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SENATE

Tuesday, May 3, 1949
The Senate was called to order
by the President.
Prayer by the Reverend Alfred J.
N. Henriksen of Augusta.
Journal of vesterday read and
approved.

From the House

Bill “An Act Relating to the Sal-
ary of the Commissiocner of Labor
and Industry.” (H. P. 600) (L. D.
183)

(In Senate, on April 14th passed
to be engrossed in concurrence.)

Comes from the House, the bill
having been indefinitely postponed.

In the Senate, on moticn by Mr.
Collins of Arcostook, the Senate
voted to insist on its former action
whereby the bill was passed to be
engrossed, and ask for a Commit-
tee of Conference.

Sent down for concurrence.

Bill “An Act Relating to the De-
struction of Old Records.” (H. P.
356) (L. D. 119)

(In Senate, on March 3rd passed
to be engrossed in concurrence.)

Comes from the House, the bill
having been indefinitely postponed.

In the Senate, on motion by Mr.
Ela of Somerset, the Senate voted
to recede and concur with the
House in the indefinite postpone-
ment of the bill.

“Regolve Changing the Opening
Date for Fishing in Streams in
Cumberland and York Counties.”
(H. P. 2017) (L. D. 1404¢)

(In Senate, on April 26th bill was
indefinitely postponed, in non-
concurrence.)

Comes from the House, that body
having insisted on its former ac-
tion whereby the bill was passed
to be engrossed, and now asks for a
Committee of Conference.

In the Senate, on motion by Mr.
Knights of York, the Senate voted
to insist on its former action where-
by the bill was indefinitely post-
poned and join with the House in a
Commiittee of Conference.
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The President appointed as mem-
bers of such committee on the part
of the Senate, Senators Knights of
York, Slocum of Cumberland and
Goodwin of York.

House Committee Reports

The Committee on Pensions on
“Resolve Providing for State Pen-
sion for Elmira A. Brown, of Lew-
iston,” (H. P. 939) reported that
the same ought not to pass.

Comes from the House, the re-
solve substituted for the report, and
subsequently the same was indefi-
nitely postponed.

In the Senate, on motion by Mr.
McKusick of Piscataquis, the
“Ought Not to Pass” report of the
Committee was accepted.

The Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs on “Resolve
in Favor of Portland Junior Col-
lege,” (H. P. 1766) (L. D. 1108) re-
ported that the same ought not to
pass.

The Committee on Claims on
“Resolve in Favor of Brunswick
Hospital,” (H. P. 1377) reported that
the same cught not to pass.

The same Comumnittee on “Resolve
in Favor of Dr. A. L. Gould of Free-
port,” (H. P. 1376) reported that the
same cught noct to pass.

The Committee on Taxation on
Bill “An Act Exempting Persons
Sixty-Two Years of Age from Poll-
Tax,” (H. P. 373) (L. D. 133) re-
ported that the same ought not to
pass.

The same Committee on Bill “An
Act Relating to Inheritance Taxes,”
(H. P. 1974) (L. D. 1356) reported
that the same cught not to pass.

Which reports were severally read
and accepted in concurrence.

The Committee cn Education on
Bill “An Act Relating to Reim-
bursement to Towns for Special
Teaching Positions,” (H. P. 1950)
(L. D. 1323) reported that the same
ought to pass.

The Committee on Judiciary on
Bill “An Act Relating to Unclassi-
fied Importer of Cigarettes and To-
bacco Products,” (H. P. 577) (L. D.
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to pass.

(On motion by Mr. Slocum of
Cumberland, tabled pending con-
sideration of the rTeport.)

The Committee on Public Util-
ities on Bill “An Act Relating to
Autematic Signals at Railroad
Crossings,” (H. P. 1796) (L. D. 1138)
reported that the same ought to
pass.

Which reports were severally read
and accepted in concurrence, the
bills read once and tomorrow as-
signed for second reading.

175) reported that the same o‘ugvh‘tE

The Committee on Pensions on
“Resolve Granting a Pension to
Erna G. Adams, of Bridgton,” (H.
P. 366) reported the same in a new
draft (H. P. 2095) (L. D. 1580) un-
der the same title, and that it ought
to pass.

Which report was read and ac-
cepted in concurrence, and the re-
solve in new draft was read once,
and tomorrow assigned for second
reading.

The Committee on Agriculture cn
Bill “An Act Relating to Bounty
on ‘Porcupines,” (H. P. 352) (L. D.
148) reported that the same ought
to pass as amended by Committee
Amendment “A”.

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr.
President and members of the Sen-
ate, this is the first of the moves
which I had hoped I would not
have to make. I must point out
to the Senate that so far as I
know, this is a bill which is not
set up in the general fund budget.
It is a bill that provides for a
bounty on porcupines to be paid by
the towns, the towns to be reim-
bursed by the Treasurer of State,
and that of course means it will
come from the general fund. I
don‘t mean to indicate that this
ought to be in any respect a test
as to whether or not we are going
to break over and beyond that gen-
eral fund budget but there are some
bills that we ought to put to a mo-
tion and determine whether or not
that is the action we want to fol-
low.
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I realize this is very small. It
is estimated to be five thousand
dollars the first year and seven
thousand the second year, but all
of these small items when added
up with the larger items can do
just the thing that our committee
on Appropriations did not want to
do when they brought out the gen-
eral fund btidget which was within
our revenue and therefore, if it is
in order, Mr. President, I shall make
a motion to indefinitely postpone
my own bill.

Mr. ELA of Somerset: Mr. Presi-
dent, I will make one or two cor-
rections. It has been recently
found out that the bill will cost
at least twenty thousand dollars a
year, and inasmuch as there is
only seven thousand in the bill, the
towns will be left holding the bag.
Furthermore there is no provision
or time for anybody to administer
the bill and so I will go along with
the Senator’s motion.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Greeley of Waldo, the bill and ac-
companying papers were laid upon
the table pending motion by the
Senator from Penobscot, Senator
Haskell, that the bill be indefinitely
postponed in non-concurrence,

The Majority of the Committee
on Military Affairs on Bill “An
Act Appropriating Money to Trans-
port War Trophies into the State,”
(H. P. 1927) (L. D. 1287) reported
that the same ought not to pass.

(signed)

Senators:

BATCHELDER of York
SAVAGE of Somerset

Representatives:

JENNINGS of Strong
FARLEY of Biddeford
PAINE of Portland
DUFRESNE of Bar Harbor
HAYES of Dover-Foxcroft
PAYSON of Union
EASTMAN of South Paris

The Minority of the same Com-
mittee on the same subject matter
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reported that the same ought to
pass.

(signed)

Senator:
SLOCUM of Cumberland

Comes from the House, the Ma-
jority Report read and accepted.

In the Senate:

Mr. BATCHELDER of York: Mr.
President, I move the acceptance
of the Majority “Ought Not to
Pass” report.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Slocum of Cumberland, the bill and
accompanying papers were laid
upon the table pending the motion
by the Senator from York, Senator
Batchelder to accept the Majority
Report, and especially assigned for
later in today’s session.

The Majority of the Committee
on Agriculture on Bill “An Act
Relating to Dog Licenses,” (H. P.
1268) (L. D. 669) reported that the
same ought not to pass.

(signed)

Senators:
DENNY of Lincoln

Representatives:

MILLETT of Palmyra
BOOTHBY of Livermore
LUDWIG of Hope
CAMPBELIL of Garland
JOHNSTON of Jefferson
DORSEY of Fort Fairfield
The Minority of the same Com-
mittee on the same subject matter
reported the same in a new draft
(H. P. 2108) under the same title,
and that it ought to pass.
(signed)
Senators:

GREELEY of Waldo
BREWER of Aroostook
Comes from the House, the Ma-
jority Report read and accepted.
In the Senate, on motion by Mr.
Denny of Lincoln, the Majority
Report “Ought Not to Pass” was
read and accepted in concurrence.

Senate Committee Reports

Mr. Savage from the Committee
on Appropriations and Pinancial
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Affairs on Bill “An Act Relating to
New England Development Author-
ity,” (8. P. 639) (L. D. 1410) re-
ported that the same ought not to
pass as it is inexpedient at this
time.

(On motion by Mr. Brown of
Washington, tabled pending con-
sideration of the report.)

Mr. Edwards from the Committee
on Legal Affairs to which was re-
committed Bill “An Act to Create
the Phippsburg School District,”
(8. P. 310) (L. D. 503) reported that
the same ocught not to pass.

Which reports were severally read
and accepted.
Sent down for concurrence.

Mr. Denny from the Committee
on Agriculture on Bill “An Act Re-
pealing Portions of the Bangs Di-
sease Law, (S. P. 618) (L. D. 1335)
reported the same in a new draft
(S. P. 693) under a new title, Bill
“An Act to Control and Eradicate
Bang’s Disease,” and that it ought
to pass.

Which report was read and ac-
cepted, and the bill in new draft
and under a new title, was tabled
for printing under joint rules.

Report “A” from the Committee
on Sea and Shore Fisheries on Bill
“An Act Relating to the Shipping
of Clams, Quahogs and Mussels,”

(8. P. 4100 (L. D. 747) reported

that the same ought to pass.
(Signed)

Senators:

SLEEPER of Knox
LARRABEE of Sagadahoc
Representatives:
AMES of Vinalhaven
PHILLIPS of Southwest
Harbor
PRINCE of Harpswell
Report “B” from the same Com-
mittee on the same subject matter
reported that the same ought not
to pass.
(Signed)
Senator:
BROWN of Washington
Representatives:
HANSON of Machiasport
BUCKNAM of Whiting
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STEVENS of Boothbay
LITTLEFIELD of Kennebunk

On motion by Mr. Sleeper of
Knox, the bhill and accompanying
papers were laid upon the table
pending consideration of the re-
ports.

Passed to be Engrossed

Bill “An Act Relating to Towns
Regulating the Taking of Shell-
fish.,” (H. P. 1801) (L. D. 1143)

Which was read a second time
and passed to be engrossed in con-
currence.

Bill “An Act to Incorporate the
Town of Lubec School District.”
(H. P. 1050) (L. D. 466)

Bill “An Act to Incorporate the
Topsham School District.” (H. P.
1809) (L. D. 686)

Bill “An Act Forbidding Em-
ployers to Charge a Fee for a
Medical Examination as a Condi-
tion of Employment.” (H. P. 1306)
(L. D. 633)

Bill “An Act Relating to Train-
ing and Field Trials for Beagles
and Other Rabbit Hounds.” (H. P.
2094) (L. D. 1579)

Which were severally read a sec-
ond time and passed to be en-
grossed, as amended, in concur-
rence.

Bill “An Act Authorizing the City
of Presque Isle to Provide for the
Collection and Disposal of Garbage,
Refuse and Rubbish and to Assess
a Charge Therefor.,” (S. P, 461) (L.
D. 913)

“Resolve Directing Commissioner
of Sea and Shore PFisheries to
Make Study of Herring and Means
of Avoiding Their Depletion.” (8.
P. 687) (L. D. 1592)

“Resolve Providing for a Continu-
ous Survey of Closed Clam Areas
and Mussel Control Program.” (S.
P. 689) (L. D. 1593)

Which were severally read a sec-
ond time and passed to be en-
grossed.

Sent down for concurrence.

Bill “An Act to Clarify and Sim-
plify the Sea and Shore Fisheries
Law.” (S. P. 688) (L. D. 1594)
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time
engrossed, as

Which was read a second
and passed to Dbe
amended.

Sent down for concurrence.

Enactors

Mr. SAVAGE of Somerset: Mr.
President, T am going to move that
Items 30 to 36 inclusive all be laid
upon the table for a very few days
until the members of the Senate
get a chance to look over these
resolves and find out what ones
they want to finally pass. Some of
the resolves came in early in the
session and some trailed along be-
hind and I think that the Senators
should have the whole picture be-
fore them, before they decide what
is the proper thing to do.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Savage of Somerset, the following
Resolves were laid upon the table
pending final passage:

“Resolve, in Favor of Caswell
Plantation.” (H. P. 541) (L. D.
1517)

“Resolve, Providing for Certain

Repairs and <Construction at the
Bangor State Hospital,” (H. P. 630)
(L. D. 1443)

“Resolve, in Favor of State Mili-
tary Defense Commission.” (H. P.
812) (L. D. 309

“Resolve for the Development and
Improvement of Baxter State Park.”
(H. P. 840) (L. D. 322)

“Resolve, in Favor of the Uni-
versity of Maine for Buildings.”
(H. P. 1027) (L. D. 459)

“Resolve, in Favor of Edward D.
McKeon of Kennebunk.,” (H. P.
1463) (L. D. 1516)

“Resolve to Create an Educational
Surplus Property Pool” (H. P.
1953) (L. D. 1326)

Bill “An Act Relating to Old Age
Assistance and Aid to the Blind.”
(8. P. 125) (L. D. 146)

‘Which bill was passed to be en-
acted, and resolves finally passed.

Orders of the Day
The President laid before the
Senate, divided report from the
Committee on Military Affairs on
bill, An Act Appropriating Money
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to Transport War Trophies into the

State (H. P. 1927) (L. D. 1287,
majority report “Ought Not to
Pass”, minority report “Ought to

Pass”, tabled by that Senator earlier
in today’s session pending motion
by the Senator from York, Senator
Batchelder, that the majority re-
port be accepted in concurrence,
and especially assigned for later
in today’s session.

Mr. SLOCUM of Cumberland: Mr.
President, this resolve is intended
to transport from the War Surplus
Administration certain trophies to
Augusta so that the various veter-
ans’ patriotic organizations may
obtain them to replace war tro-
phies that they had and that they
gave up during the war in scrap
drives.

There has been a considerable
number of requests from the var-
ious veterans’ posts and organiza-
tions for trophies to replace those
that they gave up. The Governor’s
office has received such a large
number of these requests that it
seemed only fair and right, where
these had been trophies that the
organizations had had and had
given up for patriotic reasons dur-
ing the scrap drives to help the
war effort, that these should be
replaced.

This bill was heard before the
committee and it is one of those
things that is not absolutely neces-
sary but it seemed as if it might be
an appropriate gesture to these
various patriotic organizations to
show them that we do appreciate
what they did during the war, and
I signed the “ought to pass” report,
being the sole member to sign that
report.

I feel that if this should pass it
is one thing that could be taken
from the surplus funds of the state
and then if and when there is a
surplus we would be able to show
these various veteran’s organiza-
tions that we do appreciate their
patriotic service rendered during
the war. If the motion to accept
the majority “ought not to pass”
report is not accepted by the Senate
in concurrence with the House I
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would offer an amendment that
this be paid out of surplus funds
if and when they are available.

Mr. BATCHELDER of York: Mr.
President, this bill calls for an
appropriation of $10,000 for the
purpose of transporting these tro-
phies into the state to be distri-
buted amongst the various posts.
It was the feeling of the committee
that any posts interested in these
particular items should undertake
to pay the expense of having these
items transported rather than to
make it necessary for the state to
contribute this amount of money.
During the first world war vari-
ous veterans’ posts did this same
thing and in many cases the cities
and towns helped to provide the
funds for them and in this particu-
lar instance we feel that the same
procedure could be followed and
that if we pass this bill for this
purpose, and that the money could
be better used for the aid of vet-
erans and their families. There-
fore, Mr. President, I trust that
the majority report “ought not to
pass” will be accepted, and I so
move,

The PRESIDENT: The dquestion
before the Senate is on the motion
of the Senator from York, Senator
Batchelder, that the Senate accept
the majority report of the com-
mittee “Ought not to pass.” Is the
Senate ready for the question?

A viva voce vote being had

The majority report of the com-
mittee was accepted in concur-
rence.

On motion by Mr. Boucher of
Androscoggin the Senate voted to
take from the table House Report
from the Committee on Legal Af-
fairs on bill, An Act Amending the
Charter of the City of Lewiston (H.
P. 838) (L. D. 321), reporting “Ought
to Pass in New Draft, Under the
Same Title” (H. P. 2608) (L. D.
1504), tabled by that Senator on
May 2nd pendinging consideration
of the report.

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin:
Mr. President, I am about to move
the first reading of this bill in order
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to offer Senate Amendment A. I
now move acceptance of the com-
mittee report and that the bill have
its first reading.

Thereupon the report of the com-
mittee was accepted and the bill
was given its first reading; House
Amendment A was read and adopt-
ed in concurrence, and the same
Senator presented Senate Amend-
ment A and moved its adoption:

“Senate Amendment ‘A’ to H. P.
2068, L. D. 1504, Bill, ‘An Act Amend-
ing the Charter of the City of Lew-
iston.’

“Amend said Bill by striking out
in the 2nd line of that part desig-
nated ‘Sec. 21’ the underlined figure
‘12’ and inserting in place thereof
the underlined figure ‘8.

“Further amend said Bill by
striking out in the 3rd line of that
part designated ‘Sec. 21’ the under-
lined words and figure ‘the 5 mem-
bers’ and inserting in place thereof
the underlined words ‘a member’,

Senate Amendment A was adopt-
ed, and on further motion by the
same Senator the rules were sus-
pended and the bill was given its
second reading.

Mr. SLOCUM of Cumberland:
Mr. President, I am interested to
know the purpose of this bill which
refers to a planning board. As the
Senate will remember, I was inter-
ested in a zoning ordinance or hill
in the city of Augusta and at that
time I made a little study of zoning,
and I found in my investigations
that the city of Lewiston had a so-
called zoning bhoard which was in
effect a zoning and planning board.
I wonder if the Senator from An-
droscoggin could tell me whether
this is another planning board for
the city of Lewiston or whether it
is a duplication of effort. The City
of Lewiston has a zoning and plan-
ning hoard at the present time,
according to what I learned at the
time I made these investigations
and I am wondering whether this is
another planning board or whether
it is to replace the present planning
board and whether it is necessary.

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin:
Mr. President, I am very glad to
answer my good friend the Senator
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from Cumberland. This bill that we
are now discussing is not my bill.
I have a planning board bill that
I will have to scratch if this bill goes
through. This is a bill that
was prepared by a charter com-
mittee. Some ten years ago when
we adopted this system, the City of
Lewiston at that time adopted a
system of main charter committees
to revise their charter. There was
the original charter committee that
was appointed back in 1938, and
since then there must have been
three or four that have been ap-
pointed by the mayors after the
original charter went into effect.

Under our charter setup, nobody
can be mayor more than two years
in succession. Then he must retire.
Naturally, like every other growing
and expending city, we have new
things that come up, and new ne-
cessities, and new changes that are
required that are not in our char-
ter in order to make it operate for
the best interests of all the citizens.
So every two years, or thereabouts,
or at least every four years, our
charter committee is revived, com-
posed of the original members that
are living, and the addition of new
members.

Last fall, the Mayor, Mayor
Gagne, named a charter committee
composed of the members of the
original charter committee that
were living in Lewiston, and added
new members. Those charter com-
mittees are usually composed of ten
persons who are citizens of Lewis-
ton. He further named the mem-
bers of the Legislature as secre-
taries to the charter committee in
order to consult and try to agree
on certain things. He also went be-
yond that, and he named what has
been called the committee of sev-
enty-six. Some of us claimed it
was the “committee of 1776.”

This was supposed to be composed
of 76 citizens of Lewiston who met
and were supposed to have directed
and agreed on certain things. The
net result was that, as the Legis-
lature does a lot of times, we could
not definitely agree among our-
selves, and the charter committee

.
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reported certain changes that they
wanted.

I introduced several bills, and
some representatives from Lewiston
introduced other bills. We have
hearings before the Legal Affairs
Committee, and some of those bills
have been reported. I think all of
the bills have been reported at this
time, and some, of course, have been
reported ought not to pass. Others
have been reported ought to pass as
amended, and so forth and so on.
This bill here is the composite bill
of the charter committee, so-called,
with an amendment offered in the
House by a member of Lewiston,
which amendment has been read as
Amendment A.

Now, in order not to push my
two bills further. I have had a
compromise offer with the under-
standing that the Chairman of the
Legal Affairs Committee would
work with the members of the other
Branch. We have arrived at Senate
Amendment A which would pacify
everybody. We can send this thing
back home, and everybody will be
happy. So that is the reason for
this Senate Amendment A.

We have in Lewiston a zoning
board, but no planning board. I
worked on the zoning board some
years ago. The zoning board was to
divide Lewston into commercial, in-
dustrial, residential and apartment
districts. limiting the various types
of construction to their proper
districts. But that Board has no
power on the planning end of the
program.

Now, we are calling this boara
a planning board. To me it is really
more than a planning board. It is a
relations board between the dif-
ferent municipal boards in Lewiston.
I found when I was Mayor of
Lewiston, and other mayors have
found since then, that the biggest
trouble with our charter, and the
only trouble with our charter, is
that there is no relation between the
boards. In other words, there is a
beautiful chance of ‘“passing the
buck” to somebody else, in good
political language. One board will
say, this is none of our business.
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Let the other board take care of
it. And the other board will say,
well, this is none of our business.
Let the other board take care of it.
Finally, the different things which
come up for consideration get kick-
ed around by the three or four or
five boards and it becomes nobody’s
business. Nobody has a real say, I
am sorry that under the original
charter the Mayor of Lewiston is
more or less of a dignitary, an of-
ficial and a figurehead. Some of us
have taken on a little authority, as-
serting ourselves, and have gotten
results. But that is not according
to our charter.

Now, this planning board will
make it so that whenever any board
wants to proceed to have something
erected such as the school board
having a new school, or that the
fire department wants a new fire
building, or the public works de-
partment wants a new building, or
the police department wants a new
police station; then they would
make a demand to this planning
board.

This planning board, as planned
now, with this amendment offered
would have one member from each
of its six boards plus a member of
the finance board, plus a member
of the board of Mayor and Alder-
man, with the Mayor ex officio.
Each board will be represented, and
those people will sit down around
the table and decide which project
was the most needed.

Now, in the discussion that we
had last fall, it was brought out
that at this time we need at least
five major projects in Lewiston. We
have known the need for that a long
time. We have all agreed on them,
but the trouble is that we haven’t
got enough money. We are in the
the position that the Legislature is
at the present time. We haven’t
got enough money. To undertake and
carry out the whole five projects
would cost millions of dollars. Some-
one must say which project shall
come first, second, third, fourth,
fifth and so forth and so on, and
that is the reason of calling this
board a planning board. They would
plan these buildings, would plan
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these operations, would plan their
order of importance, and they would
recommend to the Board of Finance
and the board of Mayor and Alder-
man who has the final say on
what should be done and in what
order it should be done.

I hope that this will explain to
my good friend from Cumberland
why this planning board is brought
in. We are all in agreement in
Lewiston that we need a planning
board. The only disagreement we
have had is on how the planning
board should be composed. This
amendment of mine is apparently
going to settle the matter satisfac-
torily to everybody concerned. It
will just te the planning board of
the City of Lewiston as the amend-
ment offers now. The rest of the
amendment is in accordance with
the compromise basis. It is not all
my thinking, but as has been well
stated before in this room on the
subject of good government, it is
made up by compromise action. And
I am willing to compromise mine
along with the other, in order that
this bill may go through as it has
been amended by House amendment
A and Senate Amendment A.

Mr. SLOCUM of Cumberland:
Mr. President, I thank the Senator
from Androscoggin. It was brought
to my attention in Lewiston that
board which he refers to as a zoning
board has been called a zoning and
planning board. I am sure that the
Senator, having explained this, has
brought out the fact this is not just
another board, but a replacement
of the present board.

I gather from the remarks of the
Senator from Androscoggin that
this present, so-called, zoning and
planning board is without the auth-
ority of law and will be replaced by
this charter amendment.

I didn’t want to interfere with
the workings of the City of Lewis-
ton, but I was a little bit interested,
as they told me they had a planning
board, and here came another bill
for another planning board, I think
that the City of Lewiston does not
have to worry if all parties con-
cerned are in agreement.
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Thereupon the bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended by House
Amendment A and by Senate
Amendment A, in non-concurrence.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Collins of
Aroostook the Senate voted to take
from the table bill, An Act Relating
to the Caribou Municipal Court (S.
P. 464) (L. D. 919) tabled by that
Senator on April 6th pending pas-
sage to be enacted; and on further
motion by the same Senator the
bill was passed to be enacted.

Cn motion by Mr. Savage of Som-
erset the Senate voted to take from
the table Resolve Providing for Pur-
chase and Installation of Hesating
Equipment at the State School for
Boys (S. P. 419) (L. D. 776) tabled
by that Senator on March 18th
pending final passaze.

Mr. SAVAGE of Somerset: Mr.
President, I move the indefinite
postponemeant of this resolve and in
support of that motion I will say
that this original resolve called for
$22,000 for heating equipment at
the institution. Upon investigation
the Appropriations Committee found
the same thing could be accomp-
lished for ¢3,000 and we have in-
corporated that in Legislative Docu-
ment 1560, so this legislation is not
needed at this time.

Thereupon the resolve was in-
definitely postponed in non-con-
currence.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Noyes of Han-
cock the Senate voted to take from
the table bill, An Act Relating to
Deer Isle-Sedgwick Bridge District
(S. P. 671) (L. D. 1523) tabled by
that Senator on April 20th pending
assignment for second reading.

Thereupon the Senator from
Franklin, Senator Crosby, presented
Senate Amendment A and moved
its adoption:

“Senate Amendment ‘A’ to S. P.
671, L. D. 1523, Bill “An Act Relating
to Deer Isle-Sedgwick Bridge Dis-
trict.”
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Amend said Bill by inserting be-
fore the headnote thereof the fol-
lowing: ‘Sec. 1.

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

‘Sec. 2. P. & S. L, 1935, c. &8,
£€9-A, additional. Chapter 88 of the
private and special laws of 1935 is
hereby amended by adding thereto
a new section, to be numbered 9-A,
to read as follows:

‘See. 9-A. Maintenance. The
moneys necessary for the upkeep,
maintenance and repair of the
bridge shall be expended from the
general highway fund.”

Senate Amendment “A”  was
adopted and on further motion by
the same Senator, under suspen-
sion of the rules the bill was given
its second reading and passed to
be engrossed as amended by Sen-
ate Amendment “A” In non-concur-
rence.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Haskell of
Penobhscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table Senate Report
“Ought not to Pass” from the
Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs on Resolve Ap-
propriating Moneys to Build Arm-
ory in Lewiston (S. P. 563) (L. D.
1228) tabled by that Senator on
March 25 pending consideration of
the report.

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin:
Mr. President and members of the
Senate, realizing that money is not
available to do what this bill would
have required, I feel there is only
one thing I can do and that is to
explain to this Senate why the bill
was introduced, why a different
treatment should be given to the
city of Lewiston on the armory.

In 1922, the city of Lewiston at
the request of the State decided to
build a State armory. The State
armory cost Lewiston at that time
the sum of $250,000. The State of
Maine would have reimhbursed the
city of Lewiston in the sum of
$100,000 as I understand it, if the
city had been willing to give full
title to the State. In a referendum
to the people of Lewiston, they de-
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cided to keep the ftitle of the arm-
ory and get rental from the State
for the use of the armory. The
rental to the city of Lewiston in
the last 25 years has been under
very severe control, a serious con-
trol, a control to the extent that
these of us who are begrudging the
federal rent control should look in-
to this one.

The State did pay Lewiston about
$100 a month, or $1200 a year for
a building that cost originally
$250,00¢ but which would cost to-
day well over $500,000 and possibly
closer to a million on the basis of
today’s prices.

At the hearing I pointed out to
the committee two things. First,
either the State should take over
the armory because they are re-
quiring more and more use of it,
they are requiring fifty percent use
at least and are not willing to pay
a fair rental price; or, I say, the
State should build a new armory,
and that was the purpose of this
bill, The purpose was that the
State of Maine should build a new
armory in the city of Lewiston
and the present armory which is
being used as a part of our high
scheol system should become a
school building.

The city of Lewiston when it
built its high school a few years
after the building of the armory
could not afford at that time, to
build on a gymnasium-auditorium
into its high school so it built just
classrooms. It was understood at
the time and agreed that the high
scheool could use the armory for
gym and auditorium purposes at
such time as it was not needed for
armory purposes. This went along
fairly well until World War II and
then it was still better, because the
National Guard moved out and
went to war so the armory was
available for the high school. But
since the end of the war and the
return and reorganization of the
National Guard and with new
units to be stationed in Lewiston,
the Department of the National
Guard in the State has asked and
is asking for more and more use
of the armory.
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They are requiring the use of
the armory on many more nights
and days. They are requiring
more and more floor space at the
armory and eventually they will if
this keeps up, push out all school
activities from the armory. We
are faced with two problems in
Lewiston. Either we must build a
new armory with the help of the
State, and that was the idea of this
bill, or the State must pay more
rental for the use of the present
armory so that we can afford to
turn around and build a gym-
nasium and auditorium to our high
school.

I think the city of Lewiston has
played Santa Claus to the State
of Maine long enocugh. All we have
been able to obtain from the State
for rental is $2500 a year and that
was very recent—we hayve only
been getting that amount a short
time—for a building that would
cost to replace today at least $500,-
000.

It costs the city of Lewiston just
to maintain that building which
means janitors, fuel, lights and
whatever is absolutely necessary for
repairs where they are needed, the
sum of $15,000 a year. Now if the
State of Maine through its war de-
partment is going to have fifty per-
cent use of that armory, then I be-
lieve in all fairness they should at
least pay fifty percent of the main-
tenance costs which would be $7500
a vear. That would not pay for
interest on the building, or bonds
that Lewiston has been paying, nor
the bonds themselves.

I notice in the budget report here
that under “Armcries” the sum of
$3,885 was spent in Bangor, the sum
of $4,974.96 was snent in Belfast, the
sum of $6,751.63 was spent on the
Milk St. Armory in Portland,
$4,642.92 for the Stevens Avenue
Armory in Portland.

I have no quarrel or dispute with
the amount of money beinz spent
in other cities and towns through-
ocut the state. I don’t think the
state is spending any too much
money in these districts but I do
not believe that the State of Maine
is fair to the city of Lewiston when
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it only pavs a rental of $2500 a
year for the best armory in the
state. And that was told to me
by the Adjutant General himself
at the hearing. He said that Lewis-
ton has the best armory in the
state. If we have the best in the
state, I feel that the State of Maine
should give us a fair rental for the
best armory in the state.

For years and years, for twenty-
five years now, the city of Lewis-
ton has played Santa Claus to the
State of Maine in more ways than
one. At this time, it is the ques-
tion of the armory. Gentlemen, I
feel that it is my duty to call to
your attention this fact, that the
State of Maine should pay the city
of Lewiston a fair rental and to me,
a fair rental of the armory would
be $8,000 a year and that would be
very well compared with the
amount of money in the budget now
for state armories in the State of
Maine.

I would prefer that the State of
Maine build its own armory like it
did in the cities and towns through-
out the state, like it did in Port-
land and other ‘cities, and that
Lewiston use its armory as a part
of its school system,—it is next to
the high school and within a couple
of hundred feet of the high school
and now serves as an adjunct.

The national guard and the state
will eventually deprive our high
school of its opportunity to use the
building for any high school pur-
poses.

I realize that there is only one
thing for me to do this morning
and that is to move that the Sen-
ate accept the “Ought Not to Pass”
report of the ccmmittee, because
the money is not there to build an
armory but I wanted to call to your
attention these facts and I hope
sincerely that some future legisla-
ture will recognize that this situ-
ation exists in Lewiston and will
see that the State of Maine either
builds a new armery or give to
Lewiston a fair rental for the arm-
ory which we ncw have, and which
we are furnishing to the state.

I move, Mr. President, that the
Senate accept the report.
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Thereupon, the “Ought Not fto
Pass” report of the committee was
accepted.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Sleeper of
Knox, the Senate voted to take
from the table House Report
“Ought Not to Pass” from the Com-
mittee on Claims on Resolve in
Favor of General Ice Cream Corpo-
ration of Rockland. (H. P. 898}
tabled by that Senator on April 27
pending consideration of the re-
port.

Mr. SLEEPER of Knox: Mr.
President, I move that this hill be
recommitted to the committee, and
to support that motion I will say
that I have contacted the commit-
tee and it is just a matter of process
that they have to go through. The
proper papers were not attended
to at the time of the hearing. I
therefore move that the bill be re-
committed to the Committee on
Claims.

Thereupon, the bill was recom-
mitted to the Committee on Claims
in non-concurrence.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Noyes of Han-
cock, the Senate voted to take from
the table Senate Report from the
Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs on Resolve for
School Construction Assistance (S.
P. 605) (L. D. 1296) Majority Re-
port “Ought Not to Pass”, Minority
Report “Ought to Pass”, tabled by
that Senator on April 15 pending
motion by that Senator to accept
the Minority Report.

Mr. NOYES of Hancock: Mr.
President, this bill calls for the
sum of one millicn dollars to e

taken from the unappropriated sur-
plus and used to aid cities and
towns in the construction of new
school buildings. I admit that this
is only a drop in the bucket but I
feel that it is a move in the right
direction.

It seems to me that the State of
Maine and the legislature must
realize that there are communities
in the State of Maine that are un-
able to build the necessary school
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buildings that are needed to give
those boys and girls in thcse com-
munities the proper education to
which I feel they are entitled.

The other day we heard our good
friend from Androscoggin say that
he was sick and tired of hearing
these Senators tell about their small
towns. Well, T am not. I am proud
of the small towns in the State of
Maine and I am proud that I have
come from a small town in the
State of Maine and after all, the
State of Maine is composed of small
towns. Even the great city of Lew-
iston is a small town, a very small
town compared to our great cities
throughout the nation.

It seems to me that the precedent
for aiding certain towns in the
building of schools has already
been established. A few years ago,
in the 92nd legislature I believe,
we appropriated the sum of $40,000
to aid Ricker Classical Institute.
Two years ago we appropriated
money from the unappropriated sur-
plus of the post war reserve for
Freedom Academy, we appropriated
money for Anson Academy, and I
think there was another school. If
my memory serves me right, in the
Forest fire catastrophe of 1947 the
state aided some of the towns in
Oxford County in rebuilding some
of their schools. I voted for those
bills here in this Senate and I sup-
ported the action taken by the Gov-
ernor and Council in aiding those
towns that suffered in that disaster
of 1947.

I cannot see much difference be-
tween those situations and the situ-
ation that we are now facing in
nearly every town in the State of
Maine. I do not know how many
towns will be helped by this mil-
lion dollars but I do feel that many
deserving and needy towns will re-
ceive assistance.

I can think of no better way to
spend our unappropriated surplus
than te spend it for school build-
ings. There are those who disagree
with me, to be sure. Hospitals are
necessary but let me point out to
you that these boys and girls if they
go to a hospital will only be there
for a few weeks at the most, prob-
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ably, and then go to school from the
age of five years until they are
seventeen or eighteen years of age.
It seems to me that we have got to
recognize in the State of Maine
that we are of small communities.
We cannot consider one town or one
city. We are dependent upon each
other. No town or city can live by
itself alone. The larger towns and
cities for the most part have more
property, greater valuation and are
better able to handle their own
problems. However, those boys and
girls who live in smaller commun-
ities and poorer communities are
just as deserving as the boys and
girls who live in the richer towns
in the state and I certainly hope
that this Senate will give this care-
ful consideration and pass this bill.
I believe it is a step in the right di-
rection.

Mr. LEAVITT of Cumberland:
Mr. President, I rise to support the
motion of Senator Noyes. As we
stand here in the closing days of
the legislature, trying to decide how
to spend this unappropriated sur-
plus, and what is the wisest thing
tc do for the State of Maine, it is
hard for us to know what is right
and what is wrong. Shall we do this,
or shall we do that?

We have before us, as we always
had before us the Committee on
Appropriations report of what the
status was on Avpril 13 of the unap-
propriated surplus. We have set
aside two million dollars. It is good
business for the state to have an
operating canpital, it is good business
for everybody to have an operating
capital but sometimes we find that
operating capital cannot be had by
ourselves because of the fact that
we have to buy food, we have to
buy clothing, and we have to buy
houses or pay rent. But we have
taken two million dollars out of this
unappropriated surplus and put it
away in good business practice. We
have spent money for various serv-
ices amounting to over three mil-
lion dollars. Then the Appropri-
ations Committee have brought out
ought to pass reports on several
bills including $46,000 to construct
a dormitory for the female pa-
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tients at the Augusta State Hos-
pital. We know we have got to take
care of the insane, those people who
are unfortunate enough to have this
terrible affliction.

We know there is another bill
with relation to the construction
of airports amounting to three hun-
dred thousand dollars. We feel we
have got to have airports. We have
talked on airports already. We have
another bill for $165,000 to con-
struct a bridge between Oldtown
and Indian Island. Another is for
161,000 for development of state
parks, and when you get all through
with that, we have a little money
left, but not much. Then we have
these divided reports of which one
is $477,000 for the erection of a
library building in Parmington. And
another $200,000 for the construc-
tion and repair at Bangor State
Hospital. Another amount of money
for the insane.

Now gentlemen, as I say, we
don’t know and it is pretty hard
to decide what is right and what
is wrong, and what we should do
with these funds. We know, and
I have already called it to your
attention and I have been told not
to talk too much about it because
you people are getting tired of it
but we know we have many more
children being born in our state
and they are crowding into our
schools which are already over
crowded and we have got to de-
cide whether we are going to spend
money for the insane or spend
money for building bridges, or are
we going to spend money for dor-
mitories for different institutions,
or spend money for the construc-
tion of airports or are we going to
build schools. Which is the most im-
portant? Do you know which is the
most important?

I am interested in a great many
of these other projects and yet I
cannot get out of my mind the
fact that schools that are going to
educate our children from five or
six years of age up to fifteen or
sixteen years of age, that those
are the most important things for
the State of Maine to do. If we can
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educate our children and give them
a good education, a proper educa-
tion: in good, sanitary, well-equipped
buildings, we are making an in-
vestment which has absolutely no
limits in its return to the State of
Maine.

Ignorance is the greatest foe of
our civilization. We must very, very
carefully consider this problem. We
must weigh in our minds whether
we are to take care of the insane
people, take care of building air-
ports or what we are going to do.
Are those things to you more im-
portant than the education of the
youth of our state?

Without any tax bill this year,
the bill that I put in for school
construction has got to be passed
if it is passed, without any money
unless we take this money from the
unappropriated surplus.

I think everybody up to a very
short while ago thought that some
money should go into that bill. It
is not too late to put some money
into that bill because the money
that would go into the resolve pre-
sented by Senator Noyes would be
given for distribution. I believe this
is worthwhile and I hope you will
think a long while about these
other bills which had had ought to
pass reports which are going to
help other segments of our popu-
lation but which, I believe, in the
final analysis are less worthy than
the bill to educate the children of
this state.

I hope that Senator Noyes’ mo-
tion will prevail.

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin:
Mr. President and members of the
Senate, my name was not called
but my county’s name was called
and I feel that I am the senior
member of the county and I must
answer that call. I am afraid that
my good friend, the Senator from
Hancock, has either misunderstood
me, or is trying to becloud the is-
sue. What I do resent about the
small towns is that invariably in
these halls, after being recognized
by the Presiding Officer in either
branch, a man will say in order to
get a sympathetic ear, “I come
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from a small town.” I don’t think
there is any need of making that
statement. I believe that when a
man makes the statement “I come
from a small town” he is implor-
ing, he is begging support on the
issue that he is a very humble
person.

I have learned through my as-
sociation here that some of the
most powerful, some of the most
aggressive, some of the most dan-
gerous men come from small towns
and I fear them very much. I like
to believe that the man who lives
in a small town is of old Yankee
stock that used to be so proud of
its record of individuality. What
has become of him? I have admired
the farmer, the man from the small
town, the man of little means who
has tried and worked hard to carry
on and who has been proud enough
to keep away from town relief or
state relief. I have in my town,—
and it is a town, as the Senator
says, a small town compared with
New York or Chicago, it is a very
small town—I have in my town a
man whom I admire very much,
who during the depression admitted
very frankly to me that on the
very small amount of money he
was earning on the basis of a day
or two work from the city of Lewis-
ton, fed his family on potatoes
and bread, but he had the gumption
to stay away from the relief rolls
and that man one day became the
mayor of the city of Lewiston. I
have all the admiration in the
world for him.

Lewiston needs schools just as
much as any other city in the
state. We are not denying that,
but we are going to attempt to
raise our own money to pay for
our own schools and until we can
afford to do that we will get along
with what we have. We will use
the armory and other buildings,
the old fire stations, anything else
and we will carry on until such
time as we can raise the money to
build the new schools.

I should think and I did believe
that when we started school dis-
tricts that we were going to take
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care by so doing, of our school
construction problem, that differ-
ent towns were going to get to-
gether in a school district in order
to raise enough money to build the
proper schools. Apparently that
was not true. Apparently we must
have more than that. And again
I say to you Mr. President and
members of the Senate, that I feel
it is unfair and unjust to ask Peter
to pay Paul or ask Paul to pay
for Peter.

Some of you gentlemen can af-
ford a Rolls Royce. Others can
only afford a Ford. Others can-
not even afford an automobile at
all, but we get along with what we
can pay for. If that is true of in-
dividuals, then I believe it should
be true of cities, towns, states and
nations. We should keep our spend-
ing within our means and try to
get along the best we can.

I believe in charity to the best
of anyone’s ability, but we have
an old French Proverb that says
that the best charity, the greatest
charity starts at home. If I have
any money to give for the schools
in Maine, I would like to give it
to my own city, the city of Lewis-
ton needs it just as much as any
city or town in this state. I think
I shall have to give my share in
the very near future, because I
understand they are going to build
schools in that city and issue bonds
and I, or my children or somebody
in my family will pay for those
schools in due course of time.

The great State of Maine has
been called upon now to be very
generous and make gifts to its
children, but I would just recall
to your minds this fact, that a
very few minutes ago I pointed out
to you that the State of Maine was
not paying what I called its just
debts. I just pointed out to you
that the State of Maine was paying
unfair rental for the armory in
Lewiston but I did not hear any-
one else back me up on that ques-
tion and I maintain and repeat
that if we had any money to spend,
if we have money to give away let’s
have the State of Maine take first
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things first. Let’s be fair with what
already exists in the state and let's
pay a fair rental for the best arm-
ory in the State of Maine.

If we could afford all these things,
I would not be against the motion
of the Senator from Hancock, I
would be in favor of building better
and bigger schools throughout
Maine if we had the money but ap-
parently we have very little money
left in that six million of unap-
propriated surplus and as I have
already pointed out, you saw fit
against my wishes, to put away two
million into what you call the Re-
volving PFund, lock the door and
throw the key into the Kennebec
River.

I understand that already we
have passed and spent well over
a million dollars of the unappro-
priated balance of last year, so
there is well over three million al-
ready disposed of and less than
three million left. If we are not
going to have a larger income, and
I don’t believe we are, I do hon-
estly believe, as a practical man,
that we should have a fund set
aside for unexpected occurrences.
I understand from what informa-
tion I have received that the fund
is going to be increased this year
and I for one will go along with
that idea. I think this is the proper
time to increase that fund so that
unforeseen events, possibly more
fires such as we had in 1947, or
other unexpected events of a simi-
lar nature could be taken care of.
I believe we should be very care-
ful of what we do with what little
balance we have unexpended.

Let me repeat that if we had the
money, the million dollars to give
away I would vote in favor of Sena-
tor Noyes’ motion but taking into
consideration that we have less
than three million apparently to
play with and demands for about
ten million, I say to you it is not
the proper time to give away a
million dollars for the construction
of schools.

Gentlemen, let me ask you one
question. Is it more important
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to build beautiful buildings or is
it more important to pay a proper
salary to our teachers? I for one,
want to pay the teachers first and
when we have spare money, we
can take care of the buildings.

Mr. VARNEY of Washington: Mr.
President and Members of the Sen-
ate, only a few days ago, the Sena-
tor from Androscoggin, Senator
Boucher, said in no uncertain terms
that it burned him up to hear peo-
ple repeatedly making reference to
the fact that they come from a
small town. But when he repeatedly
made reference to the fact that he
comes from the second largest City
in Maine, it didn’t burn me up a
bit. I was pleased with the state-
ment. I was pleased to think that
we do have a second largest city
in the State of Maine, because
every other state has one. Also,
I am proud of the fact, like Sena-
tor Noyes, that I do come from a
small community and represent a
small community, and I want to
get that impression fixed firmly
upon the mind of the Senator from
Androscoggin. He has referred to
the fact that the State of Maine is
throwing money around, and that
they are handing out gifts, or at
least they want to hand out gifts
to the small communities. I don’t
consider them gifts. I consider the
fact that when a state puts out
money to erect school buildings in
a small community in a community
that is in need of better school
buildings, they are simply carrying
out an obligation which they owe
to the boys and girls of the State
of Maine. He, too, has referred
to the fact that a certain man who
was born, probably in a small com-
munity, who fed his family on po-
tatoes and bread, later on became
the Mayor of the Second Largest
City in Maine.

Well, that is what is becoming of
our boys and girls who are educat-
ed in these small communities.
They are going into the second
largest cities in Maine, and the
largest cities in Maine. So, every
penny of money that comes from
the second largest city in Maine
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to help educate the boys and girls
in these small communities is help-
ing the second largest city in
Maine, because that is where many
of the boys and girls from the
small communities make their
homes. The Senator has referred
to the fact, also, that he would pre-
fer to see higher salaries paid to
the teachers than to have cur chil-
dren continue to go to school in
these buildings which I have tried
to describe to you previously,
buildings that the Department of
Agriculture, or the Department of
Health and Welfare, wouldn’t per-
mit people to keep cattle in, today,
if they were selling milk.

‘We need better buildings. We
have buildings throughout the State
of Maine that the State should be
ashamed of. I am ashamed to
invite people to visit the build-
ings in which the boys and girls of
my small community are attending.
The fact that we are paying higher
salaries to our teachers is no in-
ducement for them to come into
these poor buildings. We are just
educating our teachers away from
this type of building, and it is im-
possible to get a teacher who has
trained to teach in the public ele-
mentary schools of the State of
Maine to go into some of these
hovels where our boys and girls are
being housed.

I insist that it is not a gift to
any town demanding money for
the erection or enlargement of
school buildings, but that it is an
obligation of the State to see that
these buildings are put in proper
order for housing our girls and
boys. I hope that the motion of
the Senator from Hancock will pre-
vail.

Mr. McKUSICK of Piscataquis:
Mr. President and Members of the
Senate, the Senator from Washing-
ton took some of my thoughts al-
most out of my mouth. He ex-
pressed some of the things that I
had in mind. One of these is that
the welfare and prosperity of our
cities and towns are so closely re-
lated that they can not be separ-
ated, and I would remind you that
your cities have been built up on
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the raw materials, and on the abil-
ity of the boys and girls that have
come from our country towns, and
our country towns are depleted.
Our population has gone down for
the reason that many of our boys
and girls have moved to the cities
and helped build the cities up. If
you go up the river from Augusta
to Waterville, you will see these im-
mense piles of pulpwood and the
immense mills that have been
built up. That all comes from the
country towns.

I would also remind you that if
you want to continue the crop
of boys and girls of ability com-
ing from the country towns to
bring new blood to your cities, you
have got to do something for edu-
cation. You have got to do some-
thing for those boys and girls. It
is an investment for the State. It
is just as much an investment as
the farmer fertilizing his fields in
order to continue harvesting good
crops. The farmer can not con-
tinually crop land without properly
fertilizing the land and keeping
things in order. Likewise, that is the
situation in which our country towns
find themselves, and if you want to
keep your trade and cities increas-
ing, you must keep your popula-
tion in your country towns in-
creasing in numbers. In order to
keep the population of our country
towns up to their present condi-
tion, we must have schools. Com-
pared with the whole State, it is
only a comparatively small amount,
and it will be divided up pretty
small. But I know from expe-
rience that many of these towns
will welcome even a very, very
little sum.

I believe that this is the time
to make a beginning. To invest in
school buildings is a capital in-
vestment. This could probably
come oubt of surplus, so I believe
that we should take the step and
make a beginning. I hope that the
motion of the Senator from Han-
cock, Senator Noyes, will prevail.

Mr. HOPKINS of Kennebec: Mr.
President and Members of the Sen-
ate, the toughest problems that we
have to face and live with are prob-
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lems on which we can agree in the
most important phases, but are
provlems in which as we think of
all phases we come to different
solutions. That is the type of prob-
lem we have before us when we talk
about education and subsidy for ed-
ucation. It is the same problem
that is being battled in Washington
today. I noticed in the morning
paper which I read, and I assume
you noticed in the morning paper
which you read, that there was an
effort yesterday in Washington to
amend the program for assistance
to the states in the field of educa-
tion, so that the assistance should
be allocated to the state, in part at
least, at a uniform rate of a student
per capita basis.

That raises the issue which is, to
my way of thinking, the important
one in this matter of education.
That is the question of whether we
are talking school equalization, or
whether we are talking school sup-
port on the federal or on the state
level. They are two entirely differ-
ent things as I see it.

I suppose it was inevitable that
we should have the debate on edu-
cation as the Senator from Cum-
berland has said. I have on the
table the bill setting up the system
under which allocations of any
money which was appropriated un-
der this bill would be provided. It
makes no difference whether we
talk education in connection with
raising funds, or in the enactment
of the bill which will be taken off
the table shortly, and to which it
was my intent to present some
amendment. I think now probably
I will take it off at the request of
the Senator from Cumberland and
let him test it.

It has been said, and I think
correctly, that when a state has an
average ability to pay and sends 2
dollar to Washington to get any
service which is allocated back, on
an average basis it gets about sev-
enty cents back. In other words,
about thirty cents is lost just in the
cost of sending it to the centralized
bureaus and getting it back. In
connection with the school subsidy
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and school administration and one
of the leading bills, I think the one
that was believed a short time ago
most likely to pass, Maine would
send $1.70 for every $1.10 it would
get back .

Now, if an average town in Maine
sends a dollar bill to Augusta and
got it back in school subsidy, what
would it get back? I don’t think at
the present moment anybody knows
whether we get a dollar, or ninety
cents, or eighty cents. I am talking
about the average town. I don’t
think anybody knows what it will
get back. I favor, personally, equal-
ization of education through small
subsidies. I do not favor federal
support of education, and neither
do I favor the state taking over all
costs of education on the state level.
If there is one thing in this world
that needs to be left at home, it is
education. The bill which I have
on the table has provided for as-
sistance in the equalization, I think,
up to fifty per cent. I think that
is a higher subsidy than you have
got to set up in order to promote
school construction if you are dis-
cussing equalization. It also pro-
vides that some money shall be al-
located back to all towns on some
basis set up by a formula with a
certain formula for municipalities
and a different formula for districts.

In checking into the matter, I
found that the Department of Edu-
cation thinks that there should be
consolidation for schools, and they
hold this out as bait to produce
consolidation of schools. Whether
the state is justified in taxing peo-
ple and then allocating money back
to them to get them to do some-
thing which the Department of Ed-
ucation wants done, and which the
people, themselves might not want,
that is a question. I am in agree-
ment with the Senator from Han-
cock that there are definite places
in the State of Maine where there
is need for schools, and where the
wealth and income of the people
there precludes their building the
type of school buildings they need.
These towns need, and they ought
to have some help. I can go along
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with that, but I think those places
are rather rare. They are not the
average. They are not common. The
whole state isn’t in that condition.

The question, as I have stated
very clearly, is one of education,
one of equalization, not one of allo-
cation of money to everybody. The
Senator from Cumberland speaks
about the large number of children
that need facilities in order that an
education may be given to them.
You can’t give any child an educa-
tion. I think any educator will tell
you you can’'t give anybody educa-
tion. All you can do is set up an
opportunity for people to get edu-

cation. But you can’t give it to
them. Education is not a given
thing. It is a thing that people

take when they become interested
and want to use their mind. They
can use most anything if they have
the inherent ability, but you can’t
give education.

We don’t have better school build-
ings, generally, all over the State of
Maine for just one reason, as I see
it, and that is because the people
at the paying level right on the
home level are not willing to face
the tax burden that is necessary to
produce those buildings. I would
like to talk to you about my own
City. But I won’t do it, because the
things I might say might not be
too complimentary in some in-
stances. You probably know what
goes on up there as well as I do.
We have got some of the best ath-
letic clubs in the New England
States, but there is much that we
need there in the way of education
—a great deal.

When people want better school
buildings, when all of the people
want better school buildings, they
will have them, because they will be
willing to pay for them on the
home level.

I hove that when the bill which I
have on the table is taken off,
Senator Leavitt will have scme
amendments, and if he doesn’t I
propose to submit some amend-
ments which will bring us to a bill
for the equalization and not for
the taking over. It seems to me
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entirely unwise to put the State of
Maine in the school house building
program for every community in
the state. I don’t see any need, for
it is wasteful.

You can’t get a dollar back for
a dollar that you send to Augusta,
any more than you can get a dollar
for the dollar you send to Wash-
ington.

When you do that, you loge the
control of the most important thing
you have, and that is the matter
of education to our children.

Mr. SAVAGE of Somerset: I
would like to explain the position
of the majority report of the Ap-
propriations Committee. If you will
look at the appropriation bill for
education for the next two years
of the biennium, we have appropri-
ated $11,800,000. The total appro-
priation is $47,600,000. So, we have
already appropriated twenty-five
per cent of our total appropriations
for schools. We have in unappro-
priated surplus at the present fime
$3,300,000. I don’t think it is any
secret when I say that our Gover-
nor will insist that we leave $1,500,-
000 here after we go away to take
care of any unexpected contin-
gencies that may arise that we
know mnothing about. That will
leave us $1,800,000 to spend for
spending bills out of unexpended
surplus.

If this Senate feels that we
should take fifty-five per cent of
that remaining money, or one mil-
lion dollars, and put it into a
school building fund, why that is
what they should do. They should
go along with the Senator from
Hancock, Senator Noyes. If they
do not believe that this is fair and
equitable, I don’t think they should
vote for that measure.

Mr. WARD of Pencbscot: Mr.
President and members of the Sen-
ate, I believe it goes without saying
that we all recognize the im-
portance of education in the State
of Maine. The particular resolve
under discussion presupposes I
should imagine, the passage of L.
D. 1431 which would provide one
million dollars and if we are to do
the fair thing with the one mil-

LEGISLATIVE RECORD--SENATE, MAY 3, 1949

lion dollars then we would divide
it amonz the municipalities of the
state and that would mean approx-
imately two thousand dollars per
town that we would hold out to
those municipalities as bait to those
towns to go into debt for the con-
struction of buildings which would
take them from twenty to thirty
years to pay for.

I think we recognize the fact that
in every municipality in the State
of Maine they can spend money on
school buildings so it would not
be fair to select a town and give it
a junk of the money and say to
the next town “No.”

As to whether it is right for the
State of Maine to embark on an
entirely new venture of buildings
schools throughout the state, my
position is simply this, that there
are many municipalities thitough-
out the state who have neglected
to some extent their responsibilities
in the construction of schools. They
have preferred to take their money
and build city halls and town halls
and libraries and police stations

and they have let their school
buildings depreciate. Other mu-
nicipalities throughout the state

have recognized their constitutional
responsibilities and Thave Tuilt
schools and paid for them and I
don’t feel, particularly in the finan-
cial situation we are in today, that
it is a fair thing and an equitable
thing to penalize cities and towns
throughout the state which have
fully complied with their constitu-
tional responsibilities and make
them now suffer for something
which other towns have failed to
recognize. I very much hope that
this constitutional resolve will not
receive passage.

Mr. SLOCUM of Cumberland:
Mr, President, there are sixteen
different towns in Cumberland
County. They are spending of their
own funds for education, fifty per
cent or more of their annual appro-
priation. They have found them-
selves in many instances in a posi-
tion where they cannot live up to
the statutory requirements set up
by the legislature to furnish the
tools for getting an education.
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I agree with Senator Hopkins that
we cannot give an education to any-
one but we have set up certain
standards where by legislation, that
the municipalities have to follow.
There are certain tools, physical
properties, that are necessary in
order to live up to the statutes to
aid our boys and girls in getting an
education and if we require these
municipalities, the cities as well as
the small towns, to have certain
physical properties, the least we
can do is to supply the wherewithal,
or aid in getting these tools. I be-
lieve we should assist these towns,
particularly those that have had an
influx from the cities, of boys and
girls whose parents have moved in
and put an additional burden upon
the town. We should assist them in
some way.

In our town meetings if funds are
necessary we appropriated the funds
and then set the tax rate. If we are
saying that a municipality shall
have certain standards of schools,
here at the legislature we require
that, then it would only seem right
that we see to it in some way that
the funds are supplied to make
it possible for these communities to
live up to the requirements. I hope
the motion of Senator Noyes pre-
vails.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President and Senators, as the
signer of the minority report I
think maybe I should state my posi-
tion because it has changed some-
what since I signed that report. As
I recall the hearing before the com-
mittee, Senator Noyes did a very
good job in presenting this argu-
ment, which impressed me very
much regardless of the fact that it
didn’t impress the rest of the com-
mittee, and that was that if the
State of Maine was going into
a school building program and was
going to consider it from 1946 on,
we ought to be up to date and put
some money out of unappropriated
surplus to take care of these school
buildings under this building code
or formula, or whatever it is that is
in the other bill to take care of
those school buildings up to the
present time. The money appropri-
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ated out of the general fund this
year and this biennium would start,
maybe, from this date and continue
on.

I believe the Commissioner of
Education told us that he thought
probably a million dollars would
just about be enough for those
buildings which have already been
completed, which to me sounded
very reasonable, and my whole
thought was based on the premise
that this legislature was going to
enact the other school building pro-
gram, and for that reason I signed
the minority report that this bill
should pass.

At the present time it appears
very evident to me that the legis-
lature is not going to provide a
million dollars a year for the school
building program and I think prob-
ably any amount less than that
would be too small so that it would
not be humanly possible for us to
distribute it upon any fair basis.

I am sure that at this time I
don’t know what will be the intent
or action of future legislatures and
if we should take a million dollars
and dump it into the political pork
barrel or have it distributed among
the various schools in the state of
Maine for construction it ap-
pears to me it would be un-
wise. So I shall vote against my mi-
nority report at this time. Until we
find out that this legislature or
some future legislature wishes to
go into a school building program,
of aid to our municipalities, it
would be very foolish for us at this
time to put a million dollars for
this cause, and when the vote is
taken, I would ask for a division.

Mr. BARNES of Aroostook: Mr.
President, I hadn’t planned to talk
at any great length and I don’t plan
to discuss or debate the merits of
this particular bill because that has
been ably done. One thing I think,
however, should be pointed out and
that is that we are now considering
a question of distribution of surplus.
The tax program that has been
attempted to be passed at this ses-
sion of the legislature was an utter
and complete failure. In my opin-
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jon the failure of that program was
caused largely by two things.

One is a statement which our
Chief Executive made in his budg-
et message on January 12: “The
budget presented you is balanced,
it reflects the result of - careful
study and represents what can be
done with existing revenue. This
is sound budgeting. It permits the
continuance of all services of gov-
ernment for the next biennium at
a level comparable to or greater
than present level. No new taxa-
tion is required.”

That is one reason the tax pro-
gram failed. I think another im-
portant reason the tax program
failed is because we came in here
with a surplus of some six million
dollars.

Now, in answer to a statement
made by the Chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee that at
least a million dollars of this sur-
plus should be kept on hand, I
want to remind the Senators that
we did tuck away two million dol-
lars at the beginning of the ses-
sion and I think that was wise. But
that particular resolve left. us four
million dollars which we are told
is now reduced to about three mil-
lion dollars. The education bills
for additional aid through subsi-
dies for teaching positions and ad-
ditional aid in equalization cannot
be now considered because we have
no funds to pay for them, from
year to year. Those are things of
a continuing nature and should be
taken care of cut of current reve-
nue.

This, however, is a resolve which
by its very nature would allocate
some part of this surplus for the
construction of school buildings
and that is a wise proposition, to
use surplus for capital improve-
ment. We can leave it to some
future Legislature if we don’t have
a six million dollar surplus and our
budget doesn’t tell us that we need
no new taxation to continue this
program but right now it is merely
a question for the Senators to de-
cide as to where we should allocate
this surplus and personally I can
see no better place to allocate it
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than in assistance to construction
of school buildings in this State,
for all the reasons that have been
so ably argued by the other Sena-
tors. So I am in favor of the
motion of the Senator from Han-
cock, Senator Noyes and I hope we
will tuck away a million dollars of
the three million that is left, into
this very good purpose of capital
construction.

The PRESIDENT: The question
before the Senate is on the motion
of the Senator from Hancock,
Senator Noyes, that the Senate ac-
cept the Minority “Ought to Pass”
report and the Senator from Pen-
obscot, Senator Williams has re-
quested a division.

A division of the Senate was had.

Fourteen having voted in the af-
firmative and seventeen opposed,
the motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Bowker of Cumberland, the “Ought
Not to Pass” report was accepted.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Haskell of
Penobscot,

Recessed until one o’clock E. S. T.

After Recess

The Senate was called to order
by the President:

From the House, out of order and
under suspension of the rules:

“Resolve Proposing an Amend-
ment to the Constitution to Author-
ize the Issuing of Bonds to be
Used for the Purpose of Building
Highway or Combination Bridges
Authorized by the Legislature.” (S.
P. 670) (L. D. 1522).

(In Senate on April 21, passed to
be engrossed.)

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

In the Senate:

On motion by Mr. Bowker of
Cumberland the Senate voted to
recede from its former action
whereby the resolve was passed to
be engrossed; House Amendment
“A” was read and adopted in con-
currence.
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Mr. Haskell of Penobscot pre-
sented Senate Amendment “A” and
moved its adoption:

Senate Amendment “A” to S. P.
670, L. D. 1522, “Resolve, Proposing
an Amendment to the Constitution
to Authorize the Issuing of Bonds
to be Used for the Purpose of
Building Highway or Combination
Bridges Authorized by the Legis-
lature.”

Amend said Resolve by striking
out of the Title the words “High-
way or Combination Bridges” and
inserting in place thereof the words
‘a Combination Highway and Rail-
road Bridge Across Fore River as’

Further amend said Resolve by
striking out the 3rd, 4th and 5th
parapraphs thereof and inserting
in place thereof the following:

“ ‘The legislature may authorize,
in addition to the bonds herein-
before mentioned, the issuance of
bonds not exceeding $7,000,000 in
amount at any one time payable
within 15 years at a rate of interest
not exceeding 29, per year, payable
semi-annually, which bonds or their
proceeds shall be devoted solely to
provide in whole, or in connection
with other funds, for the construc-
tion of a combination highway and
railroad bridge, including highway
approaches thereto, across Fore
River between the cities of Port-
land and South Portland in Cum-
berland county, as authorized by the
legislature and in accordance with
the terms of such authorization.’

Form of question and date when
amendment shall be voted upon.
Resslved: That the aldermen of
cities, the selectmen of towns and
the assessors of the several planta-
tions of this state are hereby em-
powered and directed to notify the
inhabitants of their respective cities,
towns and plantations to meet in
the manner prescribed by law for
calling and holding biennial meet-
ings of said inhabitants for the
electicn of Senators and representa-
tives, at the next general or state-
wide election, to give in their votes
upon the amendment proposed in
the foregoing resolution, and the
question shall be:
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“Shall the constitution be amend-
ed as proposed by a resolution of
the legislature to -authorize the
issuing of bonds in an amount hot
exceeding $7,000,000 to be used for
the purpose of building a combina-
tion highway and railroad bridge
across Iore River as authorized by
the legislature’.”

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Bowker of Cumberland the resolve
and accompanying papers were laid
upon the table pending considera-
tion of Senate Amendment A; and
on motion by Mr. Haskell of Pen-
obscot Senate Amendment A was
ordered printed.

On motion by Mr. Brewer of
Aroostook, the Senate voted to take
from the table Resolve in Favor of
a Bridge Across the St. John River
in Allagash Plantation (S. P. 685)
(L. D. 1588) tabled by that Senator
on May 2 pending passage to be
engrossed; and that Senator pre-
sented Senate Amendment A and
moved its adoption:

“Senate Amendment ‘A’ to S. P.
685, L. D. 1588, ‘Resolve in Favor of
a Bridge Across the St. John River
in Allagash Plantation.’

Amend said Resolve by striking
out all of the 1st paragraph there-
of after the headnote and inserting
in place thereof the following para-

graph:
‘That there be, and hereby is,
appropriated from the general

highway fund the sum of $100,000
to aid in building a bridge across
the St. John River in Allagash
plantation, at or near the present
ferry site, this bridge to be built
under the bridge act, so called; and
be it further’”

Which amendment was adopted,
and the resolve as so amended was
passed to be engrossed.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Slocum of
Cumberland, the Senate voted to
take from the table House Report
from the Comimittee on Judiciary
“Ought to Pass” on bill, An Act
Relating to TUnclassified Importer
of Cigarettes and Tobacco Products
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(H, P. 57D (L. D. 175) tabled by
that Senator earlier in today’s ses-
sion pending consideration of the
report; and on further motion by
the same Senator, the report was
accepted in concurrence, the bill
read once and tomorrow assigned
for second reading.

On motion by Mr. Bowker of
Cumberland, the Senate voted to
take from the table bill, An Act Re-
lating to the Duties of the Insur-
ance Commissioner and State Fire
Inspectors (H. P. 1788) (L. D. 1127)
tabled by that Senator on May 2
pending adoption of House Amend-
ment A.

On further motion by the same
Senator, the rules were suspended
and the Senate voted to recon-
sider its former action whereby
the bill was passed to be engrossed,
House Amendment A was read and
adopted in concurrence, and the
bill as amended by House Amend-
ment A was passed to be engrossed
in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Savage of
Somerset, the Senate voted to take
from the table Senate Report from
the Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs — Majority
Report “Ought to Pass in second
new draft under same title”, Minor-
ity Report “Ought to pass in se-
cond new draft under same title
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment A—on bill, An Act to Ap-
propriate Monies for the Expen-
ditures of State Government and
for Other Purposes for the Fiscal
Years Ending June 30, 1950 and
June 30, 1951 (S. P. 678) (L. D.
1557) tabled by that Senator on
April 22, pending acceptance of
either report.

Mr. SAVAGE of Somerset: Mr.
President, I move the acceptance
of the majority “Ought to Pass in
Second New Draft” report of the
Committee, and in order that my
position may be made clear on
this matter I will say that I did
go along with the other first ap-
propriation bill because I sincerely
believed those monies were needed.
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But it is perfectly evident that
money is not going to be available
and I feel the only action this
Senate can take is to accept the
majority report.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot: Mr.
President and Senators, I think you
are all aware that I do not make
a funeral oration in the Senate
when anything I have done has to
be killed or when a majority feel
it is necessary to have it Kkilled,
but I want to make a few brief
remarks regarding a Committee
Amendment A which four members
of the Appropriations Committee
added to this bill. Now at this hour
I am certainly not going to vote
against the motion of the Chair-
man of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, because it is the only logical
thing to do.

Probably most of us who signed
the Committee Amendment A real-
ized that sooner or later we would
have to accept the wishes of the
majority of this committee. How-
ever, I thought it might be well
if we 7realized when we do that,
that we are accepting a report
that leaves very little money to
play with. I believe it is $30,000 the
first year of the biennium and
something like $7,000 the second
year. Funds available from existing
revenues projected on rather a
higher level than what is taken
care of in that bill and I would
think—I haven’t had this checked,
but from the few bills I have seen
going through since that time on
salaries and otherwise, I would
think that probably at the present
moment there is nothing for either
bi;annium to take care of the other
bills.

I want to point out that Senate
Amendment A merely put upon
this bill what the Appropriations
Committee, in its good judgment
after long deliberations during the
winter, thought was necessary to
run the state government. I also
wish to point out that this Body
accepted that report and the other
Body after some debate did like-
wise. I think I have never had too
much of a reputation of being a
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“tax and spend” individual and I
think from my record of five ses-
sions in the legislature that pro-
bably I can say I have done as
much for economy as any other
member,

As you will probably recall, in the
last legislative session I worked
night and day to try to bring some
economy into the Department of
Health and Welfare. Some things
were good and some were bad and
all of us took a little kicking, and I
want to call your attention to the
fact that when some of your good
citizens during the next two years
tell you their old age assistance
has been cut down because the pro-
gram was not liberalized that we
can’t attempt to blame the head of
the department or some other in-
dividual but we must say, “Yes, I
realize that is due to our action in
the legislature; we brought that
about.” I think we should assume
that responsibility and not try to
place it on any heads of depart-
ments, because after all we are the
ones responsible. So with those few
remarks, ang after calling your at-
tention to the fact that when you
accept this report I hope you will
accept it gracefully, as I am going
do, realizing that we cannot ask for
more spending bills because the
money isn’t there,

The PRESIDENT: The question
before the Senate is on the motion
of the Senator from Somerset, Sena-
tor Savage that the Senate accept
the Majority Report “Ought to Pass
in second new draft”.

The motion prevailed and the
Majority Report was accepted, the
bill read once and tomorrow as-
signed for second reading.

On motion by Mr. Willilams of
Penohscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table House Report from
the Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs—Majority Re-
port “Qught Not to Pass”, Minority
Report “Ought to Pass”—on bill,
An Act Relating to Regional Library
Service (H. P. 1112) (L. D. 598)
tabled by that Senator on April 29
pending consideration of the reports.
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President, in conjunction with
remarks I have just made on the
other bill saying that when we ac-
cept this I recognize that we can’t
cxpect some of the other bills, no
matter how small, to go through
on this budget, I move acceptance
of the majority “Ought Not to Pass”
report, for the reason that this bill,
although very desirable along lines
of education of the people of our
state and providing library service
for Farmington State Teachers’
College, which I believe would take
something like $12,000 a year, due
to the closeness of this budget I
see no way but to accept the “Ought
Not to Pass” report of the Commit-
tee.

Thereupon, the majority “Ought
Not to Pass” report was accepted.

On motion by Mr. Williams of
Penocbscot the Senate voted to take
from the table bill, An Act Relating
to Aid to Dependent Children
(H. P. 1551) (L. D. 869) tabled by
that Senator on April 20th pending
passage to be engrossed in concur-
rence; and on further motion by
the same Senator, the bill was pass-
ed to be engrossed in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Brewer of
Aroostook, the Senate voted to take
from the +table Senate Report
“Ought to Pass” drcm the Commit-
tee on Maine Publicity on Resolve
in Favor of State of Maine Building
at Eastern States Agricultural and
Industrial Exposition (8. P. 212)
(L. D. 274) tabled by that Senator
on March 17 pending consideration
of the report.

Mr. BREWER of Arocostook: Mr.
President, I now move the indefi-
nite postponement of this bill. This
particular bill calls for five thou-
sand dollars for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1950 and five thousand
dollars for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1951, for the operation and
maintenance of State of Maine
Building upon the grounds of the
Eastern States Agricultural and In-
dustrial Exposition, Inc.,, at West
Springfield. Massachusetts.



. 2002

It doesn’t seem that this money
is available at this time and in or-
der that the Senate may have a
chance to debate the issue, I will
make my motion to indefinitely
postpone.

The motion prevailed and the bill
was indefinitely postponed.

Sent down for concurrence.

Mr. VARNEY of Washington: Mr.
President, I inquire if L. D. 1366
An Act to Incorporate the City of
Brunswick (H. P. 1982) (L. D. 1366)
is in thes possession of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair will
state that the bill is in the posses-
sicn of the Senate, having been held
at the request of Senator Varney
pendinz reconsideration.

Mr. VARNEY: Mr. President, I
move that the Senate reconsider its
action of yesterday whereby the bill
was indefinitely postponed.

A viva voce vote being had, the
Chair was in doubt.

A division of the Senate was had.

Fourteen having voted in the af-
firmative and twelve opposed, the
motion to reconsider prevailed.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Varney of Washington, the bill and
accompanying papers were laid up-
on the table pending consideration
of the reports.

On motion by Mr. Willlams of
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table House Report from
the Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs — Majority
Report “Ought Not to Pass”, Mi-
nority Report “Ought to Pass”—
on Resolve in Faver of Higgins
Classical Institute (H. P. 1765) (L.
D. 1107) tabled by that Senator on
April 8 pending accsptance of
either report.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President, due to the fact that
there is no money in the budget for
extensive school construction or
repairs, and in view of the action
taken by this branch this morning,
I believe this appropriation bill
should have the same treatment
as the others, and I now move that
the Senate accept the ought not to
pass report.
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The motion prevailed and the
“Ought Not to Pass” report was
accepted, in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Leavitt of
Cumberland, the Senate voted to
take from the table Resolve Pro-
viding for a Men’s Dormitory at
Gorham State Teachers’ College
(S. P. 602) (L. D. 1293) tabled by
that Senator on April 15 pending
assignment for second reading.

Mr. LEAVITT of Cumberland:
Mr. President, this bill calls for
the erection of a dormitory at Gor-
ham State Teachers’ College at a
cost of $250,000. This morning we
killed a resolve for school construc-
tion assistance. This reduces the
amount of money, the total undi-
vided surplus on bills which had
divided reports from $1,870,000 down
to $870,000, which now gives us a
surplus which is undivided even by
all of the bills which have been
reported out ought to pass and
those with majority reports.

Therefore, there is in the undi-
vided surplus, if we do not recon-
sider our action of this morning,
nearly $600,000 in the wundivided
surplus. This bill will provide for
a dormitory at the college which
will house a hundred boys. It will
be self supporting and will give the
college atmosphere to this school.
The boys will not have to travel
back and forth to their homes, or
live in small rooms or crowd into
attics of homes around the college
buildings.

It is a very worthwhile project
and I Dbelieve this Legislature
should favorably consider it. We
have had quite a lot of talk around
here about people being diehards
and not being willing to have
their bills killed. Well, I don’t want
to kill this bill. I am a diehard. I
want to see this bill passed. The
money is there and this is a good
place to spend it. I still don’t
think it is as good a bill as the one
presented by Senator Noyes for
school construction. However, here
is a place where we can put the
undivided surplus to good use. I
hope this bill will be given its sec-
ond reading.
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Mr. SAVAGE of Cumberland:
Mr. President, this bill came out of
committee with an “Ought Not to
Pass” report. However, if the
Senate wishes this bill to go along
for the time being, so that we can
consider it with some of the other
bills, then I will go along with
Senator Leavitt that the bill have
its second reading.

Thereupon, the rules were sus-
pended, the bill was given its sec-
ond reading and passed to be en-
grossed.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Crosby of
Franklin, the Senate voted to take
from the table Resolve Providing
for a Classroom and Library
Building at Farmington State
Teachers’ College (S. P. 603) (L. D.
1294) tabled by that Senator on
April 15 pending assignment for
second reading.

Mr. CROSBY of Franklin: Mr.
President, as you know this morn-
ing, I was in favor of Senator
Noyes’ bill, as I thought it would
give aid to a large number of
towns. Now in this particular in-
stance it calls for a library and
classroom building at the Farm-
ington State Teachers College. If
we are going to train teachers for
our schools, to make up for the
lack of teachers, then we must have
facilities to train them.

In this particular case we have a
fund left to the college as a library
fund, the income to be used for
the purchase of books. They now
have at Farmington eighteen vol-
umes of books and no place to put
them.

One of the features in this bill
is the fact that they have plans for
five classrooms, mainly for the
Home Economics department and I
am told that teachers in that line
are very much in demand at the
present time.

If there is to be any money spent
for school building, I think this
would be one of the bills that you
could advantageously consider for
use of that money.

Thereupon, under suspension of
the rules, the bill was given its sec-
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ond reading and passed to be en-
grossed.
Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Brewer of
Aroostook, the Senate voted to take
from the table Resolve Providing
for Certain Construction at the
Bangor State Hospital (H. P. 632)
(L. D. 1350) tabled by that Senator
on March 22 pending passage to be
engrossed.

Mr. BREWER of Aroostook: Mr.
President and Members of the Sen-
ate, I am torn rather by two de-
sires on this particular bill. My first
thought would be that I fear there
is not money to do this particular
type of construction. And for those
who do not have the bill in front of
you, I will read the bill. “That the
sum of $20,000 be, and hereby is,
appropriated from the unappropri-
ated surplus of the general fund
for construction of a home for the
superintendent on the grounds of
the Bangor State Hospital. This ap-
propriation shall not lapse and shall
be carried forward from year to
year until such time as the build-
ing is constructed and the work
completed. This construction shall
begin as soon as practicable and
upon approval of the Governor and
Council”

I have made the statement for
several years that to my way of
thinking the most important thing
we have to consider are our insti-
tutions, especially your mental in-
stitutions. If we have institutions
that have suffered lack of attention,
this particular institution, I believe
is one of those out in front.

I do feel that at this particular
time this particular bill would be
worth a lot to this institution, and
therefore I move that we accept at
this time, and that the bill pass to
be engrossed.

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr.
President and members of the Sen-
ate, I find myself again in the un-
usual position of rising to ovpose a
motion for something that I know is
badly needed. The only reason that
I do this is to call to the attention
of the Senate that we have another
resolve in favor of the Bangor State
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Hospital which calls for ten times
as much money as this for badly
needed repairs in that institution.

I think T am reasonably well ac-
quainted with the Bangor Hospital,
and it is difficult fo. me to say that
we should build homes, or any other
capital construction at that hospi-
tal, until we take care of some of
the really dangerous conditions that
exist within an old institution.

I would be very thankful if we
could do the things provided for
in this resolve, but not if it means
placing in hazard the appropriation
that I think the members on the
hospital committee agree with me
are pretty essential. I point out
the opinion of at least one Senator
that the electrical, plumbing and all
of the things are badly in need of
repair up there ought to have pri-
ority over capital construction. I
assume that I can’t be interpreted
as opposing the motion, but I want
to call to the attention of the Sen-
ate that there are some pretty fun-
damental and basic needs that exist
at the Bangor State Hospital, and
in my opinion, at least, would have
priority over this resolve.

Mr. HOPKINS of Kennebec: Mr.
President and members of the Sen-
ate, I concur with the Senator from
Penobscot as to the absolute neces-
sity for making the funds available
to carry on the repair program at
the Bangor Hospital.
must be made available in order
that the institution be a safe insti-
tution. It is my opinion that that
institution has been operating in an
unsafe condition for a long time,
and I think we must correct that
situation immediately in order that
we have no accidents there.

This resolve here provides for
money for a superintendent’s home.
I wish the Legislature might find
money out of the unappropriated
surplus to take care of this home.
I think we should. I did not in-
spect the apartment at the hospital
where the superintendent lives, but
other members of the committee
did. It has had no repair work done
on it for a long time. The rooms
are large, and I understand there

That money °
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is ample space there to make at
least two apartments. These apart-
ments are needed because of addi-
tional staff there. I think that the
institution, in order to be placed
on the basis that it really should be
placed, should have a separate home
for the superintendent, and I wish
that the money might be made
available.

I would like to see this bill go to
engrossment and stay alive for a
short time. I hope in the final
shakedown that the money will be
available for the purpose, because
I think it is essential.

Mr. BOWKER of Cumberland:
Mr. President, I rise to oppose the
Senator from Penobscot, Senator
Haskell, on this particular bill. The
other bill that calls for $200,000 for
general repair work at the institu-
tion is to my way of thinking very
essential.

After the committee held that bill
up for quite a few weeks, and had
a chance to talk it over with the
proponents of the measure, Senator
Hopkins had made quite a study of
the program up there. Their facili-
ties of plumbing and heating is very
bad. It was my impression that if
the money were available, certainly
$200,000 should be appropriated. But
it was more or less of a blank check
to the hospital. We could not get
an exact amount of what it would
take until they started the work up
there on repairs. As I understand
it, the hospital certainly needs it.
I should vote for it, but I would
hope that when we receive the bill
we might amend it by striking out
the $200,000 figure and probably in-
serting $150,000, and therefore take
at least $20,000—and we would still
save $30,000—but at least take the
$20,000 for this home.

As I understand it, if we ap-
propriate this $20,000 for this home
for a superintendent, and the pres-
ent apartment of the superintend-
ent be made available for other
purposes, it can be converted into
quarters for at least two staff mem-
bers of the hospital and their fam-
ilies. I certainly hope that we can
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work it out that way, and that the
motion does not prevail

Mr. HOPKINS of Kennebec: Mr.
President, I would like to inform
the Senate that the Appropriations
Committee has been most courteous
with the hospital committee in con-
sidering this matter, and we were
very sorry that we were not able
to give that committee detailed in-
formation to use in arriving at their
decision in regard to the $200,000.
The Governor has been tremend-
ously interested in this matter, and
he has asked the committee if they
could break that for electrical,
plumbing, heating, and general re-
pairs.

In order to do that, it would re-
quire a number of weeks of study
on the part of electrical contractors
and builders and plumbers and
others. And even if that study
were made, the work is so extensive
and of such a nature that accurate
estimates would not be possible.
That is the reason we recommended
that the Appropriations Committee
go along with the full amount of
$200,000 on this resolve. No one
knows whether the $200,000 would
be necessary, but we think it ab-
solutely essential that the money
be available to do the essential
work. I would dislike to see the
$200,000 cut to a point where, when
the work is undertaken, there
wouldn’t be sufficient money to do
a good job on the institution. Be-
tween the matter of building the
superintendent’s home and doing
this essential work in order to make
the institution a safe institution
from an operating standpoint, of
course the maintenance, electrical
and other construction work is ever
so much more essential. But I
think it is also very important
that the apartment that has been
used for the superintendent be re-
novated and rebuilt, so that two
apartments may be made available
for new staff members, and that
the superintendent have a separate
domicile where he can live and be
properly housed.
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Both of these things are neces-
sary. I wish they could both go
along. But if we can not go along
with both, of course we should not
go along with the superintendent’s
thouse. We should take the other
as being more essential.

Mr. BOWKER of Cumberland:
Mr. President, I would like to cor-
rect my statement that I hope that
the motion of the Senator from
Penobscot does prevail.

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr.
President, may I suggest that I
join with the Senator from Cum-
berland, Senator Bowker in hoping
that the motion does prevail. I
think there has been sufficient
expression to indicate, to me at
least, that the Senate does ap-
preciate the basic problem that
exists at Bangor State Hospital,
and I agree with both the Sena-
tors that it would be logical to
support the motion of the Sena-
tor from Aroostook, Senator Brewer,
with the thought that prior to
final enactment we will reach an
agreement as to what we are going
to do about taking care of these
dangerous conditions of the state
hospital.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Brewer of Aroostook, the resolve
was passed to be engrossed in con-
currence.

On motion by Mr. Willlams of
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table Senate Report
“Ought Not to Pass” from the
Committee cn Appropriations and
Financial Affairs on bill, An Act
Appropriating Moneys for Board
and Care of Neglected Children (S.
P. 31) (L. D. 6) tabled by that
Senator on March 11, pending con-
sideration of the report.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Pencbscot:
Mr. President and Senators, it
seems in this spending spree that
we are havinz ought to have a fill-
in in the sandwich, of “Oughit Not
to Pass” reports. I would like to
make a comment regarding the
board and care of neglected chil-
dren. This is certainly a lost cause,
kut there was added to your appre-
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priation bill—the amendment A was
not adopted which provided enough
money to increase the cost, the pay
to boarding homes for neglected
children from $24 to $30 a month.

I am sure that no member of this
Senate would think that $30 a
month is too much to pay for taking
care of a child under present costs
cf living. But because we have not
provided the money, the only out-
come of this bill of mine, is to ac-
cept the ocught not to pass report.

Thereupon, the “Ought Not to
Pass” report was accepted.

Sent down for concurrence.

On motion by Mr, Bowker of
Cumberland
Recessed for five minutes.

After Recess

The Senate was called to order
by the President.
On motion by Mr. Bowker of
Cumberland, the Senate voted to
take from the table Resolve, Pro-
posing an Amendment to the Con-
stitution to Authorize the Issuing
of Bonds to be Used for the Pur-
pose of Building Highway or Com-
bination Bridges Authorized by the
Legislature (S. P. 670) (L. D. 1522)
tabled by that Senator earlier in
today’s session pending consider-
ation of Senate Amendment A; and
on further motion by the same
Senator, Senate Amendment A was
adopted and the bill as amended
was passed to be engrossed and
sent forthwith to the House.

Mr. COBB of Oxford: Mr. Presi-
dent, there are several Senators
here who are in doubt as to what
that last bill was that we so rapidly
passed to be engrossed. Is it possi-
ble for the Senate to be s0 in-
formed?

The PRESIDENT: The Chair will
inform the Senator that it is a Re-
solve Proposing an Amendment to
the Constitution to Authorize the
Issuing of Bonds to be Used for the
Purpose of Building Highway or
Combination Bridges Authcrized by
the Legislature. This was amended
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by House Amendment A and by
Senate Amendment A.

Thereupon, Mr. Haskell of Penob-
scot was granted unanimous con-
sent to address the Senate.

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr.
President, I think the request of
Senator Cobb is entirely reason-
able. The bill under question is a
Constitutional Resolve by means of
which the Constitution is amended
to provide for a seven million dol-
lar bond issue, the question to go
to the people. Senate Amendment
“A” sought to change the title of
that bill from one wherein there
was no reference to the particular
area wherein the bridge would be
built and furthermore changed the
question from one in which there
was no reference to what bill we
were talking about to a question
that refers to the Fore River
Bridge in Portland.

On motion by Mr. Savage of
Somerset, the Senate voted to re-
consider its former action taken
earlier in the day whereby we as-
signed for second reading tomorrow
Bill, An Act to Appropriate Monies
for the Expenditures of State Gov-
ernment and for Other Purposes for
the Fiscal Years Ending June 30,
1950 and June 30, 1951 (S. P. 678)
(L. D. 1557) and on further motion
by the same Senator, the rules
were suspended and the bill was
given its second reading.

Thereupon, the Senator from
Cumberland, Senator Bowker, pre-
sented Senate Amendment “A” and
moved its adoption:

“Senate Amendment ‘A’ to 8. P.

678, L. D. 1557, ‘Bill An Act to
Appropriate Monies for the Ex-
penditures of State Government

and for Other Purposes for the
Fiscal Years Ending June 30, 1850,

“and June 30, 1951

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of that part designated MAINE
MARITIME ACADEMY and insert~
ing in place thereof the following:
‘MAINE MARITIME ACAMEMY

75,000.00 715,000.00
In addition to the amounts here-
by appropriated for the years 1949-
50 and 1950-51 for Maine Maritime
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Academy and before the transfer
of balances under the provisions of
section 23 of chapter 14 of the re-
vised statutes, there is hereby fur-
ther appropriated from any bal-
ances remaining on June 30, 1950
the further sum of $20,000 and on
June 30, 1951, the further sum of
$20,000°

Mr. BOWKER of Cumberland:
Mr. President and members of the
Senate, I would like to explain my
position on this amendment. Under
the new draft of the appropriations
bill, as I said before, we are still able
to give away $1,113,000 from cur-
rent revenue for the next biennium
to most of the departments. How-
ever, there are three departments
left, the University of Maine, the
Maine Maritime Academy, and the
Forestry Department. This amend-
ment simply says that the Maine
Maritime Academy had $115,000 for
each of the last two years. Under
the appropriations bill we have set
up $75,000 for each of the next
two years. Therefore there is a loss
of $40,000 to the Academy. This puts
back $20,000 of that if the revenues
should be more than we anticipated.
In other words, if the revenues
estimated for the next biennium are
correct they would not receive it
but if the revenues are there under
current revenues then they would
receive it.

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr.
President and members of the Sen-
ate, I hope someone will sympathize
just a little bit with the position in
which I find myself, because I real-
ize I ought to predict that two days
from now nobody will vote a motion
to recess with me.

The amendment seeks to restore
in a partial way $40,000 in the ap-
propriation bill. I acknowledge that
it is contingent upon revenues be-
ing available, but I think in fair-
ness we ought to also acknowledge
that in the Department of Educa-
tion, the amendment by which the
original first draft was changed to
the present second draft, took from
the appropriation bill $910,551. That
is the reduction that the Appropri-
ations Committee had to make to
bring the educational expenditures
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down to indicated revenues, and
they told me by their majority re-
port that they believed the general
fund should be brought down to in-
dicated revenues.

Now, in addition to that, still in
terms of education, we also added
educational bills calling for $2,100,-
000, making a total of $3,010,551 as
the sum total of the bills that the
Appropriations thought ought to
pass, plus those that a majority of
us thought we would like to pass
in new educational legislative docu-
ments.

In supporting this motion to make
contingent restoration of this $40,-
000, I think it is fair that you con-
sider the position of all the other
desirable expenditures that were in
the original appropriation bill, and
that you consider the position of all
the other Ilegislative documents.
Consider, please, the $400,000 a year
for the private hospitals. Consider
the ADC to aid the towns. Consider
the $350,000 for state employees’
salaries.

Had this amendment provided
that, if surplus funds existed, some
authority, and he would have to be
a magician, could distribute that
surplus among the $3,000,0600 of ba-
sic deficiencies, or among the six
million of L. D.s that will in sub-
stantial proportion be killed, I
could not have objected. But when
we pick out this particular objec-
tive, worthwhile as it is, and com-
pare it specifically with some of
the other items that had to be
eliminated, it seems to me that we
are opening the door wide open
which will find us in an impossible
position.

Now let’s for want of
comparison, compare the
this institution with the needs of
the TUniversity of Maine. As you
know, there are no funds available
for the supplementary appropria-
tion to the University of Maine. As
you know, we are now giving them
$325,000 a year in supplemental
funds, supplemental to the mill tax.
Presumably that must be denied,
unless some other vehicle is found.
Let’s consider two youngsters,
brothers; one goes to the Univer-

a better
needs of
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sity of Maine and the other goes
to the Maine Maritime Academy,
both of which are fine institutions,
and we should be proud of them.

At the University of Maine, the
student must first find $759 with
which to pay for his tuition, his
board and room at the dormitory,
and some of the other charges. To
that is added $140 a year, according
to their catalogue, page 194, so that
his total costs become $899 a year
in addition to whatever may be his
costs of clothes and personal ex-
penses.

Now, let’s take his brother who
might want to go to the Maine
Maritime Academy. I have recited
what this boy who is going to the
University of Maine must expect to
raise, either through his own ef-
forts, or his parents’ financing.
Now, at the Maritime Academy—
and I will turn to page 11 of their
current catalog and read paragraph
one. '

“Midshipmen enrolled at the
Maine Maritime Academy under
present Federal Appropriation are
entitled to a Federal Subsidy at the
rate of $65.00 per month. Also a
subsistence allowance of .75 per day
per Midshipman actually in attend-
ance is paid to the Academy by the
Federal Government under present
Federal Appropriation. No charge

for food or quarters is made to the °

Midshipmen from their pay.”

In other words, he gets the $65.00
a month that his brother does not
enjoy at the University of Maine.
Then, on the expense side the Mar-
itime Academy makes a service
charge of $200.00 per year, and this
may be deducted from his pay. He
must also make a deposit of $250
toward his clothing. Now, it seems
to ‘me that in the Appropriations
Committee Budget we have at least
equalled the subsidy that we would
give to the University of Maine. I
think I can prove rather conclu-
sively that that subsidy is very sub-
stantially in excess of what we
gave to the University of Maine.

Seriously and honestly, Senators,
it doesn’t seem to me that it is
quite fair to look the University of
Maine youngster in the face and
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say, we have got to deny what you
are now having in subsidy to the
tune of $650 per biennium and force
upon you an increase of $100 per
year in your tuition, when you are
already paying several times the
net cost at our own state institu-
tion that a similar student has at
Maine Maritime. No one in this
Senate can, of course, criticize in
any way the objectives of the Maine
Maritime Academy. They are splen-
did. They are doing a good job.
But as long as we must cut down
the equalization to our communities
for education, and as leng as we
can’t find the funds to live up to
existing law and give our towns
that sum of money which the stat-
utes say are due them for teach-
ers’ pay—as long as we must make
those substantial cuts in this sec-
ond new draft which I support and
acknowledge is limited to the in-
come, it is just a little bit unrea-
sonable to say that we want to
open up that door to further subsi-
dize the Maritime Academy.

I haven’t the words to express
my high regard for that institu-
tion. But when you vote, please
think of those kids back in the
small towns. Please think that
their teachers have been cut. Please
think that their schools could have
been built. Please think of the
University of Maine where we can’t
continue what we are now doing by
the tune of $650, and see if it is not
just a little bit reasonable to say
that that chap at the Maine Mari-
time Academy who is getting paid
$65 a month, according to their
catalogue, and who gets free med-
ical attention, and who gets fed-
eral subsidy is pretty well taken
care of. I don’t believe that is the
door to open when we seek to
amend the second draft of the ap-
propriations committee’s bill,

Mr. LEAVITT of Cumberland:
Mr. President, our floor leader is
very, very consistent in most of the
things he says. He generally knows
what he is talking about. The only
reason why I have made an insist-
ence that the Maritime Academy
receive this extra $20,000 is because
it is not an extra $20,000. We are
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still taking a $20,000 cut. The Gov-
ernor’s Message says, this budget
permits the continuation of all ser-
vices of government for the bien-
nium “at a level comparable to or
greater than the present level.” And
when your Appropriations Commit-
tee returned this bill which they
have given to us, they say in there,
and they maintain stoutly, that
they are giving to every department
of this state government a sum
equal to or greater than they have
given in the previous biennium.
But with the Maine Maritime Acad-
emy, and I believe it is the only
exception, I am not absolutely sure
of it, but it is at least one of the
rarest instances, when the Mari-
time Academy last year had $115,-
000, and the year before $115,000,
they have cut the Academy to $75,-
000. Now, you cannot say that they
are giving a like amount to the
Maritime Academy or even “greater
than.” They are giving this Acad-
emy $40,000 less each year. Now,
our costs have gone up just the
same as the costs of any other
school or institution in the State
of Maine. Because of the fact that
we knew that this Legislature from
its actions of two years wanted to
cut down the cost here, we have
diligently pursued a course which
would allow us this year to cut the
cost of running that school $20,000
over and above the added -costs
which naturally are coming to all
institutions.

So, when we are asking you for
this $20,000 that we are putting
into this appropriation here, we are
in reality asking you for over $20,-
000 less than we needed, or which
would allow us to run on the same
level as we have run on before.

As to the two schools, the Uni-
versity of Maine and the Maine
Maritime Academy, I know that
our floor leader went to the Uni-
versity of Maine, and therefore he
is very loyal to it. He should be.
It is a very fine school, and the
Maine Maritime Academy in no
way, shape or manner wants to en-
ter into competition with that
school. We are not doing the same
thing that school does. We are not
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trying to do the same thing they
are doing, but we are running a
very highly technical school which
costs more to run than it does those
of the courses which they are giv-
ing to the University of Maine.
Furthermore, the boys that go to
the Maine Maritime Academy are
boys who when they go into their
vocation which they are learning
there are going to spend most of
their lives away from home. We
are asking them to make certain
sacrifices for their government. The
two schools in no way, shape or
manner are comparable.

Furthermore, the Senator reads
from our catalogue—and he has a
right to read from it, because we
try to keep it up to date as much as
possible—but when you are dealing
with the Pederal Government,
things shift very, very fast. In
fact, at the present time, we are
fighting to get this subsidy of $65.00
a month which is not paid to the
school but paid directly to the boy,
and the subsistence of seventy-five
cents a day only covers part of the
cost of food, as you know today no-
body can live on seventy cents a
day, unless it is in some of our in-
stitutions such as we have across
the river where they have big
farms and things of that sort. The
appropriations bill directly from the
President cut that sum out of the
appropriations bill in Congress this
year. After a very valiant fight
which took about five pages to
write up the debate in the Con-
gressional Record, it was restored.
But now it has got to go into the
Senate for a fight, and you know
how hard it is to get things through
the Senate even in the State of
Maine.

So, there is no assurance at the
present time, and there will not be
at the time this Senate adjourns
sine die, and we hope it will adjourn
before next August. We have no
assurance, yet, that we are going to
have that subsidy we are talking
about. Therefore, a boy going to
the Maine Maritime Academy will
pay just as much, if not more than
going to the University of Maine.
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There is another point which the
Senator from Penobscot debated
the question on very thoroughly.
Before we went into this, Senator
Bowker and I went to the Univer-
sity of Maine and said, we don’t
want to take advantage of the Uni-
versity of Maine, and we want to
go in on a pro rata basis. If there
is further income, we want you to
put your bill in for $800,000. We
will put ours in for $20,000. If they
have $320,000 more income than is
estimated for the year, you will
have your $300,000 and we will get
our twenty. If they only have
$100,000, the University of Maine is
going to get eighty some odd thou-
sand dollars and we will get any-
where from four to five thousand
dollars.

We are not trying to hurt the
University of Maine. We are work-
ing with them in this thing. I
think that the Senator from Pen-
obscot knew that, but he did not
mention it. He just mentioned how
the Maritime Academy was trying
to grab some money. We are not
trying to grab any money. We are
simply asking that you give us
enough money to operate on this
year, and we are asking for $20,000
less than we got for the last bien-
nium. If that is trying to grab
money, if that is trying to be un-
reasonable, I leave that to your
judgment.

We also come very close to what
we heard about in the fight we had
in the Senate in the closing hours
last year, and that was something
called phantom money. It was
pointed out to me, and it was
pointed out to most of those here
that the budget estimates were very,
very close. There couldn’t possibly
be another cent. In fact, we were
going to come back here for a spe-
cial session, because we were going
to be in the red. It has happened
every time I have been here. We
need more money. Yes, we need
$5,500,000 to get out of the prop-
erty tax field and put in a tax that
would replace that. We need $3,-
000,000 a year for school construc-
tion, to pay teachers, for equaliza-
tion. Yes, we need more money.
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We have got to remember that the
people who estimate our revenues
aren’t going to get caught short if
they can possibly help it, and they
are going to estimate as low as pos-
sible, and Senators, there is going
to be revenue enough. I think that
every one of you knows there is
going to be revenue enough over
and above the estimates not to un-
balance this budget, and to give us
money enough so that the Univer-
sity of Maine will get $300,000 and
the Maine Maritime Academy can
have $20,000. And in this amend-
ment, if you don’t get it, we don’t
get it. There is nothing pledged,
except that if you do get it, we
get a portion of that in proportion
to the amendment. There may be
other amendments, but I do hope
that this amendment will be ac-
cepted.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President, earlier in this after-
noon’s session, I willingly accepted
the ought not to pass report on the
Committee Amendment “A” to the
appropriation bill. I see now that
I was in error. I should have pre-
sented that again to this body and
had it adopted if there was money
to take care of it. After all, I think
probably this is a very fair propo-
sition as far as the Maritime Acad-
emy is concerned. If the Univer-
sity of Maine is planning to put
their $300,000 on by the same meth-
od, if they are planning to put
their $400,000 on by the same
method, and then we continue on
through all of them, I could have
saved a lot of time for you if I had
presented the Committee Amend-
ment “A” and it had been either
adopted or turned down immedi-
ately. Because if we are going to
use one service by that method,
isn’t it just as fair that we should
look out for welfare and all of the
other services of the state the same.

I rose mostly to clear up a mis-
understanding which the Senator
from Cumberland seems to have.
The appropriations Committee has
said that there is as much money
available for this under this new
draft of the appropriation bill as
we are spending at the present
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time. I don’t know where he re-
ceived that statement. I don’t be-
lieve the Appropriations Committee
has ever made such a statement.
Maybe some individual member has
made such a statement. I am
speaking as an individual at the
present time, and I can say as an
individual that I have never made
that statement, because it is utterly
false.

I have just run over a few ac-
counts on the matter of education.
We have the matter of the Farm-
ington State Teachers’ College
which is not receiving as much
money in the first year of the bi-
ennium as they received this year.
Washington State Teachers’ College
is also receiving less money. Sub-
sidies to the cities and towns for
tuition is less in the first year of
the biennium than they are receiv-
ing this year. The amount for
teachers’ vocational rehabilitation
is less. Industrial education is less.
And secondary education for island
children is less.

I have not bothered to go through
each account, but I think you could
find as much of a percentage, prob-
ably, in any other account. As to
the matter of revenue, I think I
have talked in past sessions about
phantom money as much as any-
one. We have hoped that money
was going to show up, but those of
us who advanced the idea of phan-
tom money haven’t known where
the money was coming from and it
is really not a very strong way of
debating. I think, also, to say that
we think money is going to be
there, is rather a weak way to
argue on this matter.

For those reasons I hope this
amendment does not pass, and I
think in doing this that it is the
first time that I ever opposed an
appropriation for the Maritime
Academy, recognizing the fine work
which that institution has done.
There is an old saying which could
be applied to this Legislature. So,
let’s all take our medicine as you
have noted that I have been doing
this afternoon and be willing to
kill our own bills, or at least be
willing to let our friends kill them.
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Mr. ELA of Somerset: Mr. Pres-
ident, I think that this amendment
is atrocious legislative procedure.
Regardless of the merits of this bill,
if you once start this type of an
amendment, it will have no end.
No fiscal division of the state gov-
ernment will ever know where they
are, or where things are going to
stop. I hope you will pause and
consider this amendment well, even
if you favor $20,000 for the Mari-
time Academy. It must not go cn
this way.

Mr. LEAVITT of Cumberland: I
have been trying to go over this
statement of Senator Willlams of
Penobscot. There are certain items
in the Education Department which
have less money. The aggregate
state department, however, is more
for each year than was had in the
current biennium for either year.

I have quoted from the Govern-
or’'s message which said that this
budget permits the continuation of
all services of government for the
biennium at a level comparable to
or greater than the present level.
And as I understood from the Ap-

propriations Committee, that is
their stand. I have talked with
members of the Appropriations

Committee, including the Senator
from Penobscot, Senator Williams,
who has put up a very forceful
argument, and he has agreed with
me, as have all other members of
the Appropriations Committee that
I have talked with, that they were
not giving us the amount of money
which we had had in the last bi-
ennium.

If we were asking for more, or
asking for even the same amount,
I would say that my pleas here for
the school would be out of order.
We are not asking for more. We are
asking for twenty thousand dollars
less. I will grant that it is un-
sound procedure to put an amend-
ment of this type in. It is un-
sound to ask any institution to wait
for one year to find out whether
they are going to get the appro-
priation which they need to oper-
ate on. But in the spirit of coop-
eration, because of the fact we are
not tryinz to gouge, we were will-
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ing to go along on this pay if you
can basis. The gentlemen who are
fighting this are not fighting the
Maritime Academy. They are just
fighting any expenditures. They
know the new tax bill has not gone
through. I fought for it just as
long and just as hard as anybody
else has, and I am willing to go
along in the new tax bill for this
money. This Maine Maritime Acad-
emy is a state institution. You
passed a bill last year which made
it a state institution, and it is up
to the state to run their institu-
tions and give them the money they
need to operate.

We have come in here and asked
for $20,000 less than for the last
biennium, and out of fairness it
should be given to them. Contrary
to anything that anybody else may
say in here that we are trying to
put something over, we are simply
fighting for our rights as an insti-
tution to have sufficient money to
operate.

Mr. HASKELL of Penobscot: Mr.
President, I will be very brief but
first of all I want to apologize for
not making it clear that there were
appropriation measures that were
cut. I will also indicate that I had
no idea—and I say this very hon-
estly—that the University of Maine
was to be cut in on this same pro-
cedure. There have been substan-
tial cuts made to the appropriations
bill and those have been made be-
low the existing appropriation
measures. It is perfectly obvious to
the Senators, I am sure, that since
1929 the University of Maine has
received the income from the mill
tax. They presumably will receive
that mill tax the next two years
of the biennium and because state
valuations are up they will receive
$47,000 more from the mill tax than
they are currently receiving. But
remember that they are now re-
ceiving $325,000 per year in supple-
mental appropriations over and
above the mill tax and instead of
taking a cut of $20,000 or $40,000 a
year in those supplemental appro-
priations the University of Maine is
taking a cut of $325,000 per year, or
one hundred percent of that appro-
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priation. So I don’t think it is
quite true to indicate that all of
these appropriations are set up on
a level consistent with the current
biennium, because certainly in the
case of the University of Maine
that is not true.

I agree with the Senator from
Somerset, Senator Ela, that this
procedure could well lead to com-
plete fiscal confusion, to set up
phantom appropriations to be made
good in driblets and in proportion
to the size of the requests if sur-
plus is created.

I also call to your attention that
the general fund must operate in
the black if you, members of the
Senate, are to have funds with
which to appropriate for these non-
recurring expenditures. It would be
a fiscal absurdity, in my opinion, to
appropriate every penny of what
might be the operating gain in the
next biennium because then you
would be sure to come back here
and find a bare cupboard and if
you came back for an emergency
you would be sure to find a bare
cupboard. I am at a loss for words
to describe that approach to the
problem of the Senator from Cum-
berland, Senator Leavitt. It is not
sound, Senators.

Mr. BOWKER of Cumberland:
Mr, President and members of the
Senate, I would like to correct any
statement that I might have made
that was in error. Senator Wil-
liams has stated that there were
cuts all the way through but I
would like to inform the Senate
and straighten out the Senator
from Cumberland, Senator Wil-
liams, that if he would care to go
down through the appropriation bill
and note where these cuts show, in
most cases he would find that it
shows a cut for the next biennium
below what the appropriation hbill
calls for the next two years and in
most cases he will find that those
departments did not use what was
appropriated two years ago and had
balances left that lapsed and were
transferred to other departments.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President and Senators, I
didn’t know I was going to get into
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a personal argument this afternoon
but I have this sheet here which the
Senator from Cumberland insisted
on having put out and I don’t
think it is worth going into a
lengthy discussion, but it does show
that in many cases we have given
less than they had for the present
biennium.

The argument that there were
some loose balances may be true
but I will submit that in the mat-
ter of aid to the blind there wasn’t
a balance this year and it was cut
from $150,000 to $128,000.

In the matter of old age assist-
ance, I think they had $55,000 and
we cut them out altogether and I
doubt if Farmington State Teach-
ers’ College would recognize why
they should have been cut back
eight thousand dollars this year. I
don’t think it is because they car-
ried over such a balance last year
and probably the same thing ap-
plies to the Maritime Academy.

The only reason I am discussing
this at all this afternoon isn’t for
ill will to the Senator from Cum-
berland but is for the matter that
we have accepted this obnoxious
position we are in in regard to the
finances of the State of Maine and
I think we have got to abide by it.

As soon as this thing opens up I
am going to have plenty of amend-
ments that I would like to add to
this appropriation bill. I certainly
will not forget the matter of aid to
dependent children or the board
and care of neglected children.
That is the reason why I took my
bills off the table this afternoon.
So I can’t see why we should open
up this unsound policy of going
along and saying that if the money
should happen to be available we
will pro rate it for these different
services. Certainly if one service
to the state is desirable there are
many others just as desirable.

Mr. LEAVITT of Cumberland:
Mr. President, I know there is un-
limited debate, but nevertheless I
wish to apologize for speaking a
third time. This matter of the
$20,000 has been a subject of dis-
cussion by me with a great many
people ever since the Legislature
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started. We are told that this is
a poor way to handle it, and we
are also told that it is not the way
to handle it. While the talk has
been going on, I have talked with
our floor leader, and I asked him if
he knew of a better way to handle
it. He says he doesn’t know a bet-
ter way to handle it.

There are so many things in this
world that aren’t done because
somebody says, I don’t like the way
you are trying to do it. They ad-
mit it can be done that way, but
they just don’t like the way it is
done. Now, I will be perfectly will-
ing to go along with any person—
and we have got men here with
brains, I hope. I admit that I
haven't too many of them—but I
will go along with anybody here
that can give us a reasonable so-
lution of how to do this.

Here is an institution that be-
longs to the State of Maine that is
asking for $20,000 less to operate
during this biennium than it asked
for during the last biennium. And
for some reason or other, after they
got through finagling with all the
figures, they found that they
couldn’t quite go along with twen-
ty thousand dollars. I would like
to remind you of eight years ago
when our Senator from Penobscot,
Senator Williams, had a bill. He
got it through his committee. He
got it through the Legislature, and
then it was vetoed by the Governor

“because it threw the budget out of

balance by forty thousand dollars.
And when we came back, we had a
surplus of $4,000,000. The next year
the same bill came up, and they
finagled it around again so we were
going to be out of balance $27,000
and it was vetoed again, and we
came back with two million and a
half surplus. The next year it
went through, the bill was passed,
and we still came back with a sur-
plus.

It reminds me of back in the old
days when we used to go to church.
There would be a bunch of people,
and all of a sudden everybody sat
down quick to see who they would
squeeze out. Well, that is what this
little job is. That is just to say,
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when we sit down in the pew, the
Maine Maritime Academy is going
to be sitting in the aisle here, be-
cause we are four thousand dollars
out of balance. With a budget of
$47,000,000, or I don’t know how
many millions, we are going to be
out of line four thousand dollars.
I am agking you Senators in all
fairness to see that the Maine Mar-
itime Academy is in there for that
amount - of money. If you don’t
want to be fair on that, and you
think we should be sitting out in
the aisle, why all right. I think
there has been a division asked, but
I might as well ask for it anyway.

Mr. COLLINS of Aroostook: Mr.
President and members of the Sen-
ate, so much has been said about
the University of Maine in compar-
ison with the Maritime Academy
that I would like to call to the at-
tention of the members of the Sen-
ate that this particular amendment
does not affect the University of
Maine in any way, because in the
budget of the University of Maine
under the present setup all that
was included by the Appropriations
Committee was the mill tax which
would bring in a revenue, based on
present values, of $762,000.

There is, of course, the legislative
document for general measures call-
ing for $300,000 annually for each
of the next two fiscal years and I
will admit that the idea has been
brought to my attention that a sim-
ilar motion might be put on such a®
bill. However, I don’t think there
has been any indication by people
that I know of, that that definitely
would be done. So in connection
with this present amendment it
isn’t certain.

I would like to call to your at-
tention that the per capita subsidy
to the University, based on four
thousand students for 1949-50 is
$125 per student, where in 1931-32
under the mill tax which produced
within six thousand dollars as much
at that time as it does at the pres-
ent time, the per capita grant by
the state was $370 per pupil. I just
bring that to your attention at this
time and also the fact that the
University of Maine is not con-

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE, MAY 3, 1949

cerned in this particular amend-
ment on the appropriation bill at
this time.

The PRESIDENT: The question
before the Senate is on the motion
of the Senator from Cumberland,
Senator Bowker, that the Senate
adopt Senate Amendment A.

A division of the Senate was had.

Seven having voted in the affirm-
ative and twenty-three opposed, the
motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the bill was passed to
be engrossed.

Sent down for concurrence.

Mr. COBB of Oxford: Mr. Pres-
ident and members of the Senate:
I don’t know whether other Sena-
tors here feel as I do, a grave
concern over what has just gone
on, not this last motion, but the
preceding two. Sometime previous-
ly today we turned down, or ac-
cepted the “Ought Not to Pass” re-
port of the Appropriations Commit-
tee on Resolve for schools construc-
tion assistance. Now, within a
very, very few minutes we have ap-
propriated $720,000 for two school
projects.

My concern primarily is that I
believe at this point we should re-
consider our action, our previous
action whereby we accepted the
“Ought Not to Pass” report on L.
D. 1296.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair
would inquire of the Senator if he
voted with the majority in the ac-
ceptance of the “Ought Not to
Pass” report.

Mr. COBB: Mr. President, I
voted “Ought Not to Pass” when
we voted before and I was asked
by Senator Noyes, because I was in
that position to ask for reconsider-
ation. I believe he has a sound
basis for asking reconsideration.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair
will state that the motion to ac-
cept the “Ought Not to Pass” re-
port was not a division and was put
through under the gavel. The
Chair is somewhat at a loss as to
whether there was anyone oppos-
ing the motion. There was ho voice
raised against it, so presumably it
was unanimous.
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Therefore, the Chair does accept
a motion from the Senator from
Oxford, Senator Cobb, that the
Senate reconsider its action where-
by it accepted the “Ought Not to
Pass” report of the committee, on
Resolve for School Construction As-
sistance, L. D. 1296.

Mr. WARD of Pencbscot: Mr.
President, I believe it is entirely in
keeping with our discussion here, as
members of this legislature, that
we provide suitable facilities for all
present state institutions. I think
it is perfectly in keeping for us to
vote in favor of these resolves this
afternoon in connection with our
normal schools, and I further think
that we have the duty to see to it
that the state institutions which we
have under our control are prop-
erly taken care of before we embark
on an entirely new feature of the
state subsidizing a school construc-
tion program. I oppose the motion
of the Senator, that our action be
reconsidered.

Mr. NOYES of Hancock: Mr.
President, I am very much in favor
of the motion to reconsider the ac-
tion taken earlier today, and I rise
at this time to congratulate the
Senators from Cumberland and

Franklin, on the stand they have

taken. Both gentlemen in their re-
marks stated that the bill which
was earlier defeated, in their esti-
mation was a much more impor-
tant measure than either of their
own, as we might call them, pet
measures. And they are willing to
vote accordingly.

For one and a quarter hours this
morning we debated this question
and finally turned it down with a
vote of seventeen to fourteen on the
two bills to which I have referred
and to which Senator Cobb re-
ferred. We just recently put
through under the gavel those two
bills carrying a total appropriation
of $720,000.

I question perhaps if the school
construction bills should have been
divided into three bills calling for
three hundred and thirty-three
and a third thousand dollars each,
which might have received pas-
sage, but a million dollars seemed
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to frighten some people and they
voted to kill the measure. It seems
to me in all fairness that this school
construction bill should receive fa-
vorable action at this time, and
kept alive and passed along to see
what action might be taken by the
other branch.

I hope the motion prevails.

The PRESIDENT: The question
before the Senate is on the motion
of the Senator from Oxford, Sena-
tor Cobb, that the Senate recon-
sider its former action whereby it
accepted the ‘“Ought Not to Pass”
report on Resolve for School Con-
struction Assistance.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President, I ask for a division.

A division of the Senate was had.

Fourteen having voted in the af-
firmative and seventeen opposed,
the motion to reconsider did not
prevail.

On motion by Mr. Barnes of
Aroostook, it was

ORDERED, the House concurring
that H. P. 2067, L. D. 1499, bill, An
Act Permitting Continuance of
Service of State Employees Reach-
ing Seventy Years of Age be re-
called from the Governor.

On motion by Mr. Barnes of
Aroostook, sent forthwith to the
House.

On motion by Mr. Williams of
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table bill, An Act Relating
to an Institutional Farm Super-
visor (S. P. 219) (L. D. 339) tabled
by that Senator on April 21 pend-
ing passage to be enacted.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr.
Denny of Lincoln, under suspension
of the rules, the Senate voted to
reconsider its former action where-
by the bill was passed to be en-
grossed and that Senator present-
ed Senate Amendment “A” and
moved its adoption:

“Senate Amendment ‘A’ to S. P.
219, L. D. 339, Bill ‘An Act Relat-
ing to an Institutional Farm Su-
pervisor.’

Amend said Bill by adding at the
end of the 2nd underlined para-
graph thereof the following under-
lined sentence: ‘The salary and the
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expenses incurred by the farm su-
pervisor shall be prorated among
the accounts set up for the several
institutional farms.’

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out the abbreviation and figure
‘Sec. 1. at the beginning of the 1st
paragraph thereof, and by striking
out all of section 2 thereof.”

Mr. DENNY of Lincoln: Mr.
President, in keeping with the pro-
gram and realizing that this bill
asked for an appropriation of seven
thousand dollars a year, and being
just a little afraid that it might
not pass, this amendment takes the
cost of this farm supervisor from
the operational account of the
farm itself, which I think is proper
anyway and should be part of the
farm expense.

Thereupon, Senate Amendment A
was adopted and the bill as
amended by Senate Amendment A
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Williams of
Penobscot, sent forthwith to the
House.

On motion by Mr. Williams of
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table bill, An Act to Cor-
rect Errors and Inconsistencies in
the 1944 Revision and the Session
Laws of 1945 and 1947 (S. P. 611)
(L. D. 1319) tabled by that Senator
on April 21 pending passage to be
enacted; and on further motion by
the same Senator, the bill was
passed to be enacted.

On motion by Mr. Boucher of
Androscoggin, the Senate voted to
take from the table bill, An Act
Relative to Sale of Wild Hares and
Rabbits (H. P. 353) (L. D. 118)
tabled by that Senator on April 21
pending motion by the Senator from
Somerset, Senator Ela, that House
Amendment A be adopted.

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin:
Mr. President, since we are having
a pretty wooly and wild session, I
thought it might be a good idea to
take off these wild hares. I think
my good friend from Somerset has
an amendment to make the rabbits
wild. I hope they don’t froth at
the mouth.
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The Secretary read the amend-
ment. )

Thereupon, House Amendment A
was adopted in concurrence, and
the bill as so amended was passed
to be engrossed in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Batchelder of
York, the Senate voted to take from
the table House Report “Ought to
pass as amended by <Committee
Amendment A” from the Commit-
tee on Legal Affairs on bill, An Act
to Provide for a Council Manager
Form of Government for the City
of Westbrook (H. P. 1983) (L. D.
1364) tabled by that Senator on
April 27 pending consideration of
Committee Amendment A; and on
further motion by the same Sena-
tor, Committee Amendment A was
indefinitely postponed in concur-
rence, the bill was given its second
reading and passed to be engrossed
in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Batchelder of
York, the Senate voted to take from
the table House Report “Ought Not
to Pass” from the Committee on
Legal Affairs on bill, An Act to
Revise the Charter of the City of
Westbrook (H. P. 1984) (L. D. 1365)
tabled by that Senator on April 28
pending consideration.

Mr. BATCHELDER of York: Mr.
President, this bill came out of
committee with an “Ought Not to

© Pass” report, in view of the fact

that we had reported out L. D. 1364
which was an Act to Provide for a
Council Manager form of Govern-
ment for the city of Westbrook. As
I understand it there have been
considerable requests made that
they do desire to make some re-
vision in the charter providing this
council manager form of govern-
ment does not pass. In view of
that fact, and in order to allow the
people to vote on it — and the
referendum is set on the same day
as the other bill — and since the
House has moved to substitute the
bill for the report, I move that the
Senate concur with the House.
The motion prevailed and the bill
was substituted for the “Ought Not
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to Pass” report, and under sus-
pension of the rules, was given its
two several readings and passed to
be engrossed in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Williams of
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table House Report “Ought
Not to Pass” from the Committee
on Welfare on bill, An Act Relating
to Requirements for Old Age Assist-
ance (H. P, 1820) (L. D. 1136) tabled
by that Senator on April 20 pending
consideration of the report; and on
further motion by the same Sena-
tor, the “Ought Not to Pass” report
was accepted in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Willilams of
Penobscot, the Senate voted to take
from the table Dbill, An Act Rela-
tive to Crop and Orchard Damage
(H. P. 1134) (L. D. 542) tabled by
that Senator on April 26 pending
passage to be engrossed.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penobscot:
Mr. President, I move that this bill
be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. ELA of Somerset: Mr. Presi-
dent and Members of the Senate,
this was a unanimous “Ought to
Pass” report. If a land owner posts
his land during the current or pre-
vious season he is not permitted
to claim crop damage. A great many
people in various parts of the state
have started in to post their land
against hunting and in view of the
fact that we are a hunting state, it
is thought that something should
be done to discourage this practice.
Furthermore it has been called to
the attention of some of us that
some people planted crops and ap-
parently only for purposes of col-
lecting damages and for that reason
we thought this bill had some merit
and reported it out ought to pass.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Penocbscot: Mr.
President, I thought likely if I got
out of the money bills, I might find
a little opposition somewhere in the
Senate, especially in trying to kill
someone elses bill. It seems to be a
foregone conclusion for any Sena-
tor to get up and kill his own bill
at any time. I will give briefly my
reasons for indefinite postponement.
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I realize there is some call for
this type of legislation and I would
be one hundred percent for this bill
if all the men and women that we
have in the woods during the hunt-
ing season could still conduct them-
selves as perfect gentlemen and
ladies.

It so happens that a lot of men
and women, if you put a gun in
their hands, will return to the sav-
age state. They forget that other
people have the right to exist. I
think that all of us who happen to
live in these numerous small towns
in the State of Maine, especially in
the areas where a lot of hunting is
going on, recognize the problem
that does exist. That may be some-
what far fetched from this partic-
ular bill before us but the very
nature of many men who hunt,
people in self-defense have to try
to keep those hunters away from
their buildings and out of their
orchards.

I might give this personal illus-
tration, and this bill doesn’t affect
me in the least, because my orchard
is fenced in so I would not expect
there would be wild game in it. Two
years ago this fall it was necessary
to post that orchard for the simple
reason that cars were driving in
there and I had several young trees
driven over and they would even
use the trees to shoot at. I don’t
think that is an illustration that is
uncemmon in the State of Maine.
I know of other situations where
elderly people living in these dis-
tricts on old farms practically live
in fear during the hunting season
because of stray bullets and because
people are not shooting for game in
their fields but just for the fun of it
at targets of anything they happen
to see.

There are cases where people had
a farm and had damage by deer,
which is common, and the next year
as a matter of self defense, they had
to post their farm land and in those
cases they couldn’t receive damages
and apparently the wardens would
not even try to protect their gardens
because the only reason they try to
protect gardens at the present time
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is to do away with the payment of
damages. As for the few reasons
for this bill, given by the Senator
from Somerset, which no doubt
exist to a marked degree, I think the
disadvantages in this particular bill,
would far outweigh the advantages,
so for that reason, I move the in-
definite postponement of the bill.

The PRESIDENT: The question
before the Senate is on the motion
of Senator Williams that the bill
be indefinitely postponed.

A viva voce vote being had, the
Chair was in doubt..

A division of the Senate was had.
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Eleven having voted in the affirm-
ative and sixteen opposed, the
motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the bill was passed
to be engrossed in concurrence.

Mr. HASKELL: of Penobscot: Mr.
President, I move the Senate do
now adjourn.

A viva voce vote being doubted.

A division of the Senate was had.

Sixteen having voted in the af-
firmative and twelve opposed, the
motion prevailed and the Senate
adjourned until tomorrow morning
at nine o’clock Eastern Standard
Time.



