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HOUSE

Thursday, April 16, 1953

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. John
Barker of Gardiner.

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

Papers from the Senate
Senate Reports of Committees
Ought Not to Pass

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
reporting “Ought not to pass” on
Bill “An Act relating to Reimburse-
ment to Towns for Real Estate
Exempted from Taxation” (S. P.
462) (L. D. 1297)

Report of same Committee re-
porting same on Resolve Providing
for a Deficiency Appropriation for
Hospital Aid (S. P. 286) (L. D. 820)

Report of same Committee re-
porting same on Resolve relating
to Winter Sports Development at
Mount Blue State Park (S. P.
467) (L. D. 1310)

Report of the Committee on
Claims reporting same on Resolve
in favor of Lewis M. Mooers of
Gardiner (S. P. 349) (L. D. 962)

Report of the Committee on
Highways reporting same on Bill
“An Act to Authorize the Issuance
of Bonds in the Amount of Three
Hundred and Fifteen Thousand
Dollars on Behalf of the State of
Maine for the Purpose of Tak-
ing Over the Westport-Wiscasset
Bridge” (S. P. 372) (L. D. 1036)

Report of the Committee on
Judiciary reporting same on Bill
“An Act relating to the Expedition
of Trials in Criminal Cases” (S. P.
131) (L. D. 340)

Came from the Senate read and
accepted.

In the House, were read and
accepted in concurrence.

Ought to Pass in New Draft

Report of the Committee on Ju-
diciary on Bill “An Act relating
to Party Enrollments in Primary
Election Returns” (S. P. 33) (L.
D. 36) reporting same in a new
draft (8. P. 532) (L. D. 1436) under
title of “An Act relating to Return
of Party Enrollments in Primary
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Elections” and that it “Ought to
pass”

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

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

Ought to Pass with Committee
Amendment

Report of the Committee on Ju-
diciary on Bill “An Act relating
to Number of Justices of Superior
Court” (S. P, 402) (L. D. 1117) re-
porting “Ought to pass” as amended
by Committee Amendment “A”
submitted therewith.

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

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

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to 8. P. 402, L. D. 1117, Bill “An
Act Relating to Number of Jus-
tices of Superior Court.”

Amend said hill by striking out
the underlined figure “1¢” in the
5th line thereof and inserting in
place thereof the underlined fig-
ure ‘@’

Committee Amendment “A” was
adopted in concurrence and to-
morrow assigned for third reading
of the Bill.

Ought to Pass in New Draft
Senate Amendment Adopted

Report of the Committee on
Judiciary on Bill “An Act relating
to the Number of Registered Voters
in Election Returns” (S. P. 32) (L.
D. 35) reporting same in a new
draft (S. P. 531) (L. D. 1435) under
title of “An Act relating to Return
of Number of Registered Voters in
Flections” and that it “Ought to
pass”

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment
“A”.

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

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

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 531, L. D. 1435, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Return of Number of
Registered Voters in Elections.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the underlined word “primary” in
the 5th line thereof.

Senate Amendment “A” was
adopted in concurrence and tomor-
row assigned for third reading of
the Bill.

Report of the Committee on Ju-
diciary on Bill “An Act relating to
Driving a Motor Vehicle While Li-
cense Suspended or Revoked” (S.
P. 113) (L. D. 311) reporting same
in a new draft (S. P. 522) (L. D.
1421) under same title and that it
“Ought to pass”

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment
“pn

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

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

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
8. P. 522, L. D. 1421, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Driving a Motor Vehicle
While License Suspended or Re-
voked.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of the last underlined para-
graph.

Thereupon, Senate Amendment
“A” was adopted in concurrence
and tomorrow assigned for third
reading of the Bill.

Report of the Committee on Sea
and Shore Tisheries on Bill “An
Act relating to the Digging of
Marine Worms in Alna, Bremen,
Damariscotta, Newcastle, South
Bristol and Waldoboro” (S. P. 185)
(L. D. 426) reporting same in a
new draft (S. P. 516) (L. D. 1405)
under title of “An Act relating to
the Digging of Marine Worms in
Bremen, Damariscotta, Bristol,
South Bristol and Waldoboro” and
that it “Ought to pass”

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill passed to be enhgrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment
«pv
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In the House, Report was read
and accepted in concurrence and
the Bill read twice,

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

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 516, L. D. 1405, Bill, “An Act
Relating to the Digging of Marine
Worms in Bremen, Damariscotta,
Bristol, South Bristol and Waldo-
boro.”

Amend said Bill, wherever in the
title, emergency preamble and sec-
tions 1 and 2 the words “South
Bristol” appear, add after said
words the punctuation and word
‘Nobleboro’.

Senate Amendment “A” was then
adopted in concurrence, and to-
morrow assighed for third reading
of the Bill.

Divided Report
Majority Report of the Committee
on Appropriations and Financial
Affairs reporting “Ought not to
pass” on Resolve Providing for a
Salmon Rearing Station in South-
ern Maine (S. P. 40) (1. D. 53)
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. HASKELL of Penobscot
SINCLAIR of Somerset
—of the Senate
Messrs. JACOBS of Auburn
COLE of Liberty
CATES of Machias
JALBERT of Lewiston
—of the House
Minority Report of same Com-
mittee on same Resolve reporting
“Ought to pass” as amended by
Committee Amendment “A” sub-
tnitted therewith.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Mr. COLLINS of Aroostook
—of the Senate
Messrs. CAMPBELL of Guilford
DAVIS of Harrison
BURGESS of Limestone
—of the House
Came from the Senate with the
Majority Report read and accepted.
In the House: Reports were read.
The House voted to concur with
the Senate in the acceptance of
the Majority “Ought not to pass”
Report.
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Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Un-
licensed Dogs” (H. P. 668) (L. D.
711) which was passed to be en-
grossed in the House on April 10.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Senate
Amendment “A” in non-concur-
rence.

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

On motion of Mrs. Downing of
North Kennebunkport, House Rule
25 was suspended for the remainder
of today’s session, in order to per-
mit smoking.

The SPEAKER: The Chair, at
this time, will request the Sergeant-
at-Arms to escort the gentleman
from Liberty, Mr. Cole, to the ros-
trum, for the purpose of presiding
as Speaker pro tem.

Thereupon, the Sergeant-at-Arms
escorted Mr. Cole to the rostrum,
where he assumed the Chair amid
the applause of the House, the
members rising, and Speaker Bates
retired.

Orders

Mr. Bibber of Xennebunkport,
presented the following Order and
moved its passage:

ORDERED, that beginning with
the session of the House today, re-
cordings of all sessions be per-
mitted for the remainder of the
present session of the Legislature,
for the purpose of being broadcast
by any radio station situated within
the State of Maine.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is it the
pleasure of the House that the
order receive passage?

(Calls of “No” and “Yes”)

The SPEAKER pro tem:
House will be in order.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Kennebunkport, Mr.
Bibber.

Mr. BIBBER: Mr. Speaker, I
think it is about time that the
Legislature found some means of
giving to the public of this State
its actions. I am getting sick and
tired of having the Gannett papers
misconstrue the facts. In yesterday’s
editorial they took a wallop at us,
and according to the morning paper
today they have taken a couple of

The
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more whacks at us. I think the
people of this State are entitled to
know the facts and know them
right from the horse’s mouth. That
is the reason for the order.

The SPEAKER pro tem: All those
in favor of the passage of the order
will please say aye; those opposed
will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
order received passage.

House Reports of Committees
Leave to Withdraw

Mr. Caverly from the Committee
on Public Health on Bill “An Act
relating to Apprentices in Hair-
dressing and Beauty Culture Shops”
(H. P. 1060) ( L. D. 1174) reported
leave to withdraw.

Mr. Senter from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Hairdressing and Beauty
Culture” (M. P. 1143) (L. D. 1291)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought Not to Pass

Mr. Cianchette from the Commit-
tee on Judiciary reported “Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Act relat-
ing to Liability of Sheriffs for Acts
of Deputies” (H. P. 1017) (L. D. 1138)

Mr. Low from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Salaries of Members of
Supreme Judicial Court and the
Organization of the Superior Court”
(H. P. 1135) (L. D. 1285)

‘Mr. Trafton from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Joint Ownership re Inheri-
tance Tax Taw and Joint Bank
Accounts” (H. P. 1095) (L. D. 1229)

Mr. Moulton from the Committee
on Natural Resources reported
same on Bill “An Act relating to
Pollution of Waters” (H. P. 1109)
(L. D. 1237)

Mr. Dicker from the Committee
on Public Health reported same on
Bill “An Act relating to Renewal
of Certificates of Registration for
Hairdressing and Beauty Culture”
(H. P. 11100 (L. D. 1244)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought to Pass in New Draft

Mr. Trafton from the Committee
on Judiciary on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Joint Tenancies Between
Husband and Wife” (H. P. 68) (1.
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D. 64) reported same in new draft
(H. P. 1246) (L. D. 1452) under
same title and that it “Ought to
pass”

Report was read and accepted,
the Bill read twice and tomorrow
assigned.

Qught to Pass
Printed Bills

Mr. Low from the Committee on
Judiciary reported “Ought to pass”
on Bill “An Act Amending the
Maine School Building Authority”
(H. P. 522) (L. D. 556)

Mr. Martin from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Acquisition of School-
house Lots by Condemnation” (H,
P. 269) (L. D. 297) which was re-
committed.

Reports were read and accepted,
the Bills read twice and tomorrow
assigned.

Ought to Pass with Commitiee
Amendment

Mr. Burgess from the Committee
on Appropriations and Financial
Affairs on Bill “An Act relating to
Appropriation for Unorganized
Territory <Capital Working Fund”
(H. P. 1073) (L. D. 1213) reported
“Ought to pass” as amended by
Committee Amendment “A” sub-
mitted therewith.

Report was read and accepted
and the Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 1073, L. D. 1213, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Appropriation for
{Undrganized ‘Territory Capital
Working Fund.

Amend said Bill by striking out
in the 5th line under Sec. 148-A
the figures “$140,000” and insert-
ing in place thereof the figures
‘$16,906.35.”

Committee Amendment “A” was
adopted, and tomorrow assigned for
third reading of the Bill.

was

Mr. Jacobs from the Committee
on Appropriations and Financial
Affairs on Bill “An Act relating to
Revolving Fund for Administration
of Social Security for Political Sub-
divisions of State” (H. P. 1007) (L.
D. 1134) reported “Ought to pass”
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A” submitted therewith.
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Report was read and accepted
and the Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 1007, L. D. 1134, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Revolving Fund
for Administration of Social Se-
curity for Political Subdivisions of
State.”

Amend said Bill by adding to
the 4th line under Sec. 7 after the
underlined words “general fund”
the underlined words ‘unappropri-
ated surplus.’

Thereupon, Committee Amend-
ment “A” was adopted, and to-
morrow assigned for third reading
of the Bill.

was

Mr. Cianchette from the Com-
mittee on Judiciary on Bill “An Act
relating to Persons Treating for
Gunshot Wounds” (H. P. 1094) (L.
D. 1228) reported “Ought to
pass” as amended by Committee
Amendment “A” submitted there-
with.

Report was read and accepted and
the Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 1094, L. D. 1228, Bill, “An
Act relating to Persons Treating
for Gunshot Wounds.”

Amend said Bill by inserting after
the underlined word “whe” in the
fourth line thereof the underlined
word ‘professionally’

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing after the underlined word “sher-
iff” in the T7th line thereof the fol-
lowing underlined words and punc-
tuation ‘er any of his deputies, or
any police officer’

Committee Amendment “A” was
then adopted, and tomorrow as-
signed for third reading of the Bill

Mr. Dicker from the Committee
on Public Health on Bill “An Act
relating to Removal of Bodies to
Crematories” (H. P. 989) (L. D.
1077) reported “Ought to pass” as
amended by Committee Amendment
“A” submitted therewith.

Report was read and accepted
and the Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 989, L. D. 1077, Bill, “An
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Act Relating to Removal of Bodies
to Crematories.”

Amend said Bill by inserting at
the end thereof, before the period,
the following wunderlined words:
‘or other suitable container’

Committee Amendment “A” was
adopted, and tomorrow assigned for
third reading of the Bill.

Mr. Senter from the Committee
on Public Health on Bill “An Act
relating to the Registration and
Practice of Osteopathic Physicians
and Surgeons” (H. P. 1111) (L. D,
1246) reported “Ought to pass” as
amended by Committee Amend-
ment “A” submitted therewith.

Report was read and accepted
and the Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 1111, L. D. 1246, Bill, “An
Act Relating to the Registration
and Practice of Osteopathic Physi-
cians and Surgeons.”

Amend said Bill by inserting in
the last line thereof, after the un-
derlined word ‘“osteopathic”, the
underlined word ‘physician’

Thereupon, Committee Amend-
ment “A” was adopted, and tomor-
row assigned for third reading of
the Bill.

was

Mr. Wylie from the Committee on
Public Health on Bill “An Act re-
lating to the State Board of Ex-
aminers of Funeral Directors and
Embalmers” (H. P. 990) (L. D. 1078)
reported “Ought to pass” as amend-
ed by Committee Amendment “A”
submitted therewith.

Report was read and accepted
and the Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 990, L. D. 1078, Bill, “An
Act Relating to the State Board of
Examiners of Funeral Directors and
Embalmers.”

Amend said Bill by inserting be-
fore the period at the end of sec-
tion 2 the following wunderlined
words: ‘upon authorization by the
board’

Committee Amendment “A” was
then adopted, and tomorrow as-
signed for third reading of the Bill.
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Divided Report

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary reporting “Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Act to En-
able Party Conventions to Propose
Candidates for Governor, U. S. Sen-
ator and Members of Congress to be
Placed Upon the Ballots at Direct
Primary Elections” (H. P. 335) (L.
D. 402)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. REID of Kennebec
WARD of Penobscot
HARDING of Knox

—of the Senafte

Messrs. CIANCHETTE of Pittsfield
MARTIN of Augusta
TRAFTON of Auburn
FULLER of Bangor
LOW of South Portland

—of the House

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

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. McGLAUFLIN of Portland
FITANIDES of Saco

—of the House

Reports were read.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin,

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I
signed the minority report in this
case because I thought the matter
was worthy of discussion, and I am
going to set out to you one side of
the picture and then you can do
what you please with the bill.

I am one of those who well re-
member the old convention system.
I was one of those who favored the
direct primary in order to get rid
of that system, and the principal
reason why we opposed it was that
we considered the conventions boss-
controlled. In other words, you
couldn’t get elected to anything un-
less you stood in right with the
political leaders.

I had some experience along that
line myself. I tried to run for the
Legislature many years ago. I car-
ried my ward, and I got the prom-
ise of the adjoining ward, but it
50 happened that Ex-Governor
Cleaves, who was pretty much one
of the political bosses at that time,
considered me a very dangerous
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man, and I was, to the views that
some of them had at that time.
He told the delegates in Ward 8,
where Frank Ridlon was running—
all of those delegates were prom-
ised to me—that if they voted for
me, they would not get a vote in
Wards 5, 6, and 7, and so Judge
Sturgis, who was at the head of
that delegation, told me that as
much as they regretted it, they
couldn’t vote for me because by
doing so they would kill their own
delegate.

I was defeated. I could tell you
some other reasons for that defeat.
The old process was: they had the
caucus in each ward, and usually
in every ward there were some five
or six men who ran the politics in
that ward, and they put on a dele-
gate to the convention, especially
to the city convention and the
county convention, anybody that
they saw fit to put on—and when
the ballot came up, there was no-
body else to vote for, so they always
elected the delegates that they
selected.

Now we had a city boss. I re-
member when Fred Hay was the
city boss in Portland. All he had
to do was to contact the leaders of
these different wards, and they
would do anything he would tell
them to do.

Now the primary system hasn’t
been a perfect system by any means.
In some ways it has been a con-
siderable nuisance. Now my the-
ory is, right or wrong, that if you
should elect or nominate the higher
offices, like the Governor, the Sena-
tors and the Representatives, and
those only, elect them at the con-
ventions, they would less likely be
boss-controlled if you kept the pri-
mary system as it is now, in the
election of members of the Legis-
lature, members of the Senate,
sheriffs and county officers.

No boss can have any great con-
trol unless he has got a following.
Now under this proposed bill—this
is not my bill—but under the pro-
visions of this bill the bosses have
nothing to do with the selection of
these lower brackets. Of course
some men, at a convention, their
personality gives them more influ-
ence than others.

Now what would be the advan-
tage of having the convention
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select the higher, more important,
officers? For one thing, the man
that it has selected, while it does
not prevent others from running,
it does at least give him the inside
track and he is the one that is
likely to be nominated, and people
— independent candidates — are
much less likely to run.

Under our primary system it has
gotten so that to run for one of
these high offices, especially if there
is a contest, you must have all sorts
of money, which many good men
cannot afford. At this last election,
according to the reports of the can-
didates, the money that was
spent to elect United States Sena-
tors went into many thousands of
dollars, and the same was true in
the election of Governor. There was
much money spent. Somebody had
to lose, and many lost money they
could not afford.

Four years ago we had five can-
didates for Governor, and they also
spent a great deal of money, trying
to get that nomination. Why any-
body wants to be Governor of the
State and spend all this money I
do not know. I would not take the
job as a gift.

That is an outline of one side of
the picture. Now I leave it to you,
to do what you please.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pittsfield, Mr. Cianchette.

Mr. CTANCHETTE: Mr. Speaker,
as you will notice, I was one of
those who signed the majority
“Ought not to pass” report on this
measure. I have many reasons for
signing the report that this bill
should not pass.

In the first place, I think this bill
is deceiving, or at least the question
which would be presented to the
people upon referendum is deceiving.
If this bill were passed by the Legis-
lature and went to the people on
referendum, as it would if it were
passed, the question which the
people would see upon the ballot,
upon which they would vote, would
be this: Shall “An Act to Enable
Party Conventions to Propose Can-
didates for Governor, U. S. Senator
and Members of Congress be Placed
upon the Ballots and Direct Primary
Elections be Accepted”.

Now that sounds innocuous enough
when you simply read the title,
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simply permitting party conven-
tions to place names upon the bal-
lot. It does not seem as though
there is anything wrong with that.
But, when you read this bill, angd
compare this bill with the law as
it was when we were under the con-
vention system, up until 1911 you
will see that this has all of the
provisions in the bill that the old
law had. Fox example: You will
notice, if anybody has this bill,
which is Legislative Document
Number 402, on page 4, section 6 of
that bill, it provides that “. ... ..
that the names of candidates who
have been duly proposed for the
nomination for the office of gov-
ernor, United States senator, or
representative to congress by a
convention held under the provi-
sions of this chapter shall appear
first on the list of candidates for
such offices, and shall be designated
thereon as the candidates proposed
by the appropriate convention. . . .”

Now, as the law was when we had
the convention system, this was not
the case. The candidates were chosen
in the convention, and anybody who
wanted to get on the ticket by nom-
ination papers, as we do now, could
also go on the ticket, all names —
names of all candidates — whether
they were those chosen by the con-
vention or whether they were those
placed on there by nomination
papers — all appeared upon the
ballot under the same heading. The
candidate chosen by the convention
was not given preference. His name
was not set out as being the candi-
date of the convention. His name
did not necessarily appear first on
the ballot. Therefore, it is evident
that if this were adopted, the candi-
date chosen by the convention
would certainly have a distinct ad-
vantage over any other candidate.

Now, this bill also provides that
each state convention shall propose
a candidate for these offices. It is
not a permissive thing. Under this
bill it is mandatory. Now then, the
effect of this bill — now, whether
we like the bill or not, I think we
have got to face the fact — that
the effect of it is to return to the
convention system as far as these
major offices are concerned.

Now, as I said, I wouldn’t mind
too much if this Legislature passed
this bill because it would go to the
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people, and I am thoroughly con-
vinced that the people would over-
whelmingly defeat it, if they knew
what they were voting on, but when
you read the title, which is all
that they would see to this bill, you
realize that they would not know
what they were voting on, and I
would be afraid that they might be
influenced, as I was influenced when
I first read the title of this thing,
with the idea that it was simply a
permissive thing, to permit the can-
didates to place a name, not to ac-
tually return to the convention
system.

Now, what is wrong with the con-
vention system? One of the reasons
pointed out for adopting this bill is
because of the great expense for
gaining nomination today, the great
amounts of money that are being
spent by the candidates in order to
secure a nomination. Now would
that change by this? I do not think
that it would. It is true that today
the candidates spend the money to
tour the State, to advertise them-
selves and their policies and their
qualifications for office, and to get
other people to work for them.

Now, if this bill were enacted, the
money, or such great sums of money,
perhaps would not be spent for that
because once the party chose their
candidate, that would certainly be
tantamount to election. So, where
will the money be spent? It will
be spent in influencing delegates
and influencing the selection of
delegates, just as it was under the
convention system.

Now, you will not know how
much money is spent in that way
because under this bill there would
be no requirement that those ex-
penditures be reported as they are
now in the primary elections. We
feel that people are spending a
great deal of money today, but
today we know how much they
are spending. Under this system
there would be no way of knowing
how much they were spending.

Another thing: This simply pro-
vides for the nomination of the
major candidates. Now, if the ma-
jor candidates are selected at a
convention, what is there left for
the people to vote upon when they
come to the primary election? Of
course other candidates can go
against the convention and put
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their names in nomination, or put
their names upon the ballot, but
now I ask you: Once a party in
a convention has spoken and they
have said “We want this man for
our candidate,” what chance would
anybody have who attempted to
go against the wishes of the con-
vention? What support could he
get among people who wanted to
be good party workers? Certainly,
a person who wanted to remain in
the Republican party, and have any
voice in the Republican party,
would not support a candidate other
than the one chosen by the party
convention.

Now, when this law was changed,
— certainly for a great many
years before this law was changed
in 1911, — there was a great sup-
port for this change, for this
direct primary, and of course this
went into effect long before I was
born, and there probably are not
very many here who can remember
conditions as they existed under
the convention system, but we can
read, we can recall what those
evils were. The gentleman from
Portland, Mr. McGlauflin, has
pointed out most of them.

Now, some of the advantages of
this direct primary system over this
convention system: In the first
place it becomes an effective in-
strument of popular government.
It affords a more representative
government. It affords an oppor-
tunity for the voters to overturn
any organization with which they
are dissatisfied. It has a distinct
educational advantage because of
the added interest arising out of
the greater publicity given to the
qualifications and the policies of
the candidates. The officers elected
under the direct primary become
far more responsive to the will of
the people than those chosen under
a convention system. Officers pub-
licly elected or publicly nominated
are less easily controlled by spe-
cial interests which always con-
trol the party conventions. It will
eliminate those evils of the con-
vention system, of “bossism” and
corruption of delegates, factional
battles, and of distribution of the
spoils through bargaining of offices
for the support of delegates.

I think that certainly the people
here will agree with me, if they
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have spent any time in analyzing
this bill, that the effect of it will
be to return to the convention
system, and I think that that is
the real issue before us now. Do
we want to return to the conven-
tion system? I certainly do not. I
move the acceptance of the major-
ity report.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Pittsfield, Mr,
Cianchette, moves that the Majority
“Ought not to pass” Report be
accepted.

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

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, what you
have just heard from Representa-
tive Cianchette, certainly leaves
very little to be said. However, I
do think that if men are willing to
spend the enormous sums of money
that they do spend, in order to be
elected to these high offices, they
certainly will continue to be willing
to spend that same amount of
money. Now I would rather see
that same amount of money more
widely distributed, as it is under
the primary system, than concen-
trated in trying to influence the
vote of a few delegates, because
they will spend that same money
and they will spend it in much
worse ways if we return to the
old convention system.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Porfland, Mrs. Lord.

Mrs. LORD: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to move to lay this on the
table until next week.

(Calls of “No”)

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentlewoman from Portland, Mrs.
Lord, moves that the two reports
with accompanying papers lie on
the table. Is it the pleasure of the
House that this item lie on the
table?

(Calls of “No” and “Yes”)

All those in favor of the motion
of the gentlewoman from Portland,
Mrs. Lord, that this item lie on
the table will say aye: all those
opposed will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken,
the motion to table did not pre-
vail.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the same gentle-
woman.
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Mrs. LORD: Mr. Speaker, the
primary law was adopted in 1911,
and the thought behind it was to
change the old convention system
to make it easier for a man of
ability, with moderate means, to
win the nomination. It has not
worked to that end. In fact, just
the opposite has been brought
about. It takes many thousands
of dollars to get a nomination for
an Iimportant office. In addition,
the candidate must be a vote-get-
ter, be good looking, and have
everything except executive ability.

The primary law was brought
up by liberal thinkers, as all meas-
ures which weaken our -constitu-
tional government have been. They
sound good, but sometimes they
do not work. If we continue with
no thought of what is happening,
we may wake up with a Communist
as Governor or United States Sena-
tor. The liberal thinkers of today
have absorbed all kinds of fuzzy
thinkers, all theory and no com-
mon sense.

I recently read a description of
a liberal thinker. It was a person
with both feet firmly planted in
midair.

We live in a Republic. When we
salute the Flag, we say “To the Re-
public for which it stands.” Benja-
min Franklin said, “We have given
you a Republic, if you can keep it.”
That means we have a representa-
tive form of government. We elect
persons to represent us on the state,
nation and local level. This bill
would do exactly the same thing.
You would elect your delegates to
represent you at the convention,
exactly the same as we do now.

Our forefathers, who had little
freedom in the countries from which
they emigrated, set up safeguards
in the Constitution against the in-
difference of the voters. The Elec-
toral College, where originally the
electors, which consisted then as
now, of the same number of Sena-
tors and Representatives from each
state, as we have in the United
States Congress, actually met and
selected the President, the person
they thought best able to be Presi-
dent of the United States. That
was clearcut representation of the
people. That has been amended
until it is no longer effective.
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The United States Senators were
elected by the Legislature in the
states. That has also been changed.
There again, the representatives
of the people were selecting high
officials. The forefathers were not
so much afraid of the ability of the
people as they were of the careless-
ness and indifference of the elec-
torate.

Our whole government is built on
the two-party system, yet the party
actually has no part in the nomina-
tions for offices. A Communist
might take out a nomination paper
in either party, right here in the
State of Maine, by spending plenty
of money to get the nomination,
and if elected to high office, would
have no responsibility to the party,
would disregard the party plat-
form, yet the party would then be
held responsible for him.

This bill allows the party in con-
vention, with duly elected repre-
sentatives, to vote by written ballot
for one nominee for Governor and
United States Senator. The voting
is done by delegates or alternates:
there is no voting by proxy. The
platform is adopted at the same
time. Here you have your repre-
sentative form of government again.
The names are placed on the ballot
with proper marking, so that all
may know what they represent.
Others may take out nomination
papers, as they do now. It does not
prohibit anyone from running. The
names of all candidates will be
printed on the primary ballot.

This bill also establishes a uni-
form date for caucus throughout the
state, so that all citizens will know
when the caucus will be held and
more citizens will participate, be-
cause they will realize that it is
part of the whole system of repre-
sentative government.

It will reduce spending. It will
benefit young party workers. Here
the office will seek the man and not
the man seek the office.

I have been through a great many
campaigns and I know the money
that has to be spent in order to
get a nomination. I have never heen
on the payroll, however. But I do
believe that if we could have the
right to select, in our party con-
vention, one person for these offices,
it would make for a better form
of government and if any of you
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have read the Communist Mani-
festo, you will find out that we have
already adopted all but two things
that they are after, and I think it
is time that we gave the repre-
sentatives of the people a chance
to go back to a Republic. There is
no place in the Constitution where
Democracy is mentioned, and I feel
that we should go along with this
bill and try it. It also carries a
referendum and goes to the people
to see if they will support it, and
I believe we should accept this
minority report.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question?

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

Mr. TRAPTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It is pos-
sible to take two sides on a question
like this, and we cannot be exactly
sure what the effect of adopting
such a bill will be. It is possible,
under our existing law today, for
a convention, when meeting, to
recommend and endorse candidates.
To be sure, they would not be so
designated on the ballot, but that
designation could be publicized. In
Massachusetts, I believe that has
been done once without a law. They
also had a law and are considering
a similar measure such as this.

It seems to me, perhaps, that the
idea of this bill has a great deal
of merit but should be tested by
doing it without the sanction of
statutes. I would like to see this
technique tried out by our parties
in convention, and if it does prove
good, and not vicious, as the oppo-
nents feel, then would be the time
to enact it into law.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Berwick, Mr. Gowell,

Mr. GOWELL: Mr. Speaker, I
intend to support this majority
report of this committee. I am
heartily in favor of it, but I wish
to reply just briefly to some remarks
made by the gentleman from Pitts-
field, Mr. Cianchette, when he re-
ferred to the old convention system.
You would think that the old con-
vention system was the embodiment
of all evil. But I can remember,
as you might imagine, that system,
and I will say that there was one

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, APRIL 16, 1953

time, when it was working under
that system, that the State of
Maine had more influence in the
Congress of the United States than
any state in the union. At that
time the distinguished citizen from
Kennebec County, whose family
contributed their home in memory
of one of the veterans of World
War I, was Secretary of State;
Senators Frye and Hale represented
us in the Senate of the United
States, Honorable Thomas B. Reed
was the Speaker, Nelson Dingley,
from the Second District, Boutelle
and Milliken, from the Third and
Fourth District, those seven men
had more influence than the popu-
lar state of New York or Massa-
chusetts or of any other state in
the Union, and we might say that
under that system, as far as the
State of Maine is concerned, the
record of the past has been secure.

Now the direct primary law is
the law of the land. It represents
a majority, and we cannot say
anything against it, but I know that
in our section, in the smaller towns,
we could get representation under
the convention system, which we
cannot get today. It is almost
impossible for the candidates in the
country towns in the rural com-
munities to be successful, and I
know of certain cities through the
State, and all over the country,
where you can nominate a China-
man, and the people in the majority
will vote for him, while in the other
form of government they used fo
go to the leaders and say: “Who
do you want down in that section?
You have a right to your repre-
sentation.”

I do not know as this is appro-
priate, but I will say there are
many good things that have come
out of the convention system. The
first year that it was adopted, in
the county of Rockingham, which is
just across the line, in New Hamp-
shire, they always gave one com-
missioner to the city of Portsmouth.
At that first election, after that
direct primary was adopted, every
officer in the county of Rocking-
ham was from the city of Ports-
mouth. In the county of Strafford,
just across the line, they always
had one candidate from Dover and
the other from other sections.
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Three were nominated from the
city of Dover, so there are always
two sides to every question.

This may be a little out of order,
but when he further referred to
the corruption and the misuse, the
inequality and inequity of the voters
under that system, it kind of got
under my skin, because you know
I can remember those things. I
thank you for the indulgence of
the House, and I will say that I
propose to go along with this bill,
but under that system we had some
success and some prosperity and
the State of Maine was very well
represented in all the branches of
our Congress as well as by our
State officials, (Applause)

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House now ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bowdoinham, Mr, Cur-
tis.

Mr. CURTIS: Mr., Speaker and
Members of the House: This bill
would most certainly curtail demo-
cratic action in regard to self-gov-
ernment. Let us look at the rec-
ord. The gentleman from Port-
land says the delegates to the con-
vention are as representatively
elected as are the candidates chos-
en by the primary procedure. The
records do not show this to be true.
I have, for the past ten years, been
a delegate to the Republican Con-
vention, five conventions. Never
more than twenty members of the
Republican party or any party
ever attended the caucus when I
was chosen as a delegate, but when
I was chosen to represent my dis-
trict here in the House nearly a
thousand people took part.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question before the House is on
the motion of the gentleman from
Pittsfield, Mr. Cianchette, that the

Mrs. LORD: Mr. Speaker, Mr.
Speaker, I ask for a division.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentlewoman from Portland, Mrs.
Lord, asks for a division.

The question before the House is
on the motion of the gentleman
from Pittsfield, Mr. Cianchette, that
the majority report “Ought not to
pass” of the Committee on Judi-
cilary on Bill “An Act to Enable
Party Conventions to Propose Can-
didates for Governor, U. S. Sena-
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tor and Members of Congress to be
Placed upon the Ballots at Direct
Primary FElections”, House Paper
335, Legislative Document 402, be
accepted.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Pittsfield, Mr. Cianchette, to accept
the majority “Ought not to pass”
report will kindly rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Ninety-three having voted in the
affirmative and nineteen having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed and the majority “Ought
not to pass” report was accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Divided Report
Indefinitely Postponed

Majority Report of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary on Bill “An Act to
Provide for the Observance of Legal
Holidays” (H. P. 819) (L. D. 850) re-
porting “Ought to pass” as amend-
ed by Committee Amendment “A”
submitted therewith.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. REID of Kennebec
WARD of Penobscot
—of the Senate
Messrs. FITANIDES of Saco
LOW of South Portland
FULLER of Bangor
CIANCHETTE of Pittsfield
—of the House

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

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Mr. HARDING of Knox
—of the Senate
Messrs. MARTIN of Augusta
TRAFTON of Auburn
McGLAUFLIN of Portland
—of the House

Report was read.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I now
come to a bill that I am interested
in. I think that a communist from
Russia could not have invented a
more diabolical bill to upset the
morale of the people of this country
than this bill. Let us see what it is.
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It proposes to have any national
holidays on a Monday. Instead of
having Washington’s Birthday, it
is Presidents’ Monday. Memorial
Day will probably be Blue Monday.
Another one could be Wash Mon-
day and so on.

This bill provides that it shall be.
Somebody is interested outside this
State; they are trying to get it all
over the country almost equivalent
to a constitutional amendment.
They say, trying to mislead you,
that this is not to take effect until
31 states approve it and they hope
that we will be the first suckers.

Now, I want to point out to you
a few facts that I want you to heed.
The first point I want to make is
that these national holidays affect-
ed by this bill are landmarks in
history. And the second point that
I will make is that these landmarks
are part of the inheritance of every
American citizen. I looked in the
Bible and I find in Proverbs II, 28,
“Remove not the landmarks which
thy fathers have set” And I find
in Deuteronomy 27, 17, “Cursed be
he who removes his neighbor’s land-
mark.”

I want to call your attention to
a familiar story of where there was
a man in Scripture by the name of

Isaac. He had two sons: Jacob and
Esau. BEsau was a hunter. Isaac
built a tent. One day Esau went

out hunting and he wasn't very
successful and he came back very
hungry. Isaac had prepared some
lentils and Esau asked him if he
would give him something to eat
and Isaac said: “Yes, you can have
something to eat if you will sell me
your birthright.” And Esau said:
“What good is my birthright if I
have to starve to death?” Esau
turned over his birthright and the
Scripture says Esau despised his
birthright.

Now, I am coming to the point:
The people who supported this
measure were of two classes: Those
who were seeking more pleasure,
thinking they have got an extra
day to ride around the country and
kill somebody and the other class
is those who thought it was going
to make a little more money in the
hotels or the motels or the wayside
taverns. Now, the point I am mak-
ing to you is that these people de-
spise their birthright. They think
that these landmarks in history
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should go out the window so that
they can have an extra day of
pleasure or make a little more
money and I want to point out to
you that that is a very dangerous
situation for this country.

What does this bill do? First:
It changes Washington’s Birthday
to Presidents’ Day. George Wash-
ington, to whom this country owes
more for its existence even than
to any other man who ever lived.
The man who kept his army to-
gether at Valley Forge when the
task was almost impossible; the
man who kept that army together
and crossed the Delaware River in
the floating ice and defeated the
British at Trenton; the man who
obtained the surrender of Lord
Cornwallis at Yorktown; the man
who became the first President of
the United States and who had good
sense enough not to run for two
terms. In 1782, Washington’s Birth-
day was established and it has con-
tinued to this day. Now, they pro-
pose to throw Washington’s Birth-
day into the ashcan; they call it
Presidents’ Day; and put George
Washington in the same class as
James Buchanan and Johnson and
Chester A. Arthur. What next?

In 1868, John E. Logan was the
head of the Grand Army of the
Republic and he established Me-
morial Day on the 30th day of May.
We have continued to observe that
day almost as a sacred day ever
since. That is the day we decorate
the graves of our dead with flags.
That was primarily for the veterans
of the Civil War but it is continued
now until it has become a custom
to decorate all the graves of our
heroic dead soldiers.

Now, what they propose, they
want to change that, as I said a
moment ago, to some blue Monday.
It is a different day each year. You
take away half the sacredness of
that day when you change it, as I
have cited at the first of this de-
bate. Now, that is a landmark in
history and cursed be the man who
removes his neighbor’s landmark! If
you want to celebrate Monday, I
have no objection. I do object to
your taking away my birthright
which is to have these holidays,
these historic holidays, just as they
were first established and just as
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they have been throughout the
years.

We come now to the Fourth of
July, that great day for the young
people. Now, it is no longer the
Fourth of July. It may be the 9th
or the Tth or the 6th. You have tak-
en away all of the glamour, all of
the patriotic appeal there is to that
wonderful day of the Fourth of
July, which is accustomed to thrill
every child throughout the country
and you make it nothing but a holi-
day to go out, getting around the
country and spending your money.

What more does this do? I call
this a diabolical bill and why do
I say that? When you take away
these historic landmarks you are
taking away the morale of our
people. What makes our boys will-
ing to fight for their country? It is
because they have been trained to
learn the days like the Fourth of
July represent great achievements
in history; because they feel that
on the 30th day of May, if they are
killed in action, they will at least be
remembered by their country.

And then we come to Thanks-
giving Day. You can have your
Thanksgiving Day on Monday if
you like; I want my Thanksgiving
Day on Thursday and I do not want
it on any other day! I want that.
We can stuff any old day but it
means nothing but when when you
have it on Thursday and have re-
ligious ceremonies that take place
on that day, you have a feeling of
thanksgiving to Almighty God for
the blessings he has bestowed upon
us during the year. I want that day
to stay just where it is.

I think you have the outline of
my argument and perhaps in a little
less sericus strain, I want to read
to you a poem that I have com-
posed for this particular occasion.

“Under the law that is proposed

here

Our traffic death will increase each
year.

While workmen may get an extra
day

For their fun and folly they must
pay.

And while hotels may take in more
cash

Our historic landmarks go to
smash
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Washington now becomes a

has-been,

While Russian communists grin
and grin

As they watch us weaken our
morale

While they further help their
Chinese pal.

The thirtieth of May goes out the

door

So that workmen may on Monday
pour

O’er the country upon a grand
spree

No graves to visit, but just to see.

The fourth of July that day of days

Is now to become a misty haze.

Our country’s birth is soon
forgotten

As our morale becomes more
rotten.

Whoever heard of a Thanksgiving
Day

To come anytime but on Thursday,

But now we will stuff on some
Monday

And change our wash-day to some
Sunday.

Of all the foolish ideas yet born
This is the one we should put to
scorn.”

I move the indefinite postpone-
ment of this bill. (Applause)

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Mc-
Glauflin, moves that the two re-
ports with accompanying papers on
Bill “An Act to Provide for the
Observance of Legal Holidays”,
House Paper 819, Legislative Docu-
ment 850, be indefinitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Harrison, Mr. Davis.

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I haven't
the oratorical ability of my good
friend or the ability to express my
sentiments in verse, but I would like
to quote for him from one of the
most influential men of all times,
Confucius. Confucius said: “Let a
man living in the present age go
back to the ways of antiquity; on
the person of all who act thus, ca-
lamities are sure to come.” As for
his other arguments, I think pos-
sibly I would compare them with
champagne. I have heard it said
that champagne is made of §$1
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worth of wine and $3 worth of bub-
bles. (Laughter)

This bill provides for four major
holidays to be observed on Mon-
day. Along with Labor Day, this
plan would insure five long week-
ends, evenly distributed throughout
the year. They are as follows:
Presidents’ Day, third Monday in
February, combining and supersed-
ing the varied dates now observed
for Washington, Lincoln, and oth-
er Presidents; Memorial Day, the
last Monday in May; Independence
Day, the first Monday in July;
Thanksgiving Day, the fourth Mon-
day in November. The plan does
not include any changes in reli-
gious holidays.

Washington’s Birthday was orig-
inally celebrated on February 11;
after the new calendar came into
general use, February 22 was adopt-
ed. At the present time, Memorial
Day is celebrated sectionally on one
of four different dates: May 30,
April 26, May 10 and June 3. When
we celebrate July 4, we are ignor-
ing history because the Declaration
of Independence was passed on
July 2, 1776, and while John Han-
cock signed it on July 4, the sum-
mer passed before all signatures
were aflixed. Thanksgiving Day
was first observed in New England
in the autumn of 1621 but as a
national holiday it has been ob-
served only since 1863; the date has
already been changed several times
in recent years. I contend that the
changes proposed do not violate
tradition. A clause in the bill, and
I wish to emphasize this, provides it
will not go into effect if passed by
this Legislature until it has been
approved by ‘two-thirds of the
States, The bill will be presented
in at least 34 of the 42 states that
are holding legislative sessions this
year.

The advantages of the Monday
Holiday Plan are numerous. It
would afford several three-day holi-
days enabling one to have enough
time for both rest and recreation.
It would give everyone an opportu-
nity to visit areas and do things that
on an ordinary week end there is
not sufficient time to do. Families
could look forward to spending a
long week end together as a group
whereas this opportunity is seldom
assured for any length of time un-
der our present holiday set-up.
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Monday holidays would mean less
disruption of work in industrial
plants and would cut down ab-
senteeism experienced when holi-
days fall on a mid-week day, thus
production levels would not suffer.
This is also true in the schools. A
holiday falling on a Thursday or
Tuesday, thereby causing a “ma-
rooned” work day either before or
after the week end, is tempting to
the student to create his own long
week end, even though it may not
be a legitimate one.

People who are too busy to take
a regular vacation or cannot afford
a long vacation would be encour-
aged to take advantage of the long
week end, enabling them to change
their mode of living for a few days
from that of daily routine and en-
gage in their favorite activity.
Enough of this activity would in-
volve travel to serve as a stimulant
to the travel business, and the new
money brought into communities
through this travel would stimu-
late all business. The plan would
strengthen attendance and encour-
age greater participation in church
services, too, since each holiday
span would include a Sunday and
people away from home would have
more time to take part in church
observances.

Hundreds of newspapers and
magazines throughout the country
have published editorials or have
commented on the Monday Holiday
Plan. Approximately 98 per cent
of all comments received by them
have favored or endorsed the Mon-
day Holiday Plan wholeheartedly.
Several newspaper editors report
that rarely before have they fea-
tured any article in their newspa-
pers which has brought such an
overwhelmingly favorable response
from their readers. Polls conducted
by some newspapers indicate that
the rank and file of the American
public are for the Monday Holiday
Plan.

I hope that the motion of the
gentleman to indefinitely postpone
this bill does mnot prevail, Mr.
Speaker, when the vote is taken, I
ask for a division.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Presque Isle, Mrs. Christie.

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am glad
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that at least these people who
drew up this bill have left New
Year’s Day on January 1st. (Laugh-
ter) I regret though that people
feel it is necessary to have more
long holidays. Long holidays are a
headache to the police; they are
a headache to the Safety Council
and they are a headache to many
families who lose members of their
families because of accidents. It
seems to me that the more long
holidays we have, the greater our
accident toll and consequently the
greater sorrow to our State.

All that the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. McGlauflin, has said is
good, and I will say “Amen” to it
and I hope that this bill does not
pass.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Dover-Foxcroft, Mr. Sanford.

Mr. SANFORD: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: There is
only one important thing that I
know that my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Portland, Mr. Mec-
Glauflin, has left out and it might
have quite a lot of bearing on the
way people will vote on this par-
ticular question. The point is that
my birthday happens to be May 30.
(Laughter)

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brunswick, Mr. Tondreau.

Mr. TONDREAU: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I have
sat here quietly and took part in the
burial of two holiday bills so far,
one presented by myself and one
presented by the gentlewoman from
Lincoln, Miss Steeves, and I can’t
confine myself any longer.

My major difference with this
bill stems from the difficulty, I be-
lieve, that it includes only courts
and the schools. Now if these holi-
days are important enough to set
aside school and court proceedings,
I think they are important enough
for the entire people of the State
of Maine to observe.

I think it may be fitting to change
the dates of holidays that are com-
memorative of significant events
and people in our past history but
I do not think that we ought to
pass up the opportunity of com-
memorating or giving homage, if
you will, to the greatest day, one
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of the greatest importance to our
State and our Country, and that is
President’s Day, I beg your pardon,
Inauguration Day or the Election
Day.

My reason for arising is that if
this bill is accepted by the House,
I hope I may have the privilege of
tabling it in order to offer an
amendment. The amendment I
would wish to offer would be to
make these holidays State legal
holidays. I feel, as I have said be-
fore, that if it is important enough
to set aside court proceedings and
schools on those days, I think all
of the people should observe them.

A further thought that I have and
would like to work on in the way
of an amendment would be to pro-
vide for either Presidential Inaugu-
ration Day or Presidential Election
Day to be a holiday.

Now, I say these things; I hope
that I am not being diabolical, I
certainly do not hope to be, I cer-
tainly wish that the Judiciary Com-
mittee had felt as patriotic towards
these two bills as the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin, feels
towards the change of these holi-
days to Monday. I would agree with
my colleague, Mr. McGlauflin, from
Portland, that there is perhaps some
question there as to whether or not
we ought to change the dates of the
holidays. Personally, I do not be-
lieve that it makes that much dif-
ference. I think the idea is the
thing. If we can save time and labor
and money as this bill would do,
I think it is a wise bill, Further-
more, I think that the observance
and the importance that we have
placed on some of these holidays
is a sham, and that this bill would
actually allow enough time for the
people to stop and think and realize
the importance and the significance
of these holidays, all of which have
a very deep and vital significance in
cur past history. I think they are
important and I think that we ought
to take time to observe them proper-
ly.

I would like to restate a few re-
marks that I made in the hearing
concerning Presidential Inaugura-
tion Day, which I felt was important
enough for the people to stop and
pay homage to when they arrive.
It is my feeling that in this one
regard it is a matter of Election
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Day or Inauguration Day that you
can not set the date on Monday be-
cause they are actual holidays, they
are history in the making, and that
would have to be one exception and
I would like to make that amend-
ment at the proper time.

In regard to Presidential Inaugu-
ration Day, I feel that today we
recognize and pay tribute to a
number of official holidays, all of
which or most of which are com-
memorations of great events in the
past. We do not have or observe any
holidays that are of the present or
of history in the making. Now, the
present is, I believe, the most im-
portant period of time for all of us.
It is the keynote to what will hap-
pen in the future. Today, we place
on the pages of history significant
events that people will commemo-
rate tomorrow yet we make no of-
ficial attempt on this date, Presi-
dential Inauguration Day, to set
aside our chores and to ponder over
the great significance that this day
has in each of our lives. On a day of
such tremendous importance, it is
my belief that we should set aside
our work in courtesy to our newly
elected President, the highest posi-
tion that our country can bestow.
We should do this in recognition of
our great fortune in this time in
world history when so many nations
have lost or are losing their liber-
ties, Furthermore, it should be our
desire, and I believe it is our duty
as a nation which is looked to for
world leadership, to exemplify the
extent to which we prize our her-
itage of self-government.

For this reason, Mr, Speaker and
Members of the House, I feel that
this is a good bill, I think it would
allow the people more time to pay
the proper tribute, to ponder over
and to place a deeper significance
over these holidays.

I take issue with the gentleman
from Portland. I believe it is not a
diabolical bill but it is a patriotic
bill and I believe that with the
proper amendments, which I would
enjoy having the privilege of offer-
ing, I think the bill is a good one.

Therefore, I would move, Mr.
Speaker and Members of the House
that this bill be passed and then
that it be tabled for amendment.
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The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Low.

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, I sort of
tremble to stand up and say any-
thing in defense of my vote with
the majority of the Judiciary Com-
mittee. I am expecting momentarily
to be struck with a bolt for having
the nerve to stand up here. How-
ever, I do think that a couple of
things should be mentioned. I do
believe that in the course of time
the coming generations will revere
just as much as we do the same
holidays that we now observe., It
may be hard for us to celebrate,
let us say, the Fourth of July, on
the 2nd of July but I feel certain
that the coming generations who
are taught to celebrate Independ-
ence Day as the day ‘which recog-
nizes the event of the signing of
the Declaration, while not the exact
day it will be just as much revered
by our young children and our
older people as we now revere the
Fourth of July. I do not think that
there is any great importance in a
name such as the Fourth of July
over Independence Day.

My other reason for voting with
the majority of the Judiciary Com-
mittee on this bill is because I
know that a holiday in the middle
of the week Kkills the week. You
don’t want to work the day before
the holiday and you dont want to
work the day after the holiday. If
you have a Thursday holiday, you
don’t want to work Wednesday and
you certainly are not going to work
Friday and Saturday. I feel that
if you have a holiday on Monday
you have done enough celebrating
and perhaps you can get back to
work on Thursday and get some-
thing accomplished.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Martin.

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Pirst of
all to clear up what I believe is a
misunderstanding on the part of
the gentleman from Brunswick, Mr.
Tondreau, that if this bill is passed
these holidays would become State
legal holidays. The only places in
the law that refer to legal holidays
are the two places under the court
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holidays and the schools. I think
the only question involved here is
whether or not this House or this
Legislature wishes to commercialize
our legal holidays. If they do, they
should vote with the majority; if
they do not, they should vote with
the minority.

I still feel that there is a certain
patriotic and religious significance
attached to such holidays as
Memorial Day and the Fourth of
July. I think the framers of this
bill were very clever in that they
did not include Armistice Day nor
did they include Patriot’s Day. But
I might point out that at the time
of the hearing, the proponents were
asked why they did not include
Christmas and they said that they
had discussed it but that they
thought perhaps there was too much
of a religious significance attached
to that so they left that out.

I therefore trust that this House
will go along with my good friend,
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
McGlauflin, and vote to indefinitely
postpone this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Brunswick, Mr. Senter.

Mr. SENTER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I arise to
support the motion of the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. McGlauf-
lin, to indefinitely postpone this
bill.

Now, as a retail merchant, you
would normally expect me to favor
this bill because it has been said
that this bill would help business.
I am opposed to this bill. We have
had some experience in our town
of changing the date of holidays.
Oftentimes when a holiday falls on
Saturday, our Merchants Associa-
tion has decided to observe the
holiday on the following Monday.
Now, I say to you that there is no
longer any significance in the holi-
day unless you observe on the day
of the holiday. If you are willing
to throw out these days which are
so important, then you will vote
against Mr, McGlauflin’s motion,
I say these are times to hold onto
those things which made our coun-
try great. My only regret is that
we do not observe the holidays as
they should be observed with fit-
ting ceremonies. I am definitely
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opposed to changing the date. I

am going to vote with Mr. Mec-
Glauflin.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Portland, Mr. Roundy.

Mr. ROUNDY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I only wish
to say that more than once I have
been thrilled by the statements of
my colleague from Portland but I
shall particularly value this day for
his effective way of crystalizing our
sentiment which means everything
to us as American citizens in a
matter of this kind and I certainly
think that our allegiance fo our
American way of life, our sense of
the meaning of tradition in con-
nection with these holidays, has
been most finely put by him and
I certainly hope that we shall
decidedly follow him in the motion
which he has made. I thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Island Falls, Mr. Crabtree.

Mr. CRABTREE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have not
paid much attention to this bill up
to now and, for the moment, skip-
ping over the matter of birthrights
and landmarks and birthmarks and
even champagne, I can not help
but wonder what the attitude of
Abraham Lincoln and Georze Wash-
ington and even those who fell in
the Civil War would be when the
proposition was that by a little re-
arranging of dates the working men
and their families would have an
extra day, four times a year. 1
rather suspect that Abraham Lin-
coln and those other folks would
rather favor it. I do. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Fuller.

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I will make
this brief. One of the reasons for
this proposed change has been in-
directly brought out by some of the
preceding speakers, that is, that
these days may be more properly
observed. That is the day like the
birthday of George Washington or
Abraham Lincoln or Woodrow Wil-
son or later Franklin Delano Roose-
velt might be observed more proper-
ly as part of a longer rest period
when it didn’t have to be sand-
wiched in between two other work-
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ing days. It is hoped, I am sure, by
the proponents of this bill that by
having more time it can be more
adequately observed by better pro-
grams than some of these impor-
tant days are at the present time.

Then, the other thing is that
whether we like it or not, our holi-
days and working days have become
part of our system of industrial
production. They have become part
of our system of collective bargain-
ing. That means that we have to
pay some consideration fto the em-
ployers and employees as well as
those of us who work for ourselves,
and isn’t it better that the em-
ployees in our system of industrial
production be allowed to—and the
rest of us too—observe these days
in the manner proposed in this
bill? It is for their own physical
and mental benefit.

Of course, the final thing is that
this bill does not actually do any-
thing until the Legislatures of
thirty-one other states have done
the same thing. And the point is
to see that if the Legislatures of
other states see fit to take this
action that Maine will not be left
all by itself.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Hallowell, Mr. Vaughan.

Mr. VAUGHAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It seems
that we have already had fifteen
long weekends in this year and I
think that we ought to, before we
create any more, get down to work
a little bit and I move the previ-
ous question.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Hallowell, Mr.
Vaughan, moves the previous ques-
tion. In order for the Chair to en-
tertain the motion for the previous
question it requires the consent of
one-third of the members present.

All those in favor of the Chair
entertaining the motion for the
previous question will please rise
and remain standing in their places
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Obvious-
1y more than one-third of the mem-
bers present having arisen, the mo-
tion for the previous question is
entertained.
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The question before the House
now is: Shall the main question be
put now? All those in favor will say
aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
main question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question before the House is on the
motion of the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. MecGlauflin, that the
two reports with accompanying
papers on Bill “An Act to Provide
for the Observance of Legal Holi-
days,” House Paper 819, Legislative
Document 850, be indefinitely post-
poned.

A division has been requested by
the gentleman from Harrison, Mr.
Davis.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. McGlauflin, that this mat-
ter be indefinitely postponed will
please rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Eighty-one having voted in the
affirmative and forty-two having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed and the two Reports with
accompanying papers were indefi-
nitely postponed and sent up for
concurrence.

At this point, Speaker Bates re-
turned to the rostrum.

Speaker BATES: The gentleman
from Liberty, Mr. Cole, the House
has been most happy to have you
serve as Speaker pro tem I am sure
and in behalf of the Members of
the House and personally I wish to
thank you.

Thereupon, Mr. Cole was con-
ducted by the Sergeant-at-Arms to
his seat on the Floor amid the ap-
plause of the House, and Speaker
Bates resumed the Chair.

Divided Report
Tabled and Assigned
Majority Report of the Committee
on Judiciary reporting “Ought not
to pass” on Bill “An Act relating to
Undesirable Political Activities” (H.
P. 1192) (1. D. 1359)
Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Messrs. REID of Kennebec
WARD of Penobscot
HARDING of Knox
—of the Senate
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Messrs. TRAFTON of Auburn
CIANCHETTE of Pittsfield
LOW of South Portland
FULLER of Bangor
MARTIN of Augusta
McGLAUFLIN of Portland
—of the House
Minority Report of same Commit-
tee reporting “Ought to pass” on
same Bill.
Report was signed by the follow-
ing member:
Mr. FITANIDES of Saco
—of the House

Reports were read.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentlewoman from
Rumford, Miss Cormier.

Miss CORMIER: Mr. Speaker, I
am going to attempt to table this
and move that this bill lie upon
the table and be specially assigned
for next Tuesday.

The SPEAKER: The gentle-
woman from Rumford, Miss Corm-
ier, moves that Item 19, the two re-
ports of the Committee on Judiciary
on Bill “An Act relating to Unde-
sirable Political Activities”, House
Paper 1192, Legislative Document
1359, with accompanying papers, lie
upon the table pending acceptance
of either report and be specially as-
sighed for next Tuesday, April 21.
Is this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the two
Reports with accompanying papers
were tabled pending acceptance of
either report and specially assigned
for Tuesday, April 21.

Divided Report
Report “A” of the Committee on

Judiciary reporting “Ought to pass”

on Resolve Proposing an Amend-

ment to the Constitution Changing
the Date of the General Election

(H. P. 597) (L. D. 637

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. CIANCHETTE of Pittsfield
FITANIDES of Saco
MARTIN of Augusta
TRAFTON of Auburn
FULLER of Bangor

—of the House

Report “B” of same Committee

reporting “Ought not to pass” on
same Resolve,

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. REID of Kennebec
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WARD of Penobscot
HARDING of Knox
—of the Senate

Messrs. LOW of South Portland
McGLAUFLIN of Portland
—of the House

Reports were read.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr. Fuller.

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I move the
adoption of the “Ought to pass” re-
port, Report “A”.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bangor moves that Report
“A” of the committee be accepted.

The Chair recognizes the same
gentleman.

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This may be
a hard day to change a thing with
historical background but I am go-
ing to set forth the feelings of the
members of the Judiciary Commit-
tee who signed Report “A” so as to
convinee you that there is no con-
spiracy among the legal minds to
keep the people of the State from
holding their elections whenever
they wish to do so. There are a
number of reasons for making a
change in something which really
has only an historical basis for it
is said that our State election was
set in September due to road con-
ditions and weather later in the
fall. Other than that what can be
said for a change? Ome of the
best reasons I know of for making a
change is that the nation-wide
newspaper and magazine releases of
articles of all kinds are planned for
the November election in the other
states, likewise our radio and tele-
vision programs. A change to bring
us in line with the other states
would make our elections more in-
teresting, would take advantage of
this publicity, and we would prob-
ably have a better vote which is
the thing that we all would like to
see.

Now, my second reason for my
position on this matter is this:

The position in which our Con-
gressional delegation is left by
having a June Primary and a
September election. When Congress
had short sessions, it didn’t make
any difference but now the mem-
bers of our delegation who are
running for office have to cam-
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paign prior to the June primaries
at a time when Congress is apt
to be exceedingly busy because that
is the time when Congress is try-
ing to get its affairs in order in
order to take a summer recess of
some Kkind.

There are other good and suf-
ficient reasons for the change which
I hope will be presented by others.
In consideration of this whole
subject, I shall again ask you to
remember that we are not chang-
ing anything here in this Legisla-
ture. If you support my motion,
we are merely giving the people
of the State a chance to do as
they see fit on this matter, either
retain the September election or
change to November if they so
desire.

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I do
not care at this time to make a
major speech on this question. If
necessary, I will do so later. I am
going to have plenty of opportunity
to oppose it as I have in the past.

I do want to say a word of
tribute to the man who introduced
this bill, the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Jalbert. He is a man of
considerable ability, a fine person-
ality, a good loser and nobody can
say that he isn’t persistent. I have
led this fight against this bill,
legislature after legislature, ever
since he has been here. He has
stated to me that this bill has
been killed in this House twenty-
four times. This is going to be the
twenty-fifth time. It comes up
every year so all we could do was
kill it two years at a time. It has
more lives than a cat. (Laughter)
I shall oppose the motion of the
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Ful-
ler.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bruns-
wick, Mr. Senter.

Mr. SENTER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I arise to
support the motion of Representa-
tive Fuller of Bangor. I believe
that this is one date that should
be changed. To my mind it makes
sense to have both the state and
the national election on the same
date. I think that people should
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have the opportunity of deciding
this. As the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. McGlauflin, says, a bill
like this has been introduced in
the legislature twenty-five times
and killed each time.

I think that it is high time that
this Legislature let the citizens of
the State decide the issue. I am
in favor of the motion because I
think that the towns and cities
in the State will save a great deal
of money by having just one elec-
tion rather than the two elections.

A poll was taken some time ago
of the town and city managers in
the State, as well as the selectmen,
and of 195 replies received from
that poll on this subject 176 of
195 favored the change. 17 of the
195 were opposed to the change. My
opinion is that the town and city
managers and selectmen of our
communities in the State favored
the change in the date of the elec-
tion because of the possibility of
saving money. It has been estimated
that in the communities that re-
plied, 195 communities replying, ap-
proximately $33,000 would be saved
by those communities and of the
other communities not replying to
the poll, the estimate has been
made that that would equal about
$39,000. Now, I say to you that
this is a waste of money, this is
a waste of money. I know that the
City of Brunswick could use the
$900 that it costs us to have the
September election; we could use
that to better advantage for our
schools, for many other worthwhile
purposes. I also think that we
would have a larger vote if both
the state and the national elec-
tion date was on the same day.
I think we would have more in-
terest in our government, both on
the state and national level. I feel
that if this date is held because
it is considered politically wise in
the trend, or as the saying has
been “As Maine goes so goes the
Nation”, if that is important then
I say that the National campaign,
National Republican Campaign
Headquarters, should pay the cost
of the September election. They
do not pay it. The citizens of our
community pay it and it is a waste
of money.



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, APRIL 16, 1953

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Guilford,
Mr. Campbell.

Mr. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I arise
to concur with the remarks just
made by the gentleman from
Brunswick, Mr. Senter. I have
voted against this measure on two
occasions in the House in two
previous sessions but I find a grow-
ing sentiment among the people
I represent to be allowed to vote
upon this matter themselves and
I am going to vote for the national
day.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Stewart.

Mr. STEWART: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to offer what I hope is
a new argument in this ancient
debate on the subject of a change
in the election date. A study of
the editorials and magazine articles
at the time of the presidential
election indicates that perhaps the
majority of political commentators,
political experts, may be coming
over to the Maine idea on the
proper time of holding a general
election. We live in a modern age.
We live in an age of radio and
television. Tt is not long under
the impetus of those modern means
of dispensing information before
the public is fully acquainted with
the arguments, fully acquainted with
the personalities involved in an
election. It was the view of these
commentators nationally that the
length of the campaign nationally
was altogether too long. In this
modern day and age they have
heard the same arguments over and
over and over again, and they felt
that it was time that we began
to go back to an earlier date of
holding a general election. It is
my hope that your vote this
morning will concur with this ex-
pert opinion, that the shorter
period of campaign time is better
and that Maine is in step, that the
rest of the country may very well
get in step with Maine as it did in
the Republican election this past
year.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from West-
brook, Mr. Travis.

Mr. TRAVIS: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: I feel that
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the question each of us should ask
ourselves as we vote this morning
is first, how the voters of my town
feel and secondly, how it will
affect my town. I agree with the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
McGlauflin, that probably this will
be defeated for the twenty-fifth
time but I still personally voice my
support of the motion of the
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Fuller.

Now, Westbrook has frequently
been pointed to as a good example
of why the date should not be
changed. However, I can truth-
fully say that 90 per cent of the
Westbrook people whom I have
discussed this matter with are
very much in favor of changing
the date.

In 1932, Westbrook went Republi-
can in the national election. They
did not go Republican again in a
national election wuntil last year,
1952, a twenty year spread. How-
ever, in the interim we were able,
four different times, we have elected
four different Republican mayors,
three of whom were elected for
only one year; the fourth served
three or four years, showing that
Westbrook is pretty much on the
democratic side. In other words, in
our state elections, in order to put
over our candidates for the State
legislature, we, in the Republican
party in Westbrook, have got to
spend a major part of the sum-
mer planning our campaign and
it is a lot of hard work, a lot of
expense. Contrast that with our
city election in December and we
have our caucus two weeks before
the election, we put on a two weeks’
campaign.

This last year, Eisenhower’s
majority in Westbrook was over
one thousand votes yet a few weeks
later in December the Democratic
mayor in Westbrook was re-elected
by 900 votes. Now, that proves to
me that the people of Westbrook
do have intelligence and do know
how to vote intelligently and as
they wish. I do not think that
they would be confused by the
national and state issues. I feel
that they would vote intelligently
and since I have taken a stand of
economy in this Legislature, I feel
that this is one place that we
Republicans should forget our
time-worn fear of electing a lot of
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Democratic representatives and say:
“Here is at least one spot that we
can save a little money.” Let’s try
it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bowdoin-
ham, Mr. Curtis.

Mr. CURTIS: Mr, Speaker and
Members of the House: I am highly
pleased that the gentleman from
Brunswick has taken the stand to
save money, because this is quite
a rarity in some stands that he
has taken on some of the other
bills.

Now, I do not believe that this
should be decided or should not be
decided on saving money. Now, if
we do want to save money on elec-
tions, let’s have a king; England is
going to crown a queen right away
and that is going to be the end of
it for a long while. At least, we
hope so; I hope she lives out to be
old as her grandmother, who was
just buried the other day at eighty-
five. Now to me this is a question
of the best government. Of course,
government costs money, if it didn’t
they would send us all home be-
cause we wouldn’t work without
some little compensation.

Now, I do know, and I believe that
you will agree, that a great many
times state issues have been de-
cided adversely for the State simply
because of riding in on the coat-
tails of the State or some of the
national people who were up in
other states. This has not happened
so in our State because we do have
a state election where only state
questions are concerned and where
we have time and opportunity to
study them and go out and vote
intelligently on them, and simply
because there has been someone
like my good friend from West-
brook (Mr. Travis) say that 1900
Democrats voted for Eisenhower,
good Democrats, I think the vote
is right and let them go straight
back and vote the Democrat ticket.
Now they can be very easily carried
away in just that way in these na-
tional elections. I believe that the
day is coming in this modern age,
the Representative from Portland
(Mr. Stewart) tells about being
modern, I don’t know how modern
we are, I know our welfare load is
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getting heavier and our rum ques-
tion is getting greater and if that
is modernism, of course we are
getting modern. But I do believe
that as we become modern, if we
do, the other states will have a
state election just the way Maine
does, because I believe that the
best way for real, actual state rep-
resentation is at the State election
and not to be carried away at the
national.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Booth-
bay Harbor, Mr. Tupper.

Mr. TUPPER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I arise to
support the motion of the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr. Fuller. I
feel that there is too much pessi-
mism on the part of the proponents
of this change. I think we can
and should change this on the
twenty-fifth time it has come up
for consideration.

I was admonished yesterday for
speaking on a bill regarding ice
fishing. My severest critic was my
wife. Mrs. Tupper, in no uncertain
terms, suggested that I confine my
remarks to things I knew something
about. I explained patiently to the
good wife that I was just trying to
be helpful. She said: “Nonsense,
you didn’t get enough sleep the
night before and you had a chip
on your shoulder.” If others got
that reaction, I apologize. On the
matter at hand, I assure you that
I speak from the knowledge that
an overwhelming majority of my
constituents are in favor of this
change in the date of the general
election. The class towns in the
so-called Madeira of Maine that I
represent are strongly Republican
but they do not believe in sacri-
ficing principle and economy for
partisan politics. We all know the
arguments pro and con. It is just
a question of whether we all rise
above political considerations and
vote for this sensible change. I
hope the “Ought to pass” report
prevails,

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Liberty,
Mr. Cole.

Mr. COLE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This is
undoubtedly a minority party
measure. However, I am for the
thinking of the gentleman from
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Bangor, Mr. Fuller. As a local
election official for many years, I
feel that a great many more voters
would go to the polls if we could
cut the number of elections. I, for
one, am not in fear of the minority
party even though their national
committee woman from Rumford
did organize a good party ticket in
Waldo County last fall. However,
I really feel that a good, strong
minority party is good for the State
of Maine. Therefore, I will go along
with the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr, Fuller, and when the vote is
taken I will ask for a division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Warren,
Mr. McCluskey.

Mr. McCLUSKEY: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: There
is one point, I think, that hasn’t
been brought out which I think
history would prove is true: That
the September elections were held
primarily on account of weather in
the old days; in other words, in
November the weather is bad in
the northern states, and some
northern states accepted the Sep-
tember election, but our modern
transportation and so forth and
good roads and good plowing have
done away with that and I would
like to go along with the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Fuller.

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

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Notwith-
standing the fact that there are
some good Republicans on this re-
port, it is a party issue pure and
simple and as somebody has said,
it has been introduced twenty-five
times. I have no record but I would
say probably each time by a mem-
ber of the minority party. If it is
of no value to the minority party, I
wonder why they are so much inter-
ested in it. If the time comes when
the Republican party is in favor of
changing the election, I think it
should be put into the Republican
platform. It is not in the Republi-
can platform and therefore I op-
pose it and I move for the indefinite
postponement of the bill. (Ap-
plause)

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Fuller,
moves that the two reports with ac-
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companying papers on Resolve Pro-
posing an Amendment to the Con-
stitution Changing the Date of the
General Election, House Paper 597,
Legislative Document 637, be in-
definitely postponed.

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

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I want to
go on record as favoring the “Ought
to pass” report of the committee. I
contend that this question should
be the people’s choice. Why not
give them that chance? There
surely will be no confusion in the
minds of the voters if this question
was put on the ballot. I am not al-
ways in favor of the old adage:
What was good enough for grand-
pappy is good enough for me. I
hope we all understand that the
passage of this bill will only allow
a referendum vote on the question.
I hope the motion of Mr. Fuller
(of Bangor) will prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Sweden,
Mr. Moulton.

Mr. MOULTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I doubt in
my mind if discussion on this bill
for another hour will change one
vote. I move the previous question.

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

All those in favor of the Chair
entertaining the motion for the
previous question will please rise
and remain standing in their places
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third of the members
present having arisen, the motion
for the previous question is enter-
tained.

The question before the House
now is: Shall the main question be
put now? All those in favor will
say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
main question was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from South Portland.
Mr. Fuller, that the two reports with
accompanying papers on Resolve
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Proposing an Amendment to the
Constitution Changing the Date of
the General Election, House Paper
597, Legislative Document 637, be
indefinitely postponed.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
South Portland, Mr. Fuller, will
kindly rise and remain standing in
their places until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Thirty-five having voted in the
affirmative and ninety-three having
voted in the negative, the motion
for indefinite postponement of the
two reports with accompanying pa-
pers did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question before the House is on the
motion of the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr, Fuller, that Report “A” of
the Committee “Ought to pass” be
accepted. The gentleman from Lib-
erty, Mr. Cole, has requested a divi-
sion.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from Ban-
gor, Mr. Fuller, will kindly rise and
remain standing in their places un-
til the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

One hundred and two having vot-
ed in the affirmative and seventeen
having voted in the negative, Re-
port “A” of the Committee “Ought
to pass” was accepted.

Thereupon, the Resolve was given
its first reading and assigned for
second reading tomorrow.

Passed to Be Engrossed

Bill “An Act relating to Accept-
ance by State of Punds for Unor-
ganized Territory Capital Working
Fund” (H. P. 1072) (L. D. 1212)

Bill “An Act to Change the Name
of Portland TUniversity Extension
Courses, Inc., and to Grant It Cer-
tain Powers” (H. P. 1139) (L. D.
1289)

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

Resolve in favor of Bosworth
Memorial Association (H. P. 23) (L.
D. 18)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading.
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The SPEAKER: ‘The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Sweden,
Mr. Moulton.

Mr. MOULTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I move the
indefinite postponement of Item 3.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Sweden, Mr. Moulton, moves
that Item 3, Resolve in favor of
Bosworth  Memorial Association,
House Paper 23, Legislative Docu-
ment 18, be indefinitely postponed.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Swedzn, Mr. Moulton, for indefinite
postponement will kindly rise and
remain standing in their places
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

TFive having voted in the affirma-
tive and fifty-one having voted in
the negative the motion did not
prevail.

Thereupon the Resolve was given
its second reading, passed to be
engrossed and sent to the Senate.

Resolve to Reimburse the Town
of Brooks for Pauper Claim (H. P.
25) (L. D. 1447

‘Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the second time, passed to be en-
grossed and sent to the Senate.

Resolve Regulating Ice Fishing in
Portage Lake, Aroostook County (H.
P. 649) (L. D. 663)

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Dexter,
Mr. Roberts.

Mr. ROBERTS: Mr, Speaker, do
I understand that we cannot amend
these bills in present form?

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman that amend-
ments are in order.

Mr. ROBHRTS: Mr. Speaker, I
move that Item 5 lie on the table
until next Tuesday.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Dexter, Mr. Roberts, moves
that Item 5, Resolve Regulating Ice
Fishing in ‘Portage Lake, Aroostook
County, House Paper 649, Legis-
lative Document 663, lie on the
table pending second reading and
be specially assigned for next Tues-
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day. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

(Calls of “No”)

The SPEAKER: As many as are
in favor of the motion of the gentle-
man from Dexter, Mr. Roberts, that
this Resolve be tabled pending
second reading and specially as-
signed for next Tuesday will kindly
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A division of the House was had.

Seven having voted in the affirm-
ative and forty-nine having voted
in the negative, the motion to table
did not prevail.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Moose
River Plantation, Mr. Watson.

Mr. WATSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I move the
indefinite postponement of Item 5.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Moose River Plantation, Mr.
Watson, moves that Item 5, House
Paper 649, Legislative Document
663, Resolve Regulating Ice Fishing
in Portage Lake, Aroostook County
be indefinitely postponed.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Moose River Plantation, Mr. Wat-
son, for indefinite postponement will
kindly rise and remain standing in
their places until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Twenty-four having voted in the
affirmative and fifty-three having
voted in the negative the motion
did not prevail.

Thereupon, the Resolve was given
its second reading, passed to be
engrossed and sent to the Senate.

Resolve in favor of the Town of
Jay (H. P. 798) (L. D. 1448)

Resolve in favor of the Town of
LaGrange (H. P. 1242) (L. D. 1444)

Resolve in favor of Town of Van
Buren (H. P. 963) (L. D. 1449)

Resolve Appropriating Moneys for
Reconditioning Buildings at the
Maine Vocational-Technical Insti-
tute (H. P.1036( (L. D. 1180)

Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, read
the second time, passed to be en-
grossed and sent to the Senate.
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Amended Bills

Bill “An Act to Clarify the Liquor
Laws” (S. P. 439) (L. D. 1207)

Bill “An Act for the Assessment
of a State Tax for the Year Nine-
teen Hundred Fifty-three and for
the Year Nineteen Hundred Fifty-
four” (H. P. 120) (L. D. 121)

Resolve for the Purchase of One
Hundred Copies of “Highlights of
Westbrook History” (H. P. 207) (L.
D. 238)

Were reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading, Bills
read the third time, Resolve read
the second time, all passed to be
engrossed as amended by Commit-
tee Amendment “A” and sent to
the Senate.

Table(i Temporarily

Resolve to Reimburse George H.
Morong of Portland (H. P. 401) (L.
D. 454)

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from West-
brook, Mr. Travis.

Mr. TRAVIS: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: I would like
to ask a question of a member of
the Claims Committee. I know very
little about this case except that if
my memory serves me correctly,
this claim was turned down flatly
by the Governor and Governor’s
Council last year. This year the
same claim came before a different
Governor and a different Governor’s
Council, and it was again flatly re-
jected, so I would like to know,
before we finally give this a third
reading, the basis on which, after
two strikes, the Claims Committee
felt that this claim was justified.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Westbrook, Mr. Travis, requests
information from some member of
the Committee on Claims.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Gorham, Mr. Alden.

Mr. ALDEN: Mr. Speaker, re-
garding the claim of Mr. Morong,
we deducted considerable from the
claim we had in, but it seemed that
he had a $1,200 insurance policy
that he borrowed money on to go
on with this work for the Indians,
and we thought we were justified
in giving him $1,200, enough to re-
pay the loan on his insurance. That
is the only thing that we did and
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it is the only thing we recommend.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridge-
water, Mr. Finemore.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I was
hoping that the Chairman of the
Claims Committee would be here
because I talked with him consid-
erably on this item. I do not think
the member of the Claims Com-
mittee even told you how they ar-
rived at the $1,200 decision in this
majtter.

It seems rather odd that we here
today have been talking about sav-
ing money, and we all jump at
fishing in Portage Lake, and put a
lot of stress on that special item,
and still and all let something like
this slip by. It wasn’t going to slip
by because I was going to come up
with it.

It seems as though this gentleman
here went into business for himself,
and was doing business with the
Indians. He claims it is to start
them some way where they can
produce an income, but he did it
in a business way, and it seems
kind of peculiar that we should re-
imburse someone who has started
a business, and who, through poor
business management, has come up
with a loss, especially with a loss
of what this special bill calls for.

And then it seems rather funny
again to cut it down to $1,200 and
consider he had a loss of only $1,200
when he asked for over $4,000. In
this, I understand—it was supposed
to be presented this morning, but
I notice the Chairman of that com-~
mittee isn’t here—that he asked for
$70 a trip from the reservation to
Portland with a pickup. It seems
to me that most anyone in a busi-
ness with that much for a trip could
certainly pay their own way without
asking the State to reimburse him.

Therefore, under the -circum-
stances, at this time I will ask Mr.
Potter to explain further in regard
to this claim, if he will.

The SPEAKER: The Chair under-
stands the gentleman from Bridge-
water, Mr. Finemore, requests fur-
ther information from the Commit-
tee on Claims. The Chair would
further suggest that as this matter
appears to be a matter of consider-
able controversy, that it might be
temporarily laid aside until the
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completion of the other Third
Readers.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker, I
was going to originally make a
motion before Mr. Travis spoke that
this matter be tabled until later on

in the day.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgewater, Mr. Tinemore,
moves that Item 12, Resolve to Re-
imburse George H. Morong of Port-
land, House Paper 401, Legislative
Document 454, lie on the table, and
be specially assigned for later in
today’s session, pending second
reading.

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

Resolve in favor of the Town of
Fort Fairfield (H. P. 1080) (L. D.
1450)

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

Bill “An Act Permitting the Uni-
versity of Maine to Provide Addi-
tional Educational Opportunities”
(8. P. 482) (L. D. 1341)

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

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

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House to take up
out of order and under suspension
of the rules a paper just received
from the Senate? The Chair hears
no objection and

The Clerk will read the order.

From the Senate: The following
Order:

ORDERED, the House concurring,
that when the Senate and House
adjourn today, they adjourn to meet
on Friday, April 17, 1953, at 1:30 in
the afternoon. (Senate Paper 542)

Came from the Senate, in that
body today read and passed.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House that this order re-
ceive passage in concurrence?

(Calls of “No”)

The SPEAKER: The House may
be at ease, off the record.
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House at Ease

Called to order by the Speaker.
The SPEAKER: TIs it the pleasure
of the House that this order receive
passage in concurrence?
(Calls of “Yes”)
Thereupon, the order
passage in concurrence.

received

Passed to Be Enacted
An Act relating to Uniform Code
of Military Justice (S. P. 194) (L. D.
442)
An Act relating to the Salary of
Register of Probate of Hancock
County (8. P. 236) (L. D. 596)

An Act Amending the Charter of
the Sewer District in the Town of
Sanford (S. P. 327) (L. D. 817)

An Act Repealing Tax on Oleo-
margarine (S. P. 379) (L. D. 1042)

An Act Repealing Certain Laws
relating to County Commissioners’
Duties re Ferries and Toll Bridges
(S. P. 424) (L. D. 1128)

An Act relating to Additional
Probation Officer for Cumberland
County (S. P. 472) (L. D. 1315)

An Act relating to Taxation of
Personal Property Held in Trust (H.
P. 417) (L. D. 465)

An Act to Create the Jackman
Sewerage District (H. P. 849) (L. D.
951)

An Act relating to Costs of Chil-

dren in Maine School for the Deaf
(H. P. 1064) (L. D. 1201)

Finally Passed

Resolve Authorizing Commissioner
of Institutional Service to ‘Grant
Pole Line Easements on the Proper-
ty of the State Hospital in Bangor
(8. P. 504) (L. D. 1379)

Resolve Regulating Fishing in

Webb Lake Tributaries (H. P. 591)
(L. D. 613)

Resolve Regulating Fishing for
Smallmouth Black Bass on Mount
Desert Island (H. P. 738) (L. D. '755)

Resolve in favor of Moses A. Dol-
ley of Vassalboro (H. P. 1126) (L.
D. 1394

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

An Act relating to the Sales Tax
on Motor Vehicles (S. P. 509) (L. D.
1388)

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

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

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, in order
that we may debate this bill more
intelligently, I am having prepared
by the State Controller certain fig-
ures. These are not ready at the
moment, and I therefore will ask
that this bill be tabled and spe-
cially assigned for tomorrow after-
noon.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Low, moves
that Item 14, Legislative Document
1388, lie on the table and be spe-
cially assigned for tomorrow after-
noon, pending passage to be en-
acted. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

(Calls of “No” and “Yes”)

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman dfrom
Rockland, Mr. Low, will say aye;
those opposed will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and the Bill was
so tabled and so assigned.

Orders of the Day

The SPEAKER: Under Orders of
the Day the Chair lays before the
House the first tabled and today
assigned matter, House Report
“Ought to pass” of the Committee
on Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act
relating to Sale of Fireworks” House
Paper 831, Legislative Document
862, tabled by Mrs. Christie of
Presque Isle on April 9, pending
acceptance of report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Westbrook, Mr. Travis.

Mr. TRAVIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I think that
this is one of the most dangerous
bills we have had to consider yet in
this session. This morning there
was a very timely editorial in one
of our papers. I would like to read
part of that editorial:

It says: “Scheduled for debate is
a bill to relax Maine’s four-year-old
and sensible law banning the use
and public sale of fireworks in the
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State. It doesn’t take a long mem-
ory to recall the tragedies Maine
suffered from fireworks accidents
in the past, tragedies that aroused
the State and prompted the Nine-
ty-Fourth Legislature to ban these
instruments of injuries. Although
the proposal to be debated today
would not lift the ban on fire-
crackers, it would permit sale of
certain fireworks to children twelve
or older. $So dangerous is this
proposal that the Maine Associa-
tion of Fire Chiefs, meeting in Ban-
gor day before yesterday, voted
unanimously to oppose adoption.
Their stand is a wise one, and will
find favor with parents all over
the State, with everyone, we believe,
who recalls free-ban days of
blinded eyes and deafened ears and
seared skin.

“This is no time for sympathy for
those who wish to sell fireworks. It
is time for appreciation on the
part of the Legislature as that ban
was passed four years ago as the
result of a real emergency caused
by FPourth of July accidents to
Maine’s children.”

They quote a letter to Governor
Burton Cross by the National Fire
Protection Association. As the hour
is late, I will not read that letter,
but I will say that I feel very
strongly on this measure. I am the
father of four children, two boys
and two girls. I do not like to
deny them any pleasures of life,
On the other hand, I love them
very dearly, and this bill has
brought back to me very strongly
a recollection of a friend of mine
who was killed the year after this
ban, a boy who played with my
boys.

A year after this ban was in force,
the boy begged his father for fire-
works. His father, recalling his
own pleasures, went out of the
State and bought fireworks, to
shoot off at Sebago Lake. He went
to one firecracker which did not
go off; he picked it up and held
it to his ear to see why it hadn’t
gone off. Immediately it went off.
His head was practically shattered.
The boy died within a few hours;
he never regained consciousness.

Now, if you want that to happen
to your boy or to your neighbor’s
boy, vote for this bill. I move the
indefinite postponement.
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Westbrook, Mr. Travis, moves
that House Report “Ought to pass”
on House Paper 831, Legislative
Document 862, Bill “An Act relat-
ing to Sale of Fireworks” with ac-
companying Bill, be indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Berwick,
Mr. Gowell.

Mr. GOWELL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: The basis
of this bill is what is called a safe
and sane fireworks bill. It was
presented to the committee on Legal
Affairs, notice was given, and there
was no opposition. It was tabled
last week, and it would seem that
the opponents have had sufficient
time to prepare any objections they
wish to make at this time.

It is not the intention of any
member of the Legal Affairs Com-
mittee, I am sure, to force hasty
action on the part of the Legisla-
ture. At that hearing several ap-
peared in favor and none against
this bill. It was stated, and I think
it can be proven, that the objection-
able features have been removed,
that is that the fireworks that were
allowed to be displayed and sold
were of such a nature that it did
not involve any special hazard or
any fire hazard.

I have no objection to accommo-
dating our friend, the gentleman
from Westbrook, Mr. Travis, but it
is late in the session and they have
had a long time to think this over.
I will say that it did not appear,
from the way the bill was explained
to the committee and on reading it,
we could hot see any danger or any
hazard whatsoever. ’

The principle objection down in
my section has not been because of
accidents that have happened, but
there have been some complaints
that fireworks caused people to lose
their sleep and rest, and that is
brought out largely, perhaps, by
the local dealers putting fireworks
on the market before they should.

This bill, if it is passed, will allow
the youngsters to observe Independ-
ence Day as they have in our State
ever since Maine has been admitted
to the Union.

That is about all we can say. I
am sure that we have no desire to
inflict any hazard on any of the
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boys and girls of the State. As I
have said, some have had their rest
broken at some time, but I will say
that during the last session of the
Legislature 1 lost more sleep down
at the Augusta House than I ever
did from the fireworks.

I was hopeful that when my
friend, the gentlewoman from
Presque Isle (Mrs. Christie) tabled
this bill that she might have made
an error in tabling the bill. I
thought probably she might have
said that was firewater, for I know
that firewater and fireworks do not
mix.

Now I do not wish to make light
of this subject, but if the members
think they can receive any more
intelligent explanation by postpon-
ing it a week, all right, but this was
reported out by the committee
unanimously, they have given it
considerable thought and discussion,
and I think the people have had a
reasonable amount of time to raise
their objections. T would move, Mr.
Speaker, if it is in order at this

time, that the unanimous report
on the bill “Ought to pass” be
accepted.

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I can-
not go along with the motion of
the gentleman from Westbrook, Mr.
Travis. He and some others seem
to think that you are going to
eliminate danger by defeating this
bill.

As a boy, the Fourth of July was
the greatest day in the year for
me. We did not have any fire-
crackers or anything of that sort,
but don’t you think for a moment
we didn’t celebrate,

I am very thankful for one
Fourth of July that I recall. I was
out with a number of boys. We

found a double-barrelled pistol. It
had no handle, but that did not
trouble us any. We filled those
barrels up with powder, rammed in
a lot of wet grass so as to make a
good noise. It went off. What
happened? That pistol blew to
smithereens and a piece of it passed
my head within a few feet and
sent that pistol over the sawmill
some distance away. I am lucky
to be here now.
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That wasn’t all. We were out to
celebrate. We found an old anvil
of some kind. It had a nose on it
about five inches across with a
hole in it about an inch across.
We pounded a lot of powder into
that and we tamped it in with wet
grass. That was supposed to make
more noise. And then we set it
off. Oh, before that, we put a
block of wood, about a foot cube, on
top of this anvil, I call it, whatever
it was. I myself got off for a
distance of at least a hundred feet
when that thing went off. Pieces
of that wood flew over my head for
three hundred feet. I was lucky
not to get struck that time.

But I want to tell you that you
do not eliminate the danger to
these country boys when they are
out to celebrate. It is true that
once in a great while an accident
happens, and in the case cited by
the gentleman from Westbrook, Mr.
Travis, that boy was killed. But
many boys have been killed just
sliding down hill. The number of
people killed in Maine by fireworks
of any sort has never been but
very, very few. We Kill over a
hundred people a year by auto-
mobiles and it makes no stir what-
soever.

Now this bill does not provide
that you can buy fireworks indis-
criminately. It does not even allow
you to have firecrackers. It allows
you to have pinwheels and little
rockets and things of that sort.

About 1903, fifty years ago, I
began to go to a camp that I now
own in New Hampshire near the
Willey House station. The people
who ran that station, the man and
his wife, had six girls. I have
watched those children grow from
babyhood to womanhood and they
are all still alive, all have families
of their own. I used to spend my
Fourth of Julys in the mountains
and I took up numerous packages
of these little firecrackers an inch
or an inch and a half long, pin-
wheels and little torpedoes that you
could snap down on a rock. I can
see now the pleasure and the delight
of those six girls as they used those
little noise-makers and sparklers at
night. None of them were ever
hurt, there wasn’t anything that
gave them greater pleasure.
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When I was in the Senate in 1943
the Legal Affairs Committee passed
out a bill making it prohibited, as
it is today, to have any fireworks
whatever. I remember of sitting
beside Judge Sanborn, who was then
in the Senate with me. He was the
Senate 'Chairman of the Legal
Affairs Committee. He said to me,
“You don’t think you can over-
come a unanimous report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs that
says this bill ought to pass to kill
these fireworks?” I said, “I am
going to try it.” And I did suc-
cessfully; the Senate went with me
and the House followed. I myself
had introduced a bill to make fire-
works safe, cutting it down so that
you could not use these giant
crackers but could only use small
firecrackers. After I killed that
bill they adopted my bill, which
passed.

Now some four years ago there
was some other agitation about this
matter and they passed the present
law which goes altogether too far.

You are shutting out what the
children love. The thing that is
necessary is to teach these children
to be careful. Nobody in this world
was ever Kkilled by a firecracker
when it wasn’t due to the careless-
ness of somebody.

Another thing I want to point out
to you: children should be trained
to realize that there is some danger
in handling such things as fireworks
or powder or dynamite. You shut
out from the children the right to
use these little sparklers or pin-
wheels or something of that sort,
but you expect the same boys that
you are trying to protect to go out
and bomb a city with atomic bombs
or something as bad. You are scared
to death that your child will face
some little danger which is mild
indeed, and yet you expect the
farmer’s boy to go out and blow
up stumps with dynamite.

We have lost our sense of propor-
tion. It is regrettable that some
boy has lost his life by accident. As
I stated before, many people have
lost their lives by different kinds of
accidents.

Now I am in favor of this bill be-
cause, as I look it over, it limits
fireworks to such an extent that it
is not of any danger to anybody. I
am against the indefinite postpone-
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ment of this bill and I am for the
solid committee report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridge-
water, Mr. Finemore,

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: All I want
to do is say that yesterday I re-
ceived a telephone call from our
Fire Marshal, Garth Good, in Mon-
ticello, stating that he and the Fire
Chiefs Association, together with
the Fire Insurance Association of
Aroostook County, very much op-
posed this bill, and I was asked
to go along with the indefinite
postponement of this bill, Thank
you.

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

Mr. BIBBER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I do not
wish to have the issue confused. I
am the little “pappy” who put this
bill in and I want fto try to defend
it to the best of my ability.

First of all, you don’t judge a
book by its covers or by its title:
you open it up and you read the
pages. I feel that there are many
members of this House who have
not read this bill. Just let me read
the title to you: “An Act Relating
to the Sale of Fireworks.” Right
there, in its title alone, is where a
lot of the opposition has come,
They have not taken the time to
sit down and open up the pages
and read the literature on the in-
side.

I would like to mention also the
hearings held on this bill. I felt
that when the hearing was held
there would be a lot of opposition
to it. It was properly posted and no
one appeared. I then went to the
Chairman of the Legal Affairs Com-
mittee and told him I felt the bill
had not been given a proper hear-
ing and asked for a second hearing.
The second hearing was held and
nobody appeared against it. The
bill has certainly had its proper
hearings. Then some bright indi-
vidual reads the title, gets in touch
with a couple of fire chiefs in the
State, gets them all worked up, and
it comes out in the paper yesterday,
the Bangor paper: “Fire Chiefs
veto bill authorizing fireworks sale.”
And at that meeting of the fire
chiefs representing the entire State
there were only forty-seven fire
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chiefs there, and I wonder how
many copies of the bill they had
there to read.

The purpose of this bill is based
on a small industry here in Maine.
After World War II there were two
veterans who live here in the State
who decided that they wanted to
start an industry and employ Maine
people. They looked around for
some industry to purchase. They
went over in New Hampshire and
bought this little woodworking con-
cern and moved it into the town of
Kennebunk and employed between
forty and fifty people.

When the Ninety-fourth Legisla-
ture met and they abandoned the
sale of fireworks, it put this little
company behind the eight ball to
the extent that they lost about two
months’ work and caused a layoff.

Now I am opposed to any legis-
lation that pushes the industries
out of the State of Maine. I think
we should do everything in our
power to bring it in and give our
people employment.

All this firm did was to manu-
facture the little bases that go in
fountains, pinwheels, the wooden
bases that these little fireworks set
on. That was the purpose of the
bill, and I feel that it has become
misconstrued. The records show
that the Ninety-fourth Legislature
didn’t abolish fireworks because of
the fire hazards; they abolished it
because the people that had the
fireworks didn’t know how to use
them and made a nuisance of them-
selves.

I live in a summer resort and I
know. This law was put on the
books four years ago and the State
hasn’t done a thing to enforce it
as far as the people coming into the
State bringing fireworks. They start
down in my town about the 15th
of June and they keep firing until
about the 10th of August, day in
and day out.

As far as the remarks of the gen-
tleman from Westbrook (Mr. Trav-
is), about the little boy that stuck
the firecracker in his ear, I wonder
if that same gentleman read the
headlines in the paper on July 5,
of 1951, which read: “The only
fatality in the United States was
in Westbrook, Maine,”—because this
young redblooded individual wanted
to celebrate Independence Day, he
took his father’s shotgun and tried
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to make an explosive and by this
means killed himself. I think if
we had had fireworks, the youngster
would have been properly trained
and that accident would never have
happened.

This morning I stood up and
asked for an order to be passed,
that the people of this State might
know what is going on. We, as a
race, are a little bit bloodthirsty in
reading our newspapers. We like
to read about accidents and things
that happen, a little on the grue-
some side.

Now it is true, through the years,
that our generation has changed
and doctors are no different than
anybody else. When our holiday
rolls around, they like to take that
day off and celebrate it just like
everybody else, and I can think
back on a certain July 4 when I
got a severe burn, and my father
took me to the doctor, to his home,
and had my hand patched up.
There was nothing in the paper
about that. But what do we do
today on a holiday when somebody
gets injured? We rush them to the
nearest hospital or an outpatient
department, and a young cub re-
porter is trying to make a name
for himself, and somebody comes
in with a burned hand on Fourth
of July and they spread it clear
across the papers, building up re-
sentment against the fireworks.

This bill only calls for safe and
sane fireworks, and I might say
that out of several states that have
abolished the fireworks they have
reverted and gone back to the “safe
and sane.” Seven of these states
have put the laws into effect and
there hasn’t been one single acci-
dent from this bill.

If we are going to pass such legis-
lation abolishing things for our
children, why don’t we abolish the
electrical toys that are coming out,
electric trains, little electric stoves
for our girls, electric steam engines
for the boys? Also, why don’t we
pass legislation to take the motor-
ists off the highway? The Safety
Council comes out the day before
a holiday starts and says: “Our pre-
dicted death toll will be 700, 650.”
It has become a score board, a bet-
ting proposition, to see how near
the Nation’s Safety Council will
come to it.
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I hope that the motion of the
gentleman from Westbrook, (Mr.
Travis) does not prevail, and that
this piece of legislation will be given
very careful consideration, Ladies
and Gentlemen, and I hope that
you will go along with the commit-
tee’s report, and when the vote is
taken, I ask that it be by a division.

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

Mr. ROUNDY: Mr. Speaker, I
was a member of the House when
we, in the Ninety-fourth Legisla-
ture, put into action the bill which
we did, banishing fireworks, and I
felt that the result of that action
was one of the fine things which
we did in that session. So far as
I could determine, by keeping my
mind open, and as intelligently
alive as I could be, I think from
the reports that have come to me
since that time from varied sources
have altogether borne out the good
sense of the Ninety-fourth Legis-
lature in making the provision for
prohibition which we did in the
matter of fireworks, and I certain-
ly think that we should not in any
way weaken the force of what we
have already done.

Now I have a couple of grandchil-
dren that are of just the age that
would be affected by matters of
this kind, and they have gotten
used to having Fourth of July with-
out the dangerous methods that
previously prevailed, and I think
that they are not losing anything
in not being able to dangerously
go forward with the day, and I
certainly want to support, as much
as I can, the position of my col-
league, the gentleman from West-
brook (Mr. Travis) in the matter
of this indefinite postponement.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Presque
Isle, Mrs. Christie.

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr. Speaker,
I do not want to take much time
of this House at this late hour, but
I do want to bring to your atten-
tion a letter which was sent by
Franklin M. Foote, Executive Di-
rector of the National Society for
the Prevention of Blindness. He
comments on the fact that this
bill has been introduced and he
said:
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“, .. to permit the sale and use
of so-called ‘harmless’ fireworks.

“The theory that certain fire-
works are harmless is contrary to
the record. Any explosive is dan-
gerous in the hands of a child.
Even if it were not, a child can,
and often does, use multiple units
at one time or employ a bhottle or
tin can to increase the effect. More-
over, the technical terms describ-
ing the explosive content of an
item are meaningless to the dealer
and ultimate consumer. Hence, en-
forcement of the law becomes vir-
tually impossible.

“It is the hope of the National
Society for the Prevention of Blind-
ness that individuals and agencies
in Maine having the welfare of
children at heart will use their
influence to prevent enactment of
amendments which will eliminate
the safety protection provided for
in the original fireworks control
law.”

I feel that if one child is ren-
dered blind by the use of these
fireworks, that we would be guilty,
and I hope this bill does not pass.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman.

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Probably
I am as hungry as the rest of you,
but I want to take five minutes on
this one. I don’t appreciate too
much the remarks of the gentle-
man from Kennebunkport (Mr.
Bibber) who states that the fire
chief probably didn’t read the bill
and suggests that probably some
of us haven’t read the bill. It is
very seldom I get up to speak when
I don’t very carefully read a bill,
and I have read this bill very
carefully and I am still opposed
to it, and I would like to point out
one of the big loopholes in it.

Number 1. It says no child under
the age of 12 years shall buy fire-
works. Well, that is fine. It doesn’t
happen to say that that child, aged
twelve, cannot go into my neigh-
borhood with my children aged
three and aged five and set them
off in their faces. There is no
guarantee for that.

Point Number 2. It lists the safe
items, and amongst the safe items
are included colored fire sticks and
fuses et cetera and novelties made
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from the above items, and to me
that phrase “novelties made from
the above items” is a pretty broad
phrase.

I would simply like to add two
other comments. I know some-
one is going to get up and say it
is local option; let people decide,
but I have a letter from the City
Manager of the city of Bangor who
states that in Connecticut they
left it up to the local option, and
as a result the big communities
banned it and the little commun-
ities surrounding the big commun-
ities cleaned up by selling fire-
works.

Point Number 3. In case you
have forgotten, we had a very ser-
ious waterfront fire in our town
about three or four years ago where
there were located some oil stor-
age tanks and the Fire Depart-
ment chiefs at that time were
scared to death that the entire
town was going to suffer some very
serious explosions.

That fire was started by children
playing with fireworks. They didn’t
confine it to “explosives”; it was
“fireworks period.”

I certainly will wish to support
the motion of the gentleman from
Westbrook, Mr. Travis.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New
Limerick, Mr. Hand.

Mr. HAND: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I feel that
the unanimous report of the com-
mittee and their action should be

somewhat more explained, some-
what more defended.
The committee was convinced

that this fireworks bill so limited
the type of fireworks that could be
sold as to remove the dangers that
you have heard of here today.
Nothing in the nature of an ex-
plosive can hbe sold if it contains
any more powder than you find in
your ordinary cap that you use with
a cap pistol. Those are already
legally sold in the State, and this
bill intends that nothing of a more
explosive nature shall be sold.

I object to fireworks that have
too much noise. I think they are
a nuisance; I think they are a
menace.

I am reminded of a situation that
is supposed to have taken place in
one of the small communities near
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where I live. There was a fellow
who ran a barber shop in Smyrna
Mills, We affectionately referred
to him as “Uncle Joe.” Firecrackers
had been for sale around there for
quite some time before the Fourth
of July, and he was getting a little
jittery. During the hot weather in
the summer he Kkept his barber
shop door open so the flies could
get out. Somebody tossed a four-
inch salute under the barber chair
while he was shaving a man. When
he finally came back down onto
the floor and got the blood sopped
up — some of the language he
used might not be entirely com-
plimentary — but he said that he
wished that the South had beaten
the North, then there wouldn’t
have been any Fourth of July.
(Laughter)

Now I think that the committee
intended that such episodes as this
would not take place, but the types
of fireworks that are for sale we
believed were harmless, were not
dangerous, were not apt to cause
fires, and might supply some enter-
tainment that the children are now
deprived of.

The SPEAKER,: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Milli-
nocket, Mr. Gates.

Mr. GATES: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I wish to
rise in support of the motion of
the gentleman from Westbrook (Mr.
Travis). I was a member of the
Ninety-fourth Legislature, when we
prohibited the use and sale of fire-
works. It has been four years since
that bill was passed and it has
worked very, very satisfactorily.

Nobody is denied the right to
enjoy the Fourth of July. Fireworks
can be set off by organized fairs
in the cities and towns under the
supervision of an expert, and it has
proven very, very safe.

I wonder if the children are
demanding the right to fire these
fireworks or is it the industry who
manufacture and the salesmen who
sell them, who are willing to sacri-
fice the eyes and limbs and lives of
our children simply for a small
profit.

The gentleman from Kennebunk-
port (Mr. Bibber) admits of various
damage, and wants us to keep quiet
about it. That is a silly thing to
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do. We know they get hurt, and
why in the devil should we permit
them fireworks to get hurt with?

I am emphatically opposed to the
sale of these fireworks and display
of fireworks, and I want to go along
with Mr. Travis on this bill.

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Mr. Hand
has very well explained our position
on this bill. There is only one
thing I want to add. I certainly
realize that it is the contention of
the opponents of the bill that we
are again opening the door and
letting dangerous fireworks come in.
Well, that is where I must disagree
with them and part company. 1
certainly have confidence in future
Legislatures and I believe that in
the future if anybody proposed any
dangerous fireworks, they would be
stopped cold.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Boothbay
Harbor, Mr. Tupper.

Mr. TUPPER: Mr. Speaker, so
that this Legislature will not be
here to celebrate the Fourth of
July, I move the previous question.

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

As many as are in favor of the
Chair entertaining the motion for
the previous question will kindly
rise and remain standing in their
places until the monitors have made
and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third of the members
present having arisen, the motion
for the previous question is enter-
tained,

The question before the House
now is: Shall the main question be
put now? As many as are in favor
will say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
main question was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Waestbrook,
Mr. Travis, that House Report
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“Ought to pass” of the Committee
on Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act
relating to sale of Fireworks,”
House Paper 831, Legislative Docu-
ment 862, together with accompany-
ing papers be indefinitely postponed.

The gentleman from Kennebunk-
port, Mr. Bibber, requests a division.
As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Westbrook, Mr. Travis, for indefi-
nite postponement of the commit-
tee report “Ought to Pass”, to-
gether with the bill, will kindly rise
and remain standing in their places
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Seventy-nine having voted in the
affirmative and forty having voted
in the negative, the motion pre-
vailed, and the report, with accom-
panying Bill, was indefinitely post-
poned and sent up for concurrence.

On motion of Mr. Fuller of South
Portland,
Recessed until 3 P. M.

3:00 P. M.

Called to order by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the second ta-
bled and today assigned matter, An
Act relating to the Revocation of
Insurance Agent’s License (S. P.
369) (L. D. 1035) tabled on April
14 by the gentleman from Augusta,
Mr. Albert, pending passage to be
enacted, and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I tabled
this item for the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, and in his ab-
sence and in fairness I would like to
retable this matter and specially
assign it for tomorrow, Friday.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
state that the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, is coming
into the Hall of the House at this
time.

Mr. ALBERT: Mr.
withdraw my mofion.

The SPEAKER: The
thanks the gentleman.

The matter before the House at
this moment is the second tabled
and today assigned matter, An Act
relating to the Revocation of In-
surance Agent’s License (S. P. 369)
(L. D. 1035)

Speaker, I
Chair
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr. Totman.

On motion of the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, the
House voted under suspension of
the rules to reconsider its action
whereby it passed to be engrossed
L. D. 1035.

The same gentleman then of-
fered House Amendment “A” and
moved its adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to S.
P. 369, L. D. 1035, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to the Revocation of an In-
surance Agent’s License.”

Amend said bill by striking out
the last underlined sentence there-
of.

House Amendment “A” was
adopted, and the Bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended in non-
concurrence and sent up for con-
currence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House the third tabled
and today assigned matter, motion
of Mr. Albert of Augusta to recon-
sider passage of House Order rela-
tive to Session Laws for members of
the House, tabled on April 14 by
the gentleman from Augusta, Mr.
Albert; and the Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Augusta, Mr.
Albert.

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I made a
motion to reconsider this item last
Tuesday because it was the only
time I could do it. Since then I
have checked with the State Libra-
rian, and there is an insufficient
number of copies of the Laws of
1947, 1949 and 1951 to go around
for the House members. Actually,
there are fifty-six copies available
of the 1947 laws and we would need
132 to go around. Aggregately,
there is a total of 177 copies miss-
ing. The State Librarian informs
me that the cost of printing these
volumes amounts to a little over
eleven dollars each, which would be
an expense of some $1900. If my
motion to reconsider our action pre-
vails, then I will move that the or-
der be withdrawn. As it stands now,
it will be a matter of only a few
of us getting the volumes of those
statutes and the rest would have to
go without. I therefore move re-
consideration, Mr. Speaker.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Brooks,
Mr. Dickey.

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I certainly
did not intend to spend any money
when I put in this order, and there-
fore I would be very happy for you
to go along with the motion of the
gentleman from  Augusta, Mr,
Albert, to reconsider, and at that
time I would be very happy to make
a motion for leave to withdraw,

The SPEAKER: The pending mo-
tion before the House is the motion
of the gentleman from Augusta,
Mr. Albert, that the House recon-
sider its action whereby it passed
House Order relative to Session
Laws for Members of the House.

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I rise to a point of order. Can we
reconsider the second time?

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman that the mo-
tion was specially assigned and was
placed as a reconsidering motion
within one legislative day of the
original action.

All those in favor of the motion
of the gentleman from Augusta,
Mr. Albert, for reconsideration will
say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Brooks,
Mr. Dickey.

Mr. DICKEY: I now move for
leave to withdraw this order, the
third today assigned matter.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House that leave to withdraw
this order be granted?

The motion prevailed and the or-
der was withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays
before the House a matter tabled
earlier in today’s session and spe~
cially assigned for later in today’s
session, Resolve to Reimburse
George Morong of Portland H. P.
401, L. D. 454, tabled by the gentle-
man from Bridgewater, Mr. Fine-
more pending second reading.

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

Mr. STEWART: Mr. Speaker, I
rise to a point of information.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.
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Mr. STEWART: I rise to a point
of information as to whether or
not there is a motion pending on
this resolve. If not, I move the
second reading of this resolve.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Stewart, moves
the second reading of this resolve.
Is this the pleasure of the House?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bridgewater, Mr. Fine-
more.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker, I
wasn’t expecting this, but could I
explain why I am holding this up
at this time?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may speak to the motion.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I was
told to leave this alone but I guess
I don’t know enough.

I have talked with a former mem-
ber of the Governor’s Council and
have been told that this proposal
of Mr. Morong’s, if that pronuncia-
tion is right, was taken up, and at
no time was he told to go ahead
with the proposal. In fact, the
Council thought this proposal had
been dropped until the bill of over
$4,043 was presented and was turned
down at that time by the Gover-
nor’s Council. At no time under any
circumstances had it been sug-
gested that he go ahead, therefore
I do not see any reason why this
claim should not be indefinitely
postponed, for this reason. They
even sent one councillor over to
Dana Point with the idea of looking
this over, and this councillor gave
very much attention to this special
item and came back and told the
Governor and the Council it was too
expensive to go along with.

I would like to read to you at
this time some of the expenses
which he put in which cover this
amount of $4000.

From June 17th to June 30th,
1951, a period of thirteen days, he
put in auto expense, two trips from
Portland to both reservations, 1300
miles at 10 cents per mile, $130.
Hotel expense on this trip, $25.00.
Telephone expense, $40, for that
number of days.

On July 1st, 2nd and 3rd, auto
expenses and hotel expenses while
checking buildings at Pleasant
Point and Dana Point, $100.
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July 8th, 9th and 10th, visit with
Ed Talberth, hotel meals and tele-
phone, $75. Telephone expense to
July other than the expense men-
tioned above, $68.

July 15th and 16th, auto expenses
again, conferences and investiga-
tion at Old Town in connection with
formulating program, $50.

July 27th and 28th, at REastport
in connection with advisability of
using Quonset huts at Quoddy Vil-
lage, $75. Expenses in connection
with furnishing lodging and travel-
ing expense between Portland and
Eastport, $200.

The month of August, 1951, auto
expenses $100, telephone expenses
$75, travel and meals $200.

The month of September, 1951,
expense in connection with experi-
mental workshop at South Port-
land $375, auto expense $100, tele-
phone expense $75. Expense for
lodging and meals for Indians, $150.
Salary for himself, $100.

The month of October, 1951, ex-
pense in connection with experi-
mental workshop at South Port-
land $300, automobile expense $100,
telephone expense $55.

And so on down through. We
will take the month of November
again because it is a little greater.
Expense in connection with experi-
mental shop $200, auto expense
$150, telephone expense $40, lodg-
ing and meals $200.

In my opinion somebody is driv-
ing a lot and having very good
meals, a lot better than we can
afford down here for the money
we get.

Then again in December for the
same thing, auto expense, tele-
phone and meals, $435. That is for
automobile expense, meals and
lodging.

It seems to me that this is quite
a bill which the State has no rea-
son to pay at all, because if any of
us today in this Legislature go
into business for ourselves, it
doesn’t make any difference what
kind of business it is, we do not
expect somebody to pay for our
business loss. That is just what
this is: we are paying for some-
one’s business loss., I will go so
far as to say if there had been a
profit of $4000 he would not have
brought it back to the State and
passed it to them, so I do not see
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any reason why we should pay this,
and at this time I move for the
indefinite postponement of this re-
solve.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore,
moves that Resolve to Reimburse
George Morong of Portland, (H. P,
401) (L. D. 454) be indefinitely
postponed.

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

Mr. STEWART: Mr. Speaker,
this is my little bill, reduced here
to the point of absurdity, I guess.
(Laughter) I think the gentleman
in going over the charges which
this gentleman has offered for con-
sideration does not take into ac-
count the fact that the Claims
Committee, in their wise and good
judgment, recommended a much
lesser sum to reimburse this gentle-
man than he put in a claim for.

Now the sum of money which
they awarded to him, judging from
the responses made to questions
this morning, the sum of $1200,
was based upon the amount which
this gentleman borrowed from the
bank and borrowed on insurance
policies in order to carry on this
work among the Indians. He bor-
rowed this sum of money, $1200, be-
cause he believed that he was given
some sort of go-ahead by the
Governor and Council to do some-
thing to work among the Indians.

He has continued over a period
of years a constructive program to
help the Indians. His work has
received national attention; it has
received the attention of the Maine
Council of Churches, and has re-
ceived their commendation in their
study of the work amongst the
Indians. It has been called to the
attention of the reading public in
America by an article in the Satur-
day Evening Post, in which, in
their analysis, they believe that he
has done as much amongst the
Indians as anyone in this country
has to aid them.

Before going into the question
about whether or not this matter
has been turned down by the
Governor and Council a couple of
times as was suggested this morn-
ing, I would like to quote from a
letter received from Frederick Allen
by the Committee on this matter, in
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which he analyzes the effect of the
work done by Mr. Morong amongst
the Indians. I crave your indul-
gence. I have spoken before you
once before today, but I hope you
will bear with me while I read
this letter.

“To the Legislative Committee on
Finance, 96th Legislature.
Gentlemen:

I would like to register my ap-
proval of the claim of George Mo-
rong before your committee at this
time. I regret that I am unable
to be in Augusta for the hearing
today, but would like to be recorded
as favoring passage of the resolve.

In my last two years as Chairman
of the Legislative Research Com-
mittee I had ample opportunity to
observe the work which Mr. Morong
did among the Indians. His work
was not only helpful but his atti-
tude was one of complete sincerity.
He attempted for the past several
years to promote and encourage
self-supporting projects and to gen-
erally lift the Indians out of their
depressed economic and social sta-
tus.

It is my understanding that he
was encouraged to carry out more
extensively this work by former
Governor Payne and his executive
council, although I understand no
funds were ever paid to Mr. Morong.

I do not presume to know the
legal aspects of the claim, but I do
feel that he rendered services which
should have been taken care of by
the State and that these services
were undertaken by him without
any idea of a profit to himself. My
endorsement of this claim is per-
sonal only and in no way should
be construed as having any official
status from the Legislative Research
Committee which did not consider
the matter at any time.

Respectfully submitted,
Frederick N. Allen”

I would like to call to the atten-
tion of the House a letter also re-
ceived in connection with this claim,
as I understand if, by Governor
Burton M. Cross. The letter was
directed to Governor Burton M.
Cross by former Governor Percival
P. Baxter. In that letter he stated
that he had gone over the matter
of the claim which Mr. Morong had
before this Legislature and that he
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believed that the claim was just
and that he sincerely hoped that
the Governor would do whatever
was in his power to facilitate the
granting of the claim brought be-
fore the Legislature.

Now the question has been raised
about whether or not this has been
turned down by the Governor and
Council. The answer is that it has
been turned down by the Governor
and Council. The reason is obvious.
The gentleman, prior to commenc-
ing his work, did not receive an
order in Council directing him to
do the work, and he based his going
ahead with the work upon his un-
derstanding of representations made
to him in a meeting of the Governor
and Council.

At that meeting he had some
question whether or not he could
go ahead just upon the basis of the
word expressed orally by the Gov-
ernor and apparently supported by
the <Council. A member of the
council, as I understand it, Council-
lor Lee Good, said to him, “You
have heard the Governor make the
statement in the presence of the
Council. Isn’t that good enough for
you?” Well, members, I think that
would be almost good enough for
me, and I believe that the gentle~
man was justified in going forward
with his work on that basis.

I understand in conversation with
some people in the legislative cor-
ridors today that the councillor to
whom these statements are attrib-
uted does not remember having
made them. Of course after a
period of a year or two years it is
quite possible that one might not
remember all that goes on before

meetings of the Governor and
Council.
But, to bring this matter into

focus, as to whether or not he did
receive any encouragement from
the Governor and Council, I would
like to bring to the attention of the
House an item from the Boston
Sunday Post, June 17, 1951, in which
the actions of the Governor and
Council are recorded. I believe that
is a United Press item.

“Augusta, Maine, June 16th.
Maine’s two Indian tribes, long
neglected in a manner described by
State officials themselves as dis-
graceful, will soon have a chance to
get back on their feet. Chiefly
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through the efforts of one man and
a white man at that, the Indians
are on the verge of getting their
longed-for break. The white man,
George H. Morong of Portland, and
a determined band of redmen des-
cended on Governor Frederick G.
Payne and his executive council re-
cently, and amid stinging indict-
ments of the State’s indifference to
their plight, presented the frame-
work of a long-range rehabilitation
program. Morong, fifty-year-old
steward of Portland’s swank Cum-
berland Club, has long been inter-
ested in the Indian problem and has
contributed his time and money in
aiding them. ‘The solution,” he said,
‘is to make the Indian self-support-
ing and thus provide him with a
steady income and restore his sense
of decency,” Morong told the Gov-
ernor and Council.

“The Portland man said he would
submit to the executive group at
their next meeting, June 27th, a
concrete plan and cost estimate for
helping the Indians once again to
become self-supporting. Specifically,
Morong wants to purchase industri-
al machinery and train the Indians
in manufacturing their native prod-
ucts, baskets, canoes and so forth.
A vast and substantial market exists
for these items, especially baskets,
according to Morong.”

Now here is a statement of Gov-
ernor Payne, and I would like to
have you heed it well in connec-
tion with the remarks made that
he did not receive any encourage-
ment to go ahead. “You bring us in
a program and assure us that you
will be willing to direct it,” Payne
told Morong, “and I do not think
you will have too much trouble
here.”

“Many of the Passamaquoddy and
Penobscot Indians now are State
wards. Morong estimates the ini-
tial cost of the program at three
thousand dollars, but I believe that
ten thousand dollars will be neces-
sary to really put this over.”

T have before me another press
item which I believe is an Associ-
ated Press item, which covers much
the same material as is incorporated
in this item which I believe is a
United Press article.

It is my belief that upon the basis
of these newspaper reports made
at the time of the hearing there



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, APRIL 16, 1953

is every evidence that he received
encouragement to go ahead with
the project to work amongst the
Indians. He did take money out
of his own pocket, he did borrow
money to go forward with this
program, he did get results. He is
supported in his claim by members
of the Indian tribes who swear by
him and state that he has done
more than any man to help to
bring about a condition where the
Indians of this State will be self-
supporting.

I have no personal interest in
this claim other than bringing this
matter in behalf of a constituent
who brought the matter to me.
Some suggestions have been made,
perhaps jokingly or otherwise, that
perhaps if the twelve hundred dol-
lars is granted that there will be
some fee to me for putting the
claim through. Actually, I did ap-
pear before the Governor and
Council and would be entitled to a
fee for that; but my judgment on
the matter was that since the Gov-
ernor and Council turned it down,
as I believe they had to, because no
order in council existed upon which
the claim was based, because the
matter was a proper matter for a
Claims Committee and because leg-
islative counsel must not be
amongst the membership of the
Legislature, for that reason I be-
lieve that it would be inappropri-
ate for me to seek any compensa-
tion for conducting the work in be-
half of Mr. Morong, and it was
never my thought or intention to
do so. And yet some people have
suggested that there might be some
kick-back to me if the claim re-
ceived favorable action by this Leg-
islature. I would deny that I have
ever entertained such a thought,
and I have no interest in the bill
other than bringing this bill in
behalf of a constituent.

It is my hope that you will give
this resolve its second reading at
this time, and that this gentleman
who has done much for the Indians
will receive a fitting reward from
the people of this State.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Cumber-
land, Mr. Call.

Mr. CALL: Mr, Speaker, may I
ask a question through the Chair?
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The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. CALL: Has this claim ever
been brought up before at the
Ninety-fifth Legislature while it was
still fresh in the minds of the
legislators at that time?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Stewart, may
answer if he so desires.

Mr. STEWART: Mr. Speaker, the
work was done in 1951 after the
time of the last legislative session,
so it has never been brought before
any legislature other than this one.

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I have
a question to ask.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. CHILDS: Did this report on
this claim come out of the com-
mittee unanimously “Ought to pass.”

The SPEAKER: The records so

state.
Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I
have this to say then. I certain-

ly believe that all of the facts were
presented to the Claims Committee
and they are much more aware of
the situation than we are. Now
I think we should occasionally go
along with committee reports, and
I therefore hope that the motion
to indefinitely postpone does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Madi-
son, Mr. Fogg.

Mr. FOGG: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Being a
member of the Claims Committee
I feel that I should say something
to defend the Claims Committee so
far as I am concerned anyway.

I realize that the remarks of the
gentleman from Bridgewater, Mr.
Finemore, sort of make the Claims
Committee look sort of foolish; but
I think the gentleman has cut one
small corner off of the picture and
says, “This picture is all black. To
prove it, look at this piece I have
here.”

Now we did go into this very
carefully; we considered every an-
gle of it; we boiled the whole claim
down considerably, I think we have
cut it down to $1200, as I recall, and
we did feel that the man had a just
claim for $1200, I think if this
thing was ever gone into much
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deeper it would sort of reflect a bad
light upon the Governor and his
Council who served previously, so
we have handled this thing as tact-
fully as we could.

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

Mr. ROUNDY: Mr. Speaker, I
talked with Mr. Morong a number
of times, and I certainly am of the
mind that he has a very great and
friendly interest for the Maine In-
dians. Certainly that is most com-
mendable so far as he is concerned.
I think we must take very much
into consideration as we are here
together the statement that was
made by former Senator Allen who
was definitely concerned in the
Research Committee, and whose
contact and whose word concern-
ing Mr. Morong ought to have
weight with us as we consider this
matter. Certainly as it is reduced
to the $1200 over against the tre-
mendous amount that was in the
earlier request, I think we would
be acting rightly and wisely if we
followed the direction of the com-
mittee in their recommendation,
and I think we would do a very real
injustice unless we went that far in
meeting this request.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bridge-
water, Mr. Finemore.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: It
seems that I am alone, but I am go-
ing to take just one or two more
minutes on this and then I will
stop right there.

I like Mr. Stewart’s idea in say-
ing, “Our poor, neglected Indians
in the State of Maine.” Our In-
dians in the State of Maine are a
long ways from being neglected.
I would like to tell you members of
the House right here and now,
from Portland and everywhere else,
it does not seem right for our own
people to go out and work the whole
week, our laboring class of people,
and when it comes Saturday night
take care of their families and pay
their rent, and the Indians of
Maine to work all the week for the
same wages while we, the people of
the State of Maine, pay their doc-
tors bills, we pay their hospital
expenses; we keep them after
Wednesday, Thursday and Triday
and Saturday and the next Sunday
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while they stay under the infiuence
of liquor. All their expenses are
handed to us. Whenever the In-
dian population of Maine is ex-
pecting a new baby they do not
come in and ask us, “Will you make
arrangements at the hospital for
us because we are not in a position
at present to pay for it,” but they
come in and tell us, they come in
and say, “Here, you make arrange-
ments for us at the hospital, you
make arrangements with the doc-
tors.”

In this Legislature you are ask-
ing for some ninety to a hundred
thousand dollars for the Indians
when their total population in
Maine is less than that of the little
small town which I came from. The
population of the two tribes in the
State of Maine is a little over 1200.

I will say here that it does not
seem right for us to pay a claim
that isn’t a claim, and this is not
a claim against the State of Maine
by any means. I will almost say I
will defy anyone to say it is a claim
against the State of Maine. I would
like to know since when the Legis-~
lature of the State of Maine is
paying claims just because the Sat-
urday Evening Post thinks they
are justified.

Another thing, today all of their
families when they have children
are under our ADC act. I was con-
tradicted on that, but that is never-
theless the truth.

I would like to read one of the
last paragraphs here where they
insinuate that the Governor might
have said something whereby he
was led to believe he was going to
get a refund from the State. This
is from one of Mr. Morong’s own
letters. He says: “I trust that the
Governor and Council will see fit
to reimburse me for my actual out-
of-pocket expenses as listed above.
I do not intend to continue this
work so far. There will be no fur-
ther expense inasmuch as I am con-
cerned. I feel that the program is
now sufficiently organized so that
the Indians will carry on themselves
from this point.”

I do not think they will carry on
from this point by any means, and
I believe that my motion to indefi-
nitely postpone should prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Medway,
Mr. Potter.
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Mr. POTTER: Mr. Speaker, as
Chairman of the Claims Committee,
I suppose that it would be my duty
to defend their actions. I dislike
very much to get into the middle of
a debate between my two very good
friends the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Stewart, and the gentle-
man from Bridgewater, Mr. Fine-
more.

The Committee felt that this bill
which Mr. Finemore read was gross-

ly padded. How much we didn’t
know, and as my colleague, the
gentleman from Madison, Mr.

Fogg, has explained, we cut it down
to $1,200. Whether we have cut it
down enough or whether we have
cut it down too much we don’t
know. We thought probably we
owed him something, that there was
some thought, as Mr. Finemore
says, that we don’t owe him, but we
thought that in order to be on the
safe side—we don’t like to have a
man go into something with appar-
ent consent of the Governor and
Council and lose money on it—that
probably $1,200 would be a fair
claim to pay, and you have heard
the arguments pro and con very
nearly as we heard them in the
Claims Committee, so you have
as much information as the commit-
tee had at the time of the hearing.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question before the House is on the
motion of the gentleman from
Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore, that
the Resolve to Reimburse George H.
Morong of Portland, (H. P. 401) (L.
D. 454) be indefinitely postponed.

As many as are in favor of the
motion to indefinitely postpone will
kindly rise and remain standing in
their places until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Twenty-six having voted in the
affirmative and seventy-three having
voted in the negative, the motion
did not prevail.

Thereupon, the Resolve was given
its second reading and was passed
to be engrossed and sent to the
Senate.

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

Out of order and under suspen-
sion of the rules the gentleman from
Liberty, Mr. Cole, presented an order
and moved its passage.
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The order was read by the Clerk
as follows:

WHEREAS, the House is informed
of the birth of a grandson on April
14, 1953, to Representative Emery
S. Dickey of Brooks;

AND WHEREAS, the members
of the House are much pleased and
wish to extend their heartiest con-
gratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Dickey;

BE IT ORDERED, that the baby
boy be named Bryan Lister Cox,
and that the Clerk of the House be
directed to send to Mr. Dickey an
attested copy of this ORDER.

The order received passage amid
the applause of the House.

Mr. Low of Rockland was granted
unanimous consent to address the
House.

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, this
morning, when I asked to table
L. D. 1388, An Act relating to the
Sales Tax on Motor Vehicles, I
mistakenly believed that we were
not going to have a session this
afternoon. Inasmuch as the figures
of which I spoke are now on our
desks, and since we probably have
more members on hand now than
we will have tomorrow, I ask unani-
mous consent, under suspension of
the rules and out of order, to take
up L. D. 1388.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Low, requests
unanimous consent to take up Legis-
lative Document 1388, Does the
Chair ‘hear objection? The Chair
hears none and the matter is before
the House.

The Chair recognizes the gentle~
man from Rockland, Mr. Low,

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker and Mem-
bers of the House: After I get
through speaking I am going to
make a motion, and I am not going
to particularly enjoy doing it be-
cause I have told many of my
neighbors that I thought the tax
on the trade-in of cars should be
taken off and I would try to help
do it. However, examination of the
financial condition of the State
indicates to me that this is simply
impossible.

The figures which you have before
you were prepared by the State
Controller and give effect to the
strong request of the Governor that
we should not appropriate in excess
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of $13,000,000 of sales tax money,
so that there would be a buffer of
$500,000 a year in case the yield
of the sales tax should go down
from its present level.

On this basis, if we pass L. D.
1388 In its present form, we will
have at least an exemption worth
twelve hundred thousand dollars,
and we will have to take the latest
report of the Appropriations Com-
mittee in which they have cut
already $700,000, we will have to
take that and cut $767,000 more. If
we pass a bill worth $900,000, we
will have to subtract from that
present report $432,000 more. And
if by any chance we indefinitely
postpone the bill, we will add to
the money available $432,000 which
can be used, if we so desire, to
restore some cuts or to take care
of L. D.s which should have pas-
sage.

It seems to me that if we make
such cuts as will be required by
this bill that we are going to seri-
ously affect the services of the
State. We are going to do that at
the expense, in favor, rather, of
the people who buy automobiles
who probably, or at least in my
opinion, are as able to pay the tax
as anybody in this State.

Therefore, Members, I move that
this bill be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Low, moves
that Bill “An Act relating to the
Sales Tax on Motor Vehicles”,
(S. P. 509) (L. D. 1388) be indef-
initely posponed.

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

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: These fig-
ures are very interesting. I have
been over them and I already had
them, and you also have before you
this document here that you have
had for some ten days or two weeks.

I want to prove to this House that
these figures, on this mparticular
paper here, with the discontinuing
or the repealing of the auto tax, or
the difference, are self-supporting.
I am going to prove it to you.

He 1is talking now about the
revenue of $13,505,000 and a cushion
of $500,000 shall be used. He has
neglected to tell you that we have,
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so far this year, on just two months’
revenue, the addition is 1952, Janu-
ary and February, sales of auto-
mobiles, $259,737.06. For the same
period January and February, 1953,
$344,589.99, a difference of $384,852.00.

Now I am going to show you how
it is self-supporting.

The difference in the new auto-
mobiles sold amounts to $950,000.
That is additional revenue expected
in 1953 over 1952’s revenues, at the
present rate of sales. We beat the
bill on casual sales which was
estimated by the automobile people
of $150,000, which I know by the
actual sales of cars registered in
the State was $126,000. It gives us
a net gain, at our present level, of
$824,000, that will take care of the
$900,000 which is estimated on the
sale of the loss of the automobiles.

Now he has two operating losses
here, one of $1,200,000 and one of
$767,000, based on $900,000 and
$1,200,000. These are just estimates,
and these here are actual figures.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Rockland,
Mr. Low.

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, I run a
store, and this story sounds to me
just as though I had a couple of
big days last week and went out
and hired five more clerks. You
cannot budget the State of Maine
on two months because they happen
to show a large increase. It may
well be the next two months will
show an equal decrease, and I just
do not think that is sound financing.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from West-
brook, Mr. Travis.

Mr. TRAVIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have a
question to ask the gentleman from
Rockland, Mr. Low. How does he
reconcile his figures with the esti-
mated general funds revenues of
$34,193,713 for 1953-54 and $34,213,025
for 1954-55 as reported to us April
15, by the Appropriations Com-
mittee.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Rockland,
Mr. Low, for the purpose of an-
swering the question only, if he
so desires.

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, I really

cannot answer that because I
haven’t studied that particular
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point but I do say that these fig-
ures came directly from the Con-
troller and I presume that the dif-
ference—for instance, one point is
that there are $300,000 reserved for
the L. D.s, and that would raise
$33,200,000 to $33,560,000. Well, I
don’t know, I just can’t answer that
but I take it for granted these fig-
ures are correct in principle if
they come from the Controller’s of-
fice.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Island
Falls, Mr. Crabtree.

Mr. CRABTREE: Mr. Speaker, it
seems as though we are getting
bogged down between the optimists
and the pessimists (Laughter).
There is one thing that stands out
fairly clear in my mind. ‘The
change in this automobile tax is
a very real threat to the people in
our hospitals; certainly to educa-
tionn, when we see $400,000 lopped
off already from our subsidy, from
the institutions, aid to dependent
children, $150,000, board and care of
neglected children—they have got
to lower the amount they pay for
boarding these poor kids. I cannot
go along with that by any manner
of means. I don’t believe this
State is in such dire condition that
we have got to neglect the people
in our institutions, or our schools.

I certainly want to go along,
with all the power and weight,
three hundred pounds, with the
gentleman from Rockland, Mr. Low,
in his motion.

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

Mr. ALBEE: Let me point out,
please, Mr. Speaker and Members
of the House, that it should be
pointed out that the anticipated
loss of revenue which would be in-
curred by the passage of this bill
would amount to $900,000. The es-
timated additional sales tax income
in 1953 totalled $950,000. There is
logical and sound basis for the es-
timates contained herein. Regis-
tration and sales tax revenues thus
far, in 1953, bear witness as to the
reasonableness of these estimates.
Furthermore, there will be substan-
tial excess revenue over anticipat-
ed expenditures, as is noted above,
to absorb whatever deficiency there
might be, and I hope that the gen-
tleman’s motion does not prevail.
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The SPEAKER: The
pending before the House—

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr. Ful-
ler.

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker, I
think it boils down to very simple
terms. The time has come when
we must be very realistic. If we
want to abate the automobile tax,
we have got to go home and tell
the people back home that we have
cut our educational subsidy and
our hospital aid and our aid to de-
pendent children. We cannot have
our cake and eat it too. I think
that it is as simple as that. If you
want to abate the tax on automo-
biles, then you have got to expect
to take a cut in the services that
the State of Maine renders. It is
just that simple. If you go along
with the tax, or indefinitely post-
pone the tax, some of the services
probably can be restored, and if you
don’t want the services, well then
don’t vote to indefinitely postpone
the tax.

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

Mr. TRAFTON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I believe
that the gentleman from South
Portland (Mr. Fuller) has stated
the issue correctly. I also believe
that there are many of our folks at
home, when they have discussed
this bill, who would have talked
differently if they had realized that
it meant cutting essential services
or some of the additional things
that are before us.

Particularly close to my heart is
a bill to increase the aid to elderly
school teachers. If the tax abate-
ment is granted, that goes out the
window, and I think that we owe
the elderly schoolteachers some-
thing and there are other groups
similarly. Before abating the tax,
consider those groups.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New
Sharon, Mr. Caswell.

Mr. CASWELL: Mr. Speaker, I
would ask when the vote is taken,
that it be taken by the yeas and
nays.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bruns-
wick, Mr. Senter.

question



1298

Mr. SENTER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As it has
been pointed out here, if this mo-
tion to indefinitely postpone pre-
vails, each one of us in the House
may see some particular depart-
ment or project that we are vitally
interested in cut, but I think of
more importance is the fact that
we keep faith, that we keep faith
with the citizens of this State.

Now we were told, and I read it
from the record some time ago,
that in the opinion of the State
Tax Assessor the sales tax on cars
would be on the net amount paid,
not on the gross amount paid, and
the Ninety-fifth Legislature voted
for the sales tax, believing that
was true, and the citizens of the
State were led to believe that that
was the case.

Now I believe that we have a
solemn obligation to correct that
error. I believe that we can and
should live within our income, with-
in that income that we have a right
to expect and that we should have,
and I firmly believe that this
amount suggested, of $900,000, is
money that the State should not
have.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Warren,
Mr. McCluskey.

Mr. McCLUSKEY: Mr. Speaker,
I would like to ask a question
through the Chair of the Chairman
of the Appropriations Committee.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. McCLUSKEY: Mr. Speaker,
isn’t it true that with cuts, as
indicated by the Appropriations
Committee, that all of these de-
partments in most cases have still
more money allotted to them these
next two years than they had in
the last two years?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Warren, Mr. McCluskey, di-
rects a question through the Chair
to the Chairman of the Appropri-
ations and Financial Affairs Com-
mittee of the House. The gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Jacobs, may
answer if he so desires.

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to the question, we find,
upon having the heads of the de-
partments come before us for mon-
ey with which to run their depart-
ments for the next two years, their
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expenses have been increased over
two years ago, and that is the
reason.

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker —

The SPEAKER: For what purpose
does the gentleman from Rockland,
Mr. Low, seek recognition?

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, I am
able to answer Mr. Travis, and I
ask unanimous consent to do so.

The SPEAKER: Does the Chair
hear objection to the gentleman
proceeding? The Chair hears none
and the gentleman may proceed.

Mr. LOW: The reason these fig-
ures do not jibe is that the esti-
mated general fund revenue of $33,-
693,000 has cut out of it the half
million dollars which has been set
up as a buffer.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Hebron,
Mr. Bearce.

Mr. BEARCE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I did not
intend to say anything this after-
noon, but in answer to the gentle-
man from Brunswick, Mr. Senter,
I feel that I must say one thing.
‘We have heard quite a bit about our
obligations to keep faith with our
constituents. Now any man in this
House or any woman in this House
who has made a promise to his or
her constituents is certainly obli-
gated to keep it, but that same
gentleman or gentlewoman cannot
bind me by a statement that he or
she made to their constituents. I
made no such statement. Some of
you have. You should stick to
your promise.

We at present are considering a
tax bill. We should consider it as
of today. What happened two
years ago has nothing to do with
it. I am not so skilled in figures
as my friend, the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Albee, but I can see
that if we pass this bill in such a
way that we cut off $900,000 or
$1,000,000 from our income, we have
got to find that money somewhere
else or cut our appropriation.

Now personally I am a whole lot
more concerned with keeping faith
with our children and our old peo-
ple and our hospitals than I am
with the people who buy automo-
biles. If I buy an automobile, I will
pay the tax. If you buy an auto-
mobile, it is up to you to pay the
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tax. The tax is on the thing you
buy. It doesn’t make a bit of dif-
ference to me whether you pay for
it in cash, cash in a car or cash
in a note or cash in a load of po-
tatoes; I don’t care; the tax is on
the thing you buy.

I certainly hope that you will go
along with the genfleman from
Rockland (Mr. Low) and the gen-
tleman from Island Falls (Mr. Crab-
tree).

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman.

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr Speaker and
Members of the House: I am just
as anxious, probably, as the rest
of you to try and understand the
figures presented to us, both Mr.
Low’s and Mr. Albee’s, but speaking
for myself only I would like, first,
to put the horse before the cart
and I will explain what I mean by
that statement.

We have in front of us the possi-
bility, suggested by the Appropria-
tions Committee, of lopping off
$700,000 in round figures each year.
I have yet to hear expressed in the
House the sentiment as to whether
or not the House will go along with
these cuts. It seems to me, and I
have a very strong suspicion, that
the House will not go along
with $700,000 cuts across the board,
and if you will not, I think you
should: first reach such decisions as
to what you are going to do with
those suggested cuts before you
decide on this sales tax bill. Now
I may be wrong, but it does seem
to me that the intelligent procedure
would be to table your decision on
your automobile sales tax until you
have decided whether you are going
to accept the suggested cuts across
the board by the Appropriations
Committee so that you will know
how much leeway you have got, and
for purposes of debate I will so
make that motion, that we table.

Mr. SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, moves
that Legislative Document 1388 lie
on the table unassigned, pending
enactment. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

(Calls of “No™)

As many as are in favor will
please say aye; those opposed will
say no.
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A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from White-
field, Mr. Chase.

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Again I
state: If we go back to the Gover-
nor’s budget, we can afford to rid
ourselves of this unfair tax. We
have heard so much about cutting.
The only cutting that we would
have to do would be the proposed
services arranged for by this out-
rageous appropriations bill. I think
it is time that we stopped to con-
sider the taxpayer. I certainly hope
that the motion to indefinitely post-
pone does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Fuller.

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: My first
point is that we cannot go back to
the ‘Governor’s budget anyway be-
cause didn’t we hear last night that
there was an error in the budget
that caused it to be out of whack
for a number of hundred thousand
dollars?

The second thing is: We talk
about cutting the budget. Where
are we going to cut? Take this gen-
eral subsidy in the Educational De-
partment. I won’t believe until I
actually see it that the votes can
be mustered here in the House to
cut $200,000 a year from the educa-
tional subsidy. Why? Because that
is the subsidy that helps to pay for
the education of the municipalities
that are least able to maintain
their own schools. If you want to cut
some amount like that from the
part of the budget dealing with edu-
cation, that isn’t going to hurt the
city of Bangor, perhaps, too badly.
We could go along with that, but
it is going to cut some of these
smaller municipalities terribly. I
don’t believe that the votes are here
to do that. That is 'why I am afraid
this exemption on the tax on auto-
mobiles and trucks will have to be
defeated and this bill will have to be
indefinitely postponed, whether I
like it or not.

Now of course I would like to do
something for the automotive people
because Penobscot county pays the
second highest amount of taxes in
that category in the State. Cum-
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berland county is the only one
ahead of us. Of course I would like
to see that tax removed. I don’t
see how I can vote to remove it be-
cause in the first place we have
one of the largest general hospitals
in the State in our county. If we
start to cut the hospital aid appro-
priation, how are we going to keep
that hospital operating? If we start
to cut from the educational part of
the budget, how are we going to
keep some of the schools operating
in some of our smaller communi-
ties?

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

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would like
to ask the House for a moment or
two to consider what your position
might have been if the appropria-
tions bill had not been presented to
you at the time that it was, or,
rather, if you still had not seen the
appropriations bill, what would be
your Yposition?

Now it seems to me that we
have resolved ourselves into this
frame of mind: We have seen the
appropriations bill, and although
it was attacked and justly so—that
is democracy—you have said to
yourselves inwardly: “That is just
what I want. It is very satisfac-
tory to education; it is very satis-
factory to everything else” And
you now talk about cuts. There
isn’t a single item in the appro-
priations bill that you are cutting,
if you want to adopt the net tax
bill; you are still giving them much
more than they ever had before in
their lives. So it isn’t a matter of a
cut from the actuality; it is a mat-
ter of cutting from an appropria-
tions bill which two weeks ago you
thought was too high.

Now as far as I am concerned,
personally, it makes no difference.
I am under obligation to no auto-
mobile dealer or to no person to
take that side of the case, and I
have so stated previously, but I be-
lieve in it. I believe it is right, and
I believe that our obligation to the
public today, tomorrow and for the
remainder of this session is to
show them that we have not devel-
oped a mind that is trying to take
every last nickel, whether we take
it rightly or wrongly, and keep it,
that we should recognize that they
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are the taxpayers, and if there are
savings that can be made, leave
them in their pockets. If you once
collect them, I am darned sure they
will be expended.

I hope that you will not indefi-
nitely postpone this tax bill. Again
I hope you will consider amend-
ments which will be offered, and if
you feel that you wish to reduce
the loss of revenue to the State by
some minor compromise, consider
that, but first consider once and
for all whether you are economy-
minded, as I have been led to be-
lieve that you were, or whether you
desire to expend every nickel that
can possibly be extracted from the
public.

I hope the motion does not pre-
vail,

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Pitts-
field, Mr. Cianchette.

Mr. CIANCHETTE: Mr, Speaker,
I would like to review a few of the
statements that I made last night.
I would not do that but for the fact
that only about half of the mem-
bers here now were here last night.

I am glad to see that we have
finally started to face the issues
here. I haven’t heard as much
comment today upon the matter of
principle and fairness and equity
that lies in this sales tax as it ap-
plies to motor vehicles. When this
question was discussed the other
day at some length, the primary or
the over-riding point why these
exemptions should be made was
the fact that it was fair and equi-
table that they should be made, as
a matter of principle, they should be
made. I haven’'t heard so much
about that since we have had the
Appropriations Committee’s sug-
gestions as to what will happen if
we follow those principles. There
seems to be some compromise of
principles now.

I think the gentleman from
Limestone, Mr. Burgess, has stated
the issues, and it comes to this:
Do we want to reduce our taxes or
do we want to reduce our services?
I think that is the whole issue be-
cause certainly if we reduce the
taxes, we have got to reduce the
services. We discussed the ques-
tion of the services that the State
woud provide the other day. I
was against some of them, but the
majority, overwhelmingly, felt that
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they wanted to go along with the
Appropriations Committee’s recom-
mendations nearly as they came out
of the committee; therefore it
seemed to me that this House
wanted to continue those services,
wanted to increase the services to
the extent that the Appropriations
Committee recommended them.
Therefore there is nothing left to
do but to reduce the taxes. Now
we are at that point.

Now it has been suggested that
this bill should be kept and then
amended, and the suggestions that
I have heard are to amend it so
that it applies to passenger cars or
possibly to passenger cars, trucks
and farm {ractors, unregistered.
There again certainly the question
of principle goes out the window,
and we come back to a question of
expediency or revenue,

Now, if anybody can explain to
me the logic and the equity and
matter of principle involved in
charging only on the net difference
on passenger cars, trucks and non-
registered farm tractors, and not
charging it, or charging on the
whole price of registered farm trac-
tors or other tractors or whizzer
bicycles or any other motor vehi-
cle, I perhaps could go along with
that amendment when it comes,
but certainly there is no logic in
that, as I can see it.

Now if we simply want less reve-
nue, let us reduce the sales tax to
1% per cent or whatever you think
it would require, or, if we want
these services, certainly we have
got to keep the revenue as it is now,
and it seems to me that we have got
to indefinitely postpone this bill
and go on from there.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from West-
brook, Mr. Travis.

Mr. TRAVIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I did not
intend to say anything further on
this bill but I feel that a lot of
us are overlooking one fundamental
fact, that we represent the people.
Do the people want us to raise
taxes? Obviously not. Do they want
us to pass an appropriations bill
which will necessitate increased
taxes? Obviously not. I personally
feel that L. D. 1388 as its stands
is too broad but I feel that an
amendment which will be presented
later will bring it down to a level
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which we can afford and we can
then go along and reduce taxes
and maintain essential services. I
hope that the motion to indefinitely
postpone does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Rockland, Mr.
Low, that Senate Paper 509, Legis-
lative Document 1388, Bill “An Act
relating to the Sales Tax on Motor
Vehicles”, be indefinitely postponed.
The gentleman from New Sharon,
Mr. Caswell, has requested a roll
call. In order for the vote to he
taken by the yeas and nays it
requires the consent of one-fifth
of the members present.

As many as are in favor of hav-
ing the vote taken by the yeas and
nays will kindly rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

Obviously more than one-fifth of
the members having arisen the yeas
and nays are ordered.

The question before the House
is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Rockland, Mr. Low, that
Legislative Document 1388 be in-
definitely postponed. As many as
are in favor of indefinite postpone-
ment of the bill will say yes when
the Clerk calls the roll; those op-
posed will say no. The Clerk will
call the roll.

Mr. DeBECK of Holden: Mr.
Speaker —
The SPEAKER: For what pur-

pose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DeBECK: I would ask, Mr.
Speaker, if you would just put that
question once more.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair will
be happy to try to do so. The
question before the House is on
the motion of the gentleman from
Rockland, Mr. Low, that Legisla-
tive Document 1388 be indefinitely
postponed. When the roll is called,
those who are in favor of indefinite
postponement will answer to their
names by saying yes; those who
are opposed to indefinite postpone-
ment of Legislative Document 1388
will answer the roll by responding
no.

The House will be in order and
the Clerk will call the roll.

ROLL CALL
YEA—Anderson, Archer, Bearce,

Berry, Bibber, Billings. Boston, Brock-
way; Brown, Bangor; Brown, Robbin-
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ston; Butler, Campbell, Christie,
Cianchette, Cormier, Crabtree, Cur-
rier, Denbow, Dennis, Dostie, Emer-
son, Ferguson, Fickett, Fitanides,
Fogg, Ford; Fuller, Bangor; Fuller,
South Portland; Gates, Gilman, Gos-
line, Gowell, Hand, Hanson, Harnden,
Henry, Hussey, Jacobs, Lord, Lovely;
Low, Rockland; Low, South Portland;
Martin, Eagle Lake; Morris, Murray,
O’Dell, Peterson, Rogerson, Roundy,
Scott, Wales; Smith, Stanley; Stewart,
Portland; Story, Trafton, Vaughan,
Watson, Whitney, Willey, Williams,
Wylie.

NAY—Abbott, Albee, Albert, Alden,
Bailey, Beal, Buckley, Burgess, Call,
Carter, Caswell, Cates, Caverly; Center,
Standish; <Chase, Childs, Clements,
Cole, Cote, Curtis, Davis, DeBeck,
Dicker, Dickey, Edwards, Evans, Fine-
more, Frechette, Hilton, Jalbert, Jew-
ett, Kelly, Lane, Larrabee, Latno,
Lawry, Legard, Letourneau, Ludwig,
Macomber, Madore; Martin, Augusta;
McCluskey, McGlauflin, Moulton,
Nadeau, Osborne, Potter, Pullen, Rich,
Riley, Roberts, Robinson, Sanford;
Scott, Alfred; Seaward; Senter, Bruns-
wick; Small, Stanwood, Steeves;
Stewart, Paris; Tardif, Taylor, Ton-
dreau, Totman, Travis, Tupper, Tur-
ner, Tuttle, Wadleigh, Walker, West,
Whiting, Woodcock.

ABSENT—Baldic, Couture, Cyr,
Dodge, Dorsey, Downing, Dumais,
Duquette, Gardner, Higgins, Keay,

Kimball, Ready, Reynolds, Winchen-
paw.

Yea 61, Nay 74, Absent 15.

The SPEAKER: Sixty-one hav-
ing voted in the affirmative and
seventy-four having voted in the
negative, fifteen being absent, the
motion to indefinitely postpone does
not prevail.

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

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have just
promised my good seat mate, the
gentleman from Pranklin, Mr. But-
ler, that I would have no more to
say on the merits of this tax bill
but I do have before me House
Amendment “E”, which I would like
the opportunity of offering and I
do not believe that it has anything
to do with the merits of net taxa-
tion at all. Tt is simply being
offered as a compromise, if you
wish, on the amount you wish to
reduce the revenue to the State.

Now, if my understanding of
parliamentary procedure is correct,
it would require a two-thirds vote
of those voting to suspend the rules
in order that we might reconsider
our action and may I point out
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that if you wish to leave this meas-
ure as it now stands with estimates
from $900,000 to $1,200,000 as to loss
of revenue to the State then I hope
you will vote against my motion
to reconsider. But, if you wish to
consider a compromise which is
based — I think I am correct in
stating — which is based upon what
our good Governor feels is adequate
and would keep the campaign
pledges of some of our Ileading
officials, then you might wish to
consider this House Amendment

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, if I am
now in order, I would move sus-
pension of the rules in order that
this item, — pardon me, until I
get the — Item 14, L. D. 1388. I
will restate my motion: I now move
that the House reconsider its action
whereby L. D. 1388 was passed to
be engrossed for the purpose of
offering an amendment.

The SPEAKER: The Chair under-
stands that the gentleman from
Iimestone, Mr. Burgess, moves that
the House suspend its rules in order
that he may move to reconsider the
previous action of the House. A
two-thirds vote is necessary for
suspension of the rules.

As many as are in favor of the
motion that the rules be suspended
at this time in order that recon-
sideration may take place later will
kindly rise and remain standing in
their places until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had,

Ninety-one having voted in the
affirmative and three having voted
in the negative, the motion to
suspend the rules prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair under-
stands that the gentleman from
Limestone, Mr. Burgess, moves that
the House reconsider its action
whereby it passed to be engrossed
Bill “An Act relating to the Sales
Tax on Motor Vehicles,” Senate
Paper 509, Legislative Document
1388. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Caribou, Mr. Currier.

Mr. CURRIER: Mr. Speaker, I
have been passed and engrossed and
laid on the table so much that I
do not know just where I am at
the present time but there is a
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question I -would like to ask if
possible. Do we have an amend-
ment that takes care of passenger
automobiles only, as a point of
information?

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
have to state that there is no
amendment before the House at
this time. In all fairness, the Chair
believes it should state that in
order to entertain an amendment
this procedure seems to be necessary
if the House desires to go along
with it.

Is it now the pleasure of the
House that on motion of the gentle-
man from Limestone, Mr. Burgess,
the House reconsider its action
whereby it passed to be engrossed
Legislative  Document 1388 as
amended?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair now
recognizes the gentleman from
Limestone, Mr. Burgess.

Mr. BURGESS: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker, for keeping me straight.
I now offer House Amendment “E”
to Legislative Document 1388 and
move its adoption.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Limestone, Mr, Burgess, offers
House Amendment “E” to Legis-
lative Document 1388 and moves its

adoption. The <Clerk will read
House Amendment “E”,
The CLERK:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “E” to S.
P. 509, L. D. 1388, Bill “An Act Re-
lating to the Sales Tax on Motor
Vehicles.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all after the enacting clause and in-
serting in place thereof, the follow-
ing:

‘Sec. 1. R. S,, ¢. 14-A § 2, amended.
Section 2 of chapter 14-A of the
revised statutes, as enacted by sec-
tion 1 of chapter 250 of the public
laws of 1951, is hereby amended by
inserting in alphabetical order the
following new paragraphs, to read
as follows:

¢ “Farm tractor” includes any un-
registered tractor used exclusively
on farms.

‘“Motor vehicle” includes any
vehicle subject to registration under
the motor vehicle laws of the state.

Sec. 2. R. S, c. 14-A, § 10-A, addi-
tional. Chapter 14-A of the revised
statutes, as enacted by section 1 of
chapter 250 of the public laws of
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1951, is hereby amended by adding
thereto a new section to be num-
bered 10-A, to read as follows:

‘Sec. 10-A Tax only upon differ-
ence between sale price of purchased
motor vehicle or farm tractor and
sale price of vehicle or vehicles or
farm tractor or tractors traded in.
When one or more motor vehicles or
farm ftractors are traded in toward
the sale price of another motor
vehicle or farm f{ractor, the tax
imposed by the provisions of this
chapter shall be levied only upon
the difference between the sale price
of the purchased motor vehicle or
farm tractor and the sale price of
the meotor vehicle or vehicles or
farm {tractor or tractors taken in
trade.’

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
state that House Amendment “E”
appears to be in the form of a sub-
stitute. It is important to perfect
the substitute by desired amend-
ments before the question of agree-
ing to it is voted on. The Chair
will also state that the Chair is
in a position to entertain other
amendments to Legislative Docu-
ment 1388.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Woolwich, Mr. Bailey.

Mr. BAILEY: Mr. Speaker, 1 shall
have to admit that I am somewhat
confused in this but as I under-
stand in 1388 farm tractors and
trucks are in the same category as
the automobile. Do I understand
that this amendment would cut out
the sales tax on the farm tractor
and leave the reduction wholly on
the automobile, if this Amendment
“E” is accepted?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Woolwich, Mr. Bailey, requests
information.

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

Mr. BURGESS: Section 10-A of
the amendment, if I may be per-
mitted to read it, says: “Tax only
upon difference between sale price
of purchased motor vehicle or farm
tractor and sale price of vehicle or
vehicles or farm tractor or tractors
traded in.”

As I understand this amendment,
it proposes that all motor vehicles
subject to registration plus farm
tractors would go on the net tax
basis.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bridge-
water, Mr. Finemore.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker, is
this amendment debatable now or
is it going to be laid to one side for
the time being?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker, I
have been told to go along with the
gentleman from Limestone, Mr.
Burgess, because his legislation is
usually good legislation but I dis-
pute that here. It says: “‘Farm
tractor’ includes any unregistered
tractor used exclusively on farms.”
I can’t go along with this because,
just roughly, in my town, I just
figured it out here, we have 78
farmers and we have 43 tractors in
our town that have been regis-
tered, and the only reason they are
registered is for snow plowing their
own potato houses, but they have
to register them in order to snow
plow their own potato houses. In
registering, they are paying the
State a registration fee which would
seem very unfair here and, in fact,
it might be somewhat more work to
the Secretary of State in issuing
licenses.

And one other thing I would like
to state here, it says: “‘Motor ve-
hicle’ includes any vehicle subject
to registration under the motor ve-
hicle laws of the state.” That is
kind of a vicious act, I would say,
because a lot of these companies
who buy trucks to use in the woods
use expensive trucks and motor
vehicles which are never registered
under the State of Maine law.
They pay the excise tax and forget
about the registration for the sim-
ple reason that they are not going
to be used on the State of Maine
highways. And to go along with
that, there are some of the con-
struction companies, the bigger
construction companies in the State
of Maine, who buy trucks and mo-
tor vehicles that are used upon the
job on air bases and so on and so
forth that are not registered under
the State of Maine. They pay the
excise tax and leave them on the
air bases or places of construction,
still and all they are not regis-
tered. Therefore, they do not have
to pay a sales tax. If it is right to
have a motion at this time, I make
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a motion that House Amendment
“E” be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore,
moves that House Amendment “E”
offered by the gentleman from
Limestone, Mr. Burgess, be in-
definitely postponed.

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

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, may
I call the attention of the gentle-
man from Bridgewater, Mr. Fine-
more, to Section 1, paragraph 2,
which I believe will explain the
situation with respect to farm
tractors. It specifically states:
“‘Farm tractor’ includes any un-
registered tractor used exclusively
on farms.”” May I further state
that I have no issue as to whether
or not you do adopt this amend-
ment. It is only offered to deter-
mine whether you wish to make a
compromise reduction in your reve-
nue.

I may further state that I am of
the opinion that if you see fit to
accept this that your appropriations
bill plus the recommendations which
the committee recommended in the
way of cuts to absorb the reduction
will bring your budget closely to
balance. You still have on the table
another tax bill which I am in
hopes will be enacted to be just and
fair, which would, I believe, pro-
vide ample reserve to the State.
That has nothing to do with the
merits or demerits of this.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Swed-
en, Mr. Moulton.

Mr. MOULTON: Mr. Speaker, I
rise to ask a question.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. MOULTON: Mr. Speaker, if
I am correct you can license a farm
tractor in two ways. You can license
a farm tractor for a $2.00 fee for
agricultural use only but you can
use that tractor on the highway, not
to work on anything except farm
work, but you can go from farm
to farm or different places on the
road with it.

Does this amendment include a
farm tractor used wholly for agri-
cultural purposes where it has a
strictly farm license on it?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Sweden, Mr, Moulton, requests
information.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Dover-Foxcroft, Mr. San-
ford.

Mr. SANFORD: Mr. Speaker, I
think that the gentleman from
Limestone, Mr. Burgess, has al-
ready answered that question. Xe
said: “ ‘Farm tractor’ includes any
unregistered tractor” but a “‘motor
vehicle’ includes any vehicle subject
to registration.” I think that an-
swers the gentleman’s question.

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from New
Limerick, Mr. Hand.

Mr. HAND: Mr.
sure it was mnot intentional, but
under the definition of ‘“motor
vehicle” which includes any vehicle
subject to registration under the
motor vehicle laws of the state, I
think you will find that trailers,
wheel bikes, motorcycles and several
items would be included in this ex-
emption that probably were never
intended.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Bridgewater,
Mr. Pinemore, that House Amend-
ment “E” be indefinitely postponed.

As many as are in favor of indefi-
nite postponement of House Amend-
ment “E” to Legislative Document
1388 will kindly rise and remain
standing in their places until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A division of the House was had.

Fifty-four having voted in the af-
firmative and fifty-nine having
voted in the negative, the motion to
indefinitely postpone House Amend-
ment “E” did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House at this time is on
the adoption of House Amendment
“E”, which the Chair rules is in
the nature of a substitute. Final
action on House Amendment “E”
should not be taken if there are
amendments to be offered to House
Amendment “E” in the nature of a
substitute. At this time, the Chair
could also entertain amendments to
Legislative Document 1388, itself.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brewer, Mr. Archer.

Mr. ARCHER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: We have
just voted to accept another exemp-
tion, to go along with the exemp-
tions that we are already asking.

Speaker, I am

1305

Now, if we are going to accept two
or three exemptions out of the
whole field of our sales tax for the
special purpose of net sales, that is,
exemption on the difference, I do
not see why we should take any
particular thing. Why don’t we take
farm machinery, why don’t we take
washing machines, why don’t we
take refrigerators and everything
else, in other words, include every-
thing?

Therefore, I will present House
Amendment “C” and move its adop-
tion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Brewer, Mr. Archer, offers
House Amendment “C” to Legisla-
tive Document 1388 and moves its
adoption. The Clerk will read House
Amendment “C”.

The CLERK:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “C” to S.
P. 509, L. D. 1388, Bill “An Act re-
lating to the Sales Tax on Motor
Vehicles.”

Amend said Bill by striking out in
the title the words “on Motor
Vehicles”

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of section 1.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out, at the beginning of the
3rd paragraph, the underlined ab-
breviation and figure “Sec. 2.”

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of that part designated
“Sec. 10-A.” and inserting in place
thereof the following:

‘Sec. 10-A, Tax only upon dif-
ference between sale price of any
item of tangible personal property
and sale price of any such item
traded in. When one or more items
of tangible personal property are
traded in toward the sale price of
another such item, the tax imposed
by the provisions of this chapter
shall be levied only upon the differ-
ence between the sale price of the
purchased item and the sale price
paid to the purchaser for the itém
or items traded in.

The SPEAKER.: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Island
Falls, Mr. Crabitree.

Mr. CRABTREE: Mr. Speaker,
why, yes, I think this is a good
motion on the same principle
exactly. Let’s go along with it. I
think T will go along with it. Now,
let’s dig right down deep in hos-
pitals, take out some more dough
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and further go ahead and reduce
education, institutions, A.D.C. they
are going to get along some 'way.
Maybe they can live on grass or
something. The principle is just
exactly the same. If we are in
the exemption business, let’s go
right to it, I think this is the same
principle. I would like to go right
along with it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from White-
field, Mr. 'Chase.

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker and

Members of the House: I believe
this amendment is just another
move to confuse the issue. I there-

fore move the indefinite postpone-
ment of the amendment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Whitefield, Mr. Chase, moves
that House Amendment “C” be in-
definitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Moose River Plantation,
Mr. Watson.

Mr. WATSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I think this
is fair. I want to go along with
the gentleman from Brewer (Mr.
Archer). I think this is the only
fair amendment we have had here.
If it is fair to take the tax off of
automobiles, let’s take it off every-
thing. As my good friend, the
gentleman from Island Falls, Mr.
Crabtree, said, I think these insti-
tutions, everybody says they can get
along without anything, cut the
employees down, cut everybody
down. We don’t need money so
let’s go along with this.

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

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I trust that
we will use a little sanity here and
go along on sort of a paying basis
rather than a lot of foolishness. I
was talking out in the corridor
today with a gentleman, I won’t
even mention his name, who said:
“I will fix them all so that they
will never get anything through.”
And I think that this is one of the
things that is coming along now.
They are taking it all out and
cutting the heart out of the thing.
We are trying to do a job here and
as somebody mentioned today we
are going to stay here until the
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Fourth of July and if we continue
as we are we will be here until
next January. Now, if we continue
on at the rate we are going now,
we have got a special session as I
mentioned in 1949 when they dis-
agreed with me. If we are going
to have it now, this amendment, I
move its indefinite postponement,
it’s a joke.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Dover-
Foxcroft, Mr. Sanford.

Mr. SANFORD: Mr. Speaker, I
have no argument on the fairness
of this amendment but I am quite
sure that it is estimated that it
costs two million and a half and
I don’t believe we can stand that.

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

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Whitefield, Mr. Chase, will say aye;
those opposed will say no.

A viva voce vote being doubted,
a division of the House was had.

Seventy-eight having voted in the
affirmative and forty-six having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed and House Amendment
“C” was indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from White-
field, Mr. Chase.

‘Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, I now
move the adoption of House Amend-
ment “E”.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
state in all fairness that House
Amendment “E” is in the nature
of a substitute and that final action
on House Amendment “E” would
preclude any amendments to House
Amendment “E” and at the same
time would exclude any amend-
ments to Legislative Document 1388.

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

Mr. TRAFTON: Mr. Speaker, I
request unanimous consent to ad-
dress the ‘House.

The SPEAKER: Does the Chair
hear objection to the request of
the gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Trafton, to address the House? The
Chair hears none and the gentle-
man may proceed.
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Mr. TRAFTON: It seems to me,
Mr. Speaker and Members of the
House, that we are trying to put
the horse back again before the
cart. There is also a possibility that
people will want to amend this
amendment before it is passed. I
therefore move that further con-
sideration at this time on this
measure be tabled.

(Calls of “No” and “Yes”)

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Trafton, moves
that further consideration of House
Amendment “E” to Senate Paper
509, Legislative Document 1388, An
Act relating to the Sales Tax on
Motor Vehicles and of Legislative
Document 1388 be tabled and un-
assigned. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

As many as are in favor of the
motion to table will kindly rise and
remain standing in their places
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Fifty-eight having voted in the
affirmative and {fifty-six having
voted in the negative, the motion
prevailed and the Bill with ac-
companying papers was tabled
pending adoption of House Amend-
ment “E”.

The SPEAKER: The House will
be in order. The Clerk has two
notices to read.

On motion of Mr. Dickey of
Brooks, the House voted to take
from the table the thirty-ninth
tabled and unassigned matter, Sen-
ate Report “Ought to pass” as
amended by <Committee Amend-
ment “A” of the Committee on
Business Legislation on Bill “An
Act relating to Real Estate Brokers
and Salesmen”, Senate Paper 26,
Legislative Document 14, tabled on
April 8 by the same gentleman
pending acceptance of the Report
in concurrence.

On further motion of Mr. Dickey,
the “Ought to pass” as amended
by Committee Amendment “A” Re-
port was accepted in concurrence
and the Bill was given its two
several readings.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to S. P. 26, L. D. 14, Bill “An Act
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Relating to Real Estate Brokers
and Salesmen.”

Amend said bill by striking out
the underlined words “satisfactory”
and “equivalent” in the 17th line
and the underlined word “thereto”
in the 18 line of that part desig-

nated “Sec. 4.”

Further amend said bill by strik-
ing out all of section 3 thereof.

Further amend said bill by in-
serting the underlined word ‘satis-
factory’ after the underlined words
‘evidence of’ in the 17th line of
that part designated “Sec. 4.

Committee Amendment “A” was
adopted in concurrence and the
Bill was assigned for third reading
tomorrow.

On motion of Mr. Hussey of
Windsor, the House voted to take
from the table the sixteenth tabled
and unassigned matter, House Re-
port “Ought not to pass” of the
Committee on Claims on Resolve
to Reimburse the Town of Pittston
for Support and Medical Aid Ex-
tended to Certain Families, House
Paper 903, Legislative Document
982, tabled on March 25 by the same
gentleman pending acceptance of
the report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Windsor,
Mr. Hussey.

Mr. HUSSEY: Mr. Speaker, I
now move that the House substi-
tute the resolve for the report of
the committee.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Windsor, Mr. Hussey, moves
that the resolve be substituted for
the “Ought not to pass” report of
the Committee on Claims. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

(Calls of “Yes” and “No”)

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Windsor, Mr. Hussey, will say aye;
those opposed will say no.

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

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I
request unanimous consent to in-
troduce a bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
apologize and retract. In connection
with Item 16, is it now the pleasure
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of the House that the “Ought not
to pass” report be accepted?

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

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Spea,ker,‘ I
request unanimous consent to in-
troduce a bill and I would like to
remark on the bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Childs, under
the unanimous consent rule, pre-
sents a bill. The Clerk will read
the title.

The CLERK: Bill “An Act to In-
crease the Salary of the Recorder
of the South Portland Municipal
Court”.

The SPEAKER: Does the Chair
hear objection to the acceptance of
this bill under the unanimous con-
sent rule? The Chair hears none
and the bill is received.

Thereupon, the Bill was referred
to the Committee on Towns and
Counties, ordered printed and sent
up for concurrence.

On motion of Mr. Hussey of
Windsor, the House voted to take
from the table the seventeenth ta-
bled and unassigned matter, House
Report “Ought not to pass” of the
Committee on Towns and Counties
on Bill “An Act relating to Convey-
ance of Elementary School Chil-
dren,” House Paper 690, Legisla-
tive Document 725, tabled on March
25 by the same gentleman pending
acceptance of the Report.

Thereupon, on motion of Mr, Al-
bert of Augusta, the “Ought not
to pass” Report was accepted and
sent up for concurrence.

On motion of Mrs. Christie of
Presque Isle, the House voted to
take from the table the sixty-first
tabled and wunassigned matter,
Senate Report “Ought not to pass”
of the Committee on Legal Affairs
on Bill “An Act relating to Displays
of Fireworks”, Senate Paper 255,
Legislative Document 680, tabled on
April 15 by the same gentlewoman
pending acceptance in concurrence.

On further motion of Mrs. Chris-
tie, the “Ought not to pass” Report
was accepted in concurrence.
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Order Out of Order

Out of order and under suspen-
sion of the rules, the gentleman
from Medway, Mr. Potter, presented
the following order and moved its
passage:

ORDERED, the Senate concur-
ring, that Resolve, in Favor of
Wesley Ramsey, of South Port-
land, (S. P. 245) (L. D. 438) be re-
called to the House from the En-
grossing Department. (H, P. 1248)

Thereupon the order received pas-
sage and was sent up for concur-
rence.

On motion of the gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Martin, the
House voted to take from the table
the sixtieth tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act Exempting
Certain Education Institutions from
the Sales Tax” (S. P. 524) (L. D.
1416) tabled by that gentleman on
April 14 pending third reading.

The same gentleman then offered
House Amendment “A” and moved
its adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to S.
P. 524, L. D. 1416, Bill “An Act Ex-
empting Certain Education Institu-
tions from the Sales Tax.”

Amend said Bill by striking out,
in the 9th line thereof, the under-
lined words “other than” and insert-
ing in place thereof the wunder-
lined word ‘including’.

House Amendment “A” was adopt-
ed and the Bill as amended was
given its third reading, passed to be
engrossed in non-concurrence and
sent up for concurrence.

On motion of the gentleman from
Augusta, Mr. Albert, the House
voted to take from the table the
fifty-first tabled and unassigned
matter, Resolve Regulating White
Perch Pishing in Lake Auburn (H.
P. 1047) (L. D. 1188) tabled by that
gentleman on April 8, pending
passage to be engrossed.

The gentleman from Lewiston,
Mr. Tardif, offered House Amend-
ment “A” and moved its adoption.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to H.
P. 1047, 1.. D. 1188, Resolve Regulat-
ing White Perch Fishing in Lake
Auburn
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Amend said Resolve by adding
after the words ‘“Lake Auburn” in
the title thereof, the punctuation
and words ’, Sabattus Pond and
Little Sabattus Pond’.

House Amendment “A” was adopt-
ed, and the Resolve was passed to
be engrossed as amended and sent
to the Senate.

On motion of the gentlewoman
from Rumford, Miss Cormier, the
House voted to take from the table
the tenth tabled and unassighed
matter, An Act relating to Appro-
priations for Flags in Schools (H.
P. 360) (L. D. 376) tabled by that
gentlewoman on March 18 pend-
ing passage to be enacted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Rum-
ford, Miss Cormier.

Miss CORMIER: Mr. Speaker,
yesterday we enacted into law a
measure which incorporated this
very item, and therefore for that
reason I would move the indefinite
postponement of this item.

The SPEAKER: The gentle-
woman from Rumford, Miss Corm-
ier, moves that L. D. 376 be indefi-
nitely postponed. Is this the pleas-
ure of the House?

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

On motion of the gentleman from
Bridgton, Mr. Whitney, the House
voted to take from the table the
sixth tabled and unassigned mat-
ter, House Divided Report, Major-
ity Report “Ought to pass” and
Minority Report “Ought not to
pass” of the Committee on Inland
Fisheries and Game on Bill “An Act
relating to Open Season on Musk-
rats in Cumberland County” (H. P.
804) (L. D. 888) tabled by that
gentleman on March 17, pending
acceptance of either report.

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

Mr. WHITNEY: Mr. Speaker, I
now move for the indefinite post-
ponement of L. D. 888.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Whitney, moves
the indefinite postponement of both
reports and accompanying papers.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Moose River Plantation,
Mr. Watson.,
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Mr. WATSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: We prob-
ably have got only two or three
weeks left here, and I hope that
some day my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Bridgton, Mr. Whit-
ney, and I are going to be on the
same side. I do not know as I
have too much quarrel with him if
he does indefinitely postpone this,
but I have had prepared this little
letter that was put on your desks
this morning, and from all the re-
ports that we get and all the study
they have made they have found
that fall trapping is very good for
muskrats. I think we have it now
in about thirteen counties and it
has worked out very well. There
is not too much I can say on it.
I think this lefter covers the situa-
tion very well. I do not think the
bill should be indefinitely post-
poned.

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

Mr. CALL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Since this
is my bill I will say that I was
asked to put it in by the treasurer
of the Maine Trappers Association.
About two or three years ago, 1
guess, they had a bill put in this
House that was for spring trap-
ping. I think they realized their
mistake. This paper that has been
put out today by Mr. Watson ex-
plains everything and I do not want
to take up too much time. It is for
the propagation of the muskrats
that they put this bill in just for
fall trapping rather than in the
spring.

Now in the spring, as this paper
will readily tell you if you have read
it, they catch many other different
animals in the traps which are in-
jured and which they have to kill
or turn over to game wardens.

I hope that the motion for in-
definite postponement does not
prevail and that the majority re-
port of the committee “Ought to
pass” will be accepted.

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

Mr. WHITNEY: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I hate to
take the time at this time of the
day to debate this, but I am just
wondering. You mpeople probably
have read this sheet here that has
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been sent out by the Department.
More or less of you are farmers;
you have gardens, and I am wonder-
ing how many of you pick your
early corn when it is in the blister.
That is exactly what this thing
does.

Not being familiar with muskrat
trapping, I have spent some time
and effort to get information on
this subject from a man who has
spent many seasons in muskrat
trapping.

A dead female muskrat cannot
produce young. It does not matter
when she was killed. So it would
seem wise to trap this animal when
the fur is prime and when she
stands the best show to keep away
from the trapping area. This would
be in the spring, as muskrats are
then going away from the trapping
area, while in the fall they are
coming back into it. Furthermore,
in the fall many Kits would be
taken which are worth very little
and which, if left wuntil spring,
would become prime rats and bring
good prices.

We understand that the catch is
larger in the fall than in the spring,
which seems reasonable, as the rats
are coming to <winter quarters.
Therefore spring trapping would be
a conservation measure.

Most of wus, when buying fur
garments, do not know prime fur
from any other. To us, fur is fur,
when it is new and made up. If
it does not wear well it may be
because it 'was made from unprime
pelts.

I sincerely hope that this Ninety-
sixth Legislature will not pass any
bill that will encourage anyone to
try to gyp the public. Therefore we
favor spring trapping of muskrats
in Cumberland County.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Caribou,
Mr. Currier.

Mr. CURRIER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am not
an authority on muskrats but we
have a gentleman on the commit-
tee who should be an authority. He
has bought furs all his life, and he
tells us that the difference in the
texture of the fur in the spring
and fall, there is no question fall
is the time to take your muskrats,
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but there is a little difference of
price, perhaps 25 cents on a hide.
If the hide is worth around two
dollars or two dollars and a half
it will be cut down 25 cents a hide.
As the price goes up the cut will
be a little bit greater.

The number of muskrats that are
taken in the fall more than offsets
the discount on the price of the
hides. For that reason, and be-
cause of the fact that in the fall
you are not messed up with your
young ones, you are not catching a
lot of ducks and a lot of minks
which you should not be taking,
the committee felt that this should
pass and I would like to recommend
that the “Ought to pass” report be
accepted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Machias,
Mr. Cates.

Mr. CATES: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have
an identical bill on the table. I
might just as well talk on this
one and then I won’t have to speak
on my own.

Did you ladies and gentlemen
ever walk down the street and see
milady with a beautiful muskrat
coat with long glossy, black hairs
on it and you remarked what a
beautiful coat it was? Perhaps you
might have walked down the street
and seen another lady with a
muskrat coat that looked like a
dead wharf rat. That is the dif-
ference between the fall rat and
the spring rat.

I am not going to debate this
issue here, but I will say that I
trapped muskrats myself forty
years ago in Washington County
and my father trapped them be-
fore me, and we have gotten along
very well in spite of all the biolo~
gists’ reports to the contrary and
in spite of the esteemed gentle-
man on the committee who buys
all these furs at a profit to him-
self.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Moose
River Plantation, Mr. Watson.

Mr. WATSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Inasmuch
as we are debating two bills I think
it is only right that I should speak
on the second bill first. (Laughter)

I think the difference the gentle-
man from Machias Mr. Cates)
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found in milady’s coat was that
one fellow was a cheap-skate and
he paid fifty dollars and the other
guy was a good, flush guy and he
bought a thousand dollar coat, and
that is the difference. (Laughter)

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Bridgton,
Mr. Whitney, for the indefinite
postponement of both reports and
accompanying papers on Bill “An
Act relating to Open Season on
Muskrats in Cumberland County,”
House Paper 804, Legislative Docu-
ment 888.

As many as are in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from
Bridgton, Mr. Whitney, will say
aye; those opposed will say no.

A viva voce vote being doubted,
a division of the House was had.

Twenty-eight having voted in the
affirmative and fifty in the nega-
tive, the motion for indefinite post-
ponement did not prevail.

On motion of the gentleman from
Cumberland, Mr. Call, the Majority
“Ought to pass” report of the
Committee was accepted, and the
bill was given its two several read-
ings and tomorrow assigned for
third reading.

On motion of Mr. Cates of East
Machias, the House voted to take
from the table the seventh tabled
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and unassigned matter, House Re-
port “Ought to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Inland Fisheries and
Game on Bill “An Act relating to
Open Season on Muskrats in Wash-
ington County”, House Paper 257,
Legislative Document 287, tabled on
March 179 by the same gentleman
pending acceptance of the Report.

On further motion of Mr. Cates,
the “Ought to pass” Report of the
Committee was accepted, the Bill
was given its two several readings
and was tomorrow assigned for third
reading.

On motion of Mr. Scott of Wales,
the House voted to take from the
table the forty-seventh tabled and
unassigned matter, House Report
“Ought not to pass” of the Com-
mittee on Welfare on Resolve Pro-
viding for State Pension for
Reinold Zebe of Poland, House
Paper 384, tabled on April 8 by the
same gentleman pending acceptance
of the Report.

On further motion of Mr. Scott,
the “Ought not to pass” Report was
accepted and sent up for concur-
rence.

On motion of Mr. Totman of
Bangor,

Adjourned until tomorrow at
1:30 o’clock in the afternoon.



