Oxford: Mr. 
President and members of the Sen
ate: This is the second amendment 
we have to this L. D. 1414. 

The program 'Of the Water Im
provement Commission for up
g:mding has not been initiated with 
established time Umits ,in mind. 
There are several reasons for this. 
First 'Of all no schedule could fit 
the needs 'Of all householders mu
nicipalities, and industries inv,~lved 
in the program. It ,is essential in 
the case 'Of 'at Iea'st two villages 
that adequate sewerage collection 
be provided as soon as possible to 
alleviate health haz,ards and make 
possible the development of new 
areas for housing upon which the 
well being 'Of the community de
pends. A 'long period of com
pliance could delay this develop
ment. 

Secondly, this is ,an interstate 
program conceived within the 
frame,work of the New England 
Interstate Water Polluti'On Contr'Ol 
Commission. Maine's partner in 
the program is, of course, New 
Hampshire. The New Hampshire 
statute provides that classifications 
shaH be met in a period of not 
less than two y'ears Dr more than 
five, except in unusual cases where 
the New Hampshire agency is au
thorized to extend the time of com
pliance. It is the intention of the 
pollution control agencies of both 
states, if the classification becomes 
a fact, to meet and correlate a 
program which can be met and 
thus come up with similar upgrad
ing schedules. 

It has been verified with the 
New HampshireauthorHies that a 
B-1 classification (laws of the two 
states are nearly identical) has 
passed both legislative branches 
and been signed into law by Gov
ernor Powell. It has been fur
ther verified that no time exten
sions beyond the two to five year 
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period specified by law have been 
granted by New Hampshire and 
will not be except as the two states 
are able to synchronize their pro
grams. 

It is pointed out that all munici
pal clean-up projects covered in 
this group are small with simpLe 
planning and construction prob
lems. The Kennebec Basin £or 
which the Water Improvement 
Commission agreed to the feasi
bility of a time schedule differs 
considembly in its problems from 
the area under consideration. The 
planning required is more exten
sive and the obligations of several 
towns require multiple projects be
cause they involve more than one 
stream. The federal grant alloca
tions for use in Maine 'ltS well as 
state grant appropriations for aid 
in sewage treatment works con
struction are limited and several 
years will be required for the work 
to permit maximum grant par
ticipation. 

The Committee on Natural Re
saurces went aver this very 
tharoughly, we had a good hear
ing. There area few people in 
the towns af Berwick and Sauth 
Berwick that are opposed to' the' 
classification of the Salmon Falls
Piscataqua River but the great ma
jority of the peop1e in that area 
are far the classifiocatian because 
it will give ,them a beite'r incame 
from higher tax values on their 
property. 

I am sure that the Water Im
provement Commissian will give 
the necessary time to the industry 
in that area and alsO' to the mu
nic1palities, and I do not believe 
they have anything to' fear. 

In the past I may have been sus
picious of the Water Improvement 
Commissian myself, but over the 
y,ears they have done a very cam
mendable job in classifying and in 
enforcing the laws of the state, 
and they certainly have not cre
ated any hardship on any munici
pality. 

I therefore mave the indefinite 
postponement of the amendment 
which Senator Lavell has intro
duced. 

Mr. ERWIN of York: Mr. Presi
dent, the real reasons why the peo
ple from our area are in favar 

of this amendment is that informa
tion contained in the sheet just 
read by the Senatar fram Oxford, 
Senator Ferguson. That is, and I 
quate to' you from selfsame docu
ment: 

"The New Hampshire statute 
provides that classificatians shall 
be met in a periad of nat less 
than two years or more than five, 
except in unusual cases where the 
New Hampshire agency is authar
ized to' extend the time compli
ance." And it says further: "It 
has been further verified that no 
time extensians beyond the two to 
five period specified by law have 
been granted by New Hampshire 
and will nat be except as the two 
states are able to synchronize their 
programs." 

This is asking these small tawns 
an the Maine side of the Salman 
Falls-Piscataqua River boundary 
line to take a great deal on faith, 
and we, frankly, are not in a pasi
tion to take this an faith. 

The town of Berwick is a small 
town; it cannot possibly affard the 
$200,000 it is estimated that this 
is going to cost to clear it up; it 
cannot afford this $200,000 in two 
to five years, but give it a length 
of time and these men will wark 
something out with a slow and 
sensible financing methad. It is 
simply a question of whether or 
not the situation is different from 
what is in the rest af Maine be
cause it is an interstate boundary, 
and we do not want to be in the 
position of being forced to do 
things that we cannot affard to do 
rapidly by same arbitrary decision 
on the part of the State of New 
Hampshire. 

Everybady is against palluted 
rivers, there is no question here 
about not wanting to clean up 
rivers and not wanting to take 
sewage and other nastiness out of 
the streams in the State of Maine, 
but haw much can these little 
tawns afford to do? That is what 
is befare you today. It is whether 
or not these little tawns shall be 
forced to do this in a relatively 
short time, that is the issue in
volved in this amendment. We 
hope you will realize that places 
like Berwick must be legion 
throughout the State of Maine. 
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There is one industry in Ber
wick which is a tannery. Tanner
ies have a notoriously unpleasant 
waste. But if it were necessary to 
clean up the tannery's effluent 
the little town of Berwick in two 
to five years we do not know what 
the tax burden would be upon a 
little town that has not any other 
resources. We do not know what 
the burden would be upon the 
tannery at this point, but we do 
know it would be a crippling blow 
to the economy of one little town 
in Maine. Berwick is not the only 
one; this is just not the sentiment 
River, it is the watershed, if you 
will look at the bill, and that 
Berwick. North Berwick has two 
small industries which are putting 
effluent into the Great Works 
River. 

Granted it has all got to be 
cleared up sometime, these little 
communities are hard-put now to 
maintain what industry and what 
jobs they have. We would all 
like to see the salmon jumping in 
these rivers as they did when the 
Indians were here, but we submit 
to you that you cannot do it in 
two to five years. 

Mr. FERGUSON of Oxford: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate: I would like to refresh the 
memories of some of the members 
of the Senate who served here in 
1947 when we classified over four 
hundred streams in the State of 
Maine, and one of these was the 
interstate waters of the Saco River. 
At that time, coming from Oxford 
County, I was much concerned 
about the Baxter and the Burnham 
and Morrill companies operating in 
the Fryeburg area which were 
dumping stuff in the Saco River. 
There has not been any problem 
there. 

The Water Improvement Com
mission of New Hampshire and the 
Water Improvement Commission 
of Maine have worked out a pro
gram and they did extend the time, 
and the New Hampshire Water 
Improvement Commission will ex
tend the time. 

Last week we had with us Mr. 
Knox, from Boston, Executive Sec
retary of the State Water Improve
ment Commission. I am sure that 
his commission will cooperate fully 

with both states. Under the New 
Hampshire law there is no limit 
of five years; in many, many cases 
they have gone to ten or twelve or 
fifteen years in giving extensions 
to municipalities. 

As far as municipalities in this 
area are concerned we are well
guarded because we have two mem
bers on the Commission, one of 
them from York County, repre
senting the municipalities. 

I would like to call your at
tention to some figures on the es
timated cost to Berwick. The to
tal cost would be $380,000 and 
$100,000 would be available from 
federal and state aid grants, and, 
as you know, we have upped that 
another ten per cent. The annual 
service cost per family for Ber
wick is $78.30, South Berwick 
would be $30, North Berwick would 
be $30, Kittery, $34, so it is not 
going to be a burden, I am sure. 

I certainly hope that the Senate 
will go along with the indefinite 
postponement of this amendment. 
So far as water classification 
throughout the State is concerned, 
we will be coming back here in 
another two years, and if there is 
any undue pressure I certainly 
will be one, if I am back here, to 
introduce legislation to keep them 
in line. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, one more word. I would like 
to move for a division on this mo
tion, but before I do that I would 
just like to say: I know last week 
when I met with the good Senator 
from Oxford, Senator Ferguson, 
and the group that was with him, 
that I was and am definitely con
vinced of the necessity of classi
fication of the rivers of Maine and 
I am against pollution. However, 
in this particular instance, as Sen
ator Mayo mentioned last week, 
and various others, when I had 
this first amendment on, I had 
agreed not to argue or debate it, 
which I did not; but when the 
town of Berwick is so convinced 
- and I hate to differ with the 
good Senator Ferguson - but at 
the meeting when I suggested ten 
years to the head of the Water 
Commission, he said uNo, that is 
too long; it needs to be done in a 
maximum of five or six years." 
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Now it may be thirty dollars a 
year for sewerage for each resident 
in Berwick, but that is a lot of 
money over in Berwick, and it 
would handicap and cripple this 
town a great deal. 

I have all the respect in the 
world for New Hampshire, but 
they have a good deal more money 
than they do on the Maine side of 
the river because there are more 
industries and of course the state 
collects a good deal higher amount 
per capita on liquor, cigarettes and 
what not; they are a richer state 
and the cities along the border of 
the river are a good deal richer. 

So I would hope that the Senate 
would go along with this amend
ment to give this community the 
opportunity so they will not put 
themselves in bankruptcy and will 
not have a hardship and so their 
people may continue to eat and 
support their schools. 

Mr. CHASE of Lincoln: Mr. Pres
ident and members of the Senate: 
I wish someone would explain why 
they give a fifteen-year time limit 
on the big rivers of the State of 
Maine and only five to these little 
rivers down by the border. 

Just because New Hampshire 
wants it classified in a short time 
it does not seem fair, from what I 
know about this thing, that we 
should give fifteen years all over 
the state for the big rivers and 
come down here and pick on these 
little towns and give them only 
five years. Maybe I misunderstand 
the situation but from what I do 
know that seems very unfair. 

The PRESIDENT: The Senator 
from Lincoln, Senator Chase, poses 
a question through the Chair to 
any Senator who wishes to answer 
it. 

Mr. FERGUSON: Mr. President 
and members of the Senate: New 
Hampshire has a law but they have 
not enforced it. 

The reason for the fifteen-year 
period on the Kennebec, one of the 
major rivers, was in order to take 
care of federal funds, millions of 
dollars, say here in the City of 
Augusta. In order to take care 
of your state matching funds, I 
think we have $300,000 at the 
State level for pollution control for 
this next two years; there will be 

a like matching amount from 
Washington, from the federal gov
ernment; there has been a new bill 
just passed in congress where they 
are putting in an increase of fifty 
million to one hundred million for 
one year and Maine munIcipalities 
will get up to $800,000 under this 
new bill, or 30 per cent of the 
$800,000, whichever is the least; 
and in order for the state to pro
vide the matching funds they have 
got to have a long-range program 
on some of these major rivers, 
and that is why we wrote it in on 
the Kennebec River. 

I do not know whether that an
swers the question of the Senator 
from Lincoln, Senator Chase. But 
certainly the Salmon Falls-Piscat
aqua River is not going to be tied 
down to five years. You must re
member this two to five years is 
for preliminary work, planning and 
so forth, and the same applies to 
the Kennebec, if you read the bill, 
it is for preliminary work, plan
ning, engineering, the first phase. 
That is what we want in Berwick: 
it is just the preliminary plan
ning and so forth and we want to 
get them on the road to get the 
river cleaned up. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
be£ol'e the Senaite is on the motion 
of the Senator from Oxford, Sen
ator Ferguson, tha:t Senate Amend
ment "B" be indefinitely post
poned. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and memibers of the 
Senate: I cel'tainly 'appreciate the 
problem of many of our small. 
communities when we do com
mence upgrading our Istreams and 
the pollution that exists therein, 
but this is certainly not a sectional 
problem, this is a problem that 
we are going to have to face state
wide. I feel that the upgrading of 
our streams is an integral part 
of progress in this state and it 
cel'tainly is an integral p.al't of at
tracting new industry and having 
more favorable recreational facili
ties available. 

N ow the amendment would pro
vide a complete blanket for a 
fifteen-year period whereby the 
municipalities on this pal'ticul,ar 
river would not have to do any
thing. Now it would be one thing 
for us to say that here in the State 
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of Maine we are willing to slow 
down and not be pl'ogressive, but 
to now say that we are going to 
impede the progress which our 
sister State of New Hampshire 
wishes to' make wDuld be an even 
further step backward than I feel 
the citiz'enSDf the State of Maine 
would oare fDr us to take as a 
legislature. For that reason, I dO' 
sUPPDrt the mDtiDn for indefinite 
pDstpDnement, but if there was an 
amendment presented whereby we 
cDuld have a step increase prD
vided Dn this particular stream I 
wDuld be in support, possibly, of 
somethingalDng that line, but nDt 
a fifteen-year blanket e}CemptiDn. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Pres
ident, to' answer SenatDr Farris, 
that was my first amendment I did 
put in, fora step fDrm, making it 
over a periDd Df twelve years in
stead Df fifteen yeal'S as the Ken
nebec had it, and the Water Im
prDvement CDmmissiDn and the 
Natural ReSDurces CDmmittee 
were against it. They said, no, 
we dO' nDt want this step fDrm, we 
want to' le,ave it as it is with nO' 
step fDrm sO' we can enTDrce it 
just as fast as pDssible and clean it 
up at the same Pate that New 
Hampshire dDes. Then when I re
ceived many calls frDm many peD
pIe in Berwick, and certainly the 
five selectmen in Berwick represent 
that community---,they requested a 
maximum of fifteen years. But 
they are nDt gDing to' wait that 
time, they are going to' stal't on in 
right away, in fact they have 
'started laying SDme sewer,age pipe. 
They certainly are not gDing to' 
wait that IDng but they do nDt 
want to' have the bill cDllector 
breathing down their back or the 
Water ImprDvement Commi,ssion 
jumping on them every day. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the mDtion 
of the SenatDr from Oxford, Sen
ator Ferguson, that Senate Amend
ment "B" be indefinitely PDSt
poned. A divis,ion has been re
quested by the Senator from YDrk, 
Senator LDvell. All those in fa
vor of the mDtiDn Df the Senator 
frDm Oxfol'd, Senator Ferguson, 
will rise and stand until counted. 

A division was had. 
Nineteen having voted in the 

affirmative and eleven in the neg1a
tive, the mDtion prevailed and 
Senate Amendment "B" was in
definitely postponed. 

On motiDn by Mr. Fel'guson of 
Oxford the bill was p·as'sed to be 
engrossed and passed to be en
acted. 

Emergency 
Bm, "An Act to' Make Alloca

tiDns from the General Highway 
Fund fDr the Fiscal Years Ending 
June 30, 1962 and June 30, 1963." 
(S. P. 542) (L. D. 1589) 

On motiDn by Mr. Stanley of 
PenobscDt, tabled urutil Later in tD
day's sessiDn pending passage to' 
be enacted. 

Emergency 
Bill "An Act Increasing the Au

thDriz~d Indebtedness of the Lin
cDln Water District and Clarifying 
~ts Power to Borrow." (H. P. 
1139) (L. D. 1572) 

Which Bill, being an emergency 
measure,and having had the af
firma:tive vDte of 30 members Df 
the Senate, was passed to be en
acted. 

Orders out of Order 
Mr. Stilphen Df Knox preseruted 

the following order out of order 
and mDved its passage: 

ORDERED, the House concur
ring, that J oint Order rel~tive 
to' Legislative Research CommIttee 
study Df Collection of TDlls for 
Ferry Service for North Haven, 
Vinalhaven, etc., be recalled frDm 
the legislative files. 

The PRESIDENT: The Chair 
notes in the Senate gallery thirty
one students fmm the New SDuth 
BristDI EIementary g'chool, es
corted by their teaoher, MTs. 
Gwendolin Thompson. It is cer
tainly a pleasure to have this 
grDup Df sltudents with us. We 
hDpe that their stay is enjoyable 
and educatiDnal; we hope that you 
will visit the museum dDwnstairs 
and will visit the House across the 
corridDr. We hDpe that some day 
YDU will be sitting in the Senate 
Chamber or in the House reprre
senting the tDwn orCDunty in 
which you live. 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-SENATE, MAY 18, 1961 2205 

At this time I want to introduce 
to YDU the Senator from your 
County, Senator Chase from Lin
coln County. It is a pleasure to 
have this group with us. (Ap
plause) 

On motion by Mr. Wyman, out 
of order and under suspension of 
the rules, the Senate voted to take 
from the table Item 6-5, Senate 
Committee Report from the Com
mittee on Towns and Counties 
on recommitted bill, "An Act Es
tablishing Fees to be Collected by 
Registers of Probate," (S. P. 447) 
(L. D. 1390) reporting that the 
same "Ought to pass in New 
Draft" (S. P. 533) (L. D. 1571) 
which was tabled by that Senator 
earlier in today's session pending 
assignment for second reading. 

Mr. WYMAN of WashingtDn: Mr. 
President, this bill originally had 
a committee amendment which 
was mislaid somewhere along the 
way, and I now have had it re
produced as Senate Amendment 
"A". I offer Senate Amendment 
"A" and mDve its adoption." 

Senate Amendment "A" was 
read and adopted and the bill was 
tomorrow assigned for second 
reading. 

On motion by Stilphen of Knox, 
out of order and under suspension 
of the rules, the Senate ,,"oted to 
take from the table ,the 5th tabled 
and unassigned matter (H. P. 475) 
(L. D. 675) Bill, "An Act Requiring 
Public Utilities Commission Ap
proval of Rates for Ferry Service 
for North Haven, Vinalhaven, Isles
boro, Swan's Island and Long Is
land Plantation" which was tabled 
on March 31st by that Senator 
pending enactment, ,and on fur
ther motiDn by the same Senator 
pending enactment, and on further 
motion by the same Senator the 
bill was passed to be enacted. 

The Chair laid before the Sen
ate the first tabled and especi:aHy 
assigned matter, (S. P. 522) (L. D. 
1599) Bill, "An Act Helating to 
Operating Business 'On the Lord's 
Day and Certain Holidays," which 
was tabled on May 16th by 1!he 
Senator from Kennebec, Senator 

Farris, pending pasS'ag'e to be en
grossed. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and member,s 'Of the Sen
ate: The amendment which I am 
about to offer, being Senate 
Amendment "A" Filing S-200, is 
a two-page amendment, so I think 
it might be well if I just briefly 
explained that the amendment 
does not in any way alter the p'ro
visiDns of L. D. 1599 which is a 
redraft of all measures covering 
operation 'Of business both on Sun
days and on holidays. It does 
merely change the order 'Of some 
of the phraseology and it is felt 
that it makes it pDssibly a little 
more clear to a person in reading 
the particular law if it becomes 
enacted. 

The only substantive change in 
this amendment is that we have 
added as an exemption certain sea
sonal businesses, in other words, 
industries that are normally kept 
in continuous operation are ex'empt 
from closing on Sunday under the 
redrafted L. D., but now in the 
amendment we also add process
ing plants which handle agricul
tural produce and also products of 
the sea, so that these seasonal in
dustries might also legally remain 
'Open on Sunday as an exemption. 

At this time I offer Senate 
Amendment "A" and mDve its 
adoption. 

Senate Amendment "A" was 
read by the Secretary. 

Mrs. CHRISTIE of Aroostook: 
This seems to be my day. Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate: As far as I can see, this 
bill as it is written now with this 
amendment it takes care of al
most everything excepting perhaps 
one or two industries. I feel sure
ly it is not necessary for them to 
operate on the Lord's Day, and I 
feel that our law at present takes 
care of the situation well enough, 
so I move the indefinite postpone
ment of the bill and all accompany
ing papers. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the mo
tion of the Senator from Aroos
took, Senator Christie, that this 
bill and accompanying papers be 
indefinitely postponed. 
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Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate: Certainly in our Com
mittee on Legal Affairs we have 
had no measure on which we have 
worked that raises more problems 
and more difficulties, and there 
have been many, many times dur
ing the past weeks that I have 
been in complete accord with the 
statement of the Senator from 
Aroostook, Senator Christie. How
ever, it does seem that if we in
definitely postpone this measure 
and continue to utilize the law 
which is presently upon the books 
we are accepting a stand which is 
completely unrealistic, because we 
know that there are many busi
nesses which are staying open in 
violation of the law today, and 
even though the penalty is only 
ten dollars it certainly does not 
cope with the moral situation 
which exists whereby legitimate 
merchants, good business people 
for economic reasons, particularly 
in our coastal areas and resort 
areas, are compelled to keep their 
place of business open on Sunday 
and in violation of the law. I 
feel it is much better to provide 
an exemption for those businesses 
which we know, for their own ec
onomic welfare and for the ec
onomic welfare of the State of 
Maine, must remain open, to be 
legally permitted to so do. 

I might also point out that in 
this redraft much of the language 
of the previous law which is ab
solutely obsolete, such as traveling 
on Sunday and things of that 
nature, has been deleted and we 
have reduced it down in this re
draft merely to the proposition of 
keeping a place of business open 
on Sunday. In other words, a 
businessman can legally under 
this go to his office 'and work on 
Sunday, and the same with a pro
fessional man, provided that he 
does not have his place of busi
ness open to the public. 

It became very difficult to dis
tinguish as to whether a Sunday 
law was essential in the State of 
Maine - or I should say a Sabbath 
law, because we have a Sabbath 
law in Maine - was essential as 
a matter of morals or whether it 
is essential as a matter of the ec-

onomic welfare of the State of 
Maine; and I think that actually 
the problem is more or less a 
combination of both, and I do feel 
that this redraft is certainly a step 
in the right direction. I would 
be the first to say that it is far 
from perfect, but at least we are 
providing a more realistic penalty 
for businesses which do not have 
to stay open on Sunday to be faced 
with in the event they should de
cide to stay open. And of course 
the moral question is completely 
resolved as far as we of the Legis
lature are concerned: we are not 
legislating what is good morals 
for the people of the State of 
Maine in the various communities 
because under this measure the 
local community has the right to 
exercise a local option and de
termine that any or all businesses 
may stay open on Sunday. For 
that reason, admitting it is not 
perfect but stating that it is an 
improvement upon the existing 
law, I hope the motion for in
definite postponement fails and I 
request a division. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Presi
dent, as a member of the Recrea
tional Development Committee I 
received a good deal of corre'Spon
dence on ,this parUcular measure, 
and I would like to read one letter 
here from a Chamber of Commerce 
in Boothbay Harbor. They state: 

"The Boothbay Harbor Region 
Chamber of Commerce has re
cently directed me to convey to the 
Legal Affairs Committee our op
position to any Sabbath day leg
islation which would affect ad
versely the tourist recreational 
business. This area represents the 
largest gross volume tourist busi
ness in the state. The highest per
centage days for our businesses are 
Saturday and Sunday. Although 
we are lengthening each year the 
number of weeks in our season, 
let's face it: it is still extremely 
short. In order to justify the in
vestment that the people have in 
the resort business this state can 
ill afford to take away the right of 
doing business when the sun 
shines. In this short season the sun 
shines on Sundays. The constitu
tionality of such legislation will be 
an immediate question by Maine's 
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No. 1 industry should horse and 
buggy blue laws be forced on us. 
We urge the members of the leg
islature to separate lobby pres
sures from fact, thereby enabling 
this community to be realistic in 
its recommendations to the legis
lature." 

I personally feel that we should 
permit many of these things which 
are on this amendment that are 
essential, such as restaurants, taxi
cabs, airplanes and what not. I 
think this is good legislation and 
I ask for a division on the motion. 

Mr. SAMPSON of Somerset: Mr. 
President, in looking at the L. D. 
on this, I would like to direct a 
question to the Senator from Ken
nebec, Senator Farris. 

Who is going to determine, un
der the second paragraph, Section 
38, works of necessity? 

The PRESIDENT: The Senator 
from Somerset, Senator Sampson, 
poses a question through the Chair 
of the Senator from Kennebec, 
Senator Farris, and he may answer 
if he wishes. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President, the phraseology "works 
of necessity" and I believe "chari
ty" is also in that same phraseol
ogy, are words that have been in 
our statute ever since we were a 
state, as far as I can determine. 
This is a phraseology which has 
been subject to interpretation by 
the Supreme Court of the State of 
Maine, and for that reason it was 
felt wise to leave that same lan
guage in this bill. In specific 
response to your question, the 
court would be the one to make the 
determination. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the motion 
of the Senator from Aronstook, 
Senator Christie, that this bill and 
accompanying papem be indefin~ 
itely postponed. A division has 
been requested by the Senator 
from Kennebec, Senator Farris. 
All those in favor of the motion 
of the Senator from Aroostook, 
Senator Christie, will rise and 
stand in their plaee,s until counted. 

A divrsion was had. 
Fifteen having voted in the af

firmatiVe and fourteen in the neg
ative, the motion prevailed. 

Mr. FARRIS: Mr. President, in 
view of the action in the House 
and where so much work has gone 
into this particular measure on the 
part of the Legal Affairs Commit
tee, I would request that this mat
ter be tabled for further explora
tory opportunities, and it might 
be that we could salvage some
thing which would be better than 
what we have on the books at 
present. 

The PRESIDENT: The Senator 
from Kennebec, Senator Farris, 
should be informed that his mo
tion would be to recDnsider. 

Mr. FARRIS: Mr. President, I 
would move that we reconsider 
our action solely for the purpose 
of placing this upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT: Would the 
Senator care to set a date? 

Mr. FARRIS: Yes, Mr. Presi
dent, one week from today. I 
might be able to take it off earlier 
than that. That is the only reason 
that I request that it be unas
signed. 

Mr. BROOKS of CumberIand: 
A point of order, Mr. President. 
Is the Senator from Kennebec, 
Senator Farris, in order to ask for 
reconsideration? He was on the 
opposite side when the vote was 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT: The point of 
the Senator from Cumlberland, 
Senator Brooks, is well taken. The 
Senator from Kennebec, Senator 
Farris, did not vote on the prev,ail
ing side. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Pres
ident, I did and I will ask that it 
be recDnsidered. 

The PRESIDENT: Did the Sen
ator vote on the prevailing side? 
I think the Chair recalls that you 
voted with Senator Farris. 

The PRESIDENT: Will the Sen
ator from Kennebec, Senator Far
ris, please approach the rostrum. 

Mrs. CHRISTIE of Aroostook: 
Mr. President, fDr the purpose of 
permHting Senator Farris to do 
what he would like to do, I move 
that we reconsider 'Our ,action 
whereby we indefinitely postpone 
this bill. 

Mr. EDGAR of Hancock: Mr. 
President, may I inquire of the 
Chair: is the motion to reconsider 
debatable? 
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The PRESIDENT: H is debat
able. 

Mr. EDGAR: Mr. President and 
members of the Senate: In view 
of the fact it is debatable, I would 
like to support very strong,ly the 
motion to reconsider. 

There is scarcely a member of 
this Senate who does not have one 
or more resort areas in the county 
which he or she represents. If this 
Ibill were to be indefinitely post
poned practically all of the busi
nes'ses in the resort areas which 
cater to tourists and vacationers 
in the summer time will be oper
ating illegally just as they have 
been for years under the present 
law. 

Now if anyone or any group 
were to undertake to enforce the 
present law, it not only would close 
up most of the stores in the resort 
areas and most of the businesses 
in the resort areas but it would 
bring about the consequent depriv
ing of a livelihood for the pro
prietors of those businesses who 
are good, legitimate local people in 
your communities and who de
pend for their all-the-year-round 
living on the income which they 
derive from the operation of their 
summer businesses, and, needless 
to say, the income derived from 
Sunday's business is probably the 
biggest single day's income out of 
the whole week. 

We have our choice here of 
either putting them out of busi
ness on Sundays, with the con
sequent tremendous loss of income 
which is vital to them, or making 
them operate Hlegally and hope 
that nobody will enforce the pres
ent law. So I cel1tainly strongly 
support the motion to reconsider 
on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the motion 
of the Senator from Aroostook, 
Senator Christie, that the Senate 
reconsider its action whereby this 
bill was indefinitely postponed. 
All those in favor of the motion 
,of the Senator from Aroostook, 
Senator Christie, will say aye; 
those 'opposed no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, 
the motion for reconsideration pre
vailed. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President, I now move that this 
bill lie upon the table unassigned, 
and I assure the Senate that I will 
remove it just as soo'n as all people 
who are interested can arrive at 
something in regard to it. 

The PRESIDENT: Is it the pleas
ure of the Senate that this bill be 
tabled unassigned pending pas1sage 
to be engrossed? 

The motion prevailed and the 
bill was so tabled. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 2nd tabled ,and especial
ly assigned matter, m. P. 13) (L. 
D. 32) Bill, "An Act Relating to 
Certain Standards for Nursing 
Homes," which was taMed on May 
17th by the Senator from Kenne
bec, Senator Farris, pending pas
sage to be engrossed. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate: This is the measure which 
was tabled yesterday and especial
ly assigned for today solely for 
the purpose of offering an amend
ment. The filing number is S-201. 

I might excplain that this amend
ment has the approval of the in
dividuals who were opposed to the 
amendment which was originally 
indefinitely postponed on motion 
by the Senator from Piscataquis, 
Senator Parker. 

In effect, this amendiment pro
vides that any pl'eviollsly licensed 
nursing home may have five pa
tients-presently they can haV'e 
only three-they may have five 
patients without having to con
form to the so-called code, which 
is a safety code providing for the 
installation of fire escapes, heat
resistant walls around furnaces and 
so forth, but that in the futur,e any 
nursing home which is to become 
lIcensed, if they have one or more 
patients other than arelatiV'e of 
the owner, they shall comply with 
the code. It does not in any way 
affect the action which has been 
taken upon the boarding 'Or lodg
ing homes and they now will be 
permitted, if this measure becomes 
law, to go from three to five boal1d
ers without having to conform to 
the code. 

Senate Amendiment "B" was 
read and adopted and the bill was 
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passed to be engrossed as ,amend
ed. 

On motion by Mr. Noyes of 
Franklin Recessed until 1:30 P. M. 

After Recess 
The Senate was called to order. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 1st tabled item (H. P. 
840) (L. D. 1155) House Report, 
Ought to pass from the Committee 
on State Government on bill, "An 
Act Increasing Number of Justices 
of the Superior Court"; tabled on 
March 29 by the Senator from 
Washington, Senator Cole pend
ing acceptance of the report; and 
the bill read once and tomorrow 
assigned for second reading. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 2nd tabled item (H. P. 
716) (L. D. 915) House reports 
from the Committee on Transpor
tation on bill, "An Act Relating to 
Speed of Commercial Vehicles and 
School Buses"; Majority Report, 
Ought to pass with Commitee 
Amendment A; Minority Report, 
Ought not to pass; tabled on March 
29 by the Senator from Aroostook, 
Senator Edmunds pending motion 
by Senator Stilphen of Knox to 
accept the Majority Ought to pass 
report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS of Aroostook: 
Mr. President, this is a bill which 
would increase the speed of trucks 
by ten miles an hour from fifty 
miles an hour at the present time 
on most of our main arteries to 
sixty miles an hour. N ow there 
are just one or two things I want 
to get off my chest in respect to 
this bill, then I am going to move 
the pending question. 

First, this bill is sponsored by 
the Governor's Highway Safety 
Committee. I appredate that the 
Governor's Highway Safety Com
mitee is a sacred cow and we can't 
criticise it but for the life of me 
I can't see how this bill in any way 
serves the public interest or in any 
way improves Highway Safety and 
I am somewhat amazed that the 
Governor's Highway Safety Com
mittee would sponsor legislation 
of this type. 

I think perhaps the only other 
thing I want to say on this bill is 
that it reminds me of a famous 
remark which was made by a 
lobbyist many years ago before 
a committee down here when he 
referred to a piece of legislation on 
which he was testifying and said 
it was perfectly good bill, it didn't 
harm anybody but the public. With 
that remark, I will bow to the 
Committee on Transportation and 
move the pending question. 

Thereupon, the Ought to pass 
report was accepted, the bill read 
once, Committee Amendment A 
read and adopted and the bill to
morrow assigned for second read
ing. 

At the invitation of the Presi
dent, the Senator from Franklin, 
Senator Noyes assumed the Chair. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 3rd tabled item (H. P. 
204) (L. D. 299) House report, 
Ought not to pass, from the Com
mittee on Legal Affairs on bill, 
"An Act Relating to Number of 
Members and Terms of Office of 
Boards and Commissions of City 
of Lewiston"; tabled on March 
31 by the Senator from Androscog
gin, Senator Couture pending ac
ceptance of the report; and on mo
tion by Mr. Farris of Kennebec, 
the bill was retabled. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 4th tabled item (S. P. 
161) (L. D. 407) Senate reports 
from the Committee on Education 
on bill, "An Act Merging Port
land University with the Univer
sity of Maine; Report A, Ought to 
pass; Report B, Ought not to pass; 
tabled on March 31 by the Senator 
from Cumberland, Senator Brooks 
pending acceptance of either re
port. 

Mr. BROOKS of Cumberland: 
Mr. President and members of the 
Senate, I believe this bill is a good 
bill because if passed it would of
fer to Maine a definite step for
ward in the field of higher edu
cation. The passage of 407 would 
assure this state of a college of 
Business Administration, a four 
year course, and a law school as 
an intregal part of the University 
of Maine. These two colleges with-
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in Portland University are valu
able to our economy and a tribute 
to the constant effort of many per
sons to widen the opportunities of 
young people of college age in 
Maine to acquire the type of col
lege education they require. 

Now, why is this merger bill 
good for the economy? Well, be
sides the delivery of trained men 
and women into our society, this 
merger if accomplished would of
fer quality education to our youth 
of Maine at what might be called 
bargain basement prices. Here we 
have a piece of property and an 
organization in good condition, in 
a high valued location with a net 
worth of over $55,000; and a stu
dent body consisting of 105 per
sons in the College of Business Ad
ministration and 30 persons in the 
Law School. In addition there 
are approximately 190 persons en
rolled in the adult education divi
sion. Portland University is an 
old school and has enjoyed great 
success in the area of Cumberland 
County and the southern part of 
the state and has delivered to 
Maine many fine and well trained 
persons. By this merger the uni
versity comes under the jurisdic
tion of our fine state university. 
I would only attempt in closing 
to convey these thoughts to you 
ladies and gentlemen. We are 
acquiring for the state university 
and our citizens here in Maine a 
fine school which by the merger 
can become an accredited and first 
class university with the two col
leges, business administration and 
law, and like all city colleges the 
services such as dormitories, sewer 
systems, power plants, police pro
tection, fire and so forth being 
provided by the city and not an 
additional expense to our educa
tion effort here in the state. 

I would conclude by stating that 
I am of the opinion that this 
merger would accomplish a fact 
that we here in the legislature are 
all striving for, and that is an 
efficient and economical expendi
ture of funds for education. 

With that, sir, I move that we 
accept Comittee Report A, Ought 
to pass, and I would request a 
division. 

Mr. BOARDMAN of Washington: 
Mr. President, 'as I look around the 

Senate Chamber, I realize that I 
am the only member of the Senate 
who is actually a graduate of Port
land University. I graduated from 
the school back in 1953 and I 
feel that it is well worth while 
that I stand on my two feet - I 
sometimes hesitate to do so - and 
explain to you that I believe that 
this is a good idea. At one time 
the University of Maine did have 
a law school, and as I understand 
it, our Portland University today 
derives its charter from the former 
University of Maine law school. 
Now this law school was associ
ated with the University of Maine 
up until I believe some time in 
early 30's when the enrollment 
dropped to the extent that there 
were no students - I think that 
was just prior to World War 2, 
then the school was discontinued. 
However, after the war the school 
was started again 'and at that time 
down in Portland. 

It is also my understanding that 
the Maine State Bar Association 
is in favor of this merger, the 
Cumberland County Bar Associa
tion is very much in favor of the 
merger. I would ask your support 
of Report A. 

Mr. MAYO of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, could I pose a question 
through the Chair to the Senator 
fro m Cumberland, Sen at 0 r 
Brooks? 

The PRESIDENT pro tern: The 
Senator from Sagadahoc, Senator 
Mayo poses a question to the Sen
ator from Cumberland, Senator 
Brooks, and that Senator may an
swer if he wishes. 

Mr. MAYO of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
President, I would like to ask the 
Senator from Cumberland, Senator 
Brooks approximately how much 
money is involved in this so-called 
transfer. In other words what is 
the State of Maine buying for 
encumbrances that now the Uni
versity of Portland has that we as 
citizens of the State if we buy this 
bill, will acquire as encumbrances. 
I am talking about bills, taxes due 
or anything of that sort. 

Mr. BROOKS of Cumberland: 
Mr. President, we would be receiv
ing total assets in the amount of 
$96,100. We would be receiving 
a mortgage of approximately $40,-
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000 on a building that has a real 
estate value modestly estimated to
day at $72,500. We would be buy
ing four buildings with a replace
ment value estimated at over one 
million dollars and we would be 
buying a going business, not one 
that is running in the red. Does 
that answer the question? 

Mr. BATES of Penobscot: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Scnate, I signed, with four others, 
the Ought not to pass report on 
L. D. 407. The Education Com
mittee had to look at this particu
lar document through the eyes of 
education, through the eyes of 
value to the area involved and the 
state as a whole. They had to 
look at the picture as legislators 
pitting the moneys now needed and 
anticipating the future as against 
other needs of the state. 

I believe that those who signed 
the Ought not to pass report went 
through these three stages in mak
ing their final decision. Looking 
at the situation entirely from an 
educational standpoint, the com
mittee felt that that was very meri
torious and I believe if that were 
the only factor, the report would 
have been 10 to 0 that it Ought to 
pass. On the angle of funds need
ed in this coming biennium, $125,-
000 and the future of the value of 
such a merger to the State of 
Maine, I believe the report might 
at that time have been something 
like 8 Ought to pass, and 2 Ought 
not to pass. As we studied this 
measure, it became increasingly 
obvious that the eventual price 
tag to attain accreditation and rec
ognized academic standing would 
be a huge one and there would be 
considerable expense involved in 
building alterations and improve
ments. So finally there were five 
that signed the Ought not to pass 
report, realizing that they must 
look at this matter as legislators 
either at that time in committee, 
or on the floor of their respective 
legislative bodies ,and vote as to 
the value to be received from 
moneys necessary for this project 
against utilizing the money for al
ready existing programs for the 
university's current operating ex
penses or some other educational 
need or many other vital state 
needs. 

This is where the signers of 
the Ought not to pass report found 
a major diflkulty. Portland Uni
versity's law school operates with 
a part time faculty. In order to 
obtain accreditation, it would have 
to be replaced with a full time 
faculty and a well paid full time 
faculty if it is to match the edu
cation offered by top quality law 
schools in operation no further 
away than the city of Boston, 
WOUld, we believe, be of quite 
some magnitude. 

It seemed to the signers of the 
Ought not to pass report that the 
law school proposals should be 
placed on file for the present. The 
University of Maine already has 
enough on its hands in the ex
pansion and improvement of ex
isting schools and so have the state 
taxpayers. 

Mr. DAVIS of Cumberland: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, I expect if I had any hill 
in here this session which I can 
call my pet bill, this is probably 
it. I hope that you can see your 
way clear to go along with me on 
it. Four years 'ago as a sponsor 
of the bill which established the 
Portland branch of the University 
of Maine, I stated that this branch 
would do more for the cause of 
education in southwestern Maine 
at a minimum cost than any bill 
we had before us and I believe 
that experience in the past four 
years has borne this out. This 
merger here would expand the pro
gram under the same minimum 
cost. 

This school is situated within 
commuting distance of at lea,st 
thirty per cent of the school pop
ulation of the state and I am 
thinking of those boys and girls 
who live near enough to this school 
so that they could&ttend and live 
at home, who might otherwise be 
unable to go to a school of this 
kind, ,and I hope that Y'ou will con
sider that. In addition in this par
ticular measure, we would be PI'O
viding busliness administration 
courses for adults and there are 
many in the Portland area that 
take advantage of this privilege. I 
hope, Mr. President and members 
of the Senate that you will support 
the Ought to pass report of the 
committee. 
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Mr. MAYO of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
Pl'esidentand members of the 
Senate, I think at this time, the 
Senate has got to realize that we 
are creating a two headed monster 
by this piece of legislation. I 
fully realize that the state must 
move ahead in the field of educa
tion. I think that the state is 
moving ahead in the field 'Of edu
cation within the realm of what 
the taxpayers of the state can pay. 

Two ~ears ago or four years ago 
the University of Maine in Port
land was established. It was a 
very fine idea. It is a good school 
as is, but I ask you, members 'Of 
the Senate, can we as taxpayers of 
the State affol'd two univel'sities in 
the State of Maine? We are doing 
all that we can at the present time. 
Weare scraping the bottom of the 
bane 1 so to speak to r'aise money 
to SUppOl'tour fine university in 
Orono. Weare supporting a good 
part of the universdty in Portland 
as it is but can we afford to add 
on this university of Portland? If 
the university in POl'tland is such 
a good, growing business, why we 
they so anxious to join wUh the 
University 'Of Maine so the tax
payers can absorb their financing? 

I teU you, gentlemen and ladies 
of the Senate, that ,this is a step 
which we cannotaffol'd to take. 
We must remember that we have 
taXipayers that send us up here to 
watch out for the money that we 
spend, and this is a step, definitely, 
which wiU lead us to larger ex
penditures two, four or six years 
frDm now. 

I certainly hope that the motiDn 
'Of the Senator from Cumberland, 
Senator Brooks, does not prevail 
and it is not because I have any 
animosity against the Univel'sity 
of Maine or against the sponsors 
of this bill. It is just that we can
not afford to build up this two 
headed monster and still !dve with
in oUl1selves. 

Mr. BROOKS 'Of Cumberland: 
Mr. President 'and members of the 
Senate this so-called two headed 
monst~r is a conscientious effort 
by responsible citizens in the State 
to bring tog'ether 'One university 
and make it a 'part of the large' 
state university for the purpose 'Of 
improving our educational system 

in the state. There are man~, 
many thousands 'Of children in the 
southern counties who cannot af
ford to go away to school and pay 
the necessary dormitory fees and 
tuition. This merger of Portland 
Univer'sHy, I state will not create 
any huge additional expense to the 
St!ate of Maine. It will not create 
a hardship on the people of Maine. 
The people of Maine want educa
tion and they want more eduoa
tion. I have sat 'On the Education 
Committee since the beginning of 
this session and if I received no 
other impression, I received this 
impression, that the people of 
Maine want quality education for 
their children. 

The merger would give to the 
citizens of Maine as I have stated, 
a much needed additional facility 
and that is, one, a college of busi
ness administration in an area that 
is heavily populated, ,an area that 
is strong in its business firms and 
it would also give to the state a 
law school which we could with 
minimum expense get accredited 
so its gmduates could compete in 
other states with those who gradu
ate from law schools 'Of national 
knDwledge. 

I don't like to have it referred 
to as a two headed monster by my 
good friend the Senator from Sag
adahoc, Senator Ma~o. As I said 
earlier, it is an effol't by many of 
us to attempt to give to Maine an 
upgrading of its educaHonal fa
cilities, and I think it is a good 
bill. 

Mr. PORTEOUS 'Of Cumberland: 
'Mr. President, since I come from 
the Portland area I think I know 
something about this pI'Opo'sition. 
I know the Chairman of the Board 
of Portland University very weU 
and he and I have discussed this 
many times and have probed into 
it. For some ~ears I have been on 
the advisory committee 'Of the 
Salvation Army which sold this 
particular facility to the Unive'I'
sHy of Portland and I know the 
high quality of the building. When 
they bought this they got a bar
g.ain. The Portland University to 
buy this building went out and 
raised some $60,000 Dr $70,000 or 
more. I believe it might have been 
more, from Portland area business 
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men, and this will be another di
rect plus g]ft to' the state. As far 
as nat being able to' afford this, 
whO' adds up to' the State af Maine? 
It is the peaple af the State of 
Maine. Our gaod friend, the Sen
ator fram Sagadahac, Senatar 
Mayo has said we can't afford 
this. I say we 'cannot affard nat 
to' have it. The peaple of this state 
that can get educatian this way at 
a cammuter college can afford 
higher and better educatian in this 
way, better than they can gaing to' 
a law schaal in same other state, 
or if you are talking af the busi
ness schaal here, of going out of 
town away fram their domicile, 
where they wauld have to' have all 
three meals away rather than just 
one, and have to' pay for darmitary 
expenses. I believe my oolleague, 
Senator Broaks has called this 
bargain basement educatian and 
I wauld call it a very gaad value. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and members af the Sen
ate, I fully realize this particular 
bill is by nO' means at the top of 
the priarity listing by the Uni
versity officials. However, there 
is nO' questian as has been stated 
previausly, that we wauld be ob
taining probably as good if not 
better dallar value by ,accepting 
this transfer than with many ather 
measures which are alsO' for better 
educatian in the state af Maine. 

This, like every other apprapria
tian measure will not have its final 
passage until the entire budget has 
been ,analyzed and we have made 
aur decisian as a legislature. I 
feel it wauld be very unfartunate 
to' defeat this particular bill now. 
I feel that it should be kept alive 
and then if at a later date we 
determine due to budgetary rea
sons that we cannat accept other 
pragrams which have a higher 
priority at the university, then this 
is one which we might well be 
able to' accept and still be making 
a gaad step farward for the bet
terment af education for the 
peaple thr'aughaut the State of 
Maine and I sincerely hape that 
at least far naw that this measure 
be kept alive-there is nO' way af 
keeping it alive thraugh the sup
plemental budget because the L. 
D. requires certain transfers of 

praperty and we wauld need the 
legislatianan the baaks in order 
to' accamplish it. Thus at this 
time I urg'e that we dO' keep this 
measure alive until we can con
sider it in relatian to' these mat
ters pertaining to' the University 
and that the Ought to' pass rep art 
be accepted. 

Mr. FERGUSON of Oxfard: Mr. 
President and membeDs of the Sen
ate, I rise in suppart of the ma
Honaf the Senatar fram Cumber
land, Senatar Br,aoks. I taO' see 
this as a very good investment. 
Combining the Partland University 
with the University af Maine cer
tainly would keep the fine law 
schaal and the busines,s admin
istration schaal at that university 
gaing. I am persanally acquainted 
with same of the trustees of both 
the University af Maine and the 
Partland University and they are 
all in favor of this merger. As 
the Senatars from Cumberland, 
Senatar Braoks and Senator Par
teous have stated, it is a case 
where we cannot afford to let this 
piece of legislation go by. We 
have a fine school here and cer
tainly a chance to expand and im
prave the facilities by combining 
them. I hope the Senate will go 
along with the motion of Senator 
Brooks of Cumber1and. 

Mr. MAYO of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
President and membeDs of the 
Senate, in relatian to the remarks 
in regard to having a commuter 
callege in this sectian of the state, 
in Portland, it is necessary be
cause sa many people need this 
type of cammute'r callege. We 
have twa cammuter calleges there 
naw. We have one supparted by 
the taxpayel's, known as the Uni
versity af Maine in Portland, and 
ane knawn as the POl'tland Uni
versity, which is a cammuter cal
lege. I ask yau why dO' we have 
to' combine these? If Partland 
University is such a fine callege 
and is so necessary asa commuter 
callege, why dO' we have to' cam
bine the twa and put the expense 
an to the taxpayers af the pea pie 
of the State of Maine? I would 
assume that the Cumberland-Yark 
area is large enough to' maintain 
these two separate colleges. That 
is ane of the big prablems we have 
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here in the State of Maine, our 
geographical location. We have 
five teachers colleg'es stretched out 
over the state and that is the rea
son we have to support five teach
ers colleges. We have three other 
c'Olleges beside the University of 
Maine in the state. Do we have 
to continue to grow in the Port
land area to where we are going 
to have another university down 
there over the years? I submit to 
you members 'Of the Senate, we 
just cannot afford this increase 
upon the taxpayers of the State of 
Maine. We have a very fine col
lege in Orono. I would hope that 
we would keep it a fine college. 
I would hope that we would con
tinue to support the University of 
Maine at Orono but I submit to 
you if we keep stretching the dol
lar biB between two places, one 
of these colleges is going to suffer 
and I certainly hope that the orig
inal college in Orono is not the 
one to suffer because a certain 
group want to start another col
lege in the southern part of the 
state. 

Mr. EDGAR of Hancock: Mr. 
President, if I may address a ques
tion through the Chair to anyone 
of the good Senators who has al
ready spoken on this, in looking to 
the future a little bit I would like 
to know have any estimates been 
made as to what degree this meas
ure would exp,and the necess'ary 
budgetary requests of the Univer
sity of Maine in future sessions of 
the legislature? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem: The 
Senator from Hancock, Senator 
Edgar, poses a question to any 
Senator who cares to answer. 

Mr. BROOKS of Cumberland: 
Mr. President, this biennium the 
cost factor is $125,000 for the 
most part to hire permanent in
structors and to upgrade the qual
ity of both the law school and the 
college of business administration 
so that we may receive accredi
tation. There would be money 
needed to develop the library; 
there are many books in the old 
law library that are available. As 
for the cost in years to come, it 
is difficult for me or anyone to 
make an estimate. It depends on 
how fast the trustees of the Port
land University wish to develop 

the law school and the college of 
business administration. It is not 
going to be any huge sum that 
the State of Maine can't afford 
because the State of Maine in my 
opinion can afford a lot more 
money toward education than it 
has spent in the past. I don't think 
that gave the good Senator from 
Hancock a good answer but I am 
unable to tell you exactly what 
it would cost. 

Mr. BATES of Penobscot: Mr. 
President, the reasons given to the 
committee, and I will read to the 
Senate parts of the proposal. The 
trustees and faculty in Portland 
University recognize that the in
stitution must gain recognized ac
ademic standing if it is to con
tinue to render effective service. 
This prompted them to initiate 
discussion with representatives of 
the University of Maine to con
sider the possibility of becoming 
a part of the University of Maine 
and thereby attain the goal which 
is essential if the institution is to 
gain the status necessary to its 
ultimate success. 

"In the discussions which the 
Trustees and Administration of the 
town institutions participated, it 
was agreed that if a merger of 
these two institutions is accom
plished, the following policies 
would be adhered to: 

"That the Law School and the 
School of Business Administration 
would be continued in Portland. 

"That full accreditation would 
be sought for all educational pro
grams offered by this institution." 

Then skipping down to the part 
of this proposal which particular
ly answers the question of the 
Senator from Hancock, Senator 
Edgar, they make no reference to 
alterations, building improvements 
and things of that nature, but they 
do say: "It is estimated that the 
costs of operating a fully accredit
ed law school for a maximum of 
100 stdents would require an an
nual appropriation of $150,000." 

At the present time they have 
thirty students there. I would 
hope that if this merger bill does 
go through that they would be able 
to raise their sights to 100 stu
dents. I do feel as though it is 
only fair at this time to introduce 
to your thinking, those of you 
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who may not have had this come to 
your mind, the thought that the 
New England Board of Higher 
Education which is working, which 
has arrangements with others of 
the five New England States, with 
respect to sending Maine students 
on a partial or complete tuition 
basis for higher education pur
poses to these other states where 
law schools are available. That 
sort of program would benefit 
the State of Maine at a minimum 
cost as compared to the antici
pated eventual cost of this particu
lar procedure. 

I now move, Mr. President, that 
the bill and accompanying papers 
be indefinitely postponed. 

On motion by Mr. Mayo of Sag
adahoc. 

A division of the Senate was 
had. 

Thirteen having voted in the 
affirmative and eighteen opposed, 
the motion to indefinitely post
pone did not prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tern: The 
question now before the Senate is 
on the motion of the Senator from 
Cumberland, Senator Brooks, that 
the Senate accept Report A Ought 
to pass. 

A division of the Senate was 
had. 

Eighteen having voted in the 
affirmative and eleven opposed, the 
motion prevailed, the bill was read 
once and tomorrow assigned for 
second reading. 

----
On motion by Mrs. Christie, 'Out 

of order and under suspension of 
the rules, the Senate voted to take 
from the table Item 6-3, bBl, "An 
Act Providing that Employment 
Shall not be Conditioned UPOllJ 
Membership or Non~membership 
in a Labor Organization" tH. P. 
999) (L. D. 1459) tabled by that 
Senator earlier in the day's ses
sion pending acceptance of either 
report; and on further motion by 
the same Senator, the Minority 
Ought to pass report was accepted 
and the bill read once. 

The Secretary read Committee 
Amendment A. 

Mr. EDMUNDS of Aroostook: 
Mr. President, I would inquire if 
a moUon to indefinitely postpone 
this measure would be in order at 
this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tern: It 
would. 

Mr. EDMUNDS of Aroostook: 
Mr. President, I feel just a little 
bit like a traitor standing up here 
and making the motion which I 
am about to make. I believe 
everybody in this Senate realizes 
that the sponsor of this bill comes 
from the county that I represent 
in the Senate and I know of a 
number of people who are my 
constituents in that county are 
very much in favor of this type 
of legislation. However, I also 
feel that I would be very much of 
a coward if I failed to stand up 
here today and say why I oppose 
this particular piece of legislation. 
And the choice between being a 
traitor and being a coward is not 
an easy one and I assure the Sen~ 
ate that I have done good deal 
of soul searching before I finally 
decided to sign this report as a 
member of the Labor Committe1e 
Ought not to pass. I did sign the 
Ought no,t to pass report and I 
did it for five reasons, which I 
would like to enumerate. 

First, to the best of my knowl
edge, while industry in the State 
of Maine does not actively oppose 
this legislation, neither does in~ 
dustry in the State of Maine sup
port this legislation at this time. 
And this legislation most vitally 
concerns industry. 

Secondly, to the best of my 
knowledge, the administration of 
the State of Maine, the Chief Ex
ecutive, a member of my party, is 
opposed to this legislation at this 
time. 

In the third place, the Com
missioner of Labor and Industry 
in the State of Maine, who should 
be cognizant of the problems in
volved in this type of legislation 
is opposed to it, and I think for a 
very sound reason. 

When this legislation was 
dropped in the hopper, she wrote 
her various counterparts in the va
rious states-I think there are 
seventeen of them that have leg
islation of this type on the books 
in their particular states, and al
most without exception the Com
missioners of the various states 
where they have right to work 
laws wrote back and said the law 
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had not .accomplished the purpose 
for which it was designed. 

In ,the fourth place there has 
been a good deal of argument ad
vanced to the effect that a right 
to work law enacted on our S'tat
utes would encourage industrial 
development here in the State of 
Maine. I do not think that is a 
valid argument and the reason I 
do not think it is a valid argument 
is that the man who I feel is in 
the best pDsition to assess the vali
dity of such arguments, 'Our own 
Commissioner of Economic De
velopment is too, opposed to this 
type of legislation, that it does not 
solve the problem as many of the 
people here in favor of it say that 
is does. It does not encourage in
dustrial development in the state 
in an area in which it works. And, 
last, organized labor as we all 
know is opposed to this type of 
legislation. 

Now, I am not completely con
vinced that all organized labor is 
bad. True, I think most of the 
reports that I have ,signed from 
,the Labor Committee have favored 
industry's side but I recoglJlize that 
there is a great deal of good as 
far as organized labor is concerned 
here in the State of Maine. Our 
strike record in the State of Maine 
is less than one third 'Of the strike 
record on a national average basis 
and labor in a number 'Of instances 
has been extremely helpful to re
tain the industry here in the St'ate 
of Maine. 

So for those five reasons, Mr. 
President, I signed the reporrt 
Ought not to pass and I certainly 
hope that the motion I am about to 
make, that this bill be indefinitely 
postponed will prevail. 

Mr. MAYO of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate, as Chairman of the Labor 
Committee which heard this piece 
of legislation I feel it is my duty 
to briefly explain some of the hap
penings of this bill. The bill went 
through the normal hearing 
process before my committee. The 
bill was immediately attacked and 
as they say "clobbered", that 
night, within two hours after the 
committee hearing was over, which 
I feel did not give the bill its 
proper chances. The bill has been 

attacked by many people in prom
inent places; the bill has been sup
ported by many people in prom
inent places. I signed the report 
out of my committee, Ought not 
to pass as it was written, but I 
stand here today and will support 
the motion that was made by Sen
ator Christie. I think that this is 
a piece of legislation that should 
go before the public. It should go 
before the people whom this bill is 
intended either to hurt or support. 

I certainly feel that this legis
lature of 180 some odd membel1s is 
no place to finally defeat or pass 
this legislation. I think it is only 
right that it go back to the public, 
the public from which I have re
ceived approximately 1500 cor
respondences in the last three 
months, and I would say they are 
evenly for and against this bill, 
which is why I SUPPOl't the ref
erendum clause. I feel that there 
is tremendous interest in p,laees 
around the state by people in the 
state who just cannot take the 
time or cannot afford to come here 
and represent themselves. 

As far as the reference to cer
tain groups not being interested 
in it I think that was an agree
ment that was made, that they 
would stay way from this bill. I 
ce,rtailJlly hope that the motion of 
Senator Edmund of Aroostook, who 
was ,a member of my committee, 
does not prevail, because I feel 
the bill should be kept alive sim
ply to send back to the people of 
the State of Maine to ask them 
and let them decide whether or 
not they want this legislation. 
They are the ones that are going 
to be affected. I hope you will 
vote against the motion to in
definitely postpone. 

Mrs. CHRISTIE of Aroostook: 
Mr. President and members 'Of the 
Senate, a few weeks ago, as a 
matter of fact on May 2nd, we 
read an editorial in the Portland 
Press Herald to this effect: Why 
should Jimmy Hoffa so suddenly 
and so quietly leave the state? 
It is not the nature of Jimmy Hoffa 
to do a thing like that. In this 
editorial it says: "It has been said 
that the one most significant fac
tor in the comparatively early set
tlement was the existence of an 
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item of legislation known as a 
right to work law. It has been 
said that sources Iwithin Maine 
urged Mr. Hoffa not to insist on 
his original demands lest he stir 
up resentment which might be ex
pressed in teI'ms of support for 
that legislation. . . . . The threat 
of a crippling transportation strike 
is lifted." 

I believe we need to thank the 
sponsor of that right to work bill 
for the avoidance of that crippling 
strike which might have come be
cause we know the nature of 
Jimmy Hoffa is not to give up un
til he accomplishes what he wants 
to accomplish. In support of this 
bill I am simply favoring the right 
of every worker to choose whether 
or not he will join a union. Noth
ing in this measure would pre
vent his joining if he should want 
to. On the other hand, he would 
not be compelled to join as he is 
now in order to work. The bill is 
not designed to kill the unions. 
In fact, states where they have a 
right to work law have increased 
their union membership faster 
than the other states. Today a 
state which does not have this law 
merely dictates who shall be hired 
and largely controls terms under 
which they work. 
"Congress has still to come to 
grips with the real evil in the labor 
movement ... The natural function 
of a trade union and the one for 
which it was originally conceived is 
to represent those employees who 
want collective representation in 
bargaining with their employers. 
I believe that unionism kept with
in its proper and natural bounds 
accomplishes a positive good for 
the country. Union shop agree
ments deny to laboring men the 
right to decide for themselves 
what union they will join. The 
exercise of freedom for many of 
these citizens means the loss of 
their jobs. I strongly favor the 
right to work laws which forbid 
contracts that make union mem
bership a condition of employ
ment." 

Senator Goldwater comes from 
a right to work state, a state which 
has that law on the statute book. 

Samuel Gompers, whom some 
of you know, was the real founder 
of the labor movement and he said, 

"Men and women of our Ameri
can Trade Union movement, I want 
to urge devotion to the fundamen
tals of human liberty - the princi
ples of voluntarism. No lasting 
gain has ever come from compul
sion. If we seek to force, we but 
tear apart that which united is 
invincible." 

The overwhelming majority of 
right to work supporters believe in 
the right to organize and in col
lective bargaining. But they also 
believe in the God given right of 
a man to make his own choice on 
the question of joining or not join
ing a union. 

The United States Chamber of 
Commerce in its booklet The Case 
for Voluntary Unionism says, "Ac
tual experience has proved that 
voluntary unionism will produce 
effective unions and promote suc
cessful collective bargaining." 

Senator Karl E. Mundt of South 
Dakota, which is a right to work 
state, said that new labor legis
lation was necessary to save rank 
and file workers from slavery. He 
said, "It appears that the forgot
ten man of 1957 is the tragic figure 
of the dues paying member who 
must join a union and pay its 
assessments to earn a livelihood, 
but who has lost control of what 
happens in or to or by his union." 

A few months after the great 
strikes which the unions imposed 
on war weary American industry 
during 1946, Congress by an over
whelming majority adopted the 
Taft Hartley Act of 1947. Presi
dent Truman angrily vetoed the 
bill and almost immediately the 
sweeping Congressional majorities 
over rode his veto. 

Senator Harry Byrd of Virginia 
in a statement in the 86th Congress 
stated that the Democratic plat
form says "We will repeal the 
authorization for right to work 
laws, limitations on the right to 
strike, to picket peacefully and to 
tell the public facts of a labor 
dispute, and other anti-labor fea
tures of the Taft Hartley Act." 
Senator Byrd continued: "The Vir
ginia right to work law is repre
sentative of the tenor of virtually 
all the State statutes and constitu
tional amendmens on the subject." 

This bill would simply put 
unionism on a voluntary basis as 



2218 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-SENATE, MAY 18, 1961 

recommended and defended by 
the great organizer of the move
ment, Samuel Gompers. Virginia 
has had such a law for thirteen 
years. Eight states have adopted 
it as an 'amendment to the Consti
tution. They are Arizona, Arkan
sas, Florida, Kansas, Mississippi, 
Nebraska, Nevada, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Utah and Louisiana (the latter 
has a law applying only to agri
cultural workers) have such a law 
in their statutes. 

Letters favoring this bill have 
come to me from individuals, let
ters and telegrams and I have here 
a petition with 170 names on it 
from people in the central part 
of Aroostook County from which I 
come. The people of that county 
are very anxious that we should 
have this law on our statute books 
and I am highly in f'avor of this 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS of Aroostook: 
Mr. President when the vote rs 
taken on my motion I request a 
division. 

Mr. LOVELL of York: Mr. Pres
ident and members of the Senate, 
I hate to differ with the good 
Senator from Aroostook, Senator 
Christie and go along in concur
rence with the good Senator from 
Aroostook, Senator Edmunds, but 
I have searched very carefully 
my mind and thoughts on this 
bill and being so strongly in
terested in industrial development 
in Maine, and feeling that this 
is the time to get industry into 
Maine and that it is a most es
sential thing, and it is my opin
ion arter listening to both sides 
and after giving it serious 
thought, I feel that I should con
cur in this with the Department 
of Economic Development and the 
Governor in going along with the 
indefinite postponement because in 
my experience of industry in 
Maine, getting industry to come 
to Maine which I have done from 
Boston to San Francisco, one of 
the greatest assets that I have 
talked of is our wonderful labor 
in Maine its versatility and its 
production. For example in one 
particular plant in Sanford, they 
lost their chemical company and 
a group of men and women who 
had never had anything to do with 

the manufacture of plastics be
fore went into that plant and 
learned plastics inside of a year. 
The President of the company 
stated that their production was 
one third higher than it was in 
the state they came from previous
ly. 

Now I hesitate very much to dis
turb this particular law if it goes 
to referendum and is not voted on 
in the matter of two years it could 
very well hurt us in getting new 
industry to Maine which we so 
vitally need. I think in closing 
that we should leave the law as it 
is now at present. 

Mr. CYR of Aroostook: Mr. Pres
ident and members of the Senate, 
I too have searched my conscience 
as to just what stand I would 
take in regard to this particular 
measure. What seems to surprise 
me more than anything else is 
that those that are mostly in favor 
of this particular legislation pass
ing are those that are not affected 
by the legislation. I come from a 
town which has industry and which 
has a good union, a strong union. 
I have read the contract between 
the union and the company and I 
see nothing disturbing in the con
tract. This particular bill is mis
named. We oftentime hear discus
sions of the compulsory angle of 
this legislation. Now if you were to 
ask me the question that was asked 
us two weeks ago, the question that 
was asked us two weeks ago on 
a TV panel. "Do you believe in 
compulsory unionism?" And the 
question was asked of us and they 
wanted a one word answer. They 
wanted us to answer it Yes or No. 
Well I did answer in one word 
but I felt I wasn't giving my TV 
listeners much of an answer. I 
answered that it was constitution
al. If you analyze compulsory 
unionism and we look in the dic
tionary and find out what com
pulsory means, my answer would 
be no. Some people believe that 
compulsory unionism means you 
have to join the union before 
you can work. That is not so. I 
have been an employer all of my 
life and I have never had any 
union in my organization. When 
compulsory is used in the con
text with unions, it means that if 
you want to go to work for an in-
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dustry that has already accepted 
a union, then after you have 
passed your forty-five day waiting 
limit, or sixty days or ninety, 
whatever they happen to have, 
then you have to join the union 
which has been accepted in that 
particular organization. 

Some say that this is against 
individual rights. Well I ask you, 
if you are going to work for an 
industry and they have night shifts 
and you don't want to work nights, 
are you going to say "Manage
ment, I don't want to work the 
night shift". His ,answer is going 
to be very quick. He will tell you 
if you don't want to work the night 
shift you can stay home. We have 
areas that call for no smoking. Is 
that against individual rights? If 
you were going to work for that 
industry and you see there is an 
area where it says no smoking, 
will you say "This is against my 
individual rights". You have the 
same proposition here. If you 
intend to go to work for that in
dustry which has already accept
ed the union, you know before 
your trial period that if you pass 
the test, you will have to join 
that union. But how is that 
union accepted in that particular 
industry? You have to petition 
the national labor board which will 
send a representative into your 
area, will call for a secret vote and 
it has to pass by a two-thirds 
majority. Is there any violation of 
any rights by doing that? I don't 
believe so. After that particular 
decision has been made as to 
unionize or not, the rank and file 
still have to vote on the union that 
they want to represent them 'and 
after they have accepted that, that 
is the body that will represent the 
employee. 

In tJday's society you will find 
that everything is organized. I 
used to belong when I was in re
tail, to the New England Hardware 
Dealers Association; I used to be
long to the furniture dealers as
sociation and if I wanted any pro
tection of any kind or if there 
was any legislation that might be 
detrimental to my business, that 
association went to bat for us. You 
have it in every type of society 
today and with industry the size 
that it is today, you cannot have 

an individual that will buck up a 
million or billion dollar industry. 
You have to have some kind of 
organization. I am not subscribing 
to every technique or every de
cision that the unions have made. 
There are abuses we know. There 
are certain situations that should 
be corrected. We know it. The 
leadership are getting to know 
it more and more but now that 
they have achieved the purpose of 
having solidarity behind them, we 
hope that eventually they will 
improve their unions and will give 
more and more voice to the rank 
and file. That I am in favor of 
but certainly I am not in favor of 
legislation such as this which 
would try to kill the union. You 
have certain ailments that should 
be corrected but if you have an 
ailment and go to a doctor for a 
cure, he is not going to kill you 
to cure you. This is what this leg
islation is attempting to do. It is 
attempting to kill the unions to 
cure the ailment. I think that it 
will create more problems than it 
will solve and for that reason I 
will support my colleague, from 
Aroostook who has taken a cour
ageous stand. Some of us possibly 
are considering it as I am, as an 
employer, and I can tell you that 
it is very hard for us to get up 
before such a body as this and try 
to defend what is involved. For 
that reason I will support my col
league's motion for indefinite post
ponement of the bill and all ac
companying papers. 

Mr. STANLEY of Penobscot: Mr. 
President and members of the 
Senate: Just to get the bill into 
focus a little bit: there have been 
two terms used, "the dosed shop" 
and "the union shop." A closed 
shop, of course, is an organized 
shop where a person in order to 
be employed there must belong to 
a union, 'or the union which is in 
that organization. That type of 
shop has been outlawed by the 
Taft-Hartley law which manage
ment was very happy to see go inrto 
effect and labor fought it bitterly. 
The union shop is when a person 
can be hired for a certain particu
lar time agreed upon by labor and 
management and after that time is 
up if he wants to continue his em
ployment in that shop he must be-
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long to the union. Many people 
have been confused about these 
terms and they have been confused 
as to how they relate perhaps to 
this bill "An Act Providing that 
Employment Shall NQt be Condi
tioned Upon Membership or NO'n
membership in a Labor Organiza
tiQn." 

For easy expression, I suppose, 
this bill has been called "The Right 
to Work Bill." Many people have 
said it is misleading, but to me 
it is not misleading in the least. 
We have a right to' wO'rk; we are 
guaranteed a right to work in this 
country just as we are guaranteed 
the right O'f life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. The guaran
tee of that is just ,as strong for Qne 
as for the other. We are nQt guar
anteed that we will be hired by 
any particular perSQn, but if we 
are nQt hired we 'are guaranteed 
that we can gO' to' wQrk fQr Qur
selves, and it is through this in
dividual enterprise system which 
we have which has made us the 
greatest cQuntry on earth. 

There 'are twO' fQrms O'f uniQn 
Qrganization, the dosed shup and 
the open shQP. The clused shQP 
has been outlawed. As I said, 
labQr was not in favor uf that be
ing Qutlawed; they WQuid have 
liked to' cQntinue it; management 
was very happy to' see it Qutlawed. 

There are many cQnditiuns put 
UPQn an emplQyee when he goes 
to' wurk. As the SenatQr from 
ArO'ostook, SenatQr Cyr, has men
tiQned, we have to' be Qn time. I 
am an emplQyee; I am an emplQY
er. We have to' be Qn time, if 
there are signs of "NO' SmQking" 
we dQn't smQke, and we have to' 
Qbey certain rules. FQrtunately 
thQse cunditiQns dO' nut CQst us any 
Qut-of-PQcket expense; if it is a 
cQndiUQn that we belQng to' a 
uniQn, then it does CQst us O'ut-of
pocket expense. And I wQnder if 
management pays to' the uniQn the 
cust Qf this uut-of-pocket expense 
or dO' they leave it to' the emplQyee 
to pay? The emplQyer is charging 
the emplQyee a fee to' wQrk in his 
QrganizatiO'n, to' sUPPQrt an Qr
ganizatiQn which is actually Qutside 
of his urganizatiQn. 

Management has a prerQgative 
to' hire people and they want to' 

cQntinue to' have that prerugative. 
Industrialists say that they WQuid 
like to cuntinue to' have as a cundi
tiQn Qf emplQyment the fact that 
the emplQyee must belong to' a 
uniQn. I WQuid submit that this 
bill WQuid nQt in effect take that 
right frQm him, because if the 
uniun is resPQnsible, if it is res
PQnsive to' the desires Qf the in
dividual emplQyee, then there will 
be nO' trQuble between labQr and 
management. 

If I were in management, as I 
am, and I had a uniQn to' cQntend 
with, if I made it a cQnditiQn that 
my employees belong to' that 
union, then I WQuid feel justified 
in paying the dues to' that uniQn, 
and I think that management 
shO'uld dO' that, if it is a cQnditIQn 
Qf emplQyment, that management 
shQuld pay the dues to' the uniQn. 

The industrialists 'say they WQuid 
like to' cQntinue with this arrange
ment which they haV1e now, that 
a man must belQng ,to' a union in 
this Qrganized uniQn shQP because 
they can bargain easier, it is easier 
fQr them and better fQr them to' 
bargain with the labor urganiza
tiun than it is with the individual 
empluyee. In fact and in effect 
they are saying that we cannut,
fur what the individual worker 
wants, fur what the individual 
wQrker is thinking, as lQng as it 
is easier fur us to' deal with the 
labur urganizatiun that is the way 
we want it. 

It has been stated that this is 
nut the time fQr a right to' wQrk 
bill. In my opinion it is the time 
fQr a right to' wQrk bill. A right 
to' wQrk bHI cuuld gO' intO' effect in 
this state and nO' Qne WO'uid ever 
knQW the difference, Qnly those 
people whO' are afraid of this, Qnly 
thQse peQple whO' are afraid be
cause it is gO'Qd, that they would 
have to' live up to' QbligatiQns which 
they have nQt Qtherwise lived up 
to'. 

They say this will nQt sQlve the 
prQblem. There is nO' great prQb
lem that I knQ'w Qf. We have nO' 
great labQr-management prO'blems 
in the state, and that is a tribute 
to' the intelligence Qf bQth man
agementand labQr and particularly 
Qf the wQrkers Qf the state. And 
when they gO' intO' a plastic indus-
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try an~ do such a fine job, that 
again IS a tribute to the intelli
gence of the worker. Certainly if 
weare going to help industrial 
development then we should pay 
attention to the intelligence of 
these workers. Labor-manage
ment relations in Maine are now 
very good and have been very 
good. 

The labor boys who are here 
lobbying against this bill have s'aid 
that they do not want people such 
as Jimmy Hoffa in the State of 
Maine and that if we pass this bill 
we will have them. Well, Jimmy 
Hoffa has been in this state, he 
has left the state, very quietly, 
and from all the reports you would 
led to believe that the trucking 
industry and Jimmy Hoffa has 
signed an agreement. The agree
ment has not been signed unless 
it has been signed very recently, 
and I am sure that if it is not 
signed Jimmy Hoffa will be back 
after this legislation is either 
passed or not passed. I would not 
like to see Jimmy Hoffa in this 
state and neither would the unions 
like to see him in the state, and 
neither would management or any 
other individual citizen of this 
state. I wonder if that great por
tion of our United States which is 
known as management, which is 
the epitome in the chain or the 
ladder of our free enterprise sys
tem, I wonder if they have become 
so weak or that their moral and 
physical fibers have deteriorated 
to the extent that they are unable 
to make decisions for themselves 
and make decisions for their own 
employees? I wonder if it has 
come to that point that they have 
to go outside to some other or
ganization to make their decisions 
for them and have that outside 
organization financed by the peo
ple that they employ? 

I would certainly be in favor of 
the motion of the gentlewoman 
from Aroostook, Senator Christie. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and members of the Sen
ate: I have no illusions as to where 
this particular bill is going to wind 
up when the history of the 100th 
Legislature is written. 

It is not always easy, when you 
represent a county which is pretty 

well equally divided between la
bor, management and the publIc, 
as to just what stand you should 
take for the best interests of the 
people you are representing. I 
think it does become a matter 
'pretty muoh of individual con
science and belief. Certainly I 
do not like to oppose our Governor 
of this state in his stand, but I do 
reserve the right to put upon the 
record my stand. 

I think that all of us are affected 
by legislation of this nature. I 
can recall, a few years ago, when 
I was honored to be representing 
the same county in this Senate, 
that I was one of six who stood up 
in favor of a minimum wage
that is one of six in my own party. 
I have consistently favored in
creases to keep up with the times, 
unemployment benefits, workmen's 
compensation benefits, even to the 
point of being in favor of the 
amended increase present work
men's compensation bene'fits this 
session to $42. 

I have hadoccas1ion, in my prac
tice of law here in Augusta, to 
meet and talk with many, many 
workers, and I can recall when the 
Bates mill was on strike and many 
of my friends who belonged to the 
union wanted to return to work 
but they did not dare to return to 
work because of fear of recrimina
tion; yet I do admit that labor re
lations, management relations with 
labor, have been fairly good in 
the State of Maine, and I feel that 
one way to assure the continuation 
of a good relationshiop between 
management and labor is to have 
a right to work law upon the 
books. I think we should meet 
this issue before the problem 
arises. 

Certainly if I were an industrial
ist and were starting a business 
I would want ,a union. I belIeve 
in unions, I believe in collective 
bargaining. But I would want a 
responsible union and I would 
want a union leadership that was 
responsible to its membership. I 
feel that the time has arrived, 
not only in the State of Maine but 
throughout this nation, that we 
should take action Wherever we 
can to return the policy, the votes 
and the operation of our unions 
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back into the hands of the mem
bership where ~t belongs sO" that 
it can operate under the demo
cratic processes under which we 
operate here in this legislature. I 
feel that it is Ian issue of impor
tance to all the people and I do 
feel that the people of the State of 
Maine have a right to be heard 
upon this issue, and we know that 
if it should be passed it would go 
to referendum. As I say, I have 
no illusions as to where it is go
ing to wind up, but when the 
record of the 100th Legislature is 
written, if I had not 'stood up to 
make my 'stand very 'clear, I fear 
that it would prey upon my con
science every time that I picked 
up the record book to read it and 
to realize that I had failed to 
stand up and be counted when this 
is the time for 'all of us to vote 
our conscience and not vote be
cause of any fear of pressure of 
any sort whatsoever. 

Mr. PORTEOUS of Cumberland: 
Mr. President and membeI1s of the 
Senate: Not to prolong this but to 
register my position too, I find it 
and have found it a dJimcult de
cision because I represent so many 
people, so many constituents on 
both sides. I have considered 
these positions, I hav,e read as 
much of the literature as I have 
possibly had the time to do, both 
pro and con, and I have come to 
the conclusion that it will hurt 
the labor unions in this state, it 
will not hurt the laboring man. In 
the nineteen states that have the 
right to work law no labor union 
has suffered or has closed up. I 
feel that the leaders of labor were 
amiss in their opposition to the 
Landon-Griffin bill and the bill of 
rights for the working man, and I 
think they have less to fear from 
a right to work law on the books 
on the State of Maine than they 
think they have to fear. 

I think it has been stated that 
the Department of Economic De
velopment Commission is opposed 
to this. I would take issue with 
that; I do not believe he is op
posed to it. I would also question 
the information of the Commis
sioner of the Department of Labor 
and Industry. I think that the 
burden of information, from the 

various things I have had to read, 
has shown that this has not been 
detrimental. 

To quote from a pamphlet that 
was put out by the Maine Citizens 
for Right to Work-if you want to 
question its authenticity that is 
your privilege, but I will quote 
from for what it is worth: 

This is a statement by a man by 
the name of Sylvester Petro, Pro
fessor of Law, New York Univer
sity (a former CIO organizer): 
"The McClellan Com mit tee 
Record reveals to all who have 
dear vision that compulsory union~ 
ism is the principalcanse of cor
ruption and maladministration of 
unions; it draws into unions the 
kind of men who abuse union 
members, and takes from the 
member any real power to rid 
themselves of the looters." 

N ow I ,agree with the people 
'who say that we have good labor 
unions and good labor union lead
ers in State, and I pel1sonaHy 
know many of these people, and 
we who have campaigned through 
the factories and plants and mills 
and processing plants of this State, 
as I know you all have in order t'O 
getelected,and who have talked 
to the men and women behind the 
machines and at the benches, you 
know they are the finest people. 
I belieV'e that if we can attract 
to this state through legislation of 
this kind, without hurting the la
bor unions that are existing here, 
if we can attract just one or two 
good industries that will pay good 
wages to our people, then the en
actment of this legislation is cer
tainly worth while. I therefore 
support the motion of that very 
fine and courageous gentlewoman, 
the Senator from Aroostook, Sen
ator Christie. 

Mr. PARKER of Piscataquis,: 
Mr. President and members of the 
Senate: I suppose I hesitate to 
speak on this bill for the same 
reason that many of the other 
speakers have felt. 

As far as my county is con
cerned, I can say in all honesty 
that probably I have received five 
letters and telegrams in support 
of the right to work legislation to 
one that was opposed. Be that as 
it may, I could very well sit in 
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my seat and simply vote without 
making any expresssion of my per
sonal feelings, but I believe, as 
many others have indicated here 
this afternoon, that if we are for 
something we should be willing 
to stand up and be counted, and 
therefore I am standing here. 

Very briefly, I would like to 
read a telegram that I received 
only this morning, one of the many 
that I received, but I believe that 
this one expresses my opinion per
haps better than I could myself. 
The sum and substance of this 
telegram is this: "No person should 
be deprived of his right to work 
because of membership or lack 
of membership in any organiza
tion. Compulsory unionism con
tributes to the abuse of power 
by labor uniQn leaders since the 
members are denied their mQst 
effective disciplinary actiQn, the 
right tQ stQP being members of 
a union when its PQlicies 'Or the 
cQnduct of its leaders nQ longer 
have their approval. TQ cQmpel any 
individual tQ be a member of and 
financially supPQrt an Qrganiza
tiQn which engages in PQlitical 
activities is PQlitically immQral 
and violates the spirit 'Of the Bill 
of Rights." That was signed by 
the Executive Secretary 'Of the 
Maine Farm Bureau. 

I think that expresses my per
sonal feelings very well. 

Mr. PIKE 'Of OxfQrd: Mr. Presi
dent and fellQw SenatQrs: I did 
not intend tQ stand up but SenatQr 
Parker 'Of Piscataquis kind of put 
me on the spot a little bit, I guess, 
made me feel kind 'Of self-con
scious. 

If the SenatQr knew hQW hard 
it was fQr me tQ stand up they 
WQuld think I was doing a pretty 
gOQd jQb. When I was hQme this 
week end I wanted to get around 
and dQ things quick and dQ a lot 
'Of things, so I put 'On a pair 'Of 
sneakers and I was on my feet 
practically all this week end and 
the backs 'Of my legs are SQre that 
I can hardly stand up, but I want 
to stand up in f,avorof this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem: The 
question before the Senate is on 
the motiQn of the Senator frQm 
AroostQQk, Senator Edmunds, that 
the bill and all accompanying 
papers be indefinitely postpQned, 

and a division has been requested. 
All thQse in favor of the motion 

will stand and remain standing un
til cQunted. 

A division was had. 
Fifteen having voted in the af

firmative and sixteen in the neg
ative, the motiQn did nQt prevail. 

Therupon Committee Amend
ment "A" was adopted and the bill 
was assigned for secQnd reading on 
the next legislative day. 

On motion by Mr. Farris 'Of Ken
nebec, the Senate voted t'O take 
from the table (S. P. 552) (L. D. 
1599) Bill, "An Act Relating tQ 
Operating Business on the Lord's 
Day and Certain Holidays," which 
was tabled by that senator earlier 
in today's session pending passage 
tQ be engrossed. 

Mr. FARRIS of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and membel1s of the 
Senate: This is the bill, YQU recall, 
that was indefinitely postpQned 
this mQrning priQr tQ 'Our actiQn 
on recQnsideratiQn. During the 
nQQn recess I have had an QP
PQrtunity tQ talk with certain 
people whQ were in favQr 'Of in
definite postponement and it dQes 
nQt appear tQ me that there is any
thing tQ be gained by having this 
lie uPQn the table, in 'Other wQrds 
it does not appear that there are 
any amendmenbs which eQuId be 
drafted which WQuid meet any Qb
jectiQns which exist. 

I might say, hQwever, that sev
eral 'Of my 'cQlleagues were not 
complet'ely familiar with just what 
was entailed in this bill and par
ticularly where there was a tWQ
page amendment, they were SQme
what CQnfuseda,s tQ what the 
amendment does. 

I would like tQ again very briefly 
explain that the amendment does 
nQthing in regard tQ the intent 'Of 
the 'Original redraft; it dQ-es change 
the format, it does set it up in 
better draftsmanship, and it dQes 
make it much mQre dearly under
standable in reading the bill when 
yQU read the amendment-it in
cludes the entire bill. 

There is nQ questiQn but what 
we have a very 'seriQus eCQnQmic 
problem in the State of Maine and 
that is the problem which c'On
frQnts many 'Of our merchants whQ 
dQ nQt wish tQ 'stay open 'On Sun-
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days. They have enough difficulty 
in 'Obtaining good, competent help 
to' operate on a six-day week, but 
the number of stDres which are 
staying open on Sundays in viDla
tiDn of the present law, a law 
which all law enfDrcement recog
nizes as being unenforceable, is 
practically cDmpelling many of 
these merchants to' 'Open up their 
place 'Of business 'On the Sabbath. 

Actually the gre'atest problem 
in the State is in the metrO'PDlitan 
areas or the mDre heavily popu
lated areas. There CO'uld be a 
prDblem in some of YDur rural 
areas were it not fDr the fact that 
this bill now prDvide,s for a local 
DptiDn so that any cDmmunity that 
wishes to permit these places 'Of 
business to' stay 'Open on Sunday 
may by their vDte SO' dO', similar 
to what now exists in the law fDr 
the operatiDn 'Of motion picture 
theaters, bowling alleys, amateur 
sports and so forth. 

This I hDnestly feell is a step in 
the right directiDn, it is a better 
law than what we have on the 
bO'oks, and I sincerely urge its 
passage by the Senate, and with 
the same deg,ree of sincerity I dO' 
say this: that if we a're not to 
have a measure of this particular 
type become law in the State of 
Maine we would then be much 
better off to cDmpleltely repeal the 
existing law which ,is unworkable 
andals'O unfair to' the many fine 
business peDple that we do have in 
the State 'Of Maine whO' are staying 
open in violaUon of the law hut 
who ShDUld not be in violation be
cause they represent facets of our 
business where they must stay 
open if they are to earn a liveli
hDOd and prDvide emplO'yment for 
the workers in the State O'f Maine. 
I refer particularly to our resDrt 
areas and to our heavy industries 
whIch are open every Sunday in 
violation, the radio and the tele
visiDn industry, open every Sunday 
in violatiO'n 'Of tO'day's lJ.aw. 

So my entire p'oint is this: Let 
us ,try to put 'On the bO'Gks a law 
which is realistic and which wiH 
protect the business man. If we 
are nDt going to' dO' that, then fGr 
gDodness' sake let us repeal this 
existing law so that these good 
citizens will not constantly have 

to be viO'lating a law which carries 
a criminal penalty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tern: The 
Chair would inquire of the Senator 
from Kennebec, Senator Farris: 
Did you make a motion? 

Mr. FARRIS: Mr. President, at 
this time I move passag'e of Sen
ate Amendment "A". 

Mr. EDGAR O'f Hancock: Mr. 
President and members O'f the 
Senate: I rise to support the 
motion of the Senator fl'om Ken
nebec, Senator Farris in the adop
tion of his amendment. 

The Senator may have been cor
rect when he said that the chief 
problem lies in the larger munici
palities. Admitting that to be so, 
nevertheless I am very much C'OTh
cerned with the pl'oblems exi'sting 
in the smaller communities and 
particularly in the communit:ies 
which we 10O'sely refer to ,as re
sort areas. 

As I stated this mO'rning, there 
are very few of you here in this 
chamber who do not have at least 
one or more of these resort ar,eas 
in the counties which you repre
sent, and I am sure that in thO'se 
areas, as in the one from whi'ch I 
come there are mope than a few 
local 'people who depend for their 
all-the-year-round living on the in
come which they derive from a 
summer business catering to' tour
ists and vacatiO'ners, businesses of 
the type 'Of gift shops, sou venier 
shops, book stores and so forth. 
Under the present law, as Senator 
Farris has explained, everyone of 
these establishments, because they 
are nO't contained in the eX'emp
Hons listed in the present law, 
are operating in the summertime 
and have been O'perating for years 
and yeal'S in the summertime il
leg,ally. The only reason they have 
gotten away with it so far is be
cause there has been no concerted 
effort on the part O'fanyone or any 
group to close them down. Now 
to these people the Sunday busi
ness is probably the bigg'est day's 
volume in the entire week, and, 
contrary to' what is a rather wide
spread misconceptiO'n, people who 
are in business for themselves and 
Who own stores are not in clover. 
I know whereof I speak. In my 
area there are many people who 
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feel that just because you own 
your own business you have got it 
made and you wouldn't miss one 
day's business out of the week. 
That is not true, and I know where
of I speak, although I do not and 
I have never kept my establish
ment 'Open 'On Sundays, therefore 
I cannot be accused of self-in
terest in this matter. But I do 
feel that I must protect the peo
ple whom I do know and who de
pend very greatly on their Sun
day business for the brief period 
of eight to ten weeks along with 
the other six days in the week to 
provide them with a livelihood 
through the rest of the year. 

For these reasons, I think it 
would bea most serious mistake. 
Actually if the present law stay'ed 
as it is on the bool~s and if it 
were enforced, three-quarters of 
the businesses in my town w'OuM 
be closed up on Sunday with a 
consequent extremely damaging 
loss of income to those people. 
For those reasons, I hope that the 
motion of the Kennebec, Senator 
Farris, does prevail. 

Mr. MARDEN 'Of Kennebec: Mr. 
President and membeDs of the 
Senate: After five year,s of trying 
to enforce the laws that you peo
ple have been passing, I can truth
fully say that there are two areas 
in the law which gave me person
ally the most trouble: one was in 
the area of indecent literature and 
the sec'Ond was this Sunday law, 
which 'One Senator this morning 
said was O.K. as it is. 

When the aroused citizenry de
cide that a store should not be 
open the Sunday before Christ
mas, collecting thousands of dol
lars off of people who might other
wise be shopping at the stores of 
those who prefer to obey the law; 
when this aroused dtizenry goes 
to the police or the prosecutor 
and asks for some action and ac
tion is started, someone starts 
reading the books and finds that 
for thousands and thousands of 
doHars of operation a ten-dollar 
fine will be paid; and when the 
prospective respondent comes to 
court and says, "Go ahead, but I 
suggest to you gentlemen that I 
will insist upon a warrant against 
the Scott Paper Company for 

working their Sunday shift and 
against the Waterville 'Morning 
Sentinel for working on and pub
lishing Monday's newspaper"
you begin to think a little bit about 
the situation in which the State of 
Maine finds itself in and the law 
that we have presently on the 
books. 

If you loo'k far enough you will 
find that really we should not 
mow the lawn on Sunday or take 
a boat ride or go toa baH game. 
It seems to me quite obvious that 
this is ridiculous, and therefore, 
having a ridiculous situation, the 
legislature took under its wings 
several pieces 'Of legislation trying 
to straighten out the situation and 
came up with this bill as it is 
now proposed in amended form, 
-a thoroughly frustrating situation 
but not as frustrating to me as 
was the vote that was taken this 
morning. 

I suggest that it is not a matter 
of commonsense 'and realism. You 
have voted in favor of seHing 
liquor in restaurants on Sundays 
and yet you seem to indieate you 
would prefer not to have the many 
activities which are now 'Occurring, 
and properly soon Sunday, be 
legal which are now illegal. There
fore it is my feeling that I w'Ould 
support the motion of the Senator 
from Kennebec, Senator Farris. 

Mr. STILPHEN of Knox: 'Mr. 
President, I would like to inquire 
through the Chair of Sen1lJtor F,ar
ris as to what would happen to 
myself if I r..ad a hot-dog stand 
that I wanted to' keep open on Sun
day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tern: The 
Senator from Knox, Senator Stil
phen, poses a question through the 
Chair of the Senat'Or from Ken
nebec, Senator Farris, and that 
Senator may answer if he wishes. 

Mr. FARRIS: Mr. President, 
that would be considered in the 
category of a restaurant and could 
stay open. 

Mr. PORTEOUS of Cumberland: 
Mr. President, this is a bill that 
would affect me and I favor it be
cause our people have a day off in 
the middle of the week and I feel 
they should have Sunday off with 
their family. They work very 
hard, they are very competent 
people and I like them very much 
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and I want to be sure they con
tinue to have Sunday off, and I do 
not care who the competition is 
or how long they stay open, we 
are going to keep our people in 
our store from going to work on 
Sunday as long as I live. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the pas
sage of the bill to be engrossed as 
amended by Senate Amendment 
"A". A division having been re
quested, all those in favor of the 
motion will please stand until 
counted. 

Twenty-five having voted in the 
affirmative and three in the neg
ative, the motion prevailed and the 
bill was passed to be engrossed as 
amended. 

At this point President Hillman 
resumed the Ohair, the President 
pro tem, Senator Noyes retiring 
amid the applause of the Senate. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 2nd tabled matter m. 
P. 70) (L. D. 170) "Resolve Regu
lating Fishing in Spencer Pond, 
Pisc~taquis County" which was 
tabled on April 4th by the Senator 
from Somerset, Senator Parker, 
pending passage to be -engrossed. 

Mr. PARKER: Mr. President, 
I find that many of the notes and 
information I have on this par
ticular bill are at my home in 
Sebec and I will try and get them 
over the weekend and I would like 
to have this tabled until one week 
from today, at which time I will 
be prepared to debate it. 

Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr. 
President, I regret that I must ask 
for a division. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the motion 
of the Senator from Piscataquis, 
Senator Parker, that this matter 
be tabled until one week from 
today. A division has been re
quested by the Senator from 
Franklin, Senator Noyes. All those 
in favor of the motion of the 
Senator from Piscataquis, Senator 
Parker, will rise and stand in their 
places until counted. 

A division was had. 
Ten having voted in the affir

mative and seventeen in the nega
tive, the motion did not prevail. 

Mr. PARKER: Mr. President, I 
asked to have this retabled as I 

indicated because the notes I have 
on this particular bill and the in
formation, most of it, is at my 
home in Sebec. If the Senate does 
not feel that courtesy should be 
extended to me I am glad to know 
it. 

Mr. President, first may I in
quire from the Secretary if there 
has been an amendment? Would 
you kindly read the status of the 
bill? 

(The endorsements on the bill 
were read by the Secretary) 

Mr. PARKER: Mr. President, if 
I might have the courtesy extend
ed to me I would ask for a recess 
for two minutes. 

(Recess) 
Called to order by the President. 
Mr. PARKER of Piscataquis: 

Mr. President, referring again to 
L. D. 170, "Resolve Regulating 
Fishing in Spencer Pond in Pis
cataquis County," I move the pend
ing question. 

The PRESIDENT: Is it the pl:eas
ure of the Senate that this bill 
be passed to be engrossed as 
amended? 

The bill was thereupon passed 
to be engrossed. 

The President laid before the 
Senate the 3rd tabled matter (H. 
P. 204) (L. D. 299) House Report 
"Ought not to pass" from the Com
mittee on Legal Affairs on Bill, 
"An Act Relating to Number of 
Members and Terms of Office of 
Boards and Commissions of City 
of Lewiston," which was tabled on 
March 31st by the Senator from 
Androscoggin, Senator Couture, 
pending acceptance of report. 

Mr. BOISVERT of Androscog
gin: Mr. President and members of 
the Senate: The good Senator 
from Androscoggin, Senator Cou
ture, left the Chamber and he left 
me with the impression that he 
did not want to debate this ques
tion, so, concerning (L. D. 299) 
"An Act Relating to Number of 
Members and Terms of Office of 
Boards and Commissions of City 
of Lewiston" I would now move 
to accept the "Ought not to pass" 
report of the committee. 

The motion prevailed and the 
"Ought not to pass" report of the 
committee was accepted in con
currence. 
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Mr. STANLEY of Penobscot: 
Mr. President, I anticipate what 
you are going to ask me, about the 
bill which I tabled this morning 
until later on in the day, "An Act 
to make Allocations from the Gen
eral Highway Fund." We have a 
meeting on the Reapportionment 
Committee this afternoon; we have 
had a difficult time squeezing those 
committee meetings in. I would 
rather that this lie on the table 
until tomorrow if ,that is the pleas
ure of the Senate. 

Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr. 
President, I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDENT: The question 
before the Senate is on the motion 
of the Senator from Penobscot, 

Senator Stanley, that L. D. 1589 
"An Act to Make Allocations from 
the General Highway Fund from 
June 30th, 1962 to June 30th 1963" 
lie on the table until the next leg
islative day. A division has been 
requested. All those in favor of 
the motion will rise and remain 
standing until counted. 

A division was had. 
Seventeen having voted in the 

affirmative and twelve in the neg
ative, the motion prevailed and the 
bill was so tabled. 

On motion by Mr. Noyes of 
Franklin, Adjourned until 9:30 
A.M. tomorrow. 




