
 
MAINE STATE LEGISLATURE 

 
 
 

The following document is provided by the 

LAW AND LEGISLATIVE DIGITAL LIBRARY 

at the Maine State Law and Legislative Reference Library 
http://legislature.maine.gov/lawlib 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Reproduced from scanned originals with text recognition applied 
(searchable text may contain some errors and/or omissions) 

 
 



LEGISLA TIVE RECORD 

OF THE 

Ninety-Sixth Legislature 

OF THE 

STATE OF MAINE 

1953 

DAILY KENNEBEC JOURNAL 

AUGUSTA, MAINE 



1414 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 22, 1953 

HOUSE 

Wednesday, April 22, 1953 

The House met according to ad
journment. 

Prayer by the Rev. Herman De
laney of Augusta. 

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

The CLERK: The Chair Is in
formed that our very popular and 
efficient Speaker is unable, on ac
count of illness, to attend 'to his 
duties in calling to order and pre
siding over the House this morning. 
It therefore becomes the duty of 
the Clerk of the House to call the 
House to order and preside until a 
Speaker pro tem is elected. If 
there is no objection, the Chair will 
appoint a committee to receive, sort 
and count votes for Speaker pro 
tem. The Chair hears none and 
will proceed to appoint a commit
tee. 

The Chair will appoint the gen
tleman from Guilford, Mr. Camp
bell, the gentleman from Oakland, 
Mr. Pullen, the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Lessard, the gentlenmn 
from Lakeville Plantation, Mr. 
Dicker, and the gentleman from 
Kennebunkport, Mr. Bibber. 

The committee will come for
ward and attend to its duties. 

The CLERK: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Augusta, 
Mr. Albert. 

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the committee cast one 
ballot for Honorable J·esse P. Fuller 
of South Portland, for Speaker pro 
tem. 

The CLERK: The gentleman from 
Augusta, Mr. Albert, has moved 
that the committee cast one ballot, 
the ballot of the House, for Honor
able Jesse P. Fuller of South Port
land for Speaker pro tem. 

Mr. CRABTREE of Island Falls: 
Mr. Speaker-

The CLERK: For what purpose 
does the gentleman arise? 

Mr. CRABTREE: To make a mo
tion. 

The CLERK: Does the motion 
deal with the matter of the election 
of the Speaker pro tem? 

Mr. CRABTREE: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the election be closed. 

The CLERK: All ,those in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from 

Augusta, Mr. A1bert, that the com
mittee cast one ballot for Honor
able Jesse P. Fuller for Speaker pro 
tem will make it manifest by saying 
aye; contra-minded, no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prevailed. 

The CLERK: The committee will 
come forward and attend to its 
duty. 

Thereupon, the committee cast 
one ballot for Honorable Jesse P. 
Fuller as Speaker pro tem of the 
House. 

The CLERK: The committee has 
attended to its duty and reports as 
follows: Whole number of votes cast 
for Speaker pro tem, one. Necessary 
for a choice, one. Honorable Jesse 
P. Fuller has one, and the Chair 
accordingly declares him elected as 
Speaker pro tem of the House of 
Representatives. 

Thereupon, the Honorable Jesse 
P. Fuller was conducted to the ros
trum by the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
amid the applause of the House, the 
members rising, and he assumed 
the Speaker's Chair. 

Papers from the Senate 
Leave to Withdraw 

Report of the Committee. on Judi
ciary on Bill "An Act relating to 
Judges of Probate and Spouses as 
Counsel in Cases Incompatible" (S. 
P. 410) (L. D. 1109) reporting leave 
to withdraw. 

Came from the Senate read and 
accepted. 

In the House, was read and ac
cepted in concurrence. 

Ought Not to Pass 
Report of the Committee on Ap

propriations and Financial Affairs 
reporting "Ought not to pass" on 
Bill "An Act re1ating to Reporter of 
Decisions" (S. P. 387) (L. D. 1100) 

Came from the Senate read and 
accepted. 

In the House, was read and ac
cepted in concurrence. 

Tabled Until Later in Day 
Report of the Committee on 

Highways reporting "Ought not to 
pass" on Resolve Providing for Con
struction of Highway to Sugar Loaf 
Mountain, Fr,anklin County (S. P. 
296) (L. D. 828) 

Came from the Senate read and 
accepted. 
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In the House: Report was read. 
(On motion of Mr. Fogg of Madi

son, the Report, with accompanying 
papers, was tabled until later in 00-
day's session, to be taken up under 
Orders of the Day. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair, at this time, recognizes in 
the balcony of the Hall of the House 
twelve Campfire Girls from Gor
ham, under the leadership of Miss 
Charlotte Millett and Mrs. Phillip 
Brown. 

In behalf of the House, the Chair 
wishes you a cordial and hearty 
welcome. (Applause) 

Report of the Committee on High
ways reporting "Ought not to pass" 
on Resolve in favor of Joseph T. 
Sewall of Wiscasset (S. P. 528) 
(L. D. 1419) 

Report of the Committee on 
Taxation repol'ting same on Bill 
"An Act to Provide an Allowance to 
Retailers for Collecting the Sales 
and Use Tax" (S. P. 186) (L. D. 431) 

Report of the Committee on 
Towns and Counties reporting same 
on Bill "An Act relating to Nomina
tion for State Senators from Cum
berland County" (S. P. 487) 
(L. D. 1344) 

Came from the Senate read and 
accepted. 

In the House, were read and ac
cepted in concurrence, 

Ought to Pass with Committee 
Amendment 

Tabled 
Report of the Committee on BusT

ness Legislation on Bill "An Act re
lating to Certain Policies of In
surance Companies Organized Un
der General Law" (S. P. 433) 
(L. D. 1210) reporting "Ought to 
pass" as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" submitted there
with. 

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

In the House: Report was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Yarmouth, Mr. Henry. 

Mr. HENRY: Mr. Speaker, on 
Item 7, L. D. 1210, I move the ac
ceptance of the unanimous "Ought 
to pass" report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from North Yarmouth, 
Mr. Henry, moves the acceptance of 
the "Ought to pass" as amended 
by Committee Amendment "A" Re
port of the committee. Is this the 
pleasure of the House? 

The motion prevailed, and the re
port of the committee was accept
ed. 

Mr. ALBEE of Pol'tland: Mr. 
Speaker, I move this bill be tabled 
for further study. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Al
bee, moves that Item 7, L. D. 1210, 
be tabJed for further study, pend
ing first reading. Is this the pleas
ure of the House? All those in fa
vor will say aye; those opposed will 
say no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, 
the motion prev,ailed, and the re
port, wIth accompanying papers, 
was tabled pending first reading. 

Report of the Committee on 
Judiciary on Bill "An Act relating 
,to Elderly Teachers' Pensions" 
(S. P. 49) (L. D. 77) reporting 
"Ought to pass" as amended by 
Committee Amendment "A" sub
mitted therewith. 

Came from the Senate with the 
report read and accepted and the 
Bill passed to be engrossed as 
amended by Committee Amendment 
"A". 

In the House: Report was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: Is it 

the pleasure of the House that the 
report be accepted? 

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

Mr. TRAFTON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The present 
pension law for teachers who have 
taught thirty-five years, the old
time teachers, provides that they 
receive $800 a year; those that 
have had thirty years would get 
$700 a year; those that taught 
twenty-five years would get $600 
a year. 

This bill would increase the 
amount these teachers receive $200. 

They taught school in a period 
when little chance was had to save 
money on the salaries they received. 

For that reason, I move that the 
bill be substituted for the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: Will the 
gentleman approach the rostrum, 
please. 
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The gentleman withdraws his 
motion. 

Thereupon, the report of the 
committee was accepted and the bill 
had its two several readings. 

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

COMMITEE AMElNDMElNT "A" 
to S. P. 49, L. ID. 77, Bill, "An Act 
Relating to Elderly Teachers' Pen
sions." 

Amend said bill by adding at the 
end thereof another seotion to read 
as fallows: 

'XII. Application. The increase 
in pensians hereinbefore autharized 
shall apply to' all teachers who have 
heretofore or shall hereafter retil'e 
under the provisions af subsections 
IX, X and XI of Sec. 6 af Chapter 
60, of the Revised Statutes as 
amended. ' 

Thereupon, Cammittee Amend
ment "A" was adopted in 'cancur
rence and 'the Bill was assigned far 
third reading tomorrow morning. 

Report of the Cammittee on Tax
ation on Bill "An Aot relating to 
Tax Sta;mp Discaunts in Cigar and 
Tobacco Praducts Law" (S. P. 333) 
(L. D. 833) repol'ting "Ought to 
pass" as amended by Cammittee 
Amendment "A" submitted there
with. 

Came fram the Senate with the 
Repart read and accepted and the 
Bill passed 'lio be engrassed as 
amended by Camittee Amendment 
"A". 

In the Hause, Report was read 
rund accepted in cancurrence and the 
Bill read twice. 

Cammittee Amendment "A" was 
read by the Clerk as follows: 

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT 'IA" 
to'S. P. 333, L. D. 833, Bill "An Act 
Rela'ting to' Tax Stamp Discounts 
in Cigar and Tabaeco Products Law." 

Amend said Bill by striking out 
the underlined figure "5%" in the 
next to' last line and insel'ting in 
place thereof the underlined Hgures 
'4%' 

Committee Amendment "A" was 
then adopted in cancurrence and 
the Bill was assigned for third read
ing tamarrow marning. 

Non-Concurrent Matter 
Tabled and Assigned 

Bill "An Aot relating to' State
ment of Income and Expense of 

Persons Requesting Pauper Assist
ance" (H. P. 873) (L. D. 944) which 
was passed to be engrassed as 
amended by Committee Amendment 
"A" in the Hause on April 10. 

Came fram the Senate passed to' 
be engrassed as amended by Cam
mittee Amendment "A" and Senate 
Amendents "A" and "B" in nan
concurrence. 

The SP~ER prO' tern: The 
Ohair reDagnizes the gentleman 
fram Liberty, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. COLE: Mr. Speaker and 
Memlbers of the House: I mave thrut 
Item 10 be tabled and specially as
signed for tamarraw. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Liherty,Mr. Cale, 
moves that Item 10, Legislative Doc
ument 944, be tabled and specially 
assigned for tamarraw. Is this the 
pleasure af the House? 

The motian prevailed, and the 
matter was tabled pending further 
cansidera;tianand specially assLgned 
far tomarraw. 

Fram the Senate: The fallawing 
Communication: 

STKI1E OF MALNE 
SENATE CHAMBER 

April 21, 1953 
Hanarable Harvey R. Pe,ase 
Clerk af the Hause 
96th Legislature 
Sir: 

'Ilhe President tadayappainted 
the fallawing Conferees an the part 
of the Senate on the disagreeing 
a;ction af the two branches of tlhe 
Legislature, on the following mat
ters: 

"Resolve relating to' Ice Fishing 
in Peabody Pand, Cumberland 
County." (E. P. 66) (L. D. 62) 

"Resalve relating to' Ice Fishing 
in Hopkins Pand, Peno1bscat Oaun
ty." (E. P. 99) (L. D. lOll 

Senatars: 
WIGHT af Penobscat 
CAIRPENTER of Somerset 
WEEKS of Cumberland, 

Canferees on bath. 

(Signed) 
Respectfully, 

Chester T. Winslow 
Secretary 

Was read and ardered placed on 
file. 
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House Reports of CoIlllllittees 
Leave to Withdraw 

Mr. Jacobs from the Committee 
on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs on Bill "An Act Repealing 
Town's Share in Aid to Dependent 
Children Expenditures" (H. P. 1206) 
(L. D. 1378) reported leave to with
draw. 

Mr. West from the Committee on 
Labor reported same on Bill "An 
Act relating to Unemployment 
Compensation with Regard to Paid 
Holidays" (H. P. 343) (L. D. 360) 
as it is covered by other legislation. 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Ought Not to Pass 
Bill Substituted for Report 

Mr. Jacobs from the Committee 
on Appropriatians and Financial 
Affairs reported "Ought nat to 
pass" an Bill "An Act Repealing 
the Merit Award Board" (H. P. 
899) (L. D. 990) 

Repart was read. 
The SPEAKER prO' tern: The 

Chair recagnizes the gentleman 
fram Braaks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members af the Hause: I mave the 
bill be substituted for the report. 

The SPEAKER prO' tem: The 
gentleman fram Braaks, Mr. Dickey, 
moves the bill be substituted for 
the rep art. Is this the pleasure of 
the Hause? 

The Chair recagnizes the same 
gentleman. 

Mr. DICKEY: I dan't want to gO' 
into any lengthy discussian, Mr. 
Speaker and Members af the Hause. 
A short time ago yau vated, in an 
amendment, to take aff the price 
tag on the Merit Award Baard. 
If yau feel you want to' be can
sistent in yaur vating, yau will gO' 
along with my matian. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is it 
the pleasure af the Hause that the 
bill be substituted far the repart? 
All thase in favar will say aye' 
thase oppased will say no. ' 

A viva voce vate being taken, the 
motian prevailed, and the Bill was 
substituted for the "Ought not to 
pass" report af the committee. 

Thereupan, the Bill was given 
its twa several readings and was 
assigned for third reading tamorrow 
morning. 

Mr. Jaeabs fram the Committee 
an Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs reported "Ought not to 
pass" on Bill "An Act to Provide 
Facilities far Expansion of Re
search and Study in the Fields of 
Agriculture and Industry and Stu
dent Housing and Apprapriating 
Moneys Therefar" (H. P. 1(34) 
(L. D. 1175) 

Same gentleman from same Cam
mittee reparted same on Bill "An 
Act relating to Classifications and 
Percentage Allacations far Gener
al Purpose Educational Aid" (H. P. 
1163) (L. D. 1318) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reparted same on Resolve 
relating to Lost Persons (H. P. 399) 
(L. D. 492) 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up far cancurrence. 

Tabled and Assigned 
Mr. Jacobs from the Committee 

an Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs reparted "Ought not to' pass" 
on Resalve Appropriating Maneys 
to Effectuate Salary Plan for State 
Emplayees (H. P. 400) (L. D. 453) 

Repart was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Fuller. 

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker, in the 
absence of the sponsor, Mr. Martin 
(of Augusta), I move that this 
item be tabled and specially as
signed far Tuesday, April 28. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman fram Bangar, Mr. Fuller, 
maves that the "Ought not to pass" 
repart, with Resolve Appropriating 
Moneys to Effectuate Salary Plan 
far State Emplayees, House Paper 
4{)O, Legislative Da>cument 453, be 
tabled pending acceptance of com
mittee report and specially assigned 
far Tuesday, April 28. Is this the 
pleasure af the House? 

The mati an prevailed, and the 
matter was sa tabled and so as
signed. 

Mr. Jacobs from the Cammittee 
on ,Apprapria:tions and Financial 
Affairs reported "Ought nat to 
pass" an Resalve in favOT of state 
Soil Canservation OommiUee (H. 
P. 790) (L. D. 907) which was re
committed. 

Same gentleman fram same Com
mittee reparted same on Resolve 
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Creating a ~d IforSoholarships 
for Vocational and Technical Train
ing (H. P. 1037) (L. D. 1181) 

Report were read and accepted 
and sent up, for concurrence. 

Resolve Substituted fot: Report 
Mr. Jacobs from the Committee 

on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs reported "Ought not to pass" 
on Resolve in favor of the Town 
of Oanton (H. P. 1236) (L. D. 1429) 

Report was read. 
The SIPEAKER pro tem: The 

Chair re<!ognizes the gentleman 
from Hebron, Mr. Bearce. 

Mr. BEARJCE: Mr. speaker, this 
particular case is a real hardship 
case in the town of Canton, which 
is a small town up in Oxford 
County. Their school was badly 
flooded out in the recent floods, 
which destroyed 'a lot of school 
property, and I feel th!l!t we really 
ought to help them out. 

The damage amounted to some
thing over $1,200, and if they could 
get half of that, which is what is 
called for, it would help them out 
very much, and I think they are 
entitled ,to it, and I would move, 
Mr. Speaker, that the resolve be 
substituted for the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from Hebron, Mr. Bearce, 
moves that the resolve be substi
tuted for the report. Is this the 
pleasure of the House? All those in 
favor will say aye; those opposed, 
no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion prev1ailed, and the resolve 
was substituted for the "Ought not 
to pass" report. 

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

Tabled and Assigned 
Mr. Jacoos from ,the Committee 

on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs reported "Ought not to pass" 
on Resolve in favor of the Town 
of Stoneham (H. P. 1239) (L. D. 
1434) 

Report was read. 
The SlPEAKER pro tem: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hanover, Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. FERGUSON: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that Item 11, House Paper 

1239, Legislative Document 1434, lie 
on the table 'and lbe specially as
signed for tomorrow, as I want to 
get a little information on this one. 

The SlPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from Hanover, Mr. Fer
guson, moves that the report, with 
accompanying papers, lie on the 
table pending acceptance of com
mittee report, and be specially as
signed for tomorrow. Is this the 
pleasure of the House? 

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

Miss Steeves from the Committee 
on Business Legislation reported 
"Ought not to pass" on Bill "An 
Act relating to Payments of Death 
Benefits by Fraternal Beneficiary 
Societies" (H. P. 1039) (L. D. 1183) 

Mr. Alden from the Committee 
on Claims reported same on Resolve 
in favor of T. E. McSherry of Frye
burg (H. P. 320) (L. D. 3911) which 
was recommitted. 

Mr. Walker from same Committee 
reported same on Resolve in favor 
of James L. and Christine O. Hol
brook of Hallowell (H. P. 1194) (L. 
D. 1361) 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

On motion of Miss Steeves of 
Lincoln, House Rule 25 was sus
pended for the remainder of today's 
session, in order to permit smoking. 

Mr. Fuller from the Committee 
on Education reported "Ought not 
to pass" on Bill "An Act to Amend 
the Charter of the City of Calais 
re Term of Office of School Com
mittee" (H. P. 874) (L. D. 945) 
which was referred. 

Mr. Boston from the Committee 
on Highways reported same on 
Resolve in favor of the Town of 
Dixfield CR. P. 722) (L. D. 743) 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair notes the presence, in the 
balcony of the Hall of the House, 
of Eighth Grade pupils from Milo 
Grammar School, under the direc
tion of Mr. and Mrs. Dana Grindle. 

On behalf of the House, the Chair 
wishes you a cordial and hearty 
welcome. (App1ause) 
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Mr. Carter from Oommittee on 
Hiwhways reported "OUght not to 
pass" on Bill "An Act relating to 
Permits for Moving Heavy Objects 
and Loads Over Ways and Bridges" 
(H. P. 800) (L. D. 884) as it is cov
ered by other legislation. 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve in 
favor of the Town of 'Mex~co (H. P. 
721) (L. D. 742) 

Mr. Nadeau from same Commit
tee reported same on Resolve in 
favor of the Town of Brooksville 
(H. P. 80l) (L. D. 885) 

Same gentleman from same 
Committee reported same on Re
solve in favor of Road Between 
Rockwood and Long Pond, Somer
set County (fl. P. 1166) (L. D. 1321) 

Reports were read and ac'cepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Mr Pullen from the Committee 
on Highways reported "Ought not 
to pass" on Resolve to Repair State 
Aid Road to Greenwood (H. P. 911) 
(L. D. 1012) 

Report 'was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hanover, Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. FERGUSON: Mr. Speaker, 
I move on Item 21, Legislative 
Document 1012., that we substitute 
the resolve for the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Hanover, Mr. Fer
guson, moves that the resolve be 
substituted for the report. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Auburn, Mr. Turner. 

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This is a 
worthy resolve but there are several 
others that are worthy too, so we 
passed them all out "Ought not 
to pass", and I don't know why a 
good friend of mine should have it 
where the other fellows do not have 
it. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hanover, Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. FERGUSON: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: This is 
rather an unusual situation. Green
wood is a small town with a lot of 
h~ghways. It also has a small popu
lation. There is an unusual situa
tion with this piece of highway. It 
seems that they just are not ruble to 
get the money to build this piece of 
highway. It is a mile long, and the 

town is quite thickly populated. The 
children are not a;ble to go to school 
for four to six weeks during the 
spring of the year. 

Being acquainted with the situa
tion there, I think it is very unusual. 
They have a mile and a half of 
State road that is maintained by 
the State and thirty-six miles that 
have got to be maintained by the 
town. 

We are looking for help with 
which to build a mile of this high
way. The story is that what the 
town can raise to get this road 
passable during the summer months 
will not do to repair the road so it 
is passable during the spring 
months. I think, under tihe 'Cir
cumstances, that we should con
sider this and substitute the resolve 
for the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Hanover, Mr. Fer
guson, moves that the resolve be 
substituted for the "Ought not to 
pass" report. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Hope, Mr. Ludwig. 

Mr. LUDWIG: Mr. Speaker and 
ladies and gentlemen: We had 
about twenty of these different re
solves put in for roads in the State. 
They were probrubly all worthy, but 
you have your setup of your State
aid road, your Unimproved Road 
fund and your ,State highways, and 
if members are coming in here to 
the Legislature and asking for 
special money on different pieces 
of road, if you give it to one you 
have got to give it to all. If you 
start in giving them, the next ses
s~on every member would be in here 
and take all the highway money we 
have. 

This road is probably deserving. 
We have a lot more. Several mem
bers of the 'committee had resolves 
in for special roads. They gave 
theirs up and they have all ac
cepted the "Ought not to pass" re
port on these. If we are going to 
legislate with our hearts, we will 
certainly give all of these people 
the money, but we have to legislate 
with our heads, so we cannot pos
silbly give money to everybody who 
wants it. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Hanover, Mr. Ferguson, that the 
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resolve be substituted for the 
"Ought not to pass" report. 

All those in favor will signify by 
saying aye; those opposed, no. 

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

Thereupon, the "Ought not to 
pass" report of the committee 'Was 
accepted and sent up for concur
rence. 

Mr. Turner from the Committee 
on Highways reported "Ought not 
to pass" on Resolve in favor of the 
Town of Plymouth (H. P. 582) (L. 
D. 624) 

Mr. Letourneau from the Com
mittee on Labor reported same on 
Bill "An Act Providing for the 
Method of Payment of Wages by 
Check or Draft" (H. P. 660) (L. D. 
703) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Bill "An 
Act relative to Partial Compensa
tion in Vacation Periods Under Em
ployment Security Law" (H. P. 929) 
(L. D. 994) 

Mr. stewart of Portland from the 
Committee on Legal Affairs report
ed same on Bill "An Act relating to 
Public Dances" (H. P. 669) (L. D. 
712) which was recommitted. 

Mr. Willey from the Commit~e 
on Taxation reported same on b111 
"An Act relating to Inheritance 
Taxes on Joint Proper·ty" (H. P. 
35) (L. D. 29) 

Reports were read 'and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Mr. Bibber from the Committee 
on Welfare reported "Ought not to 
pass" on Resolve Providing for State 
Pension for Pheby Gardner of 
Thorndike (H. P. 60) 

Report was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In view of 
our long calendar this morning, I 
ask that Item 27 be tabled, and 
I so move. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The gen
tleman from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, 
moves that Resolve Providing for 
state Pension for Pheby Gardner 
of Thorndike, House Paper 60, be 
tabled pending acceptance of the 
report. Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

(Calls of "No") 

All those in favor will say aye; 
those opposed, no. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tern: Is it 
the pleasure of the House to accept 
the report of the Committee? 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am sor
ry we couldn't have this tabled. 
However, my motion is that the l'e
solve be substituted for the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, 
moves that the resolve be substitut
ed for the report. 

The Chair recognizes the same 
gentleman. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The reason 
I asked to have this resolve sub
stituted for the report is this: This 
woman, Pheby Gardner, is a wom
an seventy-four years old. She has 
contracted tuberculosis and is in a 
sanatorium now. They expect that 
she will return home in August. Her 
husband is a man eighty-four years 
old. He has cancer. They have 
no means of existence. Before this 
woman was taken to the sanatorium 
she earned some money taking in 
washings. 

My resolve was for forty dollars 
a month. They have one son that 
will have nothing to do with them 
and will support them in no way. 
He earns in the neighborhood of 
$5,000. 

Under the law it would throw out 
any claim or an application of 
Mrs. Gardner. I have tried my 
best to get the son to interview Mr. 
stevens, in the Welfare Depart
ment; he has consented to inter
view him, thinking that perhaps 
there may be something in the re
port of this son earning $5,000, 
whereby the woman would be able 
to make an application. 

I believe this very wOl'thy. I 
think perhaps the committee has 
taken this into consideration. They 
may have many resolves. 

To you this may not be a large 
item, but to this woman and her 
husband it is a means of getting 
something to eat. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kennebunkport, Mr. Bibber. 
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Mr. BmBER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It was not 
the intent of the Welfare Com
mittee to take the bread from any
one's mouth and to expedite the 
morning's schedule, and you will 
notice that on the calendar there 
are several of these resolves that 
came out "Ought not to pass", and 
I think that I can speak for the 
committee on all of them. 

We had to set up a poUcy. We 
had over four hundred of these 
resolves and out of those we denied 
fifty-five, and those fifty-five we 
went over carefully, two and three 
times, to see that we did not de
prive anyone. The gentleman from 
Brooks, Mr. Dickey, in his remarks, 
has admitted that the people were 
over sixty-five years of age, which 
would enable them, under the law, 
to receive Old Age Assistance, and 
the son is receiving an income, 
from which he should support his 
folks. If we start breaking the laws 
up here after we make them, at 
the next session of the Legislature 
this place will be drowned out 
with people coming in and asking 
for resolves for their folks, and that 
is the reason why this particular 
one was turned down. 

I might say that we set up a 
policy in the committee under four 
schedules: Anyone receiving town 
aid, anyone over the age of 65, 
anyone who was not naturalized, 
and anyone having folks who could 
support them or has income suf
Hcient to support them we had to 
deny, and that was the policy on 
which the Welfare Committee 
worked. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Brooks, IMr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker, I 
wen understand the hard work that 
the committee has done on these 
several cases. Are we arguing this 
one resolve or are we arguing aU 
of them this morning? 

I so stated that the person was 
over sixty-five; therefore, under the 
law, under certain situations, they 
would be able to make an applica
tion for Old Age Assistance. My 
idea of these special resolves is 
that they are set up for the sale 
purpose of taking care of cases 
where people need food and are 
unable, under the present law, to 

go under Old Age Assistance. It 
isn't this woman's fault, nor the 
fault of her husband, that this 
son doesn't take care of them or 
help take care of them He hasn't 
contributed one dollar. 

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

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to say just a word on this 
matter, not that I am interested 
in this particular case, but we have 
an rubominable system in our Wel
fare Department, that if a person 
applies for Old Age Assistance, and 
is entitled to it, if they cannot get 
their children to sign a paper that 
they are unable to support them, 
they turn them down flat. The 
policy is wrong. I ha ve spoken 
against it time and again in this 
House, and this is one of those 
unfortunate cases I take it - I 
never heard of it until this morn
ing - but I, for one, am in favor 
of giving this woman some help. I 
think the State of Maine ought 
to take care of everyone of those 
needy people and not have these 
foolish rules that they cannot get 
any help unless they get the signa
ture of their children, whIch often
times they cannot get. 

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

Mr. FU'LUER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It might be 
worth while at this point to take 
just a couple of minutes on claims 
that fall within this classification. 
Now in this case, if those people 
will apply to the Municipal Of
ficers of the town for assistance, 
then the remedy already exists un
der the !Revised Statutes. The town 
can then proceed against this rela
tive and collect from him. It 
wouldn't be necessary to ask the 
State to contribute in a case of this 
kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker, I 
agree with my friend, the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. McGlauf
lin, that the State is really to 
blame for these conditions arising. 

Now my good friend over there 
says they can apply to the towns. 
They are over sixty-five years old 
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and the minute they apply to the 
town, they have two strikes a,gainst 
them. Once they become a pauper 
and nobody likes to be a pauper, 
especially when it isn't any fault 
of their own that the circumstances 
put them in this condition; and 
secondly, once you become a pauper, 
providing this son should die or 
get out of a job and not be able 
to earn any money, they would be 
eligi:ble for Old Age Assistance if 
they had never been a pauper, but 
if they were paupers within the 
last five years, then they could be 
cut out again. 

It is just about time that we 
took care of these people until it 
hurt, then perhaps we would get 
sense enough to make some laws 
that would really do the trick, and 
the law that would do the trick 
would put some teeth in this thing 
so that this son, who has a $5,000 
income, would have to pay to take 
care of his parents or else suffer 
a penalty. 

Until such a law is passed I am 
going to vote to give such people 
as these something to sustain them. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Belfast, Mr. Clements. 

Mr. CLEMENTS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House: 
I think I speak for the entire com
mittee when I say that 1 wish that 
we could have given money to each 
and every one of these resolves, but 
unfortunately we were budgeted a 
certain amount of money that we 
could use. 

The committee has gone over 
these resolves very, very carefully, 
and as my friend, the gentleman 
from Kennebunkport, Mr. Bibber, 
just stated, we have thrown out 
about fifty cases, and we have over
run even now the amount of money 
we were allotted, so I think we have 
done everything possible that we 
could do, and we did have to pick 
out a certain number of cases to 
report out "Ought not to pass". 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker - - -
The SPEAKER pro tem: For what 

purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. DICKEY: For a point of 

information, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER, pro tem: The 

gentleman from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, 
asks for a point of information 

through the Chair. The gentleman 
may state his point. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to ask a question of the 
House Chairman - if he believes 
that this is a worthy case. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from IBrooks, Mr. Dickey, 
asks a question of the gentleman 
from Belfast, Mr. Clements. The 
gentleman from Belfast, Mr. Clem
ents, may answer if he so desires. 

Mr. CLEMENTS: Mr. Speaker, I 
believe all of these cases are worthy. 
Although there is that much there, 
tha t this person is qualified for 
Old Age Assistance if she can 
qualify. Thllit is the policy that we 
held down to on account of age. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from 
Brooks, Mr. Dickey, that Resolve 
Providing for State Pension foo:
Pheby Gardner of Thorndike, House 
Paper 60, be substituted for the 
report. All those in favor of sub
stituting the resolve for the report 
will say aye; those opposed, no. 

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

Thereupon, the "Ought not to 
pass" report of the committee was 
accepted and sent up for concur
rence. 

Mr. Bibber from the Committee 
on Welfare reported "Ought not to 
pass" on Resolve Providing for an 
Increase in state Pension for Melvin 
S. Belden of Palermo (H. P. 82) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on /Resolve 
Providing for iSta,te Pension for 
Almira Goffin of Mechanic Falls 
(H. P. 295) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee repor,ted same on :Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Annette Cyr of "Van Buren (H. P. 
307) 

Same gentleman from same Oom
mittee reported sa,me on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Louis Sirois of Caribou (H. P. 374) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Mabel McLane of lBowdoinham (H. 
P. 376) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported saJme on Resolve 
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Providing for state Pension for 
Edmund A. Sawyer of Farmingdale 
GR. P. 385) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Ruth Ho}way of Mt. 
Vernon (H. P. 391) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for state Pension for 
Adra Minnette Keene of Bridgton 
CR. P. 393) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an. Increase in State 
Pension for Chester Simpson of 
Monson (H. P. 4515) 

Same gentleman from same Oom
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for state Pension for 
Christie Davis of Jonesboro (H. P. 
465) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for state Pension for 
Mary Hendrickson of Oaswell Plan
tation (H. P. 557) 

Same gentleman from same Oom
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for state Pension for 
Roderick Paradis of Fort Kent (H. 
P. 5'60) 

Same gentleman from same 
Committee reported same on Re
solve Providing for State Pension 
for Laurence Bouchard of st. 
Agatha CR. P. 781) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Nancy Simmons of Windsor (H. P. 
95·6) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Omer Ouellette of Van Buren (H. 
P. 1009) 

Mr. Brockway from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Nettie Johnson of Brownfield (H. P. 
131) 

Same gentleman from s!tme Com
mittee reported same on 'Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
John Commeau of Orono (H. P. 
155) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 

Fred Dare of Kennebunk (H. P. 
304) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Ernest A. Rounds of 
Mechanics Falls (H. P. 365) 

,Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for A}wood E. Howard of 
Mexico (H. P. 474) 

Mr. Clements from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Rita Lebel of Hamlin Plantation 
CR. P. 53) 

Same gentleman from same 
Committee reported same on Re
solve Providing for an Increase in 
State Pension for Mary R. Mason 
of Monmouth (H. P. 302) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Sidney Wright of Woodland CR. P. 
387) 

Same gentleman from saJme Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for Al
bert Fuller of Searsmont (H. P. 702) 

Same gentleman from same Oom
mittee reported same on 'Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Pearl Crummett of Newcastle (H. 
P. 772) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Susie Ramsdell of North Leeds (H. 
P.882) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same 'On Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Olive Leonard of Grand Isle (H. P. 
1162) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Francis Cormier of Cyr Plantation 
CR. P. 1177) 

Mr. Latno from same C'Ommittee 
reported same on Resolve Providing 
for State Pension for Everett B. 
Crabbe of Mars Hill (H. P. 124) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Harold H. Weymouth 
'Of St. Albans (H. P. 126) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
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Magloire D. Michaud of Madawaska 
(H. P. 395) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Ethel Merry of Waldo
horo (H. P. 458) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Co1by Harding of Albion 
rH. P. 468) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
James Arthur McAnaney of Van 
Buren (H. P. 706) 

'Miss Lawry from same Committee 
reported same on Resolve Providing 
for State Pension for Ruth Flewel
lyn of Bridgewater (H. P. 125) 

Same mem'ber from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Edith Woodard of Morrill (H. P. 
246) 

Same member from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension lor 
Wesley Patterson of Caribou (H. 
P. 375) 

Same member from same Com
miittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension lor 
Eugenia Tetreault of Madawaska 
(H. P. 394) 

Same member from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in state 
Pension for Daniel McOurdy of 
China (H. P. 466) 

Same member from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for state Pension for 
Owen Robinson of Ash}and (H. P. 
7(9) 

Same member from same Com
mHtee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Guy Pulsifer of Turner 
rH. P. 953) 

Same member from same Com
mi:ttee reported same on Resolve 
in favor of Cora G. Byers of Dan
for'th (H. P. 1178) 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for conc,urrence. 

Mrs. Lord from the Committee on 
Welfare reported "Ought not to 
pass" on Resolve Providing f?r State 
Pension for Clyde Spauldmg of 
Hartland (H. P. 128). 

Report was re,ad. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hartland, Mr. Gardner. 

Mr. GARDNER: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the resolve <be substi
tuted for the report on this resolve. 

The SPEAKiER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Hartland, Mr. 
Gardner, moves that the resolve be 
substituted for the report. 

The Chair recognizes the same 
gentleman. 

Mr. GARDNER: Mr. Speaker, this 
man Spaulding is sixty years of age 
and has no visible means of support. 
His wife is sixty-one years of age 
and she is not in good health. Mr. 
Spaulding has one son who has 
been married three times, and has 
eight children, so he is not in a 
pOSition to support him. This man 
is totally paralyzed, and I think 
that he should have a pension. Now 
I would like ,to hear from some of 
the committee on this; they went 
over this and they went into this 
matter, and I happen to know this 
one. 

I have several bills, and this one 
is a worthy (lase and I think that 
something should be done for this 
man. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Hart
land, Mr. Gardner, that the resolve 
be substituted for the report. All 
those in favor will say aye; those 
opposed, no. 

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

Thereupon, the "Ought not to 
pass" report of the committee was 
accepted and sent up for conc,ur
rence. 

Mrs. Lord from the Committee 
on Welfare reported "OUght not to 
pass" on Resolve Providing for 
Strute Pension for Sadie Crush of 
Wilton rH. P.130) 

Sa;me member from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in St~te 
Pension for Geneva Gay of Fall"
field (H. P. 46,7) 

Same member from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Lucille Marquis of Van 
Buren (H. P. 70s) 
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Mr. RICH from same Committee 
repor,ted same on Resolve Providing 
for State Pension for Hollis Small 
of Belfast (H. P. 200) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Louis Soucie of Ham
lin Plantation (H. P. 7(0). 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Edgar Jandreau of st. 
Francis Plantation (H. P. 885). 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for an Increase in State 
Pension for Phillippa Jandreau of 
St. Francis Plantation (H. P. 886) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Walter Durgin of Waterford (H. P. 
1(08) 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee reported same on Resolve 
Providing for State Pension for 
Harold BIMe of Houlton (H. P. 
1010) 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for ooncurrence. 

New Draft 
Ought Not to Pass 

The following 15 Reports from the 
Committee on Appropriations and 
Financial Affairs were reported un
der authority of Joint Order 
(S. P. 49'5): 

Mr. Burgess from the Committee 
on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs on Bill "An Act relating to 
Salaries of Certain Department 
Heads" (H. P. 1035) (L. D. 1179) 
reported a Bill (H. P. 1255) (L. D. 
1469) under title of "An Act re
lating to Salary of Bank Commis
sioner" and that it "Ought not to 
pass." 

Report was read and accepted 
,and sent up for concurrence. 

Mr. Burgess from ,the Commit
tee on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs on same Bill reported a 
Bill CR. P. 1256) (L. D. 1470) under 
title of "An Act relating to Salary 
of Commissioner of Agriculture" 
and that it "Ought not to pass." 

Report was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Totman. 

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, I 
notice that on this bill, and on the 
next page and a half, we have a 
considerable number of bills refer
ring to the salaries of the heads 
of departments. I don't quite un
derstand why some of the depart
ment heads are denied; on the next 
page some of the department heads 
receive a majority report; but I 
think, to help my voting, and per
haps the voting of other members 
of the House, it would be worth
while at this time to request, 
through the Chair, a member of the 
Appropriations Committee to ex
plain why, on this bill-and per
haps, in explaining this bill he 
could cover the other bills to come~ 
what the situation is. I think, last 
sessidn, we granted increases to the 
heads of departments-if I re
call, maybe incorrectly, we gave the 
Commissioner of Agriculture an in
crease in salary, but I would re
quest, through Ithe Chair, informa
tion on this bill and, if possible, 
whoever replies from the Appropria
tions Committee, he might pos
sibly enlighten us on the next two 
pages of salary department head 
salary increases. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Tot
man, asks information from any 
member of the Appropriations 
Committee. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Auburn, Mr. Jaoobs. 

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker, those 
we are now reading and having 
read, we all agreed upon these 
"Ought not to pass." The others 
following are divided reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: Does 
that answer the gentleman's ques
tion? 

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, I 
don't feel that is a very complimen
tary answer. I can read too, but 
perhaps I was just supposed to be 
slapped down. I am quite sincere 
in this. I honestly would like to 
know: What is the status of the 
various department heads and whalt 
is the reason, if I have to ask 
specifically, what is the reason for 
refusing the salary increase for 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
which we are now discussing? 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Auburn, Mr. Jacobs. 
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Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker, there 
is nothing, if you want to argue 
the case. There are our reports, 
and you can do as you choose about 
them. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The Chair l'ecogni:res the gentle
man from Guilford, Mr. Oampbell. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker, 
perhaps I could add a little in
formation to what Mr. Jacobs has 
already said, in answer to Mr. Tot
man's question. All that were in 
the House two years ago will re
call that in the summer of 1950, 
I beHeve it was, the State had a 
survey made by the Public Survey 
Administration in regard to salaries 
of State employees and depal't
ment heads. 

You will find, in every case here 
of these unanimous reports, that 
we have followed the recommenda
tion made by that survey in re
gard to the amount of salary for 
each of the department heads, and 
there are one or two in the divid
ed reports where we did not close
ly follow that recommendation, and 
that is the reason why we are re
porting these, because we are fol
lowing the recommendation of this 
survey, which did cost the State a 
substantial amount of money. 

Thereupon, the "Ought not to 
pass" report of the committee was 
accepted and sent up for concur
rence. 

Mr. Campbell from the Commit
tee on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs on same Bill reported a 
Bill (E. P. 1257) (L. D. an) under 
title of "An Act re~ating to Salary 
of Secretary of State" and that it 
"Ought not to pass" 

Mr. Cates from same Committee 
on same Bill reported a Bill (H. P. 
1258) (L. D. 1472) under title of 
"An Act relating to Salaries of the 
Liquor Commission" and that it 
"Ought not to pass" 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee on same Bill reported a Bill 
(H. P. 1259) (L. D. 1473) under title 
of "An Act relating to Salaries of 
the Industrial Accident Commis
sion" and that it "Ought not to 
pass" 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Ta,bled 
Mr. Cole from the Committee on 

Appropriations land Financial Af
fairs on same Bill reported a Bill 
(H. P. 1260) (L. D. '1474) under title 
of "An Act relating to Salary of 
State Auditor" and that it "Ought 
not to pass" 

Report was read. 
(On motion of Mr. Albert of Au

gusta, the Report, with accompany
ing papers, was tabled without as
signment, pending 'acceptance of 
Committee Report) 

Mr. Cole from the Committee on 
Appropriations and Financial Af
fairs on same Bill reported a Bill 
(H. P. 12161) (L. D. 1475) under 
title of "An Act relating to Salary 
of Insurance Commissioner" and 
tha't it "Ought not to pass" 

Mr. J1acobs from same Committee 
on same Bill reported a Bill (H. P. 
1262) (L. D. 1476) under title of 
"An Act relating to Salary of Ad
jutant-General" and that it "Ought 
not to pass" 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee on same Bill reported a Bill 
(H. P. 1263) (L. D. 1477) under title 
of "An Act relating to Salary of 
Director of Legislative Research" 
and that it "Ought not to pass" 

Mr. Jalbert from same Committee 
on same Bill reported a Bill (H. P. 
1264) (L. D. 1478) under title of 
"An Act relating to Salary of Com
missioner of Inland Fisheries and 
Game" and that it "Ought not to 
pass" 

Same gentleman from same Com
mittee on same Bill reported a Bill 
(H. P. 1265) (L. D. 1479) under title 
of "'An Act relating to Salaries of 
Employment Security Commission" 
and that it "Ought not to pass" 

Reports were read and accepted 
and sent up for concurrence. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Appropriations and Finan
cial Affairs on Bill "An Act relat
ing to Sa1aries of Cel'tain Depart
ment Heads" CR. P. 1035) (L. D. 
1179) reported a Bill CR. P. 1266) (L. 
D. 1480) under title of "An Act re
lating to Salary of Commissioner 
of Labor and Industry" and that it 
"Ought to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. COLLINS of Aroostook 
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HASKELL of Penobscot 
SINCLAIR of Somerset 

-of the Senate 
Messrs. BURGESS of Limestone 

DAVIS of Harrison 
JALBERT of Lewiston 

-of the House 
Minority Report of same Commit

tee reporting same Bill (H. P. 1266) 
(L. D. 1480) and that it "Ought not 
to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. JACOBS of Auburn 

CAMPBELL of Guilford 
COLE of Liberty 
CA TES of East Machias 

-of the House 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER pro tem: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Auburn, Mr. Jacobs. 

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker, I 
move the minority report of the 
committee be accepted to go along 
with those we have already re
jected. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. 
Jacobs, moves the aeceptance of 
the minority "Ought not to pass" 
report of the committee. Is this 
the pleasure of the House? 

The motion prevailed and the 
minority "Ought not to, pass" re
port of the committee was ac
cepted and sent up for concurrence. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair notes in the balcony of the 
Hall of the House a group of six
teen Girl Scouts from Troop 6 
from Rockland in charge of Mrs. 
Bird. 

In behalf of the House, the 
Chair wishes you a most cordial 
and hearty welcome. (Applause) 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Com

mittee on Appropriations and Fin
,ancial Affairs on Bill "An Act re
lating to Salaries of Certain De
partment Heads" (H. P. 1(35) (L. D. 
1179) reporting a Bill (H. P. 1267) 
(L. D. 1481) under title of "An Act 
relating to Salary of Commissioner 
of Education" and that it "Ought 
to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. COLLINS of Aroostook 

HASKELL of Penobscot 

SINCLAIR of Somerset 
-of the Senate 

Messrs. COLE of Liberty 
BURGESS of Limestone 
DAVIS of Harrison 
JALBERT of Lewiston 

-of the House 
Minority Report of same Com

mittee reporting same on Bill (H. 
P. 1267) (L. D. 1481) and that it 
"Ought not to pass" 

Report was signed by the fol
lowing members: 
Messrs. JACOBS of Auburn 

CAMPBELL of Guilford 
CATES of East Machias 

-of the House 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER pro tem: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ltberty, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. COLE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This is 
one case where the P. A. C. rec
commendation was not carried out, 
that is in fact the pay set up by 
the last Legislature was very much 
under the P. A. C. recommendations. 

I want to publicly congratulate 
the Board of Education in going 
out and picking a man who, in 
my estimation, is very capable 
and will do a good job for the 
State of Maine. Therefore I be
lieve we should pay him. 

It is my understanding that the 
board had a lot of difficulty in 
finding a man of this caliber, and 
I am certainly in favor of paying 
him the amount recommended; 
therefore, Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the majority "Ought to pass" re
port be accepted. 

(Calls of "No") 
The SPEAKER pro tem: The 

gentleman from Liberty, Mr. Cole, 
moves that the majority "Ought 
to pass" report be accepted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Auburn, Mr. Jacobs. 

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker, those 
who signed the "Ought not to 
pass" report felt that the salary 
was commensurate with the job 
at the present time. This man is a 
new man, he knew what salary he 
was going to have when he came 
here. Those who signed the mi
nority report did not feel that we 
should pay him $1000 more than 
he is receiving to start with, or 
$1000 more than the others who 
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preceded him; consequently ~ hope 
that the majority report wIll not 
be accepted. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Guilford, Mr. Campbell. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speak!e:r and 
Members of the House: I want to 
ooncur with what the gentleman 
from Liberty, Mr. Cole, has said 
in rega:rd to the abilities of 
the present Commissioner of Ed
ucation. We are all agreed that 
he is an excellent administrator 
and it would be hard to find a 
man anywhere who would do as 
well for the job. But this is a 
case where he is getting, as I see 
the result of the survey, what they 
re'commended; also he is receiving 
the same salary as the Administra
tor of Health and Welfare, the 
same as our Finance Officer of 
the State and I believe that the 
duties of' the job are comparative, 
so I hope that the motion of the 
gentleman from Liberty, Mr. Cole, 
does not prevail. 

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

Mr. ORABTREE: Mr. Slpeaker 
and Members of the House: I hope 
we will give very careful th:mght 
to this very serious matter. Every
one, I believe, who has had the 
pleasure of contading ou~ present 
Commissioner of EducatlOn feels 
gratified indeed that we could at
tract to our state a man of his 
proven ability, his character, his 
administrative ability. 

I suppose it is understandable 
that the salary looks sufficient to 
some members of this House, but I 
can think of nothing any more im
portant in this state than the 
capabilities of the man who heads 
up cur Department of Education. 

It happens that I do know that 
the present Gommissionercame 
here at a salary less than he was 
receiving. He likes the state of 
Maine. It happens that he had 
spent a few summers here at the 
University. He has asked for no 
increase. I want to make that 
plain. However, now we are faced 
with the problem of whether or not 
we will increase this man's ;:alary 
by a single thousand dollars. Then 
it would be a great deal less than 
he rec2ived in his former position. 

If we are to attract men of cali
ber to head up our departments, 
we have got to realize the situation 
and pay them in proportion to th~ir 
ability. Now, it is worth somethmg 
to work in the State of Maine, I will 
grant you that. We do not have to 
pay them as much as other states 
because it is worth something to 
live here. But in the matter of 
our Commissioner of Education we 
are talking about a thousand dollar 
increase, and it will then be much 
less than he received in his former 
position. The Commissioner is a 
man of whom we can feel proud, 
and we can feel that our education
al system is in good hands with 
Mr. Espy. 

I hope that the majority report 
will be aocepted. 

The Speaker pro tern: The 
Ohair recognizes the gentleman 
from Auburn, 'Mr. Turner. 

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to know just what the 
salary is now. I think it is $9'0'00. I 
would like to have that clarified. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Auburn, :Mr. Tur
ner, asks for information from any 
member of the committee. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Liberty, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. COLE: Yes, Mr. Speaker, that 
is true, he is g'etting $9000 right 
now, and the ,bill calls for $10,000, 
which I think is small enough for 
a man of his ability and charader. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
questicnbefore the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ub
erty, Mr. Cole, that the majority 
"Ought to pass" report of the com
mittee on Bill "An Act relating to 
Salary of Commissioner of Educa
tion," H. P. 1267, L. D. 1481, be 
accepted. 

All those in favor will signify by 
saying aye; those opposed, no. 

A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion to accept the majority 
"Ou$ht to pass" report did not pre
vail. 

Thereupon the minority "Ou~ht 
not to pass" report of the commit
tee was accepted and sent up for 
concurrence. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Appropriations and Fman
cial Affairs on Bill "An Act relating 
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to Salaries of Certain Department 
Heads" (H. P. 1035) (L. D. 1179) 
reporting a Bill (H. P. 1268) (L. D. 
1482) under title of "An Act relat
ing to Salary of Attorney-General" 
and that it "Ought to pass". 

Report was stgned by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. COLLINS of Aroostook 

HABKELL of Penobscot 
SINCLAIR of Somerset 

-of the Senate 
Messrs. BURGESS of Limestone 

JALBERT of Lewiston 
DAVIS of Harrison 

-of the House 
Minority Report of same Com

mittee reporting same Bill (H. P. 
1268) (L. D. 1482) and that it 
"Ought not to pass". 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. JACOBS of Auburn 

O.NMPBELL of Guilford 
COLE of Liberty 
CATES of East Machias 

-of the House 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Auburn, Mr. Jacobs. 

Mr. JACOBB: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the minority report be 
accepted and that we use all these 
heads of departments alike. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Jacdbs, 
moves that the minority "Ought not 
to pass" report of the committee be 
accepted. Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

The motion prevailed, and the 
minority "Ought not to pass" re
port was accepted and sent up for 
concurrence. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Appropriations and Financial 
Affairs on Bill "An Act relating to 
Salaries of Certain Department 
Heads" (H. P. 1035) (L. D. 1179) 
reporting a Bill (H. P. 1269) (L. D. 
1483) under title of "An Aot relating 
to Salary of Treasurer of state" 
and that it "Ought not to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. HASKELL of Penobscot 

COLL,INS of Aroostook 
SINCLAIR of Somerset 

- of the Senate 

Messrs. CAMBBELL of Guilford 
DAVIS of Harrison 
JALBERT of Lewiston 

- of the House 
Minority Report of same Com

mittee reporting same Bill (H. P. 
1269) (L. D. 1483) and that it 
"Ought to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. JACOBS of Auburn 

COLE of Liberty 
BURGESS of Limestone 
OATES of East Machias 

- of the House 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Moose River Plantation, Mr. 
Watson. 

Mr. WATSON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House, I would like 
to table Item No. 94, if I may, un
assigned. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Moose River P1an
tation, Mr. Watson, moves that the 
bill and the two reports of the 
committee be tabled. Is this the 
pleasure of the house? . 

All those in favor of the motIOn 
to table will say aye; those opposed, 
no. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Fairfield, Mr. Osborne. 

Mr. OSBORNE: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that we be consistent and 
accept the minority report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Fairfield, Mr. Os
borne, moves that the minority 
"Ought not to pass" report of the 
committee be aocepted. Is this 
the pleasure of the House? 

Mr. OSBORNE: The report is 
"Ought to pass". 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair is in error. 

The gentleman from Fairfield, Mr. 
Osborne, moves that the minority 
"Ought to pass" report be accepted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Auburn, Mr. Jacobs. 

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This is the 
only one of the heads of depart
ments who in my opinion is not 
receiving adequate compensation 
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compared to the others. 'I'his is 
the Treasurer of the State of Maine. 
The others are receiving seven to 
eight thousand dollars a year while 
the Treasurer's salary is $5,000. The 
bill asks for $6,000. I .think in fair
ness to all heads of departments, 
wherever they may be, or whatever 
they may do, it is part of -the State's 
business and they should receive a 
fair compensation, and in my judg
ment $5,()OO is not enough for the 
Treasurer of the State of Maine. 
This resolve is asking for $6,000, 
and that is why I voted for it, for 
that purpose, that the Treasurer 
receive $6,000 instead of $5,000. 

The SPEAKER pro ·tem: The 
question 'before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Fair
field, Mr. Osborne, that the minority 
report be accepted, which is "Ought 
to pass." Is this the pleasure of 
the House? 

(Calls of "No" and "Yes") 
All those in favor will say aye; 

those opposed, no. 
A viva voce vote 'being taken, the 

motion prevailed and the minority 
"Ought ,to pass" report was accepted 
and the Bill was given its two sev
eral readings and tomorrow assigned 
for third reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair notes in the balcony of the 
Hall of the House, a group of 
Eighth Grade Pupils from the 
Hudson Grammar School, under 
the direction of Mrs. Tasker. 

On behalf of the House, the 
Chair wishes you a most cordial 
and hearty welcome. (Applause) 

Mr. BURGESS of Limestone: Mr. 
Speaker -

The SPEAKER pro tem: For 
what purpose does the gentleman 
from Limestone, Mr. Burgess, rise? 

!Mr. BURGESS: To ask a question 
of the Chair, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman may make a parliamen
tary inquiry. 

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, I 
was going to ask what a:ction was 
taken on Item 92. If you would 
prefer that I delayed it until later, 
I would be very happy to conform 
to your wishes. 

The SPEA~ER pro tem: The 
Ohair would inform the gentleman 
that on Item 92 the minority 

"Ought not to pass" report of the 
committee was accepted and sent 
up for 'concurrence. 

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker, may 
I ~urther inquire if a motion to 
reconsider would be in order at 
this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Ohair will entertain such a motion. 

Mr. BURiGESS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I move that 
the House reconsider its action 
whereby it accepted the minority 
"Ought not to pass" report on Item 
92, relating to the Salary of the 
Commissioner of Education, and I 
would like to address the House 
briefly upon the subject, and I 
assure you it will be very briefly, 
and say that in my opinion having 
analyzed all department heads with 
respect to salary, that this is one 
of the most important administra
tive positions in the whole State 
of Maine, inasmuch as it deals with 
every little schoolhouse and school 
throughout the entire state, and 
because of the 'breadth of the pro
gram, the abilities needed in that 
office are great, and the State, 
at the present time, has an excel
lent man, but I do not speak to the 
present Commissioner; I speak to 
the duties of the offIce, and it is 
my honest opinion that any depart
ment which handles the funds and 
exerts the influence, necessarily, 
throughout the State of Maine in 
our public school system should 
be at least paid $10,000 annually. 

It is my further conviction that 
the sum of $10,00{) is small enough 
considering his influence not only 
in the operation of the public school 
system but his influence in the 
School Building Authority, which 
deals with capital investment. 

I repeat,Mr . .speaker, I move 
that the House reconsider its ac
tion whereby it accepted the "Ought 
not to pass" report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Limestone, Mr. 
Burgess, moves that the House re
consider its action whereby it ac
cepted the "Ought not to pass" 
report on Item 92, Bill "An Act 
relating to Salary of Commissioner 
of Education" (H. P. 1267) (L. D. 
1481). Is this the pleasure of the 
House? 

(Calls of "NO") 
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All those in favor of the motion 
will say aye; those opposed, no. 

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

Ought to Pass in New Draft 
Tabled until Later in T'oday's 

Session 
Mr. Sanford from the Committee 

on Taxation on Bill "An Act to 
Repeal the Exemption from the 
Sales Tax of Domestic Fuel" (H. 
P. 687) (L. D. 722) reported same 
in a new draft (H. P. 12'71) (L. D. 
1467) under title of "An Act to 
Amend and Clarify the Exemption 
of Fuel from the Sales and Use 
Tax" and that it "Ought to pass". 

Report was read. 
The SPEAKElR pro tem: Is it 

the pleasure of the House to ac
cept the report of the committee? 

(Calls of "No") 
The SPEAKER pro tem: The 

Ohair recognizes the gentlewoman 
from Presque Isle, Mrs. Ohristie. 

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr. Speaker, 
this matter is not quite clear to 
me. I wonder if it is to other people. 
It sounds to me as though this bill 
would repeal the exemption on 
these fuels, and if that is the case, 
I do not approve of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rockland Mr. Low. 

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, There 
are two bills before the House this 
morning, dealing with the exemp
tion of fuels for heating. This 
present bill is simply a clarification 
bill and later on in the morning, 
on page 12, we will have a bill to 
repeal the tax on gas for heating. 

I would like, if I might, to table 
this bill until immediately after 
we have acted on the other bill 
on page 12, which is Item Number 
109. 

The SPEAKElR pro tem: The 
gentleman from Rockland, Mr. Low, 
moves that Item 95, Report of the 
Comittee on Taxation on Bill "An 
Act to Amend and Clarify the Ex
emption of Fuel from the Sales and 
Use Tax" together with accom
panying papers be tabled until later 
in today's session. Is this the pleas
ure of the House? 

The motion prevailed. and the 
Report with accompanying papers 
was so tabled pending acceptance 
of the Committee Report. 

Mr. Seaward from the Committee 
on Taxation on Bill "An Act Ex
empting from Sales Tax Motor Ve
hicles Not to be Registered in 
State" (H. P. 1063) (L. D. 1200) re
ported same in a new draft (H. P. 
1272) (L. D. 1468) under title of 
"An Act Exempting from Sales Tax 
Passenger Automobiles Not -to be 
Registered in state" and that it 
"Ought to pass" 

Report was read, and the report 
of the committee was accepted, on 
a viva voce vote. 

Thexeupon, the Bill was given its 
two several readings and assigned 
for third reading tomorrow morn
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair notices, in the balcony of the 
Hall of the House, thirty-eight pu
pils from the Eighth Grade of the 
Dunstan Elementary School in 
Scarboro, under the direction of 
Dorothy Humphrey, David Elaton 
and Principal Joseph Gxeeley. 

In behalf of the House, the Chair 
wishes you a most cordial and 
hearty welcome. (Applause) 

Ought to Pass 
Printed Bills 

Mr. Watson from the Committee 
on Inland Fisheries and Game re
ported "Ought to pass" on Resolve 
Authorizing Survey by Commission
er of Inland Fisheries and Game to 
Cooperate with other States ,to Re
duce Hunting Fatalities (H. P. 1091) 
(L. D. 1225) which was recommit
ted. 

Report was read and accepted, 
the Resolve read once and tomor
row assigned. 

Tabled 
Mr. Fuller from the Committee 

on Judiciary reported "Ought to 
pass" on Resolve Authorizing the 
Release of State of Maine's Claim 
on T. 1, R. 13, W. E. L. S. Piscata
quis County (H. P. 1138) (L. D. 1288) 

Report was read and accepted 
and the Resolve was read once. 

(On motion of Mr. Williams of 
Hodgdon, the Resolve, with aClCom
panying papers, was tabled without 
,aSSignment, pending assignment 
for second reading) 

Mr. Letourneau from the Com
mittee on Labor reported "Ought to 
pass" on Bill "An Act relating to 
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Unemplayment Campensatian Re
g'arding Remuneratian f.ar Hali
days" (H. P. 1101) (L. D. 1242) 

Mr. W'Oadcack fram the Cam
mittee an Legal Affairs reparted 
same an Bill "An Act Amending the 
Cammunity Schaal District Law" 
(H. P. !}36) (L. D. 984) 

Mr. Tardif from the Committee 
an Public Health reported same an 
Bill "An Act relating ta Eating 
and Ladging Places" (H. P. 844) (L. 
D. 866) 

Reparts were read and accepted, 
the Bills read twice,and tomarraw 
assigned. 

Ought to Pass with Committee 
Amendment 

Mr. Cauture fram the Committee 
an Labar an Bill "An Act relfrting to 
Campensatian far Lass 'Of Hearing 
Under Warkmen's Compensation 
Act" (H. P. 829) (L. D. 860) re
parted "Ought ta pass" as amend
ed by Cammittee Amendment "A" 
submitted therewith. 

Repart was read and accepted 
and the Bill read twice. 

Committee Amendment "A" was 
then read by the Clerk as fallaws: 

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT "A" 
ta H. P. 82!}, L. D. 860, Bill, "An Act 
Relating ta Compensation far Lass 
'Of Hearing Under Workmen's Com
pensatian Act." 

Amend said Bill by striking out 
the underlined figure "100" in 5th 
line and inserting in place thereof 
the underlined figure '50' 

Further amend said Bill by strik
ing aut ,the underlined figure "150" 
in the last line and inserting in 
place thereof the underlined figure 
'100' 

Committee Amendment "A" was 
adapted and tamarraw assigned far 
third reading of the 'Bill. 

Mr. Letaurneau fram the Cam
mittee an Labar an Bill "An Act 
relating to Definition of Elevator 
under Baard of Elevator Rules" (H. 
P. 185) (L. D. 180) which was re
committed, reported "Ought to 
pass" as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" submitted there
with. 

Report was read and accepted 
and the Bill read twice. 

Thereupon, Committee Amend
ment "A" was read by the Clerk as 
fallows: 

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT "A" 
to H. P. 185, L. D. 180, Bill "An Act 
Relating to Definitian 'Of Elevatar 
Under Board of ,Eleva tar Rules." 

Amend said Bill by indicating the 
striking out the word "other" in 
the 4th line of the secand paragraph 
by drawing a line thraugh said ward 
"other" 

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

Mr. Small fram the Commit
tee an Labar an Bill "An Act 
relfrting 'ta Burial Expenses Under 
Workmen's Compensatian Act" (H. 
P. 426) (L. D. 473) reparted "Ought 
'ta PfrSS" as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" submitted there
with. 

Report was read and accepted and 
the Bill read twice. 

Oammittee Amendment "A" was 
refrd by the Clerk as follows: 

COMMIT'I1EE AMENDMENT ",A" 
to H. P. 42'6, L. D. 473, Bill, "An Act 
Relating ta Burial ,Expenses Under 
Workmen's Compensation Act." 

Amend said Bill by striking aut 
the underlined figure "$500" in the 
last line and inserting in plaee 
thereaf the underlined figure "350". 

Cam'mittee Amendment "A" was 
then adapted and 'tamorrow as
signed far third reading 'Of ,the Bill. 

Mr. West from the Committee 
an Labor an Bill "An Act Desi:gnat
ing Fluarasis and Fluoride Poison
ing as an Occupational Disease" (H. 
P. 749) (L. D. 788) reported "Ought 
ta pass" as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" submitted there
with. 

Report was read and accepted and 
the Bill read twice. 

Cammittee Amendment "A" was 
then read by the Clerk as follows: 

COMMTTTElE AMENDMENT "A" 
ta H. P. 749, L. D. 788, Bill, "An Act 
Designating Fluarosis and Fluaride 
POisaning as an Occupatianal Dis
ease." 

Amend said Bill by striking out 
in the title thereof the words 
"Fluarasis and". 

Further amend said Bill by strik
ing out in the 6th line thereof the 
underlined ward and punctuation 
"Fluorosis;" 
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Committee Amendment "A" was 
adopted and tomorrow assigned for 
third reading of the Bill. 

Tabled and Assigned 
Mr. West from the Committe on 

Labor on Bill "An Act Amending 
the Maine Employment Security 
Law as to Definition of Employing 
Unit" CR. P. 755) (L. D. 780) re
ported "Ought to pass" as amended 
hy Committee Amendment "A" sub
mitted therewith. 

Report was read and accepted. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rockland, Mr. Low. 

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speak!er, I have 
been told by the Unemployment 
Commission tha.t this bill will cost 
them a great deal of money, and 
for the purpose of getting more in
formation I would like to table this 
matter and specially assign it for 
ne~t Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Rockland, Mr. Low, 
moves that the Bill, with accom
panying papers, be tabled pending 
first reading, and that the matter 
be specially assigned for Tuesday, 
April 28. 

Mr. Albert from the CommiUee 
on Liquor Control on Bill "An Act 
relating to the Administration of 
the Liquor Law" (H. P. 538) (L. D. 
554) which was recommitted, re
ported "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" was 
read by the Clerk as follows: 

COMMITT'EE AMENDMENT "A" 
to H. P. 538, L. D. 554, Bill, "An Act 
Relating to the Administmtion of 
the Liquor Law." 

Amend said Bill by striking out 
all of section 5 thereof. 

Further amend said Bill by re
numbering sections 6, 7, 8 and 9 
to be sections 5, 6, 7 and 8. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: Is it 
the pleasure of the House to adopt 
Committee Amendment "A"? 

'I'he Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. stewart. 

Mr. STEWART: Mr. Speaker, I 
have a question I would like to 

direct to any member of the com
mittee, if I may. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman may ask his question. 

Mr. STEWART: I would like to 
inquire what is the purpose of 
Committee Amendment "A"? What 
is its effect upon the bill and upon 
the Governor's program? 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The gen
tleman from Portland, Mr. stewart, 
asks for information from any mem
ber of the Committee on Liquor 
Control. 

The Ohair recognizes the gentle
man from Augusta, Mr. A}bert. 

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members oftJhe House: The purpose 
of doing away with paragraph 5 is 
to retain the present Enforcement 
Director under the Personnel Law. 
If paragraph 5 had been left in the 
original bill, the present Director 
of Enforcement would have become 
a political a.ppointment, and the 
committee feels that he should re
main under the Personnel Law. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Ohair recognizes the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. stewart. 

Mr. STE,WART: Mr. Speaker, I 
believe that the Director of Enforce
ment is a vital policy-making part 
of the program. It is my feeling 
that when an administration comes 
in, and finds that certain indi
viduals are in charge of the differ
ent departments, and finds that 
they are frozen under Civil Service 
laws, there is no opportunity of 
dealing with this question of en
forcement. If the Governor be
lieved that the enforcement was lax 
or weak, he could not appoint a 
person whom he believed would be 
strong in administration and en
forcement under this amendment. 
It is my feeling that one of the 
things that was sought by the 
Governor's program, as outlined in 
his inaugural address, was to set up 
a division of authority such that he 
would be able to secure adminis
tration and enforcement of the 
liquor laws. It is my 'belief that 
this amendment very seriously 
weakens the bill which is presented 
to us today, and therefore I move 
the indefinite postponement of 
Committee Amendment "A". 
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The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. 
Stewart, moves that Committee 
Amendment "A" be indefinitely 
postponed. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Augusta, Mr. 
Albert. 

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I was al
ways under the impression that the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. 
Stewart, had always commended 
the Director of Enforcement, Timo
thy Murphy. He certainly has been 
commended in our liquor hearings 
by both the so-called Drys and the 
Wet elements. It is my opinion 
that this new set-up in the Liquor 
Commission will have a direct in
fluence upon the Director of En
forcement. No one has ever criti
cized, to my knowledge, in a liquor 
hearing, the conduct of the Enforce
ment Division Director, and I think 
that this House should bear that in 
mind. 

The man in question is now un
der the Personnel Law; the new 
Liquor Commissioner will cerllainly 
influence him to a certain degree, 
but he will still be protected and 
kept out of politics as far as his 
job is concerned, and I hope the 
motion of ,the gentleman from 
Portland (Mr. Stewart) does not 
prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Stewart. 

Mr. STEWART: My remarks were 
not directed to be in 'any way a 
criticism of the present Chief of 
Enforcement of the Liquor Divi
sion; my remarks concerned laws 
and not men. It is my belief that 
this is a vital, policy-making post 
and the Governor of the State 
should have the power to determine 
who is chi·ef of this department as 
he has in regard to who is on the 
Liquor Commission. 

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

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I believe 
there is a misapprehension on this 
in the mind of the gentleman from 
Portland, (Mr. Stewart) because if 
you have the bill, Section 2 of this 
bill 'contains two sub-sections, ap
parently, two new sections I should 
say, numbered 5-A and 5-B. 5-B 
provides for a Director of Licensing 

and Enforcement. It says the Com
mission shall ,appoint him, and then 
it goes on-he can be removed for 
cause and so forth. 

I presume that that would be the 
official who would really be the 
policy-making official appointed by 
the Commission, and perhaps could 
be changed by an incoming admin
istration. 

Now it doesn't seem to me that 
the job of the Chief Inspector is 
anything like that, and it does 
seem to me that the Chief Inspec
tor should be left under Civil Ser
vice, as he is at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Greenville, Mr. Anderson. 

Mr. ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I don't 
want to have any quarrel with the 
present Liquor Enforcement Chief 
or with any future chief, but I 
would like to say this: That this 
matter has been discussed with the 
Governor, and the Governor didn't 
even Imow this provision was in the 
law and he further stated that he 
didn't want it left in there. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Stewart, that Com
mittee Amendment "A" to House 
Paper 538, Legislative Document 554, 
Bill "An Act relating to the Admin
istration of the Liquor Law" be 
indefinitely postponed. All those in 
favor will say aye; those opposed, 
no. 

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

Thereupon, Committee Amend
ment "A" was adopted and the Bill 
was assigned for third reading to
morrow morning. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the CommIt

tee on Highways reporting "OUght 
not to pass" on Resolve for the 
Maintenance and Repair of ROlads 
and Bridges (H. P. 1) (L. D. 1) 
also Requests for Allocation of 
Funds for Maintenance and Re
pair of Roads 'and Bridges pursu
ant to Joint Order (H. P. 21) 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. ROBBINS of Aroostook 

DUNHAM of Hancock 
-of the Senate 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 22, 1953 1435 

Me~rs. LUDWIG of Hope 
TURNER of Auburn 
PULLEN of Oakland 
CARTER of Etna 
BOSTON of North Berwick 

-of the House 
Minority Report of same Commit

tee on same Resolve reporting a 
Consolidated Resolve (H. P. 1254) 
under same title and that it "Ought 
to pass" 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Mr. GREELEY of Waldo 

-of the Senate 
Messrs. DENBOW of Lubec 

NADEAU of Biddeford 
-of the House 

Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hope, Mr. Ludwig. 

Mr. LUDWIG: Mr. Speaker, I 
move the majority "OUght not to 
pass" report be accepted. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Hope, Mr. Ludwig, 
moves that the majority "Ought 
not to pass" report of the commit
tee be accepted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Inasmuch 
as we have one hundred and thirty 
enactors ahead of us, and we have 
three divided reports ahead of us, 
and inasmuch as we have a special 
order at two o'clock whereby we 
will take up reapportionment, I 
move that this item be tabled and 
be specially aSSigned immediately 
after the period of reapportionment, 
to be taken up at two o'clock to
day. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair will state that the gentle
man's motion would not be in or
der. The gentleman may ask for 
unanimous consent that the matter 
be a special order following reap
portionment. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Inasmuch 
as we have this special order at two 
o'clock, and the hour is now eleven
thirty, I was simply trying to speed 
up legislation. I therefore will move 
that it be tabled, unaSSigned, 
and I assure the House I will take 
it off the table immediately, at the 
best opportunity. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Brooks, Mr. Dick
ey, moves that the two reports of 
Item l{J8, with accompanying 
papers, be tabled and unasSigned. 
Is this the pleasure of the House? 

(Calls of "No") 
All those in favor of the motion 

will say aye; those opposed, no. 
A viva voce v,ote being doubted, 

a divis±on of the House was had. 
Thirty-six having voted in the af

firmative and seventy having voted 
in the negative, the motion did not 
prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Ohair recogni21es the gentleman 
from Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I can as
sure you I am not gOing to be a 
fall guy on this present set-up. You 
will recall the first L. D., the first 
House Paper, which was a Resolve 
for the Maintenance and Repair 
of Roads and Bridges. Some re
fer to this as the Pork Barrel Fund. 
I think the first letter that I wrote 
in regard to this matter was in 
January, 1952. 

At the last session we had quite 
a bit of talk as to whether to do 
away with special resolves or not. 
In talking with many of the old 
members, they felt that something 
should be done to speed up leg
islation. This House went along 
with me. We introduced a con
solidated resolve. We also went along 
with a joint order whereby the mem
bers would turn in to the Highway 
Committee their various requests, 
which would stop the advertising, 
the printing, and everything that 
went along with those four or five 
hundred resolves, the idea behind it 
being that we would perhaps save 
in the neighborhood of $5000 and 
at least two days of the legislative 
session. 

I realize there has been a great 
deal of pressure put on this to 
do away with the special resolves. 
I have a letter here dated January 
29, 1952. I would like to read part 
of it to you. 

"In regard to your suggestion on 
the procedure for ro.ad resolves, I 
feel that it would be a very worth
while suggestion, but I am doubt
ful if it would work too well be
cause o.f the very human trait to 
postpone everything until the last 
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meeting. However, if they felt it 
was a definite deadline and Sam 
could get it across in his letter it 
would certainly speed things up and 
save a lot of time and expense and 
reading, printing, and advertising, 
as you know, and the results would 
be the same in any event." That 
was signed by Burton Cross. 

I have two files of letters from 
various members of the last Legis
lature. 

It just boils down to this, ladies 
and gentlemen, whether you want 
to take the lure. It is up to you. 
You will vote presently. But I can 
assure you that that lure, with all 
its pretty flowers and pretty tas
sels that when it hooks into your 
jowis it will have a barb on it and 
it will bring you up short. 

The ,only basis behind this wh,ole 
thing is to do away with Special 
Resolve :wads. Perhaps the gentle
men in the cities are not too much 
conoerned wbout this, but we people 
in the smaner communities are. 
You very well understand that 
around the cities the people in the 
smaller communities go along with 
you in order to improve your con
ditions. We have seen quite a 
few instances whereby we have 
tried to help you out in your traf
fic problems. 

This is only a small matter of 
$150,000 a year. If they-and I don't 
know who "they" are, and I shall 
have to use the term ",they" not 
knowing who "they" are, ibut if they 
thought this was a good piece of 
legislation and they wanted to do 
away with the special resolves you 
would have assumed that they would 
have taken the present Hgure of 
$500,000 of the present Town Road 
Improvement Fund and a,dded $150,-
000 of these special resolves and 
come out with the proposition that 
we will do away with the special 
resolves, combine it with the town 
Road Improvement Fund for $650,-
000. No, they knew it wouldn't get 
through, it couldn't possibly go 
through this House. But, as I say, 
they had the lrne and the bait. 

I believe in 'Our L. D. 184, that is 
on the Highways, yQU don't see 
anything of the special resolves 'Of 
the $150,000. I do nQt see it anywhere 
in the betterment fund 'Of $100,000, 
but I do see a little bait here, in
c'l'easing the TQwn Road Improve-

ment Fund from $500,000 to $800,-
000. That didn't go over so well, I 
understand, with the pressure 
around. 

They are now thinking of in
creasing the TQwn Road Improve
ment Fund to a million dol1ars. 
That didn't meet with very good 
results so they brought it up to It 

figure ofa million and a half. Why? 
Simply to do away with the special 
resolves. 

Now tt looks very good to you 
ladies and gentlemen at this time 
if you can increase your Town Road 
Improvement Fund up to a million 
and a half dollars. That is fine, 
that is more than we [had before. 
What are they going to do in two 
years? They will cut the Town Road 
ImprQvement Fund back to $500,000. 
You mark my words, that is ex-
3!ctly what will happen, and they 
will achieve their purpose of doing 
away with the spedal resolves of 
$I,so"OOO. That is the move behind 
all of this. I am still using ",they." 
I don't know who "they" are, but 
there is cerbainly plenty of pres
sure on it. 

If they want to do what is right, 
why don'tbhey g'o ,along with the 
way the law stipulates i,t now, ten 
per cent. That would make the Town 
Road Improvement Fund two mil
lion dQllars. I might buy that for 
two years myself if it was two mil
lion. Maybe if you stick with it 
long enough and go ,along with this 
special resolve, maybe we can 'get 
tWQ milHon 'Out of it. They have at 
least gone up to ·a million, five hun
dred thousand. 

Now 1t is not good business for 
you ladies and gentlemen in these 
smaller communities. If you go 
along with this proposition tQ do 
away with ,the Special Resolves you 
have lost all chances of coming 
into this Legislature and introducing 
any resolve whrutsoever. 

Now as I said in the beginning, I 
do not intend to be the fall .guy for 
this. I convinced you members at 
the first 'Of the session that it woWd 
be a good proposition to do away 
with the introductiQn of each sepa
rate resolve of the four or five hun
dred resolves and you went along 
with it. Probably "they" helped 
me out in that. Yet today we 
are talking on only one question, 
one consolid3!ted resolve, otherwise 
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we would have four or five hundred 
in here "Ought not to pass" ,and I 
am telling you it would be a fighting 
House. It is the same proposition. 
It is all consolidated in one resolve. 

I eertainly hope Ithat the motion 
of the genUeman ,from Hope, Mr. 
Ludwig, will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair notes in the rear of the Hall 
of the House a former Speaker and 
former Governor of the State of 
Maine, the Han. William Tudor 
Gardiner. The Chair requests the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to eonduct the 
gentleman to the rostrum. 

Ex - 'Governor William Tudor 
Gardiner was then conducted to 
the rostrum by the Sergeant-at
Arms, amid the applause of the 
House, the members rising. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Friendship, Mr. Winchenpaw. 

Mr. WINOHENPAW: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I believe that this resolve 
will hurt more towns than you 
realize will be hurt. If these special 
resolves are done away with, as I 
understand i:t the money the towns 
will get under this resolve will be 
less, that is for most towns. As I 
understand it, this sum of money 
will be added to the Town Road Im
provement Fund and towns are go
ing to get less because of the system 
of allocation. I know that all of tlhe 
~ive towns that I rep·resent are go
mg to be hurt by doing away with 
these resolves. I believe that every 
legislator should study this bill 1;0 
see how much they will be hurt. I 
move that this bilJ be tabled and 
specially assigned for tomorrow 
morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Friendship, Mr. 
Winchenpaw, moves that item 108 
and both reports be tabled and 
specially assigned for tomorrow 
morning. 

Those in favor of the motion 
will say aye; those opposed, no. 

A viv!l voce vote being taken, 
the motIon to table did not prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tem' The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Holden, Mr. DeBeck. 

Mr. DeBECK: Mr. Speaker, when 
this vote is taken I ask for a di
vision of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from 
Hope, Mr. Ludwig, that the majority 
report "Ought not to pass" be ac
cepted. The gentleman from Holden, 
Mr. DeBe·ck, asks for a division. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Hope, Mr. Ludwig. 

Mr. LUDWIG: Mr. Speaker, I 
am amazed that my good friend, 
the gentleman from Brooks, Mr. 
Dickey, is opposed to this change. 
He represents nine small towns here 
and under the special resolves for 
the next two years they would re
ceive $5800. If you put a million 
dollars into the unimproved road 
fund, which the committee has 
unanimously agreed to do, his nine 
towns in the next two years would 
receive $19,247.38, a difference of 
nearly $14,000. That, it seems to 
me, would be a pretty good trade. 
And that is an example of what 
most of the towns in the State 
would receive. They would receive 
that much more money than they 
are getting now. In other words, 
you put a million dollars into the 
unimproved road fund and prac
tically every town would receive 
two or three times as much at 
least as they do under the special 
resolves. 

This town road improvement 
fund, you can use it in towns 
anY'Yhere you want to, and a 
speCIal resolve you have to put 
in a bill and have it designated 
for a speCial place. The town road 
improvement fund is based on a 
mileage basis for unimproved roads, 
so that those towns that have the 
most unimproved roads will re
ceive the most money. It seems to 
me it is the only fair way to have 
it distributed. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Hope, Mr. Ludwig, 
need not be amazed at me. I am 
amazed .at hiI?- that he would go 
along Wlth thIS lure bait. He just 
made the remark to you that you 
could use this money any way you 
want. That is not right and he 
knows it. 
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I have three towns that desire 
to build bridges on State Aid 
roads and the special resolves that 
I put in would allow them to use 
this money. Under this set-up under 
the Town Road Improvement Fund, 
they could not use this money for 
the building of these bridges. I be
lieve that the law states that the 
most they could use would be $200, 
and he knows it, so I am amazed 
at him. 

I think there are enough mem
bers who can see through this 
proposition, and as the hour is late 
I will not take up your time. Thank 
you. 

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

Mr. BURGESS: Mr. Speaker and 
ladies and gentlemen of the House: 
I have on previous occasions, and 
I wish to repeat myself this morn
ing, been strictly in favor of dis
continuing these so-'called road re
solves. I would like, very briefly, 
to point out to you my reasons for 
taking that pOSition consistently. 

No. 1. To eliminate the expense 
and time of the Committee on 
Highways and the Department for 
administering the so-called road 
resolves. 

No.2. It is my understanding, 
and I believe I am correct, that the 
Town Road Improvement Fund is 
apportioned to our towns through
out the State in a more equitable 
manner, namely this: Each town in 
the State receives first of all a 
fixed sum of $200, which, when 
added together and subtracted from 
the total leaves a balance from 
whatever your appropriation is. 
That is apportioned to each town 
throughout the State on the basis 
of the number of miles of unim
proved roads in your town to the 
total in the State, and in my 
opinion that is positively a fair 
way of allocating funds. 

I realize that these special re
solves may be very important in 
some communities. In my own case 
I believe the amount allocated to 
my six towns is $1400. When di
vided equitably it leaves them 
nothing. It costs a considerable 
amount of money to move your 
equipment onto the job and off 
the jab, and I do not consider 
that the results received from the 

small amount of two or three 
hundred dollars is one of great im
portance. 

I hope that you will eventually, 
before you have finished, vote to 
do away with special resolves. At 
this time I do not understand that 
that binds the State forever. That 
is only for the next biennium. You 
can certainly change it back next 
time if you wish. I do hope that 
you will vote at this time to dis
continue special resolves and allow 
this fund to be administered on 
an equitable basis such as I have 
outlined with respect to the Town 
Road Improvement Fund. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Whitefield, Mr. Chase. 

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I am not 
concerned rubout the time that the 
Highway Committee puts in on 
these road resolves. They are up 
here to do the job the same as 
the rest of us on the other com
mittees. 

These resolves amount to about 
$150,000, and believe me that is 
peanuts compared to the sixty-six 
million dollars that goes through 
the Highway Commission down 
there. Now I consider that it is 
peanuts to take that $150,000. It is 
the only thing that we have to 
take home to our constituents. I 
defy anyone to show me one town 
or one case where this resolve 
money was ever wasted or put in 
a place where it should not have 
gone. I think that this money is 
used for a good purpose and I 
would like to see it continued. 

The gentleman from Hope, Mr. 
Ludw~g, stated that we will receive 
much more on our town road im
provement fund if the $150,000 is 
turned back. Gentlemen, we cannot 
receive more than that $150,000. If 
we get the increases that he has 
stated we will get, how are you 
going to get it out of $150,OOO? If 
they are going to dig up some money 
somewhere else and give to the 
town road improvement fund we 
will still get it, we can still get it 
without the $150,000 peanut money. 

I hope that the House will still 
vote to keep these resolves. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from iMexico, Mr. Small. 
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Mr. SMAIJL: Mr. Speaker, I 
have no resolve in under this bill 
for a bridge, but I want to go on 
record in favor of this and I will 
tell you why. 

Not too many evenings ago, only 
a few weeks back, the Governor 
came into this very hall and spoke 
to us about putting the administra
tion of this road money back nearer 
home. I would like to know who 
knows better within the various 
counties where there money should 
be spent than the representatives. 
I want to agree with the gentle
man from Whitefield (Mr. Cbase) 
that I think the representatives 
in Oxford County have put the 
money in the places where it was 
needed badly. 

Now we cannot get money enough 
to pay a hundred cents on a dollar 
for schools but we can toss half 
a million dollars into this other 
fund as bait. That is well and good. 
Why not increase the road resolves, 
the pork barrel, to half a million 
dollars. I am sure it could be well 
used in my county. I would like 
to see this money administered the 
way it has been in the past. As 
I said a minute ago, I have no 
bridges in my town but I think 
that the counties can divide this 
money up better than anyone else 
can, especially better than the way 
they divide it up down here in 
Augusta. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
question before the House is on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Ludwig, Mr. Hope, that the major
ity "Ought not to pass" report on 
Resolve for the Maintenance and 
Repair of Roads and Bridges (H. 
P. 1) (L. D. 1) also Requests for 
Allocation of Funds for Mainte
nance and Repair of Roads and 
Bridges pursuant to Joint Order 
(H. P. 21) be accepted. 

All those in favor of the motion 
that the House accept the majority 
"Ought not to pass" report will 
rise and remain standing in their 
places until the monitors have made 
and returned the count. 

A division of the House was had. 
Eighty-seven having voted in the 

affirmative and thirty-two 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 
Tabled and Assigned 

Majority Report of the Commit
tee on Taxation reporting "Ought 
not to pass" on Bill "An Aet Ex
empting Gas for Domestic Purrposes 
from Sales Tax" (H. P. 995) (L. D. 
1082) 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. WIGHT of Penobscot 

CHASE of Cumberland 
CARTER of Oxford 

-of the Senate 
Messrs. SEAWARD of Kittery 

SANFORD 
of Dover-FoJreroft 

KEA Y of ALbion 
-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. LOW of Rockland 

ALBEE of Portland 
WILLEY of Ellsworth 

-of the House 

Reports were read. 

The SPEAK'ER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Westbrook, Mr. LarraJbee. 

Mr. LARRABEE: Mr. Speaker, 
due to the unavoidable absence of 
my colleague, the gentleman from 
Westbrook, Mr. Travis, who spon
sored this bill, I wish to place it 
on the table and assign it for Tues
day next. 

The SPEAlKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from West/brook, Mr. 
Larrabee, moves that the two re
ports, with accompanying rpapers, 
lie on the table pending acceptance 
of either report, and be special
ly assigned for Tuesday, April 28. 
Is this the pleasure of the House? 

The motion prevailed, and the 
matter was so ta,bled and 00 assigned. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Com

mittee on Transportation on Bill 
"An Act Requiring Certain Truck 
OWners to File Names of Agents 
for Certain Purposes" (H. P. 770) 
(L. D. 735) reporting same in a new 
draft (H. P. 1270) (L. D. 14GB) un
der same title and that it "Ought 
to pass" 
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Report was signed by the follow
ing members. 
Mr. CUMMINGS of Sagadahoc 

-of the Senate 
Messrs. KELLY of Rumford 

FINEMORE of Bridgewater 
TO'BMAN of Bangor 
CURTIS of Bowdoinham 
JEWETT of Bucksport 

-of the House 
Minority Report of same Com

mittee reporting "Ought not to 
pass" on same Bill. 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. HASKELL of Penobscot 

JA:MIESON of Aroostook 
-of the Senate 

Messrs. TRAVIS of WestJbrook 
DODGE of Strong 

-of the House 
Reports were read, and on mo

tion of Mr. Kelly of Rumford, the 
majority report, "Ought to pass" in 
New Draft was accepted. 

Thereupon, the Bill was given its 
two several readings and was as
signed for third reading tomorrow 
morning. 

Divided Report 
Majority Report of the Commit

tee on Transportation reporting 
"Ought to pass" on Bill "An Act 
relating to Weight of Commercial 
Vehicles" (H. P. 1065) (L. D. 1164) 

Report was signed Iby the follow
ing members: 
Mr. JAMIESON of Aroostook 

-of the Senate 
Messrs. FINEMORE of ,Bridgewater 

KELLY of Rumford 
JEWETT of Bucksport 
DODGE of Strong 
TRAVIS of Westbrook 

-of the House 
Minority Report of same Com

mittee reporting "Ought not to 
pass" on same Bill. 

Report was signed by the follow
ing members: 
Messrs. HASKELL of Penobscot 

CUMMINGS of Sagadahoc 
-of the Senate 

Messrs. TOTMAN of Bangor 
CURTIS of Bowdoinham 

-of the House 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Farmingdale, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. ,Speaker and 
Members of the House: I move that 
the majority "Ought to pass" re
port on Legislative Document 1164 
be accepted. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Farmingdale, Mr. 
Smith, moves that the majority 
"Ought to pass" report of the com
mittee be accepted. Is this the 
pleasure of the House? 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This is a 
bill for 48,000 pounds-to increase 
the weight of vehicles to that 
amount. 'I1here is consideration 
that they use another axle, but it 
is so upset and it involves so much 
that I don't think that has any par
tkular weight. It might do for bi
tuminous roads, but it would not be 
of any use on a 'Concrete road. 

Now our roads, as the Highway 
Commission will tell you, and as 
you know if you have made any 
study of them, are built for 32,000 
pounds, and they are going to pieces 
faster than we can possibly keep 
them up with ,the amount of revenue 
that we have. We all know that. 
We don't have to ask anybody about 
that; we can see it ourselves; and 
when we put on this extra load, 
just simply ,to save a few dollars 
for a 'Construction gang, it doesn't 
seem to me to be the right thing 
to do. 

Now we were willing, in our com
mittee, to grant the people who are 
building the road a chance to have 
an area where they were operating 
and that would be left to the High
way Oommission. 

I can see very readily how they 
would like to get rid of another 
driver; they would like to have 
48,000 pounds rather than 3'2,00{) 
pounds, and it is a fact, with any
one who has ever done trucking, 
that the only ,thing you really do 
save on these heavy loads is the 
wages of a driver, because the e}Ctra 
cost of this extra eqUipment, or 
this larger equipment, and the extra 
cost to maintain it, and the extra 
gasoline tha,t will be burned, and 
all of these things added together, 
per unit it costs just as much t{) 
haul a yard of gravel on a large 
vehicle as it does on a small one, 
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but the only thing that they do 
save is the wages of a diriveir, 
where he can haul half as much 
again, of course they can make 
some saving there. 

Now I would be very anxious for 
them to make all the saving they 
could, ,but I don't believe that it 
warrants this saving by tearing our 
roads all to pieces, and I think that 
the proposition that was put up, to 
allow the Highway Commission to 
give them an area, would cover 
everything that they should need, 
because you cannot have this class 
legislation, if you are going to open 
it up to 48,(JOO pounds today you 
must open it up to everybody, and 
that would mean that everyone 
hauling coal, cement or what have 
you, could haul anywhere on our 
roads and our bridges, and they 
were not built for it and they will 
not posstbly stand it. In fact, I 
know ,that the Highway Commission 
realizes this and is not in favor 
of this whatsoever and I do not 
think that we should be. 

The SPElAKER pro tem: The 
Ohair recognizes the gentleman 
from Farmingdale, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I made this 
motion to accept the majority re
port for one reason: I believe that 
this is an economy measure; I 
believe that a saving will be re
flected in the bid prices that con
tractors offer to the State during 
the next ten years in this accel
erated highway program. 

I have some figures here, they 
may be rather difficult for me to 
get across to you, but under this 
bill actually there would be less 
weight per tire than under the 
present laws. Under the present 
law you can haul on a truck with 
six tires 32,000 pounds. When a 
truck is so loaded 25,600 pounds or 
80 per cent of that load falls on 
the four tires on the rear. If you 
divide that figure 'by four you find 
each tire carrying 6400 pounds. 
Under the present law or proposed 
Jaw 48,OO() pounds, that truck would 
have, what we call a ten-wheel 
truck, would have ten tires or the 
double rear axle. On each of those 
rear axles would fall 19,200 pounds. 
If you divide that amount you 
would find on each of these rear 

tires 48(J0 pounds or, I believe 75 
per cent as much weight as under 
the present law. 

In answer to the gentleman from 
Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis, I don't 
believe any contractor would plan 
to put a load over 'a bridge that 
is not strong enough ,to support 
that load. Present-day 'bridges are 
built to take loads equal to what is 
being asked in this. 

I think that this is a safety 
measure in that we have increased 
traction and increased biraking 
capacity on these ten-wheel trucks. 

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of ,the House: We have 
had a pretty serious morning. So 
far we have argued back and forth 
about some fairly heavy legislation. 
I get a big kick out of this bill, 
and I hope that the rest of the 
members of the House, while I do 
not intend to make light of the 
bill, will try to retain a sense of 
humor in the discussion that fol
lows because, believe me, this is 
a political hot potato. 

At the last session-and I do not 
mean to sound like one of the old 
fathers talking about last session, 
but there is a little history of this 
bill that is quite intecresting. It is 
somewhat like a play pcresenrtation: 
the actors scuny around behind 
the curtain, getting their make-up 
on, going to a great deal of trou
ble, but when the curtain opens 
the audience sees a very smoothly 
operating perfocrmance. They pcrob
ably little realize the way the 
actors have scrambled and fought 
to get ready and the terrific re
hearsals that have taken place 
night after night. 

This bill is somewhat like that 
play: you see it here today and 
it looks to be fairly innocent, it 
does not look like too weighty a 
piece of legislation. Well, I will 
assure you that if you want to be 
visited by people of opinion, get 
on the transportation committee 
next session and sign this bill the 
way I did this sesssion. 

Now this bill admittedly, and 
no one tries to deny it, .attempts to 
allow the road contractors to use 
heavier trucks with a shorter 
wheelbase. That is purely and 
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simply all it is. I suggest, for your 
own clarification, that you look at 
your L. D. 1164 'and have a better 
idea of what it is all a,bout. 

There is just one sentence in 
black type. It simply says that they 
want to use a heavier truck with a 
shorter wheelbase. And one of the 
strongest arguments I have had 
thrown against me since I signed 
the minority report was: After all, 
if the wood pulp group last year 
could get their trucks exempted 
why can't we get ours? Are you 
going to be a party in the 96th Leg
islature to continuing discrimina
ti ve legislation? 

I will make a confession. Last 
session I was not on the Transpor
tation Committee, and I suspect, 
like a lot of you, that bills tha;t are 
not on your committee you do not 
follow quite so closely as bills that 
are on your committee. If I had 
realized ,that the forest products 
was going to be called class legis
lation and discriminatory, I pro
bably would have fought harder. As 
it was, we defe!IJted at the last ses
sion the attempt that is being made 
here today to allow ,the road con
tractors to have this increased 
weight. 

It is all right with me, I 'am not 
in the road-contracting business, 
I will admit very readily. But they 
can prove by charts and figures, as 
they did at ,the committee, that 
each tire will put less weight on 
the road if this bill goes ,through. 
There is no 'argument with that. 
But I want to tell you wh!lJt I think 
are three resounding reasons why 
this bill as it is written encouraged 
me-and I use the word "encour
aged" advisedly-to sign the minor
ity report. 

The first reason is this: I feel 
that we members of the Legisla
ture have to lean fairly heavily on 
our various State departments for 
advice as to what legislation will 
do to the state as a whole. 

When this bill was heard in front 
of the committee there wasn't a 
peep, not a single solitary peep out 
of the State Highway Department 
or the state Highway Commission. 
You may 'think th!IJt I have an axe 
out for that particular department, 
but I really haven't. I think they 
can stand a lot of improvement, 
but I have no axe out for them. 

Some of us are rather incensed 
to think that on this bill that we 
thought would do some real harm 
to the roads of Maine and the 
bridges, that the State Highway 
Department or Commission did not 
see fit to come over and advise the 
oommittee. So in executive session 
we demanded 'that they send a 
representative over, and we asked 
them point blank: "See here, we 
have heard two sides to this story, 
the road contractors and the truck 
and automobile dealers insist that 
this is an improvement and that 
it will help. At the last session you 
said that you were bitterly opposed 
to it. What is the soore this ses
sion?" And the answer was, "We 
still do not look upon it with 
favor." 

Now believe me, people will jump 
up behind me and say that is not 
true, that the State Highway Com
mission took a neutral attitude. 
Well, I have got two ears and I 
can hear the English language and 
understand it pretty well. The au
tomobile and truck dealers insist
ed that the State Highway Com
mission should change their mind. 
We called in the legislative re
presentative, and I asked him per
sonally, pOint blank-I will not 
mention his name because I do not 
wish to embarrass him: "Did the 
State Highway Commission take a 
neutral or favorable attitude on 
this change?" And the answer 
was, "They still do not look upon 
it favombly." That is the English 
language, ladies and gentlemen, 
"they do not look upon it favor
a;bly." That is point No. 1. That 
is your own State Highway Com
mission. They design our roads, 
they build them, and I for one am 
here to see to it that we do not pass 
legislation that is going to do more 
harm tha;n good, all the testimony 
>to the contrary. 

Now Point No.2-and this is 
really amusing and ironical to me: 
They told me that I ought to sign 
the majority report becaus,e it would 
get this bill out of the discrimina
tory category and allow construction 
people as well as wood people to 
haul with these heavier trucks. But, 
believe it or not, in the State of 
Maine we have a few more indus
tries than just construction in case 
you have forgotten. We have coal, 
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we have sardine meal, as you mem
bers know who come down from 
Washington County, we have fish 
meal, we have lime, we have chem
icals. 

If you look at this bill you will 
see that it says "construction ma
terial" only. In other words, it 
would help the construction boys, 
but the fellows who are in other 
types of business, well they can just 
wait until the next session to get 
their request through. I pointed 
that out, and they said, "Well, Mr. 
Totman, you are opposed to that 
and we think you are right. We 
will eliminate it, we will make it 
right across the board so that any
body who wants to haul with a 
heavier truck with shorter axles 
can do it." You do not see an 
amendment here today. If they 
want to put an amendment in, that 
would make it less discriminatory 
admittedly. 

The third reason I am opposed 
to this bill is that it would allow 
them to have a truck short of six
teen feet. We no sooner heard 
that bill ,than one of the leading 
sellers of trucks in one of our 
largest cities in the State called 
up and said, "Jim, that bill is dis
criminatory. I own at least three 
or four different companies that 
sell trucks. One company would 
benefit by that but there .are three 
other companies that would be 
ruled out. You have got to bring 
that down to fourteen feet." There
fore the bill is as it is written now, 
it is going to be down to fourteen 
feet. 

There are three reasons. Now just 
let me summarize a few comments 
that have been put up as argu
ments. They say the savings will 
be reflected in the contractors' 
<bids. On two separate occasions in 
the hearings I asked some of the 
contra;ctors, with a smile admitted
ly, "Do YlQU boys guarantee that if 
you get this bill through you will 
reduce you r bids?" Everybody 
laughed. Of course they laughed. 

The second point: They say that 
contractors won't put an overweight 
truck across a bridge. I do not like 
to get personal but one of our own 
truckers in my own industry ad
mitted that there are bridge spans 
in the State of Maine which are 
longer than the wheelbase of these 

trucks, and if ,they got this 48,-
000 pounds on these secondary road 
bridges, in case the trucker w.anted 
to take a chance he would go 
through-this trucker took a chance 
and went through and it cost him 
about $2000 to rebuild the bridge. 
He admits it. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, I repeat, this is really a hot 
political potato. I .am in the minori
ty. I have no particular feelings 
against truck people. If it will help, 
fine. But I say to you: as the bill 
is wrLtten it remains discriminatory. 
I say to you: until the state High
way Commission comes over and 
says, "Mr. Totman, you go ahead 
and vote for this bill, it won't hurt 
our roads, it won't tear down more 
than we are building up," then I feel 
that I have got to be a watchdog 
and not go along with the bill. 

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

Mr. CIANCHETTE: Mr. Speaker, 
I had paid no attention to this bill 
until the other day when a member 
of the commitJtee spoke to me and 
asked me what I thought of this 
bill. Since then I have studied the 
bill and I have made some contacts 
to find out what this bill does 
represent, what the effect of it will 
be and who is supporting the bill 
and who is opposing the bill. 

I heard it said that this bill would 
favor one truck company, ·that is 
that there was only one truck man
ufacturer who made a truck to 
which this bill would apply. I 
checked up on that and found out 
that was not true, that thel'e were 
several. It is only the makers 
of larger trucks who will be af
fected because they are the only 
ones who make this type, but there 
are several rather than only one 
company. 

Then I looked into the purpose of 
the original law and I find that it 
has two purposes. The first is safety 
and the second is the protectton of 
the highways. Now the safety angle 
comes in because a truck ofa cer
tain size and a certain breaking 
capaCity is not safe if it hauls a 
load in excess of what it was huilt 
for; and the protection of ,the high
ways comes in upon the weight that 
is put on the highway by the low. 



1444 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, APRIL 22, 1953 

I find that the load wetght upon the 
highway depends upon the number 
of wheels upon the truck, that if a 
truck has enough wheels the amount 
of load is not important. That is, a 
truck with more wheels, spreading 
the weight Load over the highway 
more, can carry a much larger load 
than a truck with less wheels. I 
found, as Mr. Tatman, I believe, 
mentioned, that a three-axle truck 
hauling 48,000 pounds as is provided 
for in this bill, does less damage to 
the highway than a two-axle truck 
hauling 40,000 that they are per
mittedto hauL now. And I also found 
that a truck with three axles with 
brakes an the wheels ,of each axle, 
carrying 48,QOO pounds ron be stop
ped quicker than one with two axles 
and brakes on the wheels of two 
axles carrying 40',000' pounds. There
fore it seems to me that the two 
measures which must be protected 
are protected in this bill. Certain
lythis bill does not affect the safety 
factor nor does it affect thecondi
tion of the roads. 

I also found that the Highway 
Commission took ,at 1east no of
ficial stand upon this question. I 
found that the Maine Good Roads 
Association had gone on record in 
favor of this legislation. For any
body who doesn't know, the Maine 
Good Roads Association is an as
sociation destgned simply, as the 
title would indicate, for good roads, 
for improving our highways and for 
protecting and preserving the high
ways that we have. 

I also find that the secretary of 
the Maine Good Roads Association 
is Lucius Barrows, who is the Chief 
Engineer of the Maine state High
way Commission and that the 
treasurer of the Maine Good Roads 
Association is the Assistant to the 
Chief Engineer, John Burnham. 
Therefore it would indicate to me 
that the two chief officials within 
the highway Department must 
necessarily feel that this is good 
legislation. 

Now I want to say one more 
thing. Some of you are probably 
aware that members of my family 
are in the construction business and 
you might feel that I am here to 
promote legislation favora.ble to 
those members of my family; but 
I might point out that no member 
of my family ever mentioned this 

bill to me, and, furthermore than 
that, you may recan that when the 
question of the net sales tax was 
being debated, which would greatly 
affect my family, and they would 
be greatly benefited if the sales 
had been only on the net, I voted 
and spoke against that. So th!lit I 
think I should have no doubts about 
speaking for this measure. 

As I heard pointed out here, it 
will enable the Highway Commis
sion to have the work done, to have 
these roads constructed at some 
reduced amount with ,this legisla
tion; that those who are responsible 
for the design and constru()tion and 
maintenance of ,the highways, the 
two chief officers in that depart
ment are officers in the organiza
tion which has gone on record in 
favor of 'this legislation, so I am 
convinced that it is good legislation. 

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

Mr. SENTER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I think the 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Tot
man, has given us three very sound 
reasons why we should vote against 
the acceptance of the majority re
port. 

Now the State has a tremendous 
investment in our roads and we are 
continuing to invest substantial 
amounts in our roads and bridges. 
It seems to me that we should safe
guard that investment. 

The gentleman from Farmingdale, 
Mr. Smith, said a few minutes ago 
that the present bridges - I sup
pose he referred to those being built 
today - could stand this increased 
load. I wonder if the older bridges 
could stand the load. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemare. 

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: The 
reason that I speak on this item 
a short time is that I am very 
familiar with the three-axle truck 
and I am not influenced by any car 
dealer or anyone to speak on it. 

First I would like to clarify the 
statem~nt of my good friend, the 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Tot
man, in regard to the State High
way Division coming into our com
mittee meeting and saying that 
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they were against this legislation. 
He says he understands the English 
language and I thought I did, but 
the more this member from the 
Commission's office talked the less 
I thought I knew the English 
language, because when he wound 
up after talking two or three times 
and giving two or three definitions 
why this wasn't good legislation, I 
believe we were still up in the air. 
In fact, I believe he hurt us rather 
than helped us. Sometimes he 
would say it might be good and 
sometimes he would say it might 
be bad. 

But one thing they have left out 
here that is very important is the 
fact that this is a bill that is not 
only a safety measure hut it is a 
bill that will bring more income 
into our State. They can believe 
it or not, but I can prove it. 

At the present time these three
axle trucks, as my good friend, the 
gentleman from Bowdoinham, Mr. 
Curtis, stated, can be licensed for 
32,000 pounds, in which he is wrong. 
Under the state law these trucks 
at the present time can be licensed 
for 40,230 pounds at a fee of $300. 
Under this new bill they may be 
licensed for 48,000 pounds, in other 
words less than four ctons for which 
we will receive a license fee of $350. 
This means a 20 per cent increase 
over all, and if you are going to 
drop back to 32,000 pounds, which 
some are licensed for now, it would 
mean an increase of fifty per cent 
over all. It also would allow the 
contractor to handle more material. 
My good friend, the gentleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Totman, said they 
would not drop the bids. My ex
planation of that would be that 
now we do not have contractors 
enough. That is the reason our 
bids are up, because we are building 
so many roads with less con
tractors, but I believe in the future 
that this would make some differ
ence in the 'bids. 

Personally, and I can speak from 
a personal point of view because I 
ha ve seen both two-axle trucks and 
three-axle trucks in use under this 
law where they are allowed in woods 
operations, and I will tell you right 
now that on a two-axle truck we 
haul three to four cords of pulp
wood and as high as eleven cords 

of pulpwood on our three-axle 
trucks. I will tell you right now, 
that there is no comparison on the 
roads. The three-axle truck doesn't 
do any damage on the roads while 
lots of times, right in the middle of 
our state-aid highways the two
axle truck will break through. 

This is something that I was told 
not to Ibring out but I believe it will 
have quite a lot of bearing on the 
case. You go onto a construction 
job today and you will find that 
most any of these tl'ucks are now 
hauling 48,000 pounds, beyond a 
doubt. You put a truck on there 
today that has a 32,000 pound li
cense to work and you at once haul 
over 40,000 on that license, so I do 
not know why the state isn't en
titled to this extra revenue, !because 
they are hauling it on the job and 
it is quite impossible to stop them 
from hauling it on the job. 

Some may say that this destroys 
the roads. Well, I have a good 
explanation for this. Today the 
State holds back money until the 
contracts are complete for any 
roads that they may damage while 
in the act of constructing roads. In 
a town right close to mine a short 
time ago, about three or four years 
ago, a road was destroyed by a con
tractor. He immediately, on his 
own initiative, repaired this road, 
and I will say that the road was 
twice as good as it was before, in 
fact the road had gone along for 
two or three years without any 
maintenance at all, due to the fact 
that he did such a good jo!b repair
ing it. It is the same on ,bridges. 

In answer to my good friend, the 
gentleman from Brunswick, Mr. 
Senter, he mentioned our bridges. 
They can already go in and get a 
permit from the State to haul much 
more than this over any bridge that 
we have in the State under the 
permit law. That is only a ten-dol
lar permit, therefore I cannot see 
why we might not as well receive 
the extra registration together with 
the permit money. 

My good friend, the gentleman 
from Bangor, 'Mr. Totman, men
tioned this was for construction 
work only and mentioned that 
others might like to come under it. 
I would like to say here that about 
the only one 'who uses a sixteen
foot truck with three axles is con-
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struction work or maYbe 'coal work, 
if any of them want to take it, be
cause they are the dump tyljJe and 
about the only truck that ean be 
used ~s the dump type, which is a 
sixteen-foot truck, because any 
longer makes it almost impossible 
to handle on ·construction. There
fore I believe this report "Ought 
to pass" ought to be upheld at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker, my 
good friend, the gentleman from 
Bridgewater (Mr. Finemore) re
minds me of the five blind men who 
examined an elephant. They eaeh 
one examined a different part of 
him and each one came up with a 
different answer. 

Now I will go along with my good 
friend in his explanation of some 
of the things. On the !bituminous 
road or on the dirt road undoU!bted
ly a three-axle truck doesn't do 
nearly as much harm as the same 
load would on two 'axles. But how 
about this extra load on your eon
crete? There is your base of con
crete and you can go right down in 
my town and see it, a road that was 
built about ten years ago of 'Con
crete and hot top at the time, a 
specially-built road. This ·concrete 
lays out in the sun and 'these heavy 
trucks start it pumping. If you 
ride down over that road today you 
would swear you were riding on the 
rear end of a freight train because 
there is the clickety-click like there 
is over rail joints. 

Now we do have a lot of concrete 
roads in the State, and if you run 
these trucks over them with these 
heavy loads, I don't ,care how many 
wheels you have got, you are going 
to get this bre8!king condition. 

He also tells you about the roads 
being repaired. Now the roads are 
repaired under the present set-up. 
Now why they are repaired is be
cause they do haul a greater load 
than they are supposed to haul. 
The Highway Commission knows 
that and they let them do it with 
this understanding: that if they 
do tear the road up by this extra 
load they will repair it. And so the 
contractor thinks that is a good 
trade. They can haul enough extra 
so it will make it a good money 

proposition: they can tear up a 
piece of road and then repair it 
and they will still be ahead of the 
game. But when you make this a 
law this won't hold at all: they 
can tear your roads all to pieees, 
which they will proceed to do and 
you will pay for it. 

Now I do not call it such a won
derful safety proposition. There are 
smart engineers designing these 
trucks, and the braking area on a 
two-axle truck is sufficient for the 
load that it is supposed to carry. 
Of course there is more braking 
area on another axle but they are 
carrying more load, so this safety 
idea is just fog: there is no more 
safety in one than there is in the 
other. They are designed by men 
who know their business. 

As far as the Good Roads As
sociation report, why shouldn't it 
be the way it is? Who belongs to 
the Associa tion ? Practically the 
truckers. I happen to belong, be
cause I want to know what is go
ing on there. I can tell you that 
the Good Roads Association report 
is such because it is going to bene
fit the members of the Association 
much more than it is going to 
benefit the people of the State of 
Maine. 

Now if you think it is a saving 
proposition, to save money, to get 
a few extra dollars, as my friend 
pointed out, which is true, by get
ting those few thousand dollars 
you stave up a million dollars 
worth of road. If that is good 
business then I don't know any
thing about business. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Strong, Mr. Dodge. 

Mr. DODGE: Mr. Speaker, there 
has been quite a bit of contro
versy over this thing. As it has 
happened, I have had quite a bit 
of experience in this trucking bus
iness with both straight jobs and 
ten-wheelers, so-called. I will admit 
that I am interested to get the 
48,000 limit in for forest products, 
which you all know I am interested 
in. I do not think that in the past 
two years there have been any 
bridges broken down on the main 
highways by trucks hauling forest 
products that have been hauling 
48,000 pounds. 
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We have a pretty good example 
in building our own roads in the 
woods of what these ten-wheel jobs 
will do in the line of saving roads. 
They will go indefinitely where 
the straight jobs or six-wheel 
trucks will bog down. That is very 
easy to determine. If anyone wanted 
a demonstration it would not cost 
but very little to make one, but I 
do not think it is necessary. 

We are not in the horse and 
buggy days any longer. We used to 
have a speed limit I believe of 35 
miles an hour and now in some 
cases it is as high as 60, maybe not 
in this state but in other states. 
We find that other states are in
creasing the load limit according to 
axle and tire size, which all goes 
.along together. 

There is no question about the 
manufacturers being benefited. Any 
single manufacturer, most any man
ufacturer, will make any truck of 
any wheelbase. As a matter of 
fact, I bought one job two years 
ago when steel was under govern
ment control. a special wheelbase 
length, and the government would 
not release steel enough for that 
truck to be properly built at the 
factory. It had to be shipped into 
Boston and there rebuilt, the wheel
base extended out or shortened, 
whatever the case may have been 
at the moment. That is proof 
enough to show that we are not 
favoring anyone manufacturer. 

The safety factor is not question
able. I know of these ten-wheel 
trucks hauling forest products that 
have been over 350,000 miles and 
the brakes never have been re
lined, and that is something that 
no one can boast for straight jobs 
let alone the safety factor. In the 
past two years those same trucks 
in one organization have gone over 
a million miles on the Maine high
ways. I will retract that a bit, 
not all on Maine highways but 
partly on our bulldozed woods roads, 
but the bulk of the mileage is oVli!r 
the main highway, and I know that 
we have not stove up any roads. 
You have regulations wh~ch are 
now in force prohibiting the use 
of trucks, you might say of almost 
any capacity over certain highways 
at certain times of year. Let that 
be enforced, because that is the 

time when they will stave up the 
roads. 

We are just taking a step forward. 
It won't be many years before we 
will have to come to a 48,000 gross 
for ten-wheelers or possibly more. 
One man stated our roads are 
built for 32,000. We have a maxi
mum registration of 50,000 pounds 
today for tractor and trailers and 
any good engineer who can figure 
road stress and strain will prove 
to you that a ten-wheeler of six
teen or eighteen foot wheelbase 
will do less damage to your roads 
and bridges for the comparable size 
of the tractor and trailer. That has 
been worked out. I could get the 
figures if necessary but I do not 
think that is necessary at this 
time . 

I certainly hope that the House 
will see fit to accept the majority 
report of the committee. 

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

Mr. SANFORD: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I think we 
want to be very careful what laws 
we pass here. I think this bill is a 
good one for the manufacturers 
especially the large manufacturers. 
Now we do not want to drive any 
manufacturers out of the State of 
Maine. In other states I understand 
they can carry these loads and 
even larger loads. I think it is a 
great benefit, especially to the paper 
mills in the state of Maine. I am 
in favor of this bill and I hope 
that the majority report will be 
accepted. 

The. SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Naples, Mr. Fickett. 

Mr. FICKETT: Mr. Speaker and 
Honorable Members of the House: 
There are one or two points that 
have not been brought out on this 
matter. 

There are approximately 135 
trucks that would immediately come 
under this provISIOn if it was 
passed. This would mean an ad
ditional fifteen or twenty thousand 
dollars of revenue. 

At the committee meeting the 
contractors assured the committee 
that they would replace their pres
ent trucks with this new type of 
truck as fast as the old ones wore 
out and this would mean an increase 
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in revenue over a period of years. 
There is one other point. The 

gentleman spoke about the break
ing of the bridges and that for a 
ten-dollar fee you could get a 
permit to go over the road. These 
contractors are bonded and any 
damage that they do to any bridge 
they are responsible for, and nat
urally a man in business or a con
tractor who has put fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars into a 
truck is going to be darned sure 
that the bridge will hold up. There 
have been cases where contractors 
have gone out and shored up 
bridges before they even went over 
them. 

I hope this bill will pass, and 
when the vote is taken I would 
request a division. 

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

Mr. SENTER: Mr. SpeakeiI', there 
is just one point that I would like 
to bring out. There has been a 
great deal said about bridges and 
that these trucks would not go 
through a bridge and that if they 
did it would be the responsibility 
of the owneiI' of the truck to re
pair the bridge. PeiI'haps I do not 
know veiI'Y much about this, but it 
seems to me that you might nat 
have the truck go through the 
bridge as it goes over the bridge 
but the increased weight might con
tinuallywear down the emhankment 
and weaken the bridge so that at 
some future time the bridge would 
go through. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Sweden, Mr. Moulton. 

Mr. MOULTON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In regard 
to the statement of the gentleman 
from Brunswick, Mr. Senter, I will 
say that it has happened in my 
town three times. We have had to 
rebuild one bridge wholly and partly 
rebuild two others twice, to say 
nothing of the culverts we have had 
to replace. 

I move both reports be indefinite
ly postponed. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Sweden, Mr. Moul
ton, moves that both reports be 
indefinitely postponed. 

All those in favor will say aye; 
those opposed no. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from 
Farmingdale, Mr. Smith, that the 
majority report of the committee 
"Ought to pass" on Bill "An Act re
lating to weight of Commercial 
Vehicles (H. P. 1065) (L. D. 1164) 
be accepted. The gentleman from 
Naples, Mr. Fickett, has requested 
a division. 

All those in favor of the accept
ance of the majority report of the 
committee "Ought to pass" will 
kindly rise and remain standing 
until the monitors have made and 
returned the count. 

A division of ,the House was had. 
Si~ty-eight having voted in the 

affirmative and twenty-seven in the 
negative the motion prevailed and 
the majority "Ought to pass" report 
of the committee Wlas accepted. 

Thereupon the Bill was given its 
two several readings and tomorrow 
assigned for third reading. 

Passed to Be Engrossed 
Bill "An Act relating to Enter

tainment in Licensed Liquor Prem
ises" (S. P. 132) (L. D. 320) 

Bill "An Act Providing for the 
Classification of Certain Surface 
Waters" (S. P. 429) (L. D. 1156) 

Were reported by the Commit
tee on Bills in the Third Reading, 
read the third time, passed to be 
engrossed and sent to the Senate. 

Tabled 
Bill "An Act Amending the Water 

Improvement Commission and Cre
ating Standards of Classification" 
(S. P. 538) (L. D. 1451) 

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

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair re~ognizes the gentleman from 
Auburn, Mr. Trafton. 

Mr. TRAFTON: Mr. Speaker, I 
move that this item be tabled and 
unassigned, for the purpose of of
fering an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Traf
ton, moves that Item 3, !Bill "An 
Act Amending the Water Improve
ment Commission and Creating 
standards of Classification" (S. P. 
538) (L. D. 1451) be tabled and un
assigned, pending third reading. Is 
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this the pleasure of the House? 
The motion prevailed, and the 

Bill was so tabled. 

Bill "An Act Creating a Division 
of Indian Affairs" (H. P. 245) (L. 
D. 226) 

Bill "An Act relating to Open 
Season on Muskrats in Cumber
land County" (H. P. 804) (L. D. 
888) 

Were reported by the Commit
tee on Bills in the Third Reading, 
read the third time, passed to be 
engrossed and sent to the Senate. 

Amended Bills 
Bill "An Act relating to Bull

dozing of Streams" (S. P. 169) (L. 
D. 413) 

Bill "An Act relating to Admis
sion Age for Maine School for 
Deaf" (S. P. 418) (L. D. 1126) 

Resolve Providing for Construc
tion of Dolphins at Maine Mari
time Academy (8. P. 162) (L. D. 
405) 

Resolve in favor of the Town of 
New Gloucester (H. P. 960) (L. D. 
1050) 

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

Bill "An Act .relating to the Regu
lation of Cosmetics" (8. P. 183) (L. 
D. 424) 

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. 

Resolve to Repeal Certain Special 
Resolve Pensions (H. P. 612) (L. D. 
732) 

Was reported by the Committee 
on Bills in the Third Reading, read 
the second time, passed to be en
grossed as amended by Commit
tee Amendment "A" as amended by 
House Amendment "A" and sent to 
the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. Albert of Au
gusta. 

Recessed until 1 :55 P. M. this aft
ernoon. 

AFTER RECESS-l:55 P. M. 
The House was called to order by 

Mr. 'Fuller, Speaker pro tem. 

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

Mr. ALBERT: Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the eighth 
order of business, namely bills on 
their passage to be enacted, be 
passed over and that the House 
proceed immediately to Orders of 
the Day. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from Augusta, Mr. Al
bert, asks unanimous consent that 
the eighth order of business, being 
bills on their passage to be enact
ed, be passed over and that the 
House proceed immediately to Or
ders of the Day. Is there any objec
tion? The Chair hears none and 
it is so ordered. 

The Chair notes in the balcony 
of the Hall of the House a group 
of students from st. Dominic's 
Grammar School of Portland under 
guidance of the Sisters of Mercy. 
On behalf of the House the Chair 
extends to you a cordial and hearty 
welcome. (Applause) 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wales. Mr. Scott. 

Mr. SCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to ask if it is now permissible 
to ask for a reconsideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The gen
tleman may move for reconsidera
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT: I wou1d like to have 
reconsidemtion of the action of 
the House yesterday on L. D. 1439 
for the purpose of offering a House 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The gen
tleman from Wales, Mr. Scott, moves 
that the House reconsider its action 
whereby it passed to be engrossed 
"An Act relating to Fees of Sheriffs 
and Deputies", S. P. 534, L. D. 1439. 
Is this the pleasure of the House? 

The motion ~evai1ed and recon
sideration was voted. 

The same gentleman then pre
sented House Amendment "A" and 
moved its adoption. 

House Amendment "A" was read 
by the Clerk as follows: 
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HOUSE ~ENDMElNT "A" to 
S. P. 534, L. D. 1439, Bill "An Ac,t 
ReLating to Fees of Sheriffs and 
Deputies." 

,Amend said Bill by striking out 
all of that part designated "XIII" 
and inserting in place thereof the 
following underlined subsection: 
'XIII. For each aid necessarily em
ployed in criminal cases, including 
expenses, compensation at the pre
vailing rate per day for deputy 
sheriffs, and in that proportion for 
a longer or shorter time, and 10c a 
mile for travel in going out and re
turning home, if necessary to travel 
by common carrier.' 

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 pro tem: The 
Chair now lays before the House the 
Special Order a'ssigned for 2:00 P.M. 
today, Senate Reports, Majority 
Report reporting "Ought to pass", 
and Minority Report "Ought not to 
pass" of the Committee on Reap
portionment on Resolve to Appor
tion 151 Representatives among the 
Several Counties, Cities, Towns, 
Plantations and Classes in the State 
of Maine, S. P. 493, L. D. 1347. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Waterford, Mr. Ford. 

Mr. FORD: Mr. Speaker, I move 
on that Senate Paper 493, L. D. 1347, 
that the majority "Ought to pass" 
repor't be accepted. 

The SPEAlKER pro tern: The gen
tleman from Waterford, Mr. Ford, 
moves that the majority "Ought to 
pass" report of the committee be 
Mcepted. 

The Ohair recognizes the gentle
man from Waterford, ,Mr. Ford. 

1MI'. FORD: 'Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I shall speak 
very bri:efly, simply giving you facts 
a,nd figures and trying to explain 
to you why and how your committee 
functioned. Before going into the 
mechanics of apportionment, I 
wouLd like to say a few words on 
appottionment. 

In 1861 the State of Maine was 
divided into sixteen counties; the 
number of representatives, '151 re
mained the same. At that tim~ the 
State was apportioned according to 
population. This has happened each 

and every ten years up to and in
cluding 1931. Now you will please 
note, ladies and gentlemen, that 
'1931 was the last year that this 
State was reapportioned. 

In 1941 the House reapportioned 
within some of the counties but that 
was all. 

I am not going into what hap
pened in 19'51. You who were 
members here then know exactly 
what happened, and we who are 
freshmen just don't want to think 
about it; 'but because nothing hap
pened in 1951 this 96th Legislature 
received a communkation from the 
Supreme Judicial Court of Maine, 
and I would like to read that com
munication. I quote: 

"Jrt cannot be tolerated that a 
Legislature by the mere omission 
to perform its constitutional duty at 
a particular session could prevent 
for another ten years the appor
tionment provided for by the Con
stitution. The duty ,to apportion 
the state is a specific legislative 
duty imposed by the Constitution 
solely upon the legislative depart
ment of the State, and it alone is 
responsible to the people for the 
failure to perform it. 

"The duty of causing the num
ber of inhabitants to be ascertained 
may be discharged in any reason
able manner which may be deter
mined and adopted by the Legis
lature, including that which has 
undoubtedly been used through the 
years, the adopting therefor the 
last 'Federal census." 

Because of this order, as you all 
know, a committee was appointed 
of twenty-three, sixteen from this 
House, one to represent each county. 
Your committee met, and at the 
first meeting they decided to use 
the census of 1950. 

Now it is relatively simple to 
apportion according to the census. 
The census tells us that we should 
divide the number of inhabitants 
in the State by the number of 151, 
the number of representatives. We 
did that. In the 1950 census your 
population was 913,774. We divided 
that by 151, the number of your 
representatives, and we came up 
with a mruthematical figure of 6051 
with a remainder of 48. Now that 
remainder of 48 goes into a fraction 
of 48 over 151, and as long as that 
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is less than one-half we have the 
mathematical figure of 6051. Now 
having this remainder, we know that 
when we divide the populatians 'Of 

the caunties by this mathematical 
number we are bound ta have a 
large remainder left. 

,But the Constitutian is very com
plete an that. It says definitely 
that any fractianal eXicesses 'Over 
the whale numbers to be computed 
are ta be computed in favar of the 
smaller caunties. 

'We divided the population of 
each caunty by the number 6051 
and came up with 141 representa
tives. The number that was left 
over was 60,533. Dividing that by 
6051 we came up with ten more 
representatives, which gives us 'Our 
number of representatives, 151. 

Now yaur Constitutian states 
specifically that these representa
tives shall be divided equally among 
yaur smaller counties, sa each 'Of 

the ten smaller caunties received 
one extra representative. 

Now, to be fair, same of the 
members 'Of this cammittee felt that 
they did not want ta go alang with 
the 19>50 census, and they wanted 
ta take advantage of the secand 
paragraph of the legislative order, 
and I am gaing ta read that ta yau. 

"The cammittee is authorized ta 
use the Federal census of 1950 with 
such madificatians and adjustments 
as may be required to reflect accur
ately the changes in the number 
'Of inhabitants since the date of 
taking said Federal census." 

Because 'Of this, a sub-cammittee 
was appainted, and I was the only 
member in the Hause appainted an 
that sub-cammittee. I want ta say 
naw, ladies and gentleman, that 
fram here an in on these figures I 
am responsible. 

Your sub-cammittee was tald 
that they cauld get the number of 
births and the number 'Of deaths 
in 1951 and also in 1952 and they 
would like these figures brought up 
ta date. I tried everywhere to get 
these figures, and I finally came up 
with the fallowing. I cauld get the 
births far 1951, I cauld get the 
deaths far 1951. I cauld get thase 
bra ken dawn into each individual 
county; but there was na place, 
ladies and gentlemen, where I 
could get the deaths and births for 

any part1cular city, any particular 
town, any parUcular plantatian. 
The Constitutian says that you 
must appartian :acoarding to cities, 
t'Owns and plantatian. 

Now when it came to the slibject 
'Of 1952, the 'Only figures that I 
cauld 'Obtain, and I tell you frankly 
I warked very hard and tried ta 'Ob
tain them, was the grass figures of 
the over-all births and the over-all 
deaths far the entire year 1952 
broken dawn into na caunties' and 
I was tald that thase figures ~auld 
not be available until the end 'Of 

May of this year. 
Sa the other member of the com

mittee and myself 'wanted ta da 
What was right, and to the best 'Of 

'Our ability we broke down and re
appartianed according ta thase fig
ures 'Of 19'51. Far 1952 we toak a 
percentage basis, using the 7.9 that 
the State grew between 1949 and 
1950. We presented those ,figures to 
yauroammittee, and they did the 
'Only logical, reasanwble thing that 
cammittee cauld do: they opened 
the window and threw them all out 
the windaw, and I don't blame 
them a bit. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen, it 
brings us back to the subject of 
this apportianment. Persanally, I 
feel that this is a Ibill of maral 
rights, I believe that it is 'a bill 
that is gaing ta show whether 'Or 
not we are dawn here ta legislate; 
and when it comes time ta vote I 
hape that yau da nat let yaur preju
dices claud yaur mind. 

The SPEAlKER pra tem: The 
Chair requests the Sergeant-at
Arms ta escart the gentleman from 
Augusta, Mr. Albert, to the rastrum 
far the purpose 'Of acting as Speak
er pra tern. 

The gentleman fram Augusta, Mr. 
Albert, was thereupan escarted ta 
the rastrum by the Sergeant-at
Arms amid the applause 'Of the 
Hause, the members rising and Mr. 
Fuller retired t'O his seat on the 
Flaar, the members applauding. 

The SPEAKER pra tern: The 
Chair recagnizes the gentleman 
fram Standish, Mr. Center. 

Mr. CENTER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The gentle
man from Waterford, Mr. Fard, has 
painted aut to you that the Su
preme Caurt has said that it is the 
duty of the Legislature to reappor-
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tion representatives according to 
the Constitution. He has also 
pointed out that, pursuant to a 
joint order, S. P. 157, a committee 
was created and this committee put 
in a good deal of time and effort 
before sUbmitting the hill and re
port which we have before us at 
this time. 

From the general conversation 
that we hear in the corridors, from 
statements made to the committee, 
and from the minority "OUght not 
to pass" report, it is apparent that 
there is opposition to this bill and 
to ,the majority report. I suspect 
that there would be opposition to 
any reapportionment bill which the 
committee could have brought out. 
However, reference has been made 
on several occasions during this 
legislative session in this House to 
"living with one's conscience" and 
"sleeping with one's conscience," 
and frankly, I fail to see how any 
member of this body can do either if 
he hesitates to faithfully perform a 
duty so clearly defined by the Con
stitution which we have all sworn 
to support. 

I would like for a few moments to 
go a little further into the history 
of reapportionment. 

The language of Section 2, Arti
cle 4, Part 1st. of the Constitution 
with respect to the division of rep
resentatives among ,the several 
counties is exactly as it appears in 
the original Constitution of 1819-
1820, and the provision limiting any 
city to seven representatives is also 
there, and the effect of this limi
tation was 'clearly intended when 
the original Constitution was sub
mittedto the Constitutional Con
vention in '1819. 

The delegate reporting the orig
inal Constitution to the Conven
tion said this on the very point in
volved: 

"The whole number of represen
tatives to be elected is first to be 
apportioned and assigned to the 
several counties on the most 'exact 
principles of equity 'and justice. 
Thus the great sections of the 
state, the several counties, which 
are but larger corporations, actuat
ed to a certain extent by a com
munity of interests, have their due 
weight according to their popula
tion. The number of representa
tives thus apportioned and as-

signed to any 'County is next to be 
distributed among the respective 
towns in such county, each town 
having the competent number of 
inhabitants being entitled to one 
or more, and towns and p1an
tations not having that number to 
be classed as conveniently as possi
ble. On any practicable system 
there will be fractions and repre
sentation of course unequal. If 
under the system adopted by the 
Convention the large towns have 
not their full representation, it is 
preserved in the county of which 
they are a part." 

That was said when the Constitu
tion was originally debated. That 
proviSion has 'been in the Consti
tution for 133 years and was fol
lowed until 1941. 

The number of representatives 
was at first 100 and could increase 
to 200, at which time the Consti
tution provided that the people 
should vote to fix the number. It 
reached 200 in 1841, at which 
time the number was fixed at 151, 
which it has been ever since. 

Since 1851 ten apportionments 
have been made. In 1852 Aroos
took had three; in the next decade 
Aroostook g,ained three. Andros
coggin, Sagadahoc. and Knox were 
created and received a total of 
twenty-one representatives in the 
1861 apportionment, which came 
from reductions elsewhere, namely 
from Lincoln, Cumberland and 
Kennebec. 

No substantial change in county 
lines has since been made, yet 
Aroostook has gained three on two 
occasions and two on two other 
occasions. Whatever gains have 
been made, there naturally had to 
be cor,responding losses, and the 
changes throughout the years seem 
to correspond with population gains 
as reflected in the Federal census, 
which, as the Supreme Court re
cently said, undoubtedly has been 
used in the past for this purpose. 

Up to 1941, when the Legislature 
passed a bill making no change, 
there has been one or more changes 
every ten years. In 1931 only one 
change was made, and it is inter
esting to note that Knox gained 
one at the expense of Sagadahoc, 
but there is no evidence to show 
any reluctance on the part of Knox 
to accept that extra one, yet in 
1941, when on the basis of the cen-
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sus Knox and Washington would 
have each lost one and Cumberland 
gained two, the record shows vig
orous opposition was raised by one 
of the representatives of the same 
county of Knox, while in 1951, 
when the same reapportio]lment 
measure was the most vexing prob
lem of the session, we heard cries 
all the way from "We are being 
robbed" to "To hell with the Con
stitution." 

Now as to apportionment within 
the several counties. These provi
sions were put into the Constitution 
in 1950 by the Legislature and the 
people, the vote of the people by 
counties on constitutional amend
ment, 1950, on the question, "Shall 
the Constitution be amended as 
proposed by resolution of the Legis
lature to apportion the number of 
members of the House of Repre
sentatives to the several towns," 
every single county voted in the 
affirmative, the total vote being 
109,325 for, 43,718 against. 

It is more favorable to the small 
counties and to the class towns 
now than it was before this amend
ment. 

In the bill before us at the 
present time it has resulted in ten 
representatives being allocated to 
the smaller counties, whereas under 
the former provisions these frac
tions could have been allocated to 
the larger counties. 

Now as the gentleman from 
Waterford, Mr. Ford, pointed out, 
your committee studied carefully 
several suggested plans to ascertain 
the population upon wh~ch to base 
this reapportionment bill, but each 
time came back to the 1950 Federal 
census figures which are the last 
authentic and reasonably accurate 
figures available. To use any other 
figures would be guesswork. Some 
~tatistics are available, but always 
IS the unknown factor, how many 
people have moved in and how 
many people have moved out of 
any given area. The 1950 Federal 
census therefore is the population 
used in this bill, and we are simply 
attempting to do today what the 
1951 Legislature failed to do and 
which the Supreme Court says is 
a duty cast upon us by that 95th 
Legislature. 

I say to you in all Sincerity: if 
you feel that the constitutional 

provisions are unfair to certain 
areas of the state you have redress: 
pass an amendment to the Con
stitution and let the people vote 
on it: but in the meantime remem
ber the oath you took and follow 
the Constitution as it is today and 
vote to accept the Majority Report. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Limerick, Mr. Hand. 

Mr. HAND: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: So far you 
have had portions of the Con
stitution read to you, you have had 
decisions or opinions from the 
Justices of the Supreme Judicial 
Court of 'Maine read to you, and 
about all that remains to be said in 
favor of this bill is to quote a little 
Latin, so far as I know now. The 
rest of the duties of jurists have 
been well fullfilled. 

Now I say to you, and I too am 
sincere, that when I took the oath 
of office to serve in this House of 
Representatives I swore to uphold 
the Constitution of this State, and 
I hope that each and everyone 
of you when considering this meas
ure, if you feel that you are not 
supporting the Constitution of the 
State of Maine unless you vote for 
the majority "Ought to pass" re
port, then I think you should vote 
for it. But I believe that you will 
agree with me when I have ex
plained the situation to you that 
you are no nearer a constitutional 
solution if you adopt this report 
than if you refuse to adopt it. 

I feel that the same tactics are 
being used upon this House as were 
used on the Reapportionment Com
mittee. There has been an at
tempt to prejudice your minds, to 
prejudice your actions, with the 
thought that this is the thing that 
you must do or else you are uncon
stitutional. 

Now you will recall that the 
method of choosing a reapportion
ment committee, particularly on the 
part of the House, was done by the 
county deleg8!tions themselves. The 
counties who stood to gain selected 
their representatives, the counties 
who stood to lose selected their 
representatives on the committee, 
as well as those who were probably 
not going to be affected. 

Now in speaking of the committee 
report 'and the actions of the com-
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mittee. you may have gotten the 
idea already that the decisions made 
by the committee were made by 
the committee as a whole as to 
what should be considered and what 
should not be considered. I can tell 
you that that is not true, that the 
members of the committee who feel 
as I do concerning the bill felt the 
same way concerning ,the decisions 
that the committee made as to 
methods of operation. 

Let us go back. There are some 
things that are not too pleasant to 
mention in connection with this. 
There are times and rthere have 
been times when it has been a 
little difficult for me to hold my 
temper. I am going to try to give 
you the facts as I believe them to 
be, and I will try to give them to 
you reasonably and without preju
dice. But I do believe that under
neath everything you will find an 
element of subterfuge. 

The order came into this branch 
of the Legislature and I put it on 
the table. I put it on the table for 
one reason; I wanted to look at it 
and study it thoroughly, not to be 
in any wayan obstructionist. I told 
several members of this House when 
I would take it off the table and 
I did. This order was taken up 
very thoroughly with our county 
delegation. We discussed it. As you 
will recall, the words of the order 
as read by the gentleman from 
Waterford, Mr. Ford, "we were 
authorized to use the 1950 Federal 
census as a base with such modi
fications as were necessary to bring 
the population up to date. 

After conSidering that, we voiced 
not one word of opposition to the 
order. There was no reasonable 
opposition that could be had to the 
order. 

The committee met. At its first 
meeting the Chairman, the gentle
man from Waterford, Mr. Ford, 
was appointed the sub-committee 
to begin bringing figures together 
for modification to the 1950 Fed
eral census. The first figures that 
they produced, and, so far as I 
know, the only figures that they 
produced, were based on births and 
deaths after the 1950 census period; 
and when those figures were pro
duced, analyzed and: digested it 
was quite evident that there were 

not three counties involved in los
ing representation, there were 
possibly five counties involved in 
losing representation, and that 
Penobscot would have gained under 
this. ' 

To me, the majority of the com
mittee recognized immediately that 
they could not come into this House 
and sell a constitutional bill of 
goods because there was going to 
be too much opposition when they 
involved five counties. Those figures, 
as the gentleman from Waterford, 
Mr. Ford, has said, have been 
thrown away so far as the com
mittee is concerned. 

I did not understand and I do not 
believe that any number of that 
committee understood that as soon 
as the figures of births and deaths 
were brought in that that was it. 
This was only a step toward making 
whatever modifications were neces
sary. 

If you will recall Aroostook's 
situation last session, under the 
195Q Federal census we lacked 800 
population to hold our representa
tion. There can be no doubt in 
anybody's mind who wants to think 
of this thing reasonably that since 
1950 the population of Aroostook 
County has increased much more 
than the 800 that we required. If you 
consider nothing but the Limestone 
and Presque Isle Air Bases, Lime
stone being one of the largest air 
bases east of the Mississippi River, 
there can be no doubt that we have 
picked up more than would be re
quired. In Caribou alone, and I 
am sure that the representative 
from Oaribou will verify the:;efi5-
ures, there are more than 2-80 
housing units built since the 195Q 
Federal census was taken. 

This is not something that is be
ing thrown at the committee now, 
they knew it at the time and I 
told them at the time. They re
fused to let me submit any fur
ther figures or any figures for 
consideration, in fact they refused 
to consider them, and I would like 
to tell you the basis for that re
fusal. 

One member of the committee 
said, "If we should let Aroostook 
come in and tell her story what is 
to prevent every other county from 
coming in and doing the same thing 
and we will wind up getting no
where." Somebody from O~ford 
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County comes in and says, "We have 
got two thousand more population. 
What are you going to dO' about it?" 

Well, I had assumed when the 
committee was appointed that it 
was a committee of people who 
were capable of separating wheat 
from chaff. I think that that was 
their duty. As long as the order 
directed us to bring back a bill 
based upon the 19'50 Federal census 
with modifications, it was the duty 
of that committee to take into 
consideration any evidence of modi
fication and to adjust it according
ly. Every other county should have 
been allowed to do the same thing. 
I feel that there were some coun
ties that beyond any doubt could 
have produced figures that would 
not have been doubted by a reason
able man. 

So now you have a bill based 
entirely on the 1950 Federal census, 
and the only answer that can really 
be given to it by the proponents of 
this bill is that the last Legislature 
did not do as it should have done. 

I sat in the last Legislature. I do 
not think that they were particu
larly a gmup to be ashamed of. I 
think that they had some of the 
same problems facing them then 
tJhat they have now, and that is the 
idea of the failure of cooperation on 
the part of those who were to gain 
with those who were to lose. And I 
can tell you that so far it has been 
impossible to get any cooperation 
in any way from those who would 
stand to gain. 

Now that your bill has been re
ported out, I think reference to it 
might be found in the Legislative 
Record. I heard one member of the 
committee state that Aroostook 
County's position on this thing had 
been as follows: Aroostook County 
had taken the position that it 
was the duty of this Legislature 
to sit and wait until Limestone Air 
Base and Presque Isle Air Base 
grew enough so that we would not 
lose our representation. Ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, that has 
never been Aroostook's contention 
in this matter. I suppose that to 
that gentleman this was supposed 
to sound absurd, but if we want to 
talk Constitution again I think it 
might be well to mention one sec
tion of the Constitution whkh says 
that "The Legislature shall reap-

portion its members according to 
the inhabitants of the state having 
in regard the relative increase in 
population." 

Now if Y'ou read that and re-read 
it and re-read it, so far as I am 
concerned you might as well be 
reading Latin unless somewhere 
you can find an interpretation. 

The Supreme Court, in a very 
early decision, did make an inter
pretation, and the Supreme Gourt 
in effect said this: ,Since by the 
Constitution reapportionment can
not be had e~cept at least every 
five years, not more than every ten 
years, we know that changes and 
great changes can come aJhout in 
that five-year period, and if the 
Legislature has any reason to he
lieve that in any partkular area 
there is going to be a change within 
that period it should be taken into 
consideration and should be used as 
a basis for reapportionment. 

Now that was known in 1951. 
Aroostook County knew that be
fore another five-year period could 
elapse we would have gained sulf
ficient popuLation to hold our rep
resentation. Now as to whether or 
not we should do what the last 
Legislature refused to do, you might 
read the ConstitutionaJgain. The 
Constitution says that the enumera
tion shall be made at the time 
of the reapportionment, and that is 
now. 

It has been suggested to me, and 
I have gone along with the idea for 
quite some time, that the proper 
solution was to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Rea;pportion
ment, instructing them by another 
order, if necessary, to carry out the 
wishes of this Legislature. Had the 
bill been taken off the table much 
earlier, I think it could have been 
done, but because of several major 
issues that have been coming in we 
have all hesitated to see this thing 
come off when there were too many 
other fights going on. It is now late 
I think it would mean considerabl~ 
delay, and I do have some question 
as to whether or not it would do 
any good anyway. The same 'com
mittee would go back and get into 
the same squaJbble and come back 
here with the same old problem. 

It has also been suggested that 
if Aroostook's case was so strong 
that I should amend. Well, if I 
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amend and leave ArDDstDDk where 
it is I have gDt to, take that one 
away frDm SDme Dther place, and 
withDut ever having heard any evi
dence as to, the situatiDn of other 
cDunties, I am sure I cannDt tell YDU 
who, Dught to, IDse it if SDmebDdy 
has gDt to,. Unless every cDunty is 
allDwed SDmetime alDng the trail 
here to, ShDW what has happened to, 
it since 1950, I do, nDt think it 
wDuld be fair fDr me to, lDDk at the 
pDpulatiDn Df the 1950 Federal 
census and say, "Well, if ArDostook 
dDesn't lose one ,the next one in 
line is such and such a cDunty." 

ArDDstDDk County is willing and 
ready any time to, go, alDng with 
a fair and just appDrtiDnment, but 
I knDw Df no, solutiDn if thDse that 
I have mentiDned are nDt the 
pleasure Df this HDuse. 

I am gDing to, make the mDtiDn 
that these cDmmittee repDrts be 
indefinitely pDstpDned, and I will 
Ibe willing to, listen to, reaSDn if 
sDmebDdy has a better suggestiDn 
fDr straightening this thing Dut. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman frDm New Limerick, Mr. 
Hand, mDves that the two reports 
with accDmpanying papers he in
definitely postponed. 

The Chair recDgnizes the gentle
man frDm Auburn, Mr. TraftDn. 

Mr. TRAFTON: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen Df the House: 
There are SDme cDunties invDlved 
in this reappDrtiDnment questiDn, 
the representatives frDm which may 
tend to decide their Dwn voting ac
cDrding to, hDW it affects their par
ticular cDunty as to cDunty repre
sentatiDn within the cDunty. Re
gardless Df the merits Df what has 
been said heretDfDre, if we appDr
tiDn it means that a Democratic 
city will get one mDre representa
tive and fDr that reaSDn they are 
DPPDSing reapPDrtiDnment. I believe 
they are plainly violating their 
cDnstitutiDnal oath, and I think 
they ShDUld take that into, cDnsid
eratiDn. 

The SPEAKER pro, tem: The 
Chair reco,gnizes the gentleman 
frDm MadisDn, Mr. FDgg. 

Mr. FOGG: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This reap
pDrtiDnment prDposition has been 
quite a serious thing to me, not be
cause a Democratic city will win one 

more vDte but because I have al
ways contended that we should go 
by Dur Constitution. 

When they started out and set 
up the government of the State of 
Maine they set up the judicial, the 
legislative and the executive 
branches of the State gDvernment. 
They knew that there wDuld be dis
agreement, they knew that there 
wDuld be squabbling, so, they had to 
do something, they had to have a 
CDmmon agreement, they had to 
have something which, when they 
came to a stalemate, they would all 
turn around and say, "There is 
something we shall all go by, that 
is the Constitution. As far as our 
state is concerned that is our 
Bible." It is something that is 
supposed to be permanent, it is 
something that is supposed to, be 
secure. 

NDW arDund that ConstitutiDn re
volve and operate all of our three 
branches of government. It is the 
bDnd that holds them together. If 
any branch of this government gDes 
Dff on a tangent and separates it
self, then they are setting up an ex
ample whereby some other branch 
is gDing to go Dff on a tangent and 
go by itself. This Legislature back 
in 1941 did that. They made a mis
take. In 1951 they made another 
mistake. 

Now we have this job of reappDr
tionment up before us, and I do not 
think we can solve it by ducking it. 
You cannDt solve a problem by 
denying it exists. I do, not know 
just which is right as far as these 
population figures are concerned, 
but we did come down here and we 
vowed that we would do a job. Now 
I am entirely in favor of sending 
this report right back to the com
mittee and possibly calling in a 
judge or going to the courts and 
finding out which figure of popula
tion we should take. But I do know 
this, that we have got a job before 
us and we have got to, do, it rather 
than dDdge it. If we dDdge it, then 
that simply means Dne thing to, 
me: it means that dry rot is be
ginning to, creep into, Dur gDvern
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recDgnizes the gentleman 
frDm Pittsfield, Mr. Cianchette. 

Mr. OIANCHETTE: Mr. Speaker, 
I was Dne Df those who, served on 
this reapportiDnment cDmmittee, I 
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was one of those who signed the 
majority report of this committee. 
I was not convinced at the time that 
it was entirely the proper solution 
to this question. One of the rea
sons why I was anxious for the re
port to be made was the fact that 
the order under which we were op
erating placed us under a deadline. 
As I recall, our report had to be 
submitted to the Legislature by the 
12th of March. I sincerely believe 
that the proper thing for us to have 
done would have been to ask for 
an extension of time under our 
order. 

I was certainly in favor of reap
portionment inasmuch as the Con
stitution required it and inasmuch 
as we had the opinion of the Jus
tices that the reapportionment 
should be made. I also felt that 
perhaps some of these counties, par
ticularly Aroostook County, had 
some arguments in their favor. I 
would be perfectly happy to see 
them given another opportunity to 
come forward and produce any evi
dence which would prove that they 
were entitled to keep their repre
sentation as it is now. Personally, 
I would be willing to spend any 
length of time in this Legislature 
to see that this thing was done 
properly. I would be perfectly will
ing to have this matter recommit
ted in spite of the time that it 
would take, and undoubtedly it 
would delay the Legislature for a 
considerable length of time, but I 
would go along with it. 

I told the gentleman from New 
Limerick, Mr. Hand, I believe the 
last time that I talked with him 
about this matter, and I have talked 
with him many times, that I cer
tainly could not go along with his 
motion to indefinitely postpone. 

If this majority report of the 
committee is not acceptable to this 
House I hope that they will take 
some action, recommit it or amend 
it or table it with some provision 
that amendments be drawn, so that 
when we finish we will make a re
apportionment and it will be fair 
and it will be according to the 
Constitution. Certainly if we in
definitely postpone this thing we 
are not doing our duty. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I happen to 
be a member of this 'committee and 
I signed the minority report. Many 
have asked: Why do I b'Dther with 
it; my county isn't affected in any 
way? Yet I feel it is my duty as a 
member of this Legislature to do 
what I think is right and proper. 

It might be well to review a little 
bit. First of all we must admit that 
when we went into sessi'Dn on that 
committee we took a test v'Dte the 
first thing. We people who are on 
the minority side now knew at that 
time there was nothing construc
tive to be gained, yet we tried. 

As I said two years ago, somebody 
is stealing something. I cannot di
rectly accuse these people of being 
thieves, because I think tJhey de
scribe a thief as someone who is 
stealing something when you ape 
not looking. Maybe I will be content 
to just call them pickpockets: they 
are stealing while you are looking. 
I suggest that Y'DU keep awake. 

They tell us that we have not 
reapportioned since 1931, yet they 
ask us to respect the laws, respect 
the Constitution and respect the 
C'Durts. The laws of 1941 'were drawn 
up showing a reapporti'Dnment. I 
do not think there has been any 
question of the constitutionality of 
any laws passed since then. 

In the last Legislature we tried 
to do something about reapportion
ment. They came in with two 
plans. The House passed it with a 
vote of 83 to 59 and this was a roll 
call vote. The 'Other branch voted 
by a vote of 15 to 14 to go along 
with reapportionment as is now. 
The next step then should have 
been to reapportion as it was then 
or as it is now, but these pick
pockets were not willing to go along 
with that idea and used every means 
that they could to confuse it, 
therefore it was killed 'between the 
branches. 

We mention the constitutionality. 
I took my oath. If any member here 
in this chamber believes that I am 
wrong it is his duty to try to un
seat me. I will welcome it. I think 
they will have a fight on their 
hands to prove that I haven't lived 
up to the Constitution. 

There are many of the same 
group still here that were here in 
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the 9'5th Legislature. As I remember, 
it went under the hammer, meaning 
that they v.oted. When we reap
portioned the congressmen in the 
three districts it was quite evident 
at that time that there was a lit
tle difference in the populati.on. It 
was very evident that perhaps Saga
dahoc should !be moved into the 
second district and Waldo County 
moved into the third. However, we 
voted to leave it as it 'was. It is 
the law as of n.ow. 

Now the Constitution says we 
will have 151 members, that the 
Legislature shall ascertain and ap
portion as near as may be. It does 
not mention the federal census. It 
d.oes in the matter of reapportion
ing Senators, it definitely states 
"the federal census." It d.oes not in 
the House of Representatives. 

Some time ago questions were put 
to the Supreme C.ourt. It is quite 
interesting to note that that was 
not a joint order. It originated in 
the other branch; the answer came 
back to the other branch, yet we 
people in this House were concerned 
over this issue. 

They mention that we have had 
the opinion of the Supreme Court. 
Yes, but the questi.ons that they 
answered were the questions put to 
them. Should we reaPP.ortion? The 
answer was yes. It states in the 
Constituti.on that we should re
apportion. We need not have asked 
the Supreme Court. We did ask 
them: Could we use the Federal 
census? Their answer 'was yes, that 
we could. Bear in mind that they 
did not say that we W.ould have to. 
The committee could have answered 
that in themselves as to what 
method of ascertaining the popula
tion should be used. That was just 
simply a reason for these same 
gentlemen to be in here now saying 
that the Supreme Court told us 
that we must do that. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the 
H.ouse, we are the Legislature. The 
Supreme Court does not and should 
not tell us what to do. If we make 
laws it is up to the Supreme Court 
to rule on their constitutionality. I 
am not fighting with the Supreme 
C.ourt, but that is within our power 
and within .our province to do what 
we think is just and proper, and, if 
it is questioned, to get a ruling from 
the Supreme Court. I simply bring 

this out to show that there was just 
the P.ower of asking the Supreme 
C.ourt these various questions and it 
does n.ot amount to the paper that 
it is written on. They simply an
swered the questions that were put 
to them in the other branch. 

When we went in to the commit
tee, as I said before, it was not any 
use to try to do anything construc
tive because it was all set up, 14 to 
9, most anything we did. But when 
we posed the proposition that there 
may have been changes since 19'50 
they had talked the Constitution 
and the Supreme Court ruling so 
much that they 'could not very well 
g.o along without going along with 
the modifications as stated in the 
order, so they took the m.odi!fica
tions, and part of this 14 against 
9, they decided they had not better 
f.ool around with W51 because the 
good County of Oxf.ord would lose 
one, the good County of Somerset 
would lose one. Yes, yes, they want 
to go ba()k to 1950 in a hurry. 

Now as the gentleman has stated, 
in the .order it said "March 12," so 
we must hurry; it did not make any 
difference what answer we gave, we 
had to answer by March 12, no 
matter how or why or when, it had 
to be March 12. 

The question now is: Do you want 
to admit that the good C.ounty of 
Cumberland and the good County 
of York are not well represented? 
It would be by your own admission 
to say that they are not well repre
sented and therefore they need 
some more help. 

Now I respect the various repre
sentatives in this House from those 
counties and I think they are doing 
a very fine job. I do not think they 
need any more help. But if that is 
the way you want to vote, if you 
want to admit that they are not 
any good, why, go along with the 
majority opinion. 

A short time ago, in reference to 
,another bill, it was remarked by one 
gentleman in one particular county 
-this had to do with the ADC pro
gram-that their population was a 
roving population and therefore you 
could not use that as a basis for 
the census, yet they are asking us 
to use it in the matter of represen
tation in this House. 

Another gentleman just posed the 
question: What will we do if we 
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indefinitely postpone this bill? 
Where will it leave us? 

I have had for some time a bill 
prepared that would leave the rep
resentation as it is. I believe it 
would be in order under our cloture 
rule whereby you could accept this, 
and it would not have to be by 
unanimous consent, it would be to 
expedite the business of this Legis
lature, and I have a bill in my hand 
here and we could go along and 
leave it as it is. So you need not 
worry what would happen if we 
should indefinitely postpone this 
bill. 

Of course I am very happy that 
one of the opponents happens to be 
a brother Beta of mine, from Ox
ford. I would hate to see his county 
lose one. Of course over in York 
County there is another brother 
Beta. Of course he would be against 
me. I always was very willing in 
the old college days at the bull 
sessions, sitting around, either win, 
lose or draw, I would be willing to 
argue out the point with my two 
brother Betas as to whether we 
were right. 

And then they come out with a 
bill, and they will say to you that 
Lewiston has not good representa
tion here, so they want one more to 
represent the City of Lewiston. This 
is within the county. Where are 
they going to get it? They are 
gOing tota~e it from the outside. 

We also have the City of Augusta. 
Within the county if it is reappor
tioned they would gain one. Where 
does it come from? It comes from 
the outside. Now I do not believe 
the people of Kennebec County want 
to have one more representative in 
the City of Augusta and rob one 
from the outskirts. If you do that, 
why not give one more to Water
ville? That is a large city. 

Now if they are getting up these 
figures to go on we could kind of 
bring up the little town of Bridgton. 
As I remember the figures, they 
would have one representative for 
around twenty-two or twenty-three 
hundred inhabitants, yet they 
would have some representative in 
Washington County who would 
have to take his lunch and his sup
per to go from one end of his dis
trict to the other in order to repre
sent his people. I do not think it 
is right, and I hope that the gentle-

man's motion to indefinitely post
pone will prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kennebunkport, Mr. Bil::her. 

Mr. BIBBER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would 
like to take exceptions to the re
marks made by my good friend, Mr. 
Dickey. Representing York County, 
and I know I speak for the entire 
delegation this afternoon, I would 
like to ask Mr. Dickey if it is not 
more blessed to give than to re
ceive? (Laughter) 

I also was one on this Reappor
tionment Committee that signed 
the majority report "Ought to pass", 
and this word "reapportionment", 
being a freshman, rather scared me, 
so I delved back into the history of 
York County to find out what they 
had done in regard to reapportion
ment. 

You all realize that as this na
tion grew and the people moved 
from Massachusetts into the south
ern part of Maine before 1881 York 
County had 25 representatives in 
the House; in 1881 they had 18 right 
down through. As reapportionment 
went along, York County dropped, 
18, 17, 16, 15, down to 14. The 
record also shows that York County 
stood and was counted for going 
along with the constitutional man
date that the State of Maine should 
reapportion, and I now stand and 
want to be counted on that man
date that we be counted to gain one. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Limerick, Mr. Hand. 

Mr. HAND: Mr. Speaker, I would 
like at this time to caution the 
House a little mite about being 
swayed by these sentimental stories 
whether they are in favor of my 
motion or whether they are not. 
I think York County is to be com
mended if it has voted for reappor
tionment when it took one away 
from them if they were entitled to 
lose it. I don't believe that Aroos
took County should ever be com
mended if they vote to lose one 
representative when they have no 
right to lose it. 

The gentleman from Pittsfield, 
Mr. Cianchette, mentioned one fact 
that to me is very important in 
conveying to you the attitude and 
the method of operation of this 
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committee, and that was the dead
line in the order. You will recall 
tha t order came over here some
time in late February. The spon
sors of this order knew that it was 
a very controversial measure. It 
would not take any great amount 
of foresight to know that when the 
order came in here that a,t least 
there was going to be an attempt 
to slap it on the table until we 
looked at it. That takes up time. 
But the deadline was there, Marel1 
12th. 

Mr. Cianchette says that he 
thought that the committee should 
have asked for a continuance of 
time in order to give us a chance to 
go into the thing more thoroughly. 
I would like to tell you members of 
this House that I made a IlIlotion 
before that committee that we come 
back into this 'House on March 12th 
and ask for a continuance and tell 
them why, and I am unhappy to 
report that the vote was 14 to 9 
against me. 

The SPE~E:R pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Machiasport, Mr. iHanson. 

Mr. HANSON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This resolve 
strikes me right between the eyes. 
I am not in favor of the resolve and 
I have good reasons for opposing 
the measure. I have been here 
some time in this old chamber and 
Seat 16 is dear to my heart. If 
this resolve becomes law I have 
gone with the lark. 

I stood here two years ago and 
told the then House of Repre
sentatives that my political life 
hung by a single thread and if the 
then pending apportionment meas
ure was enacted I politically was a 
dead caterpillar. Mr. Speaker and 
Members, I am still hanging by 
that single thread and that thread 
is now two years older than when 
I last appealed to this House for 
justice and mercy. (Laughter) 

The members of that House came 
to our rescue and I am here today 
as the result of that House action 
in following the spirit of the Con
stitution in place of the letter of 
the Constitution. 

I come here with the record of 
having received every vote cast in 
my district of six towns, both the 
Democratic and the Republican 

vote. Now if this resolve becomes 
law I cannot come any more, be
cause the Constitution says I can't 
come. 

Do you suppose for a moment 
that the framers of our Constitu
tion had anything in their minds 
like that at the time our Consti
tution was written? In fact this is 
doing just what the framers of 
that great document were trying to 
prevent from having happen. 

At the time the Constitution was 
written Maine was equally pros
perous in all its sections. Washing
ton County had lumbering and 
shipbuilding in nearly every coast 
town. Now our business is a sea
sonal business and it does not hold 
our residents there all the year 
around. Some go to other states in 
the winter and return in the spring. 
Some of the census enumerators are 
somtimes careless in tracing out 
perhaps those residents who were 
not at home at the time they called. 

I feel the Constitution was writ
ten for the benefit of the people of 
Maine as a whole to see that justice 
was dispensed to all parts of our 
State, and I believe the intent and 
spirit of the Constitution should be 
carefully considered before causing 
such a break-up as this. 

What I object to is, with full 
support of my people I come here 
as in the past, and someone due to 
some misinterpretation of the mean
ing says no, we are going to break 
up your hunting ground and send 
you somewhere you don't want to 
go and where I am not welcome. 
You may say, what are you going 
to do about it? I believe there are 
enough fair-minded members in 
this House to see fair play and 
inasmuch as we have been going 
on for twelve years under the intent 
and spirit of the Constitution I can 
see no reason why we cannot con
tinue for two years more, and dur
ing that time amend the Const1tu
tion so that we can use a different 
factor, set a minimum population 
so that no county can have less 
than a certain number of repre
sentatives. 

We have the same area in our 
county, the same mileage, and it 
costs us the same to cover that 
county whether we have fifty pop
ulation or five hundred. There is 
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not anything right or just in the 
whole proposition. 

I do not want to go into some 
district where the people have plans 
for the future of their own, and 
if this thing is going to take place 
every five or ten years no eounty 
is going to know where it stands. 
It is as plain as the nose on your 
face that the framers of our Con
stitution intended every part of 
our State to have an equal show 
and not for one section to have it 
because that section happens to 
be strong, and for it to make itself 
stronger a t the expense of the 
weaker sections. 

If you permit this condition to 
mature and the strong grow strong
er and the weak grow weaker, it 
will only be a short time when 
two or three counties can take 
charge, if they should so chose, 
of all of the legislation in our 
State. 

There is not a member in this 
House today who, if I should call 
at your doer 'and ask f-or help, 
but what would divide the last slice 
of bread. Now that is just what I 
am doing today: I am at your 
door, asking for alms, asking you 
as friends to look to the bottom of 
this situation, and if there is a way, 
and I know there is, to save my 
political life or stay the execution 
for a few years, you will not only 
be pleasing me but will be perform
ing your duty in justice to your 
fellow men. 

In closing, I am asking you to 
take this matter and turn this 
matter over in your minds and 
think just why this Constitution 
was written in the first place. Do 
you think that by carrying out 
the letter of this great document 
you are carrying out the intent 
or the spirit for which it was in
tended? 

I come here with the support of 
my people, having received every 
vote cast in my distr~ct of six 
towns in the last election, both 
Republican and Democratic. When 
I get here what happens? In order 
to get rid of me you tear down 
my house and cast my Class District 
off the face of the earth. Think it 
over. That which is my plight to
day may be your condition tomor
row. (Applause) 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Waterford, Mr. Ford. 

Mr. FORD: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: After lis
tening to all this talk I am still 
thoroughly convinced that the 
Federal census of 1950 is the only 
figure with any degree of accuracy 
that we can work on. 

I tried to explain as a member 
of the sub-committee that in get
ting the figures we did use we 
could not find anywhere where any 
city any town or any plantation 
could show the number of births 
or the number of deaths. 

Now I feel very sorry for these 
men in this House who are going 
to lose their seats if they lose 
them but I do say to you that 
the 'population has definitely 
changed in the last twenty years, 
and if the mountain won't come to 
Mahomat Mahomat must go to the 
mountain. 

I have read somewheres that Mr. 
Jacobs in this House has repre
sented three different distrieis, I 
know that Mr. Tardif first repre
sented Bath and now is represent
ing Lewiston, so if the man is good, 
regardless of where he lives he 
will be re-elected. 

There is one thing more I must 
bring up. I did not want to do it. 
But my very good friend Mr. 
Dickey, who was also a fraternity 
brother of mine in college, has In

vited me to an open debate. I am 
sorry, I don't feel that I am in 
the same class with my good 
brother; I am only a freshman in 
this House and he has had a lot of 
experience, and, first, I did not 
see him bring his first aid kit in 
with him today. (Laughter) 

Unfortunately, I have a very re
tentive memory, and in reading the 
record of the 1951 Legislature, the 
95th Legislature, I do remember 
Mr. Dickey saying-I cannot quote 
him but I will give you the gist of 
it-that when he was a younger 
man he decided that he would take 
up fencing, and he went before a 
fencing master and the fencing 
master said, "Dickey, a fencer has 
to have grace, he has to have poise, 
and with your bow-legs I think you 
would make a better pole-sitter 
than a fencer." (Laughter) But 
my good friend did admit, he ad-
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mit ted on this fioor, despite the 
fact that the fencing master said 
he would never be a successful 
fencer, that he took several fencing 
lessons. He said he learned how to 
be on guard, he learned how to 
parry, he learned how to thrust, 
and sometimes in thrusting he 
thrust too deep, and when he did 
he drew blood. So, ladies and gen
tlemen, I do not feel that I can 
compete with my good brother be
cause I do not even have bow
legs. (Laughter) 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Boothbay Harbor, Mr. Tupper. 

Mr. TUPPER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: Lincoln 
County is one county that will not 
be affected either way on this mat
ter. The powerful Lincoln County 
House membership will remain at 
three regardless of what we do 
today. We will still be strongly 
Republican, and I can guarantee 
there will be no dry rot in Lincoln 
County. 

It has been intimated that we 
could not in good conscience object 
to reapportionment. Among other 
attributes Lincoln County is noted 
for is its clean consciences. We see 
nothing wrong in voting against 
this proposed reapportionment and 
keeping Mr. Hanson in the Maine 
House. 

The Constitution says "at least 
ten years" and 1953 is not the tenth 
year from 1941 when there could 
have been reapportionment. As an 
attorney, I feel very strongly that 
we must interpret the Constitution 
very strictly, and, following the 
Constitution, we must oppose reap
portionment at this time. I would 
say that five years from 1951, at 
the time reapportionment should 
have been made, or no later than 
1001 reapportionment will be made. 

I have read the opinion of the 
Supreme Court, and that honorable 
body does not say that the 96th 
Legislature must apportion repre
sentatives. The language used is 
very cautious, and the inference is 
that some Legislature must do so 
before another ten years. The gen
tleman from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, 
was quite right in asserting that 
this was not in any sense an or
der. I shall go along with the mo
tion for indefinite postponement. 

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The gen
tleman from New Limerick, Mr. 
Hand, remarked that the Consti
tution also states that the census 
should be taken at the time that 
reapportionment is to take place. 
Now, according to Mr. Ford, this is 
an impossibility, because certain 
figures are not available. There
fore, should we ignore what the 
actual framers of the Constitution 
intended, and that is equal repre
sentation for the towns, the plan
ta tions, the cities and the counties 
according to population? Now the 
1950 census is the only one which 
is available and fair according to 
the majority of the Committee on 
Reapportionment. I say let's use it. 

Remember this: the Constitution 
is part of the laws of this State, 
and if we, the members of this Leg
islature, refuse to comply with the 
law, how do you expect the citizens 
that we are here to represent to 
obey the law. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Brooks, Mr. Dickey. 

Mr. DICKEY: Mr. Speaker, before 
we vote on this issue I just want to 
bring this to your attention. The 
joint order that we passed and 
which the committee was working 
under said: "The committee shall 
first ascertain the number of in
habitants as of the present time, 
and for this purpose is authorized 
to use the Federal census of 1950 
with such modifications, or use any 
other method of enumeration 
which it may deem more accurate." 
The fourteen gentlemen who signed 
this report defied you in your order. 
I did not go along with this order, 
and I am sure if they had followed 
it right to the letter, because the 
1951 figures are available and we 
should use them, the report today, 
I am quite sure, would 'have been 
twelve to eleven, and the twelve 
would have been the majority of 
"Ought not to pass." 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Sharon, Mr. Caswell. 

Mr. CASWELL: Mr. Speaker, I 
have been a municipal officer in 
a small town for a good many years, 
and as such I have been called 
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almost everything. I dO' nat, haw
ever, recall that heretofore I have 
ever been called a pickpacket. I 
thought when the gentleman from 
BJlaoks (Mr. Dickey) first made the 
remark that he was referring to' 
athers lbesides the committee, but as 
he went an and as the faurteen to' 
nine divisian was continually re
ferred to' I cancluded that he did 
refer to' the committee or to' that 
number af faurteen as pickpockets. 
I hape I am wrong !but it daesn't 
saund that way. Naw la pickpacket to' 
my mind is one af the 10west farms 
of sneakthieves. I don't mind being 
called a thief, that is all right, but 
to' call me what is tame the law
est form of thief is a little bit tough, 
and while I am not angry I really 
do nat like it. (Laughter) 

Now I want to call attention to 
a cauple of facts. We did, it is 
true, have the deadline af March 
12th, and we reported priar to the 
deadline af March 12th. It is now 
the 21st of April. If amendments 
were to be presented or if the bill 
was to be recommitted I cannot see 
quite why the opponents, the nine, 
have held aff until this date when 
it is absalutely impossible far the 
cammittee to' gO' thraugh any other 
farm ar take any other steps to 
enumerate between now and the 
time we all want to' get home. 

That is one thing. Anather thing 
I wauld like to' mention: the 
gentleman fram New Limerick (Mr. 
Hand) says that Araastaak Caunty 
daes not and never has abjected 
to' a reapportianment which wauld 
nat canflict with the present popu
latian af Araostook Caunty, but he 
does admit that in 1951 the papu
latian of Araastook Caunty lacked 
800 of having enaugh populatian 
nat to lose a member. I cannat 
quite recancile those statements. 
I was an that committee in 1951, 
and, as I recall it, Aroostook 
County was ane of the majar 
blacks in the way of reapportian
ment at that time. 

Naw let me say just one more 
thing in line with what has just 
been said. My pasitian is and al
ways has been that we should either 
reappartian under the Constitution, 
as I understand it, ar amend the 
Canstitutian. So far as I know, there 
is nathing sacred abaut the Can
stitutian. We have amended it 

same sixty add times since its 
enactment in 1820 and I think we 
cauld do it again, and there are 
variaus ways of amending it. It is 
passible that we could amend that 
Constitution so as to allow the 
present membership af Araastaok 
and Washington and Knox Caunties 
to' retain their seats. There is a 
little mare raam here. We could, 
perhaps, by compromise, increase 
the number af members in the other 
body, which would compensate in 
same way. There are variaus ways 
af amending the Canstitutian. But, 
so far as I kl1JOw, these nine up
right members have nat at any 
time urged any amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
fram Partland, Mr. Albee. 

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker, may 
I ask a question, please, of the 
gentleman from Brooks, Mr. Dick
ey? 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman may ask his question 
through the Chair, and the gentle
man from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, may 
answer if he so desires. 

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker, ac
cording to the statements made 
,here we have reapportioned ten 
times since aur Canstitutian was 
adopted. I would like to know 
where we gat aur figures on this 
reappartionment thase ten times, 
whether they are the Federal fi
gures we are taking now ar 
whether it was a census we took 
ourselves. May I ask that questian 
through the Chair, please, of Mr. 
Dickey. 

The SPEAKER pro tern; The 
gentleman fram Portland, Mr. Albee, 
requests information of the gentle
man from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, 
through the Ohair, and the gentle
man from Braoks, Mr. Dickey, may 
answer if he so desires. 

Mr. DICKEY: I don't knaw, Mr. 
Speaker, I wasn't here. (Laughter) 

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker, will 
you kindly thank the gentleman 
fram Braoks, Mr. Dickey, for me? 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rockland, Mr. Law. 

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I simply 
want to point out to Mr. Caswell 
that the reason nothing has been 
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done about this bill since March 
12th is that it has been on the table 
in charge of the proponents. 
(Laughter) 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recogni:res the gentleman 
from Bridgewater, Mr. Finemore. 

Mr. FINEMORE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I was 
kind of staying away from this bill 
and did not care about talking on it 
until I heard my good friend back 
of me here mention that Aroostook 
County in 19'51 was considerable off 
from 800. In 1951 we lacked 777 of 
holding our county delegation. 

In answer to Mr. Ford, who said 
that figures are not available to 
prove the population of different 
counties, I differ with him very 
much. I have a letter here from 
the Office of Rent Stabilization of 
Presque Isle. These figures I am 
going to give you, this information 
was secured through consultation 
with town managers, buliding in
spectors and chambers of commerce 
in the territory. I would like to 
state at this time that there has 
been a considerable change in Aroos
took. It has been changed enough 
so that we would receive one more 
if the figures of today were used, 
but we are not asking for one more, 
we are just asking to hold our own. 

Since the 1950 census in four big 
towns, meaning Caribou, Presque 
Isle, Fort Fairfield and Limestone, 
we have had an increase beyond a 
doubt to January 1, 1952, of 7,024. 
In that district there are thirteen 
towns under rent control. These 
figures are corvect. And in the 
other nine towns, not counting the 
four big ones, there has 'been an 
increase of 3,998 through rent sta
bilization alone, not considering any 
other change at all. 

In Presque Isle we have built 375 
units, Caribou was mentioned as 
200, but there have been SOO units 
built in Caribou, 170 in Limestone, 
24 in Van Buren and 18 in Fort 
Fairfield, that have been built under 
government control. These do not 
include private homes, homes on 
farms for farm labor or anything. 
These were built and constructed 
for Air Base personnel alone. 

In Aroostook County as a whole 
we have had an increase of 11,022 
in this group of thirteen towns that 
I mentioned. These figures do not 

include deaths and births. In other 
words, at the present time, just 
considering the thirteen towns un
der rent control, we have a popula
tion of 107,061 in comparison with 
96,039 in the 1950 census. There 
are other towns in the county which 
have been changed that I have 
checked up on with the town officers 
where the building has increased 
and so on, but we won't even bother 
with them. 

Another thing I would like to 
mention here, they don't consider 
change of population. I am not 
insinuating or working against any 
other county, but in 1951 Cumber
land County asked for rent control 
under the rent stabilization law. 
A survey was taken by the Federal 
government and it was found at 
that time that they were much in 
need of rent control as the demand 
for rents was greater than the sup
ply. In the latter part of 1951 and 
the early part of 1952, I should say 
in the spring of 1952, Rortland asked 
to be decontrolled and taken out 
from under rent stabilization. A 
petition was presented to the Fed
eral government at the time and 
they made another survey of Port
land and they found that the oppo
site had happened, that the number 
of rents in the Portland area-that 
is not necessarily the City of Port
land-were greater than the demand 
for rents. In my opinion there is 
only one thing that could have hap
pened, that the population had de
creased, because they had not had 
the building that we had in Aroos
took County. 

I have been told that in the last 
Legislature the people even had to 
hold their noses to vote, as they 
considered they were voting against 
the Constitution in the 1951 'Legis
lature. I believe, as I read this, 
and I am not a lawyer, but as I 
read the Constitution and read this 
bill, as Mr. Dickey has mentioned, 
that is before us, I do not believe 
that anyone would have to hold 
his nose to vote for indefinite 
postponement of this bill or have it 
recommitted to the committee, 
whichever may be the case, if we 
use the 19'50 census, because I be
lieve it is very improper. I will 
assure :Mr. Ford or anyone else 
that Aroostook Oountycan prove 
that we have had far more than 
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our 777 rise in deaths and births 
only. 

I would like to contradict an
other statement that has been made 
here. They tell us that they cannot 
get a separation of the deaths and 
'births throughout our state even 
in regard to counties, let alone 
towns. It seems peculiar to me that 
the Federal government has told us 
as early as this in April that the 
United States as a whole has had 
an increase of 191,000 during the 
month of March. If the United 
states is capable of preseniting 
the increase by the month as early 
as the 15th or 20th of the following 
month it seems to me that it is 
quite possihle to be able to receive 
the change in population by towns 
through 'births and deaths as they 
are registered in each and every 
municipal town office. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Brunswick, Mr. Tondreau. 

Mr. TONDREAU: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: I fully 
appreciate the concern of the gen
tleman from New Limerick, Mr. 
Hand, at the decision of the com
mittee to use the 1950 census as a 
basis for reapportionment. I fully 
appreciate this in view of the fact 
that, as he has pointed out, the 
advent of the Limestone Base might 
have changed the situati'On so as to 
alter the results. However, I would 
like to point out that I must aJgree 
with the gentleman from water
ford, Mr. Ford, that we have to 
have some basis upon which we 
can all agree. I would like t'O further 
point out that there are other 
areas in the State that have also 
changed since the 1950 census. In 
the case of my own home town, 
Brunswick, we have had the re
activation of the Brunswick Naval 
Air Base that has br'Ought in a 
considerable influx of people and 
it 'could very well change our 
representation. But again I must 
say we have felt that we should 
forego this in view of the fact that 
we felt it advisable to find some 
basis upon which we could all 
agree, and the 1950 census seems to 
be the 'Only basis upon which we 
can reasona:bly reapportion. 

As the representation now stands, 
the representation here in the 
House is on the basis of 1931, as I 

see it. If we go along with this 
reapportionment according to the 
1950 census I feel that we will be 
twenty years closer to the Constitu
tion and twenty years closer to the 
true representation as it stands 
today in the State of Maine, there
fore I hope that the motion for 
the indefinite postponement of this 
bill will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Standish, Mr. Center. 

Mr. CENTER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The meth
ods of operation on this special 
committee have come in for some 
criticism this afternoon, but I 
would like to point out to this 
honorable body that I do not think 
it will be denied by anyone that 
every decision that was made on 
this committee was made on the 
basis of a majority vote, which 
is the principle under which we 
work in a democracy. 

I might also say that to my 
knowledge the minority group of
fered no better or more work8!ble 
plan to arrive at a reasonably ac
curate population figure. There 
just was not time either before 
March 12th or after March 12th to 
take a census of the State or of 
a county or of any considerable 
area in the State. 

I would like to point out that 
there have been in certain sections 
of Cumberland County large gains 
too since the 1950 census, but they 
may very likely 'be temporary 
gains, as I think that the gains 
in Aroostook may very likely be 
temporary. 

Now the gentleman from Brooks, 
Mr. Dickey, stated that one of the 
speakers for the majority report 
said that there had been no re
apportionment since 1931. I say that 
there has been no reapportionment 
according to population since 1931. 
And I, like my good friend Mr. Cas
well, resent 'being called a pick
pocket, Which, as I also understand, 
is about the lowest type of sneak
thief, when I really believe that the 
men who signed the majority report 
of this committee were ihonorable 
men, trying to uphold the Constitu
tion 'Of the State of Maine and 
aJbide by the opinions of our highest 
judicial tribunal. 
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It was pOinted out that the town 
of Bridgton had only 2200 popula
tion. May I say that is not correct. 
The Federal gives Bridgton 295{). 
That was the smallest in Cumber
land County, but it was worked out 
directly according to the formula 
that applies to Cumberland County. 

The gentleman from New Limer
ick, Mr. Hand, objected to senti
ment being brcught into this dis
cussion. I wonder if he would object 
to the attempt to influence votes 
by sentiment as expressed by the 
gentleman from Machiasport, Mr. 
Hanson. 

The gentleman from Bridgewater, 
Mr. Finemore, has stated that 
according to rent control figures 
and so forth the population of Port
land has been decreasing since 1950. 
Might I say that when you taKe the 
figures only of births and deaths, 
as the gentleman from Waterford, 
Mr. Ford, :has pOinted out, and 
applied that alone, 'without taking 
into consideration the unknown 
factor "X" that I spokerubout be
fore, the people that moved in and 
moved out of an area, then Cum
berland County on that basis would 
have been entitled to four instead 
of three. 

The SPEAKER 
Chair recognizes 
from Friendship, 
paw. 

pro tern: The 
the gentleman 
Mr. Winchen-

Mr. WINCHENPAW: Mr. Speak
er, there has been so much said 
that there is very little that I can 
do but maybe wave the census fig
ures and the Constitution. I was one 
of the nine on the minority report, 
and I would like to bear out the 
gentleman from Brooks, Mr. Dickey, 
and the gentleman from Limerick, 
Mr. Hand, that they did really give 
us a tough time of it; but to my 
mind indefinitely pcstponing this 
bill will be reapportionment, that 
is, it will be what the Legislature 
votes to do, and so I certainly hope 
that the motion of Mr. Hand pre
vails. I would like to further state 
at this time that I would like to be 
excused from voting because I 
paired my vote with the floor leader, 
the gentleman from Portland, Mr. 
Fuller who had to leave, and so I 
will sit in my seat when the vote is 
taken. I ask that the vote be by di
vision when it is truken, 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Whitefield, Mr. Chase. 

Mr. CHASE: Mr. iOpeaker and 
ladies and gentlemen of this honor
able body: As a signer of the minori
ty report of the Committee on Re
apportionment this year and two 
years ago, I feel I should make a 
few remarks. 

As far as foHowing the Constitu
tion is concerned, I want to say 
that if we are to follow it we must 
follow it right down the line. It 
reads that "the Legislature shall 
cause the number of inha;bitants to 
be ascertained," it does not say that 
we shall take the figures of the 
census. 

I can state that there are thou
sands of inhabitants in our sum
mer section that were not counted 
in the census, due to the fact that 
they were away at the time. You 
have already heard about the mat
ter in Limestone. If you look for 
them, you will find many other rea
sons that the census report was not 
proper. 

Again I say that I have sympa
thy for the little fellow out there in 
those sparsely-settled areas. This 
shift of population is only tempo
rary, due to the defense work being 
located in the larger cities. These 
unfortunate representatives of thuse 
sparsely-settled sections have a 
mighty hard time to get around to 
their constituents. Why should we 
take away their representation and 
give it to a congested area like 
Cumberland? If we side-stepped 
this issue ten years ag'O, two years 
ago, I ask you why can't we side
step it today? 

I wonder how many of these 
sound-minded, distinguished gen
tlemen from Cumberland would 
vote on this issue if they were from 
Washington County. I 'beg of you 
to think of the unfortunate when 
you vote this issue. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the g!entleman 
from South Paris, Mr, Stewart. 

Mr. STEWART: Mr. 'Speaker, I 
move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from South Paris, Mr. 
Stewart, moves the previous ques
tion. In order for the Chair to en
tertain the motion for the previous 
question it requires the consent of 
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one-third of the members present. 
All those in favor of the Chair 

entertaining the motion for the 
previous question will kindly rise 
and remain standing until the 
monitors have made and returned 
the count. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: Ob
viously more than one-third of the 
members present having arisen, the 
motion for the previous question 
is entertained. 

The qu~stion before tho House 
now is: Shall the main question be 
put now? 

Mr. ALBEE of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker--

The SPEAKER pro tern: For 
what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the vote be taken by the yeas 
and nays. 

(Calls of "No") 
The SPEAKER pro tern: Will 

the gentleman defer, please, for a 
moment? 

The question before the House 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 pro tern: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Portland, Mr. Albee. 

Mr. ALBEE: Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the vote be taken by the yeas 
and nays. 

(Calls of "No") 
The SPEAKER pro tern: The 

gentleman from Portland, Mr. Al
bee, moves that when the vote is 
taken, it be taken by the yeas and 
nays. In order for the vote to be 
taken by the yeas and nays, it re
quires 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. 

Twenty-one members arose, one 
hundred and forty-one being pres
ent, and the yeas and nays were 
not ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: Less 
than one-fifth having expressed 
their desire for a roll 'call, the yeas 
and nays are not in order. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Friendship, Mr. Win
chenpaw. 

Mr. WINCHENPAW: Mr. Speak
er, I ask consent of the House to 
be excused from voting when my 
name is called because of the fact 
that I paired my vote with that of 
the Representative from Portland, 
Mr. Fuller, who is unavoidably ab
sent today. If present, Mr. Fuller 
would have voted "yes" and I 
would vote "no." 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Friendship, Mr. 
Winchenpaw, asks consent of the 
House to refra.in from voting. Is 
this the pleasure of the House? 

The gentleman from Friendship, 
Mr. Winchenpaw, was granted per
mission of the House to refrain 
from voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from New 
Limerick, Mr. Hand, that the two 
reports, with accompanying papers, 
on S. P. 493, L. D. 1347, Resolve 
to Apportion 151 Representatives 
among the Several Counties, Cities, 
Towns, Plantations and Classes in 
the st:ate of Maine, be indefinitely 
po·stponed and the gentleman from 
Friendship, Mr. Winc'henpaw, has 
reque.sted g division. A 0; many as 
are in favor 8f the motion to in
definitely postp~ne will kindly rise 
and remain stand.ing until the mon
itors have made and returned th~ 
count. 

A division of the House was had. 
Seventy having voted in the af

firmative and sixty-three having 
voted in the negative, the two re
ports, with accompanying papers, 
were indefinitely postponed in ncn
concurrence and were sent up for 
concurrence. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
House is proceeding under Orders of 
the Day, and the Chair lays be
fore the House the first tabled and 
today aSSigned matter, House Re
port, "Ought not to pass" of the 
Committee on Appropriations and 
Financial Affairs on Resolve in 
favor of Litchfield Academy, House 
Paper 481, Legislative Document 
500, tabled on April 15 by the 
gentleman from Litchfield, Mr. 
Dennis, pending acceptance of re
port; and the Chair recognizes that 
gentleman. 
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Mr. DENNIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I would like 
to take this L. D. 500 off the table, 
and put it back on the table un
assigned, until the other academy 
bills come out, and I so move. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Litchfield, Mr. Den
nis, moves to retable, the "Ought 
not to pass" report of the Commit
tee on Resolve ill favor of Litch
field Academy, wIth accompanying 
papers, unassignea, pending a'C
ceptance of the report. Is this the 
pleasure of the House? 

The motion prevailed, and the 
matter was so tabled. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair lays before the House the 
second tabled and today assigned 
matter, House Report, "Ought not 
to pass" of the Committee on 
Appropriations and Financial Af
fairs on Resolve Providing for Cer
tain Construction at Monmouth 
Academy, House Paper 6,32, Legis
lative Document 651~, tabled on 
April 15 by the gentleman from 
Litchfield, Mr. Dennis, pending ac
ceptance of report; and the Chair 
recognizes that gentleman. 

On motion of Mr. Dennis, the 
report, with a()companying resolve, 
was retabled, without assignment, 
pending acceptance of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair lays before the House the 
third tabled and today assigned 
matter, Bill "An Act relating to 
Registration Fees for Farm Trucks", 
House Paper 7'68, Legislative Docu
ment 803, tabled on April 21 by the 
gentleman from Standish, Mr. Cen
ter, pending adoption of House 
Amendment "A". 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Milo, Mr. Brockway. 

Mr. BROC!KWAY: Mr. Speaker, 
I wish now to withdraw House 
Amendment "A" to House Paper 
608, Legislative Document 803. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
gentleman from Milo, Mr. Brock
way, wishes to withdraw House 
Amendment "A", presented by that 
gentleman yesterday. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and 
the amendment is withdrawn. 

The Chair recognizes the same 
gentleman. 

Mr. Brockway then offered House 
Amendment "B" and moved its 
adoption. 

House Amendment "B" was read 
by the Clerk as follows: 

HOUSE AMENDMENT "H" to H. 
P. 768, L. D. 803, Bill "An Act 
Relating to Registration Fees for 
Farm Trucks." 

Amend said Bill by inserting at 
the beginning of the 1st line the 
underlined abbreviation and figure 
'Sec. 1.' 

Further amend said Bill 'by strik
ing out the 1st 4 lines after the 
amending clause and inserting in 
place thereof the following under
lined sentence: 
"'Provided that the annual fee for 
registration of farm motor trucks 
of not less than 11,001 pounds gross 
weight and not more than 16,000 
pounds gross weight shall be $40.' " 

Further amend said Bill Iby add
ing at the end thereof the follow
ing: 

'Sec. 2. Effective date. The pro
visions of this act shall become 
effective on January I, 19'54.' 

Thereupon, House Amendment 
"B" was adopted. 

Mr. BROCKWAY: Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to explain 

The SPEAKER pro tern: For 
what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. BROCKWAY: Mr. Speaker, 
I want to explain this amendment 
and to thank the members - - -

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair will state that the amend
ment already has been adopted. 

Mr. BROOKWAY: Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. , 

Thereupon, the Bill was assigned 
for third reading tomorrow morn
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
chair lays before the House Report 
of the Committee on HighwaY'S re
porting "Ought not to pass" on 
Senate Paper 296, Legislative Docu
ment 828, Resolve Providing for 
Construction of Highway to Sugar 
Loaf Mountain, Franklin County, 
tabled earlier in today's session 
pending acceptance of the Report 
in concurrence. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Madison, Mr. Fogg. 

Mr. FOGG: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: As you re-
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call, I tabled this item this morn
ing, because I had a few words I 
wanted to say on it, and I didn't 
want to tie up the session and 
calendar at that time. 

Now this is a 'Resolve !Providing 
for Construction of a Highway to 
Sugar Loaf Mountain, Fmnklin 
County. 

Sugar Loaf Mountain is a moun
tain up in the Bigelow District, 
above Kingfield. It is well situated 
for an ideal ski resort, and a ski 
slide, and there has been quite a 
bit of publicity aibout it, and I 
would like to quote some excerpts 
from the Trail magazine, from the 
Highway Department, in which they 
describe this place up there: 

"For a good many years the 
neighboring state of New Hamp
shire, and our other sister Northern 
New England State of Vermont, 
have had a monopoly when it came 
to attracting skiers. There is a 
possibility this situation will not 
exist much longer, for there is a 
skiing development on Sugar Loaf 
Mountain in Grockertown. that 
promises to equal anything in New 
England." 

It goes on to describe Sugar Loaf 
Mountain Ski Club as being or
ganized in 1950, and it emphasizes 
the Club is composed of men and 
women, and in lS51 they started it 
but there wasn't a great deal done 
until 1951 and 1952. 

Now this ski trail is "two miles in 
length and has been laid out by 
Sel Hannah, the designer of the 
trails on Cannon Mountain, New 
Hampshire. This expert said this 
of Sugarloaf: 'The verticle drop of 
the mountain ranks it as one of 
the best east of the Rockies; ter
rain is essential and, from my 
observation at Sugarloaf, it appears 
to excel in that department.''' 

They have bulldozed the road 
part of the way into the place. 

Now in another place he describes 
Sugar Loaf: "There is no question 
about Sugar Loaf's terrain being 
ideal for skiing." They have de
veloped many "S-turns, sharp 
angles, straight drops, along with 
several short stretches where a less 
than expert skier might manage to 
get by." 

"At one point in the trail there 
is a grade approximately 45 or 50 

degrees, which corresponds to the 
pitch of the head wall on Mt. 
Washington. In the snow field 
sector of the mountain up above the 
timber line there is a head wall 
that provides this sort of a sheer 
drop." 

Now this to me is a very ideal 
place to develop a winter resort 
for skiing of all kinds, the begin
ners and the experienced skiiers, 
right down the line, but they have 
plans of putting a ski lift in there 
this coming year, but what they do 
have to have is a road. 

Now as I have said, they have 
got a road in there part of the 
way, and it will cost $15,000 to 
complete this project. Now that is 
not a great deal of money to put 
into something like this, and I think 
that the gasoline tax that we would 
ga ther from that would soon pay 
for the cost of it, and the sales tax 
that we would collect from the 
people who would come in. 

Now one of the things that im
pressed me about the importance 
of having a ski resort here in Maine 
and how it would payoff - and 
this happened to me one day this 
last month, in March: I went down 
one Sunday morning to get a Sun
day paper, but the store didn't hap
pen to be open, so I stood there for 
about half an hour waiting for the 
store to open, and during that time 
there were three cars from out of 
State passed me on the street and 
they were headed north, and those 
people were looking for snow to 
ski on. 

Now one of the great features of 
this Sugar Loaf Mountain is that 
they can have skiing on that moun
tain sometimes as late as the third 
week in May. I have worked in the 
lumber camps up in that section 
and I have left, at different times, 
around the first of May and I have 
seen as much as six feet of snow in 
the woods around pretty close to 
the first of May. 

Now I think that if we did have a 
good ski lift there, and had a good 
road in there, that private capital 
would go ahead and develop that 
place so that we would have a place 
that would draw an awful lot of 
traffic away from New Hampshire 
and Vermont. 

Now we have a splendid summer 
business here in the State of Maine. 
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We have nice summer camps; we 
have nice hotels; we have a nice 
set-up for hunters in the fall; we 
have nice sporting camps; but we 
haven't done anything yet that can 
be considered extensive for the out
of-state sports enthusiasts in the 
wintertime. Now skiing is becom
ing one of the Number One sports 
in this whole eastern part of the 
country, and I think in the whole 
United States, and I think that we 
now have a chance to step out and 
develop something and start some
thing, and $15,000 will produce re
suIts far in excess of what we have 
invested. 

Now we expect soon to develop 
our highway into the heart of this 
State, which will bring an awful lot 
of people from New York, Massa
chusetts, and Connecticut, up into 
the heart of Maine. Now I think 
the time has come to start out and 
start to plan something to bring 
these people up here in the winter
time as well as in summertime, so 
I would like to substitute this re
solve for the report, and I so move. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from Madison, Mr. Fogg, 
moves that the resolve be substi
tuted for the "Ought not to pass" 
report of the Committee. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Hope, Mr. :Ludwig. 

Mr. LUDWIG: Mr. Speaker and 
ladies and gentlemen of the House: 
Your Highway Committee and this 
Legislature have turned down every 
request for special resolves on the 
roads that have been presented. 

Now it seems to me that we have 
got to be consistent. If we have 
turned down resolves for money for 
roads for people that live on them 
the year around here, in the State 
of Maine, we certainly should not 
spend $15,000 to build a road into 
a ski tow where no one lives. 

I hope that the House will go 
along with the Senate in the com
mittee report "Ought not to pass" 
on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Auburn, Mr. Turner. 

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, we 
discussed this matter quite a little 
bit in the committee and we de
cided that it was kind of a worthy 
cause, but as this company, as I un
derstand it, or club, is trying to in-

vest around $300,000 up there to 
build a ski tow, we didn't think that 
perhaps ten or fifteen thousand 
dollars to build a road into it would 
set them back too much. Of course 
now in the wintertime, they plough 
the road, and they can get in all 
right with their cars in the winter
time, but it seems as though this 
may be a little premature. Perhaps 
a couple years from now, if they 
really do have the project, we might 
be able to help them a little, but 
I don't think there is any need to 
do it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Madison, Mr. Fogg. 

Mr. FOGG: It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker and Members of the House, 
that if these people are 'willing to 
put in two or three hundred thou
sand dollars in developing this ski 
lift and this slide, it is smt of picay
une of the State of Maine not to be 
willing to put in at least $15,000 to 
help the people get to it. Now may
be we could go ahead and do some
thing two years from now, but may
be by that time the states of 
New Hampshire and Vermont will 
wake up to the danger which they 
can see to their own winter resort 
business, and they will start doing 
something which will put us be
hind so that maybe we won't be 
able to get the business here. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from .Friendship, Mr. Winchenpaw. 

Mr. WINCHENPAW: Mr. Speak
er, I didn't read the article in the 
Trail that Mr. Fogg read, but we 
had a bill concerning Bigelow 
Mountain before one of our commit
tees, and I think this is a worthy 
prOject, and it might be that the 
Highway Committee was a little bit 
nearsighted. Perhaps they can't 
see the woods from the trees. I want 
to go along with Mr. Fogg on this 
bilI. 

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

Mr. VAUGHAN: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: Mr. 
Fogg didn't happen to mention the 
number of Maine skiers that are 
now going over to New Hampshire 
and Vermont-and even to Quebec, 
as I did myself for a week, this win
ter-and who spend a great deal of 
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Maine money outside of the State 
of Maine. 

We should consider that fact when 
we vote upon this measure. The 
state of Maine has done very little 
to help the winter sports industry 
in the State of Maine. This is a 
very inexpensive opportunity to help 
that growing industry, and if we 
pass this, anci after two years it 
has helped us a great deal, we could 
help it even more. I think this is 
a chance to begin. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Caribou, Mr. Currier. 

Mr. CURRIER: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This may 
bea worthy road, but any road 
that will take your youngsters to 
school is just as worthy, and we 
have turned those down all the 
forenoon. I believe we should con
tinue, with an "Ought not to pass" 
report. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oakland, Mr. Pullen. 

Mr. PULLEN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: As a mem
ber of the Highway Committee, I 
couldn't conscientiously vote to 
spend money on this road when we 
turned down many, many roads 
that were much more needed out in 
the country than this road is needed 
at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
question before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Mad
ison, Mr. Fogg, that the House sub
stitute the ResDlve Pnviding for 
Constru8ticn of Hishway to Su.sar 
Loaf Mountain, Franklin C:JUnty, 
(S. P. 296) (L. D. 828) for the "Ousht 
not to pass" report of the commit
tee. 

All those in favor of substituting 
the resolve for the "Ought not to 
pass" report of the committee will 
say aye; all 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 forty-six having 
voted in the negative, the motion 
did not prevail. 

Thereupon, the "Ought not to 
pass" report of the committee was 
accepted in concurrence. 

The SPEAKER pro tern: The 
Chair now lays before the House a 
second matter tabled earlier in to
day's seSSion, Report of the Commit
tee on Taxation on Bill "An Act to 
Repeal the Exemption from the 
Bales Tax on Domestic Fuel, House 
Paper 687, Legislative Document 
722, whiCh was reported out "Ought 
to pass" in New Draft under title 
of "An Aet to Amend and Clarify 
the Exemption of Fuel from the 
Sales and Use Tax, House Paper 
1271, Legislative Document 1467, 
tabled in today's session by the 
gentleman from Rockland, Mr. Low 
pending acceptance of the commit
tee report; and the Chair now rec
ognizes that gentleman. 

Mr. LOW: Mr. Speaker, I still 
would like to retable that until after 
the other bill has come up, and I 
so move. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
gentleman from Rockland, Mr. Low, 
moves that Report of the Commit
tee on Taxation on Bill, "An Act 
to Repeal the Exemption from the 
Sales Tax on Domestic Fuel CH. P. 
687) (L. D. 722) new draft, Bill 
"An Act to Amend and Clarify the 
Exemption of Fuel from the Sales 
and Use Tax," (H. P. 1271) CL. D. 
1467) be retabled. Is this the pleas
ure of the House? 

The motion prevailed, and the 
Report and accompanying papers 
were retabled pending acceptance 
of the Committee Report without 
assignment. 

The SPEAKER pro tem: The 
House is pmceeding under Orders 
of the Day. 

The Chair will state that there 
are at present fifty-seven tabled 
and unassigned matters, plus all 
the items that were trubled earlier 
in today's session. Some of these 
items are routine, and perhaps some 
of the members would be willing to 
move that they be taken up at this 
time. 

On motion of Mr. Dostie of Wins
low, 

The House adjourned until 9:30 
A.M. tomorrow. 


