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HOUSE 

W.'dnesday, .JUIl(' 22, If)H;~ 
Th., 1I0us" IIl1'l according to adjourllllH'nt 

and was call"d 10 "rd"r hy the Sppaker. 
Prav"r hv til<' H"H'n'lId Hol)!'rl K SI uart of 

I h" ~:inl('r'SI n'''' lIapt isl Church, (;ardiIH'r. 
TIl<' journal of y,'sl"rliay was read and ap

pro\·ed. 

Papers from the Senate 
Th" following Communication: 

The Spnate of Maine 
Augusta 

Thp lIonorahle ,John L. Martin 
SpeakPI' of tlH' House 
III I h Maine Legislature 
Augusta, Maine 04:33,'3 
J)Par Speakpr Martin: 

June 21,1983 

III accordance with ,Joint Rule 38, please be 
advisl'd t hat the S!'nate today confirmed, upon 
I h(' n'commpndat.ion of tbe Joinl Standing 
Committpe on ,Judiciary, the Governor's nomi
nal ion of Robert .J. Dunfey to the Board of 
Trustpps of the University of Maine. 

Mr. Dunfpy is rpplacing John D. Robinson. 
Sincerely, 

S/ JOY J. O'BRIEN 
Secretary of the Spnate 

Thl' Communication was read and ordpred 
placN\ on fill'. 

Reports of Committees 
Unanimous Leave to Withdraw 

Hl'port of thp Committee on Taxation rp
porting "Ll'ave to Withdraw" on Bill "An Act to 
H"move Moose River from the Maine Forestry 
District" (S. P. 239) (L. D. 681) 

Was placed in the Legislativp Files without 
furth('r action pursuant to Joint Rule 15 in 
cOllcurrence. 

At this point, the rules were suspended for 
I hI' purpose of allowing members to remove 
I IlPir jackets for the remainder of today's ses-
slon. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act Pertaining to the Political Rights 

oj State Employees" (S. P. 439) (L. D. 1318) 
which was Passed to be Engrossed as amended 
hy Housl Amendment "D" (H-392) in the 
lIouse on .June 15, 198:3 in non-concurrence. 

Carne from the Senate Passed to bl' En
grossed as amendpd by House Amendment "0" 
(lI-:l92) as amended by Senate Amendment 
"1\" (8-216) thereto in non-concurrence. 

In the Housp: On motion of Mr. Gwadosky of 
Fairfield, th(' House voted to recede. 

On motion of the same gentleman. S('nate 
Amendment "R" to House Amendmpnt "0" was 
indpfinitely postponed in non-concurrence. 

The same !(entleman offered House Ampnd
mpnt "c" to House Amendment "D" and moved 
iI, adoption. 

House Amendment "C" to House Amend
nll'nt "D" (H-413) was read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gE'lltleman from Fairfield, Mr. Gwadosky. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker and Members 
of t he Housp: A coupIp of days a!(o, the !(entle
lTlan from Limprick, Mr. Carroll, mentioned a 
concprn on a very narrow aspect of th(' biII 
<\('aling with solicitation that may be allowed 
hy stat(' employeps, specifically solicitation by 
law enforcement officers. We felt that this was 
covprpd under the Charitable Solicitations 
AI'!. After reviewing the act, although it may be 
illt<'rprptpd to prpvent them from soliciting, 
which we indeed thought it did, we felt it would 
h., an important safeguard to pxplicitly put 
I his into the law, that law enforcement officials 
would not be allowed to partakp in this politi
cal activity of soliciting whether they are in 
uniform or whether th('y are out of uniform. It 
is a safeguard that we relt was important at 
I his time, and we are happy to oblige the gen-

t"'man from LinlPrick, Mr. Carroll, and wp urge 
the adoption of this anlPndm(·nt. 

Thereupon, \lous!' AIll!,lldnwnt "C'to lIous(' 
Alllendnwnt "f)" was adopft>d. 

Mr. Car"'r or Willslow offt'rl'd lIousl' 
AIlH'IHilll('nt "1\" to lI1llls(' AIlH'ndnH'lIt "1)" and 
1ll0\'!' its adoptioll. 

lIous •. ' AlllPndllll'nt "Il" to lIollsl' Amend· 
ment "D" (1I-404) was f'('ad hy tllP CIl'rk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes thp 
gentleman from Winslow. Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: Several days ago Ioffpred 
an amendment which tried to delete solicita
tion only by state employees, and inadvert
pntly it ruled out the unclassified employees, 
most of which are gubernatorial appoint
ments. r think it would be unfair to now require 
these people not to be able to practice the art 
which they so dearly love, and what this 
amendment dops is allow the unclassified em
ployees only to be able to solicit. It rules out so
licitation by state employees, whether they are 
paid from the General Fund or from federal 
funds. In other words, pverything remains the 
same except that they wiII not be able to solicit. 

Some say, well, this can be controlled. I 
would suggest to you that this is an area that is 
very difficult to control. They can meet each 
other after hours with no one around and they 
can be threatened, and I don't think I would 
like to see this take place, not with our public 
employees. When this occurs, it is a form of in
timidation and ifit is pursued, there can br re
pprcussions against the employees. It is his 
work against possibly a superior or coworker. 
It does not make for good state government, 
and I would hope that you would adopt this 
amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 request a division. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Fairfipld, Mr. Gwadosky. 
Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 

Gentlemen of the House: In rpference to House 
Amendment "B" which has just been offered by 
the gentleman from Winslow, Mr. Carter, this 
amendment basically guts the bill in a sense 
that it would now put us back to the current 
status in the state of Maine where unclassified 
state employees can participate in political ac
tivities, there seems to be no prohibition. Clas
sified employees cannot participate to a great 
extent and this amendment would bring us 
back to our current situation. It would say that 
classified employees cannot solicit but unclas
sified employees can. 

Our goal in the very beginning was to try to 
create some parity between the two groups of 
state employees, the unclassified and classi
fi('d. We tried to do that, allowing them to par
ticipate in a limited fashion in political 
activities, but we have also added a number of 
prohibitions. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that House Amendment 
"8" be indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: Representative Gwadosky of 
Fairfield moves that House Amendment "B" to 
House Amendment "D" be indefinitely post
poned. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Winslow, Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: The reason 1 am offering 
this amendment is because I haven't found one 
state employee who told me he wanted it. I 
have asked many of them and they all tell me 
that they would just as soon not have it, and 
when I pursued the questions of "where does 
this urge or desire to have this type of legisla
tion corne from," it doesn't corne from state 
employees, it comes from union officials. It is 
nothing more than a lobbyist bill and I can't 
but it, and 1 would strongly urge you to adopt 
this amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Augusta, Mr. Paradis. 
Mr. PARADIS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen-

tlelll('n of the House: I think th(' gpntl('man 
from Winslow is partly correct this mornin!( 
wh!'n hp says that a grpat ma.jorityofstate em
plo.\'l'ps don't want this bill or don't nped this 
hill, hilI I think tilt' gelltll'man frolll Fairfi!'ld is 
1110 ... · (,OITl'('t wllPn lIP says that this anwnd
nwnt would gut thl' bill lis prpsl'ntt'd to this 
chamh"r. If the Housp adopts this aml'IHimpnt, 
thpre is no r('ason to have thp bill. 

Most of you know 1 was once a state ('m
ployep, I worked in the Department of Person
nel, and I can aUest to the fact that most state 
employees have total disdain for the political 
process as we know it, Republican and Demo
crat, they don't fully understand the way it 
works and they don't waht to become involved 
in it as active participants other than voting 
and participating in that democracy. But as 
far as becoming involved politically, most don't 
want to do so, they have no reason to do so. but 
there are a few that feel that they are obligated 
as citizens to become involved either here in 
Augusta or some of the other towns in the pol
itical process, they do understand what is 
going on. They have their rights, as do we, to 
become involved and an obligation to become 
involved, and I think it is for that reason that 
we have a choice this morning to accept the bill 
the way it is or to accept an amendment such 
as this. It is a very small minority, but then 
again, today there are very few people who are 
willing to get involved in the political process 
or willing to help candidates run for office. And 
I submit to you, that is an important part ofthe 
political process, not only to pass out pam
phlets and leaflets and go door to door with us 
but also to raise money, become treasurers of 
campaigns, perhaps, or to help in fundraising 
activities. This bill prohibits any of that being 
done on state time or in state office buildings, 
but when the person is horne in the evening or 
on the weekends, on their own time, I think 
they have the same constitutional rights as all 
of us do. We are not trying to infringe on those, 
we arp just trying to state that they do pxist 
even though they are state employees. 

I know a few years ago the Congress modi
fied the federal Hatch Act. Right now, federal 
employees and state employees who are feder· 
ally funded have more political rights than do 
state employees under our own rules and laws. 
1 think that is an inequity that we had to ad
dress with the present bill, and the gentleman 
from Fairfield did a good job explaining that 
last week. 

I would urge you to oppose the amendment 
by the gentleman from Winslow, Mr. Carter 
vote against the amendment and then pass 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, I have two 
questions that were sent to me by a constitu
ent of mine and I have had them in my desk 
now for about three months in regards to this 
bill and I would like to pose them through the 
Chair to anyone on the committee. 

The first question from my constituent is, 
was thp committee on State Government 
aware of the relationship of this bill to the 
Hatch Act? The second question which was 
asked for me to ask the State Government is, is 
it wise to permit classified employees to run for 
the legislature at the same time that they are 
on the state's public payroll? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Bangor, 
Mr. Kelleher, has posed a series of questions 
through the Chair to anyone who may care to 
answer. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Fairfield, Mr. Gwadosky. 

Mr. GW ADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: To respond to the 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher's ques
tions, the first question was, was the State Go
vernment Committee aware of the Hatch Act 
when we were dealing with this bill, and the 
answer is yes. In fact, what we have done is 
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at tpmptpd to take till' provisions of the Hatch 
Act and apply it in several prohihitions to our 
('urrpnt statl' employees, These are the prohi
hit ions that you will find in House Amendment 
"I)", 

TIl!' second question is, is it wise to allow 
state' employees to be able to run for a state
wide' office such as the legislature - we felt un
animously as a committee that no, it wasn't 
wist' to allow them, so what we have allowed in 
lIouse Amendment UO" is for state employees 
to run for local offices and county offices, offi
c('s whkh art' nonpartisan. They can run for 
partisan offices as long as they are not feder
ally Hatch, hut we have expressly put in House 
Anwndrnent. uU" t.hat state employees in no 
way, shapp or form will be able to run for state 
offices such as the legislature. 

Th(' SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
genti('man from Winslow, Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I don't want to prolong 
this amendment, but I would like to clarify a 
statement that I made earlier. 

The gentleman from Augusta is partially 
correct when he states that my amendment 
would prohibit solicitation, but if you read the 
bill carefully, it prohibits state solicitation on 
stale property. The portion concerning the 
statt' troopers has been taken care of. This 
would not prpvent the employees from partic
ipating in politics the way they can now under 
Ihe' guidelines of the Hatch Act, They would be 
prevented from soliciting on state property 
only. and I would ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. 
SIX'aker. 

Th .. SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Fairfield, Mr, Gwadosky. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I agree with the gen
tlt'man from Winslow, Mr. Carter, that cer
t.ainly in our conversations with both the 
Allorney General's Office and with a member 
of I ht' If·gal counsel for the U.S. Board of Merit 
Ht'view who was responsible for dealing with 
Ill!' Hatch Ad, the thrust of the Hatch Act 
(jpals with solicitation in political activities on 
pn'mise, but it is inherent that intentional so
licitation and only solicitation, intentional so
licitation even off the premise is prohibited 
under the Hatch Act, so those federal em
ployees who come under the Hatch Act would 
be prohibited from intentionally soliciting even 
though it is not directly written into the bill. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one fifth of 
the members present and voting. All those de
siring a roll call vote will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

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 
ordt'rl'd. 

Thl' SPEAKER: The pending question is on 
I ht' motion ofthe gentleman from Fairfield, Mr. 
(;wadosky, that House Amendment UB" to 
lIous!' Amendment "D" be indefinitely post
ponl'd. All those in favor will vote yes; those 
Oppos('d will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Arm

strong. Baker, Heaulieu, Bonney, Bost, Branni· 
gan, Brodeur, Brown, A.K.; Brown, D.N.; 
Carroll, G.A.; Cashman, Chonko, Clark, Con
ners, Connolly, Cooper, Cox, Crouse, Crowley, 
Curtis, Daggett, Dexter, Diamond, Dillenback, 
Dudley, Erwin, Foster, Gauvreau, Greenlaw, 
Gwadosky, Handy, Hobbins, Holloway, Ingra
ham, ,Joseph, Joyce, Kelly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, 
LaPlante, Lebowitz, Lewis, Lisnik, Locke, Ma
cEachern, Macomber, Manning, Martin, A.C.; 
Martin, H.C.; Masterman, Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, 
Me'Gowan, McHenry, McSweeney, Melendy, Mi
chaud, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; Moholland, 
Nadeau. Nelson, Paradis, P.E.; Parent, Perry, 
Pines, Pouliot, Randall, Richard, Roderick, Ro
tondi. Salsbury, Smith, C.B.; Sproul, Stevens, 

Stevenson, Swazey, Tammaro, Tuttle, Vose, 
Webster, Willey, Zirnkilton. 

NAY-Anderson, Bell, Bott, Brown, K.L.; Ca
hill, Callahan, Carrier, Carroll, D.P.; Carter, 
Conary, Cote, Davis, Day, Drinkwater, Hall, 
Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, L.M.; Jalbert, Kelleher, 
Kiesman, Lehoux, Livesay, MacBride, Master
ton, Matthews, K.L.; Maybury, McCollister, 
McPherson, Michael, Norton, Paradis, E.J.; 
Paul, Perkins, Racine, Reeves, J.W.; Ridley, Ro
berts, Scarpino, Seavey, Sherburne, Smith, 
C.W.; Stover, Strout, Telow, Theriault, Walker, 
Weymouth. 

ABSENT-Benoit, Higgins, H.C.; Jackson, 
Jacques, Kane, Mahany, Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, 
T.W.; Murray, Reeves, P.; Rolde, Small, Soucy, 
Soule, Thompson, Wentworth, The Speaker. 

Yes, 86; No, 48; Absent, 17. 
The SPEAKER: Eighty-six having voted in 

the affirmative and forty-eight in the negative, 
with seventeen being absent, the motion does 
prevail. 

Thereupon, House Amendment "D" as 
amended by House Amendment "e" thereto 
was adopted. 

The bill was passed to be engrossed as 
amended in non-concurrence and sent up for 
concurrence. 

Orders 
On motion of Representative McSweeney of 

Old Orchard Beach, it was 
ORDERED, that Representative Philip Jack

son of Harrison be excused June 21 through 
June 24 for personal reasons. 

House Reports of Committees 
Unanimous Leave to Withdraw 

Representative Day from the Committee on 
Taxation on Bill "An Act to Amend the Forest 
Fire Control Laws and Repeal the Maine Fore
stry District" (H. P. 529) (L. D. 637) reporting 
"Leave to Withdraw" 

Representative Day from the Committee on 
Taxation on Bill "An Act to Establish the Cost 
of the Maine Forestry District in Fiscal Year 
1983-84" (Emergency) (H. P. 1121)(L.D.1478) 
reporting "Leave to Withdraw" 

Were placed in the Legislative files without 
further action pursuant to Joint Rule 15, and 
sent up for concurrence. 

Ought to Pass in New Draft 
Representative Higgins from the Committee 

on Taxation on Bill "An Act Relating to the 
Taxation of Certain Watercraft" (U. P. 1154) 
(L. D. 1524) reporting "Ought to Pass" in New 
Draft (H. P. 1343) (L. D. 1782) 

Report was read and accepted and the New 
Draft read once. Under suspension of the rules, 
the New Draft was read the second time, 
passed to be engrossed and sent up for con
currence. 

Ought to Pass in New Draft/New ntle 
Representative Higgins from the Committee 

on Taxation on Bill "An Act to Establish Munic
ipal Cost Components for Services to be Ren
dered in Fiscal Year 1983-84" ( Emergency) (H. 
P. 617) (L. D. 765) reporting "Ought to Pass" in 
New Draft under New Title Bill "An Act Relat
ing to Services of a Municipal Character in the 
Unorganized Territory" (Emergency) (H. P. 
1344) (L. D. 1783) 

Report was read and accepted, the New 
Draft given its first reading and assigned for its 
second reading later in today's session. 

The following papers appearing on Supple
ment No.1 were taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Measure 

An Act Making Additional Allocations for 
the Expenditures of State Government in Re
sponse to United States Emergency Jobs and 
Humanitarian Aid Programs for the Fiscal 
Year Ending June 30, 1984 (H. P. 1333) (L. D. 

1773) 
Was reported by the Committee on En

grossed 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 necessary, a total was taken. 111 
voted in favor of same and none agaillRt and 
accordingly the Bill was passed to be enacted, 
signed by the Speaker and sent to the Senate. 

An Act to Assure Consideration of On-Site 
Impacts of Major Developments Under the Site 
Location Laws (S. P. 630) (L. D. 1772) 

Was reported by the Committee on En
grossed 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 necessary, a total was taken. 106 
voted in favor of same and 12 against, and ac
cordingly the Bill was passed to be enacted, 
signed by the Speaker and sent to the Senate. 

Enactor 
Later Today Assigned 

An Act Providing for Administrative Changes 
in Maine Tax Laws(H.P.I054)(L.D.1398) (H. 
"A" H-412 to C. "A" H-408) 

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

On motion of Mrs. Mitchell of Vassalboro, 
tabled pending passage to be enacted and la
ter today assigned. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act to Appropriate Oil Company Over

charge Funds (H. P. 1334) (L. D. 1774) 
An Act to Validate the Procedure for Selec

tion of Members of the Maine Real Estate 
Commission (H. P. 1336) (1. D. 1775) 

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

Enactor 
Later Today Assigned 

An Act to Amend the Military Laws of the 
State of Maine (H. P. 1337) (1. D. 1777) 

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

On motion of Mrs. Mitchell of Vassalboro, 
tabled pending passage to be enacted and later 
today assigned. 

----
An Act to Permit an Air National Guard Of

ficer to be Eligible to Serve as Deputy Adjutant 
General (H. P. 1338) (1. D. 1778) 

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

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Committee on Taxa

tion on Bill "An Act to Amend the Forest Fire 
Control Laws and Change the Method of Fund
ing Forest Fire Control Services" (R. P. 528) (L. 
D. 636) reporting "Ought to Pass" in New Draft 
(Emergency) (H. P. 1342) (1. D. 1781) 

Report was signed by the following members: 
Senators: 

WOOD of York 
TWITCHELL of Oxford 
TEAGUE of Somerset 

- oCthe Senate. 
Representatives: 

HIGGINS of Portland 
ANDREWS of Portland 
CASHMAN of Old Town 
DAY of Westbrook 
INGRAHAM of Houlton 
KANE of South Portland 
KILCOYNE of Gardiner 
MASTERMAN of Milo 
McCOLLISTER of Canton 

- orthe House. 
Minority Report of the same Committee re

porting "Ought Not to Pass" on same Bill. 
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I("porl was sign('d hy till' following mpmher: 
Hl'pn'sl'nt at ivl': 

BHOWN of BI'I hpi 
- of t h .. Hous('. 

H .. ports wl'n' rl'ad. 
TllI'n'upon, tlw Majority "Ought to Pass" HI'

port was a('('('pll'd and tlH' Nl'w Draft rpad 
OIH·('. \ lnd('r susppnsion of the rules the N('w 
Draft was read thl' sl'('ond timp, passl'd to he 
('lIgross('d and sl'nt up for ('on('urrpn('e. 

Ily unanimous ('onsl'nl, all matters acted 
upon ('('quiring Senalp concurren('p werp or
dl'l'('d sl'nt forthwith. 

-----
Orders of the Day 

Th(' Chair laid hl'forp I he Housp the first item 
of llnfinish('d Business: 

Bill "An Act to Provide for thp l'se of Major 
('n'dit CanIs at Statp Liquor Stores" (H. P. 
1:\40) (L. D. 1780) 

(Committl'(' on Business Legislation sug
g('stl'd) 

TalllPd-,Junp 21,1983 (Till Later Today) by 
i1"pn'spntative Diamond of Bangor. 

Pl'nding- Hefl'rl'nce. 
()n motion of Mrs. Mitchell of Vassalboro, re

t aliiI'd pending reference and later today as
sig/H'd. 

The Chair laid before the House the second 
it I'm of Unfinished Business: 

An Act Relating to Involuntary Admission 
(Eml'rgency) (H. P. 1321) (L. D. 1756) (H. "A" 
H :198) 

Tahl('d-June 21,1983 (Till Lat('rToday) by 
H('pr'psentative Nelson of Portland. 

Pending-Passage to be Enacted. 
On motion of Mrs. Nelson of Portland, under 

suspl'nsion of the rules, the House reconsi
d('rl'd its action whereby the Bill was passed to 
h(' pngrossed. 

On further motion of the same gentlewo
man, under suspension ofthe rules, the House 
('('('onsidered its action whereby House Amend
m('nt "A" was adopted. 

Thp same g('ntlewoman offered House 
Amendment "A" to House Amendment "A" and 
mov('d its adoption. 

lIous(' Amendment "A" (H-415) to House 
Anwndm('nt "A" (H-398) was r('ad by the Clerk 
alld adopted. 

House Am('ndment "A" as amendpd by 
1I0usl' Amendment "A" thereto was adopted. 

Thl' Bill was passed to bl' engross('d as 
amp/HI('d hy House Amendment "A" as 
anH'n(IPd by House Amendment "A" thereto in 
non-('oncurrenc(' and sent up for concurrence. 

By unanimous ('ons('nl, ordered sent forth
wit It to tht, Senatl'. 

Th(' Chair laid b('fore the House thp follow
ing matter: 

Bill "An Act to Establish County Budget 
Comrnitt('es" (S. P. 592) (L. D. 1710) (H. "A" H
:\;)2 to II. "A" H-329 and H. "B" 1J-330) 

Tahled-June 21,1983 by Sppaker Martin of 
Eagl(' Lak('. 

P('nding-Ruling ofthl' Chair. 
TIll' SPEAKER: The Chair would rule that 

hasl'd on previous rUlings hythis Chair on mat
t ('rs which have hpen defeated, only those mat
tprs whil'h have h('en reintroduced by the 
(;ov('rnor can be tak('n under consideration by 
I Ill' sam(' s('ssion unlpss that Bill is in by two
I hirds vot('. Based on that previous ruling and 
historical rulings of the Chair, the Chair would 
1'111(' t hat House Ampndmpnt "K" is impropprly 
I,,'fort' this bodv. 

Mr. Carter' of Winslow offered House 
Anwndment "M" and movpd its adoption. 

House Amendment "M" (H-414) was r('ad by 
I he Clt'rk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair r('('ognizes the 
g('ntl('man from Madawaska, Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. MeHENRY: Mr. Speak('r, a parliamentary 
inl.juiry. 

The SPEAKER Thl' gentleman may stat(' his 
inquiry. 

Mr. M('HENRY: Mr. Speaker, is not House 

Amendment "M" the sam(' thing as the The SPEAKER: Seventy-four having \'Ot('d in 
aml'ndm('nt that tbe Chair jusl ruled on, ttHe affirmative and fifty-sewn in the negative, 
same sit uation? with twenty heing absent, the motion does 

Th(' SPEAKER: In f('ferenc(' to the request hy pr('\·ail. 
til!' gentleman from Madawaska. Mr. McHenry, Mr. Armstrong of Wilton offered House 
the Chair would rule that House AmendmentAmendment "J" and move its adoption and rp-
"M" is germane. qu('sted a division. 

The Chair r('cognizes the gentleman from House Amendment "J" (H-402) was r('ad by 
Belfast, Mr. Drinkwater. the Clerk. 

Mr. DRINKWATER: Mr. Speaker, I move in- Mr. ARMSTRONG: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
definite postponem('nt of House Am('ndment Gentlemen of the House: House Amendm('nt 
"M" and ask for a roll call. ".1" - and I hope at this late date that "J" 

The SPEAKER: Th£' gentleman from Belfast, stands for June and not July - is asimpl(' one
Mr. Drinkwater, moves indefinite postponpd- page amendment. First of all, let me saybri('fly 
ment of House Amendment "M" and requests a that I feel very strongly about this bill. I fel'l 
roll call. very strongly about local control and I feel that 

Thp Chair recognizes the gentleman from this whole thing is a local control issue. I feel 
Orono, Mr. Bost. very strongly about the concept of this bill, get-

Mr. BOST: Mr. Speaker, would it be out ofline ting the county budget process out of thp 
to ask for an explanation of what the differ- whole legislative process. It just doesn't make 
ence between "M" and "K" is? any sense for me to be voting on Washington 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Orono, County's budget or Cumberland County's 
Mr. Bost, has posed a question through the budget or Kennebec County's budget and it 
Chair to the sponsor of the amendment who doesn't make any sense to me to have people 
may respond if he so desires. from those counties v;)ting on Franklin Coun-

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from ty's budget. However, there seems to be in this 
Winslow, Mr. Carter. body a lack of any real consensus on the make 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen- up of a county budget committee, there is a big 
tlemen of the House: Page 14 of House question of the one man, one vote issue, there 
Amendment "M" indicates that there shall be is a question of would each municipality have a 
three questions on the ballot with three op- vote on the county budget committee, so in 
tions. One is, do you want to adopt county thinking about this last week and listening to 
budget? Question two is, do you want to adopt the debate, it came to me that possibly t he only 
a charter commission? Question three is, do solution that would be agreeable to this legisla-
you want to eliminate county government and ture at this time and at this late date would be 
have the functions reassigned? to have a county budget committee in each 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re- county composed entirely of the legislative 
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it delegation from that county. This is basically 
must have the expressed desire of one frfth of the way it is right now, except under my bill the 
the members present and voting. All those in legislative delegation would meet with the 
favor of a roll call vote will vote yes; those op- county commissioners and finalize the budget 
posed will vote no. right in the county. The budget would not be 

A vote of the House was taken, and more brought back here to Augusta, it would not be 
than one fifth of the members present having subject to debate before the Local and County 
expressed a desir(' for a roll call, a roll call was Government Committee, it would not be sub-
ordered. ject to debate on the floor of the legislature. It 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before wouldn't clog our calendar and take two or 
the House is on the motion of the gentleman three weeks of the whole body's time here argu-
from Belfast, Mr. Drinkwater, that House ing about county budgets. 
Amendment "M" be indefinitely postponed. All I think this is a good solution at this point in 
those in favor will vote yes; those opposed will time. It was not my original idea but I think it 
vote no. has a lot of merit and I would urge its adoption 

ROLL CALL and appreCiate your support in the vote. 
YEA--Ainsworth, Anderson, Armstrong, The SPEAKER: A vote has been requested. 

Beaulieu, Bell, Benoit, Bonney, Bost, Bott, The pending question before the House is on 
Brown, A.K.; Brown, D.N.: Brown, K.L.; Cahill, the adoption of House Amendment" J". Those 
Callahan, Cashman, Chonko, Cooper, Cox, in favor will vote yes; those opposed will votp 
Crouse, Curtis, Daggett, Davis, Day, Dexter, Di- no. 
amond, Dillenback, Drinkwater, Foster, Gauv- A vnte of the House was taken. 
reau, Grppnlaw, Gwadosky, Higgins, L.M.; 87 having voted in the affirmative and 26 in 
Holloway, Ingraham, Joyce, Kiesman, Kil-
coyne, LaPlante, Lebowitz, Livesay, Locke, the negative, the motion did prevail. 
MacBride, Macomber, Martin, A.C.; Martin, Mr. Strout of Corinth requested a roll call on 
H.C.; Mastprman, Masterton, Maybury, McHen- passage to be engrossed. 
ry, Nelson, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, Perry, Pines, The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 
Richard, Roderick, Rotondi, Salsbury, Scar- call, it must have the expressed desire of one 
pino, Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.B.; Sproul, fifth of the members present and voting. All 
Stevenson, Stover, Swazey, Tammaro, Telow, those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
Thompson, Walker, Webster, Weymouth, Wil- opposed will vote no. 
ley, Zirnkilton. A vote of the House was taken, and more 

NAY--Allen, Andrews, Baker, Brannigan, than one fifth of the members present having 
Brodeur, Carrier, Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; expressed a desire for a roll call, a roll call was 
Carter, Clark, Conary, Conners, Cote, Dudley, ordered. 
Erwin, Hall, Handy, Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
H.C.; Hobbins, Jalbert, Joseph, Kelleher, Kelly, the House is on passage to be engrossed as 
Ketover, Lehoux, L('wis, Lisnik, MacEachern, amended by House Amendment "A" (H-329) as 
Manning, Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McCollist('r, amended by House Amendment "A" (H-352) 
McGowan, McPherson, McSweeney, Melendy, thereto, House Amendment "B" (H-330) and 
Michaud, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitc hell, J.; Moholland, House Amendment "J" (H-402). Those in favor 
Nadeau, Norton, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perkins, will vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 
Pouliot, Racine, Reeves. J.w.; Ridley, Roberts, ROLL CAll 
Seavey, Smith, C.W.; Strout, Tuttle, Vose. YEA-Ainsworth, Anderson, Armstrong, 

ABSENT -Connolly, Crowley, Jackson, Jac- Benoit, Bonney, Bost, Bott, Brodeur, Brown, 
ques, Kane, Mahany, Matthews, K.L.; Michael, A.K.; Brown, D.N.; Cahill, Conary, Cox, Crouse, 
Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, T.W.; Murray, Randall. Crowley, Curtis, Daggett, Davis, Day, Dexter, 
Reeves, P. Rolde, Soucy, Soule, Stevens, The- Drinkwater, Foster, Gauvreau, Greenlaw, Gwados-
riault, Wentworth, The Speaker. ky, Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, Kelly, LaPlante, Le-

Yes, 74; No, 57; Absent, 20. bowitz, Livesay, Locke, MacBride, MacEachern, 
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Ma('omh('r, Martin, A.C.; Masterman, Master
ton, Matthews, Z.E.; Maybury, McHenry, Me
lendy, Michaud, Nelson, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, 
I'!'rry, Pin!'s, Richard, Roderick, Rotondi, Sals
hury, Scarpino, Small, Smith, C.B.; Smith, C.w.; 
Sproul, Stevens, Stevenson, Stover, Swazey, 
Telow, Thompson, Walker, Webster, Wey
mouth, Willey. 

NAY-Allen, Andrews, Baker, Beaulieu, Bell, 
Brannigan, Brown, K.L.; Callahan, Carrier, 
Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Cashman, 
Chonko, Clark, Conners, Connolly, Cooper, 
Cot!', Diamond, Dillenback, Dudley, Erwin, 
Hall. Handy, Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; 
Hohbins,lngraham,Jalbert, Joseph, Joyce, Kel
leher, Ketover, Kiesman, Kilcoyne, Lehoux, 
Lewis, Lisnik, Manning, Martin, H.C.; Mayo, 
McCollister, McGowan, McPherson, McSwee
ney, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; Moholland, Na
deau, Norton, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perkins, 
Pouliot, Radne, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; Ridley, 
Ilolwrts, S!'avey, Sherburne, Soule, Strout, 
Tammaro, T1wriault, Tuttle, Vose, Zirnkilton, 
Th(' Speak!'r. 

ABSENT -Jackson, .Jacques, Kane, Mahany, 
Mat thews, K.L.; Michael, Mut'phy, E.M.; Murphy, 
T.W.; Murray, Heeves, P.; Rolde, Soucy, Went
worth. 

Y('S, 67; No, 71; Absent, 13. 
Th!' SPEAKER: Sixty-seven having voted in 

th!' affirmative and seventy-one in the nega
tive, with thirteen being absent, the motion 
does not prevail. 

Sent to the Senate. 

The following paper appearing on Supple
ment No.2 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act Creating a Maine Milk Pool (H. P. 

1323)(L. D. 1754) (H. "A" H-410 to S. "A"S-210) 
Was reported by the Committee on En

grossed Bills as truly and strictly engrossed. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from West Bath, Mr. Stover. 
Mr. STOVEH: Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a 

roll call. 
The SPEAKER: The gentleman from West 

Bath, Mr. Stover, has requested a roll call. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STOVER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen

tlemen of the House: A~ I talked you previously, 
I was a dairy farmer for some 32 years and I 
feel I know the prohlems and I know their 
work. I don't think anyone has brought it up, 
that certainly no one would indicate that these 
people on the Maine market don't earn every 
nickel they get. There is no one who works any 
harder t.han a dairy farmer. Farming is hard 
business anyway, but when you have animals 
to tak!' care of, when it comes five o'clock and 
you still haW' animals to he fed, milked and 
b!'dd!'d down, you don't quit until you have 
that done. With me anyway, the last thing I did 
hefor!' I went to bed, I went back out to the 
barn and checked those animals, and a farmer 
never gets overtime, he gets no fringe benefits, 
the only difference between Sunday and 
Christmas and the other days in the week was 
that I used to work eight hours on those days 
instead of twelve or fourteen. There certainly is 
no reason that you should take away what 
th('y earn and what belongs to them. 

I had my own business, as I said before, and I 
gu!'ss J was a pretty good salesman. I went out 
and I sold and I got all there was in it and I 
know that if some bureaucrat in Augusta 
('amI' down and said to me,look, after all, you 
load a little pull and you got this customer and 
thaI one and you get more for your milk and 
therefore you have to divide it up with the guy 
down the street, I would have called it a gun
man's holdup and I probably would have acted 
a('('ordingly. To me, this is nothing but robbing 
I'etf'r to pay Paul and I feel there is no reason 
for it, so I would urge you to vote no on the 
('llaOment. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re-

quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one fIfth of 
the members present and voting. All those in 
favor of a roll call will vote yes; those opposed 
will vote no. 

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 Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Eastport, Mr. Vose. 

Mr. VOSE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentle
men of the House: We have debated this bill, I 
think, at length and I don't think anyofus can 
add anything new whatsoever. I would hope 
that we could proceed to the voting in defer
ence to the heat of the day and the time ele
ment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dexter, Mr. Sherburne. 

Mr. SHERBURNE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I will be very brief. 
This was a bad bill when it started mainly be
cause of the fact that there are so many different 
situations in the State of Maine. Southern 
Maine has one situation, northern Maine has a 
different situation, and they are going to get a 
different treatment in this bill. 

Penobscot County is just south of that area 
which was called the Northern Pool so the ex
penses there are nearly as great but they are 
too far south to be benefited like the Northern 
Maine Pool would be. So, between the southern 
part of the state and the northern part of the 
state, those in the rest of the state are going to 
get it put right to them. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
the House is on passage to be enacted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Bethel, Miss Brown. 

Miss BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I would request 
permission to pair my vote with the gentleman 
from ~ennebunIs.LMr. MurpiJy. If !dr . .M-'1xphy 

, were present and voting, he would be voting 
no; I would be voting yes. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from St. George, Mr. Scarpino. . 

Mr. SCARPINO: Mr. Speaker, I request per
mission to pair my vote with the gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Murray. If Mr. Murray were 
present and voting, he would be voting yes; I 
would be voting no. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from LeWiston, Mr. Telow. 

Mr. TELOW: Mr. Speaker, I request permis
sion to pair my vote with the gentleman from 
Caribou, Mr. Matthews. If Mr. Matthews were 
present and voting he would be voting no; I 
would be voting yes. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Madison, Mr. Richard. 

Mr. RICHARD: Mr. Speaker, I request per
mission to pair my vote with the gentleman 
from Watenille, Mr. Jacques. If Mr. Jacques 
were present and voting he would be voting 
yes; I would be voting no. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Winslow, Mr. Matthews. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Mr. Speaker, I request 
permission to pair my vote with the gentleman 
from Westbrook, Mr. Carrier. If Mr. Carrier 
were present and voting, he would be voting no; 
I would voting yes. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Gray, Mr. Carroll. 

Mr. CARROLL: Mr. Speaker, I request per
mission to pair my vote with the gentleman 
from South Portland, Mr. Kane. If Mr. Kane 
were present and voting, he would be voting 
yes; I would be voting no. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Brodeur. 

Mr. BRODEUR: Mr. Speaker, I request per
mission to pair my vote with t.he gentlewoman 
from Pittston, Mrs. Reeves. If Mrs. Reeves were 
present and voting, she would be voting no; I 
would be voting yes. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Old Town, Mr. Cashman. 
Mr. CASHMAN: Mr. Speaker, I request per

mission to pair my vote with the gentleman 
from Easton, Mr. Mahany. If Mr. Mahany were 
present and voting, he would be voting yes; I 
would be voting no. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Westport, Mr. Soule. 

Mr. SOULE: Mr. Speaker, I request permis
sion to pair my vote with the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Rolde. If Mr. Rolde were present and 
voting, he would be voting yes; I would be vot
ing no. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
the House is on passage to be enacted. Those in 
favor will vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Beaulieu, Bell, Benoit, Bonney, Bost, Branni
gan, Carroll, G.A; Carter, Clark, Connolly, Cote, 
Crowley, Curtis, Daggett, Diamond, Dillenback, 
Dudley, Erwin, Greenlaw, Gwadosky, Hall, 
Handy, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, Jalbert, 
Joseph, Joyce, Kelleher, Kelly, Ketover, Kil
coyne, Lehoux, Lisnik, MacEachern, Macomber, 
Manning, Martin, H.C.; Mayo, McCollister, 
McGowan, McSweeney, Melendy, Michael, Mit
chell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; Murphy, E.M.; Nadeau, 
Nelson, Norton, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perry, Pou
liot, Racine, Reeves, J.W.; Roberts, Roderick, 
Rotondi, Soucy, Swazey, Tammaro, Thompson, 
Tuttle, Vose, Zirnkilton, The Speaker. 

NAY-Anderson, Armstrong, Bott, Brown, 
A.K.; Brown, D.N.; Cahill, Callahan, Chonko, 
Conary, Conners, Cooper, Cox, Crouse, Davis, 
Day, Dexter, Drinkwater, Foster, Gauvreau, 
Hayden, Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham, 
Kiesman, LaPlante, Lebowitz, Lewis, Livesay, 
Locke, MacBride, Martin, A.C.; Masterman, 
Masterton, Maybury, McHenry, McPherson, 
Michaud, Moholland, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, 
Perkins, Pines, Randall, Ridley, Salsbury, Sea
vey, Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.B.; Smith, C.W.; 
Sproul, Stevens, Stevenson, Stover, Strout, 
Theriault, Walker, Webster, Wentworth, Wey
mouth, Willey. 

ABSENT -Jackson 
PAIRED-Brown K.L.-Murphy T.W; Carroll 

D. P.;-Kane; Scarpino-Murray; Brodeur-Reeves 
P; Telow-Matthews K. L.; Cashman-Mahany; 
Richard-Jacques; Soule-Rolde; Matthew Z. E.;
Carrier. 

Yes, 71; No, 61; Absent, 1; Paired, 18. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-one having voted in 

the affirmative and sixty-one in the negative, 
with one being absent and eighteen paired, the 
motion does prevail. 

Signed by the Speaker and sent to the Se
nate. 

By uanimous consent, all matter requiring 
Senate concurrence were ordered sent forth
with to the Senate. 

The following paper appearing on Supple
ment No.3 were taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Emergency Measure 
Failed of Enartment 

An Act to Provide for Reapportionment of 
County Commissioner Districts (H. P. 689) (L. 
D. 869) (H. "A" H-4l1) 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen ofthe House: I apologize to some extent 
for bringing this bill up today but it has been 
sitting on the Unassigned Calendar for some 
time and yesterday afternoon we put an 
amendment on the bill which I did not have the 
opportunity to review. Since then I have, and I 
guess I would pose a couple of questions if I 
might relative to how this bill would work. 

When I looked through the amendment that 
was offered yesterday, on Line 30 and 31 oCthe 
amendment, I think it must be Page 2, it says 
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I hal I his commission is going to I'!'POl't back to 
I IH' Clprk oft hc' IIousp with a plan and thpn tht' 
('jpl'k of tlH' IIClUSC' is going to suhmit tht' plan 
10 th" Il'gislaturp on .January 15, 19H4. Tht' 
""xl s!'ntl'ncl' says that the It'gislature shall 
c'naC'1 Ilw submittt'd plan in rpgular or sppcial 
sc'ssion hv a votl' of two-thirds ofthl' mpmhers 
of pach Iioust' within aCt calendar days aftPl' 
I hl' plan is submitted. The way I read this, it is 
C'1!'ar to m!' that whatt'vpr plan is sent to tht' 
lIous!', wp havp to adopt it, thp Spnatp and 
linus!', w!' don't havp a choice. It cannot be 
anH'ndpd, it is an up Of down votp. It does 
makp a provision later on, howpvt'r, that if we 
should vote against thp plan, if it is not 
adoptpd by two-thirds, then thp Supreme 
('ourt will make the final dptermination. That 
s('C'ms to mp to be a littlp diffprpnt, certainly, 
than thl' plan that we had earlier this year for 
0111' own rpapportionmpnt and I wondered if 
this was an oversight or if it was intended to 
"Iiminatp, in l'ffect, thp legislature, us here, 
from having anything to do whatsoever with 
t h .. reapportionment. 

The sl'cond part of that question, I guess, is 
an attpmpt, and I am sincere about this in not 
m:lking this a partisan position, I am ('on
c'l'l"npd about. the dollars and cents and I know 
that soml' of you may think that this is less 
than sincerp but I am sure you are all aware 
that there has bepn some concern over the 
amount of money that was spent on the reap
portionment for the House and Senate - my 
concern here is, who is going to determine how 
much money is going to be spent by the com
mission in determining county commissioner 
districts and who has the authority to sppnd 
that monpy and who has the authorization to 
allow the money to be spent? I think that was 
part of the problem that we ran into a month 
or so ago and I am posing that question in less 
t han a partisan mannpr because I think it is 
sompthing that needs to be clarified. In fact, 
t lIP AUornpy General's opinion that came back 
parlier t.his wpek said very clearly that he felt 
tlw It'gislature npeded to take some action on 
deterrnining the process and who was the au
t horit.y and who had the ability to authorize 
thl'sP expenditures, so I think for the record 
w(' nepd to clear up the first question that I 
(H)s('d relative to the process and the second 
'fUpst ion as to the financing of the commission 
and how this is going to be determined. 

Thp SPEAKER: The gpntleman from Scarbo
rough, Mr. Higgins, has posed a series of ques
t ions to anyonp who may care to respond. 

Th(' Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Diamond. 

Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Sppaker, Ladies and Gen
t I('mpn of the House: In response to the gen
t I('man from Sparborough's questions-first of 
all. the intent of the legislation was to mirror 
t IH' procedures bywhich we reapportioned the 
I('gislative district.s and as a result of a drafting 
C'ITor, that option that the legislature has to 
approve its own plan was inadvertently omit
t<,d. 

I talked wit h one of the staff members from 
Lc'gislativ(' Assistants just a fpw moments ago 
and shp told me that thl'Y were going to correct 
this mistake in the Mini-Errors Bill that they 
an' working on right now, so it is sompthing 
t hat will be addressed. 

You should know that the State Constitution 
doc's prmidp the legislature with that option, 
so notwithstanding this piece of legislation, 
should it bp enactpd, wp would still have that 
ahility to approve our own plan if we are un
happy with thp plan put together by the rpap
portionment commission. 

Sc'c'clIIdly, as far as thp funding of the com
rni~,ion goes, as you all probably know, the Lp
gislat iY(' Council approved the expenditurp of 
rn 011 f'y of the purpose of reapportionment and 
it would b(' th(' samp procf'dure that would be 
follow('d with rpgard to reapportionment of 
('ollnty commission('r districts as well. 

I hc;pl' I haY(' answered the questions ofthp 

good gpntlpman and if thprt, are any others, I 
would bl' glad to ans\Vpr thosp as well. 

TIlt' SPEAKER: TllP Chair recognizps the 
gentlewoman from Wells, Mrs. Wentworth. 

Mrs. WENTWORTH: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I would like you to 
vote against this. Whpn this was first planned, 
commissioners in the arpa were going to be in
volved in the reapportionment. Since then, it is 
my understanding that the same reappor
tionment committee that worked on our dis
tricts is now going to do this. If that is so, with 
the damage done in my area, I would strongly 
oppose it. 

The SPEAKER: Thp pending question is on 
passage to be enacted. Pursuant to Article V, 
Part First, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
Maine, this requires a two-thirds vote of all 
those present and voting. All those in favor of 
this Bill being passed to be enacted will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was takpn. 
78 having voted in the affirmative and 51 

having voted in the npgative, the Bill failed of 
Passage to be Enacted. 

----
The Chair laid before the House the follow

ing matter: 
An Act Providing for Administrative 

Changes in Maine Tax Laws (H. P. 1054) (L. D. 
1398) (fl. "A" H-412 to C. "A" H-408) which was 
tabled and later today assigned pending pas
sage to be enacted. 

Mr. Higgins of Scarborough requested a roll 
call. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 
call, it must have the expressed desire of one 
FrIth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
the House is on passage to be enacted. Those in 
favor will vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Beaulieu, Benoit, Bost, Brannigan, Brodeur, 
Brown, A.K.; Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; Carter, 
Cashman, Chonko, Clark, Cooper, Cote, Cox, 
Crouse, Crowley, Daggett, Diamond, Erwin, 
Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, Hayden, 
Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, .Jalbert, Joseph, 
Joyce, Kelleher, Kelly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, La
Plante, Lehoux, Lisnik, Locke, MacEachern, 
Macomber, Manning, Martin, AC.; Martin, H.C.; 
Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McCollister, McGowan, 
McHenry, McSweeney, Melendy, Michael, Mi
chaud, Mitchell, KH.; Mitchell, J.; Moholland, 
Nadeau, Norton, Paradis, P.E.; Perry, Pouliot, 
Racine, Richard, Ridley, Roberts, Rolde, Ro
tondi, Soucy. Soule, Stevens, Tammaro, The
riault, Thompson, Tuttle, Vose, The Speaker. 

NAY-Anderson, Armstrong, Bell, Bonney. 
Bott, Brown, D.N.; Brown, K.L.; Cahill, Calla
han, Conners, Curtis, Davis, Day, Dexter, Dil
lenback, Drinkwater, Foster, Greenlaw, Hig
gins, L.M.; Holloway. Ingraham, Kiesman, 
Lebowitz, Lewis, Livesay, Map Bride, Master
man, Masterton, Maybury, McPherson, Mur
phy, E.M.; Nelson, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, Paul, 
Perkins, Pines, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; Roderick, 
Salsbury, Scarpino, Seavey, Sherburne, Small, 
Smith, c.B.; Smith, C.W.; Sproul, Stevenson, 
Stover, Strout, Swazey, Telow, Walker, Webs
ter, Went.worth, Willey, Zirnkilton. 

ABSENT -Carrier, Conary, Connolly, Dud
ley, Jackson, Jacques, Kane, Mabany, Mat
thews, K.L.; Murphy, T.W.; Murray, Reeves, P.; 
Weymouth. 

Yps, 80' No 58; Absent, 13. 
The SPEAKER: Eighty having voted in the af

firmative and fifty-eight in th negative, with 
thirteen being absent, the motion does prevail. 

Signed by the Speaker and sent to the Sp
nate. 

By unanimous conspnt, all matters rpquiring 
Spnatp concurrence were ordered sent forth
with. 

On motion of Mr. Swazey of Bucksport, 
Recessed until two o'dock in the afternoon. 

After Recess 

2:00 P,M. 

The House was called to ordpr hy the 
Speaker. 

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No.4 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act Relating to the Taxation of Certain 

Watercraft (H. P. la43) (L. D. 1782) 
Was reported by the Committee on En

grossed Bills as truly and strictly engrossed. 
Mr. Scarpino of St. George requested a roll 

call vote. 
Thp SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 

call, it must have the expressed desire of one 
FrIth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

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 before 
the House is on passage to be enacted. Those in 
favor will vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Anderson, An

drews, Baker, 13eaulieu, Bell, Benoit, Bonney, 
Bott, Brannigan, Brown, AK.; Brown, K.L.; 
Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A; Carter, Cashman, 
Chonko, Clark, Conners, Connolly, Cooper, 
Cote, Cox Crouse, Crowley, Curtis. Daggett, 
Day, Diamond, Dillenback, Drinkwater, Erwin. 
Foster, Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, Hay
den, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, Ingraham, 
Jacques, Jalbert, Joseph, Joyce, Kane, Kplly, 
Ketover, Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lebowitz, Le
houx, Lisnik, Livesay, Locke, MacBride, Mac
Eachern, Macomber, Manning, Martin, AC.; 
Martin, H.C.; Masterman, Masterton, Mat
thews, Z.E.; Maybury, Mayo, McCollister, 
McGowan, McHenry, McPherson, McSweeney, 
Melendy, Michael, Michaud, Mitchell, KH.; Mit
chell, J.; Nadeau, Nelson, Norton, Paradis, P.E.; 
Parent, Perry, Racine, Randall, Richard, Ridley, 
Roberts, Roderick, Rolde, Rotondi, Salsbury, 
Small, Smith, C.B.; Soucy, Soule, Stevens, 
Stover, Swazey, Tammaro, Telow, Theriault, 
Thompson, Tuttle, Vose, Webster, Zirnkilton. 

NAY - Brodeur, Brown, D.N.; Cahill, Calla
han, Conary, Davis, Dexter, Greenlaw, Higgins, 
L.M.; Holloway, Kelleher, Kiesman, Lewis, Pa
radis, E.J.; Paul, Perkins, Pines, Reeves, J.W.: 
Scarpino. Sherburne, Smith, C.W.; Sproul. 
Stevpnson, Walker, Wentworth, Willey. 

ABSENT -Armstrong, Host,Carrier, Dudley, 
Jackson, Mahany, Matthews, K.L.; Moholland. 
Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, T.W.; Murray, Pouliot. 
Reeves, P.; Seavey, Strout, Weymouth, The 
Speakpr. 

Yes, 108; No, 26; Absent, 17. 
The SPEAKER: One hundred and eight hav

ing voted in the affirmative and twenty-six in 
the negative, with seventeen being absent, the 
Bill is passed to be enacted. 

Signpd by the Speaker and sent to the Se
nate. 

The following paper appearing on Supple
ment NO.5 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

On motion of Representative Mayo of Tho
maston, the following Joint Resolution: (H. P. 
1347) 
Joint Resolution Memorializing the Honorable 
William F. Bolger, Postmaster General of the 

Unitpd States, and the Citizens Stamp 
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Ad\isory Committee to Order the Issuance of 
A Special Stamp Commemorating General 

Henry Knox 
WE, your Memorialists, the Senate and 

House of Heprl'sentatives of the State of Maine 
in t hI' FirRt Regular Session of the One 
Hundred and EI('venth Legislature now as
sl'lTIbled, most rl'spectfully present and peti
tion the Honorable William F. Bolger and the 
Citizens Stamp Advisory Committee, as fol
lows: 

WHEREAS, the American cause was in mor
tal danger in the winter of 1775-76; and the 
Americans had the British confined in Boston, 
with the Redcoats unaware of the artillery 
shortage existing within the rebel ranks; and 

WHEREAS, America might have lost its fight 
for nationhood in its infancy if General Henry 
Knox, a bookseIler turned soldier, had not del
ivered the guns which aIlowed George Wa
shington to strengthen his fledging army and 
Iibl'rate Boston; and 

WHEREAS, with the big guns from Fort Ti
conderoga, General Washington could defend 
his own siege positions, command Boston and 
prevent the arrival of British supplies from the 
seas; and without them, the English would 
have massed enough men and equipment and 
sallipd forth and crushed the revolution; and 

WHEHEAS, General Knox, a military ama
t ul'r at that timl', who had helped engineer the 
fortifications, came to General Washington 
wit h a plan to go after the guns captured from 
the British at forts on Lake Champlain; and 

WHEREAS, facing seemingly impossible 
odds, General Knox,just 25 years old and with 
a new Colonel's commission, set out for New 
York on November 17, 1775, racing as best he 
could on horseback over frozen roads, reach
ing Fort Ticonderoga on December 5th; and 

WHEREAS, General Knox selected 59 guns, 
captured the previous spring by Ethan Allen 
and Benedict Arnold, with a total weight of 
120,000 pounds, which were loaded onto 3 
boats; and 

WHEREAS, the artillery and supplies were 
transferred to 42 sledges which were pulled by 
80 tl'ams of oxen, along crude roads, Indian 
trails, or no roads at all, through 3 feet offresh 
loose powder; and General Knox and his men 
made no better than 2 miles a day, all at so 
great. a strain that oxen and horses gave out 
and werl' abandoned, with men often pushing 
the sl('ds; and 

WHEREAS, General Knox arrived at Wa
shington's camp with an advance contingent 
on January 18th, and "the noble train of ar
tillpry," as he caIled it, was delivered on Janu
ary 24, 1776, 47 days after leaving Fort 
Ticonderoga; and 

WHEREAS, it is recognized that General 
Knox performed a monumental deed by haul
ing 60 tons of artillery and supplies from Fort 
Ticonderoga in New York, across the length of 
Massachusetts to Boston, in the dead of winter 
that numbed horses and oxen, and terrified 
ml'n. When animals refused to struggle on, 
ml'n pulled an impossible load; and when men 
hesitated, General Knox's own assurance and 
courage kept them going, and rallied the coun
tryside to their aid; and 

WHEREAS, with nothing but book-learning 
to guide them, General Knox aided in design
ing and building siege fortifications about Bos
ton, with which George Washington was 
greatly pleased; and 

WHEREAS, on March 2nd, General Knox's 
guns began shelling Boston, and on March 17th 
the British evacuated the city, a date still cele
brated annually by Bostonians; and 

WHEREAS. "the Tories were repelled; the 
r€'lx>ls were relieved and the cradle of liberty 
was free;" and 

WHEREAS, eventually, General Knox be
came chief of artillery for the Continental 
Army and one of General Washington's closest 
fripnds and trusted lieutenants and became 
active in most ofth(' major battles of the revo-

lution, in the course of which he proposed a la
boratory and cannon factory at Springfield, 
Massachusetts, which became the army's na
tionally famous Springfield Armory; and 

WHEREAS, General Knox showed a facility 
for artillery warfare which con tin ually amazed 
his learned British opponents and French al
lies alike; and he designed a new gun carriage 
which enabled him to engage guns in greater 
number and mobility than Europeans had 
done; and 

WHEREAS, it was General Knox who per
sonally directed the transport of General Wa
shington's troops across the Delaware on 
Christmas night, 1776, for which he was 
awarded the rank of Brigadier General; and 

WHEREAS, General Knox was with Wa
shington at Valley Forge and at Yorktown; he 
organized a military academy for the new 
army and he was the first to embrace Washing
ton in farewell at war's end; and 

WHEREAS, this self-taught bookseller
soldier became a Major General and succeeded 
General Washington as Commander of the 
Army after the war; and 

WHEREAS, General Knox became the coun
try's first Secretary of War in President Wa
shington's Cabinet on March 8, 1785, and later 
enjoyed success as a businessman on his estate 
in Thomaston, Maine; and 

WHEREAS, Henry Knox represented young 
America. He was a self-made General, too un
sophisticated to be cowed by the near impossi
ble, and had that exquisite American capacity 
to do what couldn't be done, simply because it 
needed doing, and he knew that he could do it 
when few others would dare try; now, there
fore, be it 

RESOLVED: That We, your Memorialists, in 
recognition of this outstanding General and 
his record of accomplishments, recommend 
and urge that the Honorable William F. Bolger, 
Postmaster General of the United States and 
the Citizens Stamp Advisory Committee take 
appropriate action by ordering the issuance of 
a special stamp commemorating the two hun
dredth anniversary of General Henry Knox's 
appointment as our nation's first Secretary of 
War on March 8, 1785; and be it further 

RESOLVED: That copies of this resolution, 
duly authenticated by the Secretary of State, 
be transmitted to the Honorable William F. 
Bolger, Postmaster General, and the Honora
ble Members of the Citizens Stamp Advisory 
Committee. 

The Joint Resolution was read and adopted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

The following papers appearing on Supple
ment No.7 were taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Unanimous Ought Not to Pass 
Representative Kilcoyne from the Com

mittee on Taxation on Bill "An Act to Remove 
Cigarettes from Sales Tax Exemption and 
Increase State Revenue Sharing from 4% to 
5% of Sales, Individual and Corporate In
come Taxes" (H_ P. 428) (L. D. 510) report
ing "Ought Not to Pass" 

Was placed in the Legislative Files without 
further action pursuant to Joint Rule 15 and 
sent up for concurrence. 

Unanimous Leave to Withdraw 
Representative Kilcoyne from the Commit

tee on Taxation on Bill "An Act to Increase 
Sales Tax Equity" (H. P. 989) (L. D. 1294) re
porting "Leave to Withdraw" 

Representative Kilcoyne from the Commit
tee on Taxation on Bill "An Act to Impose a 
Severence Tax on Wood" (H. P. 1166) (L. D. 
1557) reporting "Leave to Withdraw" 

Were placed in the Legislative Files without 
further action pursuant to Joint Rule 15 and 
sent up for concurrence. 

The following items appearing on Supple
ment No.8 were taken up out of order by un-

animous consent: 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Meuure 

An Act Relating to Involuntary Admission 
(H. P. 1321)(L. D. 1766) (H. "A" H-415 to H. "AM 
H-398) 

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

Mr. Manning of Portland requested a roll 
call. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 
call, it must have the expressed desire of one 
fifth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

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 on 
passage to be enacted. This being an emer
gency measure, a two-thirds vote of all the 
members elected to the House is necessary. All 
those in favor will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Anderson, An

drews, Armstrong, Baker, Beaulieu. Bell, Be
noit, Bonney, Bost, Bott, Brannigan, Brodeur, 
Brown, A.K.; Brown, D.N.; Brown, K.L.; Cahill, 
Callahan. Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A; Cashman, 
Clark, Conary, Conners, Connolly, Cooper, 
Cote, Cox, Crouse, Crowley, Curtis, Daggett, 
Davis, Day, Dexter, Dillenback, Drinkwater, 
Erwin, Foster, Gauvreau, Greenlaw, Gwa
dosky, Hall, Handy, Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, 
H.C.; Higgins, L.M.; Hobbins, Holloway, Ingra
ham, Jacques, Jalbert, Joseph, Joyce, Kelly, 
Ketover, Kiesman, Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lebo
witz, Lehoux, Lewis, Locke, MacBride, Mac
Eachern, Macomber, Manning, Martin, A.C.; 
Martin, H.C.; Masterman, Masterton, Mat
thews, Z.E.; Maybury, Mayo, McCollister, 
McGowan, McHenry, McPherson, McSweeney, 
Melendy, Michael, Michaud, Mitchell, KH-; Mit
chell, J.; Nadeau, Nelson, Norton, Paradis, E.J.; 
Paradis, P.E.; Parent, Paul, Perkins, Perry, 
Pines, Pouliot, Racine, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; 
Richard, Ridley, Roberts, Roderick, Rolde, Ro
tondi, Salsbury, Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.B.; 
Smith, C.W.; Soucy, Soule, Sproul, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Stover, Swazey, Tammaro, Telow, 
Theriault, Thompson, Tuttle, Vose, Walker, 
Webster, Wentworth, Weymouth, Willey, Zirn
kilton, The Speaker. 

NAY-None. 
ABSENT-Carrier, Carter, Chonko, Dia

mond, Dudley, Jackson, Kane, Kelleher, Lisnik, 
Livesay, Mahany, Matthews, K-L.; Moholland, 
Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, T.W_; Murray, Reeves, P.; 
Scarpino, Seavey, Strout. 

Yes, 131; No, 0; Absent, 20. 
The SPEAKER: One hundred and thirty one 

having voted in the affirmative and none in the 
negative, with twenty being absent, the Bill is 
passed to be enacted. 

Signed by the Speaker and sent to the Se
nate. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act Pertaining to the Political Rights of 

State Employees (S. P. 439) (L. D. 1318) (H. "C" 
H-413 to H. "D" H-392) 

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

The following paper appearing on Supple
ment No. 10 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

The following Communication: 
The Senate of Maine 

Augusta 

Honorable Edwin H. Pert 
Clerk of the House 
Illth Legislature 

June 22, 1983 
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Augusta, MainI' 04:l:U 
(kar C!I'rk I'('rt: 

'I'll(' S,'natp today \'ot('d to R,'c('(\(' and Con
('ur wit h t hI' lIous(' on Bill, An Act to Estahlish 
County Budg('t lommitt('(' (S. P. 592) (L. D. 
1710) 

Sinc('rely, 
Sf JOY J. O'BRIEN 

S('cretary of the Senate 
The Communication was read and ordered 

placed on fill'. 

TIlt' following paper appearing on Supple
nH'nt No. 1:3 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

On motion of Representative Mitchell of Vas
salhoro, the following Joint Order: (H. P. 1350) 

ORDERED, the Senatp cGncurring, that Bill 
"AN ACT to Validate thp Procedure for Selec
t ion of Memhers of the Maine Real Estate 
Commission", H. P. 1335, L. D. 1775, he recalled 
from tht> Governor's desk to the House. 

1'111' Order was read and passed and sent up 
for concurrence. 

By unanimous const'nt, all matters acted 
upon requiring Senate concurrence were or
dpr!'d sent forthwith. 

The following paper appearing on Supple
mpnt No. 12 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Passed to Be Enacted 
Emergency Measure 

An Act to Amend the Forest Fire Control 
Laws and Change the Method of Funding Fire 
Control Services (H. P. 1:342) (L. D. 1781) 

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

Mr. Davis of Monmouth requested a roll call. 
The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 

call, it must have the expressed desire of one
fifth of the members present and voting. All 
t hose in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, and more 
than one-fifth of the members present having 
('x pressed a desire for a mil call, a roll call was 
ordprpd. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
t h(' Housp is on passage to be enacted. This 
twing an emergency measure, a two-thirds 
votp of all the members elected to the House 
npcessary. Those in favor will vote yes; those 
oppospd will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Bpaulieu, Benoit, Bost, Bott, Brannigan, Bro
dpur, Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Cash
man, Chonko, Clark, Conary, Connolly, Cooper, 
Cott', Cox, Crouse, Crowley, Daggett, Diamond, 
Drinkwater, Erwin, Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, 
Handy, Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, 
Ingraham, Jacques, Jalbert, Joseph, Joyce, 
Kant', Kelleher, Kelly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, La
Plante, Lebowitz, Lehoux, Lisnik, Locke, Mac
Bride, MacEachern, Macomber, Maning, Martin, 
II.C.; Masterman, Mastel·ton, Matthews, Z.E.; 
Mayo, McCollister, McGowan, McHenry, Mc
Swepney, Mplendy, Michael, Michaud, Mitchell, 
KH.; Mitchell, J.; Moholland, Nadeau, Nelson, 
Norton, Paradis, P.E.; Parent, Paul, Perry, 
Pines, Pouliot, Racine, Reeves, J.W.; Richard, 
Ridlpy, Roberts, Roldt', Rotondi, Salsbury, 
Smith, C.W.; Soucy, Soule, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Swaz('y, Tammaro, Telow, Theriault, Thomp
son. Tuttle, Vose, Willey, Zirnkilton, The 
Sp!'akl'r. 

NAY-Anderson, Armstrong, Bell, Bonnpy, 
Brown, A.K.; Brown, D.N.; Brown, K.L.; Cahill, 
Callahan, Conners, Curtis, Davis, Dexter, Dil
I('nback, Foster, Greenlaw, Higgins, L.M.; Hol
loway, Kiesman, Lewis, Livesay, Maybury, 
McPherson, Paradis, E . .J.; Perkins, Randall, 
Hoderick, Scarpino, Sherburne, Small, Sproul, 
Stowr, Walker, Webster, Wentworth, Wey
mouth. 

ABSENT-C'arrier, Day, Dudley, Jackson, 

Mahany, Martin, A.C.; Matthews, K.L.; Murphy, 
KM.; Murphy, T.W.; Murray, Reeves, P.; St'aVt'y, 
Smith, C.B.; Strout. 

Yes, 101; No, 36; Ahsent, 14. 
The SPEAKER: One hundred and onp having 

voted in the affirmative and thirty-six in the 
negative, with fourteen being absent, the Bill is 
passed to bp enacted. 

Signed by the Speaker and sent to the Se
nate. 

Miss Brown of Bethel was granted unanim
ous consent to address the House. 

Miss BROWN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: There really hasn't been 
very much debate on this bill that we just 
enacted, so I would like to explain to a couple 
of people what they just voted for. 

This bill came about because ofthe constitu
tionality in the Maine Forest District and the 
way it was funded. What we just established is 
a one year program to provide a new tax on 
forest land of parcels over 100 acres. I went 
with the Minority "Ought Not to Pass" Report 
because I felt the tax structure was too high. 
For someone living in an organized territory, it 
represents approximately a 14 percent min
imum t.ax increase, or, if they are in tree 
growth, it could be an 18 or 19 percent tax in
crease. It is going to be approximately 25 cents 
an acre if you live in an organized territory; if 
you live in an unorganized or plantation, there 
will be an additional 9 cents an acre on top of 
the 25. One third of this cost will be funded out 
of the General Fund program and two thirds 
will be out of this new tax. 

I felt that there are some very positive things 
we have accomplished in this bill in the com
promise, one was the Advisory Council that 
was established. Some of the problem is we 
have asked them to deal with aspects that I 
find highly political and I am not sure how a 
group of nine members is going to resolve 
what a Legislative Taxation Study Committee 
failed to do as well as the Maine Forest Fire 
District Commission failed to do and how nine 
people are going to study this and give us all 
the answers by next January. 

The other part of my problem is that the old 
people who were in the Maine Forest Fire Dis
trict before are now allowed out if they don't 
have 100 acre parcels. We haven't done any
thing to do any sort of an evaluation on what 
their fire control capabilities are, and I feel 
that since 1904 or 1909 we established this 
program and forced them to stay in it and now 
here we are in 1983 and we are throwing them 
out because they don't have 100 acre parcels. I 
think that is a little inconsistent without at 
least doing some sort of evaluation on this pro
ject. 

By unanimous consent, all matters acted 
upon requiring Senate concurrence were or
dered sent forthwith. 

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No.6 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Committee on Ap

propriations and Financial Affairs on Bill "An 
Act Making Appropriations and Allocations for 
the Expenditures of State Government and 
Changing Certain Provisions of the Law Neces
sary to the Proper Operations of State Go
vernment for the Fiscal Years EndingJune 30, 
1984, and June 30, 1985" (Emergency) (H. P. 
1029) (L. D. 1354) reporting "Ought to Pass" in 
New Draft (H. P. 1345) (L. D. 1784) 

Report was signed by the following mem
bers: 

Senators: 
BROWN of Washington 
NAJARIAN of Cumberland 

- of the Senate. 
Rt'presentatives: 

KELLEHER of Bangor 

LISNIK of Prpsque Isle 
CONNOLLY of Portland 
CARTER of Winslow 

- of the House. 
Minority Report of the same Committpe re

porting "Ought to Pass" in New Draft under 
New Title Bill .. An Act Making Appropriations 
and Allocations for the Expenditures of State 
Government and Changing Certain Provisions 
of the Law Necessary to the Proper Operations 
of State Government for the Fiscal Years End
ing June 30, 1983, June 30, 1984, and June 30, 
1985" (Emergency) (H. P. 1346) (L. D. 1785) 

Report was signed by the following mem
bers: 

Senator: 
PERKINS of Hancock 

- of the Senate. 
Representatives: 

SMITH of Mars Hill 
ARMSTRONG of Wilton 
BELL of Paris 
MASTERTON of Cape Elizabeth 

- of the House. 
Representatives JALBERT of Lewiston and 

CHONKO of Topsham - of the House - ab
staining. 

Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Winslow, Mr. Carter. 
Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, I move we accept 

the Majority "Ought to Pass" Report. The Ma
jority Report ofthe Committee, which I ask you 
to support today, is a Part II Budget that pro
vides for a reasonable and responsible im
vestment in Maine's future. It is a budget which 
looks to the future, not to the past. It is a 
budget that honors commitments to the men
tally retarded, the handicapped, the aged, the 
deaf, and the poor. It is a budget which con
tinues this state's commitment to economic 
development in agricultural marketing pro
grams. It is a budget which provides real prop
erty tax relief to Maine property taxpayers to 
the tune 0[$5 million. It is a budget which ade
quately funds the first meaningful worker's 
compensation reform package in the last fifty 
years. It is a budget which preserves the feder
ally funded jobs of one hundred and four state 
employees who provide essential services to 
the mentally retarded, the elderly, the men
tally iII, and the needy. 

It is easy to be complacent, to say no to 
needed spending programs, much easier than 
it is to take the lead in meeting the needs of our 
people during difficult economic times. It is 
right for us to invest our money in our people 
and in our future, rather than spend it on cor
porate tax breaks. It is right for us to provide 
much needed propprty and corporate tax re
forms rather than to look in the other direc
tion and permit gross inequities to continue. It 
is right to keep faith with our business com
munity by funding workers' compensation re
form. It is right to fully fund home-based care 
for the elderly and to preserve Supplemental 
Security Income to comply with new federal 
regulations. 

It is right to do all these things, but they re
quire t.hat we stand up and be counted. It 
means that we must have the courage to set 
spending priorities to benefit our people and 
not the large corporations who can afford to 
pay high -powered lobbyists to protect their in
terests. It means that we must be willing tojus
tify a sound financial policy to the people of 
this state. This budget as reported by the ma
jority of the Appropriations Committee is 
sound state policy. 

But before I go through some of the budget, I 
would like to reminisce a bit. I first served in 
the legislature in the 102nd. I first served on 
the Appropriations and Financial Affairs 
Committee in the 105th and I can s~hat I 
never have seen-us in it Siiuatilnior-game1ike 
this one. You know, the name of the game is 
compromise and we all know that politics is 
the art of compromise. Left alone to do its 
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work, the Appropriations Committee has al
ways been able to accomplish its task. We had a 
good track record in this session, ifmy memory 
s('rvps me corr('ctly, we only had onc split re
port during the entire session. In retrospect, 
how(,VI'r, I guess it was not in the cards that we 
wprp to have unanimity on Part II. 

Thp committee had two strikes against it 
from the beginning, and it was only a matter of 
timp bpfore the third strike came up against it. 
Thl' first strike, as you all know, was the fact 
that we had indexing, and not to try to be mak
ing puns about it, but I think it came from the 
outside, it was an outside pitch that we had to 
react to. The second strike was a slow curve 
that also came from right field, and it is known 
as New Federalism, or the trickle-down theory, 
and we are supposed to be the safety net. The 
third strike came later in the game and it came 
from the left corner, or leadership t.hat sits in 
the left. corner. Despite the first two strikes, I 
thought we were doing very well. 

Indexing meant that we had to consider 
finding revenues to fund our recommenda
tions. Most of the methods recommended by 
the Governor to fund his programs were re
jectl'd. The committee, nevertheless, was work
ing well, I thought. After our first go-around on 
thl' Part II, we ended up with a package, a bi
partisan package, that provided many vital 
sl'rviees to our constituents in economic de
velopment, conservation, education, human 
services, and so on. We needed only approxi
matl'ly$lO million the first year and $4 million 
the sl'{'ond to fund our program. New revenues, 
of course, were needed to fund our package. 

I don't believe any of us were locked into any 
position at the time, but I thought we could 
fund our package by simply using a repeal of 
thf' sales tax on the cigarettes and by the utili
zation of a credit card to purchase liquor and 
probably from the sale of fortified wines in 
grocery stores or possibly an amusement tax. 
Anyone of these in combination would have 
provided the adequate revenues to fund our 
programs. 

Th(' irony of the whole picture was the fact 
that the $14 million of new revenues needed to 
fund that program - $10.2 million ofthis was 
dIU' to loss of federal revenues, or the New 
F('df'ralism, New Federalism without a safety 
Ilf't. At this point of the game, leadership got 
into the act and the warm-up for the third 
pitch was underway. Leadership wanted Ap
propriations to go back and pare down our re
('ommendations by as much as $7 million, 
nearly half the program. The committee 
worked diligently through the entire budget, 
and succeeded only at arriving at a $1 million 
cut with give and take from both sides of the 
aisll" each of us voting his own convictions, 
and even some of the minority party voting 
against their own recommendations-or their 
own party recommendations, and for that 
matt('r, Democrats did the same thing on the 
otiwr side. 

So, indeed, the spirit of compromise was still 
alivf'. However, out of nowhere the third strike 
swished by as leadership in the lower left-hand 
('orner said simply not acceptable with the 
Part II budget at $14 million. The only thing left 
to do is what we are now caught in-draw up 
our own budget. And here we are, we are ask
ing you to accept the Majority Report. 

Th(' Democratic members reworked the bi
part.isan budget and in the same vein, known 
in thp game as compromise, we went at it, and 
roughly we added an additional $10 million, $2 
million of this was for the University of Maine 
in Lewiston. I might add we induded three 
stipulations: One, that the property be a public 
building, publidy owned; two, that it was sub
jPct to the approval of the University trustees; 
and three, that the people of Lewiston accept 
it in a referendum. 

We also added $2 million for the University 
of Maine at large, with no strings attached. We 
saw fit to add $5 million for property tax re-

form, or set aside for property tax reform in 
the form of a circuit-breaker. Additionally, we 
voted to include half a million dollars for ser
vice fees in lieu of taxes from state-owned 
property in some of the communities across 
the state. 

The bottom line is that we are now in need of 
some $24 million of new revenues to fund Part 
II. Because of indexing, as I mentioned earlier, 
we have to provide the funding, and the fun
ding is included in our package. It is provided 
for in Sections E and F. I'm not going to go into 
details about the funding, I will leave that to 
the members of the Taxation Committee who 
had an equal hand in the preparation of this 
budget. However, I would ask you to accept 
this budget so that we may serve our constitu
ents as we should. 

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

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the House: Generally I would commend the 
remarks of the gentleman from Winslow, Mr. 
Carter, and before I go into my real pitch, I 
would like to suggest that the word comprom
ise works both ways. Now, several of you have 
served with me on this committee for a long 
time, several of you have known me and know 
that I have been on this committee for a long 
time and my hue and cry on this committee 
has always been one thing-compromise and 
unanimity. Even two weeks ago we were se
parated and I forced, literally forced, the 
members of the Republican party on three oc
casions to go back into the room next door and 
come up with a compromise, and finally they 
did. We had unanimity on our other important 
bills. 

Now, the other comment that was made 
by the good gentleman was the Majority Re
port. The fact ofthe matter is this, the Majority 
Report of this committee is seven to six "Ought 
to Pass" and I happen to be one ofthose who is 
voting for "Ought to Pass", along with the lady 
from Topsham, Mrs. Chonko, and five other 
people. But that was called a phantom vote or 
tentative vote, so we let that go for a while until 
finally we voted. We had to come down after we 
got to the end of Part II, we voted on it, and I 
said, "Is this a solid vote?" And an agreement 
was made, yes. We voted on the bill and a vote 
came out seven to six. We voted a third time, 
and the vote came out seven to six, until last 
Friday when I asked if we had gotten through 
with the Jobs Corps Bill-the jobs bill, as we 
call it-we had gotten through with the budget, 
so that left us with a couple of little piddling 
things and I really had some work to do, I had 
no breakfast, I was a little hungry, so I told the 
chairman, on that basis, then, 111 leave unless 
you are going to take up the table this after
noon. I left and I had to call one of the 
members of our staff for totally unrelated rea
sons to the budget. It was mainly to let them 
know just exactly where I could be reached, 
what I was doing and I was then told by him, 
you had better come back up here. 

The Speaker himself spoke to me about it, 
and I can use those words sometimes myself, 
and I don't blame him. So then I got back again 
and spoke to the gentleman from Bangor and 
he suggested that I come back. We have been 
very dose friends for many years, although at 
times we've opposed one another-not too 
often, but sometimes. So I decided to come 
back, and when I came back, they took up a lit
tle bill that didn't mean one single thing, and 
immediately they took up the budget. The fIrst 
thing they took up was the last thing they took 
up that day, the University of Maine at Lewis
ton budget, and they passed that. I left and 
said "I guess you don't need me" and that was 
the end of it , and that is the solomn truth. If I'm 
not telling the truth, I want anyone to get up 
here and say that I'm not telling the truth. I am 
not addicted to lying, and I particularly love 
to keep my word. I think it's despicable for 
anybody who gives his word and then breaks it, 

and I can prove it right there. I've got twelve 
mill dealers in my district, some of them very, 
very dear friends, and I gave them my word 
that I would vote for them and those dealers 
have all been after me like flies. I came to him 
and I said, "Don, will you release me from my 
vote?" I'm not going to tell you what he said to 
me, but the fact of the matter is he didn't re
lease me; I stuck and stayed with him right to 
the end. I am making these statements be
cause I have been meaning to make them for a 
long time since this session has started, since 
this horror show has started and that is what 
it has turned out to be anyway. 

I will get on to the issues. I found out about 
the University of Maine-Mr. Speaker, when 
the vote is taken, I ask for a roll call. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Mars Hill, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentle
men ofthe House: I would hope that you would 
not accept Report "A" and then accept Report 
"B". As you may know, Report "B" is the minor
ity proposal which includes items from the 
Governor's Part II budget request, the Appro
priations Table, as well as tax relief to individu
als, small businesses and municipalities. 
Members of the Appropriations had been 
aware of the uncertain financial status of state 
government all session. Recently, Rod Scribner 
informed our committee of a possible $13 mil
lion shortfall in the present year's budget. With 
this in mind, and the closeness of the Part I 
budget to estimated revenues, we informed the 
members of Appropriations that we were not 
prepared to vote for a major tax increase. For 
some of the newer members of this body, I 
would like to remind them that we are talking 
about the Part II Budget. We passed the Part I 
Budget in April, which keeps the shop open. 
The Part II Budget is for new and expanded 
programs. Keep in mind that many ofthe items 
in Part II have already been funded in part in 
Part I. 

We are proposing a moderate, humane 
budget which will be funded by a 5 cent in
crease in the cigarette tax. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from Paris, Miss Bell. 

Miss BELL: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentle
men of the House: I would like to briefly talk 
about the process that we went through in de
veloping Report "B". We felt that we had three 
options before us. Number one, we could vote 
against the Part II Budget, which would mean 
jeopardizing a number of jobs and programs 
because of a loss in federal funds. We did not 
want to disrupt state government and create a 
problem for those individuals and programs. 

The second option that we had was to de
velop a bare bones budget, replacing only those 
federal funds necessary to keep state govern
ment operating smoothly with only a minimal 
increase in spending. 

Our third option was to look at the other 
human needs that we heard being expressed 
by individual legislators, committees and the 
Governor in his Part II proposal. We had some 
tough choices to make but opted for a moder
ate, reasonable proposal that recognized the 
state's serious economic and financial situa
tion and also balances this with the human 
needs and concerns being expressed. 

The first year posed more of a problem than 
the second, so we decided to delay many of the 
new and expanded proposals to the second 
year. For example, we chose to fund home
based care and delay the housing until the se
cond year. 

In order to fund some programs for the el
derly, veterans, education, it was necessary to 
raise some revenue. Recognizing that the state 
employee contract negotiations are underway 
and will be before us in the future, we chose to 
use only one option, the five cent increase in 
the excise tax on cigarettes and to have other 
options available to fund the employee con
tracts and any possible deficit at the end ofthe 
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fiscal v!'ar. 
'I'll(: r!'suit of our work is rd1f'ctf'd in i{pport 

"1\". It halam'ps our conCf'rn for the f'conomic 
and financial situation with our concern for 
t h .. h timan and social Iweds in our statf'. 

I hop!' that you will support i{pport "B". 
Tht' SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

g,'ntil'man from Wilton. Mr. Armstrong. 
MI'. ARMSTRONG: MI'. Speakf'r, Ladies and 

(Jl'nt Il'mt'n ofthf' Hous,': I also urge you to vote 
against the pending motion for the adoption of 
Hl'port "A" so that we may consider Report "B" 
which is the minority's Part II Budget. During 
our long delibprations over the weekend, we, 
thl' minority memhers on Appropriations, de
cided early on that our Part II Budget had to be 
a reasonable one that could be funded with a 
minimum of additional taxes, that would ad
dr!'ss some of the conCf'rns ofthe Governor, of 
ml'mhers of this legislature on both sides of the 
aisle, of Maine's needy and of Maine's working 
ml'n and women. 

Our Part II Budget, Report "B", which you 
havl' on your desk as L.D. 1785, meets these 
t!'sts, and in total, represents less than one 
[>Prcent ofthe Part I Budget we enacted earlier 
t his year. Our Part II Budget includes funding 
for joh reclassifications already approved by 
t h,' Department of Personnel, including fund
ing for unpaid workmeJl'§ comptLnsation 
claims, includes funds for the retention of vital 
state jobs and state programs jeopardized by 
th!' loss of federal funds, includes money for 
thl' white hat program, solid waste manage
ml'nt where the D.E.P. provides technical as
sistance to the towns, provides $2 million for 
the H.O.M.E. program, provides $1,787,000 for 
social services, provides a 2'h percent increase 
for A.F.D.C. recipients for each of the years or 
$} ,565,000 for the biennium. It includes 
money for boarding and foster home care in 
hoth years. It includes $2,100,000 in additional 
new money for home based care for the elderly. 
It includes a 21h percent increase each year of 
tlIP biennium for S.S.1. It includes $20,000 ad
ditional money for the displaced homemakers 
program. It includes over $600,000 the first 
yl'ar and over $800,000 in the second year in 
additional money for community mental 
health. We have funded the very popular food 
program for people If'arning to be chefs and 
t hat type of thing at C.M.V.T.I. for both years. 
Wf"Vf' included an additional $150,000 for 
tourism promotion in the first year of the 
hif'nnium and an additional $650,000 in the 
s('('ond year. We have fundf'd the Workmen's 
Compensation Commission effective January 
I. 1984, $300,000 the first year and $600,000 
t.h,' second year. We provided tax uniformity 
or tax relief only for individuals, not for the 
('orporations that Representative Carter talked 
ahout, but we proposed giving $1,250,000 in 
tax relief for the average working man and 
woman on the street this year and something 
in excess of $2 million next year. We're talking 
ahout. giving $6.3 million back to the towns and 
municipalities by increasing state and local re
venue sharing from four to five percent. 

The only funding mechanism for our prop
osal is a five percent excise tax increase on ci
garettes. The revenues from this were neces
sary to balance the budget in the first year of 
thf' biennium, but this tax was only acceptable 
to us with the understanding that these addi
tional revenues be used in the second year to 
increase state-local revenue sharing by $6.3 
million, or from four to five percent. We feel 
Report "B" is a reasonable approach to a Part II 
hudget for the state of Maine. It was arrived at 
after many hours of deliberations, and I hope 
you will consider its adoption by first defeating 
Report "A". 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gf'lltiewoman from Cape Elizabeth, Mrs. Mas
terton. 

Mrs. MASTERTON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
(;pntlemen of the House: After we had combed 
through Part II of the budget, we were deligh-

ted to find that with the cigarette tax revenues 
we had a little OVf'r a million dollars to apply to 
the tabled L.D.s. Some of these tahled L.D.s 
have been, during the budget, moved into Part 
II anyway, but for those that were left, we care
fully combed through the L.D.s, and let me tell 
you what our philosophical premises were as 
we did that. 

First of all, we decided that we would like to 
address pressing human needs, needs of the el
derly, needs of children, the poor, the sick, and 
the disabled. Secondly, we decided that we 
would like to address immediate environmen
tal health concerns. Thirdly, we would like to 
address problems in the business and the in
dustrial sector. Forthly, we would like to ad
dress educational needs. All of these desires 
we wished to address were to be within the fi
nancial constraints imposed by our desire to 
avoid a major tax increase. 

Let's look at some of the bills that we would 
like to see funded, that are now on the table, by 
this slightly over a million dollars left over from 
Part II produced from the cigarette tax that 
we have proposed. Now mind you, some of 
these programs we have left intact as far as the 
funding is concerned; some of these programs 
we had to cut back in the first year or in the se
cond or in the first year only and not in the se
cond; some of these programs we did not fund 
in the first but funded in the second. But these 
are the ones that we want you to know that we 
were interested in, and it is only a very partial 
list: 

Legal services for the elderly, the poison con
trol center toll free phone, large print books for 
the blind in the state library, independent liv
ing services for the disabled, the addressing of 
school failure in grades K through three. La
dies and gentlemen, this was a bill that I was 
very interested in. I was a cosponsor of it and 
followed it very closely. We asked for, I believe, 
$250,000 the first year for this innovative 
program-it is a grant program to the local 
schools-and $500,000 the second year. Very 
reluctantly, very reluctantly, we proposed to 
cut back the program to nothing in the first 
year of the biennium while it gets organized, 
and to $250,000 the second, but there is hope 
for that program and you know we are con· 
cerned. 

Others, the Buckfield-Gray clean-up pro
grams of contaminated dumps; in Winthrop, 
the hazardous waste program; the Maine 
Commission for Excellence in Education we 
supported; we supported hospital cost con
tainment; and finally, the program for severely 
disabled to help them to work. 

I think that Chairman Carter described 
very well the very fine working relations we 
have had on the Appropriations Committee 
this year. I think all throughout this process of 
Part II, Republicans kept saying, "Well, if I vote 
this in, does it mean we have to have a major 
tax increase?" I think that the Democrats were 
well prepared and well armed when we de
cided that we could not go along with the idea 
of increased spending and increased taxation. 
So, looking back to what you said, Representa
tive Carter, you said, I believe, that it was easy 
to say no to programs. I will tell you very sin
cerely that it is the most difficult thing to do in 
the world when you have worthwhile pro
grams that deserve to be funded. So, I ask you, 
in the spirit in which I offer these remarks, to 
not support the pending motion, and to very 
carefully and seriously consider going along 
with the minority budget. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: Representative Car
ter and Representative Smith and Representa
tive Masterton and others described in detail up 
to the point of where we were in doing the Part 
II. We met as a committee; we listened to the 
presentation as a committee; we went over the 
Part II the first time around as a committee-

and it became quite apparent about four 
weeks ago that there was a difference between 
the political parties on the committee about 
what was going to be funded. At no point in the 
past four weeks did I doubt that we were going 
to come to an impasse simply because of the 
fact that to go for additional programs, much 
needed in this state, there was a tax to go with 
it, and my friends in the opposition party felt 
that they could not bring themselves to vote 
for the necessary funds in meeting what we 
thought were needed obligations. 

That, in itself, I respect, I respect it tonight. 
What I resented as a member a few weeks ago 
was the fact that we reviewed again the Part II 
with their support only in a point of paring it 
down, and when it came time for any addi
tional moneys, they weren't prepared, for what
ever reason, to vote for it. Now, those of you 
that are not on the Appropriations Commit
tee, I ask you to put yourself in our place. How 
could you work in good faith to reduce a 
budget with individuals that had no intentions 
whatsoever of voting for a tax that was needed 
to fund it? That's where the impasse came. Can 
you imagine-you are going to sit down and 
you are going to negotiate in good faith, vote in 
good faith, and I am sure they did, they were 
always up front about it, they were going to 
help make the judgment of what Part II was to 
be for a unanimous report but only ifwe would 
work in the spirit of accepting what they felt 
was fair funding. That was a disadvantage that 
I did not want to partake in, nor did the other 
Democratic members. That is why there are 
two budgets today-no surprise-and no sur
prise where the tax is coming from. 

It has been in the past few years that the 
corporate tax has not met the obligation for 
which it was intended when it was created in 
1969. Rollbacks have not come to the working 
people under the income tax but have been 
applied by the corporate tax to the verycorpo
rations in this state. We wanted to correct that 
error for two reasons; one, that a fair exchange 
of obligations would be met by the corpora
tions in this state as it has been by its citizens, 
you and I, in the personal income tax; and, two, 
the money would be used (or worthwhile servi
ces and programs, and the Part II budget the 
Democratic Party has up here today does that. 

We've met in fairness what is needed be
cause, as Mr. Carter said, of the trickle-down 
effect and what happened with tax indexing 
and what happened in Washington with the 
old theory "'et them do it at home but be sure 
they do it with their own money." Part of the 
problem is the economy in the state and in this 
country, and part ofit is the lackofresponsibil
ity from Washington which places us in this 
position here this afternoon. 

They have a bare bones budget and we all 
know who it hurts-the very people that can 
least afford to be hurt. I urge you to support 
the majority report and not listen to the non
sense in the imaginary Report "B". 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one fifth of 
the members present and voting. AlI those de
siring a roll call vote will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Fairfield, Mr. Gwadosky. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I would like to pose 
two questions through the Chair. In reference 
to the majority report, L.D. 1784, page 32, and 
the top of page 33, there is an item headline 
called purcha'lf' social services, and it talks 
about $160,000 for the first year of the bien
nium, $848,000 in the second year of the bien
nium, and it says ·provides funds for a five 
percent increase to social service providers as 
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w('11 as funds for family violf'nce and spedal 
support servi{'es." My question was, to any 
IIH'mh('r who may {'an' 10 r('spond, whal are 
I h"sP sppdal sf'rvi('Ps and what is th£' amount 
I hal Wl' are talkinl( abollt. 

The SPEAKER: 'I'll(' gentleman [!'Om Fair
fi('ld, Mr, Gwadosky, has posl'd a question 
I hrough the Chair to anyone who may care to 
r('spond from the Appropriations Committee, 

TIll' Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Winslow, Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry but I 
did not hear his question. There was too much 
noise coming from the back. Would he mind 
n'ppating his question. 

Th(' SPEAKER: The gentleman will please 
rppeat the question. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gpntlemen of the House: I would be happy to. 
My question dealt with the top of page 33 on 
L.n. 1784, undl'r the category of purchased so
cial services and I was just wondering what 
tlwse types of services included and the 
amount. 

'I'll(' SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentll'man from Winslow, Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlpmen of the House: In answer to the good 
g('ntleman's question, purchased social servi
ces are contracts with existing agencies and 
this is designed to increase the fees for these 
contracts by five percent. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentll'man from Fairfield, Mr. Gwadosky. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gpntlemen of thl' House: I thank the gentle
man from Winslow, Mr. Carter. Also, my se
cond question was on page 25 of L.D. 1784 
under the category of payment to municipali
ties and this totals up to $500,000 for the se
cond year of the biennium. I was wondering if 
someonl' could explain the need for this ap
propriation and the reason that we are chang
ing our current statute. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Fair
fil'ld, Mr. Gwadosky, has posed an additional 
question through the Chair. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Winslvw, Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: In answer to the good 
gentleman's question, Mr. Gwadosky from 
Fairfield, the funds incorporated in payment 
to municipalities of $500,000 in the second 
year is payment in lieu of taxes or service fees 
for state-owned properties in various com
munities across the state. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I would pose two ques
tions through the Chair, if I might. 

Number one, I was rather surprised, to some 
ext('nt, to see that this bill did not have an 
I'mergency clause on it, and I wonder if some
on(' in this body might tell us how they intend 
to fund the jobs that potentially would be lost 
as of t he first of July since this is not going to 
lak,' effect until the first of September or 
somptim(~ thereafter. There was a great con
cern here a while back when we were dealing
with the indexing issue that if we didn't take 
action immediately that these jobs would be 
lost. And it seems to me that we are in the same 
i<il'ntieal situation that we were in back in Janu
ary when those same jobs were goingto be lost. 
Wt' are talking about a different category here 
hut, nevertheless, the money is not going to be 
availabl(, for thesejobs on the first of July and I 
I hinksome good memberofthe House ought to 
tl'lI us what the difference between this situa
t ion we are in now is and the situation we were 
in hack in ,January. 

The second question is, I can appreciate 
identifying $5 million for the circuit-breaker in 
the second year for property tax cuts, but I 
wish some member of this House would ex
plain to us just what this does before we vote 

on it. It seems to me that one ought to have a 
fairly good idea, namely, a piece of legislation 
in f!'Ont of us, that indicates what that bill in 
fact does. I mean, we are buying a pig in a poke 
if you just say, well, we are going to appropriate 
$5 million to something out there that we ha
ven't even seen a piece of legislation for. I 
would be more apt to see that lie on the table 
and appropriate it next year, but those two 
questions, I think, ought to be answered. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Scarbo
rough, has posed two questions through the 
Chair and the Chair recognizes the gentlewo
man from Vassalboro. Mrs. Mitchell. 

Mrs. MITCHELL: Mr. Speaker, Members of 
the House: I am not sure I am the good member 
of the House that the gentleman was posing 
the question to, but I would like to attempt to 
answer it. The first question concerns poten
tiallayoffs. That is obviously a concern of both 
parties, as expressed by the gentleman in the 
other corner, I am delighted to hear that. The 
thing that we know now that we did not know 
at the time was a letter from Michael Petit, 
Commissioner of the Department of Human 
Services, in response to a request from John L. 
Martin, Speaker of the House: "In response to 
your inquiry to the budget office regarding the 
56 positions requested in the Part II budget 
which are currently federally funded" - and 
those are the positions at stake - "the de
partment would have normally initiated layoff 
procedures on May 2 to assure that the af
fected positions were off the payroll by June 
18th. The department did not initiate layoff 
procedures, however, as the request for con
tinuing the positions had been tentatively ap
proved by the Appropriations Committee. 
Funding to continue payment for the 56 posi
tions will be necessary by July 13th, which is 
the first payroll in fIScal year 1983. Ifthe Part II 
budget is passed without an emergency clause, 
the department, with authorization from the 
legislature, could continue these pOSitions on 
an interim basis, provided that the Part II 
budget contains full-year funding" -and this 
one does. "With appropriate authorization, the 
department could use federal block grant 
funds earmarked for other services until 
October" -and I do not need to remind you 
that that is when the federal budget year 
ends-"and then journal the cost of the 56 po
sitions back to the appropriate General Fund 
account. If a Part II budget is not approved, 
layoffs would be initiated immediately. The 
only other alternative would be for the de
partment to seek authorization to shift block 
grant funds from the community purchased 
services account to offset the loss on 56 lines." 
That is typical, I am sure, of what each de
partment commissioner would respond if 
asked about the particular employees in his 
department. 

As to your second question, the money, the 
$5 million that is being set aside in our second 
year of the biennium is earmarked for a 
circuit-breaker because that is the preference 
of the members of the Appropriations Com
mittee, the Democratic members of the Ap
propriations Committee and the Taxation 
Committee. The money is set aside there, de
signed for property tax relief. It is our desire to 
write a very good, a very proper bill, assuring 
that individuals see that property tax relief. It 
has been the concern of some members of our 
party that if it simply goes back in straight re
venue sharing, that does not guarantee prop
erty tax relief. 

It is no secret that this money will not be 
needed until January, because it is the second 
year of the biennium. We have ample time to 
write a carefully drawn circuit-breaker. There 
is no reason to put a hastily drawn one into the 
budget at this time, there is ample time to ad
dress that problem. It is a commitment to fund 
property tax relief to the individual as op
posed to municipal officials. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Biddeford, Mr. Racine. 
Mr. RACINE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen

tlemen of the House: I would like to pose a 
question through the Chair? It is my under
standing that we pass a bill mandating that al
coholism and mental health be provided 
insurance coverage, and I can't seem to find 
this in the proposed legislation. Could some
body point out to me where this might be co
vered and in what amounts? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would advise the 
gentleman that that is on the Appropriations 
Table in the other body. 

Mr. RACINE: It is not included in this? 
The SPEAKER: The Chair would answer in 

the negative. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Eliot, Mr. McPherson. 
Mr. McPHERSON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 

Gentlemen of the House: I would like to pose a 
question. On page 87 of 1..0. 1784, subpart 25, 
there is aIlocated from the highway fund 
roughly $121,000 in 83-84 and $130,000 in 84-
85. It appears to create five new positions in 
the Motor Vehicle Division. I wonder if some
body could explain to me just what that is. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Eliot, 
Mr. McPherson, has posed a question through 
the Chair to anyone who may care to respond. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Limerick, Mr. Carroll. 

Mr. CARROLL: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: This allocation here, the 
statement of fact, this section provides funds 
that will enable the division of motor vehicles 
to increase inspections of scrap processors 
and enter into a possible contract for services 
regarding disposition of drunken driving 
cases. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from Presque Isle, Mrs. Mac
Bride. 

Mrs. MacBRIDE: Mr. Speaker, may I pose a 
question either to the Chair or through the 
Chair? 

The SPEAKER: The gentlewoman may pro
ceed. 

Mrs. MacBRIDE: You mentioned the bills 
that are in the Senate on the Appropriations 
Table. Does that mean that if they are funded 
they will be funded in addition to this budget? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would advise the 
gentlewoman that some of those that are on 
the Appropriations Table will be funded; oth
ers will be defeated-in addition to this Part II. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I wasn't particularly sur
prised with the good gentlelady's remarks to 
my question relative to funding positions that 
intend to lapse on the first of July because we 
have seen here in the last six months or so that 
depending on who asks the question and the 
answer that you want to receive that generally 
has an outcome on the response. This is the 
first time in the history that I have been here 
that a Part II budget has been attempted to be 
passed on a simple majority vote, and I think 
that is, to some extent, unfortunate. 

I disagree with the gentleman from Bangor, 
Mr. Kelleher, when he says that the minority 
report of this bill is imaginary. It is not an imagi
nary report, I can assure you. It is one that is 
very thoughtfully carried out, I think, by the 
members of the minority party in this House, 
members of leadership and members of the 
committee. Under the backdrop of the fact 
that the state is currently at its highest level of 
bonding in the history-some $300 million, 
given the fact that there is a state employees 
contract that at some point in time is going to 
have to be addressed and paid for, and the 
more immediate fact that at the end of June 
this year we may actuaIly be in a deficit situa
tion, those three things tempered our thoughts 
for passing additional spending at the state 
level. 
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'I'll<' gentl<'man from Winslow, Mr. Carter, 
nu'nt iOll('d t he three strikes that are some
wlwl'!' out there. He nH"ntionl'd indexing, he 
IllPlltiOlwd thl' new federalism, and he menti
nnpd Ipadership, and somehow all three of 
t "os(' s('em to imply that it is our fault, that the 
Hppuhlicans, either through the indexing issue 
or through things that go on in Washington, 
which at the present time I would remind the 
House, and it shouldn't 1]I>I'd to he reminded, 
that it is controlled hy Republicans in the Se
nate and Democrats in the House so we can't 
blam(' ewrything on the Repuhlicans from 
Washington-but the implication that some
how I or my spatmate, Mr. Davis, or members of 
[{epublican leadership somehow interfered 
owrwhelmingly with the decisions or the de
Iihnations that went on in the Appropriations 
Committee are just really not well founded. 
Yes, we were concerned with the budget, as I 
am sure the good gentleladyfrom Vassalboro is 
concerned and the gentleman from Eagle 
Lake, Mr. Martin, and most everybody else in 
this House. 

So ypS, we became informed and knowledge
a"I<' about where the budget was going, and we 
had some concerns about not only how much 
money was going to be spent and the programs 
thpy were going to be spent for, but where was 
that money going to come from to pay for it. 
And yes, as we went through the budgetary 
process there was a good deal of give and take, 
of compromise, but when it got down to the 
bottom line, we didn't feel like we could sup
port raising additional revenues to fund those 
programs. We attempted to present a budget 
to this legislature that was a reasonable, re
sponsible, realistic approach at funding cur
rent services, of accepting the will of the 
people, and funding some alternative pro
grams, some Part II additional spending pro
grams that we thought were necessary and yet 
keeping in mind that someone has to pay the 
freight to fund those pI'Ograms. We tried to 
halance that approach and come up with one 
that was palatable to us. 

As far as coming to the bottom of the agre
ment where Republicans and Democrats 
hroke up, as I recall, I was asked, "why don't 
you compromise some more, let them go in 
good faith and deal and vote as a committee 
and accept the will ofthat committee?" I said, 
"fille, on one condition, you either give the Re
public an Party three more votes or you take three 
Democrats off the committee"-the makeup of 
the committee is 8 to 5. While a compromise is 
great and bipartisanship is great, the fact of 
thp matter is that the committee isn't equal, so 
any deal that was reached or compromise that 
was reached in the committee certainly 
wouldn't reflect the will of the minority party 
alld that is why we didn't agree to go along with 
that proposal. I don't find that abhorrent in 
the least. I am not ashamed of that and I am 
very proud of the budget that our committee 
dewloped because I think it does provide a 
reasonable approach. We sat down and tried 
to address what we thought were the current 
npeds and fund them with what we thought 
was a reasonable approach at coming together 
on a Part II Budget. 

There is one thing that is clear in the differ
enct' between these two budgets. One of them 
calls for raising about $13 million in additional 
rewnue through raising the excise tax on ci
gan-ttes five cents, which is approximately the 
sallle amount ofrevenue, I might add, that the 
Gowrnor intended to raise through eliminat
ing I he sales tax exemption on cigarettes. We 
acn-pted that, but when we got done with our 
hudget, out of that $13 million or $14 million, 
twcause we included nothing in there for tax 
conformity for only individuals and small Sub
chapter S businesses in the first year, and in 
t he second year we have left enough to do the 
sallle and in the second year we have also in
cluded $6.3 million in additional money for re
wnlle sharing, the fact is that out of the $13 

million that we asked to raise through addi· 
tional taxes on cigarettes $10 million of that is 
going back to the people of this state in re
duced taxes, reduced income taxes and re
duced property taxes. In the second year, more 
mOlley is intended to go back to the people in 
red uced t.axes than we are taking from them in 
cigarette taxes, so I think it is a pretty good 
deal. 

Now the other version, the Majority Report, 
on the other hand, calls for raising $28 million 
more in additional state revenue to fund the 
ongoing operations of government and out of 
that only $5 million is intended to go back to 
the people. Right now, we don't know just how 
it is going to go back to them other than the fact 
that something out there says that we are 
going to have a circuit breaker but it doesn't 
say what that circuit breaker is or who is going 
to be the recipient of it except that it is going to 
another state program, another bureaucracy, 
and I think the return on the dollar to the peo
ple of the State of Maine is very minimal. 

Some people say to me, there is not a darn bit 
of difference between the Republicans and 
Democrats-well I can tell you this, on this 
budget there is one big difference-one big dif
ference. I think we have acted in a responsible, 
realistic manner. If the Majority Party in this 
House feels that it is compelled to enact this 
budget, certainly that is your will and that is 
your ability. I think it is wrong, I think you are 
misreading the people of the State of Maine. I 
don't think they sent us up here or down here 
to raise more revenue to fund additional state 
programs. 

We have more than $200 million worth of 
additional revenue in this biennium than we 
did in the last biennium and we are saying to 
the people, we can't live with that, we need 
more. We raised a sixty-some-odd-million dol
lar gas tax; now you are asking to raise another 
$28 million. This is getting pretty expensive. We 
are getting close to $100 million, ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, and that is a lot of 
money. 

One other thing I want to mention is, and it is 
a specific issue here, that is the issue of tour
ism. In our version of the budget, we have ap
propriated $800,000 additional money for 
tourism and it is going to go to the Maine Pub
licity Bureau to fund their ongoing operation. 
The majority version appropriates $150,000, I 
believe, in each year ofthe biennium, not to go 
towards tourism necessarily, but to go and 
fund a new bureaucracy of some additional 
personnel, sixty-some-odd-thousand dollars in 
each year for personnel, and there might be 
$80,000 or so left over to actually do the work, 
but we are going to hire four or five more peo
ple and pay them $60,000 a year so they can 
spend $80,000 to get the people here. I think 
that is ridiculous. You either do it right or you 
don't do it at all. I supported the tourism bill at 
$1,500,000 because at least that way if you 
have more people that were doing their job and 
you were paying them $60,000, there was a lit
tle left over to go for the services, but in this bill, 
all we are talking about is $60,000 for addi
tional people and spend $80,000. If you are real 
serious about tourism, we don't need a bureau
cracy. Let's take the $150,000 and give it to the 
Publicity Bureau and let them do it themselves. 
It seems crazy to spend $1.00 in personal servi
ces for a $1.25 in direct services to the people. 
That is almost as good a return as you are get
ting on the other deal. 

I don't have any great thoughts that any
thing I have said has changed a single vote here 
today and sometimes I hate to say that, but, 
you know, you have to be on the record and you 
have to be counted and feel comfortable with 
the position that you are in. I feel very comfor
table,ladies and gentlemen of the House, with 
the position that I am in today and I hope that 
when we all adjourn and go home and eventu
ally come back here, that you all will feel 
as comfortable with the position that you take 

this afternoon as I intend to. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Winslow, Mr. Carter. 
Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen

tlemen of the House: The good gentleman from 
Scarborough, Mr. Higgins, has touched on 
several points; however, he seems to be stress
ing economic development either through 
tourism promotion or by some of the items in
cluded in Part II. I didn't want to compare the 
minority report against ours, but some of his 
remarks leave me no choice. 

Leverage is an excellent way of promoting 
economic development. Take one quick look at 
Page 27 of our budget, the top of the page, line 
3, Maine State Housing Authority-we have in
cluded $2 million in each year of the biennium 
t~provide fum!s fOl'e_xQllnded u~e_of h()us,in,g 
opportunities for Maine Fund. It is alreaify an 
established procedure, doesn't require any 
additional personnel, we are not creating a bu
reaucracy, it is already in existence, but $2 mil
lion will generate $30 million. Now, that is 
pretty darn good leverage to begin with. I could 
cite many other areas in the budget and I 
would like to commend the members of the 
committee on the RepUblican side, I think they 
did a very good job; however, I don't think they 
went far enough. For example, under eco
nomic development, let's take a look at the 
Agriculture, Food and Rural Resources De
partment. Taken out of the Minority Report, 
Page 6, Line 30, for livestock and poultry pro
duction which is a long range plan for agricul
tural commodity development has been taken 
out, not much, $10,000 the flrst year; $40,000 
the second. 

Market Services, again under Agriculture, 
Page 8, includes personal services and capital 
to provide funds for a potato quality assurance 
program-that has been stricken out. 

For the Conservation Department, Land Use 
Regulation Commission, we recommend, which 
is on Page 10 incidentally, $36,000 for both 
years and this is to provide funds for an envi
ronmental services specialist in addressing 
developing review, citizen assistance and edu
cational programs. 

Under the general Parks and Recreation op
eration, we had ten positions for a total sum of 
$77,000 and these were to extend seasonal po
sitions to permanent positions to allow greater 
use of our parks-this was taken out in their 
budget. These are not really earthshaking, but 
one that disturbs me is on Page 11, under 
Forest Management, here are funds to support 
legislation to establish a Forest Resources As
sessment and Marketing Program-that has 
been stricken out of their budget. I think this is 
an item that is needed, very much needed. 

I could go on and on. For example, one 
member of the committee mentioned that 
their budget catered somewhat to the veterans 
and I fail to find any of the funds that we rec
ommend in our budget for the Department of 
Veterans' Services, there were three items, they 
have all been struck from their budget. 

Funds for the Baxter School for the Deaf to 
put in programs that have been recommended 
by the Advisory Committee have been stricken 
out of their budget. 

Under Environmental Protection, Page 17, 
Line 36, two positions for administration, 
environmental protection positions-this is to 
provide funds in support of computer, admin
istrative and public assistance efforts for
merly provided through federal resources. 
Here is a service that is going to be cut, no fed
eral funds, no program, it is not in their budget. 
The same holds true for air quality, Page 18, 
formerly funded through federal resources, 
that has been stricken from their budget. Haz
ardous materials, $51,000 for two positions 
formerly provided through federal resources
this has been cut. 

Land Quality Control, $85,000 for personal 
services and $9,000 for all other, these are 
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funds for thp Rivprs Initiative Bill, these havp 
h('('n stricken from thpir budgpt. 

Land Quality Control, Page 19, three posi
t ions, $ I 16,O()() for pprsonal services and 
$fl,70() for all other-again, these services were 
fO/'llH'rly provided through federal resources
I his has been strickpn from their budget. 

I will skip ovpr quickly, I won't take too much 
of your time, but I would like to point some out 
t hat are really, really needed. The Financial 
Authority of MainI' has been stricken out com
ph'lply from thpir hudget; Hospital Cost Con
lainm('nt Commission stricken from their 
hudg('I; funds for the Human Rights Commis
sion, hecaus(' of loss of federal funds stricken 
from their hudg('t. 

lien> are areas that also disturb me, Page 31, 
Lin(' 10, Income Maintenance, this is on a re
gional hasis, about $318,000 for personal 
s('rvi('('s, $27,()()() for all other and $13,000 for 
('apital ('xpenditures. This is to provide funds 
10 m('('1 new f('deral regulations which require 
till' slate to implement a monthly reporting 
and retrosp('ctive accounting system which 
will increase case reviews. Line 26, again, under 
Incom(' Maint('nance, three positions, $114,000 
for pprsonal services, $7,000 for all other and 
capital pxppnditurps. It provides funds to pna
hl(' r('duction maintenance of error rates in 
order to prevent federal sanctions. These items 
tH'('d to be funded. 

I think I have made my point, I could go on 
and on. I would hope that in true spirit, in the 
way t hat I believe that we should all act, we will 
support the Majority Report as recommended 
hy thp Appropriations Committee. 

Thp SPEAKER: The pending question before 
IIH' Housp is on thp motion of the gentleman 
from Winslow, Mr. Carter, that the House ac
('('pt thp Majority "Ought to Pass" Report. 

TIl(> Chair r('cognizes the gentleman from 
East Millinocket, Mr. Michaud. 

Mr. MICHAUD: Mr. Speaker, I request per
mission to pair my votp with the gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Murray. If Mr. Murray were 
prps('nt and voting; he would bc voting yes and 
I would b(' voting no. 

TIll' SPEAKER: Thp Chair recognizes the gen-
11('man from Millinocket, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK: Mr. Speaker, I request permis
sion to pair my vote with the gentlewoman 
from Pittston, Mrs. Repves. If Mrs. Reeves werp 
present and voting, she would be voting yes; I 
would bp voting no. 

The SPEAKER: Thp ppnding question beforp 
Ihp House is on thp motion of the gentleman 
from Winslow, Mr. Carter, that the House ac
('('pl till' Majority"Ought to Pass" Report. Those 
in favor will vot(' yes; those opposed will vote 
110. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Host, Brannigan, Brodeur, Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, 
('.A.; ('arlpr, (:ashman, Connolly, Cooper, Cote, 
(:ox, Crouse, Crowlpy, Daggett, Diamond, 
Erwin, Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, 
Ilaydpn, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, Jacques, 
,/allwrt, .Ios('ph, Joyce, Kane, Kelleher, Kelly, 
KptoVPJ", Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lehoux, Lisnik, 
MacEachern, Manning, Martin, H.C.; Matthews, 
Z.K; Mayo, McCollister, McGowan, McSweeney, 
M('ll'ndy, Michael, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; 
Moholland, Nadeau, Nelson, Norton, Paradis, 
I'.E.; Pprry, Pouliot, Racine, Richard, Ridley, 
Hoh('rts, Holde, Rotondi, Soucy, Soule, Stevens, 
Swazey, Tammaro, Theriault, Thompson, Tut
lie, Vose, The Speaker. 

NA Y -Anderson, Armstrong, Beaulieu, Bell, 
B('noit, Bonney, Bott, Brown, D.N.; Brown, K.L.; 
Cahill, Callahan, Chonko, Conary, Conners, 
Curtis, Davis, Day, Dexter, Dillenback, Drink
water, Dudley, Foster, Greenlaw, Higgins, L.M.; 
Holloway, Ingraham, Kipsman, Lebowitz, Lewis, 
Livt'say, Locke, MacBride, Macomber, Master
man, Mastprton, McHenry, McPherson, Para
dis, E.,I.: Parent, Paul, Perkins, Pines, Randall, 
I/('P\'('s, .J.W.; Roderick, Salsbury, Scarpino, 
Sherhurne, Small, Smith, C.W.; Sproul, Steven-

son, Stover, Telow, Walker, Webster, Went
worth, Weymouth, Willey, Zirnkilton. 

ABSENT-Brown, AK.; Carrier, Jackson, 
Mahany, Martin, AC.; Matthpws, K.L.; Maybury, 
Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, T.W.; Seavey, Smith, 
C.B.; Strout. 

PAIRED-Clark-Reeves, 1'.; Michaud-Murray. 
Ves, 75; No, 60; Absent, 12; Paired, 4. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-five having voted in 

the affirmative and sixty in the negative, with 
twelve being absent and four paired, the mo
tion does prevail. 

Thereupon, the Bill was read once. 
Under suspension of the rules, the Bill was 

given its second reading. 
Mr. Jalbert of Lewiston offered House 

Amendment "A" and moved its adoption. 
House Amendment "A" (H-416) was read by 

the Clerk. 
Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and Members of 

the House: House Amendment "A" just takes 
out the money for the University of Maine in 
Lewiston. 

When I first heard about this amendment, 
unfortunately I was unable to be here the night 
that the speech was made by the Governor, I 
was in the hospital and I was stunned. It was 
the first time I had ever heard one word about 
the situation. I thought about it for quite a few 
days because I was there for quite a few days, 
and I decided the best thing for me to do was to 
stay quiet, not say anything, and see what 
developed. The newspapers were after me 
daily and I read articles daily about the pro
gram. I think I was challenged by the Mayor of 
Lewiston at least 10 times when he would call 
me and discuss the thing with me, but that 
never came about outside of a lunch which 
ended very quickly. 

He also madp in his speech on TV the remark 
that if this passed it would affect every campus 
in the State of M'aine; he admitted that, but I 
have never heard from him. 

The one thing I did hear right along was 
$3,100,000. But before I get into that, I would 
like to make this comment-I received one let
ter and got one phone call concerning this 
measure from Lewiston. I have got hundreds 
of people telling me that we couldn't afford it, 
we had no money, On three occasions, I pre
pared bills to have the University of Maine in 
the Lewiston area. I certainly cannot be ac
cused of being anti-education. I thought it over 
very carefully, I was .very much mixed into the 
situation of organizing the system of the Uni
versity of Maine, and I saw that my area was 
not quite ready for it so I veered my direction 
into the way of vocational education. I pre
sented and passed the CMVTI bill, I then pro
ceeded to go into the area of vocational 
schools, which meant on the high school level, 
and carried that throughout the state, pre
sented about six amendments for the school at 
CMVTI and worked for five other vocational 
schools throughout the State of Maine. 

I have visited on many, many an occasion 
every vocational school in the state at my own 
expense, never charged the state one cent for 
food, sleep or travel, and I would continue to 
do the same thing. 

The fourth article that came into the news
papers concerned itself with the cost of Peck's 
building, or Peck's U, as it has been called. It 
was between six and seven million dollars ac
cording to the figures given by Chancellor 
McNeil. That is for the building. The building is 
some 85 years old and it is on a main thorough
fare, Main and Lisbon streets, a state highway. 

In this budget that I have prepared, I 
couldn't find enough figures to figure out how 
much it would cost my community to police 
the area at night, to police the area when they 
got out of school for safety reasons, but here 
are the figures that I camp up with which 
would thoroughly disrupt the $3,100,000. That 
figure has been mentioned in the newspapers 
at least 100 times. Not one single soul has ever 
explained what that $3.1 million was about. If 

you add the $2 million that the state would put 
in, that would be $5,100,000, and that in itself 
would not be enough to build the school. When 
you build a building the size to hold 500 people, 
it would cost a little money, and when the fig
ure of six or seven million was given to the re
porter by Chancellor McNeil, he made the 
statement that those were low estimates, as 
well as making the statement that it was a very 
low item on their totem pole. 

Now, I went in and visited former members 
of the board of trustees, visited with Chancel
lor McNeil, visited with people in the school 
systpm in Orono and other school systems in 
the state, and here is the story. The cost of 
property and renovation of the Peck Building, 
$5,500,000, and that is a 10w,Iow figure. There 
is no way in the world that you could build that 
building for $5,500,000. It is a big building. The 
wiring in the building, the heating plant, the 
elevator, that in itself would run into a tre-
mendous a!ll0unt 9! m()n!y,_ . _ _ .. 

I spoke earlier this morning with the build
ing inspector in Lewiston and he told me that 
there has never been any repairs made 
and they would have to go through him, and he 
has been the building inspector for ovpr 15 
years. Not one cent has been spent for the re
pair of that building, 85 years of age, sojust im
agine what kind of shape it is in, what kind of 
shape the elevator is in. That would never pass 
any inspection, the boiler system, the wiring 
and so on and so forth, but I didn't add that in 
the cost 01'$5,500,000. That isjust for the build
ing. 

Besides the building, you just can't have a 
university or building or store or anything and 
just have the building and have nothing in it. 
The purchase of adjacent properties. con
struction of parking lots and additional build
ings, $1,500,000. That means the two buildings 
that they have to have and the land that they 
have to have for the students to park, the pro
fessors to park and the people who are at the 
school to park, that adds up to another 
$1,500,000. The office equipment, the compu
ters, the laboratory and the laboratory equip
ment, that adds up to at least $2 million, and I 
am told that is a very, very low estimate. I am 
not an engineer, I don't go into computer work, 
it is not my work-the cost of operation, you 
have got to have somebody teaching in that 
school, so the figures were taken on an average 
of what the salaries were. The average salaries 
were taken from Orono, and that comes up, 
when it includes the faculty, the professional 
administration, the classified people, that 
comes up to a total of $4,746,000. The operat
ing cost of the university, you people in busi
ness know what operating costs mean and 
what they are. The operating cost of the uni
versity, $1,200,000, which makes a subtotal of 
$14,000,946.63. 

They estimate there will be 2,500 students 
going to that school. That being so, then the 
2,500 students would pay $5 million in tuition. 
The Brennan program would be $2 million, 
that is $7 million. Vou subtract that $7 million 
from $14,000,946, it leaves you with a subtotal 
cost to the City of Lewiston of $7,000,946 plus 
$7,000,091 in interest, which comes up to a 
total of $15,037,000, not $3,100,000, $15 mil
lion paid for by the citizens of the City ofLewis
ton. The reason I add the interest in there is, 
you can't pay your teachers once every three 
months or four months or five months, you 
have got to pay them, and when you come up 
with figures like this and a building like this, 
the money must come from up front and if it 
doesn't come from up front, you have no build
ing. 

The major reason why I kept quiet was a very 
sound one. The Mayor and Council in Lewiston 
voted to have the University of Maine Board of 
Trustees name a subcommittee to study this 
program. That is when I made up my mind very 
definitely not to say anything but wait until 
that thing came up. A trustee met me this 
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morning right behind the door and hI' told ml' 
that Chancl'llor McCarthy wantl'd to SI'I' ml' 
wit h him and onp or two other membl'rs ofthl' 
Board of Trustpps or thr subcommittee of the 
Board of Trusteps and they wantl'd to talk to 
me to discuss my plan. Some people knew of it 
that I wantl'd to tell it to, soml' people that 
wprp even against me that I wantl'd to tell it to 
and I madp no bones about it. I did not go 
around tlw House and twist arms. I talked to 
somp pl'ople, some people I have known for 15, 
20 or:30 years, naturally I am going to talk to 
t III'm. There are somp people in this House, we 
may laugh about it, but I talked to them as 
parly as six o'clock in the morning, I am an 
I'arly riser so I figure soml'l>ody else should get 
up early and talk too. There are many people, 
believe me, that take their receivers off the 
hook at night and they do it because of me; I 
know that. But I have found a gimmick, I have 
a way to get through that, there is always a way 
to gl't around something. 

The whole situation here is political gim
mickry. I would just like to ask you a very sim
pit' question. Forget that I am Louis Jalbert, 
just say I am a member of the Appropriations 
Committee. Is it fair enough to assume that 
possibly a man who has been on a committee 
like Appropriations for over three decades 
could have been told about this program be
fOfp it was launched? Forget my ability or 
inability-that has nothing to do with it. The 
fact of the matter is, I was counted for being in. 
Thl'Y forgot to ask me, however. If they had 
asked ml' and if I had known about it and if I 
had bl'en here when this Bill was referred to a 
committee, it would have been referred to a 
proper committee, then back to the Appropri
ations Committee, because it concerns itself 
with too much policy, and that is whyit should 
have gone to the Education Committee, then 
come to us, and we would have arranged the 
funding. 

I am not much of a reader, but I must read 
you this story. This story was written in thl' 
Lewiston Journal on May 18, 1983. It was writ
ten by Thomas Robustell~ the young man here 
with a moustache who is a political writer for 
thl' Lewistion Journal. It states: "Unless state 
rpvenues rise by millions, Ll'wiston officials 
might as well write off the $2 million promised 
by Governor Joseph E. Brennan to help build 
and operate a university campus in town, 
according to the lawmakers who chair the Leg
islat ure's Appropriations Committee" -accord
ing to the lawmakers who chair the Legislature's 
Appropriations Committee. "Senator Mary 
Najarian and Representative Donald Carter, 
Senate and House Chairs respectively of the 
committee that determines how the state 
sppnds its money, agree that thl' campus is 
currl'ntlya low project on the totem pole. Sen
ator Mary Najarian offered the bleakest as
sessment. EVl'n if the state suddenly found 
more money to spend over the next two-year 
budget period, July I, 1983 to June 30, 1985, 
the campus probably still would not get the 
votes to remain a part of the Governor's 
budget. "I think that with all the requests for 
funds we have and given the strong opposition 
hy many people," even my committee and in 
leadership, "it would be very difficult to ap
propriate thl' dollars for the campus," he said. 
It would be very difficult if we had a lot of 
money. The political support for it doesn't 
sppm to be there. There's the crux of the mat
tpr, the political clout is not there. The feeling 
of th(' people in my city for this is not there. 
That is why I veerl'd off so quickly and so hard 
for the Lewiston area vocational school and 
the vocational school in Auburn. I was sorry it 
went to Auburn, but that is where it went, it is a 
bpautiful school. I veered off from that direc
tion bl'cause somehow or other, for some rea
son or other, it seems that a great many of our 
youngstl'rs do not graduate from high school 
but how they flock to these vocational pro
grams. 

I think with all the requests we have for 
funds we have and given strong opposition by 
many people and even my leadership, it would 
be very difficult to appropriate the dollars for 
the campus, it would he very difficult even if we 
had a lot of money. 

Governor Brennan included the campus 
project in the so-called Part II Budget which 
funds new or expanded services. He asked the 
Appropriations Committee for $2 million per 
year to help operate the college campus in Lew
iston. City officials plan to use the first $2 mil
lion to help renovate and equip the former 
Peck's department store on Main Street, led by 
Mayor Dionne. Envision a computer campus 
on the back of the Androscoggin River to ac
commodate 2,500 students. Dionne stated 
today that he is still confident that the Legisla
ture will find the funds necessary to build a 
campus. 

There are too many good programs in the 
Part II Budget, including ours, Dionne said. He 
also takes issue with Senator N~arian's as
sessment of the political support for buying 
the campus. 

I am getting most of my feedback from local 
legislators that there is support. Locallegisla
tors are waging a formidable battIe for this 
project. Furthermore, the project is getting 
support in the Governor's Office from legisla
tive leadership, Dionne said. I feel that there 
are a number of key people who are lobbying 
for this project. I still feel that chances for this 
project are good. But Senator N~arian ob
served that there is not much money available 
and I think greater priorities are out there cry
ing for funds. 

As far as we know, the estimates of what is 
available for fiscal year 1984 for things like this 
is $2 million. We have to examine requests of 
$819 and she lines out what to spend the $2 
million for. That is not counting any of the rest 
of the Governor's Part II Budget, which is an 
inch thick, and other legislative documents 
that are coming through from legislators. 

The second year we are a little better off, we 
have got about $17 million, but there may be 
things in the first year that we will have to put 
off until the second year. She thinks the Lewis
ton campus is washed up unless lawmakers 
approve a major tax increase. I think the Legis
lature would have to pass a tax increase suffi
cient for us to take on something new like that. 
The Taxation Committee is considering remov
ing certain things, and it spells out what they 
have got to say. 

Unless the national picture brightens, a lot 
of programs are in trouble, agreed Representa
tive Carter. He disagreed with Senator N~a
rian that a major tax increase is one possible 
method of raising revenue for the Part II 
Budget. I don't believe you could get another 
tax increase through this Legislature anyway. 
You have had one major tax increase, the gaso
line tax, and I think that is going to be it. These 
are the words of the House Chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee as stated by him to 
a reporter and printed in a newspaper, and I 
am not fabricating now. I am reading from a 
newspaper article given to the House Chair
man of the Appropriations Committee. I am 
not saying anything in any way hitting at any 
character, there is no anger, there is no anger 
in my voice, I am just stating the hard, cold tur
key facts. I have waited four and a half months 
to speak and with the usage of my voice, as it is 
customary for me to do, this is pretty hard to 
take, I have got to bail out sometime. 

He said it is possible that the lawmakers 
could cut some expenditures and free re
venues from certain projects. I would like to 
see that happen within the next few days. 
Meanwhile, the University of Maine Board of 
Trustees has studied its feasibility to deter
mine whether or not the campus is needed in 
Lewiston. The study is expected to be con
tinued until next fall. They had talked about 
that and I agree with them. 

As far as the bond issue is concerned in my 
city, it takes six votes of the council to issue a 
bond issue, and as it is now, I know that the six 
votes aren't there, and any of you that don't be
lieve me, I will have two ofthem here tomorrow 
morning, and two from seven leaves five, or else 
I can't add. 

There has been some talk about the fact that 
the University of Southern Maine was con
cerned. I got a letter from President Robert 
Woodbury this morning, written yesterday, 
asking me to support the $4 million package of 
the University of Maine now being considered 
by the Appropriations Committee. I imme
diately got on the phone and I called the office 
of the President of the University of Maine and 
I spoke to the good lady who was in charge be
cause Dr. Woodbury was gone. I forget the 
lady's name, but I said to her, you understand 
that $2 million of this goes to you people to do 
what you want to do, although the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, not Mr. Carter, 
Mrs. Najarian, said that the extra $2 million 
was for salaries for the University of Maine, but 
now it is that they can do with it what they 
want to do. I said the other $2 million goes to 
the University of Maine. Are you telling me that 
you-that is right, $4 million-are you telling 
me that you want me to vote for this bill here 
and urge passage of this bill and join the Uni
versity of Maine in Lewiston? She said, oh hor
rors, no, we want our $2 million and Lewiston 
can take care of itself, and you can quote me. I 
will get the name tomorrow if you want it. 
Anybody who wants to can ask me tomorrow, I 
will give you her name and she can call me. 
They want no part of that at all. 

As far as the University of Maine is con
cerned, it is a land grant college. The $2 million 
that we give, if we pass it, to the University of 
Maine for Lewiston, they don't have to spend 
that for anything but what they want to spend 
it for. They can go to Tahiti with the money if 
they want to. We can give them $6 million or $7 
million and they can buy yachts, they can do 
what they want to with it. The $2 million that 
we gave them extra in the Appropriations 
Committee was simply bait, that is all, 
it was just more political gimmickry. 

I thought I would acquaint you with some of 
these facts. These are the facts and they can be 
backed up, and somehow or other there must 
be some validity to my comments when I am 
invited through a trustee via the Chancellor to 
visit with them and I intend to with a star
studded committee to fmd out just where we 
are, because as far as I am concerned, bond 
issues or passage of this, whatever you want to 
do, means absolutely nothing. If the University 
of Maine reports back no, it is dead. If they re
port back yes, then we could have a referen
dum provided we had the six votes and I would 
see that we might get another vote so we would 
have a referendum in Lewiston so that the 
people could finally find out just where we are. 
There is nothing I would love any better than to 
see us be able to agree and come to terms with 
the trustees of the University of Maine 80 that 
we could have a group campus, not on the 
corner of Main and Lisbon streets, not to cover 
up the sins that were made that folded up lis
bon Street. Lamey-Wellehan, Ward Brothers, 
Dostie the jeweler and Mr. Silverman, that is all 
that is left of Lisbon Street. Go down there and 
visit, go down Saturday morning or call me up 
and I will go with you, and I don't mind a little 
bet once in a while if it is legal, I will walk 
around with you. You find five people who are 
walking around with packages or in stores. One 
of the major reasons for this is to cover up the 
sins that were made by killing our main artery. 

I am not going to speak any longer, I am 
going to stick to this issue here. I want to com
mend the people who have spoken before, I 
think they have done a fine job on both sides of 
the aisle. I think we are off to a good start. I, too, 
have agreed with Mr. Higgins. It is the first time 
in the past three decades that I have been on 
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1/1(' ('ommittf'P that WI' have come out with a 
rqJOrt like this, only once, six years ago, we 
('a me out 12 to 1 and I abstained from voting, 
and h{'lipve it or not, you can go down to the li
brary and ch{'ck, they killed the 12 to 1 report 
and [ had a ch{'stnut on the Appropriations 
Tahle, th{'y picked that up, they picked up my 
bll(lg{'t and they passed it. Outside of that, ever 
sin('(' I hav{' be{'n on thl' Appropriations Com
mit tee, we have come out with a budget and we 
have come out with it unanimous. I think the 
Ilf'st thing we could do as a service to the State 
of Maine, an d I am not talking strictly as a legis
lator, would be for the 13 of us to go down
stairs, take these two budgets and don't tell me 
t hat you can't compromise and you can't come 
about with unanimity and come up and give 
you a hudget, even though we would have to go 
home for two or three days and come back and 
spend the other five days that we have got com
ing to us anyway and come back with a budget. 
That is really what we ought to do, not do this 
here, we are gl'tting nowhere. We have a budget 
that has been written out of the Governor's Of
fie£'. WI' have a budget that has been written by 
tlw nl'publieans, one that has been written by 
liS, til(' Appropriations Committee, we have got 
ajohs hudget that is loaded with items and we 
clon't I'ven know what the guidelines are, what 
an' w£' going to do about that? 

What happens if we go short in June and 
what happens if things get worse as far as 
mon£'y is concerned'? We are in real trouble. I 
Itaw m'ver seen anything like it, and I am not 
speaking for that, I am speaking for my 
amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, in thanking the members of the 
House and having had the patience to listen to 
me and for the first time being able to explain 
my position, I move passage of my amendment 
and ask for a roll call, and thank you very 
kindly. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been 
requested. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Winslow, Mr. Carter. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
th'men of the House: I move indefinite post
ponement of House Amendment "A". 

Th{' SPEAKER: The gentleman from Wins
low, Mr. Carter, moves indefinite postpone
nwnt of HOllse Amendment "An. The gentleman 
may proceed. 

Mr. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
t l,'men of the House: It is not very often that the 
1\(lOd g£'nt.ieman from Lewiston and I have dis
al\reed on an issue, especially an issue of this 
magnitude. I know that he speaks because he is 
wry much concerned and we are also con
cerned, and that is why we have agreed to put 
language within the budget in an attempt to 
take care of his concerns. 

Wh£'n the good gentleman from Lewiston 
reads from a newspaper and tells you what I 
said and he is absolutely correct, I did say it, I 
don't deny it. I used to think that I could read 
t.his House pretty well, but when you have a 
t.urnover like we had in this session, it gets to be 
pretty difficult for us oldtimers to be able to 
rpad the feelings of the House-perhaps that is 
the way it should be. 

The good gentleman from Lewiston indi
cat.£'d his concern that th{' $2 million we have in 
the budget would go to the University and we 
would haw no control over it, he is quite right. 
If we turned the money over to the University, 
t hat is a possibility because it has happened be
fore. But according to the conditions that we 
have indicat{'d and written into the bill, line 37, 
hottom of page 48, it says "No expenditures 
shall he made from this appropriation unless 
tlte following conditions are met," and those 
ar(' the conditions that I stipulated earlier in 
my discussion of the majority report. 

I would hope that you would go along with 
the motion and indefinitely postpone this 
amendment so that we can get on with the bus
iness at hand. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one fifth of 
the members present and voting. All those de
siring a roll call vote will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

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 Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Lewiston, Mr. Handy. 

Mr. HANDY: Mr. Speaker, Men and Women of 
the House: I feel compelled to speak to you 
today and to the people of the state of Maine 
and to the people of the district that I repres
ent. Earlier this month or late last month you 
had placed on your desks a petition originating 
from the Androscoggin County delegation, a 
petition urging the unqualified support of the 
University of Maine at Lewiston proposal. 
There were four signatures noticeably absent 
from that petition, mine was among them. It 
was noticeably absent because of the fact that I 
could not lend my unqualified support to the 
establishment of another university campus at 
that time. I did so with great reservations, but I 
felt that was the course of action that I had to 
take. 

I still feel some great concern about the 
proposal, but I also feel that I must stand be
fore you and honestly urge you to support the 
motion before you today, that is to indefinitely 
postpone the first amendment. My concerns 
that are still with me are the location, the fact 
that the Education Committee should have 
studied the proposal because it has a great 
deal to do with educational policy in the state. I 
feel that the board of trustees should have 
some role in it. However, as the good gentleman 
from Winslow, Mr. Carter said while debating 
the bill, the name of the game is compromise, 
and I did not come here to the legislature to be 
a one-man show, I did not come here to the le
gislature just to push my point of view, but to 
try to come to some understanding of the 
needs, wants, and desires of my constituency. 

I can say before you with all sincerity that I 
feel that my constituency is probably evenly 
split on this issue. However, I approached this 
with what I believe to have been a cautious and 
prudent approach and one that I wanted to 
evaluate and take the time to study. I re
searched and I studied and, ladies and gentle
men ofthe House, I believe that the conditions 
stipulated in this L.D., L.D. 1784, are several 
steps towards addressing some of my con
cerns, and I emphasize some of my concerns, 
and I feel that the bottom line in this, and I will 
quote from L.D. 1784, "that the bonds to be 
issued by the City of Lewiston must be ap
proved by the voters." To put that bond issue 
before the voters will take a simple majority of 
the council. I feel satisfied that there is that 
majority and that the people of Lewiston will 
be able to decide whether or not they want to 
invest $3.1 million in the University of Maine 
campus. Far be it from me to tell the people of 
my district and my city that they will not have 
an opportunity to vote on such a crucial issue; I 
will let them make that decision. If they so de
sire a university campus, so be it. If they desire 
a half mill increase in their tax rates, so be it. If 
they so desire to have a campus in their city, so 
be it. 

The other condition is that the board oftrus
tees shall present a study of approval of this 
proposed campus. And again, that meets part 
of my concern that there be a study done. Al
though not the approach that I would have 
taken, it is not for me to say, but at least there is 
some body that will take in the concerns of 
whether or not this university campus should 
be located in downtown Lewiston, whether or 
not it will take a total 0[$5.1 million to operate 
it, and it will answer the other questions that I 
have and others have. 

I have faith in the university board of trus-

tees, contrary to a numb!'r of people's helief, 
but I have worked long and hard for the uni
versitysystem, having been a product of it, and 
I think I have worked long and hard to better 
our university system as a member of this body. 
So I am placing it in the board of trustees' 
hands and in the hands ofthe voters of the city 
of Lewiston to approve this project or to dis
approve this project. 

I thank you for your patience, and I urge you 
to support the motion to indefinitely postpone. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tie man from Livermore Falls, Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: The petition which the 
good gentleman, Mr. Handy, referred to that 
was passed around the House a few weeks ago 
was also lacking my name. I opposed the Uni
versityofMaine at Lewiston then and I oppose 
it now. 

I am speaking as one who is very much con
cerned about education because I think that 
education should be one of the priority items 
that we as a state consider, speaking as a par
ent with children currently in the educational 
systems, speaking as a former teacher, a 
former administrator. 

The thing that really concerns me, I guess, is 
that obviously Maine is not a wealthy state. We 
are acting like we are, but we aren't. We are ask
ing the taxpayers to raise $2 million of state 
money-Maine taxpayers' money-notwith
standing the local issues that Mr. Handy re
ferred to, and I appreciate his concerns about 
his people being able to vote on the issue, but I 
am concerned about the people of the state of 
Maine having to cough up the $2 million this 
year, and it doesn't end this year, obviously, it is 
a continuing program that is going to cost 
more and more each year thereafter. I am also 
speaking as a member of the Androscoggin 
County delegation who viewed this issue with a 
great deal of concern prior to making my deci
sion as to whether or not I would support the 
University of Maine at Lewiston, because all 
four ofthe towns that I currently represent are 
in Androscoggin County and in relative close 
proximity to what would be the Lewiston cam
pus. But notwithstanding the parochial issue, I 
had to look beyond that issue because I think 
that, yes, we are down here to represent our 
own constituencies, obviously, but we are also 
here, I think, to represent the total good of all 
of the state of Maine. 

At the present time, we see the economy, the 
national economy and the state's economy im
proving at a reasonably good rate, I think eve
rybody agrees with that, and when that 
happens it becomes very tempting to create 
new programs, to create new universities 
within our own system-very tempting indeed. 
But I think that we have to look at the univer
sity system that currently exists. It is a good 
system; there are a lot of campuses. It is a large 
system, and it is a costly system. I think wejust 
have to realize that at some point we have to 
bite the bullet, put the brakes on, and say 
"Look, folks, enough." 

If the University of Maine at Lewiston cam
pus does not go forward, as I do not think it 
should, I really don't think that the educational 
capabilities of our children are going to be 
placed in jeopardy. I think that there is a 
branch of the University of Maine system 
within relative easy reach of every person in 
this state that has the desire to continue his or 
her education. 

I am concerned about the parochial issue. I 
understand Mayor Dionne's problem. There is 
a situation downtown that is deteriorating, I 
am sorry about that, I am sorry the Peck's 
building is empty right now. Obviously, this 
would be a good use of that building and would 
certainly be to the betterment of the city, at 
least in his opinion, but I don't think that that 
kind ofissue should be used or even considered 
as a selling point for creating a new campus 
within the university system. 
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I hopp that you defpat the ppnding motion to 
indl'finitely postponp this ampndmpnt, so that 
thO' anH'ndnwnt can th!'n go on and be passed, 

Th!' SPEAKER: Thl' Chair rpcognizes the gen
tlt'man from Lpwiston, Mr. Nadpau, 

Mr. NADEAII: Mr. Sppakpr, Ladips and Gen
tlt'ml'n of t hp !louse: It is 99 dpgreps and it is 
quarter of seven. I am going to be as bripf as I 
possibly can, hut considpring thp issue is prob
ahly the most important educational issue to 
Illy community and to my county and to my rp
gion si!l('p tbe vocational-tpchnical institutes, I 
do fpel a couple of points ought to be covered. 

First of all, I want to clarifysomcthing on the 
funding asppct of the project. First of all, I am 
going to do it as briefly as I possibly can. The 
govprnor's officI', t he chancellor's office, and 
municipal officials were all involved in design
ing t he funding formula for this essential pro
ject in my community, That involved $3.1 
million of local money raised by the taxpayers 
of Lpwiston and voted on in referendum, and 
$2 million statp sharp for thp oppration of that 
university. Thosp figurps were put together by 
t hI' chancpIlor's office, the govprnor's office, 
and municipal officials, agrped upon, and thp 
package wpnt forward to this legislature for its 
determination, Basically, in a nut shell, that is 
t h(' case. Thp Appropriations Committee has 
Iward that information and reviewed all that 
during their deliberations for the last few 
months. And in our discussions with each and 
pwry one of you, yes we have been talking to 
,'ach and every one of you, members of our 
d"lt'gation, attpmpting to explain to you the 
ramifications of this project and the impor
t an('e of this project to our community. So we 
haw tripd our best to explain to you how the 
project works, and it has been clarified by the 
gent leman from Lewiston, Mr. Ha'ndy, that this 
is certainly going to referendum and that our 
"ity councilors will have that to look forward 
to. 

Ladies and gentlempn, the crux of the mat
tl'r is simply this-we in Androscoggin County 
an' in somewhat of a dilemma, The city of Le
wiston, for pxample, has a proud history of in
dustry, shop and textile, industry that goes 
hack a hundred years. That industry is some
thing that we are very proud of and something 
t hat has generated jobs and income for an 
awful lot of our people. Unfortunately, as eve
ryonp here knows, those industries have bpen 
in depp trouble in rpcent ypars, Textile and 
shoe workers are losing jobs by the day. There
fore, what dops an industrial city like Lewiston 
do, and Androscoggin County, because many 
of those ppople in outlying areas do work in 
L('wiston? We have no additional jobs to show 
t h(,lll. WI' haY<' gone from tens of thousands of 
,ho(' and textile workt'rs to a couple of thou
sand sho(' and textile workers. We had a poul
t ry industry that provided some jobs. That is 
oh\'iously gone. 

We are not on the ocean, we are not on the 
coast, we don't have a fishing industry. We are 
an industrial city, an industrial community, 
and industrial region without industry. There
fon', what you do to attract that industry is you 
provide for them a trained workforce, individ
uals who they can come to and count on for a 
good day's work. We have that reputation now, 
w(' have the people capablp of providing that 
work for that industry; however, we are lacking 
somewhat in the area of training. That is the 
basis for t his proposal. It is not something that 
WI' f('l'l cavalier about-it is something that WI' 
[('('I is I hI' cornerstone ofthe foundation of our 
fulurp development. 

Again, I don't want to prolong this too long, 
hut in t('rms of the support this issue is rec('iv
ing hack home, there has been a bit of discus
sion on that today, and I just want to tpll you 
t hat WI' have support in our community-in 
(lllr communities, ladies and gentlemen, Lewis
ton and Auhurn and some surrounding com
mllnitil's for this project in droves. We have 
"IHiors('mf'nls in a packet we distributed to 

you last week from local industry, from the 
chamber of commerce, from the YMCA. from 
individuals, WI' could go on forever, and ob
viously, as many of us havp gone back to our 
districts and spokpn to our people back home, 
they have expressed to us the need for this pro
ject and th(' desire for it and the appreciation 
they felt for our efforts up here in attempting 
to convince you of the necessity of this project 
for our region, 

Ladies and gentlemen, I do not want to take 
up too much time, I know it is late and it is 
warm, but I just want you to consider the 
things that I have said, to consider the impor
tance of this issue to our community, and la
dies and gentlempn, thpre are an awful lot of 
people back home involved in this issue and 
that in itself, as far as I am concerned, demon
stratI's the support we have thpre. I can bring 
you testimonial after testimonial if that is what 
is necessary, but I think you know what I am 
talking about and I would encourage you to in
definitely postpone this amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
t1ew()man from Sabattus, Miss LaPlante, 

Miss LaPLANTE: Mr. Speaker, Men and 
Women of the House: I won't speculate on the 
motivations of Mayor Dionne and I won't spec
ulate on the motivations of the members of the 
delegation of Androscoggin County that are 
only from Lewiston, but I will tell you about my 
own motivations, and I guess you could call 
them a little selfish. But before I do that, 
though, let me tell you that the teachers are al
ready there for this university, the funding for 
the teacher is already there. There is an Au
burn campus, a sattelite campus of Augusta. 
Some members don't think that it adequately 
meets our community's needs-we are just 
folding into a permanent campus. 

But for my selfish motivations-this is going 
to help not just Lewiston, the mother campus 
will be in Lewiston, but my people, my constit
uents, my classmates who Representative 
Brown now represents who were not in the for
tunate ten pecent that got to go on to college, 
that could afford to go to college, I want to help 
those 90 percent go on to college. This might be 
thpir only chance, and I say it is selfish because 
I want Sabattus, Green, Lisbon to be better 
than Lewiston, I want them to be able to com
pete for the jobs. It is tough out there, we all 
know it. Let's give our non-traditional students 
the chance. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen~ 
tleman from Lewiston, Mr. Telow. 

Mr. TELOW: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I think the Speaker will 
give me a couple of minutes so I will try to be 
brief. I have been sitting here in the hot spot 
bpcause of the fact that I happen to be a 
member of the Lewiston City Council and I 
would like to set some facts straight, the fact 
that this was a unanimous report that came 
out of the council when this was brought up. 
One of the things that I did specify when I gave 
my vote to the council is that this would be sent 
to a referendum so that the people could de
cide it. 

I also would like to remind you of several 
other things, that this is suppospd to be a high
tel' h school. I have already talked to one of the 
officials from Northeastern University in re
gards to some of the things on that, and the 
fact that we may at the same time see if we can 
make it a sort of cooperative deal likp Nor
theastern is, We must also remember that the 
U. of M. at Auburn is overcrowdpd now, that is 
why I gave it my full support. I think my two 
minutes is up and it is 101 now, so I will plead 
with you, please give us your vote to indefi
nitely postpone this. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Orono, Mr. Bott. 

Mr. BOTT: Mr. Speaker, I just wish to pose a 
question through the Chair. I would like to ask 
if there is someone in this body who could give 
me the percentage of seniors graduating from 

high school in Lewiston. 
The SPEAKER: The percentage? 
Mr. BOTT: Yes. The figure was brought out in 

the Appropriations Committet' and it esc apI's 
my mind just now. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Orono, 
Mr. Bott, has posed a question through the 
Chair to anyone who may respond if they so 
desire. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from St. 
George, Mr. Scarpino. 

Mr. SCARPINO: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: To answer that ques
tion, as the result ofa recent survey for literacy 
volunteers in Lewiston, 50 percent graduatpd 
from high school. 30 percent only had an 
eighth grade education, 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
t�eman from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: It's as hot for me as it is for 
Mr. Telow, and I would like to tell him this
high -tech programs don't belong in universities 
in Maine. High-tech programs belong in voca
tional schools, That is wherp they can do the 
most good, that is where they belong, that is 
what I would support, and that is what I hope 
eventually will pass. 

I am aware of the vote taken by the council. I 
am also aware of the vote that was taken, and 
Mr. Telow, the councilor, is also aware that to 
have a referendum you have got to have six 
votes. Mr. Telow, being an honest man, being a 
close friend of mine-because when I worked 
for that bridge, Mr. Telow delivered over 
300,000 pamphlets for me throughout the 
state, he is a friend, he has been a friend, so he is 
going to tell the truth. Mr. Telow, in order to 
have a referendum, you have got to have six 
votes and you don't have them. Am I right or 
am I wrong? I don't say that you wouldn't get 
them, but you certainly don't have them now 
and you know it. 

As far as the remarks that were made by 
another legislator from Lewiston-where were 
the 450 people that were supposed to attend 
the hearing'? For any member of the Appropri
ations Committee that is still left here in the 
room, there were nine people from Lewiston at 
the hearing-one spoke. No one else has made 
any statements since then. An election is 
coming-things and people are careful. And as 
far as I am concerned, I have been invited to 
speak to several service clubs from Lewiston 
and other areas. I certainly don't blame Sabat
tus for wanting this, they are not going to pay 
anything anyway. We are going to pay for $15 
million. It may be a little more or a little less. 
But it is going to be a 5 mill tax rate increase. I 
am sorry that I got up again, Mr. Speaker, but I 
had to get these points across. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Lewiston, Mr. Pouliot. 

Mr. POULIOT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I know you are tired, I am 
tired, I think everybody is tired. I have had to 
facp this issue now for six months, it has not 
been easy for some of us. But there is one thing 
that I would like to say-and I know that you 
are all tired and I know what it is to be tired, to 
sit here and wait and just take a vote-and I 
think you are all entitled to that, and it was 
said here a few days ago. I think your minds are 
made up, you know where you are going, I 
think you know what you have to do. But I 
would ask you to think of one thing-we, the 
members of Lewiston, have workpd hard but it 
is thp first time that I stood here to thinkofmy 
delegation back home, the Androscoggin dele
gation, I am talking about Democrats and Re
publicans. We have 17 members on this 
delegation who have held strong to it. I think 
Ihat deservesjust a little consideration on your 
part. 

The last thing that I would say, because Mr. 
Handy said it, Mr. Nadeau, Miss LaPlante said it 
all, there is lIO need to repeat it because I would 
be saying the exact same things-but I would 
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t h ing-lE't your voters make this decision, and I 
ask you today to help me-let the voters of Le
wiston make this decision in Novemher. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question is on 
t he mot ion oft hE' gentleman from Winslow, Mr. 
Cartl'r. that House Amendment "An be indefi
nitt'ly postponE'd. All those in favor will vote 
yps; thos!' 0ppoSE'd will votE' no. 

Til(' Chair recognizE's the gentleman from 
BiddE'ford, Mr. Norton. 

Mr. NORTON: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
pair my vote with the gentleman from Bangor, 
Mr. Kelleher. If he were here, he would be vot
ing yea; if I Wl're voting, I would be voting nay. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Millinocket, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK: Mr. Speaker, I would like to pair 
my votE' with thE' gentlewoman from Pittston, 
Mrs. Reeves. Ifshe were here, she would be vot
ing yE'a; if I were voting, I would be voting nay. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Freeport, Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. MITCHELL: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
pair my vote with the gentleman from Bangor, 
Mr. Murray.lfhe were here, he would be voting 
y!'a; if I were voting, I would be voting nay. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

IIpaulit'u, Benoit, Brannigan, Brodeur, Brown, 
K.L.; Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Cash
man, Conary, Connolly, Cote, Cox, Crowley, 
Daggett, Diamond, Erwin, Gauvreau, Gwa
dosky, Hall, Handy, Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, 
/I.C.; Hobbins, Joseph, Joyce, Kane, Kelly Ket
ov{'r, Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lehoux, Lewis, Lisnik, 
Manning, Martin, H.C.; Matthews, Z.E.; Mayb
ury, Mayo, McCollister, McSweeney, Melendy, 
Michael, Mitchell, E.H.; Nadeau, Nelson, Para
dis, P.E.; Perkins, Pouliot, Racine, RiChard, Rid· 
ley. Roberts, Rolde, Rotondi, Stevens, Swazey, 
Tammaro, Telow, Theriault, Thompson, Vose, 
Walker, The Speaker. 

NA V -AndE'rson, Armstrong, Bell, Bonney, 
Bost, Bott. Brown, D.N.; Cahill, Chonko, 
Conners, Cooper, Crouse, Curtis, Davis, Day, 
Dpxter, Dillenback, Drinkwater, Foster, GreE'n
law, Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham, Jacques, 
Jalhert, KiE'sman, Lebowitz, Livesay, Locke, 
MacBride, MacEachern, Macomber, Master
man, McGowan, McHenry, McPherson, Mi
chaud, Moholland, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, Paul, 
I'prry, Pines, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; Roderick, 
Salshury, Scarpino, Slwrhurne, Small, Smith, 
(:.11 .. Smith, C.W.; Soucy, SOUle, Sproul, Steven
son, Slover, Tuttle, Wehster, Wentworth, Wey
Illoul 11, Willey, Zirnkilton. 
AI\S~:NT -Brown, A.K.; Callahan, Carrier, 

Iludh'y, .Jackson, Mahany, Martin, A.c.; Master
Ion, Matthews, K.L.; Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, 
T.W.; St'avt'Y. Strout. 

PAII{ED-Clark-Reeves, P.; Kelleher-Norton; 
Mildwll, ,J; Murray. 

VI'S, fi9; No, 63; Absent, 13; Paired, 6. 
The SPEAKER: Sixty-nine having voted in 

t he affirmative and sixty-three in the negative, 
wit h I hirteen heing absent and six paired, the 
mot ion does prevail. 

Mr. Higgins of Scarhorough offered House 
Am!'ndment "0" and moved its adoption. 

House Amendment "0" (H-424) was read by 
t tIP Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
t leman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: This particular amend
mpnt deals with a bill that we had before this 
hody on numprous occasions-I hate to think 
how many-and dealt with in a manner that it 
was finally dpfeated in this body. And that 
dt'als with the subject of purchasing alcohol on 
nt'dil cards at state liquor stores. We don't 
rt'ally have to go in to the great debate that we 
did pn'viously, but I just think it is necessary 
that some of you who apparently are inter
pstp!\ in supporting this program now when 
you wt'n' not supporting it before could give us 
t Iw answprs why. I don't think anything has 
('hanged; in fact, it has gotten worse. People are 

still being killed on the highway because of op
erating under the influence. We have passed 
three bills since we initially killeg thislJiI~killed 
this provision in this budget bill, that dealS very 
effectively-in fact, two of those bills were the 
Governor's bills themselves that made it more 
difficult for people to operate under the influ
ence in the state and provide for stricter penal
ties. To me, it doesn't make any sense to make 
alcohol more acceptable to people with the 
provision in this bill when wejust passed three 
other bills that are increasing the penalties at 
the same time. !fit is a matter of money, which 
apparently it is, I think we are being very 
greedy, and I think we are using the people of 
the state of Maine who intend to utilize their 
credit cards to purchase alcohol as very sadis
tic pawns, I guess, in a game that is necessary 
to fund state government. 

We have been through the arguments before. 
!fwe allow people to consume more alcohol, we 
are going to have to provide additional alco
holic programs for them, increase the funding 
for them-it is a losing battle, ladies and gen
tlemen. So I had the amendment drafted just 
simply because I felt that it was unfair for this 
House to kill a bill like this on a previous vote, 
after several votes, I might add, and then stick 
it in a budget bill just because we need the re
venue. Some of you who are going to vote for 
this today who didn't vote for it before, I think 
you ought to stand up and tell us why, because 
it doesn't make any sense to me that if this le
gislature, as it has on three other occasions, 
supported increasing penalties for those who 
drive while they are drinking, why you would 
support a provision like this now. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Bangor, Mr. Diamond. 

Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Speaker, I move indefi
nite postponement of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Bangor, 
Mr. Diamond, moves indefinite postponement 
of House Amendment "0". The gentleman may 
proceed. 

Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Speaker, Members of the 
House: As some of you may know, I share some 
ofthe concerns that the gentleman from Scar
borough, Mr. Higgins, just articulated. I had a 
concern that this was a practice that we would 
be establishing that would encourage further 
consumption of alcohol, I didn't think it was 
the best practice that we could adopt and for 
that reason I opposed the legislation when it 
was before us earlier. However, a couple of 
things have taken place, many things have 
taken place, that havE' made me reassess my 
position and have made me come to the reali
zation that probably this measure is one that 
we should adopt and is one that I think the 
state can handle in an appropriate manner. 

As you know, this session we have dealt with 
a number of areas in landmark legislation that 
addressed such areas as the Finance Authority 
of Maine encouraging economic development, 
hospital cost containment, tourism, a number 
of areas that I think are going to radically 
change the State of Maine for the better, is 
going to leave their impression for years to 
come and those are areas that we can all be 
proud of. However, those areas and those 
issues cost money. I prefer a couple of areas to 
fund those concerns. I am very supportive of a 
corporate tax reform that would raise consid
erable money for the state and I am also in 
favor of raising the cigarette tax. I was hoping 
that those would cover the necessary compo
nents of the Part II adequately but, unfortu
nately, they don't. We tried some administra
tive changes that would possibly reinforce our 
ability to finance some of these very worthy 
programs that are before us and unfortunately 
we still came up short. We came to the conclu
sion in looking at it that we had to seek other 
ways to raise the revenues necessary to fund 
the programs of this legislature. 

In looking at the proposal that. is now before 
us, using credit cards for the purchase of Ii-

quor, I reluctantly came to the realization that 
as much as I had personal feelings about them, 
those on the other side had sound arguments 
as well. While I still have concerns over those, I 
realize their arguments have just as much 
credibility as mine. There is a philosophical dif
ference that was addressed, it was a very close 
vote when we dealt with the issue before, but in 
talking about it, I have to compromise, some
thing that we all, at this time of year, have to do. 

You know, they say that politics is the art of 
compromise and some of us practice it pretty 
poorly and some of you practice it probably a 
lot better than others, including myself, but 
reality set in. I realized that I can't expect this 
legislature to go along with every single posi
tion that I take, nor can anybody in this body 
expect the same. We all have to get together and 
come up with a proposal that is agreeable to a 
majority of us and hopefully can accommodate 
our positions as best as possible. 

The package that is before us, the Majority 
Report of the Appropriations Committee, I feel 
comfortable with that package. There are 
parts of it I don't like and this was one that I 
would prefer not be there, but in light of all the 
other components that are there or the pro
grams that are there, the federal cuts that are 
costing us millions that we just have to ad
dress, I came to the realization that my con
cerns are for the greater good of the people of 
Maine and that if we want to pass a package 
that reflects our concerns and deals with the 
best interest of the people of Maine, then this 
has to be a part of it. 

I sympathize with the gentleman in the other 
corner, I know where his concerns are coming 
from, but I think for the sake of compromise 
and for the sake of dealing with a proposal that 
does adequately address the concerns of the 
people of Maine, this has to be a part of it. For 
that reason, I ask you all to support the motion 
to indefinitely postpone. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tIeman from West Bath, Mr. Stover. 

Mr. STOVER: Mr. Speaker. Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I never thought a month 
ago I would be standing up debating this bill 
again. The principles have not changed and the 
previous speaker said you have to compromise; 
but there is one thing that I cannot comprom
ise, I cannot compromise on principle. A man 
walked through the fields of Judea 2,000 years 
ago and he said, "What does it profit a man who 
gains the whole world and loses his own soul?" 
Money is important but money is not so impor
tant to me that I would take it walking on the 
backs of those people down there that we came 
here to help. We are all here to help the people 
and this is still a booze bill and it will never 
change. It is nothing but a booze bill and I can't 
in all good conscience ever support this kind of 
bill. 
I hope you people who stood with us a month 
ago will stay with us today. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Cumberland, Mr. DiIlenback. 

Mr. DILLENBACK: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I have been sitting 
here very quietly so I guess I can say a few 
words. 

As you recall, my previous statements on this 
is going to New Hampshire and trying to use a 
credit card and found out that I couldn't do it. 
One of the reasons that I couldn't do it is be
cause they didn't have the computers. There is 
no way in the world, and I don't know, people 
say you are going to raise all this money, you 
may not raise a cent with these credit cards but 
you are going to spend money to put compu
ters into your liquor stores so you can use 
them. Can you imagine the holdup at the 
checkout when they come. You present that 
credit card and they have to check the credit 
card to make sure that it is a viable one, that 
they can be used-it takes time. In the summer 
when we sell all this liquor-and I am not con
cerned about selling more liquor because peo-
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piP can huy liquor with a credit card in a 
har-hut thp point is, I don't think you are 
going to raisp any more money and I think you 
an' going to sppnd a lot of money for electronic 
('omputprs. I don't think it is a good deal. 

Ml'. Diamond of Bangor requested a roll call. 
The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 

('all, it must have the expressed desire of one
fin h of the members present and voting. All 
t hosp in favor of a roIl call will vote yes; those 
oppospd will votp no. 

A vote of the House was taken, and more 
than one fifth of the mE-mbers present having 
exprpssed a desire for a roIl call, a roIl call was 
orden'd. 

TIl<' SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gpntleman from Unity, Mr. Stevenson. 

Mr. STEVENSON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gpntlemen of the Housp: Our former speaker 
mentioned that there were items passed for 
thp betterment of the state. I can't see where 
splling more booze is a betterment ofthis state. 
I, too, am concerned about the money from the 
hooze. With credit cards, we are going to be 
ahle to purchase booze every day. It has to be 
paid for hy the end of the month whether we 
have money for the other necessities of life or 
not. I personaIly think it is a pretty sorry state 
of affairs when this state has to depend on 
hoozp for its revenue. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
the House is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Diamond, that House 
Amendment "D" be indefinitely postponed. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Stockton Springs, Mr. Crowley. 

Mr. CROWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I request per
mission to pair by vote with the gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Murray. If Mr. Murray were 
present and voting, he would be voting yes; I 
would be voting no. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Millinocket, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK: Mr. Speaker, I request permis
sion to pair my vote with the gentleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. If Mr. Kelleher were 
present and voting, he would be voting yes; I 
would be voting no. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Bangor, Mr. 
Diamond, that House Amendment "D"be indef
initely postponed. All those in favor will vote 
yps; those opposed wiIl vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, AIIen, Andrews, Baker, 

Beaulieu, Benoit, Brannigan, Brodeur, Carroll, 
D.P.; CarroIl, G.A.; CartE-r, Cashman, Chonko, 
Connolly, Cote, Crouse, Daggett, Diamond, 
Erwin, Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, 
Hayden, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, Jacques, 
,Joseph, Joyce, Kane, Kejly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, 
LaPlante, Lehoux, Lewis, Lisnik, MacEachern, 
Macomber, Manning, Martin, H.C.; Matthews, 
Z.E.; Mayo, McCollister, McGowan, McSweeney, 
Mplendy, Michael, MitcheIl, E.H.; MohoIland, 
Nadpau, Nelson, Norton, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, 
I'l'rkins, Perry, Pouliot, Racine, Richard, Ridley, 
Hohprts, Rolde, Rotondi, Soucy, Soule, Stevens, 
Swazey, Tammaro, Telow, Theriault, Thomp
son, Vose, The Speaker. 

NA Y -Anderson, Armstrong, Bell, Bonney, 
Host, Brown, D.N.; Brown, K.L.; Cahill, CaIla
han, Conary, Cooper, Curtis, Davis, Day, Dex
wr, Dillenback, Drinkwater, Foster, Greenlaw, 
Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham, Jalbert, 
Kipsman, Lebowitz, Livesay, Locke, MacBride, 
Masterman, Maybury, McHenry, McPherson, 
Michaud, Mitchell, J.; Paradis, E.J.; Parent, 
Pines, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; Roderick, Sals
hury, Scarpino, Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.B.; 
Smith, C.W.; Sproul, Stevenson, Stover, Tuttle, 
Walker, Webster, Wentworth, Weymouth, Wil
ley, Zirnkilton. 

ABSENT-Bott, Brown, A.K.; Carrier, Con
n('rs, Cox, Dudley, Jackson, Mahany, Martin, 
A.C.; Masterton, Matthews, K.L.; Murphy, E.M.; 
Murphy, T.W.; Reeves, P.; Seavey, Strout. 

I'AIRED-Clark-KeIleher, Crowley-Murray. 

Yes, '15; No, 56; Absent, 16; Paired, 4. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-five having voted in 

the affirmative and fifty-six in the negative, 
with sixteen being abspnt and four paired, the 
motion does prevail. 

Mr. Higgings of Scarborough offered House 
Amendment "C" and moved its adoption. 

House Amendment "C" (H-423) was read by 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: It appears that the Legis
lature is going to take the initiative and pass on 
to the business community of this state a tre
mendous early Christmas present in the wan
ing days of June, that being a corporate income 
tax. I think it is only fair that the people of the 
State of Maine know how we feel about the 
corporate income tax, so I offered the 
amendment that deletes from the Appropria· 
tions Bill the portion that deals with raising 
the corporate income tax. 

I was intrigued by this epistle that appeared 
on our desks here earlier today, apparently 
anonymously so, but someone had done a 
great deal of art work here in an attempt to 
make the case for increasing the corporate in
come tax. It is rather difficult sometimes to 
stand up here and beat the drum for not doing 
that because everybody says, well, you know 
supporting all those big bad businessmen up 
there-well, I guess I don't have that same feel
ing, I don't happen to feel that all the business 
community that is out there are big or bad and 
that they are oppressing the working class 
people in this state, but I do think that they 
look seriously at this Legislature and look se
riously at actions that we take here dealing 
with state laws and increasing their taxes, 
most assuredly. 

I did a little work and I was surprised-I 
heard some of these figures bantered about ear
lier but it says that in 1976 the corporate tax 
year of our state revenue was 9.4 percent; in 
1983 it was about 5.7 percent, which is signifi
cantly less than seven years ago, I don't know 
the percentages but I don't find any particular 
fault with that, I assue that they are right. 

The personal income tax here at the bottom 
showed that in 1976 it was 14 percent and in 
1983 it is 32.7 percent. The implication, ob
viously, is that the personal income tax is now 
taking this tremendous amount of money from 
the people of the State of Maine and thecorpo
rations are getting by scot free. Well, my 
answer to that is two-fold-the fact that 32 
percent of our state reven ues now are coming 
from the income tax should clearly indicate to 
everybody in this House that tax indexing had 
a meaning and when we came here in January 
and dealt with that, there was a reason why, 
and it is called bracket creep, and that is pre
cisely the reason, ladies and gentlemen, that 
from 1976 to 1983 we are taking 18 percent or 
more or getting 18 percent more of our budget 
from the personal income tax. What this 
doesn't show you, however, is the dollars and 
cents involved. I think that is important. 

Now in 1976, the state received about $33 
million from the corporate income tax. In 
1982, because 1983 has not ended yet, we were 
receiving about $35 million-all right, so cor
porations are paying about 10 percent more in 
income tax now than they were six years ago. 
So it is not that they are getting by scot free, 
they are just not increasing as rapidly. It isn't 
like it was $32 million and now it is $15 million, 
they are paying more now than they were 
seven years ago. 

You look at the personal income tax that has 
graduated and you see that 1976 corporate in
come tax was $52 million, the amount that the 
state received; in 1982, it was $200 million, four 
times what it was in 1976, so the figures you 
have here may be accurate but the only reason 
the corporate tax structure is not contributing 
the same percentage that it was before is based 

on two things-the personal income tax has 
grown four times as much and I think if you 
look at thl' sales tax, because of inflation you 
would find that the sales tax has probably 
grown in a like amount. This is extremely de
ceptive, and I want you to understand the dol
lars and cents amounts because it is impor
tant. Corporations in this state are not paying 
less money than they were before; they are pay
ing a less percentage, unquestionably; but why 
are they paying less percentage? Because the 
rest of the state budget has grown dispropor
tionately. We passed a graduated income tax 
and when I was here my first session in 1974, 
we passed an additional increase in the per
sonal income tax and we now have one of the 
most progressive income taxes in the nation. 
All right, that aside, I think it is important that 
you understand that the dollars and cents 
don't back up the percentages that are here 
now. 

My objection to a corporate income tax is 
pure and simply this: that sends a clear mes
sage throughout this nation that when Maine 
wants money, they go to corporations fIrst and 
how are you going to explain to those busi
nesses that you want here to bring jobs to this 
state that, well, we needed a few extra bucks so 
we went in and raised the corporate income 
tax about 40 or 50 percent on the upper end of 
the bracket, when they can go to New Hamp
shire and pay nothing or go to some other state 
that have a much less corporate income tax 
than we do, have much less energy costs than 
we do, transportation costs than we do-how 
do you go out to those businessmen that want 
to bring in a thousand jobs to this state and say: 
"Oh, come on in, that was just a fluke, we 
needed a few extra bucks.~They aren't going to 
believe that. You put that together with the 
staggering cost of workers' compensation in 
this state and I can't believe you can have any
thing but just ajoke. You might just as weUshut 
down the office that goes out and tries to bring 
these businesses into this state. You have two 
or three strikes against you and this isn't going 
to help. It is like kicking a man while he is down; 
it is like throwing water on a drowning man to 
say that just because they are not producing 
the same amount of income or the same per
centage that they were seven years ago, that 
you ought to take them for more. That is a ra
tionalization, it is an excuse, let's face it. You 
need a few extra bucks so you go after the cor
porations, they are the big, bad guys. Ladies 
and gentlemen, they aren't necessarily, they 
provide a lot of jobs to this state, a lot of jobs in 
the paper industry, for example. 

I think we are on a collision course because 
you are hearing a lot of people say-we want 
jobs, the Governor especially, we want to bring 
jobs to this state, it has been the highlight of his 
campaign, his reelection campaign and every
thing that he has said since then in his inaugu
ral address. How do you bringjobs to this state 
when you tell them you are going to raise $13 
million more out of their pockets? You don't do 
it. If you do, you can't do it without your tongue 
in cheek. They are smarter than that and if you 
put an increase in the corporate tax on the 
books, they are going to look at that and they 
are going to look at the personal income tax 
that we have in this state as being one of the 
highest in the nation and they are going to say. 
"Why do I want to send my business there, not 
only am I going to get wracked "'ith my corpo
rate income tax but if I happen to be lucky 
enough to pay my employees a half decent 
wage. they are going to have to pay more than 
any other state to live there." I think it is 
ridiculous. 

We tried, in good faith, to come up with a 
budget that we thought was workable. We tried 
to fit the dollar amounts that were necessary 
to what we had available. I am afraid that the 
other party has done the opposite. They have 
tried to fit the tax to the dollar amoun ts rather 
than the other way around. 
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Thl' SI'J<:AKER: TIH' Chair recognizes the 
g('ntl!'man from Wl'sthrook, Mr. Day. 

Mr. I)A Y: Mr. Spl'akPr, Ladil's and Gentlemen 
o\" I hI' Ilous!': Looking at this yellow sheet here 
alld the first question and its answer, from 
I !Ui!} to I »HO ('orporat!' profits roughly to 36 
pl'r('('nt 01" (;2 pl'rcent.. Wages are up over 200 
pl'rcent in that same period. Jfyou look at the 
produ('(' priee index, the dollar is worth only 
4() ('('nts; if you look at the CPI, consumer price 
indpx, the dollar is worth 35 cents, and match
ing t hose figures up, corporate profits are 
down, not up, as this states, if you want to 
match it on ('onstant dollars or if you want to 
match it on ordinary dollars that we see every 
day, wages have far outstripped it. 

I invite you to look at the report of the Maine 
Statl' Employees Retirement System and look 
al the four hundred and some million dollars 
I hal an' managed by fiY(' money managers and 
a ('oupl(' of hanks, and I did. Try and find in 
t hat report how much money is invested
l'mployees' money for their rainy day is in
Vl'stl'd in ttl(' forest products or wood products 
industry-you will find $1.1 million invested in 
BoisI' Cascade and that is all and that is about 
t hrel' tenths of one percent of our state em
ployees' money invested in these businesses. 
TIll' rest of the money is invested in out ofstate 
husinesses, in other businesses in the forest 
products industry. Now there are some very 
smart people investing the money and some of 
you folks are going to get some retirement pay 
out of the State Retirement System. If these 
people don't want to invest your money in 
those companies, it tells me one thing, they 
art'n't doing a decent job of earning a profit. 

The proof is in the pudding-look at the 
Junp 30, 1982 State Retirement Report, find 
one Maine paper company with a measly mil
lion dollars out of$400 million, that is what the 
husiness community that invests your money 
thinks how profits in these big companies are. 

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

Mr. ANDREWS: Mr. Speaker, Men and 
Women of thp House: I would first of all like to 
move indl'finite postponement of House 
Amendment "C". 

TIlt' SPEAKER: The gentleman from Port
lalld, Mr. Andrews, moves indefinite post
porll'nH'nt of House Amendment ·C". The 
g('ntleman may proceed. 

Mr. ANDREWS: Mr. Speaker, Men and 
Wom('n of the House: When I noticed that 
lIouse Amendment "C" existed and saw Repre
sentative Higgins name on it, I was looking 
forward to a solid debate on the facts and the 
issues behind this portion of the bill before you 
today. I was not expecting the shallow slogan 
slinging that we have received. Before I ad
drl'ss some of the specific points that he has 
made in his comments, I would like, first of all, 
to dis(,uss the proposal. 

This proposal is based on the principle that 
taxation should be based on the ability to pay 
and that everyone should be shouldering their 
fair share of our state tax burden. It is also 
based on the recognition that not everyone is 
paying their fair share of taxes in our state and 
that the personal income taxpayer has been 
for('('d to shoulder more than his or her fair 
share of taxes oVl'r the years. 

~'inally, this proposal recognizes that not all 
('orporations are alike. The tough economic 
timps that w(' are l'xperiencing hit our smaller 
and I,'ss prosperous husinesses first and hard
('s!, and whik these husinesses may not have 
til<' I'('soun'ps to send lohbyists to the halls of 
t h" SI at e HOllse, they deserve a break. 

This Ipgislation, ladies and gentlemen, will 
n'<\u('(' th(' rates in the first corporate income 
tax bracket from 4.95 to 3.5 percent. A., a re
sult, businesses not on Iy in that first bracket, 
but businesses in the second bracket, will re
ceive a tax benefit. In fact, if you look at a cor
poration making $50,000 or less in taxable 
income, they will receive an actual tax reduc-

tion under this plan. The business with a taxa
ble income of $25,000, for example, will have a 
state tax reduction of 29 percent under this 
plan. Over 80 percent of Maine businesses who 
pay a corporate income tax in this state will 
receive a tax reduction under this plan. The 
rate of the second corporate income tax 
bracket will increase by one percentage point 
under this proposal; a third bracket will be 
created at $75,000 with a four tenths of a per
cent increase over the second and the fourth 
bracket will be created for corporations mak
ing a taxable income of over $250,000. The rate 
changes apply only to a corporation's taxable 
income; that is the income left over after the 
corporation takes all of its exemptions, deduc
tions, applied accelerated depreciation sched
ules, etc., in other words, taxable net income. 

This legislation recognizes that the loss of a 
taxable profit of a corporation, the greater the 
ability to pay and that these larger businesses 
have the greatest capacity to take advantage 
of the new federal tax breaks. As a matter of 
fact, any tax increase with these corporations, 
can be used as a deduction from their federal 
corporate income tax; in other words, by pass
ing this bill, we will be bringing more federal rev
enues to the State of Maine, in effect, writing 
our own federal revenue sharing program, in 
my view, a reasonable and fair response to the 
shrinking federal dollars provided state pro
grams and services. 

While the income tax has risen over the 
years, the corporate tax share of income taxes 
has, in fact, declined. In 1977, individual tax
payers in the State of Maine paid 67 percent of 
the Maine Income Tax. By 1982, five years 
later, that percentage had risen to over 85 per
cent. I am talking about percentages of that in
come tax. The corporate share, the corporate 
percentage of that income tax in 1977 was 32.2 
percent; five years later, that share had 
dropped to 14.9 percent. 

The time has come, ladies and gentlemen, to 
insist on tax equity. If we are going to have to 
shoulder taxes to face our responsibility par
ticularly in light of decreased federal dollars, 
we must insist on that burden being shoul
dered fairly and equitably. To insist that the 
largest, most profitable corporations in Maine 
pay their fair share, I believe is totally reason
able, as I believe it is reasonable to correct the 
disparity of burden that has been placed on 
the backs of the personal income taxpayer. 

In addition to restructuring the corporate 
income tax rates, this legislation will generate 
additional revenue for the state. This revenue 
will help to offset a decline, as I mentioned, in 
federal funds for programs and services to the 
people of the State of Maine. Again, this rev
en ue will be generated by those with the grea
test ability to pay. 

Now, during the course of the session and 
the many hearings that the Taxation Commit
tee had, we were asked to give tax benefits to 
some groups and levy additional taxes on 
other groups. Some industries complained 
that they were being singled out unfairly, that 
it was wrong to force an increased tax only on 
certain types of businesses. Many of us listened 
to that and were troubled by the fact that we 
would be putting an increased tax on certain 
types of businesses, but this particular corpo
rate income tax legislation, yes, it does discrim
inate, but it discriminates on the basis of 
fairness. Corporations will face an increase in 
their tax based on their ability to pay and, 
again, ifthey are earning $50,000 in taxable in
come, net. taxable income, their tax will actu
ally go down under this plan-again, over 80 
percent of the businesses will receive a tax re
duction under this plan. 

Revenue for important programs and serv
ices will be generated without placing an in
creased tax burden on the personal income 
taxpayer; in fact, the disparity between the 
corporate and personal income tax share will 
be narrowed. 

The bottom line is fairness and I hope that 
you will join me and the majority of the Taxa
tion ·Committee in supporting this reform of 
the corporate income tax. 

On reviewing some of the comments that we 
heard by the good gentleman from Scar
borough, I can appreciate the rhetoric for the 
benefit of the business community and I, too, 
am concerned about the business climate in 
this state and I am concerned about the busi
nesses in my district, those marginal busi
nesses, those businesses that are run by a 
person and his family trying to struggle in 
these economic times. I take a look at the dis
parity in our income tax structure and I look 
at the fact that the State of Maine has the low
est corporate income tax in New England, one 
of the lowest corporate income taxes in the na
tion, and I realize that first of all we have got to 
do something about the disparity in the share 
of corporate versus personal income taxes 
and, secondly, we have got to take a look at 
those small businesses, those marginal busi
nesses, that are having a hard time and we 
have got to offer them some tax relief. 

This proposal does both, and I ask you, don't 
be fooled by the rhetoric of the broad gross 
generalizations of "let's help business." Let's 
really help business, let's reduce the tax breaks 
of the businesses that need it and let's increase 
the tax break of the businesses that can afford 
it. 

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

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Men and Women 
of the House: I don't know that there is much 
more I can add to my good colleague's com
ments. Mr. Andrews, I think has given a very 
good case why this reform is needed and I 
urge all of you to support the motion to indefi
nitely postpone this amendment and I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one fifth of 
the members present and voting. All those in 
favor of a roll call will vote yes; those opposed 
will vote no. 

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 W&'1 

ordered. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Old Town, Mr. Cashman. 
Mr. CASHMAN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 

Gentlemen of the House: I am glad that we fi
nally reached the crux ofthe matter, because I 
feel that this amendment is the crux of the 
matter, it is the major difference between the 
two packages being proposed here this eve
ning. 

The Democratic package includes more pro
grams and is funded by a corporate income 
tax. That corporate income tax is objected to 
by the gentleman from Scarborough and that 
objection doesn't surprise me. As Representa
tive Higgins from Portland has pointed out, 
there isn't much we can add to what Mr. An
drews has just said, but I just wanted to point 
out a few inconsistencies in the arguments 
here. 

As Representative Andrews stated, the cor
porate income tax in this state is the lowest in 
the New England states and is one of the low
est in the country. If the arguments that the 
gentleman from Scarborough uses were true, 
that businesses are going to look at this and 
they are going to say-"Horrors, we can't move 
into Maine because of what that terrible Legis
lature did," then they should be rushing here 
now and opening up some factories by the 
dozen because we are on the bottom of the 
scale right now when it comes to corporate 
taxes. 

Also, I would point out that even after this 
bill is passed, if it is passed, this does not put us 
at a rate that is exorbitant. We would still be 
lower than the corporate tax rate of Connecti-
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('111. Massa('husPtts. and almost pvt'ry othpr 
N('w England state, and certainly not out of 
lin!' wilh th!' ('orporatp tax ratl'S in thl' rest of 
liI(' (·ountrv. 

I I hink I his is a very fair packag('. As R('pre
s!'ntalive Andrews said. it lowers the corpo
rat!' I ax rate for 80 pen'pnt of the corporations 
in I his st at(' or hl'tt('r. I think iUs a fair package 
and I, for one, would hI' voting for this whether 
I h(' Part" hudgl't n('edpd thl' money or not. I 
would vot(' for this and also vote for a personal 
ill<'Olll(, tax decrease. 

I urgp your support for the motion to indefi
nitPly postpone this amrndmpnt.. 

Tlw SPEAKER: Thp Chair recognizes the 
g('ntil'man from Monmouth, Mr. Davis. 

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentle
m('n of the House: I would like to quotp one of 
our famous Americans: "You cannot streng
t hpn the weak hy wpakening the strong; you 
cannot hplp small men by tearing down big 
ml'n; you cannot help the poor by destroying 
t Iw rich; you cannot lift the wage earner by pull
ing down the wage payer." This, ladies and 
gentlemen, is a quote from the grl'at emanci
pator, Abraham Lincoln. I want you to keep 
this in mind when you press that button. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlpman from SI. George, Mr. Scarpino. 

Mr. SCARPINO: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gl'ntil'men of thp House: Something that my 
friend Mr. Andrews said a little earlier caught 
my attention. He said that this bill discrimi
nates for fairness, and I had a little difficulty 
wil h I hat so I grabbed ahold of Webster's sit
t IIlg here and I looked up fairness. It says: 
"n<'ilher very good nor very bad; honest and 
impartiaL" Then I looked up discriminate and 
il says: "to make a distinction; to treat differ
('nlly as to discriminate between classes." The 
t!'rm 10 discriminate for fairness is a contra
di(,tion in t!'rms, they are directly contradic
lory, it is an impossible statement just as the 
I'ntin'ty of Mr. Andrews' logic, in my opinion, is 
an impossible statement. To say that you are 
going to reduce the taxes by increasing taxes, 
10 say that you are going to improve the busi
I1\'S8 climate by harming the business climate is 
jusl as much a contradiction in terms as to dis
criminate on the side of fairness. 

I would suggest that we keep that in mind, 
I hal hask contradiction in the whole concept 
in mind when you vote on this bill. 

TlH' SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gl'ntJeman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: My good seat mate re
marked when I sat down that I made an error 
and I just want to clear the record. I indicated 
that in 1982 the corporate tax revenues were 
$200 million, I obviously meant that personal 
incomp tax revenues were $200 million; the 
fact is that from 1976 they haw grown from 
$52 million to $200 million. I want to clear that 
up for the record. 

A couple of remarks have been made here 
Ihat I think need to be responded to and I 
gllPss and you know I am a small businessman 
and I ought to be delighted that you are going 
10 ('ut my corporate income tax. My wife and 
my son are here tonight, I should probably take 
I hpm out to dinner after we are done and cele
hrate hut I am not going to do that because I 
think that despite rhe fact that we may well be 
thl' lowest corporate income tax in New Eng
land, I think it still sends out that message to 
Ihl' business community not only throughout 
Nt'w England but other places that we are es
lablishing a trend here. Recently we talked 
about raising the minimum wage; in fact, it was 
passed in the House; now we are talking about 
raising corporate income taxes almost 20 per
(','nt in one year-how is that going to cut 
when they look at the workers' compensation 
('osts? \Vhy would someone want to come to 
:'Ifaine" Why would they want to go to northern 
:\Iainp where it is 300 miles or more than 300 
mill'S from there to Boston or some other place 

like that" I think WP arp cutting our noses off to 
spite our face in doing something like this, and 
I don't happen to think that "profit" is a dirty 
word. Profit that businesses make is used to 
provide capital, to rl'new plant and equip
ment, to kel'p businesses healthy and produc
tive, but most of all it provides jobs. Lord only 
knows how much time WI' spend talking about 
jobs in this place and yet for some reason we 
think we want to kill the goose that laid the 
golden egg, I guess. It is not enough that they 
provide jobs, now you want to tax them more, 
and I think that is unfortunate. 

You can call it a reform if you want to but it is 
a tax increase, pure and simple, six or seven 
million dollars a year and it sends that clear 
message reverberating throughout the nation 
that if Maine gets tough and needs a few extra 
bucks, they are going to go to the corporations. 

I still say, why can't we live within our own 
means? The budget increased $200 million, our 
revenues increased over $200 million in the 
General Fund during the last two years or, ex
cuse me, over the next two years it intends to
why can't we live within that? That is a 15 
percent increase over what we spent in the last 
two years. I think it is enough. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
thl' House is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Andrews, that House 
Amendment "CO be indefinitely postponed. 
Those in favor will vote yes; those opposed will 
vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Beaulieu, Benoit, Bost, Brannigan, Brodeur, 
Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A; Carter, Cashman, 
Clark, Connolly, Cooper, Cote, Cox, Crouse, 
Crowley, Daggett, Diamond, Erwin, Gauvreau, 
Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, Hayden, Hickey, Hig
gins, H.C.; Jacques, Joyce, Kane, Kelly, Ketover, 
Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lehoux, Lisnik, Locke, Mac
Eachern, Macomber, Manning, Martin, H.C.; 
Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McCollister, McGowan, 
McHenry, McSweeney, Melendy, Michael, Mich
aud, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; Nadeau, Para
dis, P.E.; Perry, Pouliot, Racine, Richard, Ridley, 
Roberts, Rolde, Rotondi, Smith, C.B.; Soucy, 
Soule, Stevens, Tammaro, Theriault, Thomp
son, Tuttle, Vose, The Speaker. 

NAY-Anderson, Armstrong, Bell, Bonney, 
Brown, K.L.; Cahill, Callahan, Conary, Curtis, 
Davis, Day, Dexter, Dillenback, Drinkwater, 
Foster, Grpenlaw, Higgins, L.M.; Hobbins, Hol
loway, Ingraham, Joseph, Kiesman, Lebowitz, 
Lewis, Livesay, MacBride, Masterman, May
bury, McPherson, Moholland, Nelson, Norton, 
Paradis, E..I.; Parent, Paul, Perkins, Pines, Ran
dall, Reeves, J.W.; Roderick, Salsbury, Scarpino, 
Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.W.; Sproul, Steven
son, Stover, Swazey, Telow, Walker, Webster, 
Wentworth, Weymouth, Zirnkilton. 

ABSENT-Bott, Brown, A.K.; Brown, D.N.; 
Carrier, Chonko, Conners, Dudley, Jackson, 
Jalbert, Kelleher, Mahany, Martin, AC.; Mas
terton, Matthews, K.L.; Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, 
T.W.; Murray, Reeves, 1'.; Seavey, Strout, Willey. 

Yes, 75; No, 55; Absent, 21. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-five having voted in 

the affirmative and fifty-five in the negative, 
with twenty-one being absent, the motion does 
prevail. 

The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Edgecomb, Mrs. Holloway. 

Mrs. HOLLOWAY, Mr. Speaker, I offer House 
Amendment "F" and move its adoption. 

House Amendment "F" (H-441) was read by 
the Clerk 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from Edgecomb, Mrs. Holloway. 

Mrs. HOLLOWAY: Mr. Speaker, Members of 
the House: The amendment that I am present
ing relates to the tourism program that is here 
in the budget and it is unfortunate that we are 
unable to fund this entire program of tourism 
this year, but noticing that there was an ap
propriation of $150,000 for a staff offour in the 
State Development Office that will primarily 

direct Ihp funding of the money out to a con
tractor to promote tourism, I thought it might 
be a neat idea if we could haw this money go 
directly to t he contractor. In most cases, this 
has been the Maine Publicity Bureau, who has 
been doing an excellent joh and does have 
funding for this year, but this would be an addi
tional appropriation and I think would be a 
good idea to have it go directly to them rather 
than the staff. 

The program for tourism will still be in thp 
statutes and when the time arrives for us to 
fully fund this program, it will be there to im· 
plement it. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Fairfield, Mr. Gwadosky. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I move that House 
Amendment "F" be indefinitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Fair
field, Mr. Gwadosky, moves indefinite post
ponement of House Amendment "F". 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. GW ADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 

Gentlemen of the House: In the Part II Budget 
there is allocated a bond for $150,000 for each 
year of the biennium. I think it is important to 
remember that there is also money that has 
been allocated in the Part I Budget in the 
amount of $350,000 for each year of the bien
nium, so we are talking about a half a million 
dollars which is going to be set up for tourism 
promotion. 

I think my concerns with giving this money 
on a matching basis rather than beginning to 
create the tourism division, which we spent a 
lot of time in State Government Committee 
and passed out a unanimous report develop
ing, is that we were a little concerned that some 
of the performance that certain groups like the 
Maine Publicity Bureau had provided, we were 
concerned with some of the services that they 
provided in the last several years. A couple of 
years ago, the Maine Publicity Bureau was 
some $300,000 in debt and there were a lot of 
questions about using state monies to continue 
to fund an agency or division such as the Maine 
Publicity Bureau. There were a couple of stu
dies that had examined the efficiency of the 
Maine Publicity Bureau and other studies that 
we felt that it was best for the state to get in
volved as an active participant in the tourism 
program, not simply hand this money over to 
an outside source such as the Maine Publicity 
Bureau. 

In fact, because some of the monies have 
been deleted, this original bill required a mil
lion and a half and the original bill required for 
some eight employees within the State Devel
opment Office that would be operating the 
tourism program, the current bill calls for four 
positions, so this will just be the beginning of a 
tourism program, tourism effort for the State 
of Maine. It is a valuable effort, it is a valuable 
investment, because the experience of other 
states is that for every dollar you put into tour· 
ism, you get $3.00 back, so it is something that 
we think is worthwhile. 

Realistically, because it is going to take three 
to four months before they can get this tourism 
program set up, they are going to have to be 
contracting for outside services to get a lot of 
this done and they are, in fact, contracting now 
and they are involved in preliminary negotia
tions with the Maine Publicity Bureau to do 
some work for the first three or four months 
until they can get on their own feet. It is be
cause ofthat that we think this amendment is 
not needed and I would urge your indefinite 
postponement. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Falmouth, Mr. Bonney. 

Mr. BONNEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: In regard to the Maine 
Publicity Bureau, I happen to have been in
volved with it for some time. What the gentle
man from Fairfield stated was true-up until 
two years ago, the Maine Publicity Bureau was 
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in a mess. At that time, the Governor and 
olhers appointed Mr. George Stobie as Direc
tor of the Bureau. At the time that Mr. Stobie 
look ovpr, the Publicity Bureau was in debt for 
$:100,000. At the present time, the Publicity 
Bureau is in debt for about $60,000, and it will 
he paid off due to the excellent work of Mr. 
Slohie and his staff. All of the people that were 
('onnected with t.he bad reputation of the Pub
Ii('ity Bureau were let go two years ago, they 
arp all gone. This was the first act that Mr. Sto
hie made. 

This man, George Stobie, is considered one of 
t.he ten top hotel operators, resort operators, 
in the world. Now, we are darn fortunate in 
Ihis state to have George. He came home and 
rt'tired, his Dad was Fish and Game Commis
sioner, he is doing this hecause he loves this 
statp. Wp don't have many people like this. The 
monpy that. Gporge is getting out of this job is 
10 pl'I'C'pnt of thp monpy that he has made in 
thp past and I would like to say a couple of 
I hings in favor of till' Puhlicity Bureau. For 
!'wry onl' dollar that Maine spends on tourism, 
$1,000 has ('omt' back in return and there isn't 
a IlI'ttl'r inVl'stmt'nt in the state. 

Till' Maine Publicity Bureau, since 1926, has 
handlpd Mainp tourism promotion and for two 
YI'ars sin('e 1926 it has had problems. Today, 
right now, our summpr visitors are 22 percent 
alwad of where they were a year ago. The 
Maine Publicity Bureau is a private, non-profit, 
mpmher contributed company that operates 
on a matching basis with the state. For every 
dollar raised from private industry, the states 
matches these up to $350,000 a year. 

The tourist industry itself is behind the 
Mainp Publicity Bureau and supports it with 
its dollars. We can gain much more from a 
state dollar through the Maine Publicity Bu
reau than we can with a new department and 
new people. The Maine Publicity Bureau has 56 
years of experience and only two of those 56 
were bad. You can see the difference. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
w'ntleman from Fairfield, Mr. Gwadosky. 

Mr. GWADOSKY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
(ipntiemen of the House: Certainly we don't 
want this to hecome a debate on the Maine 
Puhlicity Bureau hecause they have made an 
improveml'nt over thp last couple of years. 
lIowpwr, at the time that the state was in
volvl'd, t.hp State Development Office was in
vo/wti in finding out the types of things t.hey 
WI'f(' doing, there wpre some serious questions 
to hI' raisl'd ahout how thpy were spending the 
sl ate's money. The fact that MPB membership 
is ('omprised mainly of coastal members who 
('on('entrated on promoting the coast sector 
rat.hpr than the inland sectors, I don't think we 
haw to get into that, because under the pres
pnt tourism promotion that is set up under 
I his hill in L. D. 1784, there is a matching funds 
program already and there is absolutely noth
ing to preclude the Maine Publicity Bureau 
from applying for these funds. Certainly, if they 
haw' had any kind of good track record and 
t1wy arp improving, they are going to qualify 
for thosp funds; in fact, they are in negotiations 
with t.hem now t.o allow them to do some of the 
s('fvices until the division itself can get more on 
its fel'l.. I don't think it is needed. I understand 
thl' ('oncerns of the gentlelady from Edgecomb. 
I urge you to indefinitely postpone this 
aml'ndment. 

Mr. Higgins of Scarborough requested a roll call 
vote. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 
('all, it must have the expressed desire of one 
fifth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, and more 
t han one fifth of the members present having 
I'xprl'ssed a desire for a roll call, a roll call was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Fairfield, Mr. 

Gwadosky, that House Amendment "F" be in
definitely postponed. Those in favor will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Beaulieu, Benoit, Bonney, Bast, Brannigan, 
Brodeur, Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A; Carter, 
Chonko, Connolly, Cooper, Cote, Cox, Crouse, 
Crowley, Daggett, Diamond, Erwin, Gwadosky, 
Hall, Handy, Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, 
Jacques, Joseph, Joyce, Kane, Kelly, Ketover, 
Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lehoux, Lisnik, Locke, Mac
Eachern, Macomber, Manning, Martin, H.C.; 
Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McCollister, McGowan, 
McSweeney, Melendy, Michael, Mitchell, E.H.; 
Mitchell, J.; Moholland, Nadeau, Nelson, Nor
ton, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perry, Pouliot, Racine, 
Richard, Ridley, Roberts, Rolde, Rotondi, 
Smith, C.B.; Soule, Stevens, Swazey, Tammaro, 
Theriault, Thompson, Tuttle, Vose, The Speaker. 

NAY-Anderson, Armstrong, Bell, Brown, 
K.L.; Cahill, Callahan, Clark, Co nary, Curtis, 
Davis, Day, Dexter, Dillenback, Drinkwater, 
Foster, Greenlaw, Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, In
graham, Kiesman, Lehowitz, Lewis, Livesay, 
MacBride, Ma.~terman, Maybury, McHenry, 
McPherson, Michaud, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, 
Perkins, Pines, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; Roderick, 
Salsbury, Scarpino, Sherburne, Small, Smith, 
C.W.; Soucy, Sproul, Stevenson, Stover, Telow, 
Walker, Webster, Wentworth, Weymouth, Zirn
kilton. 

ABSENT-Bott, Brown, AK.; Brown, D.N.; 
Carrier, Cashman, Conners, Dudley, Hayden, 
Jackson, Jalbert, Kelleher, Mahany, Martin, 
AC.; Masterton, Matthews, K.L.; McCollister, 
Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, T.W.; Murray, Reeves, P.; 
Seavey, Strout, Willey. 

Yes, 77; No, 51; Absent, 23. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-seven having voted 

in the affirmative and fifty-one in the negative, 
with twenty-three being absent, the motion 
does prevail. 

The pending question now before the House 
is on passage to be engrossed. 

Mr. Higgins of Scarborough requested a roll 
call. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 
call, it must have the expressed desire of one 
fifth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

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 before 
the House is passage to be engrossed of L. D. 
1784. Those in favor will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Bonney, Bast, Brannigan, Brodeur, Carroll, 
D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Connolly, Cooper, 
Cote, Cox, Crouse, Crowley, Daggett, Diamond, 
Erwin, Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, 
Hickey, Higgins, H.C.; Hobbins, Jacques, Joseph, 
Joyce, Kane, Kelly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, laPlante, 
Lehoux, Lisnik, MacEachern, Manning, Martin, 
H.c.; Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McGowan, McSween
ey, Melendy, Michael, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; 
Moholland, Nadeau, Nelson, Norton, Paradis, 
P.E.; Perry, Pouliot, Racine, Richard, Ridley, 
Roberts, Rolde, Rotondi, Soucy, Soule, Stevens, 
Swazey, Tammaro, Theriault, Thompson, Tut
tle, Vose, The Speaker. 

NAY-Anderson, Armstrong, Beaulieu, Bell, 
Benoit, Brown, K.L.; Cahill, Callahan, Chonko, 
Clark, Omary, Curtis, Davis, Day, Dexter, Dil
len back, Drinkwater, Foster, Greenlaw, Hig
gins, L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham, Kiesman, 
Lebowitz, Lewis, Livesay, Locke, MacBride, Ma
comber, Masterman, Maybury, McHenry, McPher
son, Michaud, Paradis, E.J.; Parent, Paul, 
Perkins, Pines, Randall, Reeves, J.W.; Roderick, 
Salsbury, Scarpino, Sherburne, Small, 
Smith, C.B.; Smith, C.W.; Sproul, Stevenson, 
Stover, Telow, Walker, Webster, Wentworth, 

Weymouth, Zirnkilton. 
ABSENT-Bott, Brown, A.K.; Brown, D.N.; 

Carrier, Cashman, Conners, Dudley, Hayden, 
Jackson, Jalbert, Kelleher, Mahany, Martin, 
A.C.; Masterton, Matthews, K.L.; McCollister, 
Murphy, E.M.; Murphy, T.W.; Murray, Reeves, P.; 
Seavey, Strout, Willey. 

Yes, 71; No, 57; Absent, 23. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-one having voted in 

the affirmative and fifty-seven in the negative, 
with twenty-three being absent, the motion 
does prevail. 

By unanimous consent, ordered sent forth
with to the Senate. 

-----
Mr. Hobbins of Sa co was granted unanimous 

consent to address the House. 
Mr. HOBBINS: Mr. Speaker, Men and Women 

of the House: My conscience wouldn't let me 
get away without making a few comments. Un
fortunately, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins, 
you will find when you get your roll call sheet 
an indication that I supported his position. 
The machine must have been broken because I 
want to go on record as saying that I oppose 
that position and I want the record to indicate 
that. 

The Chair laid before the House the follow
ing matter: An Act to Amend the Military Laws 
of the State of Maine (H. P. 1337) (L. D. 1777) 
which was tabled and later today assigned 
pending passage to be enacted. 

On motion of Mr. Hickey of Augusta, the 
House reconsidered its action whereby the Bill 
was passed to be engrossed. 

The same gentleman offered House Amend
ment "B" and moved its adoption. 

House Amendment "B" (H-430) was read by 
the Clerk and adopted. 

The Bill was passed to be engrossed as 
amended by House Amendment -B" in non
concurrence and sent up for concurrence. 

By unanimous consent, ordered sent forth
with. 

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No.3 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Bill "An Act Relating to Services of a Munici
pal Character in the Unorganized Territory" 
(Emergency) (H. P. 1344) (L. D. 1783) 

Wa.-; reported by the Commitee on Bills in the 
Second Reading. 

Mr. Higgins offered House Amendment -A" 
and moved its adoption. 

House Amendment "A" (H-429) was read by 
the Clerk and adopted. 

The Bill was passed to be engrossed as 
amended by House Amendment "A" and sent 
up for concurrence. 

By unanimous consent, ordered sent forth
with. 

The following papers appearing on Supple
ment No. 15 were taken up out or order by un
animous consent: 

Bill Recalled from Governor 
(Pursuant to Joint Order 

-House Paper 1350) 
An Act to Validate the Procedure for Selec

tion of Members of the Maine Real Estate 
Commission. (H. P. 1335) (L. D. 1775) 

-In House, Passed to be Enacted on June 
22. 

-In Senate, Passed to be Enacted on June 
22. 

Thereupon, the House reconsidered its ac
tion whereby the Bill was passed to be enacted. 

The pending question before the House is 
passage to be enacted. Pursuant to Article V, 
Part I, Section VIII of the Constitution of the 
State of Maine the affirmative vote of two
thirds of the members present and voting 
being necessary, a total was taken. 90 voted in 
favor of same and none against, and accord
ingly the Bill was passed to be enacted, signed 
by the Speaker and sent to the Senate. 
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Order Out of Order 
On Motion of Hppres('ntatiw MacEachprn of 

Lin('oln, it was 
OHDERED, t hat til<' Clprk of the Hous(' hp 

allthoriz('ci to furnish 100 20¢ postage stamps 
to (';tch memlH'r oflhe Housp for thp purposp of 
distrihuting various reports of the statp de
partments and other public documents, such 
as tlH'Y may desire to mail to citizens of the 
Stal<'. 

The following items appearing on Supple
ment No. 18 were taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Bill "An Act to Prevent Unjust Enrichment by 

Hl'lention of Surplus Upon Foreclosure of Mu
nicipalities and Sewer Districts" (S. P. 597) (L. 
D. 1719) which failed of passage to be e-n
grossp!! in the House on .June 15, 1983. 

Camp from the Senatp with the Bill and Ac
mmpanying Papers Recommitted to the 
Committee on .Judiciary in non-concurrence. 

In the House: The House voted to recede and 
('oncur. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
RESOLVE, Authorizing the Conveyance of a 

Certain Unused Building and Land Owned by 
till' State to the Town of Wells for $10,000 (H. P. 
1(24) (L. D. 1325) which was passed to be en
grossed in the House on March 29, 1983. 

Came from the Senate with the Bill and Ac
companying Papers Indefinitely Postponed in 
non-concurrence. 

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

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No. 16 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Committee of Conference Report 
Hpport of the Committee of Conference' on 

t hp disagreeing action of the two branches of 
thp Legislature, on Bill "An Act to Encourage 
Prompt Resolution of Public Employee Labor 
Disputes" (II. P. 1267) (L. D.1678) have had the 
samp under consideration, and ask leave to re
port: that the House recede from its action 
wllPr('hy it failed to pass the hill to be en
grossed; Indefinitely Post poned House Amend
m('nt "A" (H-333); Read and Adopt Conference 
Committee Amendment "A" (H-427) submitted 
hprpwith; and pass the bill to be pngrossed as 
ampndpd hy Conff'rpnce Committee Amend
mpnt "A" (H-427); that thp Spnate recede from 
passagp to be engrossed; Read and Adopt Con
f('rence Committee Amendment "A" (H-427); 
and pass to be engrossed as amended by Con
f('rpncl' Committpe Amendment "A" (H-427) in 
('oncurrencp. 

(Signed) 
Hpprpsentatives: 

DIAMOND of Bangor 
KELLEHER of Bangor 
SPROUL of Augusta 

- of the House. 
Spnators: 

DUTREMBLE of York 
HA YES of Penobscot 
DOW of Kennehec 

- of the Senate. 
Hpport was read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentlt'man from Bangor, Mr. Diam0l1d. 
Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Speaker, I move accep

tarl('(' ofthp Committee of Conference Report. 
TIl(' SPEAKER: Thp gpntleman from Bangor, 

Mr. Diamond, moves that the House accept the 
('ommittep of Confprence Report. 

TIl(' Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Auhurn, Miss Lewis. 

Miss LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
t I('mpn of the House: I request a division and I 
hop!' t.hat many of you will continue to vote 
against this report. This is the exact same ver
sion that the House last voted on, a version 

whi('h included state emploYl'es, and thp last 
timp the House voted on this version, we de
feated this bill. I hop(' that we will hold firm 
and continup to defeat this hill. 

Mr. Racinp ofBiddl'ford rpquestpd a roll call. 
The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 

call, it must have the expressed desire of one
fifth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

A vote of thp 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 Chair recognizps the gen
tIeman from Bangor, Mr. Diamond. 

Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Speaker, Members ofthp 
House: Very briefly. in order to corn'ct the gen
tie lady from Auburn, the House passed this 
measure in this form the last time we had it bp
fore us, so I would hope that we would go along 
with the Committee of Conference Report and 
continue your support. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tIeman from Portland, Mr. Manning. 

Mr. MANNING: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
pose a question through the Chair. COUld we 
have a brief explanation of this report, plea..,e? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Por
tland, Mr. Manning, has posed a question 
through the Chair to anyone who may respond 
if they so desire. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Diamond. 

Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Speaker, Members of the 
House: As much as I hate to say this, I can say 
it simply in two words-binding arbitration. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been ordered. 
The pending question before the House is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Bangor, Mr. 
Diamond, that the House accept the Commit
tee of Conference Report. Those in favor will 
vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA--Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

Beaulieu, Benoit, Bost, Brannigan, Brodeur. 
Carroll, D.P.; Cashman, Chonko, Clark, Con
nolly, Cote, Cox, Crouse, Crowley, Diamond, 
Erwin, Gauvreau, Hall, Handy, Hickey, Higgins, 
H.C.; Hobbins, .Jacques, .Joseph, .Joyce, Kelly, 
Ketover, Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Lisnik, Locke, Ma
cEachern, Macomber, Martin, H.C.; Matthews, 
Z.E.; Mayo, McGowan, McHenry, McSweeney, 
Michael, Michaud, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, .J.; 
Nadeau, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perry, Randall, Ri
chard, Rolde, Rotondi, Soule, Sproul, Stevens, 
Tammaro, Theriault, Thompson, Tuttle, Vose, 
The Speaker. 

NAY - Anderson, Bell, Bonney, Brown, K.L.; 
Cahill, Callahan, Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Cooper, 
Curtis, Daggett, Davis, Day, Dillenback, Drink
water, Foster, Greenlaw, Gwadosky, Higgins, 
L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham, Kiesman, Lebowitz, 
Lehoux, Lewis, Livesay, MacBride, Manning, 
Masterman, Maybury, McCollister, McPherson, 
Melendy, Moholland, Murphy, T.W.; Nelson, 
Norton, Paradis, E . .J.; Parent, Pines, Racine, 
Reeves, .J.W.; Ridley, Roberts, Roderick, Sals
bury, Scarpino, Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.B.; 
Smith, C.W.; Soucy, Stevenson, Stover, Swazey, 
Telow, Walker, Wentworth, Zirnkilton. 

ABSENT-Armstrong, Bott, Brown, A.K.; 
Brown, D.N.; Carrier, Conary, Conners, Dexter, 
Dudley, Hayden, .Jackson, .Jalbert, Kane, Kelle
her, Mahany, Martin, AC.; Masterton, Mat
thews, K.L.; Murphy, E.M.; Murray, Perkins, 
Pouliot, Reeves, P.; Seavey, Strout, Webster, 
Weymouth, Willey. 

Yes, 64; No, 59; Absent, 28. 
The SPEAKER: Sixty-four having voted in 

the affirmative and fifty-nine in the negative, 
with twenty-eight being absent, the motion 
does prevail. 

Thereupon, the House receded from its ac
tion whereby the Bill failed of passage to be 
engrossed. 

House Amendment "A" (H-333) was indefi
nitely postponed. 

Confpn'n('p Comrnittp(, Amendment "An (II· 
427) was read hy thp Clerk and adopted. 

The Bill was passpd to ht' engrossed a" 
amended by Conferl'nce Committee Amend
ment "A" in non-('oncurrence and sent up for 
concurrence. 

By unanimous consent, ordered sent forth
with to the Senatp. 

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No. 17 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

Later Today Assigned 
The following Joint Resolution: (S. P. 632) 

.Joint Resolution Requesting Action to 
Prevent Further Accumulation or Storage of 
Sppnt Nuclear Fuel Within the State Beyond 

the Amount Presently Licensed 
WHEREAS, the state's only nuclear power 

plant, Maine Yanke-e Atomic Power Company, 
has been using its temporary storage pool and 
facilities to store all thp spent nuclear fuel it 
has generated since beginning operation; and 

WHEREAS, that facility was originally de
signed and intended only for temporary stor
age prior to transferring sppnt fuel for 
reprocessing or permanent storage; and 

WHEREAS, the company has filed an appli
cation with the Nuclear Regulatory Commis
sion for a license amendment to allow it to 
contin ue to store on-site at its nuclear power 
facility all additional spent nuclear fuel that 
will be produced during the operational life of 
that plant; and 

WHEREAS, that application requests per
mission to store approximately 8 times the 
amount of spent nuclear fuel for which the 
spent fuel storage area was originally designed, 
and proposes to use a storage technology, 
known as "pin compaction," that has never be
fore been applied for or used; and 

WHEREAS, though the purpose of that ap
plication is to insure continued economic op
eration of that nuclear power plant, the 
expansion plans demonstrate little regard or 
consideration for either a permanent storage 
solution or for the life, health, safety and wel
fare of the people of this State; and 

\\lIEREAS, the State may be foreclosed from 
requiring the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
to consider or provide for the consequences of 
this on-site storage beyond the date of the ex
piration of the company's operating license; 
and 

WHEREAS, a decision by the Nuclear Regula
tory Commission to approve the application 
may, at the least, result in significant limita
tions on or seriously aggravate the difficulties 
in finding a permanent storage solution; and 

WHEREAS, the Federal Government, by the 
United States Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 
1982, Public Law 97-425, has recently reaf
firmed its primary responsibility for proper 
and permanent disposal of spent nuclear fuel 
and other high-level radioactive wastes in a 
safe, timely, reliable and economic manner, 
and has established a program for developing 
methods of managing and disposing of these 
wastes; and 

WHEREAS, the foregoing constitutes a situa
tion where there may be created a serious 
threat to the health, safety and welfare of the 
citizens of the State and a major disruption in 
the proper planning for an orderly and proper 
development of appropriate programs for me
thods of permanently managing and disposing 
of spent nuclear fuel; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED: That We, the Members of the Se
nate and the House of Representatives of the 
First Regular Session of the lllth Legislature, 
now assembled, most respectfully urge and re
quest that the Governor, the Attorney General 
and all appropriate state agencies, take all 
possible actions to prohibit or prevent further 
accumulation or storage of spent nuclear fuel 
within the State beyond the amount presently 
licensed, and that: 

1. The State, through the Attorney General, 



1382 LEGISLATIVE RECORD - HOUSE, JUNE 22, 1983 

shall ('ontinue to vigorously prosecute the 
statp's participation, before the Nuclear Regu
latory Commission, in the current Iicpnse 
ampndment proceeding of Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Company to expand its spent 
fu('l storage capacity in Wiscasset, Maine; 

2. The Governor shall inform the President 
of the United States, the President Pro Tem
pore of the United States Senate, the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, each member 
of the state's Congressional delegation and 
each member of the United States Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, of the extreme con
cprn and strong opposition of the citizens of 
t his State to any further accumulation or stor
agl' of spen t nuclear fuel within the State; and 

1. The Governor and the Attorney General 
shall keep the Legislature informed on the ac
tions they takl' to carry out the purpose of this 
resolution; and be it further 

RESOLVED: That copies ofthis resolution be 
sent forthwith to the Honorable Joseph E. 
Brennan, the Honorable James E. Tierney and 
the appropriate state agencies as notice of this 
urgent request. 

Came from the Senate read and adopted. 
In the Housl', the Joint Resolution was read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen-

tleman from Fryeburg, Mr. Kiesman. 
Mr. KIESMAN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen

tlemen of the House: Inasmuch as I don't agree 
with all the "whereas's" in this, I request a roll 
call. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call is 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 those in favor of a roll 
call will vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, and more 
t han one-fifth of the members present having 
l'xpressl'd a desire for a roll call, a roll call was 
ordered. 

On motion of Mr. Higgins of Scarborough, 
tabled pending adoption in concurrence and 
later today assigned. 

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No.4 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, is the House in 
possession of An Act to Provide for Reap
pointment of County Commissioner Districts? 
(II P. H8fl) (I.. D. 86fl) (H. "A" H-411) 

(In lIouse, Passed to be Enacted on June 22, 
198:3.) 

TIl(' SPEAKER: The Chair would answer in 
t IH' affirmative, having been held at the gen
t leman's request. 

()n mol ion of Mr. Higgins of Scarborough, the 
1I0us(' reconsidered its action whereby the Bill 
failed of passage to be enacted. 

On further motion of the same gentleman, 
I Ill' lIouse reconsidered its action whereby the 
Bill was passed to be engrossed. 

On further motion of the same gentleman, 
thl' House reconsidered its action whereby 
lIouse Amendment "A" was adopted. 

The same gentleman offered House Amend
ment "B" to House Amendment "A" and moved 
its adoption. 

House Amendment "B" to House Amend
ment "A" (H-426) was read by the Clerk and 
adopted. 

House Amendment "A" as amended by House 
Amendment "B" thereto was adopted. 

The Bill was passed to be engrossed as 
amended in non-concurrence and sent up for 
COfl('urrence. 

By unanimous consent, ordered sent forth
wit.h to the Senate. 

At this point, by unanimous consent House 
Hull' 22 was suspended for the purpose of 
transacting business after 9:00 p.m. 

House at Ease 

Called to order by the Speaker. 

The following item appearing on Supple
ment No. 19 was taken up out of order by un
animous consent: 

An Act Making Appropriations and Alloca
tions for the Expenditures of State Govern
ment and Changing Certain Provisions of the 
Law Necessary to the Proper Operations of 
State Government for the Fiscal Years Ending 
June 30,1984, and June 30,1985 (H. P. 1345) 
(L.D.1784) 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, I move that this 
lie on the table one legislative day and ask for a 
roll call. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 
call, it must have the expressed desire of one 
fIfth of the members present and voting. All 
those in favor of a roll call vote will vote yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

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 on 
the motion of the gentleman from Scarbo
rough, Mr. Higgins, that this matter be tabled 
for one legislative day. Those in favor will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Anderson, Bell, Bonney, Brown, D.N.; 

Brown, K.L.; Cahill, Callahan, Conary, Crowley, 
Curtis, Davis, Day, Dillenback, Foster, Green
law, Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham, Kies
man, Lebowitz, Lewis, Livesay, MacBride, 
Masterman, Maybury, McPherson, Murphy, 
T.W.; Paradis, E.J.; Parent, Perkins, Pines, Ran
dall, Roderick, Salsbury, Scarpino, Sherburne, 
Small, Smith, C.W.; Sproul, Stevenson, Stover, 
Telow, Walker, Wentworth, Zirnkilton. 

NAY-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Beaulieu, 
Benoit, Bost, Brannigan, Brodeur, Carroll, D.P.; 
Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Chonko, Clark, Connolly, 
Cooper, Cote, Cox, Crouse, Daggett, Diamond, 
Erwin, Gauvreau, Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, Hig
gins, H.C.; Jacques, Joseph, Joyce, Kelleher, 
Kelly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, laPlante, Lehoux, 
Locke, MacEachern, Macomber, Manning, Mar
tin, H.C.; Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McCollister, 
McGowan, McHenry, McSweeney, Melendy, Mi
chael, Michaud, Mitchell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; Mo
holland, Nelson, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perry, 
Pouliot, Racine, Richard, Ridley, Roberts, 
Rolde, Rotondi, Smith, C.B.; Soule, Stevens, 
Swazey, Tammaro, Theriault, Thompson, Tut
tle, Vose, The Speaker. 

ABSENT-Armstrong, Baker, Bott, Brown, 
A.K.; Carrier, Cashman, Conners, Dexter, 
Drinkwater, Dudley, Hayden, Hickey, Hobbins, 
Jackson, Jalbert, Kane, Lisnik, Mahany, Martin, 
A.C.; Masterton, Matthews, K.L.; Murphy, E.M.; 
Murray, Nadeau, Norton, Reeves, J.W.; Reeves, 
P.; Seavey, Soucy, Strout, Webster, Weymouth, 
Willey. 

Yes, 45; No, 73; Absent, 33. 
The SPEAKER: Forty-five having voted in the 

affirmative and seventy-three in the negative, 
with thirty-three being absent, the motion does 
not prevail. 

The pending question now before the House 
is on passage to be enacted. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I would request a roll call 
vote. The reason I ask for a roll call is because I 
felt that it was unfair for this legislature to take 
the action that it is taking today at twenty 
minutes to eleven on a bill that has the poten
tial ramifications that this bill does. 

This proposal was unveiled to the public at 
three o'clock, maybe, this afternoon and we are 
enacting it tonight, and my way of thinking is, 
that is a little bit too much too soon. 

I don't have any doubt about the outcome, it 
is not my intent to create any parliamentary 
disturbance on the floor oCt he House; however, 
I did feel that in the normal ('ourse oflegislative 
events, a piece of legislation takes anywhere 
from perhaps six days to be enacted. I think it 
is unfortunate that we choose to enact a piece 
of legislation like this within eight hours, not 
because I disagree with it, because I do, but be
cause I think we have betrayed the people the 
opportunity to speak to us, to respond, to give 
us their concerns about what we are doing 
here. While we are debating this tonight, there 
are a lot of people out there who have no idea 
what is happening and tomorrow they are 
going to be some surprised and some upset, not 
only with you but with me as a group oflegisla
tors. I thinkwe have betrayed their confidence 
in that regard. 

As I have campaigned, and I am sure many of 
you have, there has always been the discussion 
of what is the difference between Republicans 
and Democrats or what is the difference in phi
losophy of conservatives or liberals or any 
other delineation you might want to make, and 
I think that this bill tonight is clearly indicative 
of the difference in the philosophy of the two 
parties in the State of Maine. How do we per
ceive the role of state government through our 
funding mechanisms and in the way we run 
state government and the legislature? 

The bill we have before us tonight is a bill that 
I disagree with but I disagree with it on princi
ple, because if you look at it, in many regards it 
is nothing short of a pork barrel. If you look at 
the University of Maine at Lewiston campus, 
we all know the trials and tribulations that 
that went through and because there wasn't 
enough support for it in the Appropriations 
Committee, and there wasn't a lot of support 
for it among members of this House, Republi
can or Democrat alike, what happened? We 
had to add another $2 million to the University 
system as well, a sweetener, if you will, so we 
had to fmd $2 million somewhere else to pay 
the other $2 million to make a little gem or 
sweetener for some other people who were 
concerned about deluding the University of 
Maine system. 

Another philosophy, I guess, is bigger go
vernment better government? I disagree with 
that philosophy because I don't think bigger 
government is better government and if you 
look at the University of Maine at Lewiston 
campus and you look at the issue of setting up 
a new bureaucracy in tourism, it is clearly in
dicative that we would rather expand govern
ment than do what we already have better. We 
have a University of Maine system in place with 
numerous campuses throughout the state and 
rather than spend money on those, perhaps 
pay raises for some of those professors there 
who have been clamoring for it for years, we 
want to attempt to build or create another new 
campus, more bureaucracy. 

You look at the issue oftourism-instead of 
funding the minimal amount that is in the 
budget with an existing group, the Maine Pub
licity Bureau, we have to set up a whole new 
bureaucracy to spend $l50,OOO-actually 
spend $80,000 because $60,000 of it is going to 
go to personal services to pay somebody 
these salaries, and I think that is ridiculous. 

We as Republicans have felt that it is more 
important to do what you are doing better 
than just simply doing more of it. As I said ear
!ierto~dlll', in ~ ~~~attemp! !()Jeach what I 
thought was a reasonable, cooperatrve, respon
sible budget, we tried to make our revenue 
sources fit with what we had for dollars rather 
than making the resources fit how much we 
were going to spend. It is the same old spend 
and tax and spend and tax routine and I am 
not sure that the people of Maine are up to 
that. 

Yes, our budget called for an increase in 
taxes, an increase of 5 cents on cigarettes. Of 
the $13 million that that is going to raise, $10 
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million of it would havp gone back to lower the 
PfOP(,fty and incom(' taxps to til{' peoplp; ofthp 
.$2il million that th" version in front of liS in
IPnds to raisp. $5 million of that maygo back to 
sOIlH'hody ypt to bp dptt'rmilled in lower prop
(,fty t ax('s. I don't think it addrpssps the nppds 
an;1 t lIP wislH's of thp people of the Statp of 
Maine. 

Going onp stPp further, I gupss when I look at 
t hp bill tonight and the mallnpr in which we got 
h('I"(', I find myself compelled to feel as if this is 
f('ally the (,ulmination of the entire session, 
t hat the whole atmosphere of this session on 
hig issues has been "Ipt's compromise and do it 
my way"-thl' Democrat way, with a big "D". We 
have to have it ollr way-and I don't think that 
is what polities is all ahout. I really do not. 

The elimination of the emergency clause 
from this bill is som('thing that I find rather dif
fieult to aCl'ept, manipulative perhaps, but ifit 
is such a good bill, if it does so much for so 
many people, why can't we enact it as a two
thirds ml'asure? If it is such a terrific idea and 
it addrl'sses thl' needs ofthe people of Maine so 
wonderfully, why can't we accept a two-thirds 
vot,," Every other budget--Part I, Part II, have 
all f(·quired a two-thirds vote. What are we 
afraid of' We are afraid of the fact that it will 
not pass, that is the bottom line, there is no se
cret about that, and why won't it pass? Because 
it isn't such a great piece of legislation. 

The Speaker, the Governor, and others have 
said-If we can't do it, if Republicans don't 
want to go along with it, we are going to ram it 
through, and that isjust what is going on. lob
j('ct to that. 

Most of the people of the state of Maine are 
not going to know what we did here tonight 
unt.il tomorrow and they are not going to have 
a chance to react, except verbally, and I hope 
t hpy call me because I would be pleased to tell 
t Iwm what happened and why. 

We have seen on the major issues that have 
('orne before us, in my opinion, a blantant dis
f(·gard for what the people of the state of Maine 
have said they wanted. On the three referendum 
issues, for example, that. were voted on in No
wmber, thl' indexing issue, in my opinion-my 
opinion only-this legislature chose to disre
gard their opinion and to gut that bill. On the 
issue of nuclear power, whieh the people of 
Maine voted against, this legislature chose to 
('nact a bill which in essence would have closed 
Maine Yankee in ten years, but was recalled 
when it was deemed unconstitutional. And the 
third issue that was voted on by the people of 
t hl' state in November was the milk issue, elim
inating the Maine Milk Commission. I don't pre
tend to be any kind of an expert on the Milk 
10m mission in Maine, but from what people 
have told me, the milk pooling bill is really an 
attpmpt to eliminate the Maine Milk Commis
sion, perhaps backdoor-but, nevertheless, 
I hosp issues have been voted on by the people 
and cast aside by this legislature. I think it is a 
('allous disregard for their wishes. 

I think that in addition to a lot of other 
things, the Maine people have said that they 
want less government, not more. The Part I 
hudget that wp have before us spends $200 mil
lion more than the last two-year budget, a 15 
p('rcent. increase. That is not less, that is more, 
a lot more. Wp keep trying to feed that tape· 
worm that is eating at us. We have to spend 
l11on!'y in order to pncourage people or tell 
t 11<'111 that Maine government is looking out for 
Itwm, and I don't think that they buy that. 

When the Governor was here earlier this 
.\'Par. he talked about a cap, a cap on hospital 
C'ost containment, because the runaway costs 
of hospitals were devastating not only state go
vernment in costs-medicaid, but the people in 
t he insurance industry, workers' compensa
I ion and all those sorts of things, and he said, 
"This legislature has to enact a cap on hospital 
('osts." We have done that-amended, cer
lainly-we have done that. But if it is so good 
for the hospitals, why isn't it good enough for 

Maine state governmpnt? Why must we con
tinually go to the wl'lI to raise more and more 
and more money" 

My fpeling is that the Iwople of the st.ate of 
Maine, as well as the Govl'rnor, but in this par
ticular regard, in dealing with state spending, 
they, too, have said "('nough is enough." And 
the question I ask of you is-is anybody 
listening? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen-
1.1eman from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: The minority floor 
leader in his opening remarks complained 
about the fact that the public didn't know what 
was going on. I would suggest to the good gen
tleman that he read the daily newspapers, 
listen to the daily radio broadcasts, and listen 
to the evening news forecasts on television. The 
public is well aware of what is going on. He is 
beating that tired old horse of his to death here 
tonight. He is using the same old lines that he 
has used for the past five and a half months in 
attempting to delay actions of the government. 

I submit to this House that we, the elected 
representatives of the people of the state of 
Maine, duly assembled on the 22nd day of June, 
are doing the people's business. That is whywe 
were elected to corne down here. He complains 
about the growth in government-government 
grows at times because of needs. We are not 
always happy with it, but we have to meet the 
obligation of need that is out there. It has been 
traditional in the past that my party has been 
the leader in the social needs in this state, and 
they have also had the convictions to back up 
those needs with the dollars necessary. That is 
not in Mr. Higgins' plan. I compliment him for 
being consistent, but I am not about to apolog
ize for my position on this budget, nor should 
any other member that votes for it this evening. 

He talks about the pork-barrel approach. He 
ought to check, if he cares to, his own back 
yard, where his political party comes from. 
There is nothing in the budget that I feel un
comfortable about, and there is nothing in it 
that I would want to take out this evening. 

We all have different needs and we assess 
them, and some of us have different responsi
bilities. That is why we get on the floor and oc
casionally speak on individual issues, to make 
us all aware of what's necessary back home. 
The complaints that Mr. Higgins is raising to
night are the same old delay tactics that we have 
experienced, believe me, in Appropriations-it 
is not soon enough, there is not time enough, we 
have got to wait for this, we have to wait for 
that. So we have waited and we have listened 
and we have tried to meet our fellow members 
of the other party, but they just did not want to 
give. And the thing that bothers them more 
than anything is that they are not in the major
ity tonight. 

If we as Democrats have been doing so badly 
in the past ten years, why is it that we are still in 
the majority? We must be doing something 
right for the people of Maine. I suggest that he 
listen to what goes on in thL .. House and what 
has gone on in the past and he might equal his 
own party off in numbers. 

There are a lot of people in this state of ours 
that need help, and my party, and I honestly 
mean it, has been willing to lead for them. 

In some ways, you people on the other side 
represent such a minority of thinking. They are 
only worrying about their taxes-what kind? 
Corporate taxes. Or, ifwe deal in income taxes, 
leave the well alone. I listened to an interest
ing figure that Walter Mondale said the other 
day down in Appropriations. He talked about 
the wage earners in this country that are earn
ing $80,000 or more a year, and the Reagan tax 
package saved them $6 billion. I know where 
they are coming from and you know where I 
am coming from. The budget that we have got 
here tonight is a sound budget. There is a fi· 
nancial cap on it that funds it. There is money 
to meet the needs of the people of this state. 

They need a campus at Lewiston-what is 
wrong with giving them an opportunity for an 
education for those people in that part of the 
state') It is really an absurd fact that in 1983 we 
are finally providing a public education institu
tion in that community, the second largest city 
in the state. 

We have done something for property tax re
lief in this budget. We have got money for towns 
and cities where there are public buildings. 
There is a well-balanced package here tonight, 
and I hope you will not be fooled by the old rou
tine arguments coming from the minority 
corner. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Watenille, Mr. Jacques. 

Mr. JACQUES: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlemen of the House: I listened to the good and 
noble gentleman from Scarborough this even· 
ing and he hit a very raw nerve with me. He hit 
that raw nerve a couple of months ago when 
we had the Part I budget, but at that time I was 
told that I should not say anything because I 
would hurt somebody's feelings. Well, ladies 
and gentlemen of the House, when we had the 
Part I budget, there were people who were held 
hostage at that time. There were state em
ployees who were looking to be laid off. There 
were people who lived at Pineland who were 
out in group homes who were going to be 
brought back to Pineland. There were little old 
ladies and little old men who received senices 
from the state of Maine who were calling me 
and telling me how scared they were of what 
was going to happen thanks to the Republican 
Party pulling back on the Part II budget. Well, 
ladies and gentlemen of the House, these peo
ple are not held hostage any more. We do not 
need 101 votes to pass this Part II budget and 
there is a good reason for it. 

It is very easy to criticize when you and your 
party have stood for nothing. The Democrats 
have always stood for something, and I don't 
know about Mr. Higgins, but I campaigned on 
what I stood for, and I have been elected on 
what I stood for. And I dare say that the 92 
other Democrats in this House campaigned on 
what they stood for, and I say they were elected 
on what they stood for, not on the color oftheir 
hair or the way that they speak. And I think Mr. 
Higgins should take note of what the people in 
the state of Maine want and don't want. 

I have no qualms and reservations about 
leaving here tonight voting for this budget. 
There are probably some parts of the budget 
that don't thrill me completely, but overall I 
think it is a good budget because it stands for 
what we stand for. And it is very easy to vote 
against everything-it doesn't take too many 
brains to do that and I have seen done a lot, but 
I certainly resent the fact that the good 
gentleman-and he is a good and noble gen
tleman from Scarborough-has insinuated 
that the members of this body have done some
thing behind the backs of the people of the 
state of Maine. I have never done anything be
hind the backs of anyone in the state of Maine 
and do not ever intend to as long as I am a 
member of this body. 

But I think the simple fact that there are 92 
Democrats in this body and 23 in the other 
body and one on the second floor should tell 
someone about something in the state of 
Maine. I think that the people of the state of 
Maine have spoken, they have spoken very 
clearly and they have spoken in a way that they 
have spoken since the inception of this coun
try, and that is right at the ballot box, and they 
have elected 92 Democrats to this body to do 
what we think is right to take care of the people 
that we take care of. 

The gentleman has made mention of going to 
the well and going to the well. Well, I have voted 
to go to the well for Pratt-Whitney and Bath 
Iron Works and Wyandotte and Spencer Press 
since I have been down here, and I like to refer 
to it as going to the trough in this particular 
situation, and I think that if I can vote to go to 
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sil ual ion, and I think that if I can vote to go to 
I h., wt'II for t ht'sl' people, I certainlyean vote to 
go 10 I h., wt'li for tilt' rl'tardt'd kids in this state, 
ror t h., t'ltlPrI.v in tilt' statt' of Maine, and for 
Illos.' I hat haV(' a lot 1<'8s than I havt'. and I 
11:1\'" no qualms and J'('sprval ions about doing 
Ihal. 

Bul I will 1<'11 you t his, ladies and gt'ntll'men 
of til(' IIOIISt', that I am going to go home to
night and ft't'l wry good about the way that I 
vot .. on this hlldgpt, wit.h no doubt.s and reser
val ions, and if till' people of til<' state of Maine 
tiisagn'e with me, Mr. Higgins, they will let me 
know ('oml' n{'xt Novpmber, and I will have no 
qllalms and I'('sl'rvat.ions about their decision, 
h"('aus(' on .. thing t.hat I have is complete con· 
l'id.'n.·" in till' peopl(' of the state of Maine. I 
Ihink that t.hey haw' shown good judgment in 
th(' pas I and that is why there are 92 Demo
crats in this hody, and I think that they will 
continue to do so. The only thing that I think 
WI' should do next time around is try a little 
hard('r and make sure that we get 101 Demo
('fats in this body next time around, and that 
will make sure that the people of the state of 
Maine are really taken care of in a way that 
I hl'Y deserve. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Livermore Falls, Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gen
tlempn ofthe House: I am certainly not going to 
try to equal the volume of the last speaker. He 
gave us a good lesson in how to get elected. I am 
certainly pleased that the folks in my district 
did not elect me, Mr. Jacques, on the basis of 
how tall I am or how short I am, or how much 
hair I have-in my case, not much. I think they 
('Ieeted me on the basis of some of the princi
ples that I stand for. 

Mr. Jacques has responded to that ugly 
animal that the majority party keeps throwing 
up in our faces every time we reach a point of 
diss('ntion, and that ugly animal is fear. We 
('onstantly hear about the retarded kids losing 
I hl'ir IlPnefits, the eldprly losing theirs, those 
who can't takp care of themselves losing their 
hl'll('fit.s, and, folks, there is not one member of 
my party in this body or at the other end of the 
hall who has ('vel', ever advocated that I can 1'1'

('all r('(l ucing those services to levels that 
wOllld make it uncomfortable for those folks to 
IiV!' and sUl'vivl'. 

Mr. Kelleher spoke very eloquently, as he al
ways does. He knows I like to hear him speak, 
('vl'ryhody in here likes to hear Mr. Kelleher 
slIl'ak, he is a good speaker, it is always tough to 
follow him. Maybe he takes his marching 
orders from Walter Mondale, but I don't, I 
newr did and I never will, Mr. Kelleher, I have 
IH'vpr rpally bpen a fan of his-that may come 
as a surprise to many of you, but Mr. Kelleher 
was very critical of my floor leader's approach 
on this topic, and I will say for the record that I 
thin k my floor leader has done one heck of ajob 
in making the position of my party, the minor
ity part.y, he has made it known well, he has ar
t.iculated it well, and I am very proud ofthejob 
that he has done. 

Mr. Kplleher said, in response to Mr. Higgins' 
remarks, that he thought that the public was 
!is\.('ning, that all we had to do was read the 
lH'wspapers and WI' would know that the pub
Iii' was listening. It is late and I am not even 
going 10 apologize for that fact, because it is a 
lot ('ooler than it was this afternoon, hut, Mr. 
KtoJlt,lll'r, I know that part of the public knows 
what is going on, and I read the newspapers, 
anll, in particular, I read the editorial that ap
pl'ared in t.oday's Lewiston Daily Sun. It is rela
tivply brief and I am going to read it into the 
H('(·orcl. 

It gm's like this: "House Speaker John L. Mar
lin"-that.'s you, sir-"appears determined to 
forn' through a Demoeratic budget that will 
cost the taxpayers an additional twenty-fivp or 
thirty million dollars. The position of the De
monatic leadprship in the Maine legislature is 
t.hat the Hepublicans didn't seek soon enough 

to work out a compromise on the supplemen
tal budget. The G.O.P. has twen urging a reduc
tion in expenditures so that little, if any, 
additional revenue would be nepded. The Dp
mOlTats arp going to haw to liw with this deci
sion. Some Maine citizt'ns will hl'come increas
ingly annoyed as tht'y find various taxes and 
fees boosted. This will til' rt'membered at tht' 
next election. While it is inevitable that more 
money will be needed to meet state govern
ment costs this next biennium, the increase 
visualized in the Democratic budget proposal 
is unnecessary. When it comes to budget mat
ters, the Democrats haw heen riding high and 
wide, but not particularly handsome. There 
has been altogether too much ofa hulldozer at
titude on the part of their party's leadership; it 
may well come back to haunt them." 

Yes, Mr. Kelleher, I read the papers just as 
you do, and this is what I read in my local paper 
this morning, a paper that serves a Democratic 
part of the state. 

I believe that if this budget is passed tonight, 
and I believe that it will be, I don't have any 
doubts about that, this Legislature will go 
down in history as a wild, free-wheeling, big
spending legislature, I have no doubts about 
that. 

I would like to end my discussion, I guess, 
with a question. Because this has been rammed 
through as quickly as it has, I am a little un
comfortable with some aspects and I would 
like to ask a question about one very important 
part ofthis bill, and that is the fact that it is not 
an emergency piece of legislation. This is my 
fifth year in the legislature, I don't recall ever 
having a budget go through without requiring a 
two-thirds vote. Unless I have lost something in 
the parliamentary process, I believe this 
budget can't go into effect until 90 days after 
this legislature adjourns, and so I have some 
concerns about what happens in that interim 
period. I guess I have to go back to that old 
animal, fear. I understood that there were 
some jobs that were at stake if this were not 
enacted immediately. I know that that ques
tion was raised this afternoon and I didn't 
quite understand, I didn't quite get the gist of 
what the response to that question was, think
ing that I would have plenty of time between 
this afternoon and when this budget would be 
enacted-I thought tomorrow-to get the 
answer to my question, and so I sort of let it go 
at tbat time. Now, that's my fault, that's a flaw, I 
guess, in my abilities as a legislator acting on a 
budget that is being, I think, rammed through 
the process, but nevertheless, I didn't find the 
answer to my question in a satisfactory fashion 
this afternoon, and I would like somebody to 
respond, I guess perhaps Mrs. Mitchell, be
cause she responded this afternoon. I didn't 
understand it then, I hope I will this time, so 
would you, Mrs. Mitchell, respond, please, to 
what happens in that interim period, that 90-
day period beginning July I? What are going to 
be the adverse, negative effects of not passing 
this as an emergency piece of legislation? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tlewoman from Vassalboro, Mrs. Mitchell. 

Mrs. MITCHELL: Mr. Speaker, Men and 
Women of the House: I have been waiting since 
I was 33 years old for this moment. I have wa
ited a long time because it is the very first time 
it has been crystal clear why I am a Democrat 
and Representative Higgins is a Republican. 
This is probably the most exciting debate we 
have ever had on the floor of this House. I will 
digress quickly to deal with your question and 
some of the other points which you have 
raised. I will try to speak slowly in a New Eng
land English so that you will understand what I 
said earlier about why these positions will not 
disintegrate if we do not pass an emergency 
budget. 

The federal government, in its wisdom, has a 
different budget year; it ends in October. The 
budget that we pass tonight will take effect 90 
days after we adjourn, and, Lord willing, that 

will Ill' Friday or before. To the question of 
ramming it through, that is the most ridiculous 
statement that has been uttered here in many 
a day. Tom Andrews' bill to reform the corpo
rate income tax was introduced, I think, at a 
prt'ss confen'nce, back in January, I don't 
know. A public hearing was held by the Taxa
tion Committee, it has been in the newspapers 
for a long time. That is the basic thrust of one of 
the funding mechanisms of our package. The 
Appropriations Committee, to my knowledge, 
unless the Republicans were taking a va
cation-I don't think that is true, I think they 
work very hard-sat down in 228 doing some
thing from January until now, and that was 
almost two-thirds or three-quarters of what 
you see before you here tonight. As a matter of 
fact, taken hy what we agreed with in the first 
place in the Part I budget, adding to it the Part 
II here tonight, the difference in what you re
commend, my dear friend, and this wild
spending legislature is 1.2 percent. Boy, that is 
really big! 

I'm also tired of "Democratic taxes." Now, Mr. 
Higgins ought to count the votes very careful
ly.lt takes a two-thirds vote to pass a gas tax in 
this body and, ladies and gentlemen, we passed 
one because we felt that it was the responsible 
thing to do. I checked the roll call and I noticed 
the floor leader over there, in spite of his cau
cus, out there on the limb voting for that tax 
increase, voted no. Two years before that, for 
you freshmen, he complained all year that the 
Governor didn't ask for a gas tax when he 
needed one to fund our roads. We present him 
one, he just can't vote for it because he didn't 
present it in time, or about changing the effec
tive date of indexing-we have certainly heard 
a lot about that-as I recall, that was an emer
gency measure also, a two-thirds vote. Mr. 
Brown, your party must have participated in 
that change, you may not have but certainly 
members of your party did on both ends of this 
body. Those are bipartisan votes and it is abso
lutely false to try to represent to the public of 
Maine that the only ones taxing people in this 
legislature are Democrat'l-this is really silly. 

The budget that is before us tonight L'l one 
that has been well thought out, that has tried 
to meet the needs of all of the people of Maine. 
In terms of taxes in this budget, as I recall your 
committee came forward recommending 
another cigarette tax. We agree on that and I 
am really delighted that there is one tax that 
we agree on. Of course, there are members of 
my caucus who think it is rather regressive, be
cause the people who pay that cigarette tax 
are probably the people on the lower end ofthe 
spectrum. The one place we differ, and this is 
the moment I have been waiting for, and I was 
pleased to hear members of the Taxation 
Committee say that we would have had a vote 
on this issue with or without this budget im
passe, is the corporate tax, or the form of the 
corporate tax, if you will, and I hear a lot of 
screaming for tax conformity and this is a step 
toward tax conformity. We are making our 
corprate tax structure progressive, as is the 
federal corporate tax structure. I hear that 
cry, I hear a cry for indexing. It begins to index 
the corporate tax structure, and it says that all 
businesses, as well as the men and women of 
the state of Maine, pay their fair share for the 
use of the resources of this state, for the use of 
the services of this state, for the educational 
facilities of this state. 

Now, we have worked long and hard here 
today and there are people who have had mis
givings about some oCthe parts ofthis budget, 
but that ha<; been true every year since I have 
been here, whatever is there. One of the issues 
that has been very difficult for many people on 
both sides of the aisle is that campus down in 
Lewiston. I think it is time that we put that be
hind us and to look at what we are making an 
investment in, an investment in the future of all 
of Maine's young people. The people in Lewis
ton have a right, they deserve to be a part of 
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an~ systpm of higher education, and I defy any 
()J1(' of you today. if you were sitting down to 
draw up a Super U plan, if you were sitting 
down 10 draw up that plan, would you leave 
oul Ihe spcond largest ('ity in the state? I really 
don't think vou would. So let's not create 
sl rawmpn to poke holes at, hut rather let's look 
al the hig hudget. 

While I am up, Mr. Higgins talks about the 
important things we have done this session 
ahout ('ost containment. I was stunned to hear 
him praise the Governor for the cap he was try
ing to put on runaway hospital costs. Mr. Hig
gins' party wouldn't fund the cost of doing that. 
As I re(,all, that is not in the Republican budget. 

How about the rivers bill. Is that in the Re
publican budget? Of course, the environment 
may not be important to everybody, but it 
s('ems to be that this is a budget that we have 
put together with a future. I'm sorry it is a ma
jority budget. I wish the members of both sides 
of thl' aisle could embrace the issue, but ram
ming it through on the H8th day of a IOO-day 
sl'ssion, ladies and gentlemen, it is time that we 
passed a responsible budget and went home. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gen
tleman from Cumberland, Mr. Dillenback. 

Mr. DILLENBACK: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gmtiemen of the House: It is getting quite late 
and I think it is probably about time that we 
voted on this budget. I am not too upset about 
I he hudget as a Republican because I think it 
Sl'rves the people in the state of Maine right be
cause they are the people who have elected the 
majority of this House. It serves them right, 
Ilwy have got just what they voted for and I 
I hink when I run for election next time, it is 
going to be much easier. I think there will be a 
few more Republicans up here. I think you have 
handed us something on a platter, so please, 
let's vote on the budget tonight. 

Mr. Carter of Winslow requested a roll call. 
The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a roll 

call, it must have the expressed desire of one
fifth of the members present and voting. All 
I hose in favor of a roll call will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, and more 
than one-fifth of the members present having 
('x pressed a desire for a roll call, a roll call was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question hefore 
I he House is passage to be enacted. Those in 
favor will vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA-Ainsworth, Allen, Andrews, Baker, 

B!'aulieu. Benoit, Bost, Brannigan, Brodeur, 
Carroll, D.P.; Carroll, G.A.; Carter, Cashman, 
Clark, Connolly, Cooper, Cote, Cox, Crouse. 
Crowley, Daggett, Diamond, Erwin, Gauvreau, 
Gwadosky, Hall, Handy, Hickey, Higgins, H.G; 
Hohhins, Jacques, Joseph, Joyce, Kane, Kelle
Iwr, Kelly, Ketover, Kilcoyne, LaPlante, Le
houx, Lisnik, MacEachern, Manning, Martin, 
B.C.; Matthews, Z.E.; Mayo, McCollister, McGo
wan. McSweeney, Melendy, Michael, Michaud, 
Mitdlell, E.H.; Mitchell, J.; Moholland, Nadeau, 
Nl'lson, Paradis, P.E.; Paul, Perry, Pouliot, Ra
('illl" Richard, Ridley, Roherts, Rolde, Rotondi. 
Souey, Soule, Stevens, Swazey, Tammaro, The
riault, Thompson, Tuttle, Vose, The Speaker. 

NAY-Anderson, Bell, Bonney, Brown, D.N.; 
Brown, K.L.; Cahill, Callahan, Chonko, Conary, 
Curl is, Davis, Day, Dillenback, Foster, Green
law, Higgins, L.M.; Holloway, Ingraham. Kies
man. Lebowitz, Lewis, Livesay, Locke, Mac
Brid!', Macomber, Masterman, Maybury, Mc
IIpnry, McPherson, Murphy, T.W.; Paradis. E.J.; 
Pan·nt. Perkins, Pines. Randall, Roderick, Sals
bury. Scarpino, Sherburne, Small, Smith, C.B.; 
Smith. C.W.; Sproul, Stevenson, Stover, Telow, 
Walk('r, Wentworth, Zirnkilton. 

ABSENT -Armstrong, Bott, Brown, A.K.; 
Carri('l'. Conners, Dexter, Drinkwater, Dudley, 
Hayden, Jackson, Jalbert, Mahany, Martin, 
A.C.: Masterton, Matthews, K.L.; Murphy, E.M.; 
Murray, Norton, Reeves, J.W.; Reeves, P.; Sea
\'I'y. Strout, Webster, Weymouth, Willey. 

Yes, 77; No, 4H; Absent, 25. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-seven having voted 

in the affirmative and forty-nine in the nega
tive, with twenty-five being absent, the Bill was 
passed to be enacted. 

Signed by the Speaker and sent to the 
Senate. 

By unanimous consent, ordered sent forth
with. 

(Off Record Remarks) 

On motion of Mrs. Mitchell of Vassalboro, 
Adjourned until eleven o'clock tomorrow 

morning. 
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