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HOUSE

Monday, May 2, 1949

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Stairs
of Gardiner.

The Members stood at attention
during the playing of the National
Anthem.

The journal of the previous ses-
sion was read and approved.

Papers from the Senate
Senate Reports of Committees
Ought to Pass in New Draft

Report of the Committee on Ways
and Bridges on Bill “An Act Pro-
viding for the Construction, Main-
tenance and Improvement of Con-
trolled Access Highways” (8. P. 588)
(L. D. 1246) reporting same in a
new draft (S. P, 684) (L. D. 1583)
under same title and that it “Ought
to pass”

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

In the House, the Report was
accepted in concurrence and the
Bill read twice and tomorrow as-
signed.

Ought to Pass

Report of the Committee on Sea
and Shore Fisheries reporting
“Ought to pass” on Bill “An Act
Relating to Interstate Shipment of
Shellfish” (8. P. 510) (L. D. 1008)

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

In the House, Report was read
"and accepted in concurrence and
the Bill read twice and tomorrow
assigned.

Senate Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Salaries and Fees on Bill
“An Act Relating to Salaries of
State Department Heads Set by
Statute” (S. P. 314) (L. D. 507
reporting same in a new draft (S.
P. 665) (L. D. 1496) under same
title and that it “Ought to pass”
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Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. COLLINS of Aroostook
HASKELL of Penobscot
— of the Senate
CAMPBELL of Garland
BROWN of Durham
BENNETT of Raymond
CLAPP of Brooklin
LITTLEFIELD
of Kennebunk
KENT of Randolph
— of the House
Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting “Ought to pass”
on same Bill
Report was signed by the follow-
ing member:
Mr. SLEEPER of Knox
— of the Senate

Came from the Senate with the
Majority Report read and accepted
and the new draft passed to be
engrossed.

In the House: The House voted
to accept the Majority Report,
“Ought to pass in New Draft”, and
the Bill had its two several readings
and was assigned for third reading
tomorrow morning.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act Relating to the
Salary of the Judge of the Lewiston
Municipal Court” (S. P. 466) (L. D.
917) which was passed to be en-
acted on April 26th and passed to
be engrossed in the House on April
19th, as amended by Committee
Amendment “A”,

Came from the Senate, with
Committee Amendment “A” in-
definitely postponed and the Bill
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Senate Amendment “A’ in non-
concurrence.

In the House: The House voted
to reconsider its action of April
26th whereby the Bill was passed
to be enacted.

The House then voted to recon-
sider its action of April 19th where-
by the Bill was passed to be en-
grossed.

The House then voted to recon-
sider its former action whereby it
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adopted Committee Amendment
“pn

Thereupon, the House voted to
indefinitely postpone Committee

Amendment “A”.

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

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 466, L. D. 917, Bill “An Act
Relating to the Salary of the Judge
of the Lewiston Municipal Court.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the underlined figures “$2800.” in
the 11th line thereof and inserting
in place thereof the underlined fig-
ures ‘$2700°

Thereupon, Senate Amendment
“A” was adopted, and the Bill as
amended by Senate Amendment
“A” was passed to be engrossed in
concurrence.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act Relating to Com-~
pensation for Members of the
Boxing Commission” (H. P. 756) (L.
D. 293) which was passed to be en-
grossed in the House on April 28th
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A” as amended by House
Amendment “A” thereto.

Came from the Senate, with
House Amendment “A” to Commit-
tee Amendment “A” indefinitely
postponed, and the Bill passed to
be engrossed as amended by Com-
mittee Amendment “A” in non-
concurrence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lime-
stone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, on
Friday of last week Mr. Palmer,
who is the proponent of this meas-
ure under consideration, made the
request of me that should the item
appear on the calendar before he
was able to return to this House,
that a motion be made, at his re-
quest, that the House recede and
concur with the Senate.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleas-
ure of the House to recede and con-
cur with the Senate?

The motion prevailed.
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Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act Relating to the Sal-
ary of the Clerk and Clerk Hire of
the Lewiston Municipal Court” (S.
P. 467) (L. D. 916) which was
passed to be enacted in the House
on April 26th and passed to be en-
grossed on April 18th as amended
by Committee Amendment “A”.

Come from the Senate, with
Committee Amendment “A” in-
definitely postponed and the Bill
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Senate Amendment “A” in non-
concurrence.

In the House: The House voted
to recede and concur with the Sen-
ate.

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

Mr. SPEAR: Mr. Speaker, I de-
sire information regarding the
printed matter on the calendar, if
I might get it from you. Before
we proceed too far, I notice on the
Advance Journal and Calendar of
the Senate, that Item 2 and Item
3, I presumed that both of those
items were tabled here in the House
Saturday in deference to the ab-
sence of Mr. Atherton of Bangor,
but it seems as though we took
some action on them and now we
are calling for a Committee of Con-
ference, but I don’t remember that
proceeding here when I was in the
House on Saturday.

The SPEAKER: The Chair un-
derstands that the gentleman from
South Portland, Mr. Spear, makes
inquiry in regard to Items 2 and 3
on the Senate Journal with regard
to action taken in the House the
last legislative day. The Clerk will
ascertain the action taken by the
House on the last legislative day
in regard to the matters concern-
ing which inquiry has been made.
Pending the return of the Clerk,
the House may be at ease tempor-
arily.

House at Ease
Called to order by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER: In answer to the
inquiry made, the Chair will state
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that the Clerk informs the Chair
that on both of the items in ques-
tion, on motion by the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Paine, the
House did vote to insist on its for-
mer action and ask for a Commit-
tee of Conference. The Chair
would inquire if that is satisfactory
to the gentleman from South Port-
land (Mr. Spear).

Mr. SPEAR: That is satisfactory,
I am sure, Mr. Speaker. I prob-
ably misunderstood it. I thought
the procedure was going to be dif-
ferent and then it was changed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair as-
sumes that there are no orders for
presentation at this time.

House Reports of Committees
Ought to Pass in New Draft
Mr. Jennings from the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs on Bill “An
Act Providing for Veteran Bonus
Pund for World War II Veterans
and to Provide Moneys Therefor by
Running Horse Races” (H. P. 1579)
(L. D. 902) which was recommitted,
reporting same in a new draft (H.
P. 2110) (L. D. 1600) under title of
“An Act Providing for the Issue
of Paid-up Life Insurance to Maine
Veterans of World War II” and

that it “Ought to pass”

Report was read and accepted,
and the new draft, having already
been printed, was read twice under
suspension. of the rules and to-
morrow assigned.

Tabled and Assigned

Mr. Paine from the Committee
on Military Affairs on Resolve Pro-
posing an Amendment to the Con-
stitution to Provide for a Bond
Issue for the Purpose of Paying a
Bonus to Maine Veterans of World
War II and to Provide for the Pay-
ment Thereof by a State Lottery
(H. P. 664) (L. D. 216) reported
same in a new draft (H. P. 2109)
(L. D. 1599) under the title of Re-
solve Proposing an Amendment to
the Constitution to Provide for a
Bond Issue for the Purpose of Pay-
ing for the Issue of Paid-Up Life
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Insurance Policies to Maine Mem-
bers of the Military and Naval
Forces in World War II and that
it “Ought to pass”.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Lime-
stone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I
have been informed, through the
Speaker, that the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Gauvin, has a definite
interest in this measure, and it was
impossible that he be present at
today’s session, and he has re-
quested through the Speaker, of me,
that the item be tabled and be
specially assigned for tomorrow, so
I so move, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Limestone, Mr. Burgess, moves
that Item 2, Resolve Proposing an
Amendment to the Constitution to
Provide for a Bond Issue for the
Purpose of Paying for the Issue of
Paid-Up Life Insurance Policies
to Maine Members of the Military
and Naval Forces in World War II,
with the accompanying papers, lie
upon the table pending acceptance
of the Report of the Committee,
and that the matter be specially
assigned for tomorrow morning,
Tuesday, May 3rd. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
matter was so tabled and so
assigned.

Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Agriculture reporting “Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Dog Licenses” (H. P. 1268)
(L. D. 669)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. DENNY of Lincoln

—of the Senate

MILLETT of Palmyra
BOOTHBY of Livermore
LUDWIG of Hope
CAMPBELL of Garland
JOHNSTON of Jefferson
DORSEY of Fort Fairfield
—of the House
Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting same in a new
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draft (H. P. 2108) under the title
of Resolve in Favor of Charles
Bessey of Freedom Concerning Dog
Licenses and that it “Ought to
pass”

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. GREELY of Waldo

—of the Senate

The Majority Report “Ought not to
pass” was accepted and sent up for
concurrence,

First Reading of a Printed Bill

Bill “An Act Relating to the Bee
Industry” (H. P. 2107) (L. D. 1597)

Was read twice and tomorrow
assigned.

Passed to be Engrossed
Amended Bills

Bill “An Act Relating to Punish-
ment of Violations of Public Utility
Laws” (8. P. 669) (L. D. 521)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the third time, passed to be en-

grossed -as amended by Senate
Amendment “A” and sent to the
Senate.

Bill “An Act Relating to Bounty
on Porcupines” (H. P. 352) (L. D.
148)

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

Orders of the Day

The SPEAKER: Under Orders of
the Day, the Chair lays before the
House the 1st tabled and today as-
signed matter, Resolve Changing
the Opening Date for Fishing in
Streams in Cumberland and York
Counties (H. P. 2017) (L. D. 1404)
tabled on April 27th by the gentle-
man from Gorham, Mr. Sanborn,
pending further consideration; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

On motion by Mr. Sanborn, the
House voted to insist on its former
action and ask for a committee of
conference.

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MAY 2, 1949

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the 2nd
tabled and today assigned matter,
Bill “An Act Relating to Automatic
Signals at Railroad Crossings” (H.
P. 1796) (L. D. 1138) tabled on April
27th by the gentleman from South
Paris, Mr. Bastman, pending third
reading; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr. EASTMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This is a
very innoccent-looking bill, however,
it does carry expenditures of about
$20,000 a year if I am informed cor-
rectly, which is in addition to other
expenditures for grade crossing
elimination paid by the federal gov-
ernment. It is a program that they
are engaged in continually. There
is no doubt in my mind that this
bill has some merits in so far as
safety to the public is concerned,
but it would seem to me that the
mailroads could bear, as they are
required to do in many other states,
the expense of automatic signals. I
therefore move the indefinite post-
ponement of the bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Augusta,
Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This bill
came about through the meeting of
the minds of the Highway Ceommis-
sion and the railroad corporations
with the approval of the Public
Utilities Commission.

The law, at the present time, as
the gentleman from South Paris
has stated, requires that the rail-
road corporations furnish the auto-
matic signals at unguarded railroad
crossings at the direction of the
Public TUtilities Commission. This
comes about usually after a hearing
and usually after someone has been
killed at the crossing. The law un-
der consideration provides that the
expense for these automatic signals
should be borne in a proportion to
be determined by the Public Utili-
ties Commission, by the railroad
corporations, and by the State
Highways Department.

At the present time, the railroads
install eight to twelve of these
automatic signals a year., These
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run in amount around $4500 a pair.
This means, for this one operation,
the railroad corporations are ex-
pending an amount of $54,000. A
recent survey shows that there are
in the State of Maine, today, 275
of what can be considered in the
nature of unguarded mailroad cross-
ings. I like to think of these as
275 death traps, 275 death traps for
the people of Maine and those peo-
ple we invite into this State to en-
joy a happy vacation.

We have all read with emotion
lately of the little girls that have
been falling down the holes and the
wells, and I am sure you gentlemen
and ladies of this House realize un-
guarded railroad crossings on a
foggy night can be just as danger-
ous as a well. The purpose of this
bill is to allow the State Highway
Commisgsion to set aside $20,000 a
year out of their appropriations.
This appropriation would be in front
of the Legislature and could be
changed if they desired it. At the
present time, as I said, there are
275 of these death traps. At the rate
of twelve a year, as now done by the
railroads, this means that it will
take twenty-six years before these
death traps can be filled up. Allow-
ing the State Highway Commission
to enter into the program with the
railroad corporations, these death
traps could be cleared up in a
period of about twelve years.

I, therefore, trust that this House
will go along with the unanimous
report of the Public Utilities Com-
mittee and accept this bill, and that
the motion of the gentleman from
South Paris, Mr. Eastman, will not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Benton,
Mr. Faas.

Mr. FAAS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of this House: We had a
very lengthy hearing on this mat-
ter and there were no opponents to
the measure at the hearing. The
Public Utilities Commissioners ap-
proved if, also members from the
State Highway Department. This
is purely a safety measure, wholly.
There is no maintenance on the
part of the State. The railroads
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will maintain the equipment once
it is installed.

The word “federal” was used. One
of our commissioners told us that if
we received $20,000 from the federal
government, it would cost us $35,000
to get it. This is a safety measure
and one that is badly needed, es-
pecially as Mr. Martin from
Augusta says, on a foggy night, and
I hope that the motion of the gen-
tleman from Paris, Mr. Eastman,
does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from Crys-
tal, Miss Longstafl.

Miss LONGSTAFF: Mr. Speaker,
as one who lives a few hundred feet
from a railroad crossing, I can tell
you that there have been many near
accidents which I have seen and if
you were to live near a railroad
crossing in the country, I am sure
you would be in favor of this bill.

For many years, this particular
crossing I speak of did not have a
railroad signal and we have sat on
our porch many times and seen
automobiles just barely get by and
expecting for sure they were not
quite going to make it. Somehow,
the public does not realize how
quickly a train can creep upon them
and now that the railroads are us-
ing these Diesels it is more danger-
ous than ever and I can heartily
approve this bill and hope for its
passage.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bailey-
ville, Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I just
want to say this one word, that if
we just save one life each year it
would be well worth the amount of
money that this bill calls for.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Paris, Mr. East-
man, that Bill “An Act Relating to
Automatic Signals at Railroad
Crossings” (H. P. 1796) (L. D. 1138)
be indefinitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Addison, Mr. Lackee.

Mr. LACKEE: Mr. Speaker, for
the information of the members of
the House, I would like to say that
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this bill calls for an appropriation
of $20,000 and on the recommenda-
tion of the Highway Commission,
that has already been set up in the
budget in the Highway appropria-
tion bill.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Paris, Mr.
Eastman, being Bill “An Act Rela-
ting to Automatic Signals at Rail-
road Crossings” be indefinitely post-
poned; and the same gentleman has
requested that when the vote is
taken, it be taken by division.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from Paris,
Mr. Eastman, that Bill “An Act
Relating to Automatic Signals at
Railroad Crossings” be indefinitely
postponed will kindly rise and re-
main standing until the monitors
have made and returned the count.

None having voted in the affirm-
ative and sixty-six having voted in
the negative, the motion to indefi-
nitely postpone did not prevail.

Thereupon, the Bill was given its
third reading and was passed to be
engrossed and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the 3rd tabled
and today assigned matter, Resolve
Granting a Pension to Erna G.
Adams, of Bridgton (H. P. 2095)
(L. D. 1580) tabled on April 28th by
the gentleman from Bridgton, Mr.
Cook, pending passage to be en-
grossed; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr. Cook offered House Amend-
ment “A” and moved its adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
H. P. 2095, L. D. 1580, Resolve
Granting a Pension to Erna G. Ad-
ams of Bridgton.

Amend said Resolve by striking
out the figure “2” in the 2nd line
and inserting in place thereof the
figure ‘5’

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

Mr. PATTERSON: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: This
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Pension Committee had about one
hundred percent more than they
ever had before, from these state-
ments here, this one here was one
of those.

She was born in Canada in 1885
and naturalized in Maine, twenty-
two years ago. Previous to teach-
ing in Maine, she taught in Can-
ada. The resolve asks that Erna
G. Adams be given credit for ten
years of teaching service in Can-
ada so that she can be entitled to
a retirement benefit under the
provisions of Chapter 60 of the Re-
vised Statutes.

Now, under the rules and regula-
tions of the Educational Depart-
ment, she would have to have two
more years to come under the
minimum pension. We already have
advanced her two years to take
care of it so that she can come
under the minimum. She taught
ten years in Canada. Now your
State rules and regulations state
that we could take anyone that
had taught in some other state or
states inside the United States and
we could add that right onto their
pension. TUnder this here, she
taught ten years in Canada and
was paid by Canada and was no
advancement to our educational
system in Maine. Now, if that
doesn’t seem sufficient for her, at
the end of that two years, she can
come under, if she wants to, the
old age assistance. Now, the old
age assistance for the first $20, the
United States pays $15 and the
State pays $5. For $50 a month,
which would be $600, the United
States government pays $30 and the
State pays $20. TUnder the eco-
nomical plan that we have at the
present time, which seems to be
going all through this House, we
figure that under our system we
can save that money and not hurt
this lady. We went through all this
—we had the Educational Depart-
ment and the Welfare Department
before us on this. Therefore, I
can't see any way we can possibly
change that over and give a pen-
sion there. Somebody taught in
Canada twenty-five years and then
came down here and asks for the
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minimum, and I don’t see why
there should be put on ten years
more, and the Pension Committee
unanimously decided that it wasn’t
fair to all the others to put on ten

years. Therefore, I move the in-
definite  postponement of ‘the
amendment.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bel-
fast, Mr. Clements.

Mr. CLEMENTS: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to add to Mr. Patter-
son’s statement. This lady is still
teaching and apparently from her
appearance she would probably be
able to continue for, I should say,
twenty-two years longer when she
would come under it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Cook.

Mr. COOK: Mr. Speaker, I would
say that this lady has taught here
twenty-three years and her health
is failing and her eyes are going
back on her, and she feels that she
has got to retire. She came down
here and talked with Mr. Mec-
Cusick about adding three years
more to that and he advised me to
put in this amendment which I
have done. Now, if they had add-
ed these three years, she would be
able to get $600 a year. That is
what we are paying on the old age
assistance. She feels that she
ought to get as much as that af-
ter paying in all these years for the
pension. I talked with all seven
of the committee of the House anhd
four of them were in favor of add-
ing three years more to this.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from ZFreeport, Mr.
Patterson, that House Amendment
“A” be indefinitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Freeport, Mr. Patterson.

Mr. PATTERSON: Mr. Speaker,
I would say that we have added on
two years to make it twenty-five.
They ask for ten years more with
that amendment, a change from
twenty-three to thirty-three; also
with this addition, it would make it
thirty-five.
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The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Freeport,
Mr. Patterson, that House Amend-
ment “A” be indefinitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Monmouth, Mr. Mar-
sans.

Mr. MARSANS: Mr. Speaker, I
want to mention one word, per-
sonally, for this woman, I am not
trying to upset the Pension Com-
mittee’s report but it would mean
only three more years, as I see the
amendment, That is, you are al-
lowing her two and the thing to do
would be to cut out the two and
make that figure five which would
make the increase of three years,
as I understand it. You will cut it
two, but in changing that two to
five you are allowing her five years
rather than two years, and she has
taught, as I understand, twenty-
three years here in the State of
Maine, at Locke’s Mills, Bridgton,
and now at Gray. I merely wanted
to say a word, in the event that
the House felt like considering this,
for the teacher herself. She comes
very highly recommended by the
School Board and by her Super-
intendent as being deserving of
every consideration. She would
have to continue teaching at least
another two years to make up her
thirty years but, as I say, this is
merely giving you some idea of the
work of the teacher. I am not try-
ing to say that we should give too
much credit for outside work. We
do, at the present time, allow up
to ten years for teaching outside of
the State. Should this amendment
pass, we would be allowing her five
yvears for what actually was ten
years work, not only outside of the
State but, of course, in Canada.

Mr. Patterson of Freeport was
granted unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House.

Mr. PATTERSON: Mr. Speaker,
according to this amendment in
here. It said, resolve striking out
the figure “2” in the second line
and inserting in place thereof the
fisure “5”; that would make it
fifty-three years.
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The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Freeport, Mr.
Patterson, that House Amendment
“A” be indefinitely postponed.

As many as are in favor of the
motion will say aye; those opposed
no.

A viva voce vote being doubted,

A division of the House was had.

Forty-three having voted in the
affirmative and twenty-one having
voted in the negative, the motion

to indefinitely postpone House
Amendment “A” prevailed.
Thereupon, the Resolve was

passed to be engrossed and sent to
the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the 4th tabled and
today assigned matter, Resolve
Providing for State Pension for
Elmira A. Brown, of Lewiston (H.
P. 939) (L. D. 1590) tabled on April
29th by the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Jacobs, pending the motion of
the gentleman from Belfast, Mr.
Clements, to indefinitely postpone.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It would
appear from the discussion of last
week that after this investigation
the gentleman from Auburn (Mr.
Jacobs) might be agreeable to in-
definite postponement of this bill
or possibly a repeal of the pension
itself. However, I note his absence
and I would like to move at this
time that it be tabled until later in
today’s session.

Thereupon, the motion prevailed,
and the Resolve with accompanying
papers was so tabled.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the 5th tabled
and today assigned matter, Senate
Amendment “A” (Filing No. 409) to
Bill “An Act Relating to Wild Bees”
(H. P. 1025) (L. D. 457) tabled on
April 30th by the gentleman from
Limestone, Mr. Burgess, pending
adoption of Senate Amendment “A”;
and the 'Chair recognizes that
gentleman,
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Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: My motion
of two days ago to table this item
was done purely as a courtesy to
Mr. Ludwig. It is my understand-
ing, and if I am wrong I will cer-
tainly apologize, this matter has
already been tabled on two occasions
for Mr. Ludwig and in his absence,
I merely state that I have no
further interest in it.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the adoption
of Senate Amendment “A” (Filing
No. 409) to Bill “An Act Relating
to Wild Bees (H. P. 1025) (L. D.
45).

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Topsham, Mr. Williams.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: This
question has been amended twice
anyway and I think that if we
left the wild bees alone they would
be better off and we could take
care of the disease affecting the
tame bees. I think the wild bees, we
could take care of them the way
it is now a great deal better than
we could as it would be after this
second amendment and I move the
indefinite postponement of the bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
state that the pending question is
the adoption of Senate Amend-
ment “A”; this being an amend-
ment. As soon as that matter has
been disposed of, it would be in
order to entertain the motion of
the gentleman from Topsham, Mr.
Williams that the bill be indefi-
nitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Sebec, Mr. Parker.

Mr. PARKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I realize
for two reasons that this is a
very touchy subject to speak on.
First, because of the general feel-
ing that was in most of our minds
as we recessed last Saturday in
regard to things in general; second-
ly, because if you ever happen to
be on the wrong end of a bee, you
realize that was a touchy proposi-
tion.

Nevertheless, in the absence of
Mr. Ludwig, I feel it is my duty
to try and explain what this orig-
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inal Dbill was supposed to do.
Many of you are familiar with
the fact that the new insecticides
that have been developed within
the last few years, especially DDT
and other quick acting poisions,
will kill bees as well as the other
bugs they were supposed to kill,
Most of our orchardists spray to
control diseases in their apples,
many of our potato growers, at
the present time, employ this poison
in the control of aphids on their
potato plants and, in that way, the
wild bee population of the State
of Maine has deteriorated to a
point where it is very dangerous,
not only to those who are produc-
ing crops but to the consumer be-
cause, if they are not produced, we
can’t consume them. The wild bee
population of the State of Maine
has deteriorated to the point where
many of our blossoms are not
properly propagated by the bees
and they are, in most cases, the
only way we have of getting our
blossoms in condition so they will
bear seeds either in apples, clover
blossoms, and other fruits. For that
reason, I am taking this opportun-
ity to tell you ladies and gentle-
men that this is something that
is really important. .

It is, to my mind, a great error
to include too many amendments.
I am sorry that this has happened
but one gentleman was so afraid
that a swarm of bees might come
in his front window and he wouldn’t
be able to kill them that he tabled
it and put the amendment on that
a person could protect himself from
bees. I agree that that is perfectly
all right.

This last amendment probably
also is all right. It won’t kill the
bill; it will still allow us to give
the wild bees an opportunity to
live and that is fundamentally the
whole purpose of this bill. I under-
stand the motion is to kill this
last amendment. I won't oppose
that. I probably will vote for it
but I do hope that we won’t have
any more tabling on this bill or any
more amendments because it is
really important and I certainly
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hope it will get a final passage.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the adoption
of Senate Amendment “A”.

Mr. PARKER: Mr. Speaker, I
understand the motion before the
House is on the adoption of Sen-
ate Amendment “A”; I won't op-
pose it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Benton,
Mr. Faas.

Mr. FAAS: Mr. Speaker, I don’t
know anything about bees, but I
was waited upon Saturday after-
noon and Sunday by some of the
farmer constituents in my town and
they said that they hoped we would
let the wild bees alone because it
helps their crops and we need
them with respect to pollen and
so forth. I don’t know anything
about bees.

There have been many, many
stories told here on various sub-
jects and I would like to take just
a second to tell one. There was an
Irish section man working on a
section and he saw a big honey bee,
a large one, and he picked it up
and he put it in his hand and he
stroked it and he said: ‘Oh, what
a pretty little birdie you are.”
Then he said: “Ouch, you have a
hot foot.” (Laughter)

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
H. P. 1025, L. D. 457, Bill “An Act
Relating to Wild Bees.”

Amend said Bill by adding at the

end of the 1st underlined paragraph
thereof before the period, the fol-
lowing underlined punctuation and
words:
‘.except that an owner of an apiary
may destroy wild bees nests within
a distance of 2 miles of his apiary
for the purpose of protecting his
bees from disease’

Thereupon, Senate Amendment
“A” was adopted in concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The question
now before the House 1is on the
motion of the gentleman from Tops-
ham, Mr. Williams, that Bill “An
Act Relating to Wild Bees” (H. P.
1025) (L. D. 457) be indefinitely
postponed.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Topsham, Mr. Williams.

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am inter-
ested somewhat in bees. I was up to
see a man in Dexter and he has a
lot of bees, and he says he thinks
if we should let the bees alone,
especially the wild bees, they could
take care of the tame bees better
than what they have started to do
by working for the wild bees. The
wild bees are practically wholly
some swarms that have gotten away
from tame bees, and if we pass too
many laws restricting control of
them, the way this law does, we are
interfering with taking care of our
tame bees, because we have a
disease that is working on the tame
bees, and, under some circum-
stances, with the wild bees near, we
may need to take care of them or
destroy them to keep the disease
from affecting the tame bees. 1
think if we indefinitely postpone
this bill the bee industry would be
benefited rather than hurt.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Topsham, Mr.
Williams, that the Bill be in-
definitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Raymond, Mr, Bennett.

Mr. BENNETT: Mr. Speaker,
there are quite a number of bee
people in my area. I was absent
from here a week, and I guess the
bee discussion went on while I was
away, and I think it was prcobably
pretty well discussed then. But it
is my opinion, from what these bee
men have told me, that the only
thing they do with wild bees is a
help to the bees instead of a hin-
drance, because they take up the
swarms and feed them through the
winter; and, as Mr. Williams has
said, most of the wild swarms are
from domesticated swarms that have
escaped and gone wild. I would like
to agree with him and be in favor
of the whole bill being indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Orient,
Mr. Maxell.
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Mr. MAXELL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It seems to
me that if we spend much meore
time on this argument over wild
bees or whatever kind of bees it
may be, we are all going to get
stung cn getting out of here on
Saturday night; so I move the pre-
vicus question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Orient, Mr. Maxwell, moves
the previous question. In order for
the Chair to entertain the motion
for the previous question it requires
consent of one-third of the members
present.

As many as are in favor of the
Chair entertaining the motion for
the previous question will kindly
rise.

Less than one-third having arisen,
the motion for the previous question
cannot be entertained.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Sebec, Mr. Parker.

Mr. PARKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I assure you
I won’t take up much of your time.

One thing that has not been ex-
plained in regard to this bill I think
should be explained. The purpose of
the bill now in question is simply
that wild bees will not be destroyed
when they are in bee trees by the
so-called bee hunters. Now that is
the purpose of this bill. It is not
that anyone is afraid of these bees,
it is not that they are causing dam-
age to these large bee keepers by
bringing in disease; it is simply to
control these bee hunters who cut
down bee trees Kkill the bees and
take the honey. Now that is the
fundamental purpose of this bill
if you don’t believe it, read it.

This bill says that if you cut down
a bee tree you must hive the Dbees.
You can take the honey, but any
honest man will give the bees
enough of that honey to winter
them. That is the purpose of this
bill. T hope you will read it, but, if
you have not had time, I am tell-
ing you honestly it is the purpose of
the bill. With all of these amend-
ments that have been tacked on it
by different ones, it is still the same
bill. T certainly hope that you will
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not indefinitely postpone it, which
I believe is the motion before the
House.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Pal-
myra, Mr. Millett.

Mr. MILLETT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I rise in
support of this bill. Any of us who
are connected with agriculture in
any way realize the importance of
the bees. Now we protect a good
many of our wild animals for the
sake of the sport of hunting, and
it seems to me that we should be
reasonable enough to protect the
bees for the interests of agricul-
ture. Agriculture is one of our
large industries in the State of
Maine and the bee is recognized as
an important factor in the spring
in a good many of our agricultural
commodities, in producing them.

I agree with some of the gentle-
men that we are wasting quite a
lot of time over this, but the Ag-
ricultural Committee was unani-
mous, as I remember it, in a re-
port that this bill ought to pass.
We have allowed one amendment
to protect the parties that have
tame bees in case there should he
any question about a wild colony
that had disease in them; and all
you are doing in this bill is pro-
hibiting persons from limeing
these bees and destroying the col-
ony and taking the honey in the
fall of the year, and there is a lot
of it done. It is a practice, of
course, that many people probably
enjoy, but at the same time it is
harmful to agriculture.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Gar-
land, Mr. Campbell.

Mr. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I can-
not agree with Mr. Millett, although
I am on the Agricultural Commit-
tee. The report did come out unan-
imous, but I was not the father
of it and I did not feel like sign-
ing a minority report on such a
minor matter.

Here we have one bill before us,
L. D. 1597, relating to the bee in-
dustry, which proposes to tax bee-
keepers at the rate of ten cents per
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colony for inspection of the bees
so that the Department of Agri-
culture may weed out the diseased
ones. On the other hand, we have
another bill, which we are dis-
cussing now, to protect the wild
bees, which, as has been said, prob-
ably originated from tame swarms;
and they are just as liable to car-
ry this disease, as I see it, as those
bees which are in hives. Further-
more, probably one-half to two-
thirds of these bees never winter
through the winter anyway. Some
of the swarms do not have honey
enough to carry them through the
winter, and the chances are they
will die anyway. If they do not
get in the right kind of a tree; if
there is a seam in the tree and the
water reaches down in and sours
the honey, then they will die. So
I am in favor of the indefinite
postponement of this bill.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Topsham, Mr.
Williams, that the bill be indefi-
nitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Raymond, Mr. Bennett.

Mr. BENNETT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: From Mr.
Parker’s interpretation of this bill,
it is evident I have not studied it
thoroughly. I have always heen
under the impression that it was
the law at the present time that
bee swarms could not be molested,
that is by taking the honey and
killing the bees. But if that is the
whole purpose of the bill, as he
states, I will reverse my stand on
it. T have no objection whatsoever
to the bill being passed as it
stands, where a person is privi-
leged to take up the swarm and
take it home for his own use with-
out killing the bees.

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

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am
pleased to see that my stand of
Saturday is being vindicated by the
number of people who have spoken
on this bill this morning, and I can
only state now that I am really
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sorry that the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Chase, did not see
fit to give us his opinion on this;
and I also believe, for the benefit
of the Argricultural Department,
that we should not indefinitely
postpone this measure.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Topsham, Mr.
Williams, that Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Wild Bees” H. P. 1025, L. D.
457, be indefinitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Buckfield, Mr. Fuller.

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker, I did
not expect to inject myself into
this discussion because I happen to
have a bill relating to tame bees.
However, I do think that anything
that can be done to protect either
wild or tame bees is of importance
to our agricultural industry. There
is one point that I might mention.
I have questioned several of our
domestic bee-keepers in regard to
this bill which we are discussing,
and they have told me that, as far
as disease is concerned, wild bees
apparently are able to keep them~
selves free of disease much better
than tame bees, and that point is
borne out by the fact that the man
of whom I rent bees each year al-
ways Questions me about the pres-
ence of foul brood in tame bee
colonies, and never is concerned
about the presence of the wild bees
in the orchard. I hope this bill may
receive passage.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Topsham, Mr.
Williams, that Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Wild Bees” be indefinitely
postponed. As many as are in favor
of the motion to indefinitely post-
pone the bill will say aye; those
opposed no.

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

Thereupon, the Bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended in con-
currence and sent up for concur-
rence.

On motion by Miss Longstaff of
Crystal, House Rule 25 was sus-
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pended for the remainder of to-
day’s session.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
lays before the House the sixth
tabled and today assigned matter,
House Report “Ought to pass in
New Draft” (H. P. 2106) (L. D. 1598)
of the Committee on Agriculture on
Bill “An Act relative to Licensing
Dealers in Livestock” (H. P. 971)
(L. D. 413) tabled on April 30th by
the gentleman from Livermore, Mr.
Boothkay, pending acceptance of
report; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr. BOOTHBAY: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: 1 would
like to explain this bill a little bit.
You will find it on your desks this
morning, but on the 30th it was not
printed.

This, I think, is a very important
bill. It has been before the Legis-
lature once or twice before and
been killed, so I will take but a few
minutes of your time to explain this
bill.

We are attempting in this bill, by
licensing the livestock dealers in the
State, to stop one of the leaks in
regard to the Bangs disease and T.
B., which are very serious in the
State, as you know. We have spent
half a million dollars already to
clean up the disease and have made
quite a long step in that direction,
but we have always had this leak
where we didn’t have any check on
the dealers. They could buy and
resell stock and we didn’t have any
records of it. With this bill, by
licensing the dealers, in the first
place we will know who the dealers
in the State are, and they can keep
records of their stock that they
handle, if you read the bill and the
regulations that they are going to
have.

I have talked with quite a good
many dealers in the State, and all
the betier dealers are in favor of
it. Of course we have got some
dealers in the State—I might call
them fly-by-night dealers—that do
not like the bill because they can-
not go out and buy cows out of
herds that are contaminated with
Bangs disease and sell them wher-
ever they please, which is a detri-
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ment to the farmers in the State. I
have known of some of those things
to happen very lately.

I think this is something that we
should have, and I move the pas-
sage of the Dbill,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Livermore, Mr. Boothby, moves
that the House do accept the “Ought
to pass in New Draft” report of the
committee.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Wilton, Mr. Maxwell.

Mr. MAXWELL: Mr. Speaker, I
do not want to hold up anything,
but I feel, due to the correspondence
that I have had on this bill, that I
would like to table it and specially
assign it for tomorrow for the pur-
pose of a slight amendment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Wilton, Mr, Maxwell, moves
that Bill “An Act Relative to
Licensing Dealers in Livestock”,
with the accompanying papers, lie
upon the table and be specially
assigned for tomorrow, May 3rd,
pending the motion of the gentle-
man from Livermore, Mr. Boothby,
to accept the “Ought to pass in
New Draft” report of the com-
mittee. Is it the pleasure of the
House that the item lie upon the
table and be specially assigned for
tomorrow morning, May 3rd?

The motion prevailed and the Bill
and accompanying papers were so
tabled.

Order Out of Order

Mr. Jewett of Manchester pre-
sented the following order out of
order and moved its adoption:

ORDERED, that the Rev. Elliott
Verney of Manchester, be invited to
officiate as Chaplain of the House
on Wednesday, May 4, 1949.

The order was read and passed.

The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the Day.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Aurora, Mr. Silsby.

Mr. SILSBY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I believe
I am in order to make a motion for
reconsideration of our action we
took Saturday.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
is in order.

Mr. SILSBY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: On Satur-
day we passed “An Act Relating to
Nizht Harness Horse Racing” (H.
P. 2006) (L. D. 1388) to be engrossed.
At that time there was some attempt
to amend the bill. I had not seen
the amendment at that time and I
did not understand its purpose, but
since Saturday I have had an op-
portunity to see the amendment and
it is wholly for the purpose of clari-
fying the act as it is now written.
There is some question among the
legal minds as to whether or not
the Old Orchard one-mile track
would be able to operate under this
present act. I personally, and other
attorneys, feel that they would be-
cause of the fact that it is an ex-
ception in the act as written, and
also by reason of the words: “not-
withstanding anything in this chap-
ter to the contrary.” However, it
might clarify the bill and®we cer-
tainly want to go along with the
people who want some benefits from
this bill and the State may benefit.

In view of what I have already
said, I would like at this time to
make a motion that we reconsider
our action we took Saturday on
“An Act Relating to Night Harness
Horse Racing” whereby we con-
curred with the Senate in its
amendment, in order that the
gentleman from Randolph, Mr,
Kent, may offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Aurora, Mr. Silsby, moves, in
regard to Bill “An Act Relating to
Night Harness Horse Racing” (H.
P. 2006) (L. D. 1388) that the House
do now reconsider its action of
April 30th whereby the Bill was
passed t0 be engrossed as amended
by Senate Amendment “C” in con-
currence. Is it the pleasure of the
House to reconsider its action
whereby the Bill was passed to be
engrossed ?

The motion prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Kent of Ran-
dolph, the House voted to recon-
sider its action whereby it adopted
Senate Amendment “C”.
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Mr. Kent then presented House
Amendment “A” to Senate Amend-
ment “C” and moved its adoption.

House Amendment “A” to Sen-
ate Amendment “C” was read by
the Clerk as follows:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
SENATE AMENDMENT “C” to H.
P. 2006, L. D. 1388, Bill “An Act
Relating to Night Harness Horse
Racing.”

Amend said Amendment by strik-
ing out all of the 1st paragraph
thereof and inserting in place
thereof the following:

“Amend said Bill by striking out

the 3rd and 4th sentence of that
part of section 3 designated ‘“Sec.
9” and inserting in place thereof
the following sentences:
‘No meeting shall be allowed for
more than 6 days in any 28-day
period, except night harness racing
as hereinafter defined and except
day harness racing as provided in
the last paragraph of section 12
and exckpt that between the 1st
day of July and the 1st Monday of
August, a day meeting may be al-
lowed for not exceeding 18 days on
mile tracks. In the event such an
18-day meeting is held, no further
day meetings where pari mutuel
betting is permitted shall e al-
lowed during the same calendar
year.”

House Amendment “A” to Senate
Amendment “C” was adopted, and
Senate Amendment “C” as amended
by House Amendment “A” was
adopted, and the Bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended.

On motion by Mr. Kent, the Bill

and accompanying papers were
ordered sent forthwith to the
Senate,

On motionV by Mr. Burgess of
Limestone,
Recessed until 1:00 P. M, E. S. T.

After Recess—2:00 P.M., E.S.T.

The House was called to order by
the Speaker.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bath, Mr.
McClure.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker and
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Members of the House: I wish to
take from the table the first tabled
and unassigned matter, Legislative
Document 133, Bill “An Act Exempt-
ing Persons Sixty-two Years of Age
from Poll-Tax.”

During the past few years many
minority groups have been aided by
law. Now that the majority of our
citizens are facing grave financial
burdens, due to unemployment, as
much as I would like to have seen
this bill accepted, I withdraw my
motion to substitute the bill for the
report, and move that we accept
the “Ought not to pass” report of
the Committee on Taxation.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. McClure, moves to
take from the table the first tabled
and unassigned matter, being House
Report “Ought not to pass” of the
Committee on Taxation on Bill “An
Act Exempting Persons Sixty-two
Years of Age from Poll-Tax (H.
P. 373) (L. D. 133) tabled on the
fourth day of February by the gen-
tleman from Bath, Mr. McClure,
pending his motion to substitute
the Bill for the report. Is it the
pleasure of the House that the item
be now taken from the table?

The motion prevailed.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker - -

The SPEAKER.: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bath,
Mr. McClure.

Mr. McCLURE: Would you like
to have me repeat what I have
already said, Mr. Speaker? Is that
true?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed if he cares to.

Mr. McCLURE: During the past
few years many minority groups
have been aided by law. Now that
the majority of our citizens are fac-
ing grave financial burdens, due
to unemployment, as much as I
would liked to have seen this hill
accepted, I withdraw my motion to
substitute the bill for the report,
and move that we accept the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
Committee on Taxation.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. McClure, withdraws
his motion to substitute the Bill for



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MAY 2, 1949

the report and now moves that the
House do accept the “Ought not to
pass” report of the committee. Is
this the pleasure of the House, to
accept the “Ought not to pass” re-
port of the committee?

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

On motion by the gentleman
from Pairfield, Mr. Woodworth, the
House voted to take from the table
the second tabled and unassigned
matter. Bill “An Act Relating to
Unclassified Importer of Cigarettes
and Tobacco Products” (H. P. 577)
(L. D. 175) tabled on February 1lth
by that gentleman pending assign-
ment for third reading; and on
further motion by Mr. Woodworth,
under suspension of the rules, the
Bill was given its third reading,
passed to be engrossed and sent to
the Senate.

On motion by Mr. Lacharite of
Brunswick, the House voted to take
from the table the sixty-eighth
tabled and unassigned matter,
House Report “Ought not to pass”
of the Committee on Claims on Re-
solve in Favor of Brunswick Hos-
pital (H. P. 1377) tabled on April
26th by that gentleman pending
acceptance of the report; and on
further motion by the same gentle-
man the “Ought not to pass” report
was accepted and sent up for con-
currence.

On motion by Mr. Lacharite of
Brunswick, the House voted to take
from the table the sixty-ninth
tabled and unassigned matter,
House Report “Ought not to pass”
of the Committee on Claims on
Resolve in Favor of Dr. A. L.
Gould, of Freeport (H. P. 1376)
tabled on April 26th by that gen-
tleman pending acceptance of re-
port; and on further motion by
the same gentleman the “Ought
not to pass” report was accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
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oghizes the gentleman from TUnity,
Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
move to take from the table No.
27 on the Special Calendar, Resolve
in Favor of Caswell Plantation (H.
P. 541) (L. D. 1517) and I yield to
the gentleman from Limestone, Mr.
Burgess.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, moves to
take from the table the 27th item
upon the Special Calendar, being
Resolve in Favor of Caswell Plan-
tation (H. P. 541) (L. D. 1517) ta-
bled on April 28th, by the gentle-
man from Unity, Mr. Brown, pend-
ing final passage. Is it the pleas-
ure of the House that the item be
now taken from the Special Cal-
endar?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lime-
stone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This item
was marked by our Budget Bureau
downstairs for Mr. Brown, who is
House Chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations, as an item
which would require money from
the State of Maine. Mr. Brown
and I have discussed the maftter
with the department and he is
convinced, as I knew previously,
that it is an item which does not
require one cent of additional
funds, therefore, I move that what-
ever the pending motion is, that the
Resolve proceed on its way.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Limestone, Mr. Burgess, now
moves that the Resolve, being Re-
solve in Favor of Caswell Plan-
tation (H. P. 541) (L. D. 1517) be
now finally passed. This Resolve
having had its two several readings
in the Senate and having been
passed to be engrossed, and having
had its two several readings in the
House and having bheen passed to
be engrossed, and having been re-
ported by the Committee on En-
grossed Bills as truly and strictly
engrossed, is it now the pleasure
of the House that the Resolve be
finally passed?
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The motion prevailed, and the
Resolve was finally passed, signed
by the Speaker and sent to the
Senate.

The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the
Day.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
manh from Cape Elizabeth, Mr.
Chase.

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, I
move to take from the table the
10th tabled and unassigned mat-
ter, House Report “Ought to pass”
of the Committee on Education on
Bill “An Act Relating to School
Unions” (H. P. 1952) (L. D. 1325).

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase,
moves to take from the table the
tenth tabled and unassigned mat-
ter, House Report “Ought to pass”
of the Committee on Education on
Bill “An Act Relating to School
Unions” (H. P. 1952) (L. D. 1325)
tabled on the 256th of March by the
gentleman from Cape Elizabeth,
Mr. Chase, pending acceptance of
the report of the committee. Is it
now the pleasure of the House that
the item be taken from the table?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the same gentleman.

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, it had
been my thought that the re-
grouping of the towns in school
unions might be handled by the
State Board of Education if such
a board should be created. That
bill, however, is still on the table,
and for the purpose of expediting
procedure, I now move the accept-
ance of the report of the commit-
tee.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House to accept the “Ought
to pass” report of the committee?

The motion prevailed, and the
“Ought to pass” report was accept-
ed.

Thereupon the Bill, having al-
ready been printed, was given its
two several readings wunder sus-
pension of the rules, and was to-
morrow assigned for third read-
ing.
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The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the
Day.

On motion by the gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, Item 1 was
taken from the Special Calendar,
An Act Relating to Destruction of
Old Records (H. P. 356) (L. D. 119)
tabled on March 9th by that gen-
tleman pending passage to be en-
acted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Unity,
Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, as
this act requires money from the
general fund, of $15,000 the first
year and $7,000 the second year, I
now move that it be indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, now moves
that Item 1 on the Special Calen-
lar, Bill “An Act Relating to the
Destruction of Old Records” (H. P.
356) (L. D. 119 Dbe indefinitely
postponed. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

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

On motion by the gentleman from
Madison, Mr. DeSanctis, the House
voted to take from the table the
ninth tabled and unassigned mat-
ter, An Act Relating to Old Age
Assistance and Aid to the Blind
(3. P. 125) (L. D. 146) tabled by
that gentleman on March 24th
pending passage to be enacted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-

nizes the gentleman from Madison,
Mr. DeSanctis.

Mr. DeSANCTIS: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: Being
a member of the so-called Economy
Bloc, and this bill will save the
State of Maine around six or seven
thousand dollars a year in postace,
I move the bill now be passed to be
enacted.

The SPEAKER: This Bill having
had its two several readings in the
Senate and having been passed to
be engrossed, and having had its

_ three several readings in the House

and having been passed to be en-
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grossed, and having been reported
by the Committez on Engrossed
Bills as truly and strictly engrossed,
is it now the pleasure of the House
that the Bill pass to be enacted?

The motion oprevailed and the
Bill was passed to be enacted,
signed by the Speaker and sent to
the Senate.

On motion by the gentleman from
Fairfield, Mr. Woodworth, the House
voted to take from the table the
21st tabled and unassigned matter,
Bill “An Act Relating to State
Scholarships for Normal School and
Teachers’ College Students” (H. P.
481) (L. ID. 944) tabled on April
5th by that gentleman pending
assignment for third reading; and
on further motion by the same gen-
tleman the Bill was assigned for
third reading tomorrow morning.

On motion by the gentleman
from Fairfield, Mr. Woodworth, the
House voted to take from the table
the twenty-sixth tabled and unas-
signed matter, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Reimbursement to Towns
for Special Teaching Positions” (H.
P. 1950) (L. D. 1323) tabled on
April 6th by that gentleman, pend-
ing passage to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Fairfield,
Mr. Woodworth.

Mr. WOODWORTH: Mr. Speaker,
I move that this bill be passed to
be engrossed. I understand that the
appropriation called for by this
article is coming out of the regular
appropriation for school purposes.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House that the Bill now pass
to be engrossed?

The motion prevailed and the
Bill was passed to be engrossed
and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The House Iis

proceeding under Orders of the
Day.

The <Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Unity, Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest to take Item 3 from the

Special Calendar.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, calls up
for consideration Item No. 3 on
the Special Calendar, being Re-
solve for the Development and Im-
provement of Baxter State Park
(H. P. 840) (L. D. 322) which was
tabled on March 29th by the gentle-
man from Unity, Mr. Brown, pend-
ing final passage.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Unity, Mr.
Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, that
resolve was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Millinocket, Mr. Cates.
The money comes from unappro-
priated surplus, $12,600 the first
year and $13,000 the second year.

The SPEAKER: The question be- -
fore the House is on the final pass-
age of this Resolve. This Resolve
having had its two several read-
ings in the Senate and having been
passed to be engrossed and having
had its two several readings in the
House and having been passed to
be engrossed, and having been re-
ported by the Committee on En-
grossed Bills as truly and strictly
engrossed, is it now the pleasure
of the House that the Resolve be
finally passed?

The motion prevailed and the Re-
solve was finally passed, signed by
the Speaker and sent to the Sen-
ate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Unity,
Mr. Brown. ’

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
move we take up for consideration
Jtem No. 4 on the Special Calendar,
Resolve in Favor of the University
of Maine for Buildings (H. P. 1027)
(L. D. 459). It calls for $135,000
from the unappropriated surplus.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, calls up for
consideration Item No. 4 from the
Special Calendar, Resolve in Favor
of the University of Maine for
Buildings (H. P. 1027) (L. D. 459)
tabled on March 29th by that
gentleman pending final passage.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Sebec, Mr. Parker.
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Mr. PARKER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: To my
mind, this is the third most im-
portant resolve that will come be-
fore us at this session. When I
say “third most important matter”
I am referring to our Welfare De-
partment and our Educational
Department. Perhaps I should also
say “Old Age” should come before
this. I know of no bill, outside of
those I have mentioned, no resolve,
that means more to the State of
Maine than this resolve we have
before us at this time.

The poultry industry of the State
of Maine represents upwards of
$28,000,000 a year, the Ilivestock
interests well upwards of $36,000,000
a year. The total of the two more
than $60,000,000 a year. No industry
in the State of Maine is of more
importance than our livestock and
poultry industry. Without the
proper diagnostic and research
facilities at our University, we can-
not cope with the disease problems
that are constantly facing these
industries.

At the present time our present
laboratory at the University of
Maine is a building that was con-
structed fifty-eight years ago; it is
built under the old idea of wood
construction; it has an outside of
boards and clapboards; the inside
is finished with plaster, leaving a
space which the rats have appro-
priated. It is impossible, in a
building where it is necessary to
keep diseased birds and other ani-
mals, for diagnostic work, to dis-
pose of the vermin infestation that
is between the walls. What would
kill those in the way of a spray or
a dust or a fumigation would also
kill the birds; it is impossible to
get rid of them. They are doing
the best job they can with a totally
inadequate building. It is not large
enough, it is not of the right con-
struction; it cannot be kept sani-
tary.

It was brought to my mind
forcibly last fall, in the latter part
of October, or the first of November,
on a trip made by the livestock and
poultry interests of the State, of
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which I was honored by being a
member, to some of our neighboring
states to find what they were doing
in regard to diagnostic and research
work in their laboratories for the
poultry and livestock industry, and
we found that the State of Con-
necticut, with the livestock and
poultry industry slightly larger than
ours, had practically four times as
large a ‘building; they had five
veterinarians; we have one; they
had over 8,000 feet of floor space;
we have 2,000; their buildings are
well constructed and are con-
structed so that they are able to
handle their work in a very efficient
manner; ours is constructed so that
it is almost impossible for our
veterinary and his assistants to do
their work as it should be done.

What brought this to a head,
probably more than anything else,
was the poultry disease that came
into our State within the last six
months. Tt is something that they
are trying to cope with at the
University at the present time; they
are doing the best they can, but
they have not the facilities to do a
real job. In our livestock industry,
for instance, the State of Connecti-
cut is testing for mastitis more than
80,000 samples a year. The State
of Maine is testing 4,000 samples a
year. Other things pertaining to
poultry and livestock are on a com-
parative basis.

With Newcastle disease in the
State of Maine, the one I have just
mentioned to you, of such tre-
mendous importance to our poultry
industry, the only way we can com-
pete with our adjoining states is to
have a reasonable amount of facili-
ties furnished us in regard to our
poultry and livestock diseases;
otherwise we are handicapped be-
cause many of our products are
shipped outside the State in direct
competition with those that are
preduced in our neighboring states,
and unless we have facilities to
cope with disease in our flocks and
herds in the State of Maine, some-
where in comparison with those
outside, how can we expect the
poultry and livestock industry of
our State to be on a reasonably
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paying basis so that our breeders
in our State will be interested to
continue rather than go to one of
our adjoining states where they
have these facilities?

I know of no better way to ad-
vertise the State of Maine than to
try and keep some of the industries
that we have and not let them be
destroyed by disease from our herds
and flocks.

Just in conclusion, allow me to
say this: This resolve is headed
“Resolve in Favor of the University
of Maine for Buildings”. It should
read, in my way of thinking, a “Re-
solve in Favor of the Poultry and
Livestock Interests of the State of
Maine.” The only reason for the
heading such as it is is because this
building is to be located at the Uni-
versity of Maine. For no other
reason is the University of Maine
mentiqned except that we are al-
lowing the University a class room
in this building, and for that reason
they are going to give us service
on the other parts that it is neces-
sary to have in conducting this
laboratory. We are very glad to co-
operate witih the University. They
have endorsed our efforts in going
after this. My interest in the mat-
ter, and the reason that I pre-
sented this resolve, is the fact that
the poultry and livestock interests
of the State came to the Federal
Agricultural Associations and
asked them to use their efforts in
obtaining the necessary funds to
construct and equip this very neces-
sary building, and suggested that
it be situated at the University of
Maine.

I do not want to tire you ladies
and gentlemen with any further
talk on this matter unless someone
brings up some chijections to it, but
I do want to say that I believe this
is something that is very worthy of
your consideration. I think it can
do a lot for the State of Maine, and
I certainly hope that this resolve
may receive final passage and allow
the poultry and livestock interests
of the State of Maine to have, what
I believe, is no more than their
share of the disease control pro-
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gram in the State of Maine. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the Hcuse is on the final! pas-
sage of the resolve.

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

Mr. ROUNDY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
ber of the Committee on the Uni-
versity of Maine, and in connection
with our visit a few weeks ago, we
came to realize that the building
for plant pathology was nearing
completion and nearing readiness
for use, and I am rising merely to
say that as it seems to be perfectly
in line with what has already been
done by this Legislature in pro-
viding a building for plant path-
ology, that we should equally carry
forward the principle in this mat-
ter so important for our poultry
and livestock.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Fairfield,
Mr. Woodworth.

Mr. WOODWORTH: Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to say that there is
no bill that has attracted the in-
terest of the farmers in my locality
more than the cne now before the
House. The money to erect this
building comes out of the unappro-
priated surplus, and I believe that
the construction of such a labora-
tory as this is of vital importance
to the dairy farmers of the State.
I hope it may receive its final pas-
sage at this time.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the final pas-
sage of the Resolve, being Resolve
in Favor of the University of Maine
for Buildings, H. P. 1027, L. D.
459. This Resolve, having had its
two several readings in the Sz=nate
and having been passed to be en-
grossed, and having had its two sev-
eral readings in the House and
having been passed to be engrossed,
and having been reported by the
Committee on Engrossed Bills as
truly and strictly engrossed, is it
now the pleasure of the House that
the Resolve be finally passed?

Thereupon, the Resolve was fin-
ally passed, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate. v
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Unity,
Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest that we consider Item No. 5
on the Special Calendar, Resolve
Authorizing Completion and Print-
ing of a Digest of the Opinions of
the Law Court (H. P. 1497) (L. D.
853). It calls for $12,000 from the
general fund. I now move indefi-
nite postponement of the Resolve.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, moves, in
regard to Item No. 5, on the Spec-
ial Calendar, Resolve Authorizing
Completion and Printing of a Di-
gest of the Opinions of the Law
Court (H. P. 1497) (L. D. 853) that
the Resolve be indefinitely post-
poned.

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

Mr. CHAPMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I hope
that I am not indicating anything
that would appear to be a selfish
motivation when I say that this re-
solve concerns a matter which is of
vital interest to attorneys. Rath-
er than taking issue with it at this
time. I should like to suggest that
the matter be tabled and specially
assigned for tomorrow.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Chapman,
moves that Item b5, Resolve Au-
thorizing Completion and Printing
of a Digest of the Opinions of the
Law Court (H. P. 1497) (L. D. 853)
lie upon the table and be specially
assighed for tomorrow, May 3rd,
pending the motion of the gentle-
man from Unity, Mr. Brown, that
the resolve be indefinitely post-
poned. Is it the pleasure of the
House that the item lie upon the
table and be specially assigned for
tomorrow, May 3rd?

The motion prevailed, and the
Resolve was so tabled and so as-
signed.

The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the
Day.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Unity, Mr. Brown.
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Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
move we take up Item No. 6 on the
Special Calendar, Resolve in Fa-
vor of State Military Defense Com-
mission (H. P. 812) L. D. 309).
This resolve calls for $200,000 from
the unappropriated surplus. $100,-
000 of it is to be matched by the
city of Waterville with a $100,000
to buy certain lands and buildings
of Colby College; $100,000 to be
matched by the town of Fort Fair-
field. These sums will be used to
build armories in Waterville and
Fort Fairfield. I move the final
passage.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, calls up for
consideration Item No. 6 on the
Special Calendar, Resolve in Favor
of State Military Defense Commis-
sion (H. P. 812) (L. D. 309), tabled
by that gentleman on March 31st,
pending final passage. This Re-
solve, having had its two several
readings in the Senate and hav-
ing been passed to be engrossed,
and having had its two several
readings in the House and having
been passed to be engrossed, and
having been reported by the Com-
mittee on Engrossed Bills as truly
and strictly engrossed, is it now the
pleasure of the House that the re-
solve be finally passed?

Thereupon, the Resolve was fin-
ally passed, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Unity,
Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
move we take up No. 7 on the Spec-
ial Calendar, Resolve to Create an
Educational Surplus Property Pool
(H. P. 1953) (L. D. 1326). It calls
for an appropriation of $2,000 from
the general fund, and I move its
indefinite postponement.

The SPEAKER.: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, calls up
for consideration Item No. 7 on
the &8pecial Calendar, Resolve to
Create an Educational Surplus
Property Pool (H. P. 1953) (L. D.
1326) tabled by that gentleman
on April 4th pending final passage.
The gentleman moves that the Re-
solve be indefinitely postponed.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Turner, Mr. Ricker.

Mr. RICKER: Mr. Speaker, this
is a matter of $2,000 which is a pool
whereby the Department of Educa-
tion is enabled to take advantage of
the military surplus products that
are usable in the schools. Two
years ago we appropriated $50,000
for that purpose, and that amount
was used, and has all been returned
to the Treasury, according to the
way the law was written at that
time. .

Now the $50,000 was far in excess
of what they found was necessary,
and in order that we may take ad-
vantage of further supplies which
are of use to the schools, that this
$2,000 will be made available as a
pool, and when military supplies
which can be used for school pur-
poses cease to be available, the
money will be returned back into
the State Treasury. I might state
further that in the last two years
there has been about a million and
a half dollar’'s worth of property
that has been acquired and given
out to the schools without any cost
to the State over and above the use
of their money.

The Speaker: The question before
the House is on the motion of the
gentleman from Unity, Mr. Brown,
that Resolve to Create an Educa-
tional Surplus Property Pool (H. P.
1953) (L. D. 1326) be indefinitely
postponed. As many as are in favor
of the indefinite postponement of
the Resolve will say aye; those op-
posed no.

A viva voce being doubted,

A division of the House was had.

Thirty-two having voted in the
affirmative and thirty-nine having
voted in the negative, the motion to
indefinitely postpone did not pre-
vail.

Thereupon, the Resolve was fin-
ally passed, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Unity, Mr.
Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest we consider Item No. 8 on the
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Special Calendar, An Act Relating
to the Salary of the Commissioner
of Labor and Industry, House Paper
600, Legislative Document 183, which
calls for an increase in salary of
$1,000 per year. I move indefinite
postponement.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, calls up
for consideration, Item No. 8, An
Act Relating to the Salary of the
Commissioner of Labor and In-
dustry, being H. P. 600, L. D. 183,
and the gentleman moves that the
Bill be indefinitely postponed.

A viva voce vote was taken and
the Bill was indefinitely postponed
and sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from TUnity,
Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest that we take up No. 9 for con-
sideration, Resolve Providing for
Certain Repairs and Construction
at the Bangor State Hospital. This
resolve calls for $200,000 from the
unappropriated surplus. I move its
final passage.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Brown, calls up
for consideration Item 9 from the
Special Calendar being Resolve Pro-
viding for Certain Repairs and Con-
struction at the Bangor State Hos-
pital, H. P. 630, L. D. 1443, and
moves that the Resolve be given
final passage. This Resolve, having
had its two several readings in the
Senate and having been passed to
be engrossed and having had its
two several readings in the House
and having been passed to be en-
grossed, and having been reported
by the Committee on Engrossed
Bills as truly and strictly engrossed,
is it now the pleasure of the House
that the Resolve be finally passed?

The motion prevailed and the Re-
solve was finally passed, signed by
the Speaker and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the Day.
The Chair,” at this time, will call
the attention of the members of the
House that the unofficial tabulation
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made by the Speaker hurriedly
covering matters specially assigned,
unassigned and on the special
calendar indicates that there are
some ninety-nine matters remain-
ing for disposition.

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

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, I want
to make a parliamentary inquiry
to ask if this motion would be in
order. That every tabled matter
remaining unassigned on the reg-
ular house calendar be assigned
for Wednesday next in the order
in which these items now appear
unless earlier disposed of. |

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
state that if the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase, would
care to reduce his proposal to
writing in the nature of an order
that it may lie upon the table and
be reproduced, it would be in order
for it to be taken up tomorrow for
consideration.

On motion by Mr. Williams of
Auburn, the House voted to take
from the table the 6th tabled and
unassighed matter, Senate Divided
Report of the Committee on Judi-
ciary on Bill “An Act Relating to
Privilege of Newspaper and Press
Association Employees from Dis-
closing News Sources” (S. P. 57)
(L. D. 33), Majority Report “Ought
to pass in New Draft” (same title)
(8. P. 592) (L. D. 1249), Minority
Report “Ought to pass”, tabled
by that gentleman on March 17th
pending the motion of Mr. Burgess
of Rockland to accept the Minority
Report in concurrence.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: If you will
refer to this bill you will see that
it proposes to give to a newspaper
reporter some protection in con-
nection with the matter of disclos-
ing information, rather the source
of his information, that is used in
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the newspaper articles. I think
you all know that most of the re-
porters, in fact I think I could say
all of them, treat matters which we
disclose to them as confidential if
it is so requested; that regardless
of whether or not we have this
law, they would not disclose the
fact that you or I gave to them that
information unless we gave them
permission to quote us.

In some states and some areas,
reporters have been brought into
court and have been sentenced for
contempt for failure to disclose in-
formation or their source of in-
formation, rather, their belief be-
ing that the same sources were
open to prosecuting officers and
that they should discover the in-
formation or the source for them-
selves.

I think it would undoubtedly
hamper a reporter in securing in-
formation if there were any law on
the books under which he could
be compelled to disclose his source.
I do not want you to infer from
that statement that this law or
any law contemplates doing that.
But this merely makes clear that
the reporter or press representa-
tive cannot be compelled to dis-
close his source of information.

Now, you might say and logically
that this would not be proper or in
the public interest because at times
he might secure information that
would be very valuable, that would
be vital in connection with some
case and decidedly in the public
interest to have the source dis-
closed. In that connection, I would
like to refer you to the second sec-
tion, Section 37, on page 2 of the
bill which provides that “in any
case where a reporter claims the
privilege conferred by (the pre-
ceding section) section 36, the body,
officer, person or party seeking the
information may apply to the su-
perior court, or any justice thereof
in vacation, for an order divesting
the reporter of the privilege grant-
ed therein.” If we reduce that and
the remainder of the paragraph to
a simple statement, it merely means
this: That if the report in the
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paper is of such a nature that the
court is convinced the reporter has
information and the disclosure of
the source would really be in the
public interest, the court can then
order the reporter to give the
gource of his information.

It seems to me that it is a reason-
able and fair proposition. I don’t
think either you or I would feel
very comfortable perhaps if some-
times in talking informally with a
reporter we thought he could be
compelled to disclose all the in-
fermation or disclose the fact that
we were the source of his informa-
tion and I am, therefore, opposed
to the motion of the gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Burgess, that
the minority report be accepted. I
believe that it would be wise to
vote “no” on his motion and then
to accept the majority report which
I believe was signed by six mem-
bers of your Judiciary Committee.

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
all that you need to do to condemn
this measure is to look at it. Listen
to what this says: “No reporter
shall be compelled to disclose in
any legal proceeding, trial or prose-
cution in any court of this state,
or before any official thereof,
whether such court be a court of
record or not of record, or before
any grand jury or traverse jury of
any court, or before any medical
examiner, or before the presiding
officer of any tribunal, or before
any committee of the legislature or
any commission created thereby, or
before any state, county or muni-
cipal inquisitional "body, depart-
ment or commission, or elsewhere,
the source of any infermation pro-
cured or cobtained by him and pub-
lished in the newspaper or dis-
seminated by the press association
on which he is engaged, employed
or with which he is connected.”
Only God Almighty has got the
privileges that are set forth in that
proposition. It does not apply to
the lawyer, or a minister or a priest
or a lecturer or anybody who talks
in public except the reporters. They
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can report anything they have
heard at any time and the insinu-
ations may come cut and injure
somebody tremendously and what
right has he got?

Listen: He can apply to the su-
perior court and try to get redress.
But notice this: The order, now this
is a court order, “chall be granted
only when the court after hearing
the parties shall find the disclosure
is essential to the prectection of the
public interest.” You can injure a
man beyond repair in private mat-
ters and you haven’t got any re-
dress at all. The only outstanding
feature of this bill is its utter
aksurdity.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr.
Burgess, that the House do accept
the minority “Ought not to pass”
report of the Committee.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bath, Mr. McClure.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Maine fur-
nished one of the first martyrs in
the newspaper field, Elihu Lovejoy,
who gave up his life for a free press.
I have faith in the Maine press and
I shall vote to protect the newsmen
of Maine in honor of the memory
of that noble gentleman, Mr. Love-

joy.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Aurora,
Mr. Silsby.

Mr. SILSBY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I wonder if
this bill isn’t misleading just a
little bit and I would just like to
take issue with my good friend and
colleague, Mr. McGlauflin. If you
will read this bill carefully, and I
will not repeat what he has already
said, but it protects the newspaper
man to the point that he is not
responsible in disclosing the in-
formant from whom he receives it
and if you will read down in the
bottom part of the act, we have a
little word “and” and “elsewhere
the source is secured or obtained
by him and published in a news-
paper.”

Now, we have a great deal of
faith in our reporters, and a great
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many times I admire them for their
courage, and I feel by all means
they should be protected especially
on matters which might be of a
criminal nature. Please don’t mis-
understand me in this partieular
that if a newspaper reporter makes
any libelous statement about you
or me or anyone else, this does not
protect him, he becomes liable
civily, but on the criminal side of
this matter, a newspaper man might
well go out here and find some
illegal work being done or someone
promoting some illegal practice and
it might be such a conspiracy that
he would be in jeopardy if the
parties promoting this knew that
he had any information. Now,
surely, you don’t believe any news-
paper man should come in if sum-
moned before a grand jury and be
made to tell the people where he
got that information. Now this is
the purpose of this act; it’s merely
a step in the right direction to
protect the newspaper man and to
protect the public and to protect
society from any underhanded deal
which might be printed like some
lottery or something of that sort;
he might get a copy of one of the
tickets, print it in the paper which
is illegal and if he printed it, then
he could be summoned before the
grand jury and if he wouldn’t tell
the grand jury where he received
his information, he could be brought
into court for contempt. Now, we
don’t want that situation. The peo-
ple of the State of Maine don’t
want it at all. I firmly believe that
this is a good bill and it’s for the
protection of society, for the pro-
tection of the news reporter and
I don’t think we ought to mix it in
any way with a civil liability case.
I hope the motion to accept the
“Ought not to pass” report, I believe
that’s what it is, does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Fairfield,
Mr. Woodworth.

Mr. WOODWORTH: Mr. Speaker,
I rise in support of the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr.
Burgess, that we accept the “Ought
not to pass” report in concurrence.
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I believe the standards of Ameri-
can journalism are the highest in
the world. I believe that they have
arrived at that eminence because
of the character and ability of the
men in the field of journalism. I
believe that it is for the best
interests of the public that that
high standard be maintained. To
me, it seems that a good journalist
does not require the protection of
such a statute as this would give.
Conversely, I believe that American
journalism does not need and should
not seek the type of person who
would require the protection of
such a law as this. For this reason,
I hope the motion of the gentle-
man from Rockland (Mr. Burgess)
may prevail.

The SPEAKER,:: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Rock-
land, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I
don’t like the idea of immunity
for anything unless it be for a con-
tagious disease and this bill is not
that. And I don’t like the idea of
special privilege for anybody :and
this bill is not that. Now, this bill
was advertised in eight of our
major newspapers in this State and
of all the newspapers' printed and
there are hundreds daily and week-
ly, only one man showed up for its
support and his argument was this.

That four years ago, in the town
of Newburgh, New York, two news-
paper reporters had been arrested
for failure to testify. Now, I don’t
know what the case was about; it
wasn’t said; but I would be willing
to guess that those newspaper re-
porters “sassed” the judge. There-
fore, they were thrown into the
jug. Now, obviously, we have no
such condition in the State of
Maine; we have no public clamor
for this bill and if we go to work
and grant immunity in this in-
stance, what are you going to say
to deputy sheriffs who actually in-
vestigate and prosecute this crim-
inal matter? What about your State
police? I say if we make a start
on this proposition, there just won’t
be any end to it.
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Two weeks ago, Wednesday night,
a member of the Supreme Court
of this State put himself out to find
me. He asked me about this bill
and he said: “Stuart, suppose you
had a murder in Rockland tomor-
row morning and the only witness
there was a member of the news-
paper association, just how would
you prosecute the case?” I ask you
that, ladies and gentlemen?

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

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: There are
a few points that I would like
to comment on. First, this privi-
lege extends merely to the source
of the information. If, as in the
example just given, the reporter
were a witness, he would have no
greater privilege than you or I, who
witnessed the crime. He is only
protected in the disclosing of the
source of his information. If he
has knowledge that would qualify
him to be a competent witness in
court, he could still be compelled
to testify even as you and I.

This bill merely provides that he
cannot be compelled to tell the
court that he got his information
from John Doe or from Richard
Roe. If he had knowledge of ac-
tual facts, he could and would he
amenable to the same laws as the
rest of us.

And in connection with any li-
belous statements that are pub-
lished, I want to emphasize the fact
that not only the individual report-
er but the newspaper, itself, would
be responsible for any libelous item
that is published. This has no ref-
erence whatsoever to any matter
of libel.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr.
Burgess, that the House do accept
the minority “Ought not to pass”
report of the committee.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Durham, Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I hesitate
to rush in among all this legal tal-
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ent. I only want to bring out two
things.

First, perhaps the newspaper man
or the newspaper fraternity as a
whole do as much or more for the
protection of the public and as an
aid to the enforcement of the law
than any other individuals. A
newspaper man learns early in his
career that a confidence once vio-
lated can never be regained. I
think perhaps that has as much to
do with their not willingly desiring
to disclose the source of infor-
mation as well as anything else, and
I think that this bill merely ex-
presses that the public as a whole
wants that same protection, that
a confidence once violated can
never be regained and that if the
newspaper man had scources of in-
formation which they all do, that
the layman does not have and they
dig out facts that are for the
benefit of the public that some law
enforcement agencies do not dig
out, I think they should be pro-
tected.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr.
Burgess, that the House do accept
the minority “Ought not to pass”
report of the committee.

The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from South Portland, Mr.
Spear.

Mr. SPEAR: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It has prob-
ably caused me some difficulty too,
to debate this question, but I think
of it from my own experience. In
the early days of our colonists, it
was up to the individual to protect
his own home and the home of his
neighbor. But the individual then
found that because he had to work
twelve hours a day and seven days
a week, it was impossible for him
to go out in the night watch and
protect the home of his neighbor
and himself, so watchmen were
hired to take his place. Afterwards,
the people were assessed so that we
had the watch and ward and from
that developed the police depart-
ment. But the responsibility still



1970

stays with the individual and if he
has knowledge of a crime and
conceals that knowledge, he be-
comes an accessory before or after
the fact and can be punished by
law.

This is an immunity which you
cannot grant to yourself and, as
Mr. Burgess has said, how foolish
it would be to grant this immunity
to a police officer so that he could
use his own judgment as to
whether he should help prevent
crime or just keep it to himself
and let nothing be done about it.
I realize that newspaper reporters
perform an important function in
our existence, but I have known
many good newspaper reporters and
I have known a few bad newspa-
per reporters. If a newspaper re-
porter has knowledge of a crime,
which is to be committed or has
been committed, it is his duty as a
citizen to go to the courts and se-
cure a complaint and warrant and
have that warrant properly served.
It is not his duty to exploit the
public with the news that he has
and the public at times is exploit-
ed with criminal information that
is in the hands of the newspaper
reporters, They are responsible to
the people the same as you and I.
You cannot grant that immunity to
yourselves; there are very few
people who do have this immunity
now; they are in the diplomatic
service or in our legislative branch-
es in the State or federally as you
know. But this immunity should
not be granted promiscuously and,
as I said, if you car’t have it your-
self, it is your duty as you know by
statute to take the proper steps if
you have knowledge of a crime and
I believe a newspaper reporter as a
citizen should be obligated to do
this same thing and I hope that
the motion of the gentleman from
Rockland, Mr. Burgess, to accept
the Minority report does not pre-
vail,

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr,
Burgess, that the House do accept
the Minority “Ought not to pass”
report of the committee.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Aurora, Mr. Silshy.

Mr. SILSBY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I probably
failed to make one point clear in
my discourse here a few moments
ago but I want to say to you and
I hope you will bear this in mind
that if the newspaper man has
some information similar to what
we have under consideration and
he isn't protected, there ism’t any
law to make him print it and there-
fore we would know nothing about
it. Now, wouldn’t it be better to
have him be in a position where
he could print this information
which was told to him in order that
our officials might have knowledge
and proceed to investigate? Now,
I think that that's reasonable,
There isn't any immunity, none
whatever. He is absolutely liable
for anything he knows of his own
knowledge but he would not be
liable to disclose a source of in-
formation, whereby someone else
might feel that he was an object
for them to eliminate.

I hope we don’t misunderstand
the question when we vote because
it is certainly more protection to
the public and the newspaper man
is entitled to some consideration.
I think they have been very fair
in their reports of all matters and
I thing we ought to have confi-
dence in them and give them one
bill that they ask for.

The SPEAKER.: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr
Burgess, that the House do accept
the Minority “Ought not to pass”
report of the committee.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Reckland, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I
simply ask for a division when the
vote is taken.

The SPEAKER: And the gentle-
man from Rockland has requested
that when the vote is taken, it be
taken by division.

Thereupon, a division of the House
was had.

Pifty-eight having voted in the af-
firmative and tweny-nine having
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having voted in the negative, the
motion prevailed, and the “Ought
not to pass”’ report of the com-
mittee was accepted in concurrence.

The SPEAKER:
proceeding under Orders of the
Day. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Cape Elizabeth, Mr.
Chase.

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, I pre-
sent an order out of order and move
its passage and ask consent that it
be assigned as the first item of
business tomorrow morning after
the reading of the journal.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase,
presents an order out of order and
moves that by unanimous consent
it be made the Special Order of the
Day, tomorrow morning. The Clerk
will read the order.

The CLERK (reading):

ORDERED, that on Wednesday
of this week, all matters tabled and
unassigned shall be taken up under
Orders of the Day in the order in
which they appear on the calendar,
and laid before the House by the
Speaker, after matters of Unfin-
ished Business and Specially As-
signed Matters have been consid-
ered.

AND BE IT FURTHER OR-
DERED, that all matters which
shall be laid on the table shall be
assigned for consideration not later
than the next legislative day.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase, re-
quests that by unanimous consent
the order be made a special order
for tomorrow morning, May 3rd. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

(Cry of “No”)

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bath, Mr. McClure.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker, I
am not opposinz the order other
than for this reason. I believe
every member here wants to get out
of here as soon as he can. Many
of these bills although it has been
much time that they have been on
our books, I still feel in some cases
it might be a hardship were each
one taken one after another. Some
man might have something that he

The House Iis
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wanted to study further. Some
men have more than one bill; thgt
is the only reason I am opposing it.
I believe that the thoughts of my
good friend, the gentleman from
Cape Elizabeth, Mr. Chase, are
right. We should all try to remove
our bills but we shouldn’t be forced
to by an order.

Mr. BURGESS (of Limestone):
Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER: Before recog-
nizing the gentleman, the Chair
will state for the benefit of infor-
mation of the House that the ques-
tion of final passage of the order
is not now under consideration, it
being an amendment to the rules
that can not be taken up until to-
morrow morning at the earliest.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Limestone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have less
to say since the Speaker has made
it very clear that the matter of vot-
ing upon the order will come to-
morrow. I would like to briefly call
the attention of the House to the
fact that it has always been, as far
as I know, a possibility and a com-
mon courtesy granted to any mem-
ber of the House to retable but for
a shorter time, after this order,
which is a customary order in every
session, has been put into effect. I
am sure that this House with all
the fairness that it has displayed
throughout the session would still
continue to grant to my friend, Mr.
MecClure, or any other member for
a legitimate reason, a right to re-
table for a short time. The order,
itself, is one that is customary in
every session.

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

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker, I
have {tried to be courteous at all
times, I believe much more so than
somé of our members at the present
session when they supported the
vote on a certain measure they
didn’t understand, I think, at fhe
time. I would like to go along with
the gentleman from Cape Elizalyeth,
Mr. Chase, or anyone, to retable
the measure if a man wants it. I
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want to do nothing at all to hurt
the members’ bills or expedite the
matters before the House.

The SPEAKER: The Chair hesi-
tates to make further statements
but for the information of the
members, the question of unani-
mous consent should be confined
merely to the fact as to whether
this particular order shall be made
a special order of business for te-
morrow morning, at which time it
is in perfect order to consider the
merits or demerits of the order as
introduced. But, at this time the
only consideration is whether or
not by unanimous consent, this or-
der may be made a special order
for consideration tomorrow morn-
ing. That is the question before
the House.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker, I
will withdraw my motion.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House being whether the
order just read shall be made a
special order of business for tomor-
row morning, May 3rd, it requires
unanimous consent. Is there ob-
jection on the part of the members
of the House to this order being
made a special order of business for
tomorrow morning, May 3rd?

The Chair hears no objection and
the order has been designhated as a
special order of business for tomor-
row morning.

On motion by Mr. Paine of Port-
land, the House voted to take from
the table the 52nd tabled and un-
assigned matter, House Report
“Ought not to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Taxation on Bill “An Act
Relating to Inheritance Taxes” (H.
P. 1974) (L. D. 1356) tabled on April
19th by that gentleman pending ac-
ceptance of report.

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

Mr. PAINE: Mr. Speaker, I yield
to my colleague from Portland, Mr.
Chapman.

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

Mr. CHAPMAN: Mr. Speaker, in
view of the fact that this is one of
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my own bills, I should like to make
my preliminary contribution to
clearing the table by moving the
acceptance of the “Ought not to
pass” report of the committee.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from  Portland, Mr. Chapman,
moves with regard to the 52nd un-
assigned matter, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to Inheritance Taxes” (H. P.
1974) (L. D. 1356) that the House
do accept the “Ought not to pass”
report of the committee. Is it the
pleasure of the House to accept the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
Committee?

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

On motion by Mr. Paine of Port-
land, the House voted to take from
the table the 3%th tabled and unas-
signed matter, House Report
“Ought to pass in New Draft” '(H.
P. 2081) (L. D. 1490) of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary on Bill “An Act
Relating to Inheritance Tax Ex-
emptions in Class “A” (H. P. 1909)
(L. D. 1270) tabled by that gentle-
man on April 14th pending accep-
tance of report.

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

Mr. PAINE: Mr. Speaker, I
again yield to my colleague from
Portland, Mr. Chapman.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Chapman, in his own
right.

Mr.' CHAPMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This is al-
most like a pitching battery. In
view of the fact that the 39th un-
assigned matter is another one of
my alleged abortions, I should
again like to move the acceptance
of the committee report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Chapman,
moves that the House do accept the
“Ought to pass in New Draft” re-
port of the committee, on Bill “An
Act Relating to Inheritance Tax
Exemptions in Class ‘A’” (H. P.
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1909) (L. D. 1270) the New Draft
being H. P. 2061, L. D. 1490. Is it
the pleasure of the House to accept
the “Ought to pass in New Draft”
report of the committee?

The motion prevailed and the

“Ought to pass in New Draft” re-.

port of the committee was accepted.

The New Draft having been
printed, under suspension of the
rules, the Bill was given its two sev-
eral readings and tomorrow as-
signed for third reading.

The SPEAKER: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the
Day. -

The Chair wishes to state at this
time that there is no intention
whatever to speed up the work of
the members taking matters from
the table. However, for the benefit
of the new members of the House,
the Chair does feel entitled to say
this: Since there has been some
speculation as to whether or not
final adjournment could be reached
this week, that it will be several
days after these matters are taken
from the table before it will be
possible to finally adjourn this Leg-
islature. The Chair does not wish
to have any member of the House
think that we can go into Friday
of this week with matters still on
the table and be home Saturday
night.

The Chair at this time lays be-
fore the House “Resolve Providing
for State Pension for Elmira A.
Brown, of Lewiston” (H. P. 939) (L.
D. 1590) tabled earlier in today’s
session by the gentleman from Au-
burn, Mr. Williams, pending the
motion of the gentleman from Bel-
fast, Mr. Clements, that the Re-
solve be indefinitely postponed.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: The
gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Jacobs, is not present. However, I
talked with him during the noon
recess and he advises me that he
has talked with Elmira A. Brown
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and with the head of the Welfare
Department and that he is now
agreeable to the bill being indef-
initely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Belfast, Mz.
Clements, that Resolve Providing
for State Pension for Elmira A.
Brown of Lewiston, H. P. 939, L. D.
1590, be indefinitely postponed. Is
it the pleasure of the House that
the Resolve be indefinitely post-
poned?

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

On motion by Mr. Jewett of Man-
chester, the House voted to take
from the table the 54th tabled and
unassigned matter, House Divided
Report of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs on Bill “An Act Ap-
propriating Money to Transport
War Trophies into the State” (H.
P. 1927) (L. D. 1287), Majority Re-
port “Ought not to pass” and Mi-
nority Report “Ought to pass”,
tabled on April 20th by that gentle-
man pending motion of Mr. Jen-
nings of Strong to accept the Ma-
jority Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Manchester, Mr. Jewett.

Mr. JEWETT: Mr. Speaker, I
now yield to the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. McClure.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bath,
Mr. McClure, in his own right.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I will try
to expedite the bills that I have on
the table. This bill happens to be
a bill I presented. It had an “Ought
not to pass” report from the com-
mittee.

Back at the outbreak of the war,
many patriotic organizations
throughout our State in small towns
gave to a scrap metal drive their
war trophies. The federal govern-
ment promised that if we in the
State of Maine would pay the
amount of $10,000, the cost of trans-
portation, that they would be re-
placed. I presented another bill
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that would have, by an amendment
I was to try to put on here in the
House, raised the money to take
care of the expense of this. I do
not feel that the State is in any
position at the present time, as I
stated before, to take it out of the
general fund, and I certainly do not
want to take it out of the unex-
pended surplus; so I will agree with
the motion of the gentleman from
Strong, Mr. Jennings, that we ac-
cept the “Ouzht not to pass” report
of the committee.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Strong, Mr.
Jennings, that the House accept the
Majority Report, beinz “Ought not
to pass” of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. Is it the pleasure of
the House to accept the “Ought not
to pass” report of the committee?

The motion prevailed, and the
Majority “Ought not to pass” re-
port of the committee was accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKBR: The House is
proceeding under Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Campbell of
Garland, the House voted to take
from the table the 67th tabled and
unassigned matter, Senate Divided
Report of the Committee on Sal-
aries and PFees on Resolve Appro-
priating Moneys to Continue the
Cost of Living Increases of State
Employees (S. P. 382) (L. D. 647)
Majority Report “Ought to pass in
New Draft ‘A’ ” under new title “An
Act to Appropriate Moneys to Con-
tinue the Cost of Living Increases
of State Employees” (S. P. 674) (L.
D. 1546) Minority Report “Cught
to pass in New Draft ‘B’” under
new title “An Act to Appropriate
Moneys to Continus the Cost of
Living Increases of State Employees”
(3. P. 675) (L. D. 1547) tabled on
April 26th by that gentleman pend-
ing acceptance of either report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Gar-
land, Mr. Campbell.

Mr. CAMPBELL:
and Members of the

Mr. Speaker
House: It
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would seem to me that if we are
going to follow our course of econ-
omy that we should accept the
minority report. As I understand
it, in either case, if I am not wrong,
either one of these drafts would
have to be amended, because these
two bills, the Draft “A” continues
along for the next two years the
present $7.00 cost of living increase
plus the 3-4-5 which the Governor
and Council granted the State em-
ployees last October. The Draft “B”
continues the $7.00 increase along
for two years and the 3-4-5 until
a year from next June—that would
be June 30, 1950.

As 1 understand it, there is no
money in the Appropriations Bill
for the 3-4-5 for either of the two
years. But if we are going to fol-
low our past course of economy here
in the House, I would recommend
that we should accept the Minority
Report, New Draft “B”.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Garland,
Mr. Campbell, that the House do ac-
cept the Minority “Ought to pass
in New Draft ‘B’” Report of the
committee under new title “An Act
to Appropriate Moneys to Continue
the Cost of Living Increases of
State Employees” S. P. 675, L. D.
1547.

The Chair recognizes the gentie-
man from Limestone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, 1
rise for the purpose of asking a
question through the Chair and di-
rect it to the gentleman from Unity,
Mr. Brown.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may ask his question if he cares to.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to ask if there is any
fund at all available with which to
pay for either draft under consid-
eration?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Limestone, Mr. Burgess, asks
a question. The gentleman from
Unity, Mr. Brown, may answer if
he cares to.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: If I under-
stand the minority report correctly,
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the New Draft “B”, that appropri-
ates $7.00 for the cost of living in-
crease against the $7.20 we have had
previously. I will answer it this
way: There is a $7.20 cost of living
increase set up in the budget. Does
that answer your question, Mr, Bur-
gess?

Mr. BURGESS: It does. Now
may I ask whether or not, this bill
in either form should receive pas-
sage, or whether the $7.20 is al-
ready cared for in your regular ap-
propriation bill? Does it need any
legislation?

Mr. BROWN: It does not need
any legislation for the $7.20. It is
already in the appropriations bill.

Mr. BURGESS: Then am I cor-
rect in understanding that this bill
should be indefinitely postponed?

Mr. BROWN: I would think so.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Gar-
land, Mr. Campbell.

Mr. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to state that unless one
of these bills passes — it could be
amended—but unless it passes in
some form, that the $7.00 increase
would not carry on beyond June
30th. The only difference between
the two drafts—they both carry
$7.00 instead of $7.20 — that was
changed to $7.00 — and the New
Draft “A” carries the $7.00 plus the
3-4-5. I do not know that you mem-
bers understand that. Last Oct-
ober the Governor and Council
granted State employees a tempor-
ary increase of three dollars a
week up to forty-eight dollars, and
from forty-eight to, I think it was
seventy dollars, four dollars a week,
and beyond that it was five dollars
a week increase. Now this New
Draft “A” continues that for two
years and the New Draft “B” con-
tinues it for one year; but if there
is no money set up in the appro-
priations bill for the 3-4-5, either
one of these drafts would have to
be amended. I may be wrong, but
the way I understand it is that if
one of these bills in some form does
not pass, even the seven dollars
won’t continue.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Lime-
stone, Mr, Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I
move that this item be tabled and
specially assigned for tomorrow
morning.

The SPEAKER: Before placing
that motion, the Chair would in-
quire of the gentleman from Lime-
stone whether or not when he was
on his feet just previously he act-
ually moved the indefinite post-
ponement or asked whether it
should be moved?

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I
did not. I was seeking information
as to whether or not indefinite post-~
ponement would accomplish what
we are trying to accomplish. It
seems there is some confusion, Mr.
Speaker, and, for the purposes of
clarification I now make the motion
to table and assign it for tomor-
TOW.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Limestone, Mr. Burgess,
moves that the Bill and accom-
panying papers lie upon the table
and be specially assigned for Tues-
day, May 3rd, pending the motion
of the gentleman from Garland,
Mr. Campbell, that the House do
accept the Minority “Ought to pass”
report. Is it the pleasure of the
House that the matter lie upon the
table and be specially assigned for
tomorrow morning?

The motion prevailed and the

matter was so tabled and so
assigned.
On motion by Mr. McClure of

Bath, the House voted to take from
the table the 55th tabled and unas-
signed matter, House Divided Re-
port of the Committee on Military
Affairs on Bill “An Act Relating to
Taration of Amusement and Musi-
cal Devises, to Provide Funds for
Payments to Veterans” (H. P. 2005)
(L. D. 1392) Majority Report “Ought

to pass” with Committee Amend-
ment “A” and Minority Report
“Ought not to pass” tabled on

April 20th by the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. McClure.

The Chair recognizes the gen-
fleman from Bath, Mr. McClure.
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Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: L. D. 1392
was the bill in its original form and
it was heard before the Military
Affairs Committee. As I stated be-
fore, it was an act relating to taxa-
tion of amusement and musical de-
vices to provide funds for payments
to veterans. We have heard veter-
ans spoken of so much and so lit-
tle lately, that perhaps some of us,
especially the veterans at home,
thought perhaps we had forgotten
them altogether. I know that many
of us have not forgotten them.

The veteran comes into his own
three times during a lifetime: When
we need him to defend our coun-
try; when the politicians need him
to gain votes; then again when he
goes to his reward to meet his Mak-
er. I can state for him now, after
finding the report that I received
on this bill, that about the only
reward that he will ever receive
is for work well done on this earth
when he does meet his Maker.

I might explain that I was go-
ing to offer an amendment. My
amendment would have read as
follows: “Each licensee shall be
given credit for any license fee on
such device paid to any town in the
calendar year preceding the issu-
ance of the State license. In no
event shall such credit exceed the
State license fee.” 1 am not, gen-
tlemen, now going to offer that
amendment, as the majority report
from the committee came out
“Ought not to pass”, that the bill
should not pass in any form. We
have a minority report, however,
that states that it should pass with
Committee Amendment “A”., What
is Committee Amendment “A”? In
case you have not got it handy, let
me read it to you. “Amend said
Bill by striking out in the title the
following: ‘to provide funds for
veterans.” So, as far as I am con-
cerned, the veterans are not going
to benefit from the bill. In other
words it is just another patchwork
tax, and the Lord knows we have
enough of them in Maine at the
present time. We need new taxes.
We do not want a revision. If we
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had wanted a revision we would
have gone to work on it the first
of this session and not in the
final week. It says: “Further amend
said Bill by striking out in the
third line thereof the figure “five”
and inserting in its place the figure
‘four’ ”.

In other words, ladies and gen-
tlemen, when you want to get rid
of a bill entirely, just offer enough
amendments on it and you cer-
tainly will kill it. I hope when you
vote on this measure you will ac-
cept the Majority Report “Ought
not to pass.”

The SPEAKER: In order that
there may be no confusion in the
minds of the members, the Chair
calls attention to the fact that on
the calendar as printed it says that
the Majority Report of the com-
mittee is “Ought not to pass,” Min-
ority Report “Ought to pass with
Committee Amendment ‘A’” and
recites that the pending motion is
the motion of the gentleman from
Paris, Mr. Eastman, to accept the
Majority Report, being “Ought not
to pass.” There is an error in the
printing. The Majority Report is
“Ought to pass with Committee
Amendment ‘A’”, the Minority Re-
port is “Ought not to pass.” The
pending motion is that of the gen-
tleman from Paris, Mr. Eastman,
that the House do accept the Ma-
jority “Ought to pass with Com-
mittee Amendment ‘A’” report of
the committee. That is the question
before the House.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Paris, Mr. Eastman.

Mr. EASTMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This is Mr.
McClure’s bill and I made the mo-
tion because of his absence at the
time it came up. I now wish to
withdraw my motion to accept the
Majority “Ought to pass” report of
the committee.

The SPEAKER: The Chair under-
stands the gentleman from Paris,
Mr. Eastman, withdraws his mo-
tion to accept the Majority “Cught
to pass with Committee Amend-
ment ‘A’” report of the committee.
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The motion has been withdrawn,
and the Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Bath, Mr. McClure.

Mr. McCLURE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I accept
the mistake as the Speaker noted,
but, in any event, it does not pro-
vide for the veteran. I move the
indefinite  postponement, rather
than my first motion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. McClure, now moves
with regard to Bill “An Atc Relat-
ing to Taxation of Amusement and
Musical Devices, to Provide Funds
for Payments to Veterans” H. P.
2005, L. D. 1392, that the Bill be in-
definitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Biddeford, Mr. Farley.

Mr. FARLEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I just don’t
know now whether I was on the
“Ought to pass” or “Cught not to
pass,” but as a member of that com-
mittee I would like to give my
veiws. I think I was on the “Ought
not to pass” report after it had
been stripped completely.

Now it is true that my colleague
from Bath is vitally interested in
the veterans, there is no argument
about that; but in the community
where I reside in a great part of
the county we have a great many of
our own organizations that have
these juke boxes, as you call them,
and pin-ball machines. And the con-
sensus of opinion of those people
was that if we were going to take
from the veterans’ organizations
something to pay a bonus it would
not be of much advantage. A great
many of the younger element of
World War II, veterans who own
little stores in the town I live in
have these juke boxes, and they are
not much interested in a bonus if
it is going to be secured by that,
because they have to pay the city
tax plus the federal tax, and that is
one of my reasons, I think, for sign-
ing along with a few others on the
“Ought not to pass” report.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Bath, Mr. Mc-
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Clure, that the Bill be indefinitely
postponed.

As many as are in favor of the
motion will say aye; those op-
posed will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion prevailed and the Bill
was indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Grant of South
Portland, the House voted to take
from the table the 11th tabled and
unassigned matter, House Report
“Ought not to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and Fin-
ancial Affairs on Resolve in Favor
of Portland Junior College (H. P.
1766) (L. D. 1108) tabled on March
29th by that gentleman pending ac-
ceptance of report; and on further
motion by the same gentleman, the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
committee was accepted and sent
up for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Brown of Unity,
Item 26 was taken from the Special
Calendar, Resolve in Favor of Ed-
ward D. McKeon of Kennebunk (H.
P. 1463) (L. D. 1516) tabled by that
gentleman on April 27, 1949, pend-
ing final passage.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Unity,
Mr. Brown.

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, this
resolve calls for an appropriation of
$417 from the general fund to be
paid to Edward D. McKeon of
Kennebunk, for the cost of an arti-
ficial arm and hand. The statement
of facts says that Mr. McKeon was
a member of the State Guard, and,
while on maneuvers, a defective
hand grenade exploded while in
his hand, causing the loss of an arm.

I move that the resolve receive
passage.

Thereupon, the Resolve was fin-
ally passed, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the fact that it is almost four
o’clock, and wishes to place before
the House for its consideration
whether it would prefer now to re-
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cess and return this evening for
further work. '
The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. Roundy.
Mr. ROUNDY: Mr. Speaker, I
move We recess.

The SPEAKER: Again, in order
to make the matter perfectly clear
to the members of the House, the
Chair will state that if we do recess
and return this evening there will
be no items of business which can
be taken up except items which are
on the calendar at the present time.
Therefore, it would not seem practi-
cal for the members to return this
evening unless they are prepared
to take items from the calendar,

The gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Roundy, has moved that the
House do recess and return this
evening. Would the gentleman care
to state a time to which the House
would recess?

Mr. ROUNDY:
Standard Time.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Roundy, that the House do recess
until 7:00 P. M. Standard Time this
evening.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Monmouth, Mr. Marsans.

Mr. MARSANS: Mr, Speaker, I
was just wondering whether there
would be any possibility of having
some indication from the members
present as to how many might be
prepared to take matters from the
table. If no other ones would be
prepared, it is rather foolish for us

Seven o’clock,
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to come back at this time. If by
some means or other, possibly by a
show of hands, we can have an in-
dication that there is a sufficient
number of members to take items
from the table this evening, I think
it might be well for us to know it.
If we are going to adjourn until
sometime this evening, however,
and not have anything taken from
the table, I, for one, would like to
have the use of this evening, be-
cause we have a rehearsal in the
hall of the House, and I had rather
work on the rehearsal than sit
arcund waiting for items to be
taken off which we might do now in
the next half hour or hour tonight.

The SPEAKER.: The Chalir recog-
nizes the gentleman from Lime-
stone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, if
it is now in order, I move the House
adjourn until the usual time to-
morrow morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Limestone has made the
motion that the House do now
adjourn.

Previous to the Chair putting the
motion, the Clerk will read the
notices.

Notices read by the Clerk.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Limestone, Mr.
Burgess, that the House adjourn
until 9:00 A. M, E. 8. T. tomorrow
morning. Is it the pleasure of the
House to so adjourn?

The motion prevailed and the
House so adjourned.



