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HOUSE

Wednesday, April, 5, 1939.

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

Prayer by the Hon. Lee C. Good
of Monticello, a member of the
House.

Journal of the previous session
read and approved.

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs on Bill “An Act
Providing for the Publication of an
Annual Statement of the Financial
Condition of the State by the State
Controller” (S. P. 311) (L. D. 595)
reporting same in a new draft (S.
P. 618) (L. D. 1116) under same
title and that it “Ought to pass.”

Mr. PLUMMER of Lisbon: Mr.
Speaker, if T am in order, I would
make a motion that the original
bill be substituted for the new draft,
and I would like unanimous con-
sent to explain it for just a minute
or two.

The SPEAKER: The matter is
deb?table without unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. PLUMMER: Mr. Speaker and
ladies and gentlemen: The original
bill calls for the statement to be
published in all daily and weekly
papers, and the new draft simply
cuts out the weekly newspapers and
leaves it in the daily papers. Now
I contend that we should not dis-
criminate between the weekly and
the daily papers, because the week-
ly papers serve a lot of people who
do not get the daily papers, and
they also serve a lot of people who
take their local weekly paper and
take a Boston paper. I hope, if
you want this published, it will be
published in all the papers.

Mr. HINMAN of Skowhegan: Mr.
Speaker and members of the
House: At the time your committee
heard this original bill I believe
there were two proponents, and they
were both editors of weekly news-
papers. As a matter of fact, the
reason for the publishing of this
report is in order that the citizenry
of this State may, if they choose,
have a chance to go over in more
or less detail the financial condition
of the State. We submit to you that
that is the only reason for the in-
troduction of this measure. It was
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taken up with those who were in-
terested, including the Executive
Department, and we discussed it
pro and con. It costs four thous-
and dollars roughly to make this
publication in the daily papers. It
will cost us an additional six thou-
sand dollars, roughly, to make the
publication in the weeklies, a total
of ten thousand dollars, if we take
both, and four thousand dollars if
we take the dailies.

We submit to you that a very
large percentage of the citizenry of
this State have some daily paper,
and, if they do not, they will know
of the publication and can at least
buy a daily paper on that one day.
There is a weekly in my town and
they, too, would like this publica-
tion, but, in fairness to the State
of Maine, I say it is not sound busi-
ness or necessary and I hope that
the motion of the gentleman from
Lisllcson, Mr. Plummer, will not pre-
vail.

Mr. GRUA of Livermore Falls:
Mr. Speaker, I will say to the mem-
bers of the House that, of my own
knowledge, I know many people do
not have daily newspapers. I also
know that they usually do have at
seems to me that this is rather un-
fair legislation to just publish this
in dailies and leave out the weeklies.
I am as much for economy as any
member of this House, but I think,
if this is to be published at all, it
ought to be published so as to reach
all of our people. I hope the mo-
tion to substitute the bill for the
report will prevail.

Mr. BOLDUC of Biddeford: Mr.
Speaker, I really believe that the
figures as given by the gentleman
from Skowhegan, Mr. Hinman, are
a little too high. I do not think the
gentleman has had the experience
that I have had in this matter, be-
cause I own a weekly myself. I
believe it is a discrimination against
weeklies to publish it in this man-
ner and it is not fair to a lot of
the citizens in the State of Maine.

Mr. MURCHIE of Calais: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
I hope that the members of this
House will agree with me that there
is not an attempt on the part of
anybody in this measure to dis-
criminate against any of the week-
ly newspapers or anyone else. The
first thought was that the whole
attempt to publish the report was
more or less unnecessary, because
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probably a very few people read it
and understand it. I can assure
you it is very difficult for me to
understand it.

The second thought was that it
would be sufficient simply if a notice
were given to the public that the
statement would be ready and in
the hands of the Controller, and
anybody desiring the same might
write in and get it. We felt at first
that was sufficient. Then when the
matter of the difference in the ex-
pense became evident we found that
there was a question of an increase
of six thousand dollars in expense
if it were to go in that way. This
is purely a desire on the part of the
Appropriations Committee to save
expense to the State of Maine, and
I want to assure you that there was
no attempt to discriminate. We
have a daily paper in my town
which would just love to have it,
but I think that there is an op-
portunity for us to save six thou-
sand dollars, and let us do it.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Lisbon, Mr.
Plummer, that Bill “An Act Pro-
viding for the Publication of an
Annual Statement of the Financial
Condition of the State by the State
Contreller” (S. P. 311) (L. D. 595)
new draft (S. P. 618) (L. D. 1116)
be substituted for the repoort of
the Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs, the report
being “Ought to pass in new draft.”
All those in favor of the motion of
the gentleman from Lisbon (Mr.
Plummer) that the original bill be
substituted for the report of the
committee will say aye; those op-
posed no,

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion to substitute the ouriginal bill
for the report did not prevail

The SPEAKER: The Chair un-
derstands that the gentleman from
Skowhegan, Mr. Hinman, now
moves that the report of the Com-
mittee be accepted. Is this the
pleasure of the House.

The motion prevailed, the com-
mittee report was accepted in con-
currence, and the bill had its two
several readings and tomorrow as-
signed.

Senate Bills in First Reading

Bill “An Act relative to Trapping
Muskrats” (S. P. 359) (L. D. 769):
in new draft (S. P. 619) (L. D. 1117)
under same titie,
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Bill “An Act relating to the Tak-
ing of Land by the State Highway
Commission, and the Taking or
Discontinuing of a Public Highway”
(8. P. 298) (L. D. 584)

Bill “An Act relating to Procedure
in re Support of Neglected Wives
and Children” (8. P. 524) (L. D.
1064)

From the Senate: Bill “An Act
Authorizing Peabody Law School to
Confer Degrees” (H. P. 6) (L. D. 13)
which was passed to be engrossed in
the House on March 28th.

Comes from the Senate indefinite-
ly postponed in mnon-concurrence.

Mr. PRATT of Turner: Mr. Speak-
er, I move that we recede and concur
with the Senate. It seems to be the
opinion of some of the members
that in order for a man to practice
law it is necessary to have a degree.
For the benefit of the members I will
say that is not so. Anyone can go to
school and study law three or four
years and, if he can pass the exam-
ination, that is all that is necessary
to practice law. To confer degrees
is not necessary and I do not think
that Peabody Law School should
confer degrees.

Mr. COWAN of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I dislike to take up the
time of the House further with a
discussion of the merits or demerits
of this particular proposition. We
have very important matters con-
cerning the State that call for our
earnest thought and it seems a
shame that we should have to take
the time on some of these things
which, for many of us, are really of
a minor character, Nevertheless, the
position of this thing being such as
it is, I feel that I had better explain
my position to the House so that you
gentlemen and ladies can do as you
see fit. I had intended, myself, to
make a different motion and I shall,
after I have explained a few things.
When this matter came before the
House before, there was in my hands
a suggested amendment to the bill
to take care of the objection of cer-
tain honest gentlemen who were
afraid that if this privilege were
conferred upon this school that it
might at some time be misused. I
did not offer that amendment be-
cause it seemed to me it might be
construed by some as a reflection on
the integrity of the honorable gen-
tlemen who are trustees of the
school. The same amendment was in
the Senate and was not offered for
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the same reason, that they feared it
might be construed as a reflection
on the trustees. Now that amend-
ment—and I hold a copy of it in
my hand—limits the right of the
trustees of that school to confer de-
grees in this way: That only such
persons as have completed not less
than two years in college and who
have, in addition thereto, completed
not less than three years of study in
a law school shall be eligible for the
degrees of Bachelor of Law, so that
the right of the school to confer de-
grees shall be limited at the present
time to Bachelors of Law.

Now gentlemen and ladies, that is
exactly what the trustees of the
school have in mind anyway, and
they will be fully satisfied with that,
and their suggestion in regard to
this bill, that it would be of benefit
to the boys and girls of the State
of Maine who are unable for finan-
cial reasons to go outside the State
to more expensive schools, has been
confined to that. They have had no
idea of conferring other degrees
than that. I am going to offer such
an amendment and I ask permission
now to lay this matter on the table,
and 1 promise to take it off tomor-
row morning, to give you time to
consider this amendment which I
will place before you. I move that
the bill lie on the table.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Turner, Mr. Pratt, moves that
the House recede from its former
action whereby it passed this bill to
be engrossed, and concur with the
Senate, in the indefinite postpone-
ment of this bill.

The gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Cowan, moves that Bill “An Act
Authorizing Peabody Law School to
Confer Degrees” lie on the table
pending the motion of the gentle-
man from Turner, Mr. Pratt.

Mr. THOMPSON of Castle Hill:
Mi1. Speaker—

The SPEAKER: For what purpose
does the gentleman rise? The mo-
tion to table is not debatable,

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, I ask for a division on
the motion to table.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, asks for
a division. All those in favor of
the motion of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Cowan, that the bill
lie on the table, pending the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Turner,
Mr. Pratt, will rise and stand in
their places until counted, and the
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Monitors will make and return the
ccunt.
A division of the House was had.
Fifty-seven having voted in the
affirmative and 41 in the negative,
the motion prevailed, and the bill
was so tabled.

From the Senate: Bill “An Act
Amending the Law relating to Eb-
balmers and Funeral Directors” (H.
P. 1666) (L. D. 856) which was
passed to be engrossed in the House
or: April 1st as amended by Com-
raittee Amendment “A”.

Comes from the Senate, passed to
be engrossed as amended by Com-
mittee Amendment “A” and Senate
Amendment “A” in non-concur-
rence.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Stilphen of Dresden, the House
voted to recede from its former
action whereby it passed the bill to
be engrossed as amended by Com-
mittee Amendment “A”,

On further motion by the same
gentleman the House voted to con-
cur with the Senate in the adop-
tion of Senate Amendment “A.” The
Hcouse then concurred with the Sen-
ate in the passage of the bill to be
engrossed as amended by Committee
Amendment “A” and Senate Am-
endment “A”

The following petitions, resolution
and remonstrance were received,
and upon recommendation of the
Committee on Reference of Bills
were referred to the following com-
mittees:

Taxation

Petition of Maurice A. Parquette
and 53 other citizens of the State
in favor of H. P. 1758, L. D. 933,
Bill “An Act relating to Licenses
for Operation of Retail Stores” (H.
P. 2156) (Presented by Mr. Church-
ill of Brewer)

Petition of G. H. Hinckley and 10
others of Bluehill in favor of same
(H. P. 2157) (Presented by Mr.
Emery of Bucksport)

Petition of Ralph M. Muzzrole and
23 other citizens of the State in fa-
vor of same (H. P. 2158) (Presented
by Mr. Hussey of Windsor)

Petition of Fred Gowen and 43
others of Sanford, Cumberland
County in favor of same (H. P. 2159)
(Presented by Mr. Pelletier of San-
ford)

Petition of Charles M. Brown and
42 others of Bangor and Brewer in
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favor of same (H. P. 2160) (Pre-
sented by Mr. Whitney of Bangor)

Sent up for concurrence.

Resolution of Readfield Grange
against any Increase in the Gasoline
Tax (H. P. 2161) (Presented by Mr.
Downs of Rome)

Was ordered placed on file and
sent up for concurrence.

Ways and Bridges

Remonstrance of the Maine State
Grange, Maine Automobile Associa-
tion, State of Maine Camp Owners
Association, Maine Independent Oil
Dealers Association, Maine Petro-
leum Industries Committee and The
Commercial Motor Vehicle Associa-
tion of Maine in form of Resolution
against diversion or additional ap-
propriation of State Highway Punds
to Local Roads (H. P. 2162) ( Pre-
sented by Mr. Richardson of Strong)

Sent up for concurrence.

Orders

Mr. VARNEY: Mr., Speaker, I
have an order here which amounts
to amending the amendment to the
House Order relative to tabling
matters which we passed earlier in
the session, and I want to make just
a brief explanation of the reason
for this order.

Earlier in the session we provided
that on Wednesdays all matters
which had been tabled during the
previcus week should be removed
from the table and making them
the first order of business. For ex-
ample, today we have some thirty-
three—I guess not quite as many
as that—but mnearly thirty-three
tabled matters, which will be the
first order of business under Orders
of the Day. If the House should not
succeed in considering all of these
matters before adjournment, there
would not be any opportunity for
a man to make a motion to recon-
sider. A motion to reconsider, under
our rules, must be made on the next
legislative day, or else made under
suspension of the rules.

This order simply amends the
House Order passed on February
16th by adding: “With the exception
of motions to reconsider.”

I now offer the order and move
that it lie on the table pending
passage.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, presents
an order which, under the Rules of
the House, will lie on the table for
one day and will be specially as-
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sighed for tomorrow. The Clerk will
enter notice of the order on the
Journal, and the Clerk will read the
order,

ORDERED, that House Order
relative to tabled matters which
was passed in the House on Febru-
ary 16th be amended by adding at
the end thereof the following words:
“with the exception of motions to
reconsider.”

The SPEAKER: Are there any
further orders?

Mr. Larrabee of West Bath, pre-
sented the following order, and
moved its passage:

ORDERED, the Senate concur-
ring, that no meeting of either
branch of the Legislature shall con-
tinue after 8 P. M. of any day.

Mr. LARRABEE: Mr. Speaker,
we came here to do a job. We have
taken our time and have deliberated
on all of the many matters that
have come before us. During the
next two weeks we will be expected
to pass upon practically all of the
important legislation which we came
here to do. I do not believe, after
we have sat in this room from ten
o’clock in the morning until eight
at night that we are in any shape
mentally to pass on legislation that
comes hefore us.

You know what has happened in
every session, or, at least, what hap-
pened two years ago — that was
my first session — but I understand
it always happens that way the last
night of the session, that we run
way into Sunday morning, which I
feel is a disgrace to the State of
Maine

We have had members stand up
here on the floor of this House and
wax eloquent on the floor of this
House on the morals of the State
of Maine. I wonder what their rea-
soning can be about twelve o’clock,
when you take a black cloth and
hang it over that clock? If we have
got to have a Sunday session, I say
adjourn and come back Sunday
morning and have a Sunday session.
Would it be any worse than to try
to deceive ourselves by covering the
clock? We know that when the sun
begins to rise in the east windows on
Sunday morning, that it is not Sat-
urday night.

Last session we repealed the chain
store tax, and you remember when
we repealed that that the sun be-
gan to shine in these windows on
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Sunday morning. Now the same
delegation has come back and say
they want to put that tax on again.

I am the least able financially of
anyone in this House to stay here,
but I am willing to stay here un-
til next June and do the job right,
and I do not believe we will do it
right if we stay here until Sunday
morning. (Applause)

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, I want to say that I am
heartily in accord with everything
that the gentleman from West Bath,
Mr. Larrabee, has just stated. It
so happens that this very morning
I prepared an order or started to
prepare an order which would ac-
complish the same result.

As I heard Mr. Larrabee’s order
read, it occurred to me that I am
afraid that it will not do what he
intends it to do, because as we get
along in the final closing hour,
somebody will suggest that it will
take us only about another hour
or two hours to close up, and so
they will want to suspend the rule,
and the first thing we know, we
will be here all night, the same
as we were two years ago.

Now I would like to see an order
pass along the lines that he has
presented, but, before it is passed,
I would like an opportunity to give
it a little consideration to be sure
that it is going to do exactly what
he intends to do.

I might suggest that this order
which I drew perhaps does not do
what I intended it should do, and
for that same reason I am now criti-
cising the order of the gentleman
from West Bath, Mr. Larrabee. I
have drawn it up in these words:
“No business shall be transacted by
either the House or the Senate after
the hour of ten o’clock P. M."—I
want to say that I am not fussy
about the hour — “and before nine
o’clock A. M. At ten o’clock P. M.
either House that may be in ses-
sion shall stand adjourned. Not-
withstanding the provisions of Rule
16, this rule shall not be suspended
except by joint order which shall
require for its passage by each House
a two-thirds vote of all the mem-
bers elected to each House, such
vote to be taken by the yeas and
nays.”

Now I want to state that I am
not quite sure that this is in proper
form, and in order that we may
have a little opportunity to talk
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this thing over and decide upon an
order which will assure us that we
will not go into an all-night ses-
sion, I will ask that this order lie
on the table pending passage.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from West Bath, Mr. Larrabee, pre-
sents an order and moves its pass-
age. The gentleman from Berwick,
Mr. Varney, moves that the order
lie on the table pending passage. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
order was tabled pending passage.

Reports of Committees
Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Legal Affairs reporting
“Ought not to pass” on Bill “An Act
to Regulate the Practice of Archi-
tecture and to Create a Board to
Provide for the Examination and
Registration of Architects” (H. P.
250) (L. D. 75)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. MARDEN of Kennebec
MORSE of Waldo
CHASE of Washington

—of the Senate.
DOW of Norway
SHESONG of Portland
BUZZELL of Belfast

—of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting same in a new
draft (H, P. 2165) under same title
and that it “ought to pass”

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. PIKE of Bridgton
PAYSON of Portland
DWINAL of Camden
DONAHUE of Biddeford

—of the House.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
call the attention of the House to
an error in the calendar, which was
correctly read by the Clerk, the
minority report being “Ought to
pass in new draft”.

Mr. DOW of Norway: Mr. Speak-
er, I move acceptance of the ma-
jority report “Ought not to pass”.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Dow, moves that
the House accept the majority re-
port of the Committee on Legal Af-
fairs, reporting “Ought not to pass”
on Bill “An Act to Regulate the
Practice of Architecture and to Cre-
ate a Board to Provide for the Ex-
amination and Registration of Arch-
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itects” (H. P. 250) (L. D. 75). The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Payson.

Mr. PAYSON: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I suppose
that no one could have anticipated
that this Legislature would be so al-
lergic to commissions and bureaus.
There is a member of the House
who is so allergic to boards that
every time he walks past a lumber
%)ile he breaks out in a rash. (Laugh-
er)

Now the new draft of this so-call-
ed architect bill provides one thing
and one thing only of practical im-
portance. It provides that only a
person who is an architect can call
himself an architect, and it has no
other effect upon any person or any
contracting parties or on anyone
who wants to build any type of
house or building or anything of the
sort. The only single, solitary pur-
pose of the new draft of this bill is
to provide that if a man is not an
architect, he cannot call himself an
architect. That is not an awfully
stringent and severe measure. I find
some reason to speak for this bill in
this session in spite of the fact that
I have gone on committee reports
refusing to set up any board or
commission for any other occupa-
tions, and I think these reasons are
fairly sound. In the first place, an
architect is a professional man.
think that the men who are in pro-
fessions are entitled to require cer-
tain restrictions, certain examina-
tions and certain requirements
which will show that those who seek
admission to those professions have
that standard of education and fit-
ness that they purport to have.

In the second place, I go along on
this measure for an architect’s bill
because it does have a good deal to
do with public safety. For those rea-
sons, I hope the motion of the gen-
tleman from Norway, Mr. Dow, will
not prevail.

Mr. SHESONG of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
Being one of those who signed the
majority report, I should like to
make a few explanations. This bill
is L. D. 75, one of the first to come
before the Legislature, and I think
it was almost the first hearing we
had. At that time the proponents
of this measure told us that all they
wanted to do was to be called
architects and become professional
men. At the hearing it devzloped
that a railroad company could not
build a round-house or a station, a
mill could not build any sort of

work house, and no person could
build a building of any sort what-
soever—I am speaking of large
buildings — without an architect.
Furthermore it provided that no
person could build a building for
another person without employing
an architect. In other words, all
construction in the State would be
tied up so that you could not build
any building without an architect.
The committee did not like that.
I will say that the proponents of
the bill admitted that was the ef-
fect of the bill. Now we have waited
about two and one-half months
since that time and the new draft
comes in. That new draft, while it
has been changed substantially—I
will admit that—but it has also
much of the language of the first
original draft, and after we had
looked it over to determine whether
or not the new draft would accom-
plish what they thought they were
accomplishing, I, for one, say that it
will not accomplish it. For that
reason, I am opposed to the pass-
age of the bill in the new draft.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Norway, Mr.
Dow, that the House accept the
“Ought not to pass” report. All
those in favor of the motion of the
gentleman from Norway, Mr. Dow,
that the House accept the majority
report “Ought not to pass” will say
aye; those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, the “Ought not to
pass” report was accepted. and sent
up for concurrence.

Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Legal Affairs reporting
“QOught not to pass” on Bill “An Act
Authorizing and Licensing of Grey-
hounds, on the Pari-mutuel System
of Betting Shall be Permitted, and
Creating the Office of Director of
Racing” (H. P. 1655) (L. D. 853) to-
gether with Remonstrances H. P.
1699, 2065, 2043, 2114, 2115, 2113,
2112, 2079, S. P. 606 and 595.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. MARDEN of Kennebec
CHASE of Washington
MORSE of Waldo

—of the Senate.
DOW of Norway
PIKE of Bridgton
PAYSON of Portland
SHESONG of Portland
DWINAL of Camden

—of the House.
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Minority Report of same Commit-
tee reporting “Ought to pass” on
same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. DONAHUE of Biddeford
BUZZELL of Belfast
—of the House.

Mr. DOW of Norway: Mr. Speak-
er, I move the acceptance of the
majority report “Ought not to
pass.”

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Dow, moves the
acceptance of the majority report
“Ought not to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Legal Affairs on Bill “An
Act Authorizing and Licensing of
Greyhounds, on the Pari-mutuel
System of Betting Shall be Permit-
ted, and Creating the Office of Di-
rector of Racing.” Is this the plea-
sure of the House? The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Belfast,
Mr. Buzzell.

Mr. BUZZELL: Mr. Speaker, I
feel perhaps that I ought to say
just a word about this bill. It takes
more courage to sign a minority
report, especially when you are in
the small minority than it does to
be with the majority.

I want to preface my remarks
with the idea of making another
motion in connection with this bill.
In the first place, this bill had one
of the finest hearings of any bill
that I know of during this Legisla-
ture. We had some of the ablest
men in the State of Maine there.
Those men gave you facts and
figures and told us about the reve-
nue that it would provide for the
State of Maine, and while I have
not read the bill since I made some
figures at the time of the hearing in
my thoughts, I want to say in the
first place that I do not think it is
any worse to race dogs than it is to
race horses. We have pari-mutuel
betting at horse racing and this bl
provides for pari-mutuel betting on
dogs. One of the very able raen of
this State said that he rather fav-
ored dog racing to horse racing.
Well, of course I could not go so
far as that with him because I am
rather partial to horse racing, but I
would say, as he said, that I believe
you can trust a good dog just as
far as you can trust some drivers of
horses at horse racing, and I be-
lieve that even the members of this
Legislature and others feel the same
way about it. They must feel that
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way. Now this bill—it was reported
to us—would give the State of
Maine thousands of dollars by the
way of revenue. Now there is no
chance for us to get any more reve-
nue because we cannot throw back
on to the farms, the farmer’s land,
any more taxes because, in many
instances, they cannot pay the
taxes. Now if we are going to have
any money to work with to take
care of old age assistance — and
some of you are not going to agree
with me on this—one of the finest
things the State of Maine ever did,
we must get the money from some-
where either by the way of an excise
tax, or my way of a luxury tax.
Now I never went to a dog race
in my life, but I know something
about how people attend or would
attend those races. I have raced
horses in the Grand Circuit in
Massachusetts where we would have
from ten to twelve thousand in at-
tendance while they would have
fifty to seventy-five thousand at
the dog races. Some of the people
have told me that when the dogs
start, however-—I never saw them
start—but you would think that a
French Revolution was taking place
in that immediate vicinity from the
noise that the people sent up over
that dog race. Because of the rev-
enue, and because I do not believe it
is any worse to race dogs, and be-
cause I do not believe you can buy
the dogs off as you can some men
in horse racing, because of the
revenue, and because so many peo-
ple would love to go see those dog
races—I do not know as I would go
—I do not know as I would care
enough about it—but there would be
plenty who would because it would
be the means of expending hundreds
of thousands of dollars of money in
the State of Maine to make a track,
and to provide a place of entertain-
ment, I am in favor of it. You know
we have tourists coming into the
State of Maine and they leave with
us millions and millions of dollars
every year, and we ought to do
something to entertain them the
same as they do in other states, and
so if we could at this time take our
elastic conscience in one hand and
the possible benefits to the State in
the other and then weigh them on
the imaginary scales, I think per-
haps in time we might adopt this
bill. I think that we might adopt
dog racing in the State of Maine
so that those tourists might go there
and enjoy the sport of dog racing
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and we might get the income there-
from to spend for old age assist-
ance and other things. Now I do
not believe that the aged, I do not
believe that the needy would raise
any objection to the payment of
their assistance if it were obtained
from dog racing. I do not believe
they would—at least I have not
heard of a single instance where
they might—and so, Mr. Speaker,
with these few passing remarks, I
move that this bill be referred to
the next Legislature.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Dow, moves that
the House accept the majority re-
port on the Committee on Legal Af-
fairs reporting “Ought not to pass”
on Bill “An Act Authorizing and
Licensing of Greyhounds, on the
Pari-mutuel System of Betting Shall
be Permitted, and Creating the Of-
fice of Director of Racing.” The
gentleman from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell,
moves that the bill and the two re-
ports be referred to the Ninetieth
Legislature. Is the House ready for
the question? The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Caribou, Mr.
Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
very much dislike to oppose the gen-
tleman from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell, on
this measure, but I want to say that
I have lived in a State during the
winter where they race dogs. I
hope that the State of Maine has
not gone to the dogs in order to get
the revenue for running the State
as much as additional revenue is
necessary. I want to say that it is
the consensus of opinion of a great
many people that of all sports to
get money out of the public,
dog racing is the most crooked of
them all. Horse racing is a gentle-
man’s game, and I am not saying
anything about horse racing, but
dog racing is not in the same cate-
gory. It is true that when dogs are
once let loose you have not any
jockey to hold them in, but a dog
can be conditioned 50 that he will
not run. If he is fed a short time
before the race he does not runm,
that is all. His feet may be sand-
papered a short time before he
races so that he goes lame or at
least will not try to run and may
be run out of position. I know
but a very little about dog racing
because I have attended but one
or two races. It is a very fas-
cinating sport, much faster than
horse racing, and people have a
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chance to gamble a great deal faster
than on horse racing. They put on
one heat after another and they
only run a quarter of a mile. The
dogs are taught to run in a cer-
tain position, sometimes on the
right hand, and sometimes on the
left hand, and if a dog is taught to
run on the right and he is shifted
to the left, his immediate desire is
to crowd over to the right, so you
see there are all kinds of crooked
ways connected with dog racing.
More than that very few of the
dogs that race are ever registered
and so it is easy to switch a dog
from one place to another. The
dogs have no registered marks of
any kind and so they can be run in
most any position at any time, The
only people, the only two classes of
people, who go to dog races are the
professional dog racers and the
sucker who is playing them. Now
as to people coming into the State
of Maine in order to go to dog races,
they could stop at Massachusetts.
They have plenty of dog racing
there and they will until they get
it abolished. Perhaps you have read
about the scandal in dog racing in
Massachusetts. I submit that a
great majority of the people who
come to the State of Maine come
here on a budget with about so
much that they are going fo spend,
and I submit that if they stopped
at Old Orchard and attended the
dog races and they dropped fifty,
one hundred, two hundred or three
hundred dollars, that money would
not be going to the State of Maine.
I would suggest that if we have to
have dog racing that we have it up
to Fort Kent or Van Buren so that
the people will have to drive
through the State of Maine and we
will get the benefit of their money.
I hope the majority report “Ought
not to pass” will prevail.

Mr. YOUNG of Old Orchard
Beach: Mr. Speaker and ladies and
gentlemen: I will be frank to tell
you in the beginning that I am not
moralizing. I am going to speak
direct and to the point. This dis-
cussion reminds me of a story of
a very strict orthodox Jewish gentle-
man who went one morning for a
stroll down the street. The sun was
shining brightly and as he went
along in philosophical contempla-
tion he suddenly detected the odor
of fine newly cooked ham. Looking
around, his conscience struggling
within him whether he should break
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the rules of his faith that morning
and enjoy a piece of ham or whether
he should strictly restrain himself
to those habituated things to which
he had been taught, seeing no one
observed him he decided he would
go in. So he went in and ordered
himself a fine ham sandwich., While
he was eating the ham sandwich
with a great deal of gusto and en-
joyment, a severe thunderstorm
came up, and at the completion of
his enjoyable lunch, he turned and
paid the clerk, and, as he suddenly
turned toward the door to step out,
a terrific bolt of lightning came
down with a tremendous crash.
Frightened and trembling he shrank
back and said to the clerk: “Good
Heavens, would you think God Al-
mighty would make such a touse
about a ham sandwich.” (Laughter)

I trust that the majority report
of the committee will prevail

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Dow, moves that
the House accept the majority re-
port “Ought not to pass”. The
gentleman from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell,
moves that the bill and two reports
be referred to the Ninetieth Legis-
lature. The Chair will rule that
until the bill has been substituted
for the report, or the minority re-
port accepted, the motion of the
gentleman from Norway, Mr. Dow,
has precedence. The question is
therefcre on the motion of the
gentleman from Norway, Mr, Dow,
that the majority report “Ought not
to pass” be accepted. All those in
favor of the motion of the gentle-
man from Norway, Mr. Dow, will
say aye, those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and the majority
report, “Ought not to pass” was ac-
cepted, and sent up for concurrence.

Divided Report
Majority Report of the Committee
on Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act to

Create a State Boxing Commission”

(H. P. 1668) (L. D. T49) reporting

same in a new draft (H. P. 2168)

under same title and that it “Ought

to pass”
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. CHASE of Washington
MORSE of Waldo
MARDEN of Kennebec

—of the Senate.
BUZZELL of Belfast
PIKE of Bridgton
DWINAL of Camden
DONAHUE of Biddeford

—of the House.
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Minority Report of same Commit-
tee reporting “Ought not to pass”
on same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. DOW of Norway
PAYSON of Portland
SHESONG of Portland.

—of the House.

Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr.
Speaker, I move the acceptance of
the majority report, and I am glad
to be on that side once.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell, moves
that the House accept the majority
report of the Committee on Legal
Affairs reporting “Ought to pass in
new draft.” The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Shesong.

Mr. SHESONG: Mr. Speaker, I
suppose that in any session of the
Legislature a person is entitled to be
on the minority at least one time,
and I will say that I signed the
minority report on this bill for two
reasons: First, I am convinced that
we do not need a Boxing Commis-
sion in Maine. I think we have am-
ple laws to take care of all regula-
tion of boxing that we need. That is
my first premise.

In the second place, so far as
Portland is concerned, we do not
want this Commission. Portland
supervises its boxing very well. I
think the members here who attend
boxing matches in Portland will ad-
mit that fact.

It was estimated that the total
revenue from boxing in the State
ranges between $60,000 and $80,000.
Of that amount about $30,000 comes
from Portland, anc it did not seem
fair for Portland to be required to
pay about fifty per cent of the ex-
pense of running this Commission.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I move that
the minority report be accepted.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Belfast, Mr.
Buzzell, that the majority report be
accepted. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from  Lincoln, Mr.
Weatherbee.

Mr. WEATHERBEE: Mr. Speaker
and ladies and gentlemen of the
House: This is a matter which does
not very seriously concern most of
the members of the House, but it
does concern to a very important
degree a large number of the peo-
ple of the State, and, for that rea-
son, T feel that it justifies my taking
up a few moments of your time in
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explanation. It concerns very ser-
iously those of us who are fond of
the sport of boxing As I said when
I appeared before the Legal Affairs
Committee on this bill, I felt like a
physician who was recommending a
serious surgical operation on his
best friend, because, in many ways,
the boxing game is my best friend
and some of my best friends are in
it.

At that time we considered the
case, and seven of the physicians
whom I called in for consultation
on the case thought that an opera-
tion was necessary and three of
them felt that it was befter to let
the patient go along as he is.

Now I feel I am calling in a larger
group on a consultation, and I am
going to put this case before a hun-
dred and fifty-one physicians.

Let us for a few moments diag-
nose this case and make up our
minds as to whether the patient is
going to get along as he is or
whether he needs this operation.

In the first place the boxing game
at the present time is at a very low
ebb in the State of Maine. I think
this is true for many ohvious reas-
ons. It is because the -chiseling
managers and promoters have been
so greedy to get a few dollars that
they have forgotten whatever ethics
belong to the game. It 1s because
inexperienced boys, who ought to
be at home in bed, have been fight-
ing for one dollar or twe dollars at
the risk of serious injury. It is be-
cause fighters do not show up to
fight, and when you get there you
sometimes find two total strangers
in the ring. It is because people
who iollow the game have entirely
lost faith in a great many sections
of the State, because they don’t
know who they are going to see or
how well matched the fighters are
going to be, and they do not know
but what they are going to see
brutality, injuries and needless
death.

This is, as I said, a sport which
is very dear to many people. It is
one which is the only amusement
to a great many people of the State,
many of whom I know well, and
whose interest in this sport I am
very well aware of. It is a sport
which, if properly conducted, will
develop manhood and sportsman-
ship with very small risk of injury,
and it is one which, if properly con-
ducted, is not at all degrading to
those who watch it.
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I could tell you many stories of
the abuses which are now prevalent
in boxing in the State of Maine. I
could tell you of a man who ranked
among the first of the heavyweights
of the world who fought a man in
the State of Maine whom I am
firmly convinced never was in the
boxing ring in his life. Why seri-
ous injury or death did not re-
sult, I cannot say, but it was cer-
tainly fortunate. I could tell you
of fourteen-year-old boys fighting
grown men for a dollar or two and
I could tell you of forty-five or
fifty-year-old men fighting strong
young boys. Why more injury does
not result, I cannot say.

I could tell you of many, many
cases where there were twenty or
thirty pounds difference in the con-
testants, in spite of our law which
should regulate this matter and in-
tends to regulate this matter very
well. I could tell you of blind men,
more than one case, and I could
tell you of a case of a man who was
so nearly blind that he had to be
conducted on the street by a guiding
hand, yet this fellow was taken into
the ring to fight a man with all his
senses. I could tell you of many
instances of men fighting in the
ring with their hands encased in
dangerous weapons.

Just before I came in here this
morning there was handed to me a
roll of black tape, which I have here
in my hand, and I was told that it
was worn by a heavyweight cham-
pion of Maine when he fought in
this city and when he knocked out
the local heavyweight. This is a
very dangerous weapon and not
much different from the cestas
worn by the Roman gladiators
in the early days of boxing, hun-
dreds and hundreds of years ago.
I have seen in my own experience
a hundred cases or more where men
have had their hands encased in
these dangerous weapons, with the
result that very serious injury was
inflicted on their opponents, and I
can tell you the story of a fine boy
dying in the ring after he had been
matched with a man many, many
pounds heavier than himself, dying
there with no doctor in attendance,
in spite of the fact that the law
says that a doctor shall be in at-
tendance and examine the contest-
ants before they enter the ring, a
needless death—and there have
been several of those in recent years.

I know in the larger states the



732

Boxing Commissions are often po-
litical footballs and do not do any
good to the sport. Being political
appointments, the men on the Com-
mission are men who have had no
experience whatsoever with the
sport. But I do not think we have
any danger of that in the State
of Maine. In the first place, we are
fortunate enough to have a man as
Governor of the State who under-
stands the sport of boxing and who
has a genuine sympathy for sport.
There is no question in my mind
but what, if this bill should pass, he
will make a fine appointment, who-
ever he chooses.

This Commissioner cannot cost
the State more than three thousand
dollars, and I believe even in the
first year the Commission is certain
to take in more than that sum. This
bill provides for a tax of three per
cent on gross admissions. Last year
they would have grossed more than
two thousand dollars revenue in the
State of Maine on this three per
cent tax alone, beside an estimated
sum of $1,500 to $2,500 which would
be realized from the small license
fee which the bill provides for box-
ers, managers, seconds, promoters,
etc. It seems to me that it is bound
to a little more than pay its way,
and possibly, with the increased in-
terest of the public in the sport
which will come as a result of this
bill, it may even show a fair profit
to the State of Maine.

I have spoken about these abuses
of the sport. I think it is only fair
for me to state that what my col-
league from Portland, Mr. Shesong,
has told you about conditions in the
city of Portland is absolutely true.
I know of no evils existing there.
They have one of the finest boxing
clubs in the State, and if all the
other clubs in the State were con-
ducted as Portland is conducted,
there would be no great need of
such a bill as I have suggested, but,
unfortunately, the city of Portland
stands alone in that respect.

I have always been very reluct-
ant to urge a Boxing Commission on
this State. I have been interested in
the matter since I have been taking
part in the boxing game, which has
been for some ten years now. I even
came down here to argue against a
very radical boxing bill back in 1933.
But, in spite of my reluctance to
interfere with the sport and to cre-
ate a new commission in any indus-
try, I am convinced that such a
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bill as this is necessary at this time
if the boxing game is going to be
saved at all.

This bill is a very mild sort of bill,
as mild as possible. It provides for
a chairman of the Commission and
two other Commissioners, who will
meet every two weeks, for a mini-
mum salary, to hear appeals, as it
were, from disgruntled managers,
boxers or promoters whose licenses
have been denied or suspended by
the Commission. It provides only
what control is necessary. If you
read the Bangor Daily News or the
Kennebec Journal, you will find
that Jack Moran of the News and
Dick Kendall of the Kennebec Jour-
nal, men who represent the very
highest that we have in sports writ-
ers in the State, men who are not
in anyone’s pay and call things
just as they see them-—these men
are of the opinion that the boxing
game does need such a Commission
as_I have suggested. .

I am going to tell you very brief-
ly why I believe we should have this
bill. In the first place, the Com-
mission will have the power fto
grant and refuse licenses, with an
appeal to the courts. The bill will
give them the power to refuse li-
censes to young boys who should not
be out that late at night, to say
nothing of being in the ring fight-
ing professionally, and it will give
them power to refuse licenses to old
men, to punch-drunks, to men who
have already suffered serious in-
jury to their health and may be
seriously injured any time they step
into a ring. It will %ive them pow-
er to suspend these licenses and to
control the sport by threatening
punishment to those boxers and
managers and promoters who per-
sist in violating the rules of the
sport.

This Commission will have a
check on the question of whether
or not our laws are enforced, be-
cause the bill provides that the
Commission will send a slip to the
promoter, and this slip must be
signed by the promoter, referee and
physician and returned to the Com-
mission, stating the names of the
contestants that took part in the
fight, that they were examined and
found fit, what their weights were,
and how much difference in weight
there was between one fighter and
another, and it will state the result
of the contest.

This is, as I say, a great sport.
Jack Moran, in his column, esti-
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mates that about a hundred thou-
sand dollars was spent on this
sport last year, and the last part
of the admissions were on forty
cent tickets on which no tax was
paid. It is an industry substantial
enough so that it demands regula-
tion, and it is an industry which so
peculiarly endangers the safety of
the contestants if it is carried on
improperly that I believe it justi-
fies regulation, and it is an indus-
try which has got to the place where
it " must have such regulation if it
is going to continue.

The fate of this patient of whom
I am speaking is in your hands. I
believe that the patient is dying a
lingering and tortuous death. I
believe that we had better operate
on him, because I believe that we
have everything to gain and nothing
to lose. So, members of the House,
I urge the acceptance of the ma-
jority report “Ought to pass.”

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta:
Mr. Speaker and members of the
House: I can add nothing to what
the gentleman from Lincoln, Mr,
Weatherbee, has just given you. The
Internal Revenue figures, as I un-
derstand it, show that a tax was
paid on gross receipts in the boxing
industry in Maine during 1938 of
$60,000, which, at three per cent,
would raise $2,000 right off the bat.
Now the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Shesong, has argued that Port-
land would have to pay a larger per-
centage of the money which was
paid in than would the others to
the Boxing Commission. He also
says that Portland runs boxing effi-
ciently and that the sport is well
handled there. It seems to me that
that argument is really an argu-
ment in favor of this Boxing Com-
mission, hecause in other places in
the State it is not true that boxing
is run efficiently and well. If this
bill were passed it would mean that
boxing would be run in a better
manner in other sections of the
State with the result that boxing
would increase in other sections of
the State and would provide more
revenue to maintain the Boxing
Commission. I feel that since we
have boxing it should be regulated
and handled properly. I have the
same feeling that possibly many of
the members of this Legislature do
in regard to the creation of new
commisisons. I think this is an in-
stance where the welfare of the
pecple who take part in boxing
should be considered and, for that
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reason, I am not opposed to the
creation of this Commission. I feel
that it should come into existence.
Augusta also, I believe, conducts its
boxing games in a pretty good man-
ner. It is my understanding that
the bulk of the boxing people in
Augusta are in favor of this bill.
Simply because we have boxing
here which is run well is no rea-
son why we should object to bring-
ing about the same results in other
parts of the State. I hope the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Belfast,
Mr. Buzzell, will prevail.

Mr. BUZZELL: Mr. Speaker, I
feel very zealous about that major-
ity report of ours. I want to ap-
proach the proposition from another
angle. I want to approach this
proposition from the angle of safe-
ty. I want to disagree with the
gentleman from Lincoln, my friend
and your friend, Representative
Weatherbee, when he talks about
151 physicians. I want to take ex-
ception to that — they are not
physicians but surgeons. Now let
us operate on this bill in keeping
with the best interests of a great
many people of our State. There
are three sports that I am particu-
larly partial to. Now because I am
partial to those sports I do not feel
like imposing upon all others by
saying that just those three sports
should be enjoyed. I like baseball
very, very well indeed. I like boxing
and I like horse racing. I have
not had a gun in my hands for 35
years. It is no fun for me to kill
something and see it die. So far as
game in the State of Maine is con-
cerned, if everybody felt the same
as I do the game would not have to
have any protection. I do not care
any more about fishing than I do
about gunning but I do not say that
because I do not like gunning and
fishing that you should not have
a right to do those things, but I do
say this about this bill: I say if
we are going to have boxing let us
regulate it. I had not been to a
real boxing exhibition until the
other night by special invitation,
here at the City Hall, since I saw a
young TUniversity of Maine student
by the name of Prout killed in Ban-
gor by a much larger boxer. He
was a young boy who was trying
to work himself through the Uni-
versity of Maine by boxing and this
bruiser hit him and killed him. I
believe it was because there was
no regulation, no examination and
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no regulation as to matching. I
believe that if we had had a com-
mission in the State of Maine that
those two men never would have
been permitted to fight, those two
men never would have been put in
there, and possibly that young man
might have been one of the ablest
citizens of the State of Maine. This
proposition is a safety measure.
This morning here we had an ex-
hibition from the boys from Port-
land — I like them all — but when
one is for a proposition and an-
other is against, there is some hope
for the rest of us when the Port-
land delegation disagrees. (Laugh-
ter)

Let’s pass this bill in the interest
of safety, in the protection of the
boys that may be lured into the
ring by the bright lights, many times
without the consent of the parents.
Let’s have some protection for them.

Mr. HINMAN of Skowhegan: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
It may be because of my feeble ca-
pacity, but I feel that we have not
the information that we should
have before us before this bill is
finally accepted by the House. To
begin with I have never seen the
bill and secondly I do not know
what the salary is that is set up
for the commission, and finally I
would like to know whether or not
it is going to be self-supporting.

Mr. WEATHERBEE: Mr. Speak-
er, I would say for the benefit of
the members of the House who have
not had an opportunity to read the
bill L. D. 749 that there is a new
draft H. P. 2168.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
call to the attention of the gentle-
man that the new draft has not
been printed and distributed.

Mr. WEATHERBEE: Mr. Speak-
er, I have not myself seen the new
draft since it came from the com-
mittee so that I cannot enlighten
him.

Mr. HINMAN: Mr. Speaker, I
have no objection to the committee
report but it does seem that I do
owe it to my committee to know
something about what the expense
is to State of Maine and whether or
not it would be a proper expense. 1
have no particular objection but I
would suggest that the biil lie upon
the table until such time as we can
have it. Perhaps it can be read
to us.

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speaker,

I have not seen the new draft but it
is my understanding that the new
draft will provide that there will be
no expense to the State of Maine.
All the expense of running the com-
mission will come out of the fees
paid.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Strong:
Mr. Speaker, I move that this be
tabled pending the printing of the
revised bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Strong, Mr. Richardson, moves
that the two reports of the Com-
mittee on Legal Affairs and accom-
panying bill lie on the table, pend-
ing the motion of the gentleman
from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell, that the
majority report “Ought to pass in
new draft” be accepted, and that
500 copies be printed.

Mr. HINMAN: Mr. Speaker,—

The SPEAKER: For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. HINMAN: On the tabling of
the bill, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman that the mo-
tion to table is not debatable.

Is this the pleasure of the House.

The motion prevailed, and the
two reports and accompanying bill
were tabled.

Divided Report
Report A of the Committee on

Salaries and Fees reporting “Ought

not to pass” on Bill “An Act relat-

ing to the Compensation of the

Register of Probate of York Coun-

ty” (H. P. 941) (L. D. 369) which

was recommitted.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. McGILLICUDDY of Houlton
DOWNS of Rome
DOUGLASS of Gorham
CHURCHILL of Brewer
FERNALD of Levant

—of the House.

Report B of same Committee re-
golrting “Ought to pass” on same

ill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. SPEAR of Cumberland

HARKINS of Androscoggin
—of the Senate.

On motion by Mr. Churchill of
Brewer, Report A, “Ought not to
pass” was accepted and sent up for
concurrence,
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Divided Report

Majority Report of the Committee
on Taxation reporting “Ought not
to pass” on Bill “An Act Reducing
Registration Fees of Motor Vehicles
and Increasing the Gasoline Tax,
and Increasing the Allotment of
Highway Funds to the Municipali-
ties” (H. P. 1800) (L. D. 968) togeth-
er with Remonstrances S. P. 420,
421, 424, 434, 443, 446, 454, 456, 458,
460, 461, 462, 463, 464, 467, 468, 469,
470, 471, 472, 502, 511, 512, 542, 594,
532, 533, 535, 537 and H. P. 1763,

1777, 1778, 1779, 1804, 1845, 1819,
1823, 1850, 1851, 1849, 1852, 1854,
1855, 1814, 1824, 1832, 1856, 2021,

2045, 2080, 3081, 2082, 2083, 2084, 2104,
2144.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. TOMPKINS of Arocostook
CONY of Kennebec
CHAMBERLAIN of Penob-

scot

—of the Senate.
WORTH of Stockton
Springs

NOYES of Franklin
RICHARDSON of Strong
DORSEY of Fort Fairfield
DEAN of Greenville
ELLIS of Fairfield
—of the House.
Minority Report of same Commit-
tee reporting “Ought to pass” on
same Bill.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Mr. MAXIM of Portland
—of the House.
Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr.

Speaker, I move that we accept the
majority report “Ought not to pass.”

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Franklin, Mr. Noyes, moves
that the House accept the majority
report “Ought not to pass.” The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Maxim.

Mr. MAXIM: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to state to the members
of the House briefly why I signed
the minority report and why I
think the majority report should
not be accepted at this time.

We members of the Taxation
Committee had before us, up to this
morning, only three major revenue
producing measures, or perhaps I
should say four—two measures con-
cerned with the taxing of cigarettes
and tobacco, this measure dealing
with registration fees and the taxa-
tion of gasoline, and a measure pro-
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viding for the taxation of women
under a proposed poll tax measure.
You will notice on the calendar,
farther over, that the poll tax mea-
sure is reported out with the unan-
imous report “Ought not to pass.”
That leaves us with only two major
sources of revenue on which we can
fall back to produce whatever money
may be needed at the end of the
session in order to finahce old age
assistance, if we need any, which I
hope we shall not. .

If you accept the majority report
on this measure, the whole subject
of the taxation of gasoline is out of
the window, and you have only one
major source, and, in fact, only one
adequate source of taxation left, the
tobacco tax.

I opposed within the committee
the reporting of this measure at this
time. It seems to me to be entirely
premature, But I was only one out
of nine members who felt that way
about it, and, in justice to the oth-
er members, I want to explain that
I think that they felt that we are
sc near the end of the session that
the time has come when we should
report out all measures now before
us and allow them to be discussed
on the floor of the House and the
Senate in order that sentiment may
be crystalized for one method or
the other of raising tax money.

I cannot concur in this point of
view, for this reason, among others:
That is nothing is more vulnerable
on the floor of any deliberative
body than a taxation measure which
does not definitely and immediately
provide money for an appropriation
measure. You can shoot any tax-
ation measure full of holes unless
it is hooked up definitely to a par-
ticular appropriation measure which
is going to provide some useful and
desirable service to the citizens
of the State. To bring out on the
floor of the House a revenue
measure at this time unsupported
by a corresponding appropriation
measure, to me seems very unfair
and very unwise.

I hope the motion for the accept-
ance of the majority report will not
prevail, for the reason that I believe
this Legislature ought to keep before
it these last two major revenue mea-
sures, in order to have them before
it if they should be needed in the
closing hours of this session when
the financing of old age assistance
is going to be decided. If you should
see fit not to accept the majority



736

report, I should then move the ac-
ceptance of the minority report,
with the idea simply that it would
be held on the table, with your in-
dulgence, until such time as we
could hear the report of the Appro-
priations Committee, which is not
yet available, or, perhaps I should
say, the joint report of the Appro-
priations Committee and the so-
called Economy Committee,
~ Now nobody, including myself, can
vote intelligently on any revenue
measure producing a certain amount
of income unless he knows approx-
imately how much money has to be
raised, and I do not know it at this
moment nor do any of you know it.
Therefore, how can anybody vote
intelligently as to whether a certain
vehicle for the raising of funds
should be adopted? I maintain that
the thing is not common sense and
that the procedure is not a wise one.
I am not a proponent of this tax-
ation bill as such. I do recognize in
it a perfectly feasible method, how-
ever, for the raising of necessary
funds. I might say that the bill un-
der discussion was introduced to
finance Senator Wentworth’s bill,
Legislative Document 973, which
would pass back to the towns the
responsibility of raising money to
support old age assistance. I am
opposed to this method as it was
incorporated in the Governor’s
Budget Message and I am opposed
to it now after hearing the testi-
mony at the very well attended
hearing on the subject. I do not
think it is the best way to handle
the matter. Nevertheless, that mat-
ter has not yet been decided. If Sen-
ator Wentworth’s idea should final-
ly meet with the approval of this
body, we might very much need
this bill to fall back on to pay back
to the towns certain moneys to be
used on roads in order to relieve
them of that large expense for
which they might make a corre-
sponding contribution to the State
Treasury for the support of old age
assistance. I question personally the
desirability of that method of ap-
proach. My own thought on it is
that we would do better to get out a
revenue measure, the proceeds of
which would be devoted directly and
specifically to the payment of old
age assistance. Nevertheless, in fair-
ness to Senator Wentworth’s bill
and to those who support it, I think
we ought not at this time to turn
down the revenue measure on which
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he is counting to some extent to
make his idea possible.

I want to call your attention to
one thing in connection with the
idea embodied in this bill: There
were three excellent tax bills intro-
duced. It might be said of two of
them that, under the Federal Act,
they would constitute a diversion of
funds. Of this one I think it could
not be said that it does constitute
a diversion of funds, inasmuch as
by the provisions of this bill any
funds raised by it would be allocat-
ed definitely to the municipalities
under a certain three-way division
which would definitely allocate it
for road purposes. Therefore, of the
three bills, this is the one which
perhaps has all the arguments in
its favor if we are going to enact a
gasoline tax bill in order indirectly
to finance or help finance old age
assistance.

In view of these facts, the fact
that it is premature to kill the bill,
that we may need it very much at
the end of the session, that if it is
killed and we still desire at
the end of the session to use the
idea of a gasoline tax to do our
financing, it would be necessary
to get a majority vote of both
Houses in order to instruct the Tax-
ation Committee to re-enact such a
neasure, in which case, unless we
adopt substantially the original
reasure, it would be necessary to
delay for two or three days to
advertise hearings on such a bill—
for all these reasons I hope that
the motion of the gentleman from
Franklin, Mr. Noyes, that the ma-
jority report be accepted, will not
prevail.

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, 1 just want to say one or
two words on this along the lines
of the method of procedure.

I do not agree with the gentleman
that if we accept this report now
this bill is forever dead, because, if
I understand the procedure correct-
ly, if there should ever crystalize in
this body any sentiment or desire
for this particular measure, it could
be recalled from the files by a
joint order, which would need only
a majority vote of the House and a
majority vote of the Senate to bring
it back from the files. You will re-
member that about a week ago I
suggested, in connection with a
taxation measure which I present-
ed, that I was willing to let it go
“Ought not to pass,” with the
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thought that if we ever decided
that we needed it or wanted it, it
could be recalled.

I think the proper procedure here,
if there is anyone who believes that
a gasoline tax is the proper kind of
a tax to raise revenue, is that we
ought to consider the gasoline tax
on its merits as a tax and then pro-
ceed to consider on its merits every
other form of taxation that we
have, and then, when the time
comes to consider each appropria-
tion, we will consider that on its
merits; we will consider how much
we want to appropriate for all of
the different departments, and we
will consider how much we want to
appropriate for old age assistance,
and then, if we find that we have
appropriated so much money and
we have not revenue enough to
balance the budget, then we will
consider whether we will balance
the budget by a gasoline tax or a
payroll tax or an income tax or by
any other form of tax that we have
had here before this Legislature.

I oppose the suggestion made by
the gentleman from Portland (Mr.
Maxim) that we should keep this
particular tax bill hanging here be-
cause it may be one that we need.
If you do that, you will get to a
point eventually where someone will
say to you that in order to take care
of old age assistance, you have got
to take this tax and cannot take
any other.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN of Portland:
Mr. Speaker, I would like permis-
sion to address the Speaker facing
the House. i

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
has permission.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN: Mr. Speaker
and ladies and gentlemen of the
House: I hope that you will be
patient in listening to me briefly on
the discussion of this important
matter. I take it that notwith-
standing the fact that we differ on
some matters, every last one of us
realize the fact that we have come
here for the purpose of getting
raoney for the old people of this
State. We have already provided
for nearly 12,000 of them, and, ac-
cerding to the best estimates that
I can get, we have perhaps five to
eight thousand more who are just as
deserving as those who have been
granted relief. In order to raise
that money or to save that money
great efforts are being made by
various committees to try to see
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where we can cut down or where
we can get rid of useless branches
of government. I, for one, can see
no possible way of solving this pro-
blem and solving it as it should be
unless we have some hew taxes. In
order for us to raise this money or
to save the money we are very apt
to go to some absurd extent. Al-
ready an attempt has been made to
raise money by lottery, to raise
money by Sunday movies, to raise
money by dog racing, to raise money
by cutting down the salaries of the
employees of this State. We are be-
ing driven to an absurd extent. Now
the money we need for this purpose
can be raised and it can be raised
legitimately, and if we do this job,
we want to do it well. Mr. Speaker,
I was the man who introduced this
tax measure on gasoline. I want to
express to this House now that this
is no pet theory of mine. I do not
care whether we raise this money
by gasoline or by some other method
so long as we raise it in a proper,
legitimate way, but I want to say
to you that long before I came up
to this House this winter I was
deeply concerned with how we were
going to raise the necessary funds
to take care of these old people. I
considered many ways, considered
the matter of transfer of funds
from the Highway, the matter of a
cigarette tax, the matter of the
luxury tax, and so on, and I talked
this matter over with many men,
men whom I considered men of in-
telligence and brains, and I find
that in the course of the conver-
sation that I had with these men
that the vast majority of them
seemed to think that there was
more merit in the gasoline tax than
in some others. I therefore intro-
duced into this House two gasoline
tax measures, this particular one
being by request. It seems to me
that at this time it is very proper
that I should let the members of
this House understand what these
measures tried to do, because it is
quite possible that if we solve this
problem as it should be solved that
we will have to come back to this
measure or back to the measure re-
ported on by Mr. Varney of Berwick,
that has been reported out. There
are various methods by which this
tax can be raised. I would like to
say just a word on the gasoline tax
measure that is now tabled in the
Senate in connection with this same
thing. That tax provided that we
should have one cent tax on gasoline
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earmarked for old age assistance
and passed as an emergency mea-
sure. I find from the report of the
State that would bring into the
State about one and one-half mil-
lion dollars. That tax would have
these two advantages and it refers
to either this bill or the other tax
bill. It does have this advantage:
It costs practically nothing to col-
lect because the machinery for the
collection is already established.

In the second place, it would
bring in from $250,000 to $300,000
from out-of-state tourists, thus be-
ing practically a gift to the State of
Maine of that amount of money.
In connection with that first mea-
sure, the one now pending in the
Senate, I also introduced a mea-
sure that would reduce the rate of
registration twenty-five per cent.
That would save the people who buy
gasoline a little more than $500,000.
The income from out-of-state tour-
ists would give us more than a quar-
ter of a million dollars so that the
actual amount of money that many
of us would have to pay fo raise one
and one-half million dollars on this
plan would be one-half of one cent.
Now just to show this House how
little the people who protest this

tax know about it I want
to cite one instance: A man
in Portland stated that if

my gasoline tax bill went through
his tax would be $150 with four
dollars back for registration. I
showed that man after we analyzed
it that his tax would be $5.25 with
four dollars back or a total tax of
$1.25. I want to call your atten-
tion to this fact also, that out of
thousands of people who have pro-
tested against this tax there are
thousands upon thousands of them
who would not have to pay one ex-
tra cent under that plan because if
they got back three or four dollars
on their registration they could
drive from 3,000 to 5,000 miles with-
out costing them one cent more
Ehan they are paying at the present
ime.

Now this particular bill I intro-
duced by request. The plan of this
bhill was coupled with the scheme
that was suggested by the Governor
in his inaugural address, that part
of this expense should be thrown
back on the towns, and the object
of this bill was in case that should
happen that the State would be
giving the towns the money that
they afterwards took away from
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them. In other words, the very ob-
ject of this bill was to relieve the
towns from the burden that wog}d
come from Senator Wentworth’s
bill which was mentioned by the
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Max-
im. Now I want to take up this
feature for just a moment. If the
Wentworth bill should go through,
one quarter of the burden of the
old age relief would come back on
the town, and if you Kkill this meas-
ure you would have nothing to take
its place. You people who were so
ready to kill this bill or any meas-
ure that relates to a tax on gasoline
should stop to consider that you
may be cutting the throat of your
own town by throwing this measure
out so that it cannot be considered
in the future. I want to say one
thing further. It has been men-
tioned about the Hayden Cartwright
Act. I think the members of this
House should know what the Hay-
den Cartwright Act is. I just want
to give you some idea. It says:
“That on and after June 30, 1935,
that at least the amount now pro-
vided by law for such purposes (re-
ferring to the gas tax) should be
used for roads and for no other
purpose.” Then it provided “in no
case shall the provisions of this sec-
tion operate to deprive any state of
more than one-third of the amount
that it would otherwise receive.”
Now the gas tax that is proposed by
either of these bills has nothing
whatsoever to do with the Hayden
Cartwright Act for the reason that
we have the same rate of four cents
for a tax that we have now, and we
pay a larger amount now for roads
irom that source than we did in
1935. Further, for your informa-
tion, I want to give you two or three
figures,—I got these from the High-
way Department. We took in for
gasoline last year $5,832,988, and the
estimate of the Highway Depart-
ment is that in 1940 it will be about
$5,700,000. We take in at the pres-
ent time for registrations approxi-
mately $3,600,000. In other words,
for gasoline and registrations, the
people of this State are now paying
approximately nine and a half mil-
lion dollars. Now what do we get
from the State? From the Highway
Department I find that for the year
1940 they expect to get $1,139,664.
You will see that we spend many,
many millions of dollars more in
the State of Maine than is matched
by the government. The possible
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loss to the State of Maine, if we
divide with the government and
take money from the Highway De-
partment deliberately, would be
$379,000 a year that we would lose.
I call to your attention that even
if that should happen, which it will
not, we would take in a substantial
amount of that from outside
tourists if this bill passed. Now
I am not ftrying to get this
House to pass this bill. I am
trying to make you familiar
with what it is trying to do. I cer-
tainly agree with the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Maxim, that we
ought not to kill these measures un-
til we see whether or not we are
going to nezd them to take care of
the problem that we have got to
solve.

Again I want to say to the mem-
bers of this House that this is no
pet measure of mine. I do not
want any new taxes any more than
you want them, but I do want to
see this problem solved, and I want
to call your attention to the fact
that if we allow ourselves to drift,
this is just what we are going to
do: We are going to take care of
two or three thousand old age pen-
sioners when we ought to take care
of eight thousand. In other words,
if we do not look out, we are only
going to half do the job we were
sent here to do. I want to tell you
that we can do the job and we can
do it well and we can take care of
every last one of our needy in the
State of Maine and we have not
got to take away the salaries of our
emplovees to do it either. I hope
this House will carefully consider
before they vote to kill this measure.

Mr. ELLIS of Fairfield: Mr,
Speaker, I move that this bill and
the two reports lie on the table
pending the acceptance of either
report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Fairfield, Mr. Ellis, moves that
the report of the Committee on
Taxation, together with Bill “An
Act Reducing Registration Fees of
Motor Vehicles and Increasing the
Gasoline Tax, and Increasing the
Allotment of Highway Funds to the
Mun‘cipalities” lie on the table
pending the motion of the gentle~
man from Franklin, Mr. Noyes, that
the House accept the majority re-
port “Ought not to pass.” Is this
the pleasure of the House? All
those in favor of the motion to ta-
ble will say aye; those opposed no.
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A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion to table did not prevail.

Mr. YOUNG of Old Orchard
Beach: Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Young, moves the previous ques-
tion. In order for the Chair to
entertain this motion it requires the
affirmative consent of one-third of
the members present. All those in
favor of the Chair entertaining the
motion for the previous question will
rise and stand in their places until
counted and the Monitors will make
and return the count.

A divison of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third of the members
present having arisen, the previous
question is ordered. The pending
question now is, shall the main
question be now put?

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed that the main
question be now put.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Franklin, Mr.
Noyes, that the House accept the
majority report of the Committee
on Taxation reporting “Ought not
to pass.” All those in favor of the
acceptance of the majority report
will say aye; those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, the majority re-
port “Ought not to pass” was ac-
cepted and sent up for concurrence.

House Report — Placed On File

Mr. Brown from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
Remonstrance of S. W. Jordan of
Mechanic Falls and 18 others
against H. P. 1560, L. D. 658, Act
relating to the Issuance of Permits
to Propagate Game Birds, Game
and Fur-bearing Animals (H. P.
%({78) reported that it be placed on

e

Eieport read and accepted and
sent up for concurrence.

Ought Not to Pass

Mr. Fellows from the Committee
on Judiciary reported ‘“Ought not
to pass” on Bill “An Act Amending
the Unemployment Compensation
Law relating to the Study of Merit
Rating” (H. P. 1588) (L. D. 863) as
subject matter is covered by other
legislation.

Mr. Varney from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
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lating to Commitment of Male Juv-
enile Delinquents” (H. P. 1607) (L.
D. 700) as subject matter is covered
by other legislation.

Mr. Donahue from the Committee
on Legal Affairs reported same on
Bill “An Act to Provide a Police
Commission for the city of Bidde-
ford” (H. P. 1163) (L. D. 482)

Mr. Dow from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Nomination of Candidates
for Town Meeting Members in San-
ford” (H. P. 1180) (I.. D. 496)

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An
Act to Allow Beano at Fairs” (H. P.
1669) which was recommitted.

Mr. Everett from the Committee
on Public Health reported same on
Bill “An Act relating to Child
Birth” (H. P. 1704) (L. D. 87D

Mr. Maxim from the Committee
on Taxation reported same on Bill
“An Act relating to Exemptions
from Taxation” (H. P. 1729) (L. D.
837)

Mr. Worth from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Poll-taxes” (H. P. 1735)
(L. D. 752)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought to Pass-Consolidated Resolves

Mr. Peakes from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
the following Resolves:

. P. 122, Resolve Opening Bog
Pond to Ice Fishing.

H. P. 123, Resclve
Fishing in Long Pond.

H. P. 242, Resolve Opening Wey-
mouth Pond to Ice Fishing.

H. P. 276, L. D. 86, Resolve Rela-
tive to Fishing in North Pond, East
Pond and East Pond Stream.

Relating to

H. P. 382, Resolve Regulating
Fishing in Elbow Lake,

H. P. 383, Resolve Regulating
Fishing in Grassy, Lower Grassy

and Elbow Ponds.

H. P. 470, L. D. 141, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in the Belgrade Chain
of Lakes.

H. P. 471, L. D. 142, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Kokadjo River.

H. P. 472, L. D. 143, Resolve Re-
lating to Fishing in Kenduskeag
Stream.

H. P. 474, Resolve Relating to
Fishing in Lower Springy Pond.

H. P. 476, Resolve Relating to
g‘éshlng in Lily Lakes in Township

H., P. 477, Resolve Relating to
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Fishing in Pineos Ponds in Town-
ship 17. .

H. P. 478, Resolve Closing Pike
Brook Trout Pond, in Township 18,
N. D. to Fishing.

H. P. 479, Resolve Relating to
Fishing in Schoodic Pond, in Town-~
ship 18.

H. P. 480, Resolve Opening
Georges Pond, in Hancock County,
to Ice Fishing for Pickerel.

H. P. 547, L. D. 221, Resolve Regu-
lating PFishing in Grand Lake and
Pocumpus Lake.

H. P, 549, L. D. 223, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Great Embden
Pond in Embden.

H. P. 75, L. D. 250, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Armstrong Brook.

H. P. 677, L. D. 252, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Wilson Lake.

H. P. 678, L. D. 253, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Mountain Brook
Pond and Baker Pond in Bowdoin
College Grant.

H. P. 884, L. D. 341, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Certain Oxford
County Waters.

H. P. 885, L. D. 342, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Hobb's Pond or
Little Pennessewassee Lake in Ox-
ford County.

H. P. 836, L.. D. 343, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Certain Oxford
County Walters.

H. F. 887, L. D. 344, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Perleys Pond.

H. P. 890, L. D. 347, Resolve Regu-~
lating Fishing in Certain Franklin
County Waters.

H. P. 892, L. D. 349, Resolve Regu~
lating Fishing in Saddleback Lake.

H. P. 893, L. D. 350, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Blakesley Lake in
Tewnship 5, Range 6.

H. F. 894, 1.. D. 351, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Baker Pond in
'%;ownship 5, Range 6, B. K. P, W. K.

H. P. 895, L. D. 352, Resolve Regu-
lating Fishing in Beck Pond in
Township 3, Range 5.

H. P. 1107, L. D. 395, Resolve Re-
lating to Fishing in Harriman Pond.

H. P. R D. 396, Resolve
Regulating Fishing in Rift and
King Ponds in the County of Han-

cock,
H. P. 1109, L. D. 397, Resolve
Regulating Fishing in Giles Pond.
H. F. 1110, L. D. 398, Resolve Es-
tablishing Opening Dates for Fish-
ing in Piscataquis County Waters.
H. P. 1112-L. D. 400—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in The South and
West Branch Tributaries of the
Penobscot River in Somerset County.
H. P. 1113-L. D. 401—Resolve Reg-
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ulating Fishing in Fry Pan Pond in
Square Towh, Somerset County.

H. P. 1114-1.. D. 402—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Horseshoe Pond
in East Moxie, Somerset County.

H. P. 1115-L. D. 403—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Round Pond, in
Square Town, Somerset County.

H. P. 1318-L. D. 504—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Moosehead Lake.

H. P. 1319-L. D. 505—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Little Pond.

H. P. 1457-L. D. 556—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in South Pond.

H. P. 1458-L. D. 557—Resolve Reg-~
ulating Fishing in Mt. Blue Pond
in Avon.

H. P. 1571-L. D. 634—Resolve Re-
lating to Ice Fishing in Aroostook
County.

H. P. 1576-L. D. 639—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Fourth Butter-
milk Pond.

H. P. 1577-L. D. 640—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Pierce Pond.

H. P. 1578-L. D. 641—Resolve Reg-
ulating Fishing in Certain Somer-
set County Waters.

S. P. 65 Resolve Regulating Pick-
erel Fishing in Pattee’s Pond in
Winslow.

S. P. 66 Resolve Regulating Pick-
erel Fishing in Lovejoy Pond in
Albion.

S. P. 109 Resolve Closing Andros-
coggin Lake in the Towns of Leeds
and Wayne, to Ice Fishing.

S. P. 255 Resolve Regulating Bass
Season in Kezar Lake.

. S. P. 256 Resolve Regulating Fish-
ing in Virginia Lake.

. S. P. 257 Resolve Regulating Fish-
ing in Hobbs and Hanna Brooks.

. S. P. 316 Resolve Regulating Fish-
Ing in Howard Lake in the Town of
Hanover, Oxford County.

reported a Consolidated Resolve
under title of “Resolve Regulating
Fishing in the Various Waters of
the State” (H. P. 2163) and that it
“Ought to pass”

Report was read and accepted.

The SPEAKER: The Consolidat~
ed Resolve will lie on the table for
printing.

Ought to Pass in New Draft

Mr. Hanold from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
Bill “An Act relative to Fishing in
Fishways” (H. P. 1563) (L. D. 661)
reported same in a new draft (H. P.
2151) under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An
Act relative to Transportation of
Deer within State” (H. P. 1558) (L.
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D. 656) reported same in & new
draft (H. P. 2152) under same title
and that it “Ought to pass”

Mr. Starrett from same Commit-
tee on Bill “An Act relative to the
Use of Buckshot in Hunting Deer”
(H. P. 676) (L. D. 251) reported
same in a new draft (H. P. 2153) (L.
D, 1130) under same title and that
it “Ought to pass”

Reports were read and accepted
and the new drafts ordered printed
under the Joint Rules.

Mr. HOWES of Charleston: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to make a few
remarks in regard to this bill.

I was in here at the time this bill
came up, and I objected to it.

There are some old people who
cannot shoot a rifle, and so I ob-
ject to it for the same reason now.
There are many people in the State
of Maine who enjoy going out hunt-
ing but who cannot shoot a rifle.

I remember one day my father,
who was about seventy years old,
showed me his rifle and said to me:
“I don’t use it and I don’t think
you ever will want it. I have got a
fellow that wants to buy it.” I says,
“Why don’t you keep it?” He said
that he had a shotgun but that
he couldn’t see to shoot a rifle and
he had no further use for it.

If you pass this bill, you are go-
ing to make a lot of poachers. I
do not own a rifle and I am not go-
ing to buy one either, but I am go-
ing to hunt just as long as I can
see. Don’t do this thing.

There are people in the State of
Maine who used to go out in a deer
yard and kill sixty or seventy deer,
but I don't know of any deer being
killed now in the winter. We have a
wonderfully efficient Fish and Game
Department, and they can do much
in the way of educating people
along these lines, and I have heard
that remark from several sources.

As I said in the hearing, I go out
hunting and I used to go out with a
rifle and hunt game, but now I al-
ways take a shotgun. For the last
ten or fifteen years I have not used
anything but a shotgun. I am get-
ting to the point now where I can-
not see anything, and I am soon
going to join the old men’s club
myself, and I would like the privi-
lege as long as I live of going hunt-
ing. I will hunt with what I please
as long as I am able to. I hope
this bill does not pass, because you
will find conditions just as I say.

There are thousands of people in
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the State of Maine who cannot go
hunting with a rifle. I know a fel-
low, a neighbor of mine, who has
hunted all his life and who was
a wonderful shot, and now he goes
out and seldom gets a shot. I be-
lieve we should do something for
these citizens of Maine who have
upheld the integrity of the State
of Maine all these years and who
have paid their taxes. I say they
should still have the privilege of
going hunting.

Mr. DEBECK of Holden: Mr.
Speaker, I wish to say that I do
not hunt now, but I used to. Now
if it is the desire of the voters of
the State of Maine to protect deer
first and men second, vote for this
bill. I know that it is not custom-
ary to hear of a man being killed
in the woods by buckshot. If you
are going to do away with hunting
with buckshot and use high-powered
rifles, you will have more men shot
than ever before. I am opposed
to this bill.

Mr. GOOD of Monticello: Mr.
Speaker, I introduced this bill, but
it was not my purpose when I in-
troduced it to deprive anyone of
the privilege of hunting with a shot-
gun. It was introduced for the sole
purpose of protecting our game. I
checked up with the game wardens
and they told me about the deer
they have found in the woods shot
with buckshot and which had got
away.

I do not want the members of the
House to understand that because
this bill deprives anyone of using
buckshot that they have got to
throw their shotgun away. That
is not so. There is a ball for use in
shotguns that will kill deer and you
can do as good a job as with a rifle.
Therefore, I cannot see why a man
should object to this bill. I have
talked with several people that hunt
and they tell me there are very few
cases where they have ever got a
deer with a shotgun. When people
hunt at night, they generally use a
shotgun. Of course you know it is
not legal to hunt at night anyway.

I feel this is a fair bill. It will
protect our game, protect the deer;
and if we do not protect them in
a few years we won’t have any to
hunt either with a shotgun or a
rifle. I feel it is a fair bill. I would
feel baqly if it prevented anyone
from hunting with a shotgun and
they had to throw their gun away.
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I cannot see for the life of me where
it is going to injure anyone, and it
is a measure to protect our game.
Therefore, I hope that the unani-
mous report of the committee on
this bill, “Ought to pass,” will be ac-
cepted.

Mr. NOYES of PFranklin: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to support the
remarks of the gentleman from
Charleston, Mr. Howes.

I sympathize with the Fish and
Game Committee in what they are
attempting to do, but I do think
that a great deal of this legislation
that we are passing in this 89th
Legislature, a great many of the
improvements that we are trying to
achieve, could be achieved through
education. For that reason, I hope
that the motion of the gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Howes, pre-
vails.

Mr. COWAN of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, T would like to endorse, for
once, the remarks of the gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Howes. I
thoroughly sympathize with him in
his troubles here today.

I was in the hearing at the time
this thing was discussed and I
heard the psuedo-expert give a lot
of misinformation in regard to tra-
jectories, penetration, and things
like that.

This Legislature has from time to
time, at the insistance of various
interests, brought in bills and pass-
ed laws that have gradually cut
down on the rights of the ordinary
common man to do a little hunting
and fishing which he has been ac-
customed to do, We cannot fish for
hornpout or eels as we used to do,
and there are all kinds of restric-
tions on hunting.

Personally, I do most of my hunt-
ing with a rifle, but I occasionally
take a shotgun. I heartily endorse
the remarks of the gentleman from
Charleston, Mr, Howes.

Mr. GOOD: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to say I have petitions
from the Portland Fish and Game
Club, the Auburn Fish and Game
Club and several Aroostook Fish
and Game Clubs in favor of this
bill. They feel it is one of the best
bills ever introduced to protect our
deer. I feel we have got to recognize
the Fish and Game clubs in the
State of Maine, It is not my pur-
pose to deprive anyone of any
rights, but I do feel this bill ought
to pass.

Mr. HOWES: Mr. Speaker, I at-
tended this hearing on the bill. I
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want to say that I had a cousin
who was shot with buckshot and
seriously injured.

I have been up river and run
sporting camps and stayed there for
three or four months and I have
found lots and lots of deer that have
been shot with a rifle. I am sure I
never saw a deer in the woods that
had been shot with a shotgun, and
I have seen plenty of deer in my
day. I am going to move the in-
definite postponement of this bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Howes, moves
that the Bill “An Act relative to the
Use of Buckshot in Hunting Deer”
together with the report, be in-
definitely postponed. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

Mr. DeBECK: Mr. Speaker, I ask
for a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Holden, Mr. DeBeck, asks for
a division. All those in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Charleston, Mr. Howes, that the re-
port and bill be indefinitely post-
poned will rise and stand in their
places until counted and the Moni-
tors will make and return the count.

A division of the House was had.

Sixty-five having voted in the
affirmative and 20 in the negative,
the motion prevailed, the bill, to-
gether with the report, were inde-
finitely postponed and sent up for
cencurrence.

Cught To Pass In New Draft
(Continued)

Mr. Peakes from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
Bill “An Act relative to Closed Time
on Deer in Certain Counties” (H. P.
72) (L. D. 29) reported same in new
draft (H. P. 2154) under title of “An
Act relating to Closed Time on Deer
in Islesboro and Rabbits in Vinal-
haven” and that it “Ought to pass”

Mr. Everett from the Commit-
tee on Public Health on Bill “An
Act Permitting Alden TUlmer of
Rockland to Practice Embalming”
(H. P. 1237) (L. D. 464) reported
same in a new draft (H. P. 2155)
under title of “Resolve Permitting
Examination of Alden Ulmer and
Arthur Andrews by Embalming
Board” and that it “Ought to pass”

Mr. Good from the Committee on
Temperance on Bill “An Act Re-
gulating the Sale of Malt” (H. P.
1744) (L. D. 847) reported same in
a new draft (H. P. 2164) under same
title and that it “Ought to pass”
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Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on Bill “An Act relating to
Advertising Liquor, Malt Liquor,
Wines and Spirits” (H. P. 945) (L.
D. 330) reported same in a new
draft (H. P. 2166) under same title
and that it “Ought to pass”

Mr. Mills from same Committee
on Bill “An Act relating to Malt
Liquors” (H. P. 1743) (L. D. 846)
reported same in a new draft (H. P.
2167) under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”

Mr. Dow from the Committee on
Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act re-
lating to the Discharge of Persons
Committed to the Insane Hospi-
tals” (H. P. 1643) (L. D. 725) re-
ported same in a new draft (H, P.
2169) under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”

Mr. Varney from the Committee
ort Judiciary on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Commitment of Female
Juvenile Delinquents” (H. P. 1604)
(L. D. 668) reported same in a new
draft (H. P. 2170) under title of
“An Act relating to Commitment
of Juvenile Delinquents” and that
it “Ought to pass”

Reports were read and accepted
and the new drafts ordered printed
under the joint Rules.

Ought to Pass

Mr. Peakes from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game re-
ported “Ought to pass” on Resolve
for Screening Outlet of Bog Lake
in the town of Northfield (H. P.
239)

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Resolve
Regulating Pishing in Scraggly
Lake (H. P. 277)

Reports were read and accepted.

The SPEAKER: These resolves
will lie on the table for priating.

Mr. Varney from the Committee
on Judiciary reported “QOught to
pass” on Bill “An Act relating to
Abesent Voting” (H. P. 912) (L. D.
316)

Mr. Downs from the Committee
on Public Health reported same on
Bill “An Act relating to the Prac-
tice of Optometry” (H. P. 1465) (L.
D. 660)

Reports were read and accepted.
Ought to Pass When Amended by

Committee Amendment “A”

Mr, Hinckley from the Committee
on Judiciary on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Children of Women Com-
mitted to Reformatory for Women”
(H. P. 1603) (L. D. 697) reported
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“Ought to pass” when amended by
Committee Amendment “A”.

Mr. Dow from the Committee on
Legal Affairs reported same on Bill
“An Act to Incorporate the Lincoln
Water District” (H. P. 1182) (L. D.
498) .

Reports were read and accepted.

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House re-
cess until two o’clock this afternoon.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that the House recess until two
o’clock this afternoon. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
House so recessed.

After Recess —2 P. M.

The House was called to order by
the Speaker.

First Reading of Printed Bills

Bill “An Act relative to Non-resi-
dent Pishing Licenses” (H. P. 1569)
(L. D. 632)

Bill “An Act relating to the
Western Hancock Municipal Court”
(H. P. 2148) (L. D. 1127,

Bills were read twice and tomor-
row assigned.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
suggest that if any member desires
to make any motion on any of the
bills in the third reading, that they
wait until after the acceptance of
the report of that committee,

Passed to be Engrossed

Bill “An Act relating to Exemp-
tion of Homes from Claims mm re
Old Age Assistance” (S. P. 124) (L.
D. 114)

Sent up for concurrence.

Bill “An Act to Promote the Blue-
berry Industry of the State” (8. P.
553) (L. D. 1079) .

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading.

Mr. Noyes of Franklin, offered
House Amendment “A” and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “A” to S. P.
553, L. D. 1079 Bill “An Act to Pro-
mote the Blueberry Industry of the
State.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of the second section and insert-
ing in place thereof the following:

‘Sec. 2. Terms defined. The terms
used in this act shall be construed
as follows: “blueberries” shall mean
and include all present commercial
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grades of blueberries, or such grades
as may from time to time be pro-
mulgated by the department of ag-
riculture of the state of Maine.’

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof a new section
as follows:

‘Sec. 5. Application of act. The
provisions of this act shall apply
only to blueberries grown in the
state of Maine.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleas-
ure of the House that House Amend-
ment “A” be adopted?

Mr. MURCHIE of Calais: Mr.
Speaker, up to the present moment
I have not taken any part in this
matter, It went along yesterday,
and, while I have no certain knowl-
edge, I believe that there are many
men in this House who honestly do
not know just what was desired in
this measure. It was an insipid bill
in the first place, and if we pass
this amendment, it shoots it all
haywire. I tell you, we should not
pass it. If we do, a certain in-
dustry in the city of Calais that
now caters to the blueberry trade
and does receive a certain amount
of blueberries from the Canadian
side will be forced out of business.

I say it was haywire in the first
place, and while I do not know what
the amendment will do to it, I am
going to move that it be indefinite-
ly postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Calais, Mr. Murchie, moves
that House Amendment “A” be in-
definitely postponed.

Mr. NOYES of Pranklin: Mr,

Speaker, I feel a good deal the
same way as the gentleman from
Calais, Mr. Murchie, does. I do not
know what the bill is all about, but
the amendment was prepared by a
certain gentleman from the county
of Washington who seriously ob-
jects to the State of Maine advertis-
ing Canadian blueberries, and that
is the purpose of the amendment.
Those are all the remarks that I
care to make.
. The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inquire of the gentleman from Cal-
ais, Mr. Murchie, if he intended his
motion for indefinite postponement
to apply to the amendment or to
the bill.

Mr. MURCHIE: I think, Mr.
Speaker, when I made the motion I
intended it to apply to the amend-
ment, and, if the gentleman will
permit me, I will be glad to and I
do now move the indefinite post-
ponement of the whole darned
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thing. (Laughter) I promise you
that it will meet the wishes of
all of the blueberry men in Wash-
ington County.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Calais, Mr. Murchie, moves
the indefinite postponement of
House Amendment “A”.

Is it the pleasure of the House
that House Amendment “A” be
adopted?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Calais, Mr. Murchie, now
moves the indefinite postponement
of Bill “An Act to Promote the
Blueberry Industry of the State” (S.
P, 553) (L. D. 1079) as amended by
House Amendment “A”. Is the
House ready for the question? Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the bill
and amendment were indefinitely
postponed in non-concurrence and
sent up for concurrence,

Passed to be Engrossed
(Continued)

Bill “An Act relating to Appor-
tionment of Motor Vehicle Registra-
tion Fees Paid by Inhabitants of
Swan’s Island” (H. P. 1220) (L. D.
462)

Mr. CROCKETT of North Haven:
Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer an
amendment. There is another
amendment being drawn up which
has not been distributed yet. The
reason for that amendment is that
Senator Graves spoke to me about
including Cranberry Island in this
bill. This amendment has not been
distributed yet but is being printed
and will be in here shortly.

The SPEAKER: The Chair un-
derstands that the gentleman from
North Haven, Mr. Crockett, moves
that Bill “An Act relating to Appor-
tionment of Motor Vehicle Registra-
tion Fees Paid by Inhabitants of
Swan’s Island” (H. P. 1220) (L. D.
462) lie on the table and be special-
ly assigned for action immediately
after the House Enactors. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the bill
was so tabled.

Passed to Be Engrossed
(Continued)

Bill “An Act relating to Removal
of Infected Persons and Goods and
Securing Infected Articles” (H. P.
1601) (L. D. 912

Bill “An Act relating to Imper-
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sonating Justices or Officers” (H.
P. 1617) (L. D. 705)
Sent up for concurrence.
Amended Bills

Bill “An Act relating to Dealers
in Motor Vehicles” (S. P. 385) (L.
D. 1786) .

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time and passed to be
engrossed as amended in concur-
rence.

Bill “An Act relating to Real Es-
tate Brokers” (H. P. 1616) (L. D.
865)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
for the third time, passed to be en-
grossed as amended and sent up
for concurrence.

Bill “An Act to Provide for Civil
Service Rules for the Police and Fire
Departments in the City of Bath”
(8. P. 510) (L. D. 1049)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be engross-
ed as amended in non-concurrence
and sent up for concurrence.

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act relating to Aid to Libra-
ries, Expenses of State Historian,
Topographic Mapping and Abolish-
ment of Grade Crossings (S. P. 131)
(L. D. 115)

An Act relative to the Taking of
glzzl)lgrammites (8. P. 178) (L. D.

An Act relating to Sale or Posses-
ggolr)l of Poisons (S. P. 330) (L. D.
. An Act to Authorize the Construc-
tion of a Bridge on Square Pond in
Shapleigh (S. P. 498) (I.. D. 1039)
An Act to Promote the Topogra-
phic Mapping of Maine in Coopera-
tion with the United States Geolo-
gical Survey (S. P. 549) (L. D. 1075)
An Act Authorizing the Issue of
Full Paid Stock by Public Utility
Companies at Less than Par when
Authorized by the Public Utilities
Commission (S. P. 551) (L. D. 1077)
An Act to Provide for the Sur-
render by Lexington Plantation of
{tisé)Organlzation (H. P. 407) (L. D.

An Act relative to the Office of
'lII'702v)vn Auditor (H. P. 519) (L. D.

An Act to Provide for the Sur-
render by Bigelow Plantation of
{,t% )Orgamzation (H. P. 521) (L. D.
[l

An Act to Provide for the Sur-



746

render by Milton Plantation of Its
Organization (H. P. 522) (L. D. 175)

An Act to Provide for the Sur-
render by Medford of Its Organiza-
tion (H. P. 587) (L. D. 210)

An Act to Provide for the Sur-
render by Orneville of Its Organi-
zation (H. P. 588) (L. D. 211)

An Act to Provide for the Sur-
render by town of Topsfield of Its
Organization (H. P. 589) (L. D. 212)

An Act Changing Ward Boundar-
ies in the city of Saco (H. P. 1169)
(L. D. 488)

An Act to Provide for the Sur-
- render by town of Williamsburg of
fIstrs7 Organization (H. P. 1750) (L. D.
1)

An Act relating to Regulation of
Pauper Expense for Conveyance of
Children Attending the Public
Schools (H. P, 1751) (L. D. 900)

An Act Amending the Acts relat-
ing to the Prevention of PFires (H.
P. 1982) (L. D. 1052)

An Act Prohibiting Trapping in
the town of Scarboro (H. P. 2098)
(L. D, 1103)

An Act relative to Bird Sanctu-
ary in Old Orchard Beach (H. P.
2100) (L. D. 1104)

Resolve Creating a Recess Com-
mittee on Feasibility of Acquiring
Property for the Establishment of
Public Bathing Beaches and for
Encouraging the Development of the
Shores of the Lakes and Streams
of the State (H. P. 2038) (L. D.
1072)

Resolve for the Laying of the
County Taxes for the Year 1940
(H. P. 2076)

Orders of the Day

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the matter spec-
ially assigned for this time Bill “An
Act relating to Apportionment of
Motor Vehicle Registration Fees
Paid by Inhabitants of Swan’s Is-
land” (H. P. 1220) (L. D. 462).

The Chair understands that the
gentleman from North Haven, Mr.
Crockett, offers House Amendment
“A” and moves its adoption. The
Chair understands that the same
gentleman further moves that House
Amendment “A” be indefinitely
postponed.

The same gentleman now offers
House Amendment “B” and moves
its adoption. The Clerk will read
House Amendment “B.”

House Amendment “B” to H. P.
1220, L. D. 462, Bill, “An Act Relat-
ing to Apportionment of Motor Ve-
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hicle Registration Fees Paid by In-
habitants of Swan’s Island.”

Amend the title of said Bill by
adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing: ‘Isle au Haut and Cranberry
Isles.

Amend said Bill by numbering
the present section Section 1 and
adding the following section to be
numbered Section 2;:

‘Sec. 2. Motor vehicle registra-
tion fees in Isle au Haut, appor-
tioned. Seventy-five per cent of all
fees received from the inhabitants
of the town of Isle au Haut by the
state for the registration of motor
vehicles shall be spent in said town
under the supervision of the state
highway commission on the roads
in said town.

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing thereto Section 3.

‘Sec. 3. Motor vehicles registra-
tion fees in Cranberry Isles, appor-
tioned. Seventy-five per cent of
all fees received from the inhabi-
tants of the town of Cranberry Isles
by the state for the registration of
motor vehicles shall be spent in said
town under the supervision of the
state highway commission on the
roads in said town.

Thereupon, House Amendment
“B” was adopted and the bill was
passed to be engrossed as amended
and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the first tabled and unassigned
matter, Senate Report “Ought not
to pass” of the Committee on State
Lands and Forest Preservation on
Bill “An Act Creating the Office
of Land Agent” (S. P. 401) (L. D.
987) tabled on March 28th by Mr.
Good of Monticello, pending accept-
ance in concurrence; and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. GOOD: Mr. Speaker, it was
not my intention to upset the Com-
mittee report. I tabled this bill for
one special reason, and that was
that I wanted to know more about
it, and, not knowing what it meant
when it came in, I tabled the bill.

Now I have here some figures
which I would like to read. They
may be facts, and I have no doubt
they are facts. If they are facts, I
believe a committee should be ap-
pointed, or a recess committee, to
Investigate. I am not disagreeing
with the committee report, but if
there is anything to this I think
that some of us should look into it.

The State of Maine owns 1000
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acres of land in each unorganized
township of six miles square and the
same ratio in all townships that are
more or less than a full township.

The reservation of 1,000 acres of
land in every township commonly
known as school lands comes from
an old regulation of Massachusetts
adopted while Maine was still a part
of that Commonwealth.

In order to encourage the settle-
ment of the District of Maine, the
Legislature of Massachusetts in 1788
enacted a law providing that in the
disposition of all towns thereafter
four lots of 320 acres each should be
reserved for certain purposes in
each and every township, whether
sold or granted. The purposes for
which these lots were reserved were
as follows: The f{first was for the
first settled minister in the town-
ship and was known as the “Min-
ister Lot.” The second was for the
use of the ministry and known as
the “Ministerial Lot.” The third
was for the support of the common
schools in that township and be-
came known as the “School Lot.”
While the fourth was reserved to
the future disposition of the State
and was known as the “State Lot.”

By the article of separation of
1820 when Maine became an inde-
pendent state it was provided that
Maine should carry out all the reg-
ulations regarding sale and settle-
ment of the wild lands embraced in
the plan originally adopted by
Massachusetts unless the consent of
that state was obtained for any
change in policy.

Consequently, for several years
after Maine became a state in the
sale or grants of all Maine towns
for whatever purpose these several
lots were reserved in saccordance
with the plan adopted in 1788.

In 1831 Maine changed the law
providing for the disposition of
these lots for various reasons and
purposes to take effect when Massa-
chusetts consented to the new ar-
rangement.

By the new law the minister’s
claim was ignored except in cases
where the title had become vested.
By the new provisions all the land
reserved in each new township
(acreage having been changed to
1000 acres for each full township
and at the same rate in all tracts
less than a full township) was to be
for the support of the schools in
that township. Hence all townships
surveyed from 1788 to 1832 would
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have reserved lands of 1280 acres.
Three hundred and twenty acres of
this for the state, leaving 960 acres
for the benefit of schools. All lands
surveyed since 1832 would have
1000 acres of land.

The law provided that the land
agent could sell from time to time
the timber and grass on the re-
served lands and pay the money to
the State Treasurer which must be
kept for school purposes.

Each 100 acres of good timberland
will produce 1,000,000 feet of saw
logs or 2000 cords of pulpwood. From
1916 to 1929 the stumpage of pulp-
wood was worth $5.00 per cord which
would be $10,000 on every 100 acres
or $100,000 for each 1000 acres.
There should be more than $35,000,-
000 in the State Treasury today for
the support of the common schools.
Maine has received very little if
any cash for stumpage in all these
years, except what has been re-
served for school lands in organ-
izad plantations.

In 1850 the Legislature of Maine
passed an act authorizing the Land
Agent to sell the timber and grass
on the reserved lands and gave the
purchasers the right tc cut and
take away the timber until the
township was organized as a plan-
tation or incorporated as a town.
This law could only apply to the
reserved or school lands that had
actually been surveyed by meets and
bounds. We have many townships
where the school lands have never
been surveyed and located. There-
fore, we have thousands of acres of
land that the timber as well as the
land itself still belongs to the State
of Maine.

There are approximately 161
townships where the school lots
have never been located. These lots
when located will contain 1000 acres
of land in each lot.

The price of pulpwood stumpage
today is not less than $3.00 per
cord. Each 1000 acres will produce
20,000 cords of pulpwood, which
would equal $60,000 for each school
lot. The timber on 161 school lots
is worth $9,660,000 to the State of
Maine today, and the land is still
left to produce more timber.

Some of our school lands have
been cut over three different times
since the stumpage was sold.

Now, members of the House, if
there is any truth in these figures
—and I have no reason to doubt it
—I feel that it is the proper time
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for a Recess Committee to be ap-
pointed to look into this.

I find that there have been camp-
sites leased for $600, and the State
treasury gets $300 and the adjoin-
ing land owner gets $300. I cannot
understand for the life of me why
the adjoining land owner should
have $300. When these are leased
to the camp owner for $600 by the
State I feel it belongs to the State
rather than the land owner. In
addition to that, for every stick of
wood cut on this wild land the
owner gets $2.50 a cord. I under-
stand, in another case, the man who
owns a camp in a certain place of-
fers to pay his lease and pay for
the site, but the Eastern Manufac-
turing Company will not accept his
money. As I understand it, the
State is not accepting it, just for
the reason they want to move that
man off the land to get rid of him.

As 1 said in the beginning, I do
not wish to disturb the committee
report, but I will ask the Speaker
to appoint a Recess Committee to
investigate this matter.

Mr. PAUL of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
I rise in defense of the committee
report, and I am surprised to find
that my good friend from Monti-
cello, if he is 80 much interested in
this matter, did not appear before
the Commiftee at the t{ime of the
hearing.

We had an extended hearing
which lasted almost the entire af-
ternoon, and, from the facts which
were brought out, the committee
could see no purpose in creating the
office of Land Agent.

As my good friend has said, this
goes way back to historical days
when the State of Maine was set
off from tthe State of Massachu-
setts and one thousand acres were
set off in each township. My rec-
ords show 164 lots which have not
been laid off.

Now we listened to the entire
story of both the proponents and
the opponents of this bill and it
seemed to us as a committee that
the real object back of this bill
was possibly the rental which is
received from camp owners who op-
erate camps on these lands.

As it now sets, our Forest Com-
missioner has ample authority, with
the consent of the Governor and
Council, to fix the price at which
these camp lots shall be paid for,
and in many cases we could see
justification for the fifty per cent.
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revenue that goes to the individual
owning the Ilumber lot. In other
words, when these camp owners go
upon the property they create a cer-
tain fire hazard; they destroy cer-
tain lumber and wood by occupation
of those camps. We listened to all
the facts and we could see no real
purpose in setting up a land agent
and I sincerely hope that this House
will follow the committee report.

Mr. HINMAN of Skowhegan: Mr.
Speaker, once again I rise from the
standpoint of the money involved.
It is estimated by the State of
Maine that the enactment of such
legislation will cost us $15,400 a
year. We have a Forestry Depart-
ment that is not overworked and is
well able to take care of matters of
this kind. I hope that the commit-
tee report “Ought not to pass” will
prevail.

Mr. GOOD: Mr. Speaker, I am
not trying to upset the committee
report. I am just asking that a Re-
cess Committee be appointed to in-
vestigate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman that there is
no procedure whereby a Recess
Committee can be appointed unless
some proper order or resolution is
introduced. The question before the
House is on the acceptance of the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
Committee on State Lands and For-
est Preservation. Is it the pleasure
of the House that the report of the
committee be accepted in concur-
rence?

The motion prevailed and the
“Ought not to pass” report was ac-
cepted in concurrence,

Mr. LaFLEUR of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, out of order and under
suspension of the rules I move to
take from the table the third tabled
and unassigned matter.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. LaFleur, moves
to take from the table the third
tabled and unassigned matter, ma-
jority  report of the Committee on
Salaries and Fees on the several
bills which were all recommitted,
and on Bill “An Act relating to the
Salary of the Judge of Probate of
Lincoln County,” reporting a con-
solidated bill under the title of Bill
“An Act relating to Salaries in Cer-
tain Counties, H. P. 2073, L. D. 1100,
and that it “Ought to pass” and
minority report of the same com-
mittee reporting “Ought not to
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pass” on the same bills, both reports
being tabled on March 28th by Mr.
LaFleur of Portland, pending ac-
ceptance of either. Is this the plea-
sure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. LaFLEUR: Mr. Speaker, I
wish to say at the outset, in order
to disabuse the suspicion in the
minds of a few, that I have abso-
lutely no personal animosity as to
the individuals concerned in these
proposed salary raises. As a matter
of fact, I believe I can claim friend-
ship with the majority of the indi-
viduals affected in this bill, and
during the past two or three weeks
I have met, I think, the balance of
those whom I did not know previous
to this discussion, and I find in
every instance that they are honor-
able gentlemen.

May I discuss briefly traveling
from the southern part of the State
tc the northern part of the State
s¢ that you may think your way
with me and arrive at a definite
conclusion, and whatever that con-
clusion may be I, as an individual,
will be satisfied therewith. I recog-
nize that this body eventually is the
deciding factor in these questions,
and I, as an individual, have no
personal interest therein and must
abide that result. When we first
came to this Legislature I found,
if my numbers are correct, some
thirty-one bills increasing the salar-
ies of our judges, recorders and
county commissioners, and increas-
ing the clerk hire in the State of
Maine. Today I think we made
some progress along the lines of
economy for, if my figures are cor-
rect, there are now pending before
these bodies only some twelve or
thirteen bills, The remainder of the
bills have all gone by the board. Let
me discuss my county first because
you will recollect that on the docket
is a salary increase for one of our
municipal recorders. The result on
that particular bill awaits the deci~
sion on this consolidated bill. Why
they did not put it into this blanket
resolve I do not know.

In the city of Portland the Ref-
eree in Bankrupcy died about a
month and a half ago and before
the gentleman was in his grave
there were thirty-two lawyers look-
ing for the job. At the present time
one of our County Commissioners is
sick and there have been fifteen
men come to me looking for the
job, and the Speaker, if he would

say so, would tell you that three
had been to him. Now as a matter
of fact the Commissioner is not
even dead. (Laughter)

If you will inquire of the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. Cowan,
who represents the Springfield
Land Bank of Springfield, he will
inform you that he is now foreclos-
ing for that bank on certain farm
property in Cumberland County. If
you will go to the Home Owners’
Loan, you will find that they are
foreclosing on about three hundred
pleces of property in the State of
Maine.

Now let us pass from Cumberland
County and I will eventually come
back to that when the North Bridg-
ton Court comes up. We go into
Androscoggin County and we find
that the delegation, after delibera~
tion, has withdrawn their various
increases but the significant part of
that is this: That in the county
estimates we passed emergency
legislation which went into the
Governor’s hands and their own
delegation found that their County
Commissioners had estimated for
the next two fiscal years over $34,~
000 in excess of the last two years,
and I want to compliment that
delegation from Androscoggin
County in cutting off that excess
estimate of expenditures for the
next two years, and I think if the
other delegations had gone into
their own counties, they might have
found a similar condition. If my
understanding is correct, Franklin
County has dropped out of the pic-
ture.

Now let us go into the County of
Aroostook. A member of this Leg-
islature has said that we should
discuss these bills upon their merits
and that each county should be al-
lowed to determine its own problem.
First as to the merits of the bill:
You will note, and I say here, that
I have the highest respect for the
Committee on Salaries and Fees. I
would do nothing to hurt their feel-
ings; I respect them but I wonder
—these bills were recommitted to
the committee on Salaries and Fees
and what did they do with them?
They brought them in in a blanket
resolve. Now I ask you a fair ques-
tion: Might it not well be that there
were a lot of those salary raises that
had absolutely no merit? Now as
to being a county matter, let us go
into the county of ‘Aroostook, and
I hope I will not offend my good
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friends from Aroostook. I find for
the years 1935 to 1939 that the State
of Maine has dumped into the coun-
ty of Aroostook $1,119,000 on emer-
gency relief and that, ladies and
gentlemen, is in addition to old age
assistance of some $230,000 a year,
and again, if you will check with
the Controller you will find that we
are putting into the county of
Aroostook approximately $850,000
directly and indirectly more than
all the taxes that we get out of the
county of Aroostook. At the be-
ginning of this session we voted for
a City Manager or a Town Manager
for the town of Houlton, and I find
in the bill that the compensation of
the members of that Council is
placed at nothing. In other words,
the Councilors will receive nothing
in the way of salaries. In an edi-
torial from the paper I find that
there are a superabundance of can-
didates for the jobs that carry no
compensation. I go into the town
of Caribou and I find the same con-
dition. If you will examine your
records you will find the number of
towns that have been reorganized in
Aroostook, the number of towns now
at this present Legislature that
have asked to be deorganized. If
you will confer with the Tax Asses-
sor you will find that there are a
lot of towns in this State and in
Aroostook which are on the border
line. Go into the three black books
in the Clerk’s office and what do
you find? You find that in the
county of Aroostook at the present
time are 1,237 old people receiving
old age assistance, and if you mul-
tiply that by $20 a month—you can
figure as well as I can the amount
you are paying into that county.
It is no longer a county matter
when your money and my money is
being put into Aroostook. And they
argue to me that the County Com-
missioners know best what is best
for that county. You know as well
as I know that you can get a lot
of County Commissioners to give
an increase to their clerks because
it is the easy way out. It is my
contention that just as long as we
are pouring money into the county
we ought to be able to say something
about the way that they are going
to carry on their affairs. Now when
this Treasurer, and I do not know
the individual in this case—I as-
sume he is an honorable gentleman
or she an honorable woman,—asks

for an increase of almost one hun-
dred per cent—as you will note from
the bill, he is now paid $800 and he
asks for $1,500, and I understand
that it is only a part-time job—that
is a significant factor.

Now let us go down into the coun-
ty of Hancock, I met the Treasurer
of Hancock county and he is a very
fine gentleman. I asked him when
he was elected to the job and he
said he was elected January 1, 1939.
I asked him how many candidates
there were for the job and I under-
stood that there were four. I said:
“Did you know when you ran for
the job the compensation attached
thereto?” He said: “Yes.” Now he
is asking for an increase in salary.

Now go into the county of Lin-
coln. Before I go into the county of
Lincoln let me make this statement.
At our Fish and Game hearing we
heard complaints from over the
State that the farmers could not pay
their taxes. I talked with an elderly
man from Hancock county last
Tuesday afternoon and we were
discussing the proposed increase in
the Fish and Game license. I said
to him: “Are you in favor of in-
creasing the salary of the Treasurer
in Hancock county?” He says:
“Young man, let me tell you a story.
Fifty years ago my father had a
farm in Hancock county and he left
it to me in 1917. At that time the
tax rate was $17. I had plenty of
stock and plenty of equipment to
carry on. Today I haven’t any stock
left and my taxes have gone up
$135.” This man knew what he was
to get when he ran for the job and
now he wants an increase.

_ Let’s take up the Municipal Court
in Lincoln. I want to say here that
the Judge of that Court is a friend
of mine in the American Legion and
I have said to him frankly that I
am taking this question up on the
floor. Now what does he ask? My
understanding is that he gets $700
a year. The original bill was for an
increase of $500 a year, making $1,-
200. The committee, in its good
judgment, apparently decided that
he ought to get a $200 increase. He
is a lobbyist at this present session
of this Legislature so apparently his
duties are not so arduous but what
he can come down here. From the
floor of this House, before the Fish
and Game Committee last Tuesday
afternoon, I think he stated the
truth when he said: “The people of
Lincoln county cannot afford fo pay
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a twenty-five per cent increase in
the fish and game licenses.” I think
he told the truth but on the other
hand he said: “Give me $500 more.”

I could go through the various
counties in the State. I have made
absolutely no attempt to get any
help on this bill. If my vote is the
only vote, it will be recorded that I
am opposed to any increase in the
salary of any County Commissioner,
Register of Probate, Register of
Deeds, or Recorder. First, under the
present conditions I cannot see how
you can do those things when we
are struggling here to find ways
and means to take care of the aged
in the State. Second, every man who
occupies these jobs, when they ran
for those jobs, they knew how much
they were going to get. As I said,
I have made no effort, I have asked
not a member of this House to vote
with me. I do not ask you to vote
with me. I do not ask you to vote
against me. I ask every man and
woman to use their own good con-
science and good judgment. All I
ask vou to do is this: Vote for Mr.
John and Mary Jones, the taxpayers
of the State of Maine, and say to
these gentlemen “No salary in-
creases to you or to anyone who oc-
cupies these jobs.” If they are dis-
satisfied with the compensation at-
tached thereto, I assure you mem-
bers that if my county is any ex-
ample they can resign tonight and
tomorrow morning the job can be
filled by the Governor. Mr. Speaker,
I move the acceptance of the
minority “Ought not to pass” re-
port on this consolidated bill. (Ap-
plause).

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. LeFleur, moves
that the House accept the minority
“Ought not to pass” report on the
several bills included in the con-
solidated bill. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Brewer, Mr.
Churchill.

Mr. CHURCHILL: Mr. Speaker,
as a member of the Salaries and
Fees Committee I signed the ma-
jority report “Ought to pass.” I want
to state that the committee con-
sidered every resolve and after it
came in we took it up with the
members of the County Commis-
sioners and we also took it up with
the members of the various dele-
gations and we went a good deal by
their advice in the matter. There-
fore, we reported this blanket bill
“Ought to pass” on the recom-
mendations of the County Commis-
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sioners and the various delegations.
I hope that the motion of the gen-
tleman from Portland, Mr. LaFleur,
does not prevail.

Mr. LaFLEUR: Mr. Speaker, in
order that there may be a record I
would ask for a vote by the yeas
and nays.

Mr. CLEAVES of Presque Isle:
Mr. Speaker and members of the
House: I will not talk as long or as
eloquently as the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. LaFleur. In regard to
the salary of the Judge at Presque
Isle, he now gets $1,300 and they
want to give him $1,500. It has been
approved by the delegation and the
County Commissioners. It is only a
small matter.

Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr.
Speaker, I hesitate to attempt to
answer the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. LaFleur. His eloquence
exceeds mine to a great degree.
However, as some of you gentlemen
probably know, I happen to belong
down in Hancock county, and I
want to say that we in Hancock
county feel that we are capable of
deciding what salaries our county
officials shall have. In defense of
the majority report of the commit-
tee on Salaries and Fees, I will say
that it was a unanimous report and
the desire of the Hancock county
delegation that these bills should
be passed. It was also the desire
of our County Commissioners. Con-
sidering the fact that this country
has been developed upon the lines
of local self government, I question
the advisability of this Legislature
going to work and accepting the
recommendations of a man from
another county in trying tc upset
what Hancock county would like to
do. I hope that the majority re-
port will be accepted.

Mr. EMERY of Bucksport: Mr.
Speaker, without going into any de-
tail concerning this matter I wish
to go on record as being heartily in
accord with my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Franklin, Mr. Noyes.

Mr. FERNALD of Levant: Mr.
Speaker, as a member of the Com-
mittee on Salaries and Fees I wish
to state that in all of these mat-
ters we accepted the recommenda-
tions of the County Commissioners
and of the delegations. Every one
that we recommended “Ought to
pass” contained the endorsement of
the County Commissioners and of
the county delegation.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
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fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
LaFleur, that the House accept the
minority report “Ought not to pass”
on consolidated bill “An Act re-
lating to Salaries in Certain Coun-
ties”. 'The gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. LaFleur, asks that the
vote be taken by the yeas and nays.
Under the Constitution the yea and
nay vote is ordered on the request
of one-fifth of the members present.
As many as are in favor of taking
the vote by the yeas and nays will
rise and stand in their places until
counted and the Monitors will make
and return the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Twenty-six hav-
ing voted in the affirmative and 26
being more than one-fifth of the
members present, the yeas and nays
are .rdered. The Chair will remind
the members that under the House
Rule no member may leave his seat
during the calling of the roll or
until the result has been determined
and declared. The Chair will read
House Rule 22: “ Every member who
shall be in the House when a ques-
tion is put where he is not exclud-
ed by interest shall give his vote,
unless the House for special rea-
sons shall excuse him, and when
the yeas and nays are ordered. no
member shall leave his seat until
the vote is declared.” The ques-
tion before the Tiouse is on the
motion of the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. LaFleur, that the minor-
ity report “Ought not to pass” on
these five bills be accepted. All
those in favor of the acceptance of
the minority report “Ought not to
pass” will answer yes; those op-
posed to the acceptance of the
minority report will answer no.
The Clerk will call the roll.

YEA—Arzonico, Ayotte, Belanger,
Bragdon, Burbank, Butler, Chandler,
Colby, Cook, Cowan, Crockett, Cush-
ing, Davis, Dean, DeBeck, Dennison,
Dorrance, Douglass; Dow, Norway;
Downs, Eddy, Erswell, Fowles, Goss,
Grua, Gyger, Hall, Haskell, Hawes,
Hinckley, Holden, Holman, Howes,
Hussey, Jordan, LaFleur, Lambert, Le-
veque, Lord, Luro, MacNichol, Mc-
Namara, Meserve, Otto, Peakes, Pelle-
tier, Plummer; Poulin, Waterville;
Pratt, Ramsdell, Richardson, Rob-
bins, Robie; Robinson, South Port-
land; Snow, Dover-Foxcroft; Snow,
Hermon; Starrett, Tardif, Thompson,
Varney, Violette, Wallace, Weed, Wil-
liams, Winter, Worth; Young, Acton.

NAY—Babin, Bacon, Barter, Bates,
Bowers; Brown, Caribou; Brown, Cor-
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inna; Brown, Eagle TLake; Bubar;
Burgess, Limestone; Buzzell, Church-
ill, Cleaves, Clough, Donahue, Dorsey,
Dow, Eliot; Dow, Kennebunkport;
Dwinal, Ellis, Emery, Everett, Far-
rington, Farwell, Fellows, Fernald,
Fogg, Ford, Good, Hinman, Hodgkins,
Jewett, Keene, Labbee, Larrabee, Lat-
no, Mahon, Marshall, Maxim, McGil-
licuddy, McGlaufiin, Miller, Mills,
Murchie, Norwood, Noyes, Palmeter,
Paul, Payson; Pike, Bridgton; Pike,
Lubec; Poulin, Rumford; Race, She-
song, Sleeper, Stacy, Stilphen, Sylvia,
Townsend, Walker, Weatherbee,
Welch, Winslow; Young, Old Orchard
Beach.

ABSENT—Batchelder, Bird, Bolduc,
Burgess, Rumford; Hamel, Hanold,
Melanson, Merrifield, Porell, Preble,
Robinson, Bingham; Robinson, Peru;
Slosberg; Smith, Thomaston; Smith,
Westbrook; Stevens, Thorne, Whitney.

Yes—67.

No—64.

Absent—18.

The SPEAKER: Sixty-seven hav-~
ing voted in the affirmative and 64
in the negative, and 18 being absent,
the motion prevails, and the minor-
ity report “Ought not to pass” is
accepted.

Sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the second tabled and unassigned
matter, two reports of the Commit-
tee on Salaries and Fees on Bill “An
Act relating to Clerks in the Office
of Register of Probate and Clerk of

Court in Hancock County” (H. P.
405) (L. D. 110)
Bill “An Act relating to Clerk

Hire in the Office of the Register
of Deeds in Lincoln County” (H. P.
579) (L. D. 204)

Bill “An Act relating to Clerk
Hire in Somerset County” (H. P.
580) (L. D. 205)

Bill “An Act relating to Clerk
Hire in Washington County” (S. P.
398) (L. D. 815)

Bill “An Act relating to Salaries
in Lincoln County” (H. P. 1339) (L.
D. 510)

All recommitted; and

Bill “An Act relating to Clerk
Hire in the Office of Register of
Deeds in the county of York” (H.
P. 940) (L. D. 368) reporting a con-
solidated bill under the title of “An
Act relating to Clerk Hire in Cer-
tain Counties” (H. P. 2072) (L. D.
10&:;)) and that it “Ought to pass”
an

Minority Report of the same
Committee reporting “Ought not to
pass” on same bills, Both reports
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tabled on March 23th by Mr.
LaFleur of Portland, pending ac-
ceptance of either; and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. LaFLEUR: Mr. Speaker, I
wish to say very frankly to this
House that I know the vote was
close upon the other consolidated
bill. I felt pretty keenly upon the
other bhill, but when I come to this
consolidated bill I must, in all hon-~
esty to this House and as a matter
of fair dealing to the parties there-
in involved, say that the conditions
that apply in the other consolidated
bill do not apply in this situation,
and were it not for the fact that
York County is involved, I would
move the acceptance of the major-
ity report upon the clerk hire. That
may seem an inconsistent position,
ladies and gentlemen, when you
have in mind the action upon the
other bill,

In the other bill, the gentlemen
who ran for the jobs knew the
compensation attached thereto. In
this consolidated bill I can well rec-
ognize that some of our clerks are
illy-paid and that the proposed in-
crease here may be a fair matter.
I wish merely to make this obser-
vation insofar as York County is
concerned:

If you will check in the Laws of
1937, under the Resolves, the dele-
gation from York County came into
this House and Senate on an emer-
gency proposition and secured from
this House and Senate $1000, more
or less, which would last for only
two years. That was an emergency,
as they said, and the House and
the Senate passed that Resolve.
That is in Chapter 64 of the Laws
of 1937.

Now they are back here again in
1939, claiming that the emergency
still exists, and they want another
$1000.

As I said in the first place, this
House is the court to decide, and
were it not for that particular time
—and that is one of the reasons why
I cannot understand how this com-
mittee on Salaries and Fees put it
into the blanket resolve—it is a
difficult matter to discuss the merits
of one case which is tied up with
six other cases—you might have one
case that has all the merit in the
world and five cases that have ab-
solutely no merit, and we might
have a right throw out the five
and thus penalize the one. I am
not asking this House to do that.

I would move for the acceptance
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of the majority report, and then I
would file an amendment to the
bill which would strike out that
emergency appropriation for the
next two years in Hancock County
as a matter of fair-dealing to those
clerks.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. LaFleur, moves
that the House accept the major-
ity report of the Committee on Sal-
aries and Fees reporting a Consoli-
dated Bill on these six bills and
that the Consolidated Bill “Ought
to pass.” Is this the pleasure of the
House? All those in favor of the
motion for the acceptance of the
majority report will say aye; those
opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed and the majority
report was accepted.

Mr. LaFLEUR: Mr. Speaker, I
now offer House Amendment “A”
to the Consolidated Bill L. D. 1099.

The SPEAKER: Will the gentle-
man withhold his amendment until
after the second reading of the
bill tomorrow morning?

The Chair lays before the House
the fourth tabled and unassigned
rniatter Bill “An Act relating to the
Registration and Licensing of Dogs
and the Duties of the Sheep Speci-
alist” (H. P. 2054) (L. D. 1090) tabl-
ed on March 28th by Mr. Noyes of
Franklin, pending second reading;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

Mr. NOYES: Mr. Speaker, very
briefly, I would like to explain to
the House the reason why I tabled
this bill. I will confess that until
a few weeks ago I did not know
that we had a Sheep Specialist, and
it was my thought at the time we
tabled this bill that we should have
a Blueberry Specialist, and it might
be well to have a Cow and Heifer
Specialist. However, I have talked
with the members of the Commit-
tee on Agriculture and they feel
that this Sheep Specialist Bill
should go through, the thought be-
ing that with increased money more
work can be done to promote the
sheep industry. I sincerely hope
that the conclusions of that com-
mittee are right. For that reason
I am not going to make any motion
at this time.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the second reading
of the bill.

Thereupon, the bill was given its
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second reading and tomorrow as-
signed for third reading.

The Chair lays before the House
the fifth tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act Relating to
Town Reports” (H. P. 2057) (L. D.
1093) tabled on March 28th by Mr,
Welch of Chapman, pending second
reading. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Old Orchard Beach,
Mr Young.

Mr. YOUNG: Mr. Speaker, in
order to facilitate matters, I sub-~
mit House Amendment “A” and
House Amendment “B” to this bill
and I move that Amendment “A” be
indefinitely postponed and move
that Amendment “B” be adopted.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Young, offers House Amendment
ipn

The same gentleman now moves
that House Amendment “A” be in-
definitely postponed.

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Young, now offers House Amend-
ment “B” and moves its adoption.
The Clerk will read House Amend-
ment “B.”

House Amendment “B” to H. P.
2057, L. D. 1093, Bill, “An Act Re-
lating to Town Reports.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the figure “7” wherever it appears
before the word “days” in the Bill
and inserting in place thereof the
figure “3’,

Thereupon, House Amendment
“B” was adopted and the bill was
given its second reading and to-
morrow assigned for third reading.

The Chair lays before the House
the 6th tabled and unassigned mat-
ter, Bill “An Act Relating to the
County Commissioners of Andro-
scoggin County, (H. P. 2061) (L. D.
1097) tabled on March 28th by Mr.
Winslow of Auburn, pending sec-
ond reading; and the Chair recog-
nizes that gentleman.

Mr. WINSLOW: Mr. Speaker,
there are some things in this bill
I do not like and I am almost con-
strained to move for its indefinite
postponement, but I do understand
that there will be an amendment
offered tomorrow which may change
it. I would therefore move that it
be laid on the table and definitely
assigned for tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
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from Auburn, Mr. Winslow, moves
that Bill “An Act Relating to the
County Commissioners of Andro-
scoggin County lie on the table and
be specially assigned for tomorrow
morning. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

The motion prevailed, and the bill
was so tabled.

Mr. EMERY of Bucksport: Mr.
Speaker — —

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

Mr. EMERY: If it is in order,
I would like to ask to take from the
table the nineteenth unassigned
matter.

The SPEAKER: It is not in or-
der, but the gentleman may request
it under suspension of the rules.

The gentleman from Bucksport,
Mr. Emery, moves that the rules be
suspended and that the House take
up out of order the nineteenth un-
assigned matter, Senate Report
“Ought to pass in new draft” of the
Committee on State Prison on Re-
solve relating to the Construction
of a New Wall at the Maine State
Prison and a Dormitory at the
Prison Farm (S. P. 231) (L. D. 274)
reporting same in a new draft (8. P.
552) (L. D. 1078) under the title of
“Resolve relating to the Construc-
tion of a Dormitory at the Prison
Farm”, tabled by that gentleman on
March 31st, pending acceptance in
concurrence.

The motion prevailed.

Mr. EMERY: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I have been
delegated to obtain some additional
information on this particular mat-
ter which I have been unable up to
now to put before my committee.
I hope to be able to do so this
afternoon, after this session. So,
with that purpose, I would request
that I be allowed to retable this
matter until tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER:.: The gentleman
from Bucksport, Mr. Emery, moves
that report, together with the re-
solve, lie on the table pending ac-
ceptance of the report and be
specially assigned for tomorrow
morning. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

The motion prevailed, and the re-
port, together with the resolve, were
50 tabled and so assigned.

The Chair lays before the House
the seventh tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act to Grant a




New Charter to the City of Bath”
(H. P. 1164) (L. D. 483) tabled on
March 28th by Mr. Miller of Bath,
pending passage to be enacted; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, in
order that I may offer an amend-
ment, I move, under suspension of
the rules, that we reconsider the
passage of this bill to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Miller, moves that
the rules be suspended to permit
reconsideration of the passage to be
engrossed of Bill “An Act to Grant
a New Charter to the City of Bath”
(H. P. 1164) (L. D. 483). Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: 1Is it now the
pleasure of the House that the pas-
sage of the bill to be engrossed be
reconsidered?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. Miller thereupon offered
House Amendment “B” and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “B” to H. P.
1164, L. D. 483, Bill, “An Act to
Grant a New Charter to the City
of Bath.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
paragraph (e) of Section 1 of Arti-
cle II thereof and inserting in place
thereof the following:

‘(e) 1. Civil service rules for the
police department. The city coun-
cil shall provide by ordinance for
a system of civil service rules for
the appointment, promotion, demo-
tion, lay-off, reinstatement, suspen-
sion and removal of the members
of the police department and for a
civil service commission to admin-
ister the same.

2. Civil service rules for the fire
department. The city council shall
provide by ordinance for a system
of civil service rules for the ap-
pointment, promotion, demotion,
lay-off, reinstatement, suspension
and removal of the members of the
fire department and for a civil ser-
vice commission to administer the
same.

House Amendment “B” was then
adopted.

Mr. Miller then offered House
Amendment “C” and moved its in-
definite postponement.

The motion prevailed, and House
Amendment “C” was indefinitely
postponed.

Mr. Miller of Bath, then offered

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, APRIL 5, 1939 755

House Amendment “D” and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “D” to H. P.
1164, L. D. 483, Bill, “An Act to
Grant a New Charter to the City of
Bath.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the first paragraph of Section 4 of
Article II thereof and inserting in
place thereof the following:

‘The city council shall consist of
5 members, who shall be elected at
large by and from the qualified vot-
ers of the city voting in their re-
spective wards, one each year for
2. term of 5 years and until his
successor is elected and qualified;
except that at the 1st election after
the adoption of this charter 5 mem-
bers shall be chosen, the candidate
having the largest number of votes
shall serve for a term of 5 years, and
the candidate having the next larg-
est number of votes shall serve for
a term of 4 years, and the candidate
having the next largest number of
votes shall serve for a term of 3
years, and the candidate having the
next largest number of votes shall
serve for a term of 2 years, and the
candidate having the next largest
number of votes shall serve for a
term of 1 year, and until their suc-
cessors are elected and qualified.’

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out in the first paragraph of
Section 1 of Article IV thereof the
word “biennially” and inserting in
place thereof the word ‘annually.’

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out in the first paragraph of
Section 8 of Article IT thereof the
figure “2” and inserting in place
thereof the figure ‘I’, and by strik-
ing off the letter “s” from the word
“years.”

. Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out wherever it occurs in said
Bill the figures “5/7” and inserting
in place thereof the figures ‘3/5".
. FPurther amend said Bill by strik-
ing out “2 years” in the first sen-
tence of Section 2 of Article IV
thereof and inserting in place there-
of ‘1 year’.

. Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out in Section 8 of Arficle IV
thereof in the printed form of bal-
lot the word “seven” and inserting
in place thereof the word ‘five.

Further amend said Bill by adding
at the end of Article VIIT thereof
the following:

‘Sec. 10. Constitutionality. If any
part, section, subsection, sentence,
clause or phrase of this act is for
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any reason held to be unconstitu-
tional, said decision shall not affect
the validity of the remaining por-
tion of this act.

Thereupon, House Amendment
“D” was adopted and the bill was
passed to be engrossed as amended
by House Amendments “A”, “B”
and “D” in non-concurrence and
sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the eighth tabled and unassigned
matter, House Report “Ought not
to pass” of the Committee on
Judiciary on Bill “An Act Permitting
Signboards Under Certain Condi-
tions” (H. P. 1789) (L. D. 957) tabled
on March 28th by Mr. Hinckley of
South Portland, pending the motion
of Mr. Sleeper of Rockland, that the
bill be substituted for the report;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

Mr. HINCKLEY: Mr. Speaker, I
tabled this matter at the request of
the gentleman from Madison, Mr.
Thorne, who has been ill but who
expects to be in the House tomor-
row morning. I would therefore re-
quest that this matter be retabled
and assigned for tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Hinckley,
moves that the report of the Com-
mittee on Judiciary, “Ought not to
pass” on this bill lie on the table,
pending the motion of the gentle-
man from Rockland, Mr. Sleeper,
that the bill be substituted for the
report, and be specially assigned for
tomorrow morning. Is this the pleas-
ure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the bill
was so tabled and so assigned.

The Chair lays before the House
the ninth unassigned matter, Sen-
ate Report “Ought not to pass” of
the Committee on Public Health on
Bill “An Act Defining and Relating
to Narcotic Drugs and to Make
Uniform the Law with Reference
Thereto” (8. P. 416) (L. D. 880)
tabled on March 29th by Mr. Mac-
Nichol of Eastport, pending accept-
ance in concurrence; and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. MacNICHOL: Mr. Speaker,
having an interest in this bill, I
tabled it for the purpose of finding
if there was any way the thing
could have the breath of life breath-
ed back into it, and, finding that
there is not, it seems that the mo-
tion to table has only been a means
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of arresting its flight from the com-
mittee to the waste paper basket,
so I now move that the House ac-
cept the committee report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Eastport, Mr. MacNichol,
moves that the House accept the
“Qught not to pass” report of the
Committee on Public Health. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the
“Ought not to pass” report was ac-
cepted in concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the tenth tabled and unassigned
matter, House Report “Ought to pass
in new draft” of the Committee on
Inland Fisheries and Game on Bill
“An Act Relative to Close Time on
Deer” (H. P. 272) (L. D. 82); New
Draft (H. P. 2099) (L. D. 1102)
tabled on March 29th by Mr. Noyes
of Franklin, pending acceptance;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman. .

Mr. NOYES: Mr. Speaker, I did
not realize I had so much stuff on
the table. The hour is late, and I
am not going to make a long speech.
However, I find myself in a position
where I do not know how to vote.

We have always hunted in Han-
cock Countv fifteen days into De-
cember. We came to this Legis-
lature and a bill was introduced for
a uniform deer season, the argu-
ment being that in the last fifteen
days the citizens of Maine, in the
other fourteen counties, came into
Hancock County and hunted. It
seemed desirable that we should
retain a uniform season. I attend-
ed the hearing, at which time I
stated that I believed a uniform
season was desirable, but I did not
see how you could regulate the cli-
mate in the State of Maine and
make it uniform, and if a uniform
bill was passed, someone would be
hurt. In saying that, I felt that it
was Hancock County that would be
hurt by the passage of such legis-
laticn.

Now I find the bill in a new draft
which changes our season to Oct-
ober 21st, from October 21st to De-
cember 1st, and I find on my desk
an amendment which has been pre-
pared by the Washington County
members which would open the
Washington County season Novem-
ber 1st.

. Now the county of Waldo, which
is upon our west, opens its season
November 1st. The county of Wash-
ington, if they open their season
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November 1st, and Hancock Coun-
ty accepts the bill, we have ten
days in October in which the resi-
dents of these two adjoining coun-
ties are going to hunt in Hancock
County.

I am frank to say that I do not
know how the people of Hancock
County would vote on this bill. At
this time I am going to move the
acceptance of the committee report
and prepare an amendment which
I will offer tomorrow and ask for
your support.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Franklin, Mr. Noyes, moves
that the House accept the “Ought
to pass in new draft” report of fhe
committee. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
report was accepted.

Mr. DENNISON of East Machias:
Mr. Speaker, I wish to present
Amendment “A” to this bill.

The SPEAKER: Will the gentle-
man defer the presentation of the
amendment until after the second
reading of the bill tomorrow.

The Chair lays before the House
the eleventh tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act Relating to
the Clerk of Courts in Lincoln
County” (S. P. 271) (L. D. 503)
tabled on March 29th by Mr. Var-
ney of Berwick, pending third read-
ing; and the Chair recognizes that
gentleman.

Mr. VARNEY: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House, perhaps this
bill is not particucarly important
cne way or the other, but I happen
to notice it in its second reading,
and it occurred to me that four
years ago the Legislature, in order
to prevent a certain bad practice
which was prevalent in some parts
of the State of Maine, amended the
law applying to bail commissioners
to read as follows:

“No judge, clerk or recorder of
any municipal court or any trial
justice who is also a bail commis-
sioner shall act in his capacity as
bail commissioner in any ‘case
wherein process is made returnable
tc his court.”

I understand that was passed to
prevent a man who happened to be
an officer of the Court and also a
bail commissioner, instead of ar-
raigning a person as an officer of
the court, doing it as bail commis-
sioner and collecting an additional
fee for doing it.

I happened to notice this bill go-
ing through providing as follows:
“Such clerk is authorized to act as
bail commissioner in any case
wherein the process is made return-
able before said court.”

For the reasons I have stated I
move that the bill be indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
frcm Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that Bill “An Act Relating to the
Clerk of Courts of Lincoln County”
(3. P. 271) (L. D. 503) be inde-
finitely postponed. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, the bill was
indefinitely postponed in non-con-
currence and sent up for concur-
rence.

The Chair lays before the House
the twelfth tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act Relating to
Compensation of County Attorneys”
(H. P, 1968) (L. D. 1037) tabled on
March 29th by Mr. Hinckley of
South Portland, pending the motion
of Mr. Stilphen of Dresden, that the
bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. HINCKLEY: At the request
of the gentleman from Madison, Mr.
Thorne, I also ask that this bill be
retabled and specially assigned for
tomorrow morning,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
frcm South Portland, Mr. Hinckley,
moves that Bill “An Act Relating
to Compensation of County Attor-
neys” (H. P. 1968) (L. D. 1037) lie
on the table pending the motion of
the gentleman from Dresden, Mr.
Stilphen, that the bill be indefinite-
ly postponed and be specially as-
signed for tomorrow morning. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the bill
was so tabled and so assigned.

The Chair lays before the House
the thirteenth tabled and unassign-
ed matter, House Report “Ought not
to pass” of the Committee on Mer-
cantile Affairs and Insurance on
Bill “An Act Relating to Operation
of Motion Picture Machines” (H.
P. 1675) (L. D. 885), tabled on
March 30th by Mr. Stilphen of
Dresden, pending acceptance; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Mr. STILPHEN: Mr. Speaker, 1
would say that I tabled this bill by
request.

Mr. POULIN of Rumford: Mr.
Speaker, I move to substitute the
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bill for the report of the committee.
My reason for this members—I am
a member of the Committee on
Mercantile Affairs and Insurance.
The last time this was discussed in
executive session it was suggested by
some of the members that this bill
provided only for electrical devices
in this safety measure. This was
eliminated in the amendment by
including mechanical devices. It
was suggested whereas many mem-
bers of the committee were not
familiar with the handling of the
safety protective features of this de-
vice that it should be approved by
the National Board of Underwriters.
It was further pointed out that the
present bill did not authorize the
Insurance Commissioner to enforce
this measure and that he did not
have any control whatsoever. This
was taken care of. It was also ad-
mitted by members of the commit-
tee that this would eliminate a great
fire hazard. It was suggested by
some of the committee that a draft
or an amendment be drawn up by
the committee and which would be
favorable to the committee so that
a report of “Ought to pass” could
be made. The suggestion having
been refused by the committee it
was told us there at that meeting
that we were only there to consider
the bill as it was, so I voted with
the committee “Ought not to pass”
but reserving the right, with some
of the other members, to consider
any amendment presented to the

House. Therefore I submit the
amendment to you and move its
adoption.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rumford, Mr. Poulin, moves
to substitute the bill for the “Ought
not to pass” report of the Commit-
tee on Mercantile Affairs and In-
surance on Bill “An Act Relating to
Operation of Motion Picture
Machines.” The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Old Orchard Beach,
Mr. Young.

Mr. YOUNG: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I shall not
try to tire you any longer than ab-
solutely necessary. I want to say
to you that every one of you has
been most courteous to me in my
legislative sojourn here. You have
generously responded and assisted
me in every way. But I do not want
this House imposed upon by any
tactics of dissembly, and, in return
for the courtesies you have extend-
ed to me, I am going to be quite
frank in opposing the substitution
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of the bill for the committee report
and this amendment.

I have seen quite a number of
things in my day, and usually when
a thing smells I call the waste-
man to remove it. If ever you were
presented with a bill in this House
which smells to high heaven, it is
this one. As Chairman of the
House Committee on Mercantile Af-
fairs and Insurance, I believe that
if you substitute this bill for the
report of the Committee and ac-
cept this amendment, that you are
being lead down a blind alley that
you do not understand before you
vote for it.

I have seen persistent lobbyists in
my day, and in my twenty years
before the bar I have seen some
clever things done before the bar,
but this thing is appalling; it smells
with a fearful stench to the nostrils
of an honest man.

When this bill was presented to
this House the lobbyist for it was
attorney Hurley, who, by the way,
is getting paid for his interest in
this affair and is representing com-
panies who are interested in com-
mercializing and selling a particu-
lar private device upon which they
and their co-conspirators have pat-
ent rights. This device is supposed
to be the saving factor of all hu-
manity in moving picture theatres,
at a tune of $200.

The original bill as drawn re-
stricted that device in such a way
that no other patented device what-
soever could be used.

At the first hearing on this bill,
at which I was absent — and I
speak on information given to me
by my colleagues on the committee
—only one person appeared in favor
of the adoption of this device. They
discussed its commercial possibili-
ties and they dwelt on the great
safety factor for the public. At
that time the committee, by a unan-
imous vote, rejected this bill.

Time went on, and Mr. Hurley,
the lobbyist for this concern, kept
constantly putting pressure on ev-
erybody who belonged to the com-
mittee, with the exception of my-
self and several others who did not
care to listen to the proposition, and
finally, and very insistently, he
sought the help of another member
of the House to ask us to meet him
in executive session in order that
he could explain the inferences and
innuendos surrounding the lobby on
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this particular bill. At that time he
gave assurance to the Senate Chair-
man that if we would convene that
committee and listen to his ex-
planation about this lobby and if
we felt upon a reconsideration of
that bill that it should not be
passed, that he would be satisfied.

We took him at his word that
time. We called that committee in-
to executive session. There were a
great many protestations of honesty
and decency, and he began to tell us
that they were not interested in any
indirect way in putting this device
on moving picture machines. He
went on first to tell us that as a
paid lobbyist of a man by the name
of Denney that he only was inter-
ested in lobbying for that particu-
lar company.

It so happened that 1 was the
only legal member on the commit-
tee, so I asked this gentleman sev-
eral pertinent questions. Finally,
under questioning, he admitted that
they had paid another lobbyist here
fifty dollars for lobbying for this
bill and that if he was successful in
applying the pressure to us that he
was to receive fifty dollars more.
Now you understand that this fifty
dollars was offered to this other
particular man with the intent. so
he says, of legitimate Third House
tactics.

In the meantime T ascertained
from the committee that this de-
vice was never presented before the
committee, that no other proponent
spoke for this device. Tf you will
read this bill carefully, you will ob-
serve that my remarks are true, and
if this bill is passed nothing but
this device can be put on moving
picture machines. Therefore, in my
humble and simple way, I believed
that I ought to do a little investi-
gating, and the most natural thing
for me to do was to go to the de-
partment that had charge of in-
surance and fires, which I did. I
believe, and I think you will agree
with me, that Mr. Lovejoy is an
honest man and an efficient public
official. You thought so much of
him that you very kindly assisted
me with two emergency measures
in the beginning of this session.
Since then I have tried to keep in
my seat, as my Brother Butler says
once in a while, glued to my seat,
and have not tried to talk all the
time.

But on this particular bill I was
much perturbed, and I asked Mr.
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Lovejoy if there had been a single
solitary complaint from anyone in
regard to fires in the State of
Maine because this particular device
was not placed upon moving picture
apparatus, and he said no, he had
received absolutely no complaints.

Now this bill, ladies and gentle-
men, varies quite considerably from
the bill of years ago, when, after
fires and panics occurred in the-
aters, we compelled by law the ap-
plication of a hinged door arrange-
ment so that when you pushed
against the doors it would open
them to save the lives of the peo-
ple in those places.

For many years safety devices
have existed, chemical, mechanical
and electrical. Our present laws
require that the booth in which the
moving pictures are projected shall
be fireproof.

I talked with some experienced
men who have no selfish axe to
grind. And then this committee con-
vened again—I want to be fair
about it, because, by innuendo, we
were indirectly charged with being
prejudiced against this bill
want to say to each and every one
of you, who are honest men, that I
never permit my personal prejudices
to overcome my fair sense of judg-
rment. That afternoon, when we
convened for the second time on
this bill, after the promise of this
lcbbyist that if we would hear him
in executive session that that would
be the end, suddenly a redraft was
dropped into our faces. The bill
was exactly the same as the original
one with one exception — he ex-
cluded some forty-five per cent of
the machines that were equipped
with shutters. My colleague, Mr.
Crockett, and myself brought out
the point before the committee that
even that bill placed no authority
cr: the Insurance Commissioner to
judge as to the adequacy of the
machine that must be installed. We
mentioned the fact: What provi-
sion is there in the bill to set up
anybody to judge whether this de-
vice is safe or not? And it was ad-
mitted there was nothing.

We raised the question, further-
raore, that new devices of science
were being invented every day, that
for over twenty years chemical de-
vices had existed and mechanical
devices had been used, which was
all admitted. And we tried to sug-
gest a feasible, sensible, practical
way to permit this bill to be enacted,
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but we were not going to yield to
any particular man who had a
chemical device to sell for his own
interest. And I think we were right,
morally and legally, from the stand-
point of committeemen, and I still
feel so.

Without notice to any of us, this
amendment was drawn up. Last
evening, while sitting in the lobby of
the Augusta House with my col-
league on my committee, Mr. Cowan,
we were again approached by the
lobbyist for this concern, and he
went over all of this again, and we
very kindly offered him the sug-
gestion that if he was sincere in
this bill that he should present an
amendment to this House permit-
ting any safety device passed by
the Board of Underwriters to be
used on machines, with the authori-
ty vested in the Insurance Commis-
sioner that he might require any
device but not that he shall require
a certain device. He professed to
think very highly of our sugges-
tions and he said he would go up-
stairs and prepare such an amend-
nent.

And now this morning, gentle-
men—again along that honest line
--the amendment we are presented
with here is an argumentative dis-
sertation, signed by Harold W. Hur-
ley, the paid lobbyist for this com-
mercial machine,

Now, gentlemen, there has been
no public protest, no public request
for this device or any like device. I
believe 1t is fair that any device
that is honestly sold should have
an opportunity to compete in the
trade, and I call it an imposition
upon the integrity of this Legisla-
ture and your honesty of character
to attempt in any way to deceive
you, under cloak of public safety, to
make you think that only this de-
vice should be adopted. I there-
fore request you to sustain the com-
mittee’s unanimous report, “Ought
not to pass,” and, having done so, I
then move the indefinite postpone-
ment of the bill and the amend-
ment. I thank you.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fere the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rumford, Mr.
Poulin, that the bill be substituted
for the “Ought not to pass” report
of the Committee.

Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr.
Speaker, I hesitate somewhat to
make a reply to the ingenuity of
some advocates. I also resent the re-
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flection upon legislative agents in
this Legislature. I have never seen
any of them that ever have ftried
to get both underholds on me. They
were usually rather informative,
and from them I always got more
or less information that many times
was good. Perhaps I can say that
some of it was good and some of it
was otherwise, but it was up to me
to accept the good and reject that
I did not care for. So I am taking
no legislative agent by the foretop
and trying to drag him around the
floor of this House. Now when any-
one tells me that anything smells,
that is all right. No one cares to
take part and enter into a contest
with that little animal that smells
badly. I had a talk this morning
over the telephone with a friend of
mine in the city of Belfast whose
brother-in-law is a moving picture
operator in the city of Bangor. We
have lost one theater in the city of
Belfast because of defective appar-
atus. This same man, whose name is
Norman E. Dorin, is a brother of
Mrs. Howard Merrill of Belfast, was
in one of those moving picture
booths in Bangor and, because some
of the film ignited or bunched up
or stopped going, he was badly
burned, and breathed in some of the
fumes of the flames from that fire.

Now I aproach this proposition
from the matter of safety. I do not
know whether it is safe or not and
I do not care, but if it will safe-
guard moving picture operators, if
it will save theaters, if it will save
your family and my family by a bill
properly drawn, I do not care who
sells it to these picture concerns. It
seems to be a tremendous thing to
think that somebody wants to sell
a machine that will safeguard lives.
Isn’t that an awful thing? It is an
awful thing that somebody has got
a device and wants to sell it so that
it will help your family and my
family and yes, and maybe I will
want to go to the moving pictures—
I go perhaps once a year.

Now I was an advocate of Sunday
movies just because I believed that
a majority of the people in my town
wanted Sunday movies, and what-
ever they wanted, the best people
in my city, I am for it. I would not
say that I like just the attitude of
some of the moving picture con-
cerns in this State:; as soon as they
found they were going to get the
Sunday movies, then they com-
menced to move in on that little five
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cent tax on the tickets each Sun-
day. Now you know I would not
have wept two handkerchiefs at one
crying if they had to pay two hun-
dred dollars for a safety device that
was worthwhile, and no one else
would, not for a minute.

I do not know who these legisla-
tive agents are that are doing any-
thing out of the way. They do not
bother me in the slightest, but I
simply want to say that I am in
favor of their selling these machines,
whatever they have got. I read the
amendment here this morning and
I want to read the amendment to
you. I don’t feel like leading you
along in a maze of doubt. I want
to read to you the words. I have
not read the original bill. I do not
care anything about the original
bill but if this amendment is adopt-
ed I do not see anything the trou-
ble with the measure. Permit me to
read the amendment. There may
be a colored gentleman in the wood-
pile so let’s try to dig him out if he
1s here. “House Amendment ‘A’” to
H. P. 1675, I.. D. 885, Bill “An Act
Relating to Operation of Motion
Picture Machines.” Amend said Bill
by striking out Section 1 thereof
and Iinserting in place thereof the
following: “Sec. 1. Safety control
devices provided for motion picture
machines. (All right) Any ma-
chine or device—(I do not know
what the gentleman’s name is that
has been mentioned or what the de-
vice is and I do not care) utilized
in any performance, exhibition or
lecture before an audience or col-
lection of persons assembled there-
for wherein an inflammable film or
projection record is employed, ex-
cepting motion picture projector ma-
chines equipped with rear shutter
fans of a type approved by the Na-
tional Board of Fire Underwriters,
* ok 7 Tt says “approved by the
National Board of Fire Underwrit-
ers.,” Now I do not understand
that there is anything the trouble
with the National Board of Fire
Underwriters, and I believe that
whatever they approve would be
pretty near all right. Any one of
those booths that is, as I under-
stand it, out in the back of the
theater pretty much over the heads
of where your family and my family
go in and come out, shall be
equipped or fitted with an electri-
cal or chemical safety control de-
vice. I do not know what this de-
vice is that smells—that smell they
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say something about. If these Un-
derwriters approve of that, they

might take the smell out of it, I
do not know, if there is any there.

Furthermore, in Section 1-A, it
says: “Insurance commissioner to
have general control and may make
rules and regulations.” Now there
is not anything about that that is
mysterious. If this amendment is
passed it will be under the control
of the Insurance Commissioner that
I paid a fitting tribute to the other
day when I said that he was doing
a fine job. I believe he will do a
good job with this proposition if the
Board of Underwriters approve of
the proposition and it is sold to
these picture concerns in the State
of Maine, some one hundred and
seventy of them as I understand it.

We figured up the other day—
and here is something where I
think I can detect a little something
that smells a little too. I can smell
with my nostrils now. One hundred
and seventy moving picture houses
in the State of Maine, and we
thought there would be an average
of five hundred people go to those
houses. If a little fee of five cents
could be turned over from those ad-
missions we would get $221,000 to
add to Old Age Assistance. Then
they marched in to the other end,
the conservative end of Legislature,
so0 some of them think, and there
tried to defeat the whole proposition
so that the bill could not be sub-
mitted to the towns and cities of the
State of Maine. Stop and think of
that. So that the bill was defeated
seventeen to twelve. They did not
trust the people who sent them here.
Those people trusted us and sent
us here, but they did not trust the
people who sent them here. And,
finally, after Sunday, the vote was
different.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
remind the gentleman that he must
not comment on the action of any
other branch of this Legislature for
the purpose of influencing legisla-
tion in this branch.

Mr. BUZZELL: Thank you Mr.
Speaker. I saw some of the other
members in here and I wanted them
to know just how I felt. (Laughter)

And so because of our party plat-
forms they said you could not tax
five cents on them. So it was told
over in this end of the House, and
that is the reason they turned down
that little five cent tax.

I have heard about all kinds of
platforms in the State of Maine in
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politics in the last twenty-five
years. I have heard it frequently
said, why, we know what the rail-
road platform is and what this kind
of platform is, and what that kind
of platform is. But you KkKnow a
month before this session of the
Legislature, and during this session
of the Legislature, I never knew just
how much importance you did at-
tach to political platforms before. I
always supposed they were to get
into office on, but that it was what
the party did for 365 days in the
year that counted. (Laughter) That
is what counts.

It is not the platform itself.
It is not the lacquer and
enamel on the outside and it is not
whatever that platform is made up
of that you get in on, but it is what
you do after you get in there that
counts. I want to say now that the
people are so equipped that they
know more about what we are do-
ing here than many of us think.
I simply want to say this in clos-
ing: What little I have to say on
this amendment — I do not know
what the original bill is and I have
not acquainted myself long enough
with it so as to be able to write out
a speech — but there is nothing
the trouble with that amendment
and if anyone has any safety de-
vice that they can sell to these pic-
ture theaters that are now going
to come into the possession of addi-
tional gross income in consequence
of our activities here in behalf of our
constituents, I will not object to
their paying a couple hundred dol-
lars or three hundred dollars, if it
is going to make it safer for your
family and my family. I am will-
ing to leave that to the Underwrit-
ers and to our Insurance Commis-
sioner to say. Thank you.

Mr. COWAN of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
I hadn’t intended to say a word
here because the gentleman from
Old Orchard Beach, Mr. Young,
had so thoroughly covered the sub-
ject. He explained to you how pa-
tiently, how conscientiously we lis-
tened to the arguments presented.
We recognized the fact that not one
of us were mechanical experts, that
we had a problem there presented
and a request by the proponents that
we insist that certain moving pic-
ture operators in the State of Maine
adopt a certain devicee. We made
inquiries from those who were there,

and the proponents at that time
had little knowledge on the subject.

Now I am not going to take up
much of your time. I do not think
that it is necessary. I think that
the gentleman from Old Orchard
Beach, Mr. Young, has covered the
matter, and, in a way, the gentle-
man from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell, has
also covered the matter. The gen-
tleman from Belfast (Mr. Buzzell)
called attention to the amendment
and the wording of the amendment.
The gentleman from Old Orchard
Beach, Mr. Young, also spoke of
the discussion that he and I had
with the gentleman last night on
the wording of the amendment.
The suggestion made last night, as
the gentleman from Old Orchard
Beach, Mr. Young, said to you, was
that an amendment be brought in
authorizing the Insurance Commis-
sioner to pass on these things and
where, in his opinion, devices used
were not sufficiently safe, that he
have authority to require that cer-
tain safety devices or a device of
some sort be installed, and we did
go so far as to suggest to the gentle-
man last night that possibly his
concern had a very fine sales force
and, if the Insurance Commissioner
required a safety device, that the
salesmen for his concern could
probably sell these devices and the
Legislature would not have to be
the sales agency.

In this amendment which is on
your desks, the one that the gentle-
man from Belfast, Mr. Buzzell, re-
ferred to, in the fifth line of this
amendment, which, to me, does not
mean anything because I do not
know much about what it is—I do
not want you to vote in favor of
something you do not know much
about—it says: ‘“excepting moving
picture projector machines equipped
with rear shutter fans”. There may
be a thousand different ways of
making them safe. I do not know
whether rear shutter fans are im-
portant or not. We did not get
that information. Now in the next
line the third word is “shall”’—
they shall be equipped. We on the
committee, in our ignorance, could
not say to one of these gentlemen
who runs a moving picture theater
that he shall equip his machine
with a device that we could not find
out much about. We did not have
the nerve to say you shall do this.
We suggested to the proponent that
he say that the Insurance Commis-
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sioner shall investigate and may re-
quire certain things. It says fur-
ther, in the following line, ‘“shall
be equipped or fitted with an elec-
trical or chemical safety control de-
vice.” I asked the proponent last
night what would happen if during
the next year a gas device were de-
veloped which would be far superior
to these, and of course there is no
answer. We did get a little nega-
tive evidence. I am not going to
read you this letter. It is from E.
E. Cony, 112 Arlington Street, Bos-
ton, Massachusetts. It is dated
March 25, 1939. He discussed these
various devices, but this letter left
the committee even more in a fog
than we were before, because this
man Cony in his letter says that he
has had occasion to study into these
different things and he mentions
that there are two or three of the
same sort of device, but that, in his
opinion, none of them were quite
satisfactory; that they all had de-
fects. Having this lack of evidence
in favor of this device, the commit-
tee 1 believe correctly felt it was
their duty to say that we didn’t
know whether or not this thing was
good and we certainly should not
say to the theaters of the State of
Maine that they shall install some-
thing that we did not understand.

Mr., WINSLOW of Auburn: Mr.
Speaker, I wish to be very brief. 1
wish to say, first, in behalf of the
motion picture operators of the
State of Maine, that the propon-
ents of this measure, to my mind,
and I think to the minds of the en-
tire committee, failed to show the
necessity or need of any such at-
tachment in the State of Maine.
Secondly, I think they failed to
show that an attachment of this na-
ture would do away with all of the
faults or improve the safety of the
machines as was implied in this bill.
In other words, one of their claims
was that it might save a panic
when a flash occurred. They later
acknowledged that the flash would
be shown on the screen before any
device could be brought between the
projector and the film.

I am very sure that your commit-
tee were very careful and spent a
great deal of time in studying this
situation. The gentleman from Old
Orchard Beach, Mr. Young, and the
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Cow-
an, both have given the House a
great deal of information, We did
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everything possible to bring about a
fair conclusion.

Mr. GRUA of Livermore Falls:
Mr. Speaker and members of the
House: As a member of that com-
mittee, I just want to back up my
colleagues in what they have said in
regard to this device.

We had a great number of hear-
ings on this particular item. There
was no evidence before us that
there was any need of any such de-
vice, and no evidence was presented
to us that there had ever been any-
thing in the State of Maine requir-
ing such a device. In the second
place, there was no proof whatever
that this device would do the job
that they said it would do. The
proof was all to the contrary, that
the flash would be shown on the
screen in spite of any device, me-
chanical or otherwise.

In the third place, instead of
helping to prevent fires, we were
shown that the booths in the mov-
ing picture theaters are now fire-
proof, so that so far as the fire get-
ting out into the audience, this de-
vice would have no effect whatever.

We were also somewhat perturbed
because no one appeared in favor of
this measure except those parties
who were interested in selling a de-
vice that was ready to be put on
the market. There is no evidence
that there is any other device ready
to be marketed, and if this bill is
passed we are just passing over to
these men the right and privilege to
step up and say: “Here it is; you
have got to have it. Now you buy it
at our price.”

We did not like that feature of it.
As I say, there was no one who ap-
peared in favor of it, but there were
several operators who appeared
against the bill, telling us that it
was unnecessary and would not do
the job.

It seemed to us that this was
merely a scheme to employ the Leg-
islature in selling this device, and
that if we passed this law the the-

aters would have to buy it. We did
not like that idea.
Here is another thing that

weighed very heavily in my mind:
There was absolutely no evidence
that this device had ever been of-
fered to any of the theaters in the
State of Maine for purchase. They
were coming to us first to compel
these theaters to buy it, without
being able to tell us if the the-
aters knew about it and were not
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going to buy it unless they had to.
We did not like that feature.

Now this amendment here would
seem to indicate that other devices
could be used. The fact of the mat-
ter is: If there is only one on the
market, which one is the theater
owner going to buy in order to
comply with this law?

If there had been any complaint
by the Insurance Department, or
if they had said this bill was a good
bill, if there had been any reason
why your committee could see that
this was necessary, we are all inter-
ested in the safety of our public
and the safety of our children—but
we could not see any reason for
this whatsoever. And, entirely apart
from the other disagreeable cir-
cumstances connected with this par-
ticular measure, we had decided that
this was not necessary and that it
ought not to pass. I hope very
much you will back up your com-
mittee.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rumford, Mr.
Poulin, that the bill be substituted
for the report.

Mr. YOUNG: Mr., Speaker, when
the vote is taken I ask for a divi-
sion,

Mr. MURCHIE of Calais: Mr.
Speaker and ladies and gentlemen:
I occasionally talk about something
I know a little about, and once in a
while I am influenced to say some-
thing about something that I do
not know a darned thing about.
That is pretty near the situation to-
day. I do know the man who is
sponsoring the desire that this bill
be indefinitely postponed and I do
not want this Legislature to make
any mistake.

It occurs to me that I might tell
a story about a mistake. There was
once a King’s jester who saw His
Majesty leaning over a pail bath-
ing his face and, being prompted by
temptation, he gave him a resound-
ing kick on that part of his anatomy
just behind his back breadbasket.
The King ordered his immediate
execution. After thinking the mat-
ter over, the King, desiring to save
the life of his beloved Jester, decid-
ed that if the Jester himself could
suggest a way or a suitable explana-
tion, he might overlook it. So he
called the Jester before him. By
way of explanation the Jester said:
“Your Majesty, I beg your pardon.
It was an awful mistake; so help
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me, I thought it was the Queen.”
(Laughter)

Now the idea I have here is that
I don’t want the Legislature to make
a mistake. I am convinced that the
gentleman from Old Orchard Beach,
Mr. Young, is right because I know
the gentleman. I am convinced from
what little I know of the bill that
in order to properly equip the the-
aters in the smaller places that it
would put every small theater in
the State of Maine out of business.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rumford, Mr.
Poulin, that the bill be substituted
for the report. The gentleman from
Old Orchard Beach, Mr. Young,
asks for a division. All those in favor
of the motion of the gentleman from
Rumford, Mr. Poulin, that Bill “An
Act Relating to Operation of Mo-
fion Picture Machines” be substi-
tuted for the “Ought not to pass”
report will rise and stand in their
places until counted and the Moni-
tors will make and return the count.

A division of the House was had.

Two having voted in the affirma-
five, and 96 in the negative, the
motion did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair un-
derstands that the gentleman from
Old Orchard Beach, Mr. Young, now
moves that the House accept the
“Ought not to pass” report. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, the “Ought
not to pass” report was accepted,
and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the fourteenth tabled and unassign-
ed matter, House Report “Ought
not to pass” of the Committee on
Taxation on Bill “An Act Relating
to Exemption from Taxation” (H. P,
1732) (L. D. 835) tabled on March

30th by Mr. DeBeck of Holden,
pending acceptance, The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from

Brunswick, Mr. Erswell.

Mr, ERSWELL: Mr. Speaker, I
feel it is pretty late to tackle this
madtter.

The SPEAKER: Does the gentle-
man desire to debate the accept-
ance of the committee report?

Mr. ERSWELL: Mr. Speaker, I
want to make some remarks in re-
gard to that particular bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
has the floor.

Mr, ERSWELL: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: In my feeble
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way, I want to talk a few moments
in regard to the bill which I put
in tc repeal Chapter 13, Section 6,
paragraph II. Back in 1909 the
Legislature here passed a law here
known as the Tax Exempt Law; in
1809 in February, thirty years ago.
During that time of thirty years
every evidence of indebtedness issu-
ed by the State, by the county, by
the city, or subdivision thereof, has
gone free of tax. Every dollar in-
vested in all those securities has
not only been tax free to the State
but also tax free to the Federal
Income Tax. I am not making any
complaint of the law but I want
to submit some figures—I have got
some figures from the departments.
1 want to tell you that there are
tax exempt honds in this State of
forty-five million dollars. That is
the present debt in this State, —
State, County and twenty Cities. I
maintain that it is about time to
take from our books a law that has
been there for thirty years exempt-
ing such bonds. We are trying to
get money for old people and I
think it is about time that that
kind of legislation be taken off our
statutes. I will state some reasons
why it should be done.

It is unquestionably class legisla-

tion. It permits evasion of just
taxation on millions of investment
wealth which results in excessive
tax on other forms of wealth. It
has encouraged excessive extrava-
gance throughout the State for the
past thirty years. It has made pos-
sible the sale of many obsolete
water companies to our cities and
towns at high prices. It has creat-
ed excessive legal fees verging in
some cases on scandal. It has caus-
ed nullification of a limitation of
debt. It has created millions of
district debt. It has created a sanc-
tuary for the rich to escape any
tax on whatever amount they pos-
sess of these tax exempt bonds. The
figures show that the State has tax
free bonds of twenty-nine million
dollars; counties nearly two million
dollars, and twenty cities have
thirteen million dollars of indebted-
ness under the tax exempt law as
it stands on the books today. The
bonded debt of the twenty cities is
more than twelve million dollars. I
was told that the sewer debt, school
debt and all those things would
build that up to fifteen per cent
more. However, that would be a
safe figure. The indebtedness of
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the counties is around two million
dellars, the bonded debt, and the
total indebtedness is almost three
million dollars.

Now I do not object so much to
this bill being reported out “Ought
not to pass,” but in my opinion that
has been on our books for thirty
years exempting every class of debt
ir%fthis state, and it should be taken
off.

Now we are worrying about money
for the aged. I am making these
statements because I object to that
bill having been reported “Ought
not to pass.” I would like to have
some lawyer draw up an amendment
if it is not in proper shape. It 1s
class legislation. I wanted to put
these figures before the people here
and put the question before the
House.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the acceptance
of the “Ought not to pass” report of
the Committee on Taxation on Bill
“An Act Relating to Exemption
from Taxation.” The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Maxim.

Mr. MAXIM: Mr. Speaker, I was
not present at the executive session
of the Taxation Committee when
this bill was considered, as I was
out sick at the time. I do want to
say this: I think the idea of the
gentleman from Brunswick (Mr.
Erswell) has a great deal of merit,
provided his bill had provided that
such exemptions be removed from
now on. His bill would repeal an
exemption which dates way back to
1900. I have not a copy of the
Revised Statutes here so I cannot
give you the exact date. At any
rate this has been in effect for
about thirty years. I do not know
the year that this exemption be-
came effective. My attitude on it is
this: It would be unfair to remove
an exemption on bonds and notes
and other evidences of indebtedness
on all those issues which have been
issued by the State and by muni-
cipalities as far back as thirty years.
If his bill had provided that such
an exemption be removed
from now on, I would be for it.
Unless he chooses to amend his bill,
I shall have to support the attitude
of the committee which felt it would
be unfair to remove an exemption,
as the gentleman (Mr. Erswell) has
said, on some forty-five million dol-
lars of indebtedness which has been
issued in good faith and bought in
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good faith by those who believed
they would be exempt under the
provisions of Chapter 13. There-
fore, in the absence of any amend-
ment which would remove the retro-
active effect of this bill, T shall be
compelled to follow the vote taken
by the Taxation Committee in my
absence.

Mr. ERSWELL: Mr. Speaker, the
bill has no intent of any retroactive
effect. I am asking for the repeal
of that present law. If the thing
is poorly drawn, and some onhe of
our good lawyers would draw up a
redraft along the lines suggested by
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Maxim, it would be all right. I
think it is very strictly class legis-
lation to permit certain people of
wealth to buy these bonds and be
tax exempt from any tax in this
State. I have only asked for the
repeal of the present law. I would
be glad to have someone fix an
amendment. I do not think that
law should be left on the statute
books.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the accept-
ance of the “Ought not to pass” re-
port of the Committee on Taxation
on Bill “An Act Relating to Ex-
emption from Taxation”, All those
in favor of the acceptance of the
“Ought not to pass” report will say
aye; those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
“Ought not to pass” report was ac-
cepted, and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the fifteenth tabled and unassigned
matter, Majority Report “Ought to
pass” and Minority Report “Ought
not to pass” of the Committee on
Judiciary, on Bill “An Act Relative
to Court Proceedings in Relation to
the Enforcement of the Inland Fish
and Game Laws” (S. P. 215) (L. D.
287), came from the Senate, the
Majority Report read and accepted
and the bill passed to be engrossed
as amended by Senate Amendment
“A”, tabled on March 30th by Mr.
Varney of Berwick, pending the mo-
tion of that gentleman that the
Minority Report be accepted; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Mr. VARNEY: Mr. Speaker, T
guess most of the members of the
House will remember at the time
this came up before I was opposed
to the bill because it provided that
a person must be taken to the near-
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est Trial Justice Court. TUnder the
provisions of this bill, no officer
could tell which Trial Justice to
take a man to. There has been pre-
pared an amendment which will be
offered I assume at the proper time
which would clear up that difficulty.
The amendment provides that they
must take that person before a
Trial Justice whose usual place of
holding Court is where the offence
is alleged to have been committed.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is that the minority re-
port be accepted. The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. McGlauflin.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I wish to say that that was a mat-
ter that I understood from the gen-
tleman from Rockland, Mr. Bird,
that he had prepared some amend-
ment that made it satisfactory to
the opponents. I understood it was
also satisfactory to Mr. Varney. I
would like to ask if there is a mo-
tion before the House.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Berwick, Mr. Var-
ney, that the minority report be
accepted in non-concurrence.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I would like to ask to have it laid on
the table until the gentleman from
Rockland, Mr. Bird, gets here. I
know he has something prepared on
the bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
call attention to House Amendment
“A”, filing No. 74, which has been
reproduced and is distributed on the
desks this morning. The Chair has
no knowledge as to whether or not
that is the amendment to which the
gentleman refers.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I hope the motion of the gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: Does the Chair
understand that the gentleman
from Portland (Mr. McGlauflin)
makes the motion that this matter
lie on the table?

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: I understand
I was out of order, Mr. Speaker.

. The SPEAKER: The gentleman
is in order.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I would like to have it lie on the
table until tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin,
moves that the two reports and ac-
companying bill lie on the table
pending the motion of the gentle-
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man from Berwick, Mr. Varney, that
the minority report be accepted,
and be specially assigned for to-
morrow morning. Is this the pleas-
ure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
bill was so tabled.

The Chair lays before the House
the sixteenth tabled and unassign-
ed matter, House Report “Ought not
to pass as subject matter covered in
another bill” of the Committee on
Salaries and Fees on Bill “An Act
Relating to Salaries of the Public
Utilities Commission” (H. P, 1714)
(L. D. 672), tabled on March 30th
by Mr. Hawes of Vassalboro, pend-
ing acceptance; and the Chair rec-
ognizes that gentleman.

Mr. HAWES: Mr. Speaker, I
have kept this bill tabled because
of the report of the committee that
the subject matter was included in
another bill. This was a very, very
small part of another bill and was
partially included, but as the other
bill apparently met its Waterloo in
this House yesterday, I should like
to have this bill considered on its
own merits.

I have not trespassed very greatly
upon the courtesy of the House thus
far and hope that I shall not for
the remainder of the session, but
I am curious to find out just what
economies the House will practice.
The bill before us permits a reduc-
tion in the salaries — yes, I said
reduction — in the salaries of the
Public Utilities Commissioners from
$6,000 to $4,000 a year.

Now the Public Utilities Commis-
sion was created in 1913, and the
salaries at that time were $4,500 for
the Chairman and $4,000 for each
of the associates. In 1929, the year
that all you well remember, those
salaries were increased to $6,000 for
each member. The reason for my
bill at this time is first: The fi-
nancial condition of the people of
this state, and second: As a re-
sult of some investigation concern-
ing the compensation for these
positions in other states. I am not
going to review this salary situa-
tion because we have heard much
concerning this in the past few days
and perhaps it is not necessary.
When we came here we had a cer-
tain job to do. The weeks have
passed and we realize that this
matter of additional taxes can be
obviated only by the curtailment of

767

any unnecessary activities. We have
worked along that line and I be-
lieve that we have made real prog-
ress. There is still no time for
needless expenditures.

As to other states, there are thir-
ty states in which the compensation
of the Public Utilities Commission-
ers or Public Service Commissioners
have less than in the State of
Maine. The duties and require-
ments vary somewhat in the various
states, but there are several which
may fairly be compared with Maine.
The State of Wisconsin with more
than three times the population of
Maine, and nearly twice the area,
pays its Public Utilities Commission
$5,000 — $1,000 less than paid in
Maine. The great State of Ohio,
with six and one-half times the
population, and with one city alone
equal to the population of Maine,
pays no more than is paid here. The
State of North Dakota, with less
population but a greater area, pays
its Public Utilities Commission
$3,000 each.

I submit that measured by com-
parison with other states, as well
as our own ability to pay, $4,000
a year is just and fair for the ser-
vice required to be rendered. If
there was justification to increase
these salaries in 1929 with State val-
uations and State revenue at high
water mark, it is equally proper to
reduce them in times of depression.

Finally I am not able to convince
myself that the labors and respon-
sibilities of the Public Utilities Com-
mission are greater than those of
the Governor of this State with a
salary for the Governor of $1,000
less.

. Mr. Speaker, I move the substitu-
tion of the bill for the report of
the committee, and when the vote
is taken I would ask for a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Vassalboro, Mr. Hawes, moves
that Bill “An Act Relating to Sal-
aries of the Public Utilities Com-
mission” be substituted for the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
committee on Salaries and Fees. Is
the House ready for the question?
The gentleman from Vassalboro,
Mr. Hawes, asks for a division.

All those in favor of the motion
of the gentleman from Vassalboro,
Mr. Hawes, that the bill be substi-
tuted for the report will rise and
stand in their places until counted
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and the Monitors will make and re-
turn the count.

A division of the House was had.

Twenty-four having in the affirm-
ative and 28 in the negative, the
motion did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House that the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
Committee be accepted?

The motion prevailed, the “Ought
not to pass” report was accepted,
and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the seventeenth tabled and unas-
signed matter, Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Holidays” (H. P. 1430) (L. D.
631), tabled on March 30th by Mr.
Mills of Farmington, pending sec-
ond reading; and the Chair recog-
nizes that gentleman.

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, I put
this bill on the table during the ill-
ness of the gentleman from Kenne-
bunkport, Mr. Dow.

Mr. DOW of Kennebunkport: Mr.
Speaker, I now move that the bill
be given its second reading.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Kennebunkport, Mr. Dow,
moves that the bill be given its sec-
ond reading. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

The motion prevailed, the bill was
given its second reading and tomor-
row assigned for third reading.

The Chair lays before the House
the eighteenth tabled and unassign-
ed matter, Senate Report “Ought to
pass in new draft” of the Commit-
tee on Maine Publicity on Bill “An
Act Relating to the Powers of the
County Commissioners” (S. P. 382)
(L. D. 789) New Draft (S. P. 538)
(L. D. 1073), tabled on March 31st
by Mr. Varney of Berwick, pending
acceptance in concurrence. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Farmington, Mr. Mills.

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, I wish
to move the indefinite postponement
of this bill and the report. My rea-
sons for doing so are as follows: I
think it would be proper to read
the bill at this time. It is only five
lines, but in those five lines there
1s provision made for the expendi-
ture by the State of Maine of $168,-
000 at the discretion of the County
Commissioners. “The county com-
missioners of the several counties in
the state may, without obtainins the
consent of their respective counties,

appropriate any sum, not exceeding
14 of 1 mill on $1, based on the val-
uation of the preceding year, to be
expended and used for advertising
the natural resources, advantages,
and attractions of the State, or said
county.”

Now, Mr. Speaker and members
of the House, that 1-4 of a mill
would amount in the aggregate, if
this discretion were used by the
County Commissioners, to $168,-
022.49. This bill would give the
County Commissioners the power
to raise the real estate tax in the
State of Maine by 1-4 of a mill in
the several counties. I know when
we came down here it was an un-
written law that one thing we were
not going to do was raise the real
estate tax. Now this bill would do
that very thing. . .

Dividing that up by counties, it
would give the County Commis-
sioners in our several counties the
right to raise the following sums:
In Androscoggin County over $16,-
000; Aroostook, over $13,000; Cum-
berland $35,000; Franklin $4,000;
Hancock $8,000; Kennebec $13,000;
Knox $5,000; Lincoln $3,000; Ox-
ford $7,000; Penobscot $18,000; Pis-
cataquis $5,000; Sagadahoc $3,000;
Somerset  $9,000; Waldo $3,000;
Washington $5,000 and York $16,000.

I read those figures to bring
home to you the ultimate cost to
your respective counties. I do not
think it is proper for this Legisla-
ture to pass over to the County
Commissioners the power to raise
the real estate tax in any such way.
Real estate taxes come out of the
hides of the farmers the same as it
always has, and I do not believe the
sentiment of the people is for any
such proposal.

Secondly, I do not see the wisdom
in giving the County Commission-
ers in our several counties the pow-
er to spend money for advertising
the natural resources, advantages
and attractions of the State or said
county. We have set up a Maine
Development Commission and there
is in the State a Maine Publicity
Bureau, and by giving the Coun-
ty Commissioners the power to
spend money for advertising, there
is dunlication of effort.

have always thought of the
County Commissioners as the fel-
lows who take care of the county
buildings and look after the county
roads. I have never known them to
go Into the advertising field. It
seems to me that advertising is
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more in the sphere of the Cham-
bers of Commerce and the Maine
Publicity Bureau and the Maine
Development Commission, .

Furthermore, I do not think it is
good legislation to pass a discre-
tionary bill of this kind which gives
them the discretion that this bill
would. We are here to do a job
and if we think it is a good thing
for them to raise this money we
ought to say so. The Legislature is
the place for the decision to be
made, and not with the Boards of
the various County Commissioners.
I can imagine a situation where
County Commissioners in some
counties might be able to get this
money for things that would be
against the wishes of the county.

I believe it is very poor legislation
to pass on to them the discretionary
power to raise taxes. There is no
good reason to raise the taxes in
the first place, and if we want them
%10 raise them, we ought to do it

ere.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Farmington,
Mr. Mills, that the “Ought to pass
in new draft” report of the Com-
mittee on Maine Publicity and Bill
“An Act Relating to the Powers of
the County Commissioners” be in-
definitely postponed. The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Po-
land, Mr. Goss.

Mr. GOSS: Mr. Speaker, this bill
has been very ably explained to you,
and I could not explain it any
more. I want to go on record, how-
ever, as urging the indefinite post-
ponement of this bill.

The SPEAKER: All those in fa-
vor of the motion of the gentleman
from Parmington, Mr. Mills, that
the bill and report be indefinitely
postponed will say aye; those op-
posed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, the bill and re-
port were indefinitely postponed in
non-concurrence, and sent up for
concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the twentieth tabled and unassigned
matter, House Report “Ought not
to pass” of the Committee on Sala-
ries and Fees on Bill “An Act Re-
lating to the Salary of the Record-
er of the Northern Cumberland Mu-
nicipal Court” (H. P. 687) (L. D.
260). The House accepted the Re-
port on March 23rd. Came from the
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Senate recommitted to the Commit-
tee on Salaries and Fees in non-
concurrence, tabled on March 31st
by Mr. Pike of Bridgton, pending
motion of Mr. Gyger of Cumberland
that the House adhere; and the
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Pike.

Mr. PIKE: Mr. Speaker, I have
not anything more to say. .

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Cumberland, Mr.
Gyger, that the House adhere. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

The Chair lays before the House
the twenty-first tabled and unas-
signed matter, House Report “Ought
not to pass” of the Committee on
Public Health on Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Charges made by Hos-
pitals Receiving Public Funds for
X-Ray Pictures” (H. P. 1707) (L. D.
874), tabled on March 31st by Mr.
Goss of Poland, pending accept-
ance; and the Chair recognizes that
gentleman.

Mr. GOSS: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I have con-
tacted all seven House members of
the committee relative to this bill
and, while they agree with me that
the measure has some virtue, they
have consented to have the bill
recommitted to the committee for
a new plan which would preserve
the virtue which does lie behind the -
bhill. I now move that the bill be
recommitted to the Committee on
Piiblic Health.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Poland, Mr. Goss, moves that
Bill “An Act Relating to Charges
Made by Hospitals Receiving Public
Funds for X-Ray Pictures” be re-
cocmmitted to the Committee on
Public Health. Is this the pleasure
of the House?

The motion prevailed and the bill
was recommitted to the Committee
on Public Health and sent up for
concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the twenty-second tabled and un-
agssigned matter, House Report
“Ought to pass” of the Committee
on Motor Vehicles on Bill “An Act
Amending the Law Relative to Reg-
istration of Motor Vehicles” (H. P.
1188) (L. D. 470), tabled on April
1st by Mr. Noyes of Franklin, pend-
irg acceptance; and the Chair rec-
ognizes that gentleman.
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On motion by Mr. Noyes the
“Qught to pass” report was accept-
ed.

The Chair lays before the House
the twenty-third tabled and unas-
signed matter, House Report “Ought
to pass” of the Committee on Pen-
sions on Bill “An Act Relating to
Requisites for Old Age Assistance”
(H. P. 286) (L. D. 91), tabled on
April 1st by Mr. Lambert of Lewis-
ton, pending acceptance; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr., LAMBERT: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: The
reason that I want to give you at
this time for tabling this bill last
Saturday was the fact that I was
surprised at the action of the Com-
mittee on Pensions in reporting
“Ought to pass” on such legislation.

I do not stand here to criticize
the committee in any way, but T am
going to make an appeal here to the
members of the House concerning a
very delicate situation we are about
to enter if we accept the commit-
tee report “Ought to pass”. TUn-
fortunately I could not attend the
hearing to voice my opposition at
that time, so therefore I hope you
will be lenient with me and accept
my apolegies for not attending the
hearing, and permit me to present
some of the facts which I believe
were not presented to the commit-
tee.

This bill, as I understand, will
mean that 780 aliens will be stricken
off the pension rolls who are now
receiving old age pensions; in other
words, they will be stricken off the
rolls. I want to tell each and every
member of this House that there is
not one of those 780 cases that are
not needy. If they were not needy
they would not be receiving Old
Age Pensions. These investigators
in the Old Age Pension Bureau are
very strict. I have found that the
investigators are very strict. 'They
go through the case thoroughly, and
unless it is found that they are de-
serving, they do not report favor-
ably. This bill would also mean
that those aliens who are receiving
aid would go back to the municipali-
ties. I say to you now that I do
not believe it is right. It might be
an economy on the part of the State,
but let me tell you that the records,
according to the February report,
show that each and every one of
those aliens are receiving $20.56 a
month. That is the average. That
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means that the Federal Government
has paid half of that. This state
here was only contributing one-half.
You show me a municipality today
that can take care of an aged per-
son for ten dollars a month.

These aliens, I want each and
every one of you to understand, are
not deportable; if they were they
would be gone now from this coun-
try. Only April 3rd in the Lewiston
Evening Journal you have a story
telling you that a man was picked
up in the city of Lewiston and was
deported for illegal entry into this
country, so I believe the present im-
migration laws are strong enough to
prevent any from coming into this
country who are not deserving and
who should be shipped back to
Canada or any other country.

Years ago some of our unfortun-
ate aged people came to this coun-
try when the mills were looking for
a lot of workers. The labor situation
then was very different from what
it is now. There was a scarcity of
labor. These people came to this
country, some of them at the age
of twelve or thirteen years. In
those days there were no laws, ab-
solutely no law to prevent them
from entering the mills to work.
There was no law to compel them
to go to school. That was quite a
few years ago. They are the people
whe are sixty-five today; they must
be or they would not be getting a
pensinn. When they came over here
and entered the mills, some of them
probably never had a chance to go
to school, They could not very well
learn to master the English lan-
guage possibly to pass an examina-
tion for naturalization, but I will
say to you that while they did go
into the mills and work and labor
in this country, you must remember
that they helped build up our vari-
ous cities, towns and also the State
to where the State is today. You
should also remember that some of
those aliens were very good taxpay-
ers, possibly better than some of our
own citizens.

You should also remember that a
good number of them have raised
large families. These children who
were born here in this country are
naturally all citizens and good citi-
zens today.

As you know, they have built up
this country, they have built up this
state to where it is today. Now are
we going to turn them down? I was
speaking to a Representative here
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the other day and he was very
much in favor of killing this bill.
He said to me, he said: “You are
right Lambert; now that we have all
the juice out of the lemon, we
want to throw the peeling away.” I
think he is right.

Now another point is the fact that
the Federal Government you under-
stand is not eliminating these aliens.
The Federal Government is willing
to pay up to $15 as the State pays
them. If the Federal Government is
willing to pay them, I do not see
any reason why the State of Maine
should take the initiative step. Let
us wait for the Federal Government
to do it first and then we might
follow suit.

These aliens, as I said before, are
all taxpayers. I hold in my hand a
tax bill. In every tax bill there is a
clause stating that aliens are tax-
able as well as citizens. I think that
the whole bill is unjust and unfair.
Speaking the way I am now, I am
certainly not looking for votes be-
cause these aliens are not voters.
It is not a political question, but I
am trying to appeal to the hearts
of each one of you here. I say it is
not only unjust and unfair but you
are pledged here—there has been
talk right along, it has been men-
tioned practically every day about
raising money to pay the old age
pensions. There are all kinds of
taxation bills that you have here;
you are trying to raise money to
pay the old age pensions. We
should stick to that and try to get
the money and not try to eliminate
pensioners from the relief rolls. Let
us provide the money first before
we eliminate anybody. I certainly
do not want to go on record as be-
ing one that voted to send those
people back to the poor farm. That
is where some of them are headed
for if you accept that report of the
committee “Ought to pass”.

In checking up, I find that there
are 9,500 cases awaiting investiga-
tion. Of this number, 4,800 are on
the waiting list. They are declared
eligible. Now if we eliminate 780
aliens from these rolls, we will still
have to provide for 4,200 or 4,100 and
some odd. If we can provide money
for 4,000, or 10,080 more, we can
provide for the aliens as well.

I hope each and every one of you
will think the same as I do, and
I now move, Mr. Speaker, that this
be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. HAWES of Vassalboro: Mr.
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Speaker, the committee investigat-
ed and considered very carefully I
think every argument that has been
advanced by the gentleman from
Lewiston (Mr. Lambert), and the
figures which he gave for Maine
are correct. There are 758 aliens
now receiving aid. There are 574
who have been recommended for
aid, making a total of 1,332; 4,800
more have been recommended and
about 5,000 more who have not been
investigated. Assuming that at
least 4,000, and that is probably
low, of the 5,000 who have been in-
vestigated are accepted, that makes
a total of about 21,000 who in all
probability, if money were avail-
able, would receive aid. It is en-
tirely unlikely that that number
can be provided for in the near
future.

According to the department es-
timate, perhaps fifty per cent of
the aliens now receiving aid might
become state or municipal charges.
Others it is estimated would take
care of themselves.

It is believed that a substantial
saving might be made by the elimi-
nation of these aliens. However,
that was not the prime considera-
tion of the committee. The com-
mittee believed that if all these who
might become eligible did not re-
ceive assistance, that citizens of our
own country should be of first con-
sideration. Those who have come
here from foreign countries and
have not been interested enough to
become naturalized and give alle-
giance to the land of their oppor-
tunity should not receive preference
over our own citizens. That was
probably the impelling consideration
of the committee in making their
report. The gentleman from Lew-
iston (Mr. Lambert) suggested that
this proposition was unique in
Maine. Out of fifty states and ter-
ritories thirty of them already bar
aliens. The states of Vermont, New
Hampshire and Massachusetts close
to us bar aliens and we are inviting
ourselves to be a haven for those
from those states and Canada.

In our present financial condi-
tion, the committee did not feel
that foreign born citizens should be
given preference over our own citi-
zens. 1 hope the motion of the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. Lam-
bert, does not prevail.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Bethel: Mr.
Speaker, I hestitate somewhat to
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take up and speak on a bill which
has been reported favorably by two
committees, the committee on Pen-
sions and the Economy Committee.
I do, however, wish to call the at-
tention of the members of the House
to some facts which have been asked
of me by different members.

One of the first things which I
would like to state is the fact that
there are now 27 states which re-
quire citizenship. There are some
members who have the idea that
this is a _new idea in the State of
Maine. Twenty-seven states require
citizenship, and Maine is the only
State in New England which does
not require citizenship. .

In regard to the justice of this
matter, the law in Canada, from
which a great many of our aliens
come, provides that a person must
be a British subject or has resided
in Canada for at least twenty
years. 1 would like to call attention
to some figures in regard to per-
sons now receiving pensions. Of
the branded cases there are 11,726
persons now receiving pensions. Of
this number, 780 are aliens. In
other words, we are now paying
$187,200, of which the State of
Maine contributes one-half. On
the waiting list, those that have ac-
tually been investigated and ap-
proved, there are 4,373, of which
562 are aliens to whom we would
pay $132,480 if they were not
eliminated from the roll. Of the
pending cases which have not been
investigated, it is estimated that
there are some 500 who will be
aliens, representing another $120,-
000, or a total of about one-half
million dollars or better, to which
the State would contribute one-half.
It is a fact, I believe, as stated, that
a large number of these aliens if
eliminated from the old age assist-
ance roll could not come on for as-
sistance to the State or municipali-
ties. I would like to call attention
to the fact that of the amount of
$187,200 which we would save by
eliminating aliens, $111,840 of that
is being paid to aliens who at the
time of investigation, were not town
or State paupers. On the waiting
list there are 391 aliens who were
not State or town paupers at the
time of investigation, who would be
paid $93,840, making a total for
those on the waiting list and those
receiving pensions of  $205,680,
which would be paid to aliens who
were not receiving pauper assist-
ance at the time of investigation.
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Assuming then that a certain por-
tion would be thrown back on the
towns on the waiting list of citi-
zens, the number being so much
greater than the number of aliens,
both those receiving and those on
the waiting list, a large number of
citizens would be removed from the
pauper roll to replace the aliens re-
moved, they would displace those
aliens but would not put them on
the State or town rolls. There im-
mediately would be a gain so far as
the cost to the State and the muni-
cipality is concerned.

As to the question of justice of
this legislation, I am wondering
whom we are going to consider first.
It is recommended by the Commit-
tee on Economy not that aliens be
eliminated for all time, but simply
eliminated until such time as we
can take care of our own citizens.
Personally while I am a new mem-
ber of this body I feel quite well
satisfied that as much as we re-
gret having to do it, we have thrust
this matter only temporarily aside,
The matter will confront the next
Legislature, only the problem is
going to be greater. We are still
going to have the problem of old
age assistance; we will still have the
problem of taking care of our old
citizens. If the time should ever
come when we were able to place
them on the roll there is going to
be a need for a greater number of
pensions. Until such time as the
matter of our own citizens is taken
care of, I do not believe it is good
government for the State to grant a
pension to aliens while it permits its
own citizens to go without. I do
not think it is a good thing for a
good, honest citizen to find an
alien, who owes no allegiance what-
ever to the United States, receiving
a bounty from the State when he
cannot receive it.

I hope the motion of the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Lambert,
will not prevail.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN of Portland:
Mr. Speaker, I would like to say
just a word or two on this matter,
I am not in favor of the committee
report. Upon investigation, as has
already been stated, these aliens
cannot be deported. Therefore, un-
less they are taken care of, they are
going to be thrown back on the
towns. It has already been called
to your attention that one-half of
the money that is now paid is paid
by the United States government,
and of course if these men are
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thrown back on the towns, there is
no help from the Federal govern-
ment.

I will call your attention further-
more to the fact that I have been
informed that many of these aliens
have sons who have served in the
war for this county and these aliens,
when they have had property, have
paid taxes as have the others. Now
I agree with the sentiment that our
own people should be taken care of
first but I, for one, believe that we
can take care of both. I think that
if we are going to inaugurate that
policy of having none but citizens
receive this aid we should start on
that policy now and not make it
retro-active to those who have al-
ready been granted this aid. Many
I think have been granted and they
have been found to be needy cases.
They are depending upon that aid.
They have gotten the idea that the
State in some way has taken care
of them, and I think it would be a
great hardship to suddenly take the
old age assistance from them. If
this can be amended so as to take
care of that feature I would have no
objection. I, for one, am opposed to
this bill as drawn.

Mr. MacNICHOL of Eastport: Mz,
Speaker and members of the House:
Coming from Eastport, up close to
the Canadian border, we have a
great number of aliens. The way
that word aliens has been used here
today, you would think that some-
body sneaked into the country and
grabbed off old age pensions, that
they were people who had not con-
tributed or worked to build up the
State. You would think they were
some underhanded people who came
into the State for the express pur-
pose of getting pensions.

Let me tell you some of the cases
we have up there. We have people
up there who came in from Canada
in great numbers, in fact, practically
the whole town came from Canada
at one time or another, but they
have all become citizens. The older
people there have married and have
daughters and sons who are citi-
Zens.

Personalities make poor argu-
ments. However, I just want to point
out one or two instances of people
who happen to be getting pensions
up that way, and you can judge
that there are possibly cases run-
ning parallel with that throughout
the State. One case is a woman who
has been a widow for over forty
years and she has brought up a
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family of six children. She worked
hard, owned her own home and paid
her taxes. Her children are all citi-
zens of this country. Three boys
went to war, and this woman work-
ed hard, brought them up, edu-
cated them, and they all have large
families. They all worked hard.
Wages are not large in that locality
and in that way they cannot con-
tribute any substantial amount to
their mother’s upkeep or to her sup-
port. The home has burned, and
that woman today has practically
nothing. She has always been one
of that type of women who go
around the neighborhood, always
doing a good turn. She has prob-
ably acted as mid-wife to half the
town. Now after the State has gone
out and given her that pension of
twenty dollars a month, the State is
going to turn around and say “No,
you can’t have it. We are going to
give it to somebody else.”

It is a good idea, I recognize, to
take care of our own citizens first.
There is a great deal of merit in
the idea. When you come to look at
the cases of people who have been
investigated and have been getting
aid, there is a lot to be said for
leaving the aid there.

I think the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. McGlauflin, made a very
good suggestion when he said “Ex-
tend it no further, but at least do
not go back and take it away from
the people you have already given
it to.” One gentleman said they
would be taken care of anyway.
Where are they going to get it? If
they were needy enough to get pen-
sions what benevolent society is go-
ing to take them over now? The
numbers are not so great, 780 peo-
ple whom we cannot afford to take
care of. After they have contributed
and lived here a number of years,
after they have contributed through
their work and taxes and assisted
in the upbuilding of our State, now
when we come to the consideration
of pensions, certainly this State is
using highly discriminatory tactics.
We are making fish of one and fowl
of another. What are we doing for
the citizens of our State? If we are
going to be so benevolent, why not
give it to every person who is
eligible for it? Why not spread it
cut, and be fair about it? Why deny
it to one citizen and give it to an-
other citizen? Go back and take the
money from these people after you
have given it to them,—that is not
justice.
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Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Eastport (Mr. Mac-
Nichol) has chosen to make an
illustration of his own town of East-
port. He says there are a large
number of aliens in the town of
Eastport who would be adversely
affected by the passage of this bill.

I want to call attention to the
fact that in the city of Eastport,
according to the figures of the De-
partment of the Health and Wel-
fare, there are now three aliens re-
ceiving benefits and five on the
waiting list, and there are 46 citi-
zens - waiting. I wonder, in that
group of 46 citizens as against
eight aliens, three receiving aid and
five waiting, if there are not some
very worthy cases among those citi-
zens?

Mr. MacNICHOL: Mr. Speaker, 1
said we had a large population of
aliens. Most of them are thrifty
people, and the ones who require
aid are those who have met adver-
sity, who have not been able to put
aside something for their old age.
In the struggle, as a good many of
our own citizens have done, they
have gone down to defeat. Our
aliens are large in number but they
do not ask a great deal. Those peo-
ple who are asking aid throughout
the State are probably not in the
majority aliens.

Mr. COOK of Lewiston: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
I do not want to be unfair, but our
citizens should be taken care of first.
The gentleman from Lewiston, (Mr.
Lambert) said that if these aliens
were taken from the pension roll
they would probably go to the poor-
house. That is also true of some of
our cit‘zens who are asking for aid
and have not got it. They have large
families and work hard, the same
as the aliens, and they have been
citizens of this country. I move the
“Cught to pass” report of the com-
mittee be accepted.

Mr. NOYES of Franklin:
Speaker, I think the
bheen pretty well covered. Explaining
this bill briefly, I will try to ex-
plain to the House the reason
which impelled the members of the
Economy Committee to report on
the measure as they did. The figures
have been submitted concerning the
rumber who are now receiving old
age pensions and the number of
aliens who are now receiving old
age assistance. We were greatly
impressed by the number of citi-

Mr.
ground has
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zens who were still waiting for old
age assistance. It seemed to us
that in that group of waiting citi-
zens we had worthy cases that
should be taken care of and it was
our thought that preference should
be given to the citizens of the State
of Maine first. After we have found
money enough to take care of all
our own citizens who need assist-
ance, then we can take care of the
aliens.

Mr. BURGESS of Limestone: Mr.
Speaker, I hesitate to rise and at-
tempt to discuss this subject realiz-
ing that the county from which I
hail borders on foreign land. I am
only going to speak of it as a man-
ner of economy to the State. There
is no one who sits in this House
more in accord with economy, when
it is economy, than I am, but any
attempt to discriminate when there
i3 not a cent’s worth of economy to
be gained is not tc me sound legisla-
tion. You will find on the rolls of
your State paupers hundreds of
aliens who have no settlement in
any town who will be taken care of
at a greater expense than the cost
of the pensions. In my own town I
have no grievance. We only have
three, I believe, who are aliens. Just
simply as a matter of economy I
ask you members whether or not it
is good legislation, whether or not
it is economy to strike from the
pension roll seven or eight hundred
located in various towns over the
State and find them struggling
back to the Health and Welfare De-
partment as State paupers. There
is no economy in it. There are
problems such as this and I will at-
tempt to explain my interpretation
of them. Certain towns which do
border on foreign territory have
more aliens than others and that is
more of a problem. It is my con-
ception of the Siate that those
problems should be shared. Mem-
bers, I do not believe and I think
if you will look into the files of
vour Health and Welfare Depart-
ment you will find that there is
no economy in this matter. You
are just saving it in one pocket and
taking twice as much out of the
other.

Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
It is nice to be found on the side
of those that you have not agreed
with, especially with the boys from
Aroostook. I am pleased to be with
them in this proposition. You know
that only one of them from up in
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that county has spoken yet. I want
to say that this alien proposition
does not affect us while some of my
colleagues have bragged about hav-
ing three in their town. Now I can
brag about having only three in our
county and none of them are on
the old age assistance list in the
city of Belfast.

While sitting here enjoying the
arguments I could not help but
think about our first citizens of this
country. Our own forefathers were
all foreigners when they came here
and they came here for a purpose.
They came here for the purpose of
finding a country where they could
get along under certain conditions
agreeable to all. Perhaps you have
heard me say before that I dislike
very much to make fish out of one
human and fowl out of another. Of
course I know that I am in the mi-
nority but that does not make any
difference. Now just when did our
old forefathers who left England
and came across the water to Can-
ada-—just when did they become so
high hat, I would like to know.
Those of us who can trace our an-
cestry have a little feeling for those
old original settlers. I know that
this does not affect my county any
to speak of, but for all that I do
not feel it is fair, I do not feel that
the proposition of my friend and
brother colleague from Portland is
fair. If we are going farther than
the Federal government goes to cut
out any aliens, then let us cut them
all out. Let’s not halfway do the
job. Our Federal government says
we will pay so and so to aliens as
well as to citizens of this country.
Now some have said that New
Hampshire has done this, and Ver-
mont and Massachusetts have done
so and so. Now that does not make
any difference to me. The Federal
government says that they will pay
ten dollars thirty-seven cents and a
half if we will pay ten dollars
thirty-seven cents and a half. Some-
one has said it has been considered
by two committees and by the Econ-
omy Committee. What part of econ-
omy is it to take away ten dollars
and thirty seven cents and ten dol-
lars and thirty-seven cents paid by
the government, and then have the
towns support them? Is that part
of economy? Is that the way we
want to economize? You are going
to economize in this particular in-
stance, but not with my vote.

Aroostook county will be particu-
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larly affected—that is the county
where they have a nudist colony up
there,—you know they invited some
of us to come up—that is the county
where they needed a million and
some odd hundred thousand dollars.
Oh 1 appreciate the stillness on
certain occasions, I appreciate the
attitude of some. But now if we
want to be fair, if we want to be
economical, this is the time. There
was a time right after the Civil
War when we needed a lot of those
who came here who we now re-
fer to as aliens or foreigners
They are no different than our
old great-great grandfathers
and our great-great-grandmothers
were once, no different. They went
into our mills and our mines when
ten or twelve years old and went to
work instead of enjoying the advan-
tages of our children today. How
could they become naturalized citi-
zens? Of course they could not. You
will find upon investigation that
many of those old people signed
their name with a cross. They have
paid taxes. They have paid poll tax-
es and they have paid real estate
taxes and all other taxes. You know
we are living today at a time when
the seen taxes are not so much as
the unseen taxes. We pay taxes on
pretty nearly everything you can
think of except dandelion greens
and spinach. I hope that does not
get down to Washington. .

Now you talk about our citizen-
ship. Just where are you going to
draw the line? I happen to know of
a particular case in one of the coun-
ties in this State where a man and
his wife came to this country, came
to this country from Canada, and
then later journeyed to Royal Aroos-
took. They came here with $14,000;
they raised a family of eight chil-
dren; three of them went into the
World War and two of them came
back shattered, gased and broken.
Three boys went in and fought our
battles for us. Now we were not
making fish then of one and fowl of
another. We took them by the hand
and we were so glad to have them
go in for us. I cannot imagine any-
one saying anything about that
when they were marching side by
side. I do not imagine anybody
would question whether it was the
life of an American citizen boy or
whether it was the life of an alien
boy. We were not making fish of one
then and fowl of another. We were
not figuring so closely then. No, we
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were fighting for our lives, That was
before we got so economical as we
are today. I know what the House
is going to do when you come to
vote, but they are not going to vote
with my vote to do any such thing.
It makes no difference to me, it
makes no difference to my county
so to speak. There are only three in
my whole county. But it is not fair.
We should not be quite so economi-
cal for just 780, just 780 out of all
the old age pensions in this State—
that is about six and a half per
cent of what we are doing. It is just
a case my friends of being penny
wise and pound foolish.

Mr. YOUNG of Old Orchard
Beach: Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Young, moves the previous ques-
tion. In order for the Chair to en-
tertain this motion it requires the
affirmative vote of one-third of the
members present. All those in
favor of the Chair entertaining the
previous question will say aye; those
opposed no.

A division was had.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third of the members hav-
ing arisen, the previous question is
ordered. The question now before
the House is, shall the main ques-
tion be put now? All those in favor
of the main question being put now
will say aye; those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, that the main
question be now put.

Mr. LAMBERT: Mr. Speaker, I
ask for a division.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Lewiston, Mr.
Lambert, that the report of the
Committee on Pensions on Bill “An
Act Relating to Requisites for Old
Age Assistance” and the accompany-
ing bill be indefinitely postponed.
The gentleman from Lewiston, Mr.
Lambert, asks for a division. All
those in favor of the motion of the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. Lam-
bert, that the report “Ought to
pass,” and the accompanying bill,
be indefinitely postponed will rise
and stand in their places, and the
Monitors will make and return the
count.

A division of the House was had.

Fifty having voted in the affirma-
tive and 62 in the negative, the mo-
tion did not prevail.

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, APRIL 5, 1939

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is on the accept-
ance of the “Ought to pass” re-
port of the committee. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
ught to pass” report was accept-

I

ed

The Chair lays before the House
the twenty-fourth unassigned mat-
ter, House Report “Ought to pass”
of the Committee on Pensions on
Bill “An Act Amending the Old Age
Assistance Law Relating to Addi-
tional Aid by Municipalities” (H.
P. 1446) (L. D. 623) tabled on April
1st by Mr. Grua of Livermore Falls,
pending acceptance; and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. GRUA: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I will de-
tain you but a very short time. I
want to give you my reasons for
opposing this particular measure.
I think it is a bad piece of legis-
lation. We have just voted down
an attempt to make the towns con-
tribute to old age assistance. I
think this is another method of
getting old age assistance out of
the towns through the back door,
and I rise for the purpose of mak-
ing a motion to indefinitely post-
pone this report and the bill.

I feel that if we do this, the State
is almost certain to reduce the
amount of old age assistance grant-
ed to our poor people, relying on
the fact that if they need more as-
sistance, the towns will have to
furnish that in the form of pauper
supplies.

There is another provision here
which I dislike very much. It pro-
vides that this shall not be regard-
ed as pauper supplies. That means
that those people actually receiv-
ing pauper supplies from the town
will be permitted to vote the same
as if they had not had pauper sup-
plies. I think that is a very dan-
gerous thing to start in a State, and
I also think it is unfair. If a man
who is unable to get old age as-
sistance, and he receives supplies, he
becomes a pauper and loses his
vote, while if his neighbor happens
to be Iicky enough to get old age
assistance and gets pauper supplies,
he keeps his vote and does not be-
come a pauper. It does not seem
to me that is fair.

Now this old age assistance was
something put on the towns by the
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State. It was nothing the towns
voted for, and, as I understand, only
about seventy per cent. of the peo-
ple receiving old age assistance
would otherwise be paupers. Why
should we require the towns to
support this seventy per cent. as
well as the thirty per cent. that
otherwise would be paupers? I think
it is up to the State, which has put
forward this old age assistance, to
take care of the aged so that these
people can live without asking for
pauper supplies from the town.

I am not going to take up any
more of your time to argue this
matter. I have talked it over with
some of the members, and I feel
that the members, especially from
the smaller towns, are heartily in
favor of doing away with this piece
of legislation. It is for that reason
that I am opposing it, and I hope
my motion to indefinitely postpone
will prevail, .

Mr. WEED of Manchester: Mr.
Speaker, years ago I read something
to this effect: “The poor ye shall
have with you always.” It seems
that every proposition reported to
this House has that sort of tinge.
I am perfectly in sympathy with
the poor. You recall recently the
proposition for shifting the respon-
sible poor into the towns. If you
have read this bill, you will find
that this is one of the most vicious
attempts to camouflage, so to speak,
the shifting of ninety-seven per
cent. of the responsibility on the
towns.

You will note that it says “When-
ever the amounts of old age assist-
ance granted are insufficient, the
city or town in which the re-
cipient resides may grant additional
aid to him without creating proper
disabilities, and the expense of such
additional aid shall be borne by the
city or town in which the recipient
has a settlement. Cities and towns
are hereby authorized to raise
money for the purpose of granting
such additional aid.”

Now it says they “may”; and
the next Legislature may say
“shall”.

Mr. DOWNS of Rome: Mr.

Speaker and members of the House,
I promise you brevity in anything
that I am about to say, but I think
it is necessary for me to remind
you that about two months earlier in
this session a hearing was held be-
fore certain committees in this
House considering the cutting back
to the towns of the old age assist-
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ance. You will remember well that
this hall was packed to capacity
by the inhabitants of the rural
towns, and they showed by their
presence their deep and significant
interest in the matter. I wish to
say to you at this time that this
particular piece of legisiation which
you are considering is simply that
question and nothing more. I thank
you.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Livermore
Falls, Mr. Grua, that the “Ought
to pass” report of the Committee
on Pensions, together with Bill “An
Act Amending the Old Age Assist-
ance Law Relating to Additional
Aid by Municipalities” (H. P. 1446)
(L. D. 623) be indefinitely postponed.
The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Fairfield, Mr. Ellis.

Mr. ELLIS: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to go on record as being very
much opposed to this bill. At the
present time a large proportion of
our people who are receiving old age
assistance, even if they do not have
all they think they ought to have,
they are trying to get along, rather
than to call on the town and be
classed as paupers. With this bill
in effect, that is done away with,
and I know we will have very many
more calls on the towns for addi-
tional aid outside of old age assist-
ance, s0 I am very much opposed
to the bill.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Livermore Falls,
Mr. Grua, that the “Ought to pass”
report of the Committee on Pen-
sions, on Bill “An Act Amending the
Old Age Assistance Law Relating to
Additional Aid by Municipalities”
(H. P. 1446) (L. D. 623) and ac-
companying bill be indefinitely
postponed. All those in favor of
the motion will say aye; those op-
posed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed and the report and
bill were indefinitely postponed and
sent up for concurrence.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY of Houlton:
Mr. Speaker,—

The SPEAKER: For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY: To make
a motion to adjourn, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Houlton, Mr. McGillicuddy,
moves that the House now adjourn.
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Is this the pleasure of the House?

Cries of “No, No.”

The SPEAKER.: All those in favor
of the motion to adjourn will say
aye; those opposed no.

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

The Chair lays before the House
the twenty-fifth tabled and unas-
signed matter. “Resolve Creating a
Recess Committee on Motor Vehicle
Legislation” (H. P. 1699) (L. D.
928) tabled on April 1st by Mr.
Bubar of Weston, pending assign-
ment for second reading; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. BUBAR: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I tabled
this matter at the request of a
friend, but, after looking into it,
I just want to make a few remarks.

It seems to be the sentiment of
this House to be opposed to any
form of new taxes or to any meas-
ures requiring direct revenue, and
we find, although this may not be
of any great importance, still in-
directly, it is a tax measure, be-
cause it creates a Recess Commit-
tee and guarantees their expenses.
The expenses, I think, would
amount to several hundred dollars,
and, no doubt, a thousand. I be-
lieve this matter can well be taken
care of by some of our departments
which are set up for similar pur-
poses. 'We have killed every meas-
ure that has asked for revenue so
far, and you will remember that
is;uu put the boots to the Indians

ecause they asked for the small
amount of only four hundred dol-
lars. Now, in the interests of econo-
my, I move the indefinite postpone-
ment of the measure, as it seems in-
expedient.

Mr. LaFLEUR of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I have no personal interest
in this bill, but my brother Paul,
who is on that committee, has asked
if the House will not grant him the
courtesy of replying tomorrow morn-
ing, as he wishes to explain the
ttitude of the committee.

The SPEAKER: Does the Chair
understand the gentleman to make
a motion to table, or does he wish
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Paul, to have a chance to speak at
the time of second reading tomor-
row?

Mr. LaFLEUR: Mr. Speaker, I
would ask that the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Paul, have a chance
to speak on it tomorrow.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair un-
derstands that the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. LaFleur, moves that
the resolve be tabled and assigned
for second reading tomorrow morn-
ing.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. La-
Fleur, the resolve was tabled, pend-
ing the motion of the gentleman
from Weston, Mr. Bubar, that the
resolve be indefinitely postponed,
and was specially assigned for to-
morrow morning.

Mr. HOWES of Charleston: Mr.
Speaker, I rise to a point of order
in regard to Legislative Document
892, Bill “An Act Reducing the Com-
pensation of State Officials and Em-
ployees.” T will say that I voted for
the principle of this bill yesterday,
and I will say that I have had pre-
sented to me an amendment which
I wish to present to the House. I do
believe that we should reconsider
our action of yesterday whereby we
indefinitely postponed this bill, and
I will bring in an order tomorrow
morning for the Speaker to appoint
a committee to report its recom-
mendations next Thursday.

This calls for a cut in all salaries.
I do not feel that all salaries should
be cut. I understand that Mr. Stobie
has been offered nine thousand dol-
lars to go to Canada. I understand
we give him five thousand dollars,
and I believe that he is doing a
good job. I do not consider that Mr.
Stobie, for instance, is overpaid. He
has got a big job on his hands.

I know that down in my country
the Bangor Daily Commercial prints
a report of the salaries of State
officials. Well, many of the people
down there with one or two tax
deeds on their places may think that
we should do something. It would
be rather a strange thing if out of
five million dollars we could not
save something.

Mr. Speaker, I move that we
reconsider our action of yesterday
on House Paper 1716, Legislative
Document 892, whereby we voted to
indefinitely postpone it.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Howes, moves
that the House reconsider its action
of yesterday whereby it accepted the
majority report “Ought not to pass”
of the Committee on Salaries and
Fees on Bill “An Act Reducing the
Compensation of State Employees.”
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Skowhegan, Mr. Hinman.
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Mr. HINMAN: Mr. Speaker, ordi-
narily it would not make much dif-
ference whether or not I voted at
all, but I do want to vote intelli-
gently on this question, and I did
not hear any of the remarks of the
gentleman who has just spoken. I
want to say further that I think it
is decidedly unfair to this assembly
to attempt to move a reconsidera-
tion of any act at a time when
the membership of the House is not
at its fullest. I hope that we will
not at this time go along with that
kind of a motion. If this Legisla-
ture tomorrow morning at eleven
o’clock, chooses to reconsider the
matter, it is all right but I hope we
will not do it tonight.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman from Skow-
hegan (Mr. Hinman) that in order
for the motion of the gensleman
from Charleston, Mr. Howes, to be
in order, the motion for reconsider-
ation had to be made today.

Mr. MILLS of ¥farmington: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the motion for
reconsideration lie on the table and
be specially assigned for tomorrow
morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Farmington, Mr. Mills, moves
that the motion of the gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Howes, that
the House reconsider the acceptance
of the majority report ‘Ought not
to pass” on Bill “An Act Reducing
the Compensation of State Officials
and Employees” lie on the table and
be specially assigned for tomorrow
morning. Is this the pleasure cf the
House? All those in favor of the
motion will say aye; those opposed
no.
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A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: Is there any
further business to come before the
House under Orders of the Day?

On motion by Mr. LaFleur of
Portland, the House voted to take
from the table the twenty-ninth
tabled and unassigned matter,
House Report “Legislation Inex-
pedient” of the Committee on Ways
and Bridges on Resolve in Favor of
Building a New Bridge Over the
Navigable Waters of Casco Bay in
Portland” (H. P. 1754) (L. D. 902),
tabled by that gentleman on April
4th, pending acceptance.

Mr. LaFLEUR: Mr, Speaker, may
I say in that connection that the
bill calls for two million dollars. Our
delegation met yesterday, and we
have decided, after investigation,
that it is inexpedient at this time.
I move that the Committee report,
“Legislation Inexpedient” be ac-
cepted.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. LaFleur, moves
that House Report “Legislation In-
expedient” of the Committee on
Ways and Bridges on ‘“Resolve in
Favor of Building a New Bridge
Over the Navigable Waters of Casco
Bay in Portland” be accepted. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

"he motion prevailed, and the re-
port was accepted and sent up for
concurrence.

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, I move the House ad-
journ.

The motion prevailed and the
House adjourned until ten o’clock
tomorrow morning.



