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HOUSE

Wednesday, June 7, 1967

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Harold
Rowley of Augusta.

The journal of yesterday was
read and approved.

Papers from the Senate

From the Senate: The following
Order:

(For text of Senate Joint Order,
S. P. 669, re: Education study,
see Senate Record of June 6, 1967)

Came from the Senate read and
passed.

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

Senate Reports of Committees

Ought to Pass in New Praft

Report of the Committee on
State Government on Bill “An Act
Creating a State Planning Council,
Planning ‘Committees and a State
Planning and Economic Analysis
Office” (S. P. 437) (L. D. 1090) re-
porting same in a new draft (S.
P. 668) (L. D. 1696) under title of
“An Act Creating a State Planning
Office’” and that it ‘‘Ought to pass”’

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

In the House, the Report was
read and accepted in concurrence,
the New Draft read twice and to-
morrow assigned.

Ought to Pass with
Committee Amendment

Report of the Committee on
Judiciary on Bill “An Act Adopt-
ing the Uniform Arbitration Act”
(S. P. 263) (L. D. 644) reporting
“QOught to pass” as amended by
Committee Amendment “A” sub-
mitted therewith.

Report of same Committee on
Bill “An Act relating to Compe-
tence to Stand Trial and Release of
Persons Found Not Guilty by Rea-
son of Mental Disease or Defect”
(S. P, 361) (L. D. 965) reporting
“Ought to pass” as amended by
Committee Amendment “A” sub-
mitted therewith.

Report of same Committee on
Bill “An Act relating to Exemption
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of Property from Attachment and
Execution” (S. P. 538) (L. D. 1389)
reporting “Ought to pass” as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A” submitted therewith.

Came from the Senate with the
Reports read and accepted and the
Bills passed to be engrossed as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A”.

In the House, Reports were read
and accepted in concurrence and
the Bills read twice. Committee
Amendment “A” to each was read
by the Clerk and adopted in con-
currence, and tomorrow assigned
for third reading of the Bills.

Divided Report
Tabled and Assigned

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary reporting “Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Unjustified and Justified
Abortions” (S. P, 215) (L. D. 478)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Mr. HARDING of Aroostook
— of the Senate.
Messrs. DAREY
of Livermore Falls
BERMAN of Houlton
DANTON
of Old Orchard Beach
BRENNAN of Portland
QUINN of Bangor
— of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee on same Bill reporting same
in a new draft (S. P. 667) (L. D.
1695) under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. MILLS of Franklin
HILDRETH
of Cumberland
— of the Senate.
Messrs. HEWES of Cape Elizabeth
FOSTER
of Mechanic Falls
— of the House.

Came from the Senate with the
Minority Report accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed.

In the House: Reports were read.

(On motion of Mr. Quinn of Ban-
gor, tabled pending acceptance of
either Report and specially as-
signed for Friday, June 9.)
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Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Clothing
Allowance for Employees of Public
Works Department of Lewiston”
(H. P. 293) (L. D. 413) on which the
House accepted the Minority
“Qught to pass” Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs and
passed the Bill to be engrossed on
June 2.

Came from the Senate with the
Majority ‘“Ought not to pass” Re-
port accepted in non-concurrence.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Cote of Lewiston, the House voted
to insist and ask for a Committee
of Conference.

Non-Concurent Matter

An Act relating to Wearing Fluo-
rescent Clothing When Hunting in
Southern Zone for Two Years (H.
P. 671) (L. D. 943) which was passed
to be enacted in the House on June
2 and passed to be engrossed as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A’’ and House Amendment
“B’’ on May 15.

Came from the Senate with Com-
mittee Amendment “A” and House
Amendment “B” indefinitely post-
poned and the Bill passed to be
engrossed as amended by Senate
Amendment “A” in mon-concur-
rence,

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Gaudreau of Lewiston, the House
voted to recede and concur with
the Senate.

Non-Concurrent Matter
Tabled and Assigned

Joint Order Recalling S. P. 371,
L. D. 984, from Legislative Files
(H. P. 1193) which was passed in
the House on June 5.

Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed in non-concur-
rence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr, Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
note the absence of the gentleman
from West Bath, Mr. Hennessey.
I move this lie on the table until
Friday.

Thereupon, on motion of Mr.
Richardson of Cumberland, tabled
pending further consideration and
Specially assigned for Friday, June

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, JUNE 7, 1967

Orders

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Minkowsky.

Mr. MINKOWSKY: Mr. Speaker,
does the House have in its posses-
sion L. D. 1438?

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
answer in the affirmative, L. D.
1438, Bill “An Act relating to Re-
tirement Benefits for Policemen
and Firemen of the IL.ewiston Po-
lice and Fire Departments Under
the State Retirement System.”

Mr. MINKOWSKY: Mr. Speaker
and Honorable Members of the
House: I now move that the House
reconsider its action whereby this
bill was passed to be engrossed
yesterday, for the purpose of add-
ing an amendment to the effect
that this bill become a referendum
measure to the voters and citizens
of Lewiston.

I am going to be brief and right
to the point. This amendment
would allow the citizens of Lewis-
ton to decide for themselves at
their next election if they want to
accept 1438 or not. This, as far as
I am concerned, is not a matter
for the Legislature to decide but
for the people of Lewiston to de-
cide, who must foot the added ex-
pense to implement this bill, I
respectfully request that the mem-
bers of this body go along with
me in the adoption of this amend-
ment. I now offer House Amend-
ment “A” to Senate Paper 568, L.
D. 1438 and move its adoption.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman that the
pending question is the motion to
reconsider. Is it the pleasure of
the House to reconsider its action
of yesterday whereby the motion
to indefinitely postpone was lost?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Gaudreau.

Mr. GAUDREAU: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House: I just want to remind
the House that this was a unani-
mous 'Committee Report, there was
no opposition at the hearing and I
hope you vote against this motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
stand corrected. The pending ques-
tion would be to reconsider our
action whereby this bill was passed
to be engrossed in concurrence
yesterday.



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, JUNE 7, 1967

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to set the record
straight. I am not going to even
debate the merits of the measure.
It is a straight ought to pass report
of the Committee. The record that
I want to set straight brings me
to ask a twofold question. Num-
ber one, at the hearing was the
price tag of this measure discussed
of something in the vicinity of
$18,000 a year? Number two, did
the Mayor of Lewiston go along
with this measure at the hearing?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert, poses
several questions through the
Chair to the opposition of this bill
and any member may answer who
chooses.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr, Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, my
questions were to any member of
the Legal Affairs Committee.

The SPEAKER: The question is
directed to any member of the
Legal Affairs Committee, they may
answer if they choose, and the
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Orrington, Mrs. Baker.

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: My records
do not indicate that there was any
price tag attached or discussed at
the hearing on 1438. There was
another bill similar to that and we
asked the price and they said that
it had not been determined, it
would be almost impossible to esti-
mate. In regards to whether or
not the Mayor testified on 1438, I
have no record of his testimony.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Chel-
sea, Mr. Shaw.

Mr. SHAW: My records on that
hearing was that the Mayor was
there and he appeared in favor
of the bill, and Mr. Isaacson of the
Finance Committee of Lewiston I
believe it was said that this would
affect seven people presently and
they didn’t know what it would af-
fect later on.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is the motion of the gen-
tleman from Lewiston, Mr. Min-
kowsky, that the House reconsider
its action of yesterday whereby
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this bill was passed to be en-
grossed in concurrence, All those
in favor will vote yes and those op-
posed will vote no and the Chair
opens the vote.

A vote of the House was taken.

92 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 30 having voted in the
negative, the motion to reconsider
did prevail.

Mr. Minkowsky of Lewiston of-
fered House Amendment “A’’ and
moved it adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 568, L. D. 1438, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Retirement Bene-
fits for Policemen and Firemen
of the Lewiston Police and Fire
Departments Under the State Re-
tirement System.”

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

‘Referendum; effective date;
certificate to Secretary of State.
This Act shall take effect 90 days
after adjournment of the Legisla-
ture only for the purpose of per-
mitting its submission to the legal
voters of the City of Lewiston at
the next regular city election.

The city clerk shall prepare the
required ballots on which he shall
reduce the subject matter of this
Act to the following question:

‘‘Shall the Act Relating to Retire-
ment Benefits for Policemen and
Firemen of the Lewiston Police
and Fire Departments Under the
State Retirement System, passed
by the 103rd Legislature, be ac-
cepted?’”’” The wvoters shall indi-
cate by a cross or checkmark
placed against the words “Yes” or
“No” their opinion of the same.

This Act shall take effeet for
all purposes hereof upon its ac-
ceptance by a majority vote of the
legal voters voting at said election;
provided that the total number
of votes cast for and against the
acceptance of this Act at said elec-
tion equals or exceeds 20% of
the total vote for all candidates for
Governor in said city at the next
preceding gubernatorial election.

The result of such election shall
be declared by the municipal offi-
cers of the City of Lewiston and
due certificate filed by the city
clerk with the Secretary of State.’
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House Amendment “A” was
adopted, the Bill passed to be en-
grossed as amended by House
Amendment “A’’ in non-concur-
rence and sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, may
I inquire through the Chair if the
House is in possession of L. D.
9367

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman in the af-
firmative.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, I now
move that we reconsider our action
whereby this bill was indefinitely
postponed in non-concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross, now moves
that the House reconsider its ac-
tion whereby this Bill ‘“An Aect
relating to Election of School
Board of City of Old Town” was
indefinitely postponed in non-con-
currence. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

(Cries of “No’’)

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Old Town, Mr. Binnette.

Mr. BINNETTE: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of this
House: I arise this morning in op-
position to the motion to recon-
sider L. D. 936 presented by my
good friend, the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. Ross, on the grounds
that this bill was very well debated
vesterday and voted on with the
following results, 95 to 31. While
I am on my feet I would like to
take this opportunity on behalf of
my constituents and myself in
supporting me in the defeat of this
measure and once again I thank
you for your efforts, and now I
plead with you urging you to please
vote against reconsideration of
this measure. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, as the
gentleman from Old Town, Mr.
Binnette says, this Dbill was de-
bated yesterday at some length.
It came out of Committee with
three reports, Report A with five
signers, Report B with three
signers, and Report C with two
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signers. The debate yesterday will
bear out the fact that all of the
debate were by persons favoring
either report A or report B, but
suddenly a motion was made to
indefinitely postpone all of the re-
ports. I think that at this time of
the year the House perhaps thought
this would be a good way of dis-
posing of something that was of a
local nature so they just went along
with this without further discussion,
so I think that we should consider
the motions that were debated
yesterday and not the indefinite
postponement, and I request that
a vote be taken on the recon-
sideration motion.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Enfield, Mr. Dudley.

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I thought
this was quite thoroughly debated
yesterday and I hope that I don’t
have to bore you with a lot of
conversation this morning. I have
stood in this House on many oc-
casions and gone along with what
I thought was home rule, and in
this case in Old Town only just
two years ago the people voted on
a referendum as wanting this
method that they now have for
selecting their School Board, one
from each ward and one at large,
nothing wrong with that, However,
the only argument is that one
ward may be bigger or smaller
than the other; that has nothing
to do with it because some of the
wards are a long ways out of town,
West Old Town, Veazie — Still-
water rather, these are part of
Old Town. These people should
have a right to say something
about the schools of Old Town and
the people have so set forth that
in their desire by referendum and
I don’t think this House should
come down here and try to force
upon these people something that
is against their wishes, and I hope
that we don’t have to debate this
further when it was defeated
yesterday by ninety some votes.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The ques-
tion before the House is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Bath,
Mr. Ross, that the House recon-
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sider its action of yesterday where-
by Senate Paper 352, L. D. 936
was indefinitely postponed in non-
concurrence. All of those in favor
of reconsideration will vote yes,
those opposed will vote no and the
Chair opens the vote.

A vote of the House was taken.

69 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 50 having voted in the
negative, the motion to reconsider
did prevail.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question now is the indefinite post-
ponement of L. D. 936. The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, I now
hope that the House will re-
consider its action whereby this
bill was indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The question
now before the House is the indef-
inite postponement of this bill.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Limerick, Mr. Carroll.

Mr. CARROLL: In the grand
month of March I arose in this
House and informed this House
you would be here in August. We
killed this bill yesterday, got it out
of the way, and you are right back
reconsidering today. If you keep
stalling around and keep playing
around, you won't only be here
until August, you will be here in
December. Now I urge you all to
vote as we did yesterday to in-
definitely postpone this bill and
let’s stop this pussy-footing around.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Rum-
ford, Mr, Beliveau.

Mr. BELIVEAU: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: Very
briefly, yesterday I rose to dis-
cuss briefly the history behind this
bill and that there were in ef-
fect three different reports and 1
supported Report B and that was a
compromise on my part to permit
the voters of Old Town to deter-
mine for themselves what type of a
school board, election or appoint-
ment they wanted. Now yesterday
the motion for indefinite postpone-
ment was carried by a very sub-
stantial margin, and as a signer of
Report B I wholeheartedly support
the motion for indefinite postpone-
ment and I trust that we will all
be consistent in our actions here
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and that we will vote again today
for indefinite postponement.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? All those
i favor of the indefinite postpone-
ment of Senate Paper 352, L. D.
936, “An Act relating to Election
of School Board of City of Old
Town” will vote yes, those opposed
will vote no and the ‘Chair will
open the vote.

A vote of the House was taken.

47 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 67 having voted in the
negative, the motion to indefinitely
postpone did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bath,
Mr. Ross.

Mr., ROSS: I move that Report
A be accepted in concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross, now moves
that Report A be accepted in con-
currence.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Kingman Township, Mr.
Starbird.

Mr. STARBIRD: Mr. Speaker, I
move this lie on the table until
the next legislative day.

Mr. Ross of Bath requested a
vote.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Kingman Township, Mr. Star-
bird, now moves that this bill be
tabled until Thursday, June 8, pend-
ing the motion of the gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross, to accept
Report A. All of those in favor of
this matter being tabled will vote
ves, those opposed will vote no and
the Chair opens the vote.

A vote of the House was taken.

32 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 90 having voted in the
negative, the tabling motion did
not prewvail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
inadvertently, I voted in the wrong
direction a minute or so ago. On
this measure sometimes it is easier
to fight for your neighbor than it
is to fight for yourself. Now there
are not six Legislators represent-
ing Old Town, there is only one.
There happens to be six in my com-
munity and I have always felt that
five to one or four to two would
win a ball game; sometimes it
doesn’t,
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However, in this particular situa-
tion, this particular problem, the
citizens, the good citizens of Old
Town have indicated that they
want a status quo on this measure,
and wisely so yesterday this House
agreed with their thinking. Fur-
thermore, the gentleman from Old
Town must have some semblance
of integrity when he repeatedly
overwhelmingly is sent back by
his constituents to represent Old
Town, and I hold no brief for the
gentleman from Old Town, Mr.
Binnette, becavse in his tenure
here his batting average opposing
me far supersedes mine opposing
him, so it puts me in an even bet-
ier position.

Regardless of that fact, what’s
right is right and what’s wroag is
wrong, and insofar as I am con-
cerned it makes no difference to
me all things being equal in all
directions how long we’re here so
long as we go along and do things
in my opinion properly. The people
in 1965 indicated a status quo on
this thing. We did so yesterday.
We should today. Mr. Speaker,
in all sense of fairness I move the
indefinite postponement of this
measure and all of its accompany-
ing papers.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from En-
field, Mr. Dudley.

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I rise in
support of the motion of the gentle-
man from Lewiston to indefinitely
postpone this measure. Now I don’t
know if you have taken the time
to look at this piece of legislation,
but Report B is trying to put some-
thing down the throats of the
people in Old Town which they
don’t desire and don’t have a
chance to vote in referendum. Now
the compromise part of this report
wasn’t quite as bad because it
gave the people a chance in Old
Town to once again vote and ac-
cept what they now hLave. I think
it is wrong for us to come down
here for any town or city and try
to put something -— make them
accept something that is against
their wishes and we just a few
minutes ago accepted a referendum
for the City of Lewiston to decide
an issue by referendum. As I told
you before on at least two oc-
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casions, the people of Old Town
have already decided this issue by
referendum only two years ago.

Now if this House doesn’t feel like
they want to indefinitely postpone
this bill, then the least we should
do if we decide to pass it is make
sure that there is a referendum
on it so that these people can have
a referendum and decide what
method they decide to elect the
members of their school board. I
would want them to do that in your
town and I hope that my town
would have the same privilege,
and I only want to extend to others,
or in other words do unto others
like I expect you to do unto me,
and I hope this morning that you
will go along and support the mo-
tion to indefinitely postpone, and
while I am on my feet, if you de-
cide not to, you will at least have
the courtesy of putting an amend-
ment on this fo the extent that the
people of Old Town will once again
vote on an issue that they just
voted on two years ago.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
stand corrected and advise the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. Jal-
bert that his motion to indefinitely
postpone is not in order because
it was just defeated 47 to 67. How-
ever, if the motion to adopt Re-
port A fails, it will have the same
effect as indefinite postponement.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker,
after the motion for indefinite
postponement made was lost, there
was a motion made to table and
that was defeated. Consequently,
the motion to accept the Report
A brings about my motion to in-
definitely postpone the whole bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman and the
Chair so rules, that indefinite post-
ponement was lost 47 to 67. How-
ever, if Report A is defeated, it
has the same effect as indefinite
postponement.

The Chair recognizeg the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: I will not ques-
tion the ruling of the Chair.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is the motion of the gentle-
man from Bath, Mr. Ross, that the
House accept Report A.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.
Mr. JALBERT: Mr, Speaker, I

move indefinite postponement of
Report A.
The SPEAKER: The Chair

would advise the gentleman that
the motion is not in order.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Enfield, Mr. Dudley.

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I endorsed
doing away with the bill altogether.
However, that motion didn’t stand
so I ask you to vote against ac-
cepting Report A because that
doesn’t have a referendum. That's
the part that tries to say you must
do it without referendum. So if
we must have the bill I think we
must give the people a chance to
decide for themselves, so we will
have to vote against this motion.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is the motion of the gen-
tleman from Bath, Mr. Ross, that
the House accept Report A on Sen-
ate Paper 352, L. D. 936, Bill “An
Act relating to Election of School
Board of City of Old Town. All
those in favor of accepting Report
A “Ought to pass” will vote yes;
those opposed will vote no, and the
Chair will open the vote.

A vote of the House was taken.

71 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 54 in the megative, Report
A “Ought ito pass” was accepted
in concurrence, the Bill read twice
and tomorrow assigned for third
reading.

On motion of Mr. Sahagian of
Belgrade, it was

ORDERED, that Pamela Peters,
Stephen Champlin and Kathy
Welch of the Mt. Vernon Elemen-
tary School be appointed to serve
as Honorary Pages for today.

On motion of Mr. Hinds of South
Portland, it was

ORDERED, that Glenn Phinney
of New Brighton, Minnesota be ap-
pointed to serve as Honorary Page
for today.

House Reports of Committees
Divided Report
Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Taxation on Bill “An Act to
Increase Cigarette Tax Two Cents”
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(H. P. 122) (L. D. 148) reporting
“Ought not to pass”, as covered
by other legislation.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. WYMAN of Washington
YOUNG of Hancock
-— of the Senate.
Messrs. ROSS of Bath
HANSON of Gardiner
ROBINSON of Carmel
SUSI of Pittsfield
— of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting “Ought to pass”
on same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Mr. FARLEY of York
— of the Senate.
Messrs. COTTRELL of Portland
DRIGOTAS of Auburn
HARRIMAN of Hollis
— of the House.

Reports were read.

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

Mr. COTTRELL: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: As a signer of the Minority
Report I just want to remind you
that in bringing this bill out in this
way as covered by other legislation
refers I believe to the budget bill
and tax bill which we were discuss-
ing yesterday in which the ciga-
rette tax in that respect is going
to come out with a one percent in-
crease as I understand it. I don’t
think there is any use of my oppos-
ing the report of the committee
here, but I do want to suggest that
as I undenstand it, the cigarette
tax bill is being reduced to 1c and
is being brought out in another
form.

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

Divided Report
Tabled and Assigned

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Taxation reporting “Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Aect Ex-
empting Gas for Cooking and Heat-
ing in Homes from Sales Tax” (H.
P. 813) (L. D. 1189)

‘Report was signed by the follow-
ing memberts:
Messrs. WYMAN of Washington
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FARLEY of York
— of the Senate.
Messns. HANSON of Gardiner
ROBINSON of Carmel
DRIGOTAS of Auburn
HARRIMAN of Hollis
COTTRELL of Portland
— of the House.
Minority Report of same Com-
miftee reporting “Ought to pass”
on same Bill.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Mr. YOUNG of Hancock
— of the Senate.
Messrs. ROSS of Bath
SUSI of Pittsfield
— of the House.

(On motion of Mr. Susi of Pitts-
field, tabled pending acceptance of
either Report and specially as-
signed for Friday, June 9.)

Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Taxation on Bill “An Aect
relating to Excise Tax on Motor
Vehicles” (H. P. 1037) (L. D. 1506),
which was recommitted, reporting
same in a mew draft (H. P. 1194)
(L. D. 1697) under same title and
that it “Ought to pass.”

Report was signed by the fol-
lowing members:

Mr. WYMAN of Washington
— of the Senate.
Messrs. COTTRELL of Portland
SUSI of Pittsfield
HANSON of Gardiner
ROBINSON of Carmel
DRIGOTAS of Auburn
ROSS of Bath .
HARRIMAN of Hollis
— of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting “Ought mnot to
pass” on same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. YOUNG of Hancock
FARLEY of York
—- of the Senate.

Reports were read.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Au-
gusta, Mr. Lewin.

Mr. LEWIN: Mr. Speaker, I
move the acceptance of the Ma-
jority “Ought to pass” Report and
I would speak to my motion.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Lewin, moves
th(;t acceptance of the Majority Re-

port.

Mr. Lycette of Houlton requested
a division.

The SPEAKER:; The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Au-
gusta, Mr. Lewin.

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

As you know, the Cities and
Towns throughout Maine are
searching for additional sources
of revenue to stabilize the ever
increasing burden of the property
tax.

It so happens, however, that at
this session of the Legislature we
have been considering the following
tax Bills which, if enacted, could
result in revenue losses to the
Maine Communities. I might give
a few exemples: L. D. 224—
exempting boats and motors from
taxation; L. D. 407—exempting TV
sets from taxation. This Bill alone
would cost one city over $20,000.

Then we have L. D.'s all per-
taining to exemptions for persons
over 65; exempting farm ma-
chinery from taxation; a tax
exemption for charitable and be-
nevolent institutions: exempting
persons over 65 from paying poll
taxes, and another one exempting
Paraplegic veterans from real es-
tate taxation.

With all the Bills mentioned be-
ing considered, I believe that con-
sideration should be given to the
vehicle excise tax.

Just what does the vehicle ex-
cise tax mean to our many Maine
Communities? It furnishes a rev-
enue vitally important to each and
everyone of them. If there were
no excise taxes on vehicles today,
no doubt there would be a per-
sonal property tax on them. A
property tax is not a graduated tax.
Each year the tax remains the
same although the item may be
getting older. But the vehicle ex-
cise tax is gradually lowered each
year. L. D. 1897 simply calls for a
one mill increase across the board.
Now just what does this mean?
To a person buying a $3,000 car,
and T am quoting the factory price,
it means that he will pay $3.00
more or $1.00 per thousand. You
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have a paper showing sample rates
which was distributed this morn-
ing. To pick two cars at random,
one belonging to a Mr. O’Connell,
a Ford showing a factory list price
of $2535. My car, although I paid
$3500 or a little over for it, the
factory list price is $2852 and that
is where we figure the tax. A car
normally travels an average of one
hour a day while a truck of neces-
sity travels several hours a day
through our towns and cities. I
wanted to bring this point up.

Now what do the people want
in our respective communities?
The answer is “Services”. Our
streets need constant repair, being
subject, as they are today to heavy
traffic including that of trucks of
all types. In winter you all know
of the cost of snow removal to keep
our vehicles rolling, as well as the
requirement of ¢=It to melt the
snow and sand to prevent the acci-
dents, just to name a few. This all
costs money. I might say being a
member of the City Council in
Augusta, that in 1966 Augusta
paid nearly $100,000 for snow re-
moval alone. We all know if we are
to ‘have services we must have
money for them. Excise taxes have
not been changed in many years,
however the cost of services is
continually increasing. I would call
your attention to the fact that we
were sent to this legislature to
represent our communities and
they look to us for assistance. I
feel that this is one area where
we can assist them. This is not a
plea for Augusta, this is a plea
for all communities in our great
State. May I simply state one ex-
ample. If this L. D. receives favor-
able consideration, a community
having 1300 persons paying excise
taxes will get an extra $20,000.

I believe that L. D. 1697 is fair,
is feasible and is timely to help the
many Maine 'Communities. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Lewin, moves
that the House accept the Majority
“Ought to pass” Report in New
Draft. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed, the New
Draft read twice and tomorrow as-
signed.
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Passed fo Be Engrossed
Amended Bills
Bill “An Act relating to Fore-
closure of Bonds for Deeds and
Contracts for Sale of Real Estate”
(S. P. 336) (L. D. 869)
Bill “An Act Creating the Maine
Higher Education Development
Authority” (S. P. 495) (L. D. 1257)
Bill “An Act relating to Divi-
dends and Stock Held by Unknown
Stockholders’ (S. P. 503) (L. D.
1218)

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

Bill “An Aet Providing a Bond
Issue in the Amount of Fifty-nine
Thousand Dollars for Constructing
a Day School in Central Maine for
the Mentally Retarded” (S. P. 466)
(L. D. 1158)

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

Passed to Be Enacted
Bond Issue

An Act to Authorize the Recon-
struction and Elimination of Haz-
ardous Locations on Portions of
State Route 6 (H. P. 404) (L. D.
570)

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: Frank-
ly, I don’t know exactly what I
am going 1o say. I don’t think that
I wish, really, to speak against.
I see I am getting my messages,
perhaps I had better read them
afterwards. I don’t feel that I
want to speak against this par-
ticular project, this particular bond
issue which we have before us,
I looked up but I didn’t find out
whether it’s 4 million or 4% but
it really doesn’t matter, it’s one
or the other.



2938

The point that I would like to
speak to is when is this House
going to get into the area of fiscal
responsibility, We have gone along
passing bond issue after bond is-
sue and having a good idea of some
that are likely to come later, we
can well end up in the .area of $70
million of bond issues that we are
proposing or have passed or
probably will pass to put out to
the people.

To back up a little on this road
proposition, I regret, persona}lly,
that we did not give more serious
consideration to the passage of a
cent on the gas tax and help pay
for our road construction deals
more or less on a pay as you go
basis. That way we could have
eliminated possibly our $16 million
bond issue, or most of it, and
been on a good, sound financial
basis. This way, if we pass this
one, as we have the others, we are
submitting to the people in excess
of $24 million for road construction
in this coming biennium. And this
on top of others that I can see
coming up unless we do something
to stop this wagon in its tracks,
before we get out of here the peo-
ple are going to be faced with an
area of $70 million of bond issues
where we presently only have, af-
ter all these years, something like
80, so we are almost doubling our
bonded indebtedness if we persist
in this course that we are taking.

Now, this matter is up for final
enactment. I think this is all that
I wish to convey to this House and
1 don’t know yet how I shall vote
myself.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Kingman Township, Mr. Starbird.

Mr. STARBIRD: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I can
appreciate the concern of Mr.
Bragdon of Perham, over the
numerous bond issues we have this
year. I can also see where prob-
ably the most of them are prob-
ably quite necessary to those who
have originally sponsored or
backed them. In this particular
case, we have a road which now
runs across the entire breadth of
the State of Maine from Vanceboro
on the Canadian line to New
Brunswick in the East to Jackman
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and north following along 201 to
the border of Quebec.

It is a road that in my area from
Vanceboro through to Lincoln, for
the most part is quite undeveloped.
From Lincoln to Lee over the last
eight or ten years, it has been re-
constructed and is in fairly good
shape, but from Lee on to Vance-
boro I would like, I would truly
like to have some of you people
take a trip over it sometime. It
is a series of roller coasters, up-
side down corkscrews, hairbreadth
turns, a very scenic area but also
very dangerous.

There are other areas over in
the western end of the State that
are almost as bad, if not worse,
but I haven't traversed the entire
length of the road although I in-
tend to do so sometime, but on
those areas in the central and
western area of the State that I
have traversed, there are many
stretches that are the same. As
you well know, I worked on our
interim committee concerning cor-
ridor highways across the State,
and we came to the conclusion
that we should rebuild the entire
length of Route 6 and that it would
come to the cost of about $23
million, some odd hundred thou-
sand dollars.

We recommended that this be
issued. However, it was not. In-
stegd, we have this bond issue
which 'the Highway Committee has
been kind enough through a redraft
to raise from the original eight
hundred and some odd thousand,
to three million and I feel it is a
very moderate figure and I do not
feel that it is excessive in view of
the condition of this road and I
very earnestly beg you to enact
this measure today,

The SPEAKER: The Chair ree-
ognizes the gentleman from San-
ford, Mr. Nadeau.

Mr. NADEAU: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: After hear-
ing Mr. Bragdon which I have a
good deal of respect for figures, I
would like to move that Item 1
be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lin-
caln, Mr. Porter.

Mr. PORTER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I don’t
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like bond issues either and you will
remember awhile ago I spoke in
favor of the gas tax. However, the
international committee which has
been working for this corridor road
has visited with the Highway Com-
missioners several times and we
have been informed that there is
absolutely no money for construc-
tion of this route. We have tried
and tried again to fry to get the
money out of the highway funds,
but we were unsuccessful.

Then we came to the conclusion
that the only way we could get
this fixed up would be by a bond
issue. We don’t like bond issues,
but we don’t like that road, either,
so I certainly hope that you will
favor this road.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from En-
field, Mr. Dudley,

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am re-
luctant also, to speak of this piece
of road since I have been so in-
effective here in my recent con-
versation before you. However, as
a member of the Highway Commit-
tee that heard this bill, it was very
well attended by many people some
of whom would have liked to have
extended it to $23 million and we
reported out the modest amount of
$3 million. I would like to make
this well known $3 million, the
gentleman from Perham, Mr. Brag-
don, thought it was 4%, but is is 3
million and we figure it’s a modest
amount and it had the unanimous
Report of our Committee on High-
ways.

Now let me further say that we
didn’t report this out without giv-
ing some consideration to the bond
issue, the total bond issue for
highway bonds, the State of Maine
has now outstanding. Now let me
say that one of the first considera-
tions we took into consideration
was the fact that during the next
few years we are retiring quite
a few, some 16 or 17% million, in
that neighborhood I — it seems to
me to strike me as being about
17% million will retire in the next
three years.

Now for this reason, this extra 3
million wouldn’t hurt. Now let me
say a word in relation to what we
pointed out to our Committee.
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Maine, if you can visualize the
State of Maine runs way up into
Canada with a big hump point
when you start speaking about
Madawaska, ete., it runs way up
into Canada. At the present time
the Canadians can cut across
Maine saving them some three
hundred miles of travel. We, on
the Committee, thought that this
was a good investment because if
we would make this road just pass-
able, so that these Canadians could
cross it, we would get a lot of
money back in gas tax.

Let me show you how this works.
Canada has going from Frederic-
ton to Quebec City, Trans-Canada,
which is a beautiful highway like
our Interstate, but it goes up
around the hump in Maine into
Fredericton. By coming from
Fredericton across Route 6 they
save approximately three hundred
miles and that means several hours
of travel. Now, we can foresee a
tremendous amount of money being
spent in gasoline and products that
they buy en route, along this route,
so that this $3 million would be
paid back to us many times if we
just make this road passable.

Now you mind we are not trying
to make this road a super highway,
we’re not trying to make this road
even what I consider a first class
road, we are trying to make it
passable because, as Mr. Starbird
has told you, there are actually
places where the corduroy is com-
ing up through, and it does have
long stretches that are good, from
Milo to Guilford is good, we have
quite a good stretch from Guiiford
to Greenville that is good, but we
have a bad place in Rockwood on
that end, and we have some bad
places on the end over right where
the Canadians enter, and it was
pointed out to the Committee that
many have crossed at Vanceboro,
Maine, entered Maine and returned
back to the crossing place and said,
I had to turn back, I'm going anoth-
er route.

So many of them come and cross
at Vanceboro at the present time
and the road being so bad right
where they enter that they then
turn back and we feel as though
the State of Maine can’t afford to
have our tourists turn back when,
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with such a small amount of
money, can make it passable so
they can actually cross Maine.

I do hope that this bill will re-
ceive passage and I know that the
rest of the Highway Committee
does.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Houl-
ton, Mr. Berman.

Mr. BERMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This morn-
ing I arise to support this legisla-
tive document 570 presented by my
good friend from Milo, Mr, Trask,
which has been very capably en-
dorsed by my good friend, the gen-
tlewoman from Guilford, Mrs.
White and my good friend, the
gentleman from Lincoln, Mr. Por-
ter.

I have had occasion within the
past two weeks to travel in the
eastern part of Penobscot County
and the western part of Washington
County over this very highway.
And I was frankly amazed that in
this area of hard working relatively
poor people on a corridor road that
such a poor highway ishould exist.
This is an area, ladies and gentle-
men, ‘that has been long neglected
by the people of the State of Maine,
eastern Penobscot County and
western Washington County. The
amount on this bond issue, frankly,
is very reasonable, the potential in
this area is tremendous and I do
hope that the House will go along
with this bond issue and vote
against the motion for indefinite
postponement.

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

Mr, CROCKETT: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: As
House Chairman of this Commit-
tee, we went through this bill very
thorough, we had a good attend-
ance and everybody was certainly
in agreement with ithe condition
of the road. You have heard it
explained here, the condition, and
there is no exaggeration at all, but
the gospel truth they have told you.
Now, this would be a great asset
to ithe State of Maine if we put
this bill through for the benefit of
the traveling publiec and the people
of the State of Maine.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizeis the gentleman from Solon,
Mr. Hanson.

Mr. HANSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This Route
6 serves a considerable area
in my district and I know 'this to
be very important to these people.
I would therefore wholeheartedly
support for the reconstruction and
improvement of this corridor high-
way.

I would like to point out another
factor, however, this would bene-
fit other areas of ithe State. I hap-
pen ito live in Solon which is on
Route 201 and over the last iseveral
years, the traffic from Canada
south on 201 has increased tre-
mendously. There are periods of
time when you see nothing but
Canadian ecars and sometimes as
many as a hundred in a row during
the summer months and they are
heading south, down +to ‘the
beaches. Well, now, of course,
they do use Route 201 and this
brings them down towards Old
Orchard and down to Bath and
Brunswick area, that way. How-
ever, if this Route 6 were de-
veloped it would not be a much
greater distance bearing east on
Route 6 to the areas in Bucksport
and Washington County, down
along the beaches there, and I
would feel that this Route 6 would
benefit these areas, too, in the
traffic, the movemenit of the Cana-
dian people south during ithe sum-
mer months,

Another important factor is the
development of several large rec-
reational areas in northern Somer-
set, and of course in Franklin
County we have the Enchanted
Mountain Ski Area in Jackman, the
Sugarloaf area, the proposed Flag-
staff and the proposed Bigelow
area, and Route 6, a lateral high-
way from ithe east is at a good posi-
tion to service these areas. They
can take off at Abbot Village on
Route 16 and go over toward King-
field, Sugarloaf, Flagstaff area, and
of course Route 6 going north up
to Rockwood fto Jackman will
service the Enchanted Mountain
Ski area, and there is a great po-
tential in the Bangor area for the
ski areas. I would further concur
with the gentleman from Enfield,
Mr. Dudley, in that several por-
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tions of this road are in very very
good condition. I travel quite fre-
quently the road from Guilford
to Greenville and thiy is a very
fine highway; however, between
Rockwood and Jackman the road
is very very bad, in many areas it
is actually dirt road and they have
undertaken some construction, but
if we could fill in these bad sec-
tions and make them serviceable,
why we would have a very good
highway which would service the
northern part of the state, and I
feel it would be very beneficial
both to the State and ito my dis-
trict. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from
Guilford, Mrs. White.

Mrs. WHITE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This is a
bill of which I have had a tre-
mendous interest for some two
and a half years. First, as a mem-
ber of the Corridor Road Commit-
tee and gince last year special
session as a member of the Feasi-
bility Study Committee. I hope
you have read this Committee’s
report and agree with us that the
enactment of this bill and the sub-
sequent reconstruction of parts of
Route 6 will be of great economic
value to the central part of our
State.

When we come down here as
legislators, I am sure we all want
to do 'something tangibly good for
our own areas. This is the thing
that I have felt would be of great
help to my area, but I am grateful
that I don’'t have to be completely
selfish because, as you know, it
will help three other counties in
the state, Washington, Penobscot
and Somerset.

This is some 209 miles long,
there are some 45,000 people living
along Route 6, and I feel that it
is surely going to be of economic
value to a large area of the State.
I hope very much that you will
support us in our efforts to im-
prove our area and when the vote
is taken, Mr. Speaker, I ask that
it be a roll call.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Glen-
burn, Mr. Cookson.

Mr. COOKSON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I too
rise in support of this L. D. 517,
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This highway would not only solve
as a tremendous short cut for
commercial transportation irom
New Brunswick Province through
Quebec and points west along the
Saint Lawrence but does pass
through some of the finest recrea-
tional areas in the State of Maine
or anywhere else in the country.
And this would do a tremendous
thing for the State of Maine to
get this in shape and I strongly
urge the passage of this L. D.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ken-
nebunkport, Mr. Pendergast.

Mr. PENDERGAST: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the Hous2: I
would like to make the following
comment, I wonder if the members
of the House realize how many
referendum questions we will be
asking Mr. Voter to vote on in
November of this year? My guess
it will be over ten. I think the
voter will make short work out of
most of these and vote, no. I re-
call the voters voted down two out
of three in June of 1966. I think
this bill has merit but I think I
am going to vote against this item
for this reason.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from San-
ford, Mr. Nadeau.

Mr. NADEAU: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I under-
stand that this is also one of those
deals that dis going on that we
didn’t bother getting Federal funds
for. I now withdraw my motion
and hope that you will vote no
knowing that they need two-thirds
to enact it, I hope you will vote
no.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from En-
field, Mr, Dudley.

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would
like to point just one or two small
items, I very seldom get up more
than once. First of all the gentle-
man from Kennebunkport, Mr.
Pendergast, I note that he is quite
interested in the highway bond
issue and he wasn’t concerned then
—the airport, I am sorry, he didn’t
have too much concern about bond
issues then. Let me further point
out that this highway bond issue
there is only going to be two be-
fore the people in the next elec-
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tion, and that is this Route 6
proposition and a bridge in Lewis-
ton. Those are the only two high-
way bond issues before the people
in the next election. Now, the bond
issues that Mr. Pendergast is
speaking about are going to be on
the next general election. Now this
particular bond issue, along with
the Lewiston Bridge, are not go-
ing to be on the next general elec-
tion, they are going to be on the
next election, which is a primary
election, and these big bond issues
for airports and education and so
forth, most of them are going to
be on the next general election.

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

Mr. WALTZ: Mr, Speaker and
Members of the House: First, I
certainly wish to endorse and con-
cur and coincide with the thinking
as expressed by Mr. Bragdon of
Perham. I firmly believe in this
pay as you go on a deal. I also
concur with the expressions made
by the other members of the House
except in one instance. This road,
or rather this bond issue of $3
million is to build a road through
an extremely picturesque and to a
certain extent undeveloped part of
the State of Maine. I know of no-
where, where in my belief we
could spend money to better ad-
vantage. This may seem somewhat
amusing to you members of the
House, but in executive session
when this bill was discussed in the
Highway Committee, the only dis-
agreement in the Committee was
as to the amount of money that
they should approve. It varied from
the amount that was asked for in
the original bill of eight hundred-
odd thousand dollars up to an
amount of, I think around 23 or 25
million, and I don’t think that any
member of the committee dis-
agreed with the maximum amount.
However, we did feel that it was
unwise to authorize or approve a
bond issue which might cause the
public to back away from. Conse-
quently we went along with the $3
million.

I'd like to point out to the mem-
bers of the House, and I think
most of you will agree with me
that I am, shall I say, somewhat
conservative and economically
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minded. I call your attention to
the objection that I raised some
few days ago to the Highway Al-
location Fund. and also that I
signed the Minority Report of one
in opposition to the $16 million 600
hundred-odd thousand for highway
bonds. I sincerely believe, I sin-
cerely urge every member of this
House to vote in approval of this
particular item that is before us
today.

The SPEAKER: The Chair un-
derstands that the gentleman from
Sanford, Mr. Nadeau, requests per-
mission to withdraw his motion to
indefinitely postpone. Is this the
pleasure of the House? It’s a vote.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from San-
ford, Mx. Nadeau.

Mr. NADEAU: Mr. Speaker,
could I ask any member of this
Committee to tell me why they
go on building and spending when
we know there are no federal
funds?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Sanford, Mr. Nadeau, poses a
question through the Chair to any
member of the Highway Commit-
tee who may answer.

The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Enfield, Mr. Dudley.

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker —
well, first let me steer this man
straight. There are federal funds
available; this is a federal-aid sec-
ondary road, and federal-aid pri-
mary. Some of it is federal-aid
secondary and some of it is fed-
eral-aid primary and all the money
we spend is matched by the Fed-
eral Government.

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

Mrs. CARSWELL: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I have
traveled this section several times
coming in from Canada, and it will
be a shame if we don’t open the
door to the Canadians to come into
this area.

Now Enchanted Mountain is go-
ing to be, in the final analysis,
it’s going to be both a summer and
winter resort. They have great
plans for that, and I do hope that
the House of Represesentatives
will think of the economy of the
State of Maine and open this door
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so that we can bring more Ca-
nadians and their money into our
State.

The SPEAKER: In accordance
with. the provisions of Section 14
of Article 9 of the Constitution, a
two thirds affirmative vote of the
House is necessary for its final
enactment. The yeas and nays have
been requested. For the Chair to
order a roll call it must have the
expressed desire of one fifth of the
members present and voting. All
of those desiring a roll call will
vote yes, those opposed will vote
no, and the Chair opens the vote.

A vote of the House was taken,
and more than one fifth of the
members present having expressed
a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is the enactment of House
Paper 404, L. D. 570, An Act to
Authorize the Reconstruction and
Elimination of Hazardous Loca-
tions on Portions of State Route 6,
and in accordance with the provi-
sions of Section 14 of Article IX of
the Constitution, a two thirds af-
firmative vote of the House is
necessary for its enactment. All
those in favor of this bill being
enacted will vote yes, those op-
posed will vote no, and the Chair
opens the vote.

ROLL CALL

YEA — Allen, Baker, E. B.;
Baker, R. E.; Belanger, Beliveau,
Benson, Berman, Bernard, Bin-
nette, Birt, Boudreau, Bourgoin,
Brennan, Brown, Buck, Bunker,
Burnham, Carey, Carrier, Carroll,
Caswell, Champagne, Clark, Con-
ley, Cookson, Cormell, Cote, Cot-
trell, Crockett, Crommett, Curran,
Cushing, D’Alfonso, Darey, Den-
nett, Drigotas, Drummond, Dudley,
Edwards, Evans, Ewer, Farring-
ton, Fecteau, Fortier, Fraser, Ful-
ler, Gaudreau, Gauthier, Giroux,
Hall, Hanson, B. B.; Hanson, H.
I..; Hanson, P. K.; Harnois, Har-
vey, Hawes, Haynes, Healy, Hen-
ley, Hichens, Hoover, Humphrey,
Hunter, Immonen, Jalbert, Jame-
son, Jannelle, Keyte, Kilroy, Kyes,
Lebel, Levesque, Lewin, Lewis,
Lincoln, Littlefield, Maddox, Mar-
tin, McMann, McNally, Meisner,
Miliano, Minkowsky, Mosher, Nad-
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eau, N. L.; Philbrook, Pike, Porter,
Prince, Rackliff, Richardson, G.
A.; Richardson, H. L.; Rideout,
Robertson, Robinson, Ross, Saha-
gian, Sawyer, Scott, C. F.; Scott,
G. W.; Scribner, Shaw, Snow, P.
J.; Soulas, Starbird, Sullivan, Susi,
Thompson, Townsend, Trask, Tru-
man, Waltz, Watts, Wheeler, White,
Wight, Williams, Wood.

NAY — Durgin, Eustis, Gill,
Harriman, Hewes, Hinds, Huber,
Jewell, Nadeau, J. F. R.; Pender-
gast, Snowe, P.

ABSENT -— Bedard, Bradstreet,
Bragdon, Couture, Croshy, Danton,
Dickinson, Dunn, Foster, Hennes-
sey, Hodgkins, Lycette, Noyes,
Payson, Quimby, Quinn, Rocheleau,
Roy, Shute, Tanguay.

Yes, 118, No, 11; Absent, 20.

The SPEAKER: One hundred
and eighteen having voted in the
affirmative and eleven in the nega-
tive, one hundred and eighteen
being more than two thirds, the
Bill is passed to be enacted, it will
be signed by the Speaker and sent
to the Senate,

Bond Issue

An Act to Authonize Construc-
tion of Self-Liquidating Student
Housing and Dining Facilities for
the State Colleges and Southern
Maine Vocational Technical In-
stitute and Eastern Maine Voca-
tional Technical Institute and the
Issuance of Not Exceeding $6,-
712,000 Bonds of the State of
Maine for the Financing Thereof
(H. P. 1160) (L. D. 1659)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. In accordance
with the provisions of Section 14
of Article IX of the Comnstitution
a two-thirds vote of the House
being necessary, a itotal was taken.
118 voted in favor of same and 1
against, and accordingly ‘the RBill
was passed {0 be enacted, signed
by the Speaker and sent to the
Senate,

Emergency Measure
An Act to Allocate Moneys for
the Administrative Expenses of
the State Liquor Commission for
the Fiscal Years Ending June 30,
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1968 and June 30, 1969 (H. P. 82)
(L. D. 112)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a ltotal was taken. 116 voted
in favor of same and 1 against,
and accordingly ithe Bill was passed
to be enacted, sigmed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.

Emergency Measure
Tabled and Assigned

An Act Continwing Governor’s
Advisory Council on the Status of
Women (H. P. 766) (L. D. 1113)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a ‘two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a total was taken. 95 voted
in favor of same and 21 against,

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Cum-
berland, Mr. Richardson,

Mr. RICHARDSON: I request
this be tabled until the next leg-
islative day.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
would advise the gentleman that
heumay consider requesting a roll
call,

Mr. Benson of Southwest Harbor
requested a roll call.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Southwest Harbor requests
a roll call. For the Chair to order
a roll call it must have the ex-
pressed desire of one fifth of the
members present and voting. All
of those in favor of a roll call will
vote yes and those opposed will
vote no.

Thereupon, on motion of Mr.
Richardson of Cumberland, tabled
pending the ordering of a roll call
and specially assigned for tomor-
row.

Emergency Measure
Tabled and Assigned
An Act Appropriating Moneys
for the Continuing Activities of the
Committee on Aging (H. P. 866)
(L. D. 1279)
Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
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strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a two-
thirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being neces-
sary, a total was taken. 98 voted
in favor of same and 17 against.

Mr. Richardson of Cumberland
requested a roll eall.

The SPEAKER: A roll call has
been requested. For the Chair to
order a roll call it must have the
expressed desire of one fifth of
the members present and voting.
Those desiring a roll call will vote
yes, those opposed will vote no
and the Chair opens the vote.

A vote of the House was taken,
and more than one f{ifth of the
members present having expressed
a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.

(On motion of Mr. Benson of
Southwest Harbor, tabled pending
passage to be enacted and special-
ly assigned for Thursday, June 8.)

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act relating to Appointment
of the Deputy Secretary of State
(S. P. 142) (L. D. 270)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strietly engrossed, passed to be
enacted, signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

An Act to Permit State Em-
ployees and Teachers to Insure
Spouse and Children Under the
Group Life Insurance Program
(S. P. 257) (L. D. 637)

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Scribner.

Mr. SCRIBNER: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I move
that the rules be suspended for
the purpose of reconsideration and
I will speak to my motion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Scribner,
moves that the rules be suspended
which is not debatable. Is it the
pleasure of the House that the
rules be suspended?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. SCRIBNER: Mr. Speaker,
I move we reconsider our action
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of June 1 whereby this bill was
passed to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland Mr. Scribner now
moves the House reconsider its
action of June 1 whereby this bill
was passed to be engrossed. The
gentleman may speak to that
motion.

Mr. SCRIBNER: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: As a
member of this House and as a
member of the Appropriations
Committee I am greatly concerned
by some of the features — the
implications in. this type of legisla-
tion. I am greatly concerned when
the gentlewoman from Portland,
Mrs. Carswell, reports to this body
as she did last week there was
a twenty-six percent turnover in
state employees overall. I am
greatly concerned with the article
in the Portland Sunday Telegram,
last Sunday, regarding Pineland.
Dr. Bowman reported forty-six
percent turhover last year in the
employees in his institution.

I think that we’re all aware that
hundreds of our young teaching
college graduates leave the state
every year, yet the Appropriations
Committee is asked to act on
hundreds of thousands of dollars
already added to our million dollar
appropriations for expansion of the
teaching college — or the state
colleges that trains most of our
teachers. I am concerned about
the shortage of firemen, policemen
and other municipal employees
that many of our local govern-
ments are experiencing at this
present time. The point I am try-
ing to make is that all these people
are eligible for group insurance
under these programs and I feel
that we can solve some of our
problems through pay raises, but
I think there is a time and a place
to take a look at the fringe bene-
fits. I don’t believe that the fringe
benefits we offer suech as group
insurance have been serving the
needs of the state in general.

Since the vote was taken on this
last week I have discussed the
group insurance program at length
with Mr. Walter, who is the Ex-
ecutive Secretary of the Retire-
ment System. At the time the vote
seemed tfo indicate, in the debate
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and the vote that most of the mem-
bers of this House felt that the
funds that were paid for this group
insurance was made by payroll
deductions, these employees paid
all of it themselves regardless of
what category of employees they
were and that the Legislature
should not have any interest in that.
They know quite well how to spend
their own money. But I'd like to
point out to the members of this
House that there are 15,500 teach-
ers in the State of Maine that are
eligible for this group insurance.
In order to reject the insurance
when they are hired they have to
sign a card saying that they reject
it. 9,245 of these teachers have seen
fit to do so — that is the majority
of these teachers — if this is such
a worthwhile benefit that everyone
claims I fail to see where it's
serving its purpose. There are
many thousands of state employees
and municipal employees and em-
ployees of water and sewer dis-
tricts that have done the same
thing. I fail to see where these
benefits are serving some of the
purposes which we desire which
are to reduce this turnover and al-
leviate some of the problems that
our local governments are having
hiring teachers, firemen and police-
men. I think the motives behind
the bill and the purposes of it — I
don’t object to it, but I feel that
we're going in the wrong direction
when I understand that the ex-
panded coverage will be admin-
istered in the same way as the
other,

I'm going to offer an amendment
which does not change any of the
technical items of the bill but it
does direct the Board of Trustees
to consider these various prob-
lems whenever they administer
rules and regulations regarding
these insurance plans, retirement
plans, in order to see that the
general purposes of the state which
we as legislators should be con-
cerned about are taken into their
deliberations.

I think this points up an im-
portant fact which I think some-
times we neglect to take into con-
sideration. We’ve all heard the
expression ‘‘pass the buck.” I
think it has an interesting history.
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The ‘‘pass the buck’ goes back
as an old seafarer’s story which I'd
like to relate to you briefly here.
The buck is an item which was
invented by I believe some chief
engineer on a ship one time to
solve his own little problem. The
officers on a ship eat together at
a large table. For many years
on most shipg the captain was
served first, then they went around
the table, the stewards did, the
chief engineer sat at the other end
of the table, and he customarily
was served last. Well after a few
years of this I can see where the
chief engineer might become con-
cerned. I've served on a number
of different ships — 25 or 30 dif-
ferent ocean-going ships and we
always had a buck, and the buck
was usually a broken off piece of
a pump or a piece of a propeller
made out of bronze. It was shined
to a high polish and at each meal
it was placed in front of one of
the officers of the gship. At the
next meal it was moved up to the
next officer; whoever had the buck
in front of him wag served first.
This served to illustrate that every-
one had their fair chance at being
served first.

Well I think the — and I say this
only half in jest — that I would
like to see this House place a nice
bronze plaque in front of our dis-
tinguished Clerk here with a few
words on it, and the Sergeant-at-
Armg could probably shine it up
every day, and it would have just
a few brief words on it saying —
‘‘the buck stops here.” Well I think
it is time that this Legislature in
some of these areas at least take
a step in the right direction and
show some of the people that we
are concerned with these problems
and that we are going to do what
we can to alleviate some of these
pressing problems. If we do not
do this, I am sure that the news-
paper reports are going to become
more glaring in the future, we’re
going to have the reports every
year from the presidents of our
state colleges — higher percent-
ages of the teaching college grad-
uates are leaving the state — our
municipalities are going to have
increasingly difficult problems hir-
ing firemen, policemen and the
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State Bureau of Personnel is go-
ing to have more difficulty recruit-
ing people to fill this excessively
high turnover that we are experi-
encing,

The amendment which I propose
is very brief. I would like to read
it to you at this time: It is the
intent and meaning of this chap-
ter that the Board of Trustees
should give due consideration to
the effect that retirement insur-
ance and other benefit programs
have upon the employee recruiting
programs of the state, the attrac-
tion of recent college graduates
into the teaching profession in
Maine, and the development of
stronger employee recruiting pro-
gramg by municipalities for which
it shall adopt rules and regulations
which will further these objectives
and develop and recommend legis-
lation when necessary. The bien-
nial report required by section
1031, subsection 9, shall include
a summary of the progress made
by the Board in furtherance of
these objectives. I Dbelieve this
points up the three most pressing
problems that we are faced with,
our trained personnel, and am
quite sure that we cannot solve all
our problems by merely enacting
pay raises whenever we have the
funds available. I think we’ve got
to take a strong look at these fringe
benefits programs which the em-
ployees themselves have shown
that the majority of them can re-
ject this by signing a card that
they reject it, and hope that some
day that if the Board of Trustees
takes this guidance into effect on
their deliberations in the various
benefit plans that some day may-
be they will come up with some
better plans that they can offer to
the employees of the State.

I move that we reconsider our
action whereby this bill was passed
to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr, Scribner, now
moves the House reconsider its
action whereby it passed this bill
to be engrossed on June 1, Is this
the pleasure of the House?

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

Mrs. BAKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I rise to
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oppose the reconsideration meas-
ure of this bill and ask for a di-
vision on the gquestion. I think
many of the arguments brought out
by the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Scribner, as you can see show
quite a lot that does not have any-
thing to do with this bill whatso-
ever, it just appears to me as
though it’s a way to strike at
something that is not even perti-
nent to the bill under question, and
I would hope we wouldn’t destroy
the very good intent of this bill
which is only permissive and as he
brought out in one of his state-
ments, many of the teachers have
not taken it, so you can see that
it doesn’t mean they have to, and
it should be left I feel up to the
State employees and the teachers
to decide and this is just a little
bit for them to have for the fam-
ilies when they have such a limited
income, and we know, if you have
looked at the snoop book which
you have that some of them do
have a very, very meager income,
and cannot afford any other in-
surance for the spouse and chil-
dren.

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

Mr. DENNETT: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I rise
in support of the gentlewoman
from Winthrop, Mrs. Baker.

I fail to see just what actually
is intended by this amendment.
Apparently it is a declaration of
intent, but it goes so far beyond
the scope of this bill, it doesn’t
seem to be reasonable at this time.
I certainly would hope that this
House would not vote to reconsider
this bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Man-
chester, Mr. Rideout.

Mr. RIDEOUT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I feel that
in the body of the bill the quota-
tion—The board of trustees in con-
sultation with the Advisory Coun-
cil on Group Insurance shall by
regulation preseribe the conditions
of eligibility for this additional
insurance-—covers the matter as
this bill is concerned quite ade-
quately, and the amendment does
nothing for it, so I would support
Mrs. Baker on this.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Gill.

Mr. GILL: Mr. Speaker, I rise
to oppose the reconsideration mo-
tion on this. If I did not know the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Scribner, as well as I do, I would
feel this was simply an amendment
to clutter up the bill during the
periods of re-engrossment et cet-
era, and give someone the oppor-
tunity to kill the entire bill, but as
I say, I do not feel Mr. Scribner
is a gentleman of this caliber, but
however I do oppose the reconsid-
eration motion.

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

Mrs. CARSWELL: Mr. Speaker,
I'll be very brief, I just wanted to
bring out one point. Turnover in
our institutions has been mentioned
and an outline of the turnover at
Stevens Training Center has been
passed out to some members of the
Housse, so I do hope that those who
have received this paper with the
dates and the names of people who
have resigned and so forth, I hope
that they will just consider the
fact that it’s not just happening at
Stevens Training Center. Thank

you.

The SPEAKER: The Chair reec-
ognizes the gentleman from Brew-
er, Mr. Robertson.

Mr. ROBERTSON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I think
you recall when this bill came up
last week that I spoke in favor of
it. I am still in favor of the pas-
sage of this legislation which I
think is beneficial not only to State
but to municipal employees as well.

I don’t think it is the intent of
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Scribner, to add an amendment on
here that is inappropriate; I think
I am aware of the intent of this
amendment and in so doing I don’t
think that we as a Legislature are
assuming responsibilities that don’t
rightly belong to the Legislature.

I think the intent of the bill is to
insure the rights and privileges
that are granted to employees else-
where in industry and business the
same opportunity — that they will
have the same opportunity work-
ing for the State of Maine. I think
we realize that because of the turn-
over in personnel whether they're



2948

teachers or State employees that
they by receiving these rights
might stay a little longer in State
employment if they have the same
benefits that they can receive else-
where.

I think the amendment which
Mr. Scribner has spoken about
relative to this bill is to protect
the rights and privileges further
by enacting legislation that will
be protective in nature and guaran-
tee the most benefits for the least
cost.

I think it was brought out at
the last time this bill was hefore
us that there seemed to be an ex-
cessive cost as far as the insurance
of our employees was concerned.
We are wondering how much deep-
er that might go in many other
fields and categories regarding
similar benefits for State em-
ployees.

If T am reading this correctly,
my interpretation of this amend-
ment is to guarantee a little fur-
ther protection beyond what this
bill guarantees, to assure that when
insurance is procured for em-
ployees or other benefits are pro-
cured that there will be a careful
study and that they will receive
adequate protection at a more
reasonable cost. Certainly we don’t
want to grant to employees of the
State benefits that are going to be
more costly under a blanket cover-
age than they would be under an
individual coverage with an indi-
vidual insurance company, and I'm
afraid that’s almost what we’re do-
ing in this case. For that reason I
am in favor of one hundred percent
of the bill, but I can see no harm
from the amendment which is pro-
posed and it could be beneficial.

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

Mr., SULLIVAN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I agree
with Representative Robertson one
hundred percent. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The pend-
ing question is the motion of the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Scribner, that the House recon-
sider its action of June 1 whereby
L. D. 637 was passed to be en-
grossed.
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The Chair will order a vote. All
those in favor of reconsideration
will vote yes, those opposed will
vote no, and the Chair opens the
vote.

A vote of the House was taken,

39 having voted in the affirma-
tive and 77 having voted in the
negative, the motion did not pre-
vail.

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

An Act relating to Appeals from
Juvenile Court Proceedings (S, P.
319) (L. D. 842)

An Act relating to Emergency
Admittance of Paupers to Hos-
pitals (S. P. 659) (.. D. 1676)

An Act Providing Funds for Re-
building the Dam on Ebeeme
Lake in Piscataquis County (S. P.
661) (L. D. 1679)

An Act Placing State Highway
Department Employees on the
Merit Service Step System (S. P.
662) (L. D. 1680)

An Act relating to Wages Paid
for Benefits and Eligibility Under
Employment Security Law (H. P.
515) (L. D. 728)

An Act relating to Minimum
Wages for Firemen (H. P. 516) (L.
D. 729)

An Act relating to Joint Ac-
counts in Banks and Loan and
Building Associations (H. P. 1001)
(L. D. 1463)

An Act relating to Powers of
Administrative Hearing Commis-
sioner Concerning Minors Under
the Liquor Laws (H. P. 1159) (L.
D. 1656)

An Act relating to Realty Sub-
divisions and Dilapidated Build-
ings in Municipalities (H. P. 1162).
(L. D. 1663)

An Act Revising the Drug, Nar-
cotic and Pharmacy Laws (H. P.
1176) L. D. 1674)

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

Enactor
Tabled and Assigned
An Act relating to Additional
Appeals Under Liquor Laws (H. P.
1185) (L. D. 1685)
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Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strietly engrossed.

(On motion of Mr. Hichens of
Eliot, tabled pending passage to
be enacted and specially assigned
for Friday, June 9.)

Orders of the Day

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

HOUSE REPORT—Ought Not
to Pass—Committee on Towns and
Counties on Bill “An Act Author-
izing Androscoggin County to Raise
Money for the Reconstruction and
Renovation of its County Build-
ings” (H. P. 1151) (L. D. 1643)

Tabled—June 5, by Mr. Gau-
dreau of Lewiston.

Pending—Acceptance.

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

Mr. BERNARD: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: In
accepting the committee report I'd
like to state for the record that
the Androscoggin County delega-
tion was in full accord with the
merits of this bill. Thank you.

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

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

HOUSE REPORT—Ought to
Pass as amended by Committee
Amendment “A” (H-396)—Com-
mittee on Towns and Counties on
Bill “An Act relating to Hours
of County Offices of Androscog-
gin County” (H. P. 1045) (L. D.
1517)

Tabled—June 5, by Mr. Snowe
of Auburn.

Pending—Acceptance,

Report was accepted and the Bill
read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 1045, L. D. 1517, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Hours of County
Offices of Androscoggin County.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the period at the end and inserting
in place thereof the following
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underlined punctuation and words:
‘, judge of probate and county at-
torney.’

Committee Amendment “A” was
adopted.

Mr. Snowe of Auburn offered
House Amendment “A” and moved
its adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
H. P. 1045, L. D, 1517, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Hours of County
Offices of Androscoggin County.”

Amend said Bill by inserting be-
fore the enacting clause the fol-
lowing:

‘Emergency preamble. Whereas,
Acts of the Legislature do not be-
come effective until 90 days after
adjournment of the Legislature
unless enacted as emergencies; and

Whereas, there is a vital need
to maintain adequate hours for
the orderly transaction of county
business; and

Whereas, it is in the best in-
terests of the citizens of Andros-
coggin County that uniform office
hours be established for its county
offices; and

Whereas, in the judgment of the
Legislature, these facts create an
emergency within the meaning of
the Constitution of Maine and re-
quire the following legislation as
immediately necessary for the
preservation of the public peace,
health and safety; now, therefore,’
Further amend said Bill by in-
serting at the end the following:

‘Emergency clause. In view of
the emergency cited in the pre-
amble, this Act shall take effect
when approved.’

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
oghizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker. Up
until yesterday, I had no feelings
in the matter concerning this
amendment. I contacted some of
the attorneys in the County and I
contacted some of the people in-
volved in our building. This is my
measure and I certainly am whole-
heartedly in favor of it and I can
see nothing wrong with the amend-
ment other than the fact that at
the present time it is my under-
standing that this calls for an
emergency to the bill and at the
present time the vacation programs
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have been set up so that if this
went into effect, it would go into
effect upon the Governor’s signa-
ture without the amendment, which
calls for the emergency, it would
go into effect 90 days after the
session adjourns.

I am wholeheartedly for the bill
and speaking as the Chairman of
the Androscoggin County delega-
tion made up of members of both
parties,
unanimously. The amendment,
however, has not been taken up,
and as I said I have no feelings
about it until I contacted people
and people contacted me and for
that reason, and that I am certain-
ly for the bill. I, however, move
indefinite postponement of the
amendment.

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

Mr. SNOWE: This would have
been a Committee Amendment. I
merely put it in as a House Amend-
ment to save our Committee Clerk
the trouble. I had talked to Mr.
Jalbert and he was in favor of it.
I understand his reason for being
opposed to it now and I would go
along with the motion to indefi-
nitely postpone.

Thereupon, House Amendment
“A” was indefinitely postponed and
the Bill assigned for third reading
tomorrow.

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

Resolve Proposing an Amend-
ment to the Constitution Pledging
Credit of the State and Providing
for the Issuance of Bonds Not Ex-
ceeding One Million Dollars for
Loans for Maine Students in High-
er Education (S. P. 618) (L. D.
1616)

we voted for this bill
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Tabled—June 5, by Mr. Richard-
son of Stonington.

Pending—Final Passage.

On motion of Mr. Shute of
Farmington, retabled pending final
passage and specially assigned for
Friday, June 9.

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

Bill “An Act to Revise the Laws
Relating to Authority for Grant-
ing Degrees and to Approval of
Degree-Granting Institutions” (S.
P. 637) (L. D. 1641) (In House, en-
acted) (In Senate, passed to be
engrossed as amended by Senate
Amendment “A” (S-168)

Tabled—June 5, by Mr. Robert-
son of Brewer.

Pending—Further consideration.

The House voted to recede and
concur with the Senate.

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

Bill “An Act relating to Usc of
Dealer Registration Plates (H. P.
124) (L. D. 150) (In House, indef-
initely postponed) (I Senate,
passed to be engrossed as amended
by House Amendment “A” (H-75)
and Senate Amendment “A” (S-
228) in non-concurrence)

Tabled—June 6, by Mrs. Lincoln
of Bethel.

Pending—Further consideration.

On motion of Mrs. Lincoln of
Bethel, retabled pending iurther
consideration and specially as-
signed for tomorrow,

(Off Record Remarks)

On motion of Mr. Richardson of
Cumberland,

Adjournment until nine-thirty
o’clock tomorrow morning.



