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HOUSE

Monday, May 20, 1957

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Richard
Hulburt of Hallowell.

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

The journal of the previous session
was read and approved.

Papers from the Senate

From the Senate: The following
Communication:

STATE OF MAINE
SENATE CHAMBER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

May 17, 1957

Honorable Harvey R. Pease
Clerk of the House of

Representatives
Ninety-eighth Legislature
Sir:

On motion by Senator Wyman of
Washington, the Senate today voted
to return to the House: ‘Resolve,
Proposing an Amendment to the Con-
stitution to Provide for Election of
Members of the Executive Council.”
(S. P. 95) (L. D. 225)

Respectfully,
(Signed)
WALDO H. CLARK
Assistant Secretary
of the Senate
In the House, the Communication
was read anl ordered placed on
file.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would like to recognize the
presence in the gallery of the House
of a group of eighth grade pupils
of St. Dominic’s School in Portland
accompanied by their teachers, Sis-
ter Mary Rafferata and Sister Mary
Denise. On behalf of the House the
Chair extends to you ladies and
gentlemen a most sincere welcome
and we hope you will enjoy your-
selves here today. (Applause)

Resolve Proposing an Amendment
to the Constitution to Provide for
Election of Members of the Execu-
tive Council (S.P. 95) (L. D. 225)

1887

which was passed to be engrossed
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment ‘“A’”’ in the Senate on May 9;
was passed to be engrossed as
amended by Committee Amendment
“A” and House Amendment “A” in
the House on May 13, in non-con-
currence; on which the Senate re-
ceded and concurred in engrossing
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment ‘““A” and House Amendment
“A” on May 14; which failed of final
passage in the House on May 15; on
which the Senate voted to insist on
May 16, and ordered returned to the
House on May 17.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Totman of Bangor, ordered placed
on file and sent up for concurrence.

(Off record remarks)

Senate Reports of Committees
Ought Not to Pass

Report of the Committee on Re-
tirements and Pensions reporting
“Ought not to pass’ on Resolve Re-
lating to Investigating Special Re-
solve Pensions (S. P. 498) (L. D.
1402), as it is covered by other leg-
islation.

Report of the Committee on Towns
and Counties reporting same on Bill
‘““An Act relating to Fees of Deputy
Sheriffs in Attendance at Court’” (S.
P. 317) (L. D. 814)

Came from the Senate read and
accepted.

In the House, the Reports were
read and accepted in concurrence.

Ought to Pass

Report of the Committee on State
Government, acting by authority of
Joint Order (S. P. 576) reporting a
Bill (S. P. 585) (L. D. 1584) under
title of ‘“An Act Permitting Gov-
ernor and Council to Purchase Real
Estate Adjacent to State House”
and that it ‘“‘Ought to pass’

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
reporting ‘‘Ought to pass’ on Bill
“An Act to Amend the Amount of
Supplement Loans by Maine School
Building Authority’’ (S. P. 153) (L.
D. 400)

Report of the Committee on Tax-
ation reporting same on Bill ‘““An
Act relating to Confidential Charac-
ter of State Tax Assessor’s Records
under Blueberry Tax Law’ (S. P,
439) (L. D. 1236)
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Came from the Senate with the
Reports read and accepted and the
Bills passed to be engrossed.

In the House, the Reports were
read and accepted in concurrence,
the Bills read twice and tomorrow
assigned.

Ought to Pass with
Commii{tee Amendment
Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
on Bill ““An Act Directing Review of
Election Laws’ (8. P. 23) (L. D, 14)
reporting ‘‘Ought to pass’” as
amended by Committee Amendment

“A’” submitted therewith.

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

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

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to S. P. 23, L. D. 14, Bill, An
Act Directing Review of Election
Laws.”

Amend said Bill by inserting after
the word ‘‘assistance’” in the 10th
line, the words an hold such pub-
lic hearings’

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of “Sec. 2’ and ‘Sec.
3” and inserting in place thereof
the following:

‘Sec. 2. Appropriation. There is
hereby appropriated from the unap-
propriated surplus of the general
fund of the State the sum of $7,500
to carry out the purposes of this
Act. Said sum shall not lapse but
shall remain a continuing carrying
account until June 30, 1959.°

Committee Amendment “A’’ was
adopted in concurrence and the Bill
assigned for third reading tomor-
row.

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
on Bill ““An Act relating to Citizens
Committee on Survey of State Gov-
ernment” (S. P. 321) (L. D. 817)
reporting ““Ought to pass” as
amended by Committee Amendment
“A” submitted therewith.

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed as
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ﬁt:snded by Committee Amendment
In the House, the Report was read
and accepted in concurrence and the
Bill read twice.
Committee Amendment ‘‘A”
read by the Clerk as follows:
COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to S. P. 321, L. D. 817, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Citizens Committee
on Survey of State Government.”
Amend said Bill by striking out
the figure “‘$35,000” in the 3rd line
of “Sec. 3” and inserting in place
thereof the figure ‘$20,000°
Committee Amendment ‘“A” was
adopted in concurrence and the Bill
assigned for third reading tomor-
row.

was

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
on Resolve Establishing a Theodore
Roosevelt Centennial Commission of
Maine (S. P. 62) (L. D. 112) which
was recommitted, reporting ‘‘Ought
to pass” as amended by Commitiee
Amendment ““A” submitted there-
with.

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Resolve passed to be engrossed as
amended by Committee Amendment
GAT

In the House, the Report was read
and accepted in concurrence and
the Resolve read once.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to S. P. 62, L. D. 112, Resolve, Es-
tablishing a Theodore Roosevelt Cen-
tennial Commission of Maine.

Amend said Resolve by striking
out all of the 4th and 5th para-
graphs. :

Committee Amendment “A” was
adopted in concurrence and the Re-
solve assigned for second reading
tomorrow.

Report of the Committee on High-
ways on Bill “An Act to Correct
Inconsistencies in State Highway
Laws” (S. P. 66) (L. D. 113) report-
ing “‘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
AT
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In the House, the Report was read
and accepted in concurrence and the
Bill read twice.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to S. P. 66, L. D, 113, Bill, ““An Act
to Correct Inconsistencies in State
Highway Laws.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
the last 5 lines of ‘“Sec. 17 and
inserting in place thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘“as practicable feeders to the state
highway; 3rd, 2rd clasg highways,
which chall mean other ho
decignated determined and accepted
by the State Hiuhway Commission

o
ARG~

ts receiva aid from the State ac
ath A‘-l\ n]ueu hi a‘h_

ways town ways, which shall mean
all other highways not included in
the first 3 2 classes above men-
tioned which are maintained by

20084,

the towns,” ”’

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof another sec-
tion to read as follows:

‘“Sec. 8. R. S., ¢. 23, § 63, amend-
ed. The first sentence of section
63 of chapter 23 of the Revised
Statutes is hereby amended to read
as follows:

‘No money from this fund shall be
expended on the improved sections
of any road which is a part of the
federal aid, state, or state aid sys-
tems, 3rd class or so called CCC
as it is intended to apply

only to the unimproved roads of the
State prnvw‘nr] howaver that the

abevn Tl“us. “ﬁr“rilt;tlon shallu;lugt ;f;
ply to the $200 referred to in section
61.’ ”

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

nravidad hy laur-
proviaded 2y 8w,

roads,

Qught to Pass
Amended in Senate

Report of the Committee on Edu-
cation reporting ‘“‘Ought to pass’’ on
Bill “An Act relating to Board of
Pupils Who Reside on a Coast Is-
land Attending School Away from
Home” (S. P. 297) (L. D. 794)

Came from the Senate with the
Report read and accepted and the
Bill passed to be engrossed as
irj{x’e,nded by Senate Amendment
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In the House, the Report was read
and accepted and the Bill read
twice.

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

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 297, L. D. 794, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Board of Pupils Who
Reside on a Coast Island Attending
School Away From Home.”’

Amend said Bill by inserting the
abbreviation and figure ‘‘Sec. 1.” at
the beginning of the 1st line.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out the wunderlined figure
“$540”’ in the 13th line and inserting
in place thereof the underlined fig-
ure ‘$353’

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing at the end thereof the following
sections:

“See. 2. R. S., ¢. 41, §108, amend-
ed. The last sentence of the last
paragraph of section 108 of chapter
41 of the Revised Statutes is hereby
amended to read as follows:

‘Upon the approval of said return,
the Commissioner shall apportion to
such town a sum equal to % the
amount thus paid by such town but

n aveaed 70N onnuglh fov thio

not to exceed $700 annuall for this
"‘"rpf‘se.’

Sec. 3. Appropriation. In addition
to any sums which may be appro-
priated by the Legislature for the
fiscal years 1957-58 and 1958-59 for
the purposes of this act there is
hereby appropriated from the gen-
eral fund the sum of $3,878 for fiscal
year ending June 30, 1958 and $3,-
878 for fiscal year ending June 30,
1959 to carry out the purposes of
this act.”

Senate Amendment
adopted in concurrence.

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

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I present
House Amendment ‘“A” and move
its adoption.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Fuller, of-
fers House Amendment “A” and
moves its adoption. The Clerk will
read House Amendment ‘A’

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT ‘“A” to S.
P. 297, L. D. 794, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Board of Pupils Who Re-

“A”  was
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side on a Coast Island Attending
School Away From Home.”

Amend said Bill in the Title there-
of by striking out the words Who
Reside on a Coast Island”

Further amend said Bill by add-
ing after ‘““Sec. 1”, a new section,
as follows:

“Sec. 1-A. R. S., ¢ 41, §43, amend-
ed. The last sentence of section 43
of chapter 41 of the Revised Statutes
is hereby amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘The Commissioner is further auth-
orized to make similar provisions
for the transportation of any chil-
dren who reside with a parent on
state owned property located in
towns of less than 100 inhabitants

which caonveyance for no
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House Amendment “A’” was adopt-
ed and the Bill assigned for third
reading tomorrow.

Report of the Committee on Trans-
portation reporting ‘“‘Ought to pass”
on Bill An Act relating to Regis-
tration of Dealers in Boat Trailers
and Temporary Registration Plates”
(S. P. 391) (L. D. 1087

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

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

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

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 391, L. D. 1087, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Registration of Dealers
in Boat Trailers and Temporary
Registration Plates.”

Amend said Bill in that part des-
ignated ‘Sec. 30-A”’ in section 1 by
striking out at the end the single
quotation mark and inserting the
following underlined sentence:

“The Secretary of State shall
furnish the manufacturer of, or
dealer in, boat {trailers with one
registration number plate free of
cost.” ”’

Senate Amendment “A” was
adopted in concurrence and the Bill
assigned for third reading tomorrow.
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Ought to Pass with
Committee Amendment
Amended in Senate

Report of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs
on Bill “An Act Reestablishing the
State Museum” (S. P. 144) (L. D.
342) reporting ‘“‘Ought to pass’” as
amended by Committee Amendment
“A” submitted therewith.

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

In the House, the Report was
read.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Kit-
tery, Mrs. Burnham.

Mrs. BURNHAM: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I hesi-
tate to interrupt the smooth run-
ning of our proceedings here but I
would like to make an objection to
the passage of this bill that carries
with it an appropriation of thirty-
five thousand dollars and two full
time personnel. We have just com-
pleted extensive repairs to the State
House in order to carry out the
business of the state government,
This, it seems to me, will also re-
quire further alterations in the
rooms as at present constituted. I
think, at this time, that we should
keep the State House for the bus-
iness for which it was orlgmally in-
tended and as much as I enjoy a
museurn, and think that it would
be of benefit to the children of the
state, I do not think that this is the
building under which it should be
housed.

The SPEAKER: Does the Chair
understand the gentlewoman shall
make a motion?

Mrs. BURNHAM: I move that this
Bill and its accompanying papers
be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentlewoman from Kittery, Mrs.
Burnham, that with respect to Bill
‘“An Act Reestablishing the State
Museum’ the committee report be
indefinitely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
I was very disheartened to hear this
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motion brought before this body on
an issue of this nature because I
believe this thing gees much deep-
er than the fact that the appropri-
ation concerned, which seems to be
the only issue brought out this time.
It seems to me that we have the
interest of the children, the public-
ity of the state, and ever so many
things in general concern this issue
that I'm really disturbed if we
should turn it down, and I know
there are others here who feel the
same as I do, and I know they
will probably speak on this meas-
ure, and I hope that this motion
does not prevail because we’'d bet-
ter look a little deeper into this
issue rather than just simply say
get rid of it at once because there
is a lot concerned with this issue.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Freeport,
Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
This museum is one of the greatest
assets that the State of Maine can
put in this wonderful house, the
State House. Thousands and thou-
sands of people during the year vis-
it the State House, and when they’re
there, they can get a lot of infor-
mation from the museum. The state
spends thousands of dollars to ad-
vertise the State of Maine, and I
don’t know if there is any better
way to advertise it than right here
in our own State House, to show
them what we have, what we can
produce, and what has happened in
bygone days. I appeared before the
Appropriations Committee and told
the story about some students from
my town. There were sixty-three of
them visited here this session. One
of them came up to me and said:
“Mr. Crockett, my father told me
to ask you to show me the mu-
seum.” Now, I'm going to tell you
it was a pretty hard pill for me
to swallow at that time, A lump
came up in my throat when I had
to say: ‘“We had to do away with
the museum temporarily on account
of space, but now since we have
the new office building, I'm in hopes
that it will be restored.” I say it’s
one of the greatest selling agents
that we have in the State of Maine
if we can revive the state museum.
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The SPEAKER: Is the
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, I
just request a division when the vote
is taken.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr., Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to defend my position on
the Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs on this mat-
ter. This appropriation is mnot
enough, in my opinion, to make a
very big start on a museum, but I
felt along with the other members
of this Appropriations Committee
that this was a very desirable
project to get started again, and I
would like to see it started. That’s
the reason, and I hope that the
motion of the gentlewoman from
Kittery, Mrs. Burnham, does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Raymond,
Mr. Edwards.

Mr. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
ber of the Appropriations Commit-
tee, it was my feeling that there
was a necessity for, to bring back
the state museum. I know the first
time I ever came to Augusta, I
came and went through the old state
museum. It has always left a mem-
ory with me, and I know that others
have come here and have asked:
“Where is the museum?’”’ and we
say: ‘It is here, no more.” Now I
hope that the members of this House
will stand with the Appropriations
Committee and defeat this measure
to indefinitely postpone the bill,

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Port-
land, Mrs. Hendricks.

Mrs. HENDRICKS: Mr. Speaker,
just so that there won’t be any mis-
understanding, I understand that
the Committee Amendment filing
461 takes care of those two extra
employees and they won't be
needed, the Department of Eco-
nomic Development takes care of
that. I hope the motion for indefi-
nite postponement does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Kit-
tery, Mrs. Burnham.

House

the House
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Mrs. BURNHAM: Mr. Speaker, I
hope that no one on that Committee
will feel that I don’t appreciate
their position in the matter, and
really it is an unusual position for
me to take, not to go along with
the sentimental aspects of the bill,
but I think what they have said
carries out one of the points that I
have tried to bring out, that this is
the State House and it should not
be used for advertising purposes.
And also this will be a continuing
expense at this time, and I would
like our children to be able to come
here and remember the govern-
ment that we are trying to carry
out here and not the birds, and the
bears, and the other animals that
are in the museum much as we do
enjoy them.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentlewoman from
Kittery, Mrs. Burnham, that with
respect to bill ““An Act Reestablish-
ing the State Museum” the “‘Ought
to pass’’ report be indefinitely post-
poned. A division has been re-
quested.

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, I am
very reluctant to see the gentle-
woman from Kittery, Mrs. Burn-
ham, stand alone on this issue, and
inasmuch as the state museum is
one of my most sincere interests, I
am one of the foremost advocates of
a separate building. I would like
to have her know why I'm going to
vote against her. The point is, and
I think it's rather well taken, that
while many of us want to see a
separate building as soon as pos-
sible, we do feel that this is the
modest way to start. We cannot
afford a building now. We do feel
that the exhibits should start to be
collected and should start to be
reinstated, and as soon as possible,
we hope we will have a bona fide
separate state museum building. I
regret again that I have to vote
against her motion at this time.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentlewoman from
Kittery, Mrs. Burnham, that with
respect to Bill “An Act Reestablish-
ing the State Museum’, Senate Pa-
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per 144, Legislative Document 342,
the ““Ought to pass” Committee Re-
port be indefinitely postponed. A di-
vision has been requested.

Will all those who favor the in-
definite postponement of the Re-
port please rise and remain stand-
ing until the monitors have made
and returned the count.

Three having voted in the affirma-
tive and ninety having voted in the
negative the motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the “Qught to pass”
Committee Report was accepted in
concurrence and the Bill given its
first and second readings.

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

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT ‘A”
to S. P. 144, L. D. 342, Bill, “An Act
Reestablishing the State Museum.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of the last underlined paragraph
of that part designated ‘Sec. 8-B”
of section 1.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out all of ““Sec. 2’ and inserting
in place thereof the following:

‘Sec. 2. Appropriation. There is
hereby appropriated from the gen-
eral fund the sum of $25,000 for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1958 and
$10,000 for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1959 to reestablish, equip
and maintain the State Museum.’

Committee Amendment ‘“A” was
adopted in concurrence.

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

SENATE AMENDMENT ‘“A” to
S. P. 144, L. D. 342, Bill, ‘An Act
Reestablishing the State Museum.”

Amend said Bill in the 11th and
12th lines by striking out the under-
lined words ‘‘Development of Indus-
try and Commerce’’ and inserting in
place thereof the underlined words
‘Eeonomic Development’

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

was

On motion of the gentlewoman
from Kittery, Mrs. Burnham, House
Rule 25 was suspended for the re-
mainder of today’s session in order
to permit smoking.

Divided Report
Report “A” of the Committee on
State Government on Bill ‘““An Act
relating to Fortnightly Payment of
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Salaries and Wages to State Offi-
cers and Employees” (S. P. 149)
(L. D. 349) reporting same in a
new draft (S. P. 462) (L. D. 1317)
under same title and that it ‘“‘Ought
to pass”

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:
Mr. ROGERSON of Aroostook

— of the Senate.

Messrs. TOTMAN of Bangor
BRAGDON of Perham
WADE of Auburn
ELWELL of Brooks
— of the House.

Report “B” of same Committee
reporting ‘‘Ought not to pass’” on
same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. PIKE of Oxford
LESSARD of Androscoggin
— of the Senate.

Messrs. ROSS of Bath
WALSH of Brunswick
CHILDS of Portland
— of the House.

Came from the Senate with Report
“A” accepted and the Bill passed
to be engrossed.

In the House: The Reports were
read.

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I move
the acceptance of the “B’’ ‘“Ought
not to pass’” report.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Childs, that the House accept Report
“B” “Qught not to pass. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, be-
fore we simply accept the motion
without any debate, I think that the
“A” side of the question should be,
at least, told to the members of
the House. Frankly, it is not a
major issue, but there is a possi-
bility of saving twenty-one thousand
dollars by paying certain employees
on a fortnightly basis. I would like
to reiterate this is not a hotly con-
tested issue. We brought this out
divided hoping that the members of
the House would indicate whether
they were or were not interested

1893

in saving twenty thousand dollars
by paying employees fortnightly,
and it might be well to point out
that the bill has been rewritten so
that some of the original objections
were removed for it now says:
“state officers and employees nor-
mally considered as salaried em-
ployees shall be paid their salary
fortnightly, the dates of payment to
be determined by the State Control-
ler. Other employees normally
considered as employed in a labor
division shall be paid their wages
weekly.” I think the choice is up
to you. It’s simply a question wheth-
er you want, talking economy, to
save twenty thousand dollars.

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I will
admit that this would save the state
some twenty thousand dollars, but
I think there is more to it than
just saving the state twenty thou-
sand dollars. As far as wage, sal-
aries and scales in the State of
Maine are compared to the rest of
the country, we're down pretty far,
and I certainly think that if we can
do something which is going to
make for better public relations with
the state employees, I'm all for it.
Now I admit that if they are paid
every two weeks, you are going to
save twenty thousand dollars. Why
don’t we pay them every month,
you will save that much more, or
every six months? I just think that
the way things are now, they’re fine.
The state employees are happy with
the present situation, and I certain-
ly hope that my motion to accept
the ““B’’ report will prevail.

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

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
As one of the other signers of the
“B” report, let me explain my rea-
sons. Our state employees are now
paid weekly, and it seemed to me
a bit unkind to make them change
their whole way of life as far as
their budgetary matters go for a
small saving to the State of Maine,
and the number of persons who
would be affected are five thou-
sand, even under the amendment, so
it is five thousand persons you're
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going to make change their way of
spending money and saving money
for a saving of twenty thousand dol-
lars.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Freeport,
Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: There is an-
other consideration, something to be
considered here, and that is the
merchant where they buy groceries
from and so on. If these payments
are made every two weeks, it means
that your grocer man has got to
carry them another week. Now can
he afford it? We must consider the
grocer man as well as others be-
cause he has his money invested,
and he can use his money every
week the same as the employees.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, as
one of the signers of the ‘‘Ought to
Pass” report I wish to defend my
position in this matter, and I want
to call to the attention of this House
that in our federal installations here
in Maine payment is only made
once every two weeks. Apparently
they have no difficulty in get-
ting employees for those federal in-
stallations. Also it has been point-
ed out here in this House that Maine
is one or two of all the states in
the United States who still continue
to pay on a weekly basis. I just
wanted to point out these few facts
that haven’t been given to you. I'm
in favor of the “Ought to pass’ re-
port.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? '

The gentleman has spoken twice
to the question and must have con-
sent of the House to speak further.
Does the gentleman wish that con-
sent?

Mr. CHILDS: Yes, I do please.

The SPEAKER: Will those who
favor permitting the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Childs, to speak a
third time please say aye; those op-
posed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, con-
sent was granted.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, anoth-
er thing which I think should be
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brought out, that if we open the
door here, as far as state employees
are concerned, it is very possible
that all industry may point to the
State and say, ‘‘The State is now
doing it so why shouldn’t all indus-
try be paid on a fortnightly basis.”
I do not think that would go over
tco well with the people now being
employed by all industry.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Childs, that with re-
spect to Bill ‘““An Act relating to
Fortnightly Payment of Salaries and
Wages to State Officers and Em-
ployees’, Senate Paper 149, Legis-
lative Document 342, the House ac-
cept Report “B” ‘“‘Ought not to
pass.”’

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

Mr. TEVANIAN: Mr. Speaker, I
request a division when the vote is
taken.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Tevanian, re-
quests a division.

Will all those who favor the ac-
ceptance of Report ‘“B’’ “Ought not
to pass’” please rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Sixty-nine having voted in the af-
firmative and thirty-five having vot-
ed in the negative the ‘‘Ought not
to pass’” Report was accepted in
non-concurrence,

The gentleman from Bingham,
Mr. Shaw, was granted permission
to approach the rostrum.

Divided Report
Tabled until Later
in Today’s Session

Majority Report of the Committee
on Constitutional Amendments re-
porting ‘‘Ought not to pass’ on Re-
solve Proposing an Amendment to
the Constitution Providing for Lim-
ited Even-Year Budget Sessions of
the Legislature (S. P. 427) (L. D.
1210)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. WYMAN of Washington
BUTLER of Franklin
HURLEY of Kennebec
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Mrs. LORD of Cumberland
Mr. WOODCOCK of Penobscot

— of the Senate.

Messrs. BEYER of Cape Elizabeth
BROWNE of Bangor
WALKER of Auburn
CURTIS of Bowdoinham
EARLES of South Portland
HANCOCK of York
EMMONS of Kennebunk

— of the House.

Minority Report of same Commit-
tee on same Resolve reporting
“Ought to pass” as amended by
Committee Amendment “A” submit-
ed therewith.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. BEANE of Augusta
TEVANIAN of Portland
BRODERICK of Portland

— of the House.

Came from the Senate with the

Reports and Resolve indefinitely
postponed.

In the House: The Reports were
read.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleas-
ure of the House to concur?

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

Mr. TEVANIAN: Mr. Speaker, I
move that Report ‘“B”’, the Minority
Report ‘““Ought to pass’’ be accepted.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Te-
vanian, that the House accept the
Minority ‘“‘Ought to pass’ Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brooks, Mr. Elwell.

Mr. ELWELL: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to move that this item
lay on the table until later in today’s
session.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Brooks, Mr. El-
well, that with respect to Resolve
Proposing an Amendment to the
Constitution Providing for Limited
Even-Year Budget Sessions of the
Legislature, Senate Paper 427, Leg-
islative Document 1210, both re-
ports be tabled until later in to-
day’s session pending the motion of
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Tevanian, that the House accept the
Minority ‘‘Ought to pass’” Report.
Is this the pleasure of the House?
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The motion prevailed and the Re-
ports were so tabled.

Ought Not to Pass
Bill Substituted in Senate
and Amended in Senate

Report of the Committee on High-
ways reporiing ‘‘Ought not to pass’’
on Bill ““An Act relating to Cost of
Relocating Facilities in Federal-Aid
Interstate Highway Projects” (S. P.
385) (L. D. 1081)

Came from the Senate with the
Bill substituted for the Report and
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Senate Amendment “A’” as
amended by Senate Amendment
“A” thereto.

In the House: Report was read.

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

Mr. WADE: Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House substitute the bill for
the report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Wade, moves that
the House concur in substituting the
bill for the report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Brooks, Mr. Elwell.

Mr. ELWELL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: You will
see that this bill had a unanimous
“Ought not to pass” Committee re-
port, and I still concur with the
original thinking of the Committee
on Highways. 1 feel it is still, with
Senate Amendment ‘“‘A” it is still
state dollars which we are being
asked to contribute to this project.
I can’t agree with the proponents
who argue that the new concept,
that there is an unlimited amount of
money in the Interstate System.
Their argument that this is based on
the need rather than on a final
appropriation, I think you will find
will not hold water. I submit to you
that every dollar that we spend for
this purpose, we will have that much
less for highway construction. We
are opening a door here to some-
thing which will cost the State of
Maine a good many dollars in the
future if we allow it to happen. Mr.
Speaker, I would move the indefi-
nite postponement of this bill and
all its accompanying papers.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Wade.
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Mr. WADE: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to point out that this bill applies
only to the interstate highway pro-
gram, a program which involves
expenditure of tremendous amounts
of money, and is very apt to place
many of the smaller utilities in a
position 1o be faced with almost
insurmountable  expense  arising
from removal or relocation of their
facilities.

This interstate highway program
is entirely for the benefit of the
traveling public. In many cases,
particularly with the smaller utili-
ties as the passage of such a system
through a town is mnot only of no
benefit, but an actual disadvantage
to that community, and if we add
to that the necessity for the utilities
of the area to foot the bill for mov-
ing all of their public utility facili-
ties, it seems to me that we are
getting away from basic principles
of fair play. As I said, it applies
only to the Interstate System, and
although all of this federal money
does naturally in the end come out
of all of us taxpayers, nevertheless,
I feel that it is basically sound for
the federal program to bear a por-
tion of the cost of relocating these
facilities because otherwise 100 per
cent of every dollar will be borne
by the Maine rate payers for the
water companies, light companies
or whatever the public utility is, and
I very much hope that the motion
of the gentleman from Brooks, Mr.
Elwell, does not prevail, and I will
ask for a division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bridgton,
Mr. Haughn,

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I want to
concur with the remarks of my
friend and colleague, the gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Wade. It sounds
probably a little unusual for me to
take this stand, but I am concern-
ed with the bill this House has just
passed, assigned to maintain equal-
ity within the rate-paying rate pay-
ers of the State of Maine on utili-
ties. Wouldn’t it look fine if this
body should pass one type of bill
to try and bring something that is
equally just to both sides of the
picture, and pass another one which
in turn would force upon the rate
payers of this state a burden that
we by one token say shouldn’t be
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when we pass, if we pass something
of this nature, really forces upon
them an increase in rates? We do
all realize somebody has to pay for
this, and this only pertains to one
particular type of roads where we
get 90-10 return money, and I am
sure it’s much easier to spend ten
per cent of the state’s money than
it is to spend one hundred per cent
of the rate payers, money which
will reflect in rates, and I hope the
motion of my colleague, the gentle-
man from Brooks, Mr. Elwell, does
not prevail.

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

Mr. QUINN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
I want to go along with the two
previous speakers, particularly the
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Wade.
This Act is an enabling Aect and
without it we will not get the 20-
10 money to help in changing util-
ities. Now this is very important
to a lot of our communities. I
know it is important to my com-
munity because in my community,
the plan, as I understand the plan,
to go under at least three of the
main thoroughfares of this inter-
state highway, and that’s going to
mean a tremendous expense to our
community and our sewerage sys-
tem in changing it and the water
mains, and it is too much of a
burden to place on a local commun-
ity to make those changes, partic-
ularly when you consider that this
highway is made for the traveling
public more than it is for the local-
ity, and if this Act is passed, it
will be an enabling Act and make
the Federal payment of 90-10 avail-
able to eventually take care of the
cost of these changes in order to
have this highway properly con-
structed, so I urge and hope that
you will vote against the motion of
the gentleman from Brooks, Mr. El-
well, to indefinitely postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Kenne-
bunk, Mr. Emmons.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
If I felt that this would be con-
fined to the federal interstate high-
way, I would be in favor of sub-
stituting the bill for the report. At
one meeting that part of the House
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had, at least, with the representa-
tives of the Highway Commission,
one of the gentlemen of the Com-
mission was asked this particular
question as to whether relocation of
utilities would enable us to get the
90-10 allotment for that relocation,
and the answer was that they were
uncertain, that in those states where
relocation of utilities on all high-
ways was paid for by the state as a
general law covering all highways,
the Bureau of Public Roads accept-
ed that and would pay the 90-10, but
if we pass a bill here which limited
that relocation assistance to the Fed-
eral Interstate Highway, there was
no certainty that the90-10 assistance
would be given by the Federal Gov-
ernment, and if we pass the bill
there is nothing, to put it the other
way, it would be quite logical if
we pass the bill that we should help
one interstate highway to relocate
public utilities, certainly the same
logic would hold that the towns, the
state should pay on relocating utili-
ties on all of our roads, and I think
that would be a tremendous burden.
For that reason, I hope that the
motion of the gentleman from Au-
burn, Mr. Wade, does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman from Kenne-
bunk that the question before the
House is the motion of the gentle-
man from Brooks, Mr. Elwell, for
indefinite postponement.

Mr. EMMONS: I will go along
with that motion.

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

Mr. WADE: Mr. Speaker, there is
a couple of things I would like to
point out in connection with what
has been said. First, it is referred
to as an opening wedge, but I think
that that argument doesn’t have
very much weight because future
legislatures like this one will stand
on their own feet. We have seen il-
lustrations in recent weeks where
this legislature has acted contrary
to some previous actions of — re-
peated previous actions of earlier
legislatures. Furthermore, on the
question of whether we will be paid
under this bill, it is absolutely cer-
tain that if we don’t enact it we
won’t, and there is still a legal ques-
tion of whether we will be paid as
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Mr. Emmons said, but it is abso-
lutely sure we won’t be if we don’t
enact this legislation. I repeat, I
hope the motion of the gentleman
from Brooks, Mr. Elwell, does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

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

Mr. JACK: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: This
is similar to a bill that I had before
this House two years ago on water
mains in our district in Brunswick
and Topsham. It cost us a little over
thirty thousand dollars to reinstate
the pipeline which we had to move
on account of the highway. That is
a district in which we are a non-
profit organization. We are governed
wholly by the Public Utilities, and
we came very close to having to
raise the water rates from the tak-
ers who had to stand the entire cost
for something that we had to have,
pipes in there when the selectmen
authorized them, gave them the
right to put the pipe lines in the
highway and it was turned down
by the Commissioners and it came
back to the state. I do hope that
this motion does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: My col-
league, the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Wade, is very much disturbed
over this bill and I promised him
I won’t bat it too hard, but I've still
got to stick to my ‘Ought not to
pass”’ report.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Brooks, Mr. Elwell, that with re-
spect to bill “An Act relating to
Cost of Relocating Facilities in Fed-
eral-Aid Interstate Highway Pro-
jects” the Committee report be in-
definitely postponed. A division has
been requested.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
hesitate to say anything on this mat-
ter, but I fear—you may tell me that
I don’t understand it myself when

the House

the House
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I get through, but I fear there is
a point here that may not be under-
stood. We will say, for instance, if
this Federal System goes through a
city like Portland or along the lines
that is now proposed, supposing
they build this Portland loop, so-
called, that an enormous amount of
money is going to be involved in the
moving of these facilities, and if
some enabling legislation is not
passed to take care of that, that
they are not going to get the ninety
per cent that would normally come
out of the federal share, that the
state is going to pay one hundred
per cent if they insist that the fa-
cilities must pay these costs them-
selves. I think perhaps the rest of
you understood that, but I wondered.
I believe that is a situation that will
develop. It seems to me that it is
a pretty dim view to take of the
thing to say that we are going to
pay one hundred per cent when we
could well, by passing this enabling
legislation, we could well get ninety
per cent of it from the Federal Gov-
ernment, and we are definitely going
to lose that ninety per cent if we
don’t pass this legislation. That’s the
way I understand it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Madawa-
ska, Mr. Rowe,

Mr. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, may I
ask of any member of the Commit-
tee if this 90-10 money is not passed
and this bill is enacted as legisla-
tion, who picks up the tab or the
money bill for relocating these fa-
cilities?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr. Rowe, has
addressed a question through the
Chair to any member of the High-
way Committee who may answer if
he chooses.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Mount Desert, Mr.
Graves.

Mr. GRAVES: Mr. Speaker, the
local utilities will have to pay.

The SPEAKER: Does that answer
the gentleman’s question?

Mr. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I don’t
know if I am clear on this or not,
Mr. Speaker. Let me put the ques-
tion again. If the Federal Govern-
ment in passing the Federal Inter-
state Highway System monies does
not recognize, does not figure that
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they will match and provide monies
for relocating our facilities, if this
kind of legislation which we are con-
sidering today goes on the books as
a law and they refuse to provide
matching funds for these displaced
facilities, my question is this. Is it
not the state governmenf{ and not
the local municipalities and so on,
the public utilities that will have to
pick up the fund? In other words, I
think I will put the question this
way in a statement. I think that it
is the state government that is go-
ing to be stuck with providing these
funds.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Madawaska, Mr. Rowe, has
addressed a further question to any
member of the Highway Committee
who may answer if he chooses.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lubec, Mr. Denbow.

Mr. DENBOW: Mr, Speaker, as 1
understand it the question asked by
the gentleman from Madawaska, Mr.
Rowe, the state would pick up the
tab if we pass this legislation and
the Federal Government doesn’t see
fit to match it. As a member of the
Highway Committee, I would like to
express my stand in the matter. I
think this legislation is discrimina-
tory and vicious, and my reason for
thinking is this.

The SPEAKER: Would the gentle-
man for the moment confine his
remarks to answering the question.

Mr. DENBOW: Mr. Speaker, I've
answered the question.

The SPEAKER: Does the gentle-
man from Madawaska consider his
question answered?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lubec, Mr. Denbow.

Mr. DENBOW: Mr. Speaker, I
consider this discriminatory for the
reasons that there is no more rea-
son to pay for relocating the water
line or sewer line than there is the
telephone line or an electric line,
and it should apply to all of them.
I also think that if we were going
to pass such legislation, it should be
made to apply to all of them. That
is my major reason for signing the
“Ought not to pass” report, and I
also would like to say that having
been a trustee for a water com-
pany for many, many years in the
past, we have picked up the tab.
We are doing it again right now on
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state constructed highways. I will
admit we have had to increase
the rates a few times, but in doing
so the expense has been paid
and we have got along all
right, and I think instead of cost-
ing what somebody mentioned
in Committee hearing will be two
hundred and fifty thousand dollars
for the coming year that this tab
could easily run into millions and be
never ending, and I certainly think
it could be the opening wedge for
a state-wide proposition. I think
that is half the purpose for putting
it in there and I hope the motion to
indefinitely postpone does prevail.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Perham,
Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker,
may I ask a question through the
Chair of the gentleman from Brooks,
Mr. Elwell, in regard to his opinion
as to whether or not if this legisla-
tion is not passed, whether or not
any Federal money will be put into
the cost of relocating these facili-
ties on this Federal Interstate Sys-
tem.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, has
addressed a question through the
Chair to the gentleman from Brooks,
Mr. Elwell, who may answer if he
chooses.

Mr. ELWELL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As I under-
stand the question, the answer
would be no. The Federal Govern-
ment would not contribute unless
this legislation is passed. I might
elaborate on the question. Let us
say the vote for indefinite postpone-
ment of this bill would be to vote
for the status quo, that would be
to continue as you are doing now on
all other highway projects. The
reason, as I understand, for the bill,
was the fact that the Federal law is
written such that it only applies to
those states which already have a
law whereby they will pick up the
tab on these relocations, and any
state where it’s contrary to the state
law, then the Federal Government
would go along with existing state
laws. So then that is the purpose
for this legislation, as enabling
legislation, so that the state could
participate in the relocation of these
utilities.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Quinn.

Mr. QUINN: Mr. Speaker, the
superintendent of our municipal
water supply in Bangor urged me
to support this particular bill in
order to get the federal 90-10 aid.
As I understood him in Bangor, the
program is to go under three of our
main streets, our main arteries, and
in each one of those main arteries
are some of our largest water mains
and also some of our largest sewer
trunk lines, and without this en-
abling legislation, it is going to
throw a tremendous burden of the
expense upon those local utilities to
underpass those main highways for
the public benefit. It would be a
very inequitable thing for the large
communities that have these large
plants, it is going to cost thousands
of dollars to change them.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Chelsea,
Mr. Allen.

Mr. ALLEN: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to some of the questions
already brought up, the Federal
legislation is already passed and it
is already in effect as has been
answered somewhat, that the Fed-
eral Government will pick up ninety
per cent of the tab, providing the
state governments make arrange-
ments to go along with that. Now
this only applies to the Interstate
System as I understand it, and it
will apply to all utilities, not just
water, although probably water and
sewer will be the most expensive
ones to move. It might involve the
most money. Now in contrast to
your Federal aid secondary and
Federal aid primary systems which
are different matching funds which
we have been going along with very
long, those utilities that are present-
ly in the highway system are there
by permit only. The highway came
first. The highway was there first.
They suffered the utilities to be
there, and the utilities are only
there by permission and with that
understanding, but now we have got
a whole different concept in that
the Interstate System is going to
take right off cross-country and is
going to make a brand new road,
and any utility that is presently
there, to me, should take preference
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over any other government con-
struction.

Therefore, I can’t see making
these utilities or our small towns
pay for moving their water systems
and sewer systems or power lines
that have been there right along
just because this highway system is
coming in, and as it has been stated,
it is going to make a tremendous
expense to these utilities and they
are going to have to come to the
Public Utilities Commission and ask
for increased rates, and Lord knows
that our rates on power, telephone
or anything are high enough now,
and the average person won't be
able to stand one hundred per cent
whereas we have an opportunity to
pick up ninety per cent of it from
the federal government. I hope that
the motion of the gentleman from
Brooks, Mr. Elwell, does not pre-
vail.

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

Mr. BROWNE: Mr., Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: I have been
reading over Senate Amendment
“A” to Senate Amendment ‘A, fil-
ing number 466, which seems to an-
swer some of the questions as to
the effect of the passage of this
legislation. I would like to read sec-
tion 2 which is entitled ‘‘Limitation.””
It says: “The provisions of this act
shall apply only to projects in
said Interstate System for which the
contracts are signed prior to June
30, 1959, and at no time during the
fiscal year 1957-58 or the fiscal year
1958-59 shall the amount paid from
the general fund operating capital
for the purposes of this act exceed
the amount of the 90 per cent Fed-
eral funds to be available for proj-
ects in said interstate system un-
der the Federal-Aid Highway Act
of 1956 to match a State appro-
priation of $12,500.”” In other words,
it would appear that if the federal
matching funds are to become avail-
able, this would attempt to comply
with those matching funds. If such
funds were not to become avail-
able to us, the state would be as-
suming no obligation under this be-
cause this limitation would limit the
state to 10 per cent of what the
funds might be available from the
Federal Government, and if the Fed-
eral Government was contributing
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nothing, the state’s share would be
nothing under this enabling legisla-
tion. Therefore, I am opposed to the
motion to indefinitely postpone.

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

Mr. TEVANIAN: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to direct a question
through the Chair to either the gen-
tleman from Lubee, Mr. Denbow,
or the gentleman from Brooks, Mr.

_Elwell. I would like to know that

if under the present 90-10 program
if the utilities would be entitled to
be reimbursed for all the damages
done wherever the Interstate Sys-
tem is to be and does affect them.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Tevanian, has
addressed a question through the
Chair to either the gentleman from
Brooks, Mr. Elwell, or the gentle-
man from Lubec, Mr. Denbow. The
gentleman from Brooks, Mr. Elwell,
may answer if he chooses.

Mr. ELWELL: Mr. Speaker, as I
understand the gentleman’s ques-
tion, the answer is no.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: After all
this is only enabling legislation, and
it seems to me that if there are
no federal funds available, the law
just becomes inoperative. We have
several laws on our books which
were passed, and no funds were
available and they just stay there
and become inoperative, and per-
sonally, I am not an expert on high-
ways, but I just can’t see how we
can afford to turn this down, be-
cause whether it is relocating sew-
ers or any public utilities which
comes out of the taxpayers’ pocket,
and if he has to relocate them with-
out federal aid, he has to pay 100
per cent of the cost, and if there
are federal funds available, and we
pass this enabling legislation, it
seems to me that it is only going
to cost us ten cents on a dollar, and
I just can’t see how we can afford
to pass it up.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr. Bragdon,
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but must remind the gentleman he
has spoken twice. Does the gentle-
man wish consent to speak a third
time?

Mr. BRAGDON: Yes, very briefly,
Mr. Speaker.

The gentleman from Perham, Mr.
Bragdon, was granted unanimous
consent to speak a third time on
the motion.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
merely wanted to comment that I
have heard a figure mentioned in
regard to the cost, possible cost of
this project under the present sur-
veys for the next two years, and if
some Members of this House have-
n’t heard this figure, it might be
impressive. It is, I believe, a quar-
ter of a million dollars. If anyone
wishes to refute that I can’t prove
it, but I have heard this figure
mentioned.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Raymond,
Mr. Edwards.

Mr. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: When 1 first
saw this bill, I was opposed to it,
but after studying it, I feel that it
does have merit, and it would be a
saving to the people living in the
communities where the interstate
system will go through, and I would
like to support the meotion of the
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Wade,
to substitute the bill for the report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from KXenne-
bunk, Mr. Emmons.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker, hav-
ing listened to the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Browne, and having
read for the first time this Senate
Amendment ‘““A” to Senate Amend-
ment “A” I now wish to go along
with the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Wade.

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

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Brooks, Mr. Elwell, that the Com-
mittee Report be indefinitely post-
poned, the ‘“Ought not to pass’” Re-
port on Bill “An Act relating to Cost
of Relocating Facilities in Federal-
Aid Interstate Highway Projects”,
Senate Paper 385, Legislative Docu-
ment 1081, be indefinitely postponed.
A division has been requested.
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Will those who favor the motion
to indefinitely postpone please rise
and remain standing until the moni-
tors have made and returned the
count.

Thirteen having voted in the af-
firmative and ninety-five having vot-
ed in the negative the motion did
not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Wade, that the House concur in sub-
stituting the Bill for the Report. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the Bill
was given its first and second read-
ings.

Senate Amendment “A’”’, printed
as L. D. 1510, was read by the
Clerk as follows:

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
S. P. 385, L. D. 1081, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Cost of Relocating Fa-
cilities in Federal-Aid Interstate
Highway Projects.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
everything after the enacting clause
and inserting in place thereof the
following:

R. S, c. 23, 23-A, additional.
Chapter 23 of the Revised Statutes
is hereby amended by adding there-
to a new section, to be numbered
23-A, to read as follows:

‘Sec. 23-A. Payment for cost of re-
locating facilities in interstate sys-
tem. Any utility which is required
to move or relocate its facilities un-
der the provisions of this section
from or in any way because of con-
struction needs in building the inter-
state system under the Federal-Aid
Highway Act of 1956 on projects
for which the contracts are signed
after the effective date of this act
shall be reimbursed for the cost of
relocation of such facilities as said
cost is defined in said Federal-Aid
Highway Act. The State Highway
Commission may make rules and
regulations for the determination of
such cost in conformity with appli-
cable Federal rules and regulations
under said Act. The Commission
shall have such righis to inspect the
books of account of the utility as
may be required in determining the
reimbursable costs provided in this
section.

Whenever the Commission shail
determine that any utility facility
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which now is, or hereafter may be,
lecated in, over, along or under any
way should be moved or relocated
because of construction needs in
brilding said interstate system, the
utility owning or operating such fa-
cility shall relocate or move the
same in accordance with an order
of the Commission. If the failure of
the wutility to move such facility
within the time specified in such or-
der should delay the work of the con-
tractor on the project involved,
the utility shall be liable to the
State for the damages that the State
may be required to allow to the con-
tractor under the contract between
the State and the contractor for de-
lay in the work caused by the pres-
ence of the facility, The utility shall
not be liable for such damages if its
failure to move shall be for reasons
beyond its control. If the Commis-
sion and the utility shall not agree
as to the liability of the utility for
such damages, either party may pe-
tition any Justice of the Superior
Court for a determination thereof.
Such liability shall not exceed such
reimbursable costs as may be de-
termined by the provisions of the
preceding paragraph,

“Utility”’ as used in this section
shall mean and include any public
utility under the jurisdiction of the
Public Utilities Commission and al-
so any corporation which owns and
operates a telephone or telegraph
system or an oil pipe line system
and which is subject to the juris-
diction of the Federal Communica-
tions Commission or Inferstate
Commerce Commission.’

Senate Amendement ‘A’ to Senate
Amendment ‘“‘A” was read by the
Clerk as follows:

SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to
SENATE AMENDMENT “A” to S.
P. 385, L. D. 1081, Bill, “An Aect
Relating to Cost of Relocating Fa-
cilities in Federal - Aid Interstate
Highway Projects.”” (L. D. 1510)

Amend said Amendment by insert-
ing the underlined abbreviation and
figure ‘Sec. 1. before the headnote
at the beginning of the 2nd para-
graph.

Further amend said Amendment
by striking out the single quotation
mark at the end and by adding the
following underlined paragraph:

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MAY 20, 1957

“The reimbursable cosis provided
in this section shall be paid from
the general fund operating capital
under the direction of the State
Highway Commission, and said gen-
eral fund operating capital shall be
repaid in full for any costs so paid
from reimbursements received by
the State Highway Commission from
the Federal Government on account
thereof.” >’

Further amend said Amendment
by adding thereto the following:

‘See. 2. Limitation. The provisions
of this act shall apply only to proj-
ects in said interstate system for
which the contracts are signed prior
to June 30, 1959, and at no time
during the fiscal year 1957-58 or the
fiscal year 1958-59 shall the amount
paid from the general fund operat-
ing capital for the purposes of this
act exceed the amount of the 90
per cent federal funds to be avail-
able for projects in said interstate
system under the Federal-Aid High-
way Act of 1956 to match a State
appropriation of $12,500.

Sec. 3. Appropriation. There is
hereby appropriated from the gen-
eral fund, to be expended under the
direction of the State Highway
Commission, for the purposes of this
act the sum of $12,500 for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1958 and the
sum of $12,500 for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1959, Any unexpend-
ed balance on June 30, 1958 shall
not lapse, but shall carry forward
into the next fiscal year for the
same purposes. All unexpended bal-
ances on June 30, 1959 shall lapse
into the unappropriated surplus of
the general fund.’

Senate Amendment ‘“A”’ to Senate
Amendment ‘“A” was adopted, and
Senate Amendment ‘“A”’ as amended
by Senate Amendment ‘“‘A” was
adopted in concurrence and the Bill
assigned for third reading tomor-
row.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act to Grant a Council-
Manager Charter to the City of Au-
gusta’” (H. P. 425) (L. D. 632)
which was passed to be engrossed
as amended by Committee Amend-
ment ‘“A” and House Amendment
“A” in the House on May 15.

Came from the Senate with House
Amendment ‘A” indefinitely post-
poned and the Bill passed to be en-
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grossed as amended by Committee
Amendment “A” as amended by
Senate Amendment ‘A’ thereto in
non-concurrence.

In the House: On motion of Mr.
Beane of Augusta, the House voted
to recede and concur.

Non-Concurrent Matter

An Act to Create a Public Body
in the City of Bangor to be Known
as the Urban Renewal Authority (H.
P. 1003) (L. D. 1437) which was
recalled to the Senate from the
Governor by Joint Order (S. P. 571)

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

In the House: The House voted
to recede and concur.

Non-Concurrent Maiter

Report “A” of the Committee on
Judiciary reporting ‘“Ought to pass”
on Bill “An Act relating to the
Appointment of Clerks of the Judi-
cial Courts by the Chief Justice of
the Supreme Judicial Court” (H. P.
322) (L. D. 439) and Report “B”
reporting ‘‘Ought not to pass’ which
Reports and Bill were indefinitely
postponed in the House on April 2.

Came from the Senate with Re-
port ““A’ accepted and the Bill
passed to be engrossed in non-con-
currence.

In the House:

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Kenne-
bunk, Mr. Emmons.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker, as
to Item 17, I move that we recede
and concur. This is a bill that some
time ago the House acted upon and
somewhere in this building there
must be an oxygen tent. This is a
good bill as I have said once before,
the clerks of courts are part of the
judiciary system and should be so,
and it is a bill which provides for
the appointment of those clerks by
the Chief Justice of the Supreme
Judicial Court. As I have also said
prior to this, there is no doubt that
the present clerks of courts would
be reappointed when their ferms
expire.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Old Or-
chard Beach, Mr. Plante.
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Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: If I may
be permitted, I would like to ask a
question of the gentleman from
Kennebunk, Mr. Emmons.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may state his question.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to know how the present
appointments of the clerks of the
Judicial Court are appointed, and
how many are there?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Plante, has addressed a question to
the gentleman from Kennebunk, Mr.
Emmons, who may answer if he
chooses.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker, did
I understand the gentleman to say
the clerks of courts or the assistant
clerks?

The SPEAKER: Would the gentle-
man from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Plante, restate his question please.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker, the
question was how many and how
are the clerks of the Judicial Courts
appointed at the present fime.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker, the
clerks of court are now elected.
There is a clerk of court for each
county. There are two clerks of the
Supreme Judicial Court. I believe
those two are appointed, but I am
not too sure, but the clerks of court
as provided in this bill are now
elected at the county office and
there is one for each county.

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

Mr, CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I hope
that the gentleman’s motion will not
prevail. By receding and concur-
ring we are now changing our posi-
tion on this bill. We were opposed
to it the other day. My opposition
to it today remains the same as it
was some few weeks ago when we
discussed the matter. We are put-
ting the chief of the courts right
into a political situation. It would
be up to him at that time to appoint
clerks of courts, and I feel quite
sure that we are going to find state
committees of both parties pressing
upon the chief to make appoint-
ments which they believe, in their
opinion, to be the best for the state
or best for their party. I hope this
motion does not prevail because I
feel quite sure we are putting poli-
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tics right into the middle of the
courts.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Green-
ville, Mr. Harris.

Mr. HARRIS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: 1 rise in
support the statement made by
my colleague, the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Childs. I think it is
one of those things we are taking
away from the vote of the people,
and the people are losing more and
more of their say in the government
every day, so I hope the motion to
concur does not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Kennepunk, Mr. Emmons, that the
House recede.

Will those who favor the motion to
recede please say aye; those op-
poesed, no.

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

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, I now
move that we adhere.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Childs. that on Bill “An Act relat-
ing to the Appointment of Clerks of
the Judicial Courts by the Chief
Justice of the Supreme Judicial
Court”’, House Paper 322, Legisla-
tive Document 439, that the House
adhere. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed.

the House

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act relating to Employ- -

ment of Minors” (H. P. 546) (L. D.
773) which was indefinitely post-
poned in the House on May 13.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by House
Amendment ‘A’ in non-concur-
rence.

In the House:

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

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I move that
the House insist and request a Com-
mittee of Conference.
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The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Turn-
er, that the House insist and
requests a Committee of Confer-
ence.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Kennebunk, Mr. Em-
mons.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It is un-
fortunate I think that seventeen
came just before eighteen here. As
to item eighteen, this is the bill on
which we had considerable argu-
ment the other day. As I remember
it, the vote was very close, and this
bill came out from the Committee
on Labor with an *“‘Ought to pass’
report. What it does is add simply,
is simply add to our present laws
two or three more exemptions as to
people under eighteen years of age.
They now cannof be employed in or
by a manufacturing or mechanical
establishment in any capacity which
the Commissioner may determine to
be hazardous. Now this does not
extend that requirement, that the
Commissioner must determine this
to be hazardous still operates. The
only thing this does, it does add to
those other matters which were in-
cluded before, construction activi-
ties, woods operations, tree surgery,
transportation companies.

Now as to the employment of mi-
nors under sixteen years of age,
they are now prohibited from em-
ployment. This simply adds those
dangerous occupations, which have
been proven to be dangerous, and
which the records of labor accidents
have proven to be dangerous. That
would be construction activities,
woods operations, tree surgery plus
transportation companies. There is
an amendment which exempts from
this bill the original processing of
agricultural products on the farms.
Now in connection with the bill, as
a result of the discussion the other
day, I have a memorandum which
says in part this, as to employment
of minors and the matter of jobs
that are available to them. At the
present time any minor eighteen
years old may do any work that
any adult is allowed to do. Minors
of sixteen and seventeen years of
age may be employed in any type
of business or industry, but may not
perform those particular jobs that
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the Commissioner determines to be
hazardous. Now as to minors who
are fifteen years old, they may be
employed in stores, restaurants,
sporting camps, motels, filling sta-
tions, and so forth, and minors un-
der fifteen may work in agricultural
employment, in domestic work, in
children’s camps, in hospitals, and
caddying and paper routes. It seems
to me that this is very definitely
a safety measure. It adds to the
prior exemptions where these activi-
ties that are on the record have
proven to be dangerous and haz-
ardous, and I feel that we should
recede and concur rather than to go
along with the motion of the gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Turner.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, this
was another one of those department
bills where they are trying to pinch
a little tighter and to help put you
out of business a little more, and
these fellows get some boys work-
ing in the woods and want to take
them in Saturdays to pile up wood
and one thing or another, I can’t
see any harm in it, and I know that
this bill is no good.

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

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr, Speaker and
Members of the House: I wonder
sometimes if these employments are
more hazardous to young people
than idleness. A good many times
because young people cannot be em-
ployed in certain areas, they have
nothing to do and so they're roam-
ing the streets and getting into mis-
chief, and I feel myselft hat this
was all right, the action the House
took the other day, and I'm opposed
to any change.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Lovell,
Mrs. Harriman.

Mrs. HARRIMAN: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I think
it is time that we left these children
who have got ambition enough to
do anything, do it. I don’t believe
that any child after they are fifteen
years old or younger gets hurt any
more by trying to do something
constructive than they do doing
something destructive. When I was
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twelve years old I was thrown fifty
feet by a mule. I was working on
a farm, and it didn’t kill me, and
I don’t believe that any of these
things that have been brought up
in this bill are going to harm our
children. I believe they will be much
better cutting wood and piling it
than they will be running around
and getting into mischief.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Biddeford, Mr. Hickey.

Mr. HICKEY: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
This bill was put in by the gentle-
man from South Portland, Mr.
Hanscomb. Unfortunately, he has
not been able to attend any of these
meetings on account of being sick,
and he is now, as I understand it,
in a hospital, and I think it is a
shame that we here, as Members
of this legislature, would go on rec-
ord without thinking about this
amendment that has been produced
by the gentleman from Kennebunk,
Mr. Emmons, and there is nothing
wrong with the bill in any way,
shape or manner, and I think it is
in courtesy to the disabled mem-
ber of this legislature that we
should pass this legislation as is.
When the vote is taken, I move
that it be taken by division.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bridgton,
Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: 1 appreciate
the remarks made by the gentle-
man from Biddeford, Mr. Hickey,
but I had an opportunity to talk
with our colleague and friend the
gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Hanscomb, and he has no axe
to grind or any serious thoughts in
this matter, except he put it in as
a departmental bill.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Mada-
waska, Mr. Rowe.

Mr. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I have
worked with young children, young
students for a given number of
yvears, and I have observed for a
given number of years what we
term, and sometimes glibly so, ju-
venile delinquency problems, and I
know this is my observation, you
may take it for what it is worth,
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that this bill has nothing to do with
the juvenile delinquency question.
They are two very simple and dif-
ferent problems. Two weeks ago in
New York City a group of about
seventy-five expertees in the coun-
try, and I exclude myself from
that expertee group, sat around for
six hours discussing and trying to
pinpoint available solutions to the
problem. I only wish that those who
so easily this afternoon say that
idleness is the problem, should have
been there that afternoon so we
could have considered their solution.
The problem is not idleness, it is
the problem of trying to find worth-
while activities for the children in
these age groups. Now, a hazardous
occupation cannot by any stretch of
the imagination by thinking people
be considered as worthwhile con-
structive activities.  Secondly, I
would say this, that I have talked
with the sponsor of this bill the gen-
tleman from South Portland, Mr.
Hanscomb, who politely sponsored
this bill for a number of different
reasons but not simply because he
was asked to sponsor the bill. He
had available, and he was going to
return to me on the following day,
available statistics to be sent here
to you members in the House that
would show that there is a higher
incidence of accidents among these
age groups here, and, therefore,
that this kind of legislation was
worthwhile and worth your consider-
ation.

I want you to hold this in the
back of your mind, and when you
vote on this bill if you vote to re-
cede and concur or against the mo-
tion to recede and concur, that I
go along with the House members
in concurring with them that juven-
ile delinquency is a problem, that
the solution is to find worthwile ac-
tivities, and the question is whether
this House is going to go on reec-
ord today and say that hazardous
jobs or occupations are worthwhile
industries for youth.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
remind the gentleman from Mada-
waska, Mr. Rowe, that the question
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Turner, that the House insist.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Yarmouth, Mrs. Knapp.
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Mrs. KNAPP: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: With all due
respect to the gentleman from Mad-
awaska, Mr. Rowe, he is talking
from what somebody has told him
or what he has learned. The gentle-
woman from Lovell, Mrs. Harriman,
and I speak as mothers, and we
know what we are talking about. I
think we do at least, we should, and
I want to go along with the gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Turner.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Sanger-
ville, Mr. Edgerly.

Mr. EDGERLY: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I am in fa-
vor of the bill for the young boys to
work on the roads. They make very
nice help. Sometimes I have a hard
time to get a crew if I couldn’t get
some of the high school boys, and
they adapt themselves to the work
better than a man my age. Come in
with an oldish man and I've got to
look out for him all the way through.
You can put these young fellows in
amongst the equipment and they
are lively and they adapt themselves
to the work better than older peo-
ple. Of course, I like if there is an
old man my age, I like to hire him,
can hire him most always and have
a place for them. You take an old-
ish man, put him out cutting bush-
es. He is just the man I want. The
boys don’t know how to handle an
axe, but they will do the other work
and do it well.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Madawa-
ska, Mr. Rowe.

Mr. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, in reply
to the gentlewoman from Yarmouth,
Mrs. Knapp, where she has mother-
ed so many children; I also father
one hundred and twenty-five a day,
and I have for some years now. On
page forty-seven, this is just a ques-
tion I would like to clear up my-
self,— did not the motion to recede
and concur take precedence over
the motion to insist and adhere?

The SPEAKER: It does. Does the
Chair understand that you make that
motion?

Mr. ROWE: Yes, I so desire.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Madawaska,
Mr. Rowe, that the House recede.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Auburn, Mr. Turner.
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Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, 1
move indefinite postponement of the
whole business.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Turn-
er, that bill ‘“An Act Relating to
Employment of Minors’’ and all ac-
companying papers be indefinitely
postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Kennebunk, Mr. Emmons.

Mr. EMMONS: Mr. Speaker, as
to the matter that the gentleman
from Sangerville, Mr. Edgerly,
spoke of working on the roads,
may I say that in this notation I
have, that boys of sixteen years old
would be allowed to work on the
roads even under this bill as it is
now drawn. I would also say that I
had a fellow work on the roads when
he was sixteen, and I certainly
would have been very much opposed
to either of my boys working at that
age, sixteen and seventeen, in haz-
ardous occupations because you all
know that boys take a much greater
chance at that age than they do
when they’re eighteen, and this sim-
ply provides that in those two years
in between, they cannot work in haz-
ardous occupations. I think this cer-
tainly is a safety measure and we
should go along with it.

Might I point out also that many
of the people that we’re not talking
about, if they are in interstate com-
merce are already regulated by the
Federal Fair Labor Standards Act,
and that applies to the sixteen years
of age and the eighteen years in
hazardous jobs.

The SPEAKER: Before recogniz-
ing any further speakers, the Chair
will have to advise the House that
where we are dealing with a non-
concurrent matter, a motion to in-
definitely postpone does not apply.
Therefore, the question now before
the House is the motion of the gen-
tleman from Madawaska, Mr. Rowe,
that the House recede.

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

Mr. TEVANIAN: Mr. Speaker, I
move the previous question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Tevanian, has
moved the previous question. In or-
der for the Chair to entertain that
motion, the Chair must have the
approval of one-third of the House.
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The Chair must advise the gentle-
man that debate is not in order at
this time.

Mr. TURNER: May I ask to ad-
here? That isn’t debating.

The SPEAKER: Will those who
are in favor of the Chair entertain-
ing the motion for the previous ques-
tion please rise and remain stand-
ing until the monitors have made
and returned the count.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third having arisen, the
Chair is authorized to entertain the
motion for the previous question.

Does the gentleman wish to arise
to a point of order?

Mr. TURNER: No, I move that
we adhere.

The SPEAKER: The Chair must
advise the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Turner, that a motion to recede
and concur fakes precedence over
a motion to adhere.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert,
but must advise him that debate
must apply only to putting the main
question.

Mr. JALBERT: I believe you will
recall the five or six or seven times
when I have spoken in the past and
moved the previous question on bills
that were not too important. I did
it to a point where one day I prac-
tically had made up my mind to
carry on with a little filibuster. And
it is not my intention at any time
to step on the toes of any legis-
lators. I for one am one of those
who was caught in a jam here in
that it concerns finances in time
lost here, where we have been
here for so long and we have argued
so long about naked scythes and
lobsters, and I love lobsters, and
many other pieces of legislation.
And since last Friday morning I
have seen legislation discussed that
should have been discussed further,
I see one piece of legislation is being
discussed now that should be dis-
cussed. I see members who have
had their mikes up to speak for it.
Now, I am like any other member
of the House or the other branch,
I am fully aware of the fact that
if one is sometimes obnoxious or if
one is sometimes too vociferous he
may make enemies and the time to
make them or be operating under
that theory is earlier in the session,
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because sometimes the last feelings
of people is the one that prevails.
Now in that I have stood here for
S0 many times to warn the mem-
bers of the House of what would
happen, 1 promise you one thing,
with due respect to my friend from
Portland, Mr, Tevanian, and it is
no slap at him or any other member
of the House, if the previous ques-
tion is moved on legislation that is
of importance such as this one, and
when four or five or six mikes go
up for people to start to talk, the
promise I made, and I don’t care if
I wind up going out of here with the
one thing I don’t want, that’s ene-
mies, if I wind up with nothing but
enemies I will stand here on my
feet and start a filibuster that will
keep us here until Christmas. I
definitely feel in speaking to the
point germain and on important
issues no matter what the hour
is, how late in the day it is or what
time of the month, we should very
definitely listen to the arguments
pros and cons.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House now is shall the main
question be put now.

Will those who favor the Chair
putting the main question now
please say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken the
motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The main ques-
tion before the House now is the
motion of the gentleman from Mad-
awaska, Mr. Rowe, that the
House—

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Madawaska, Mr. Rowe.

Mr. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, may I
ask for a division on this please.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Madawaska, Mr.
Rowe, that with respect to Bill ‘“An
Act relating to Employment of Mi-
nors’’, House Paper 546, Legislative
Document 773, the House recede. A
division has been ordered.

Will those who favor the motion
to recede please rise and remain
standing until the monitors have
made and returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Thirteen having voted in the af-
firmative and ninety-nine having
voted in the negative the motion did
not prevail.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair now
recoghizes the gentleman from Aub-
urn, Mr. Turner.

Mr. TURNER: Mr, Speaker, I now
move that we insist upon our for-
mer action.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House now is the motion
of the gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Turner, that the House insist upon
its previous action. Is this the pleas-
ure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Bill “An Act to Repeal the West-
brook Sewerage District” (H. P.
668) (L. D. 949) which was passed
to be engrossed in the House on
May 14.

Came from the Senate indefinitely
postponed in non-concurrence.

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

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker, I
move that we recede and concur.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Fuller, that the House recede
and concur.

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

Mr. PORELL: Mr. Speaker, I
move that we insist on our former
action and request a committee of
conference.

The SPEAKER: The Chair must
advise the gentleman that a motion
to recede and concur takes prece-
dence over a motion to insist.

Does the gentleman from West-
brook, Mr. Porell, wish to debate
the motion?

Mr. PORELL: I would like a di-
vision on that motion.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Fuller, that the House recede
and concur.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Plante.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House: As a member
of the Committee which reviewed
this particular document, I think it
would only be a courtesy to the gen-
tleman from Westbrook, Mr. Porell,
if we granted him a Committee of
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Conference, so I hope that this House
does not go along with the motion
to recede and concur.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bridg-
ton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, 1
very reluctantly have to once again
speak on this particular issue, be-
cause as you recall the Committee
brought this out 7 to 3 ‘“‘Ought not
to pass,” and I will concede the
fact that we should not interfere
with home rule or with a situation
where it concerns a small district,
but this seems to extend a little bit
farther than that. It seems to be
that there has been a vote taken in
that town to determine in the minds
of the people, a little over 2 to 1
that have not had an opportunity to
prevail itself to be put to use, and
therefore 1 cannot see where we
would benefit the will of the people
back there as they have expressed
themselves, and the Committee
once again I say, they brought out
7 to 3 “Ought not to pass” on that
grounds.

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

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of this House:
I did not wish to discuss this any
further. We went over it thoroughly
on May 13th last, but I believe that
it has become a politicalissue. There
are certain things that have hap-
pened during the last weekend which
lead me to believe that it has be-
come a political issue there with the
people of Westbrook. However, I do
not believe this because in 1955 when
our mayor, who is a Democrat, had
this bill introduced to this legisla-
ture, and now the present mayor,
who is now a Republican, who takes
no stand on this issue, for that rea-
son I do not believe it’s become a
political issue for the people of West-
brook. It only concerns the small
taxpayer. The taxpayer who pays
for the use of his sewer. This, out
of five thousand taxpayers in the
City of Westbrook, two thousand of
those pay for sewers. This puts an
extra burden upon the small tax-
payer. I wish to relate at this time
some of the plans which have come
about over the weekend.

I understand that they are to
spend $155,000 on a new sewer
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which will not benefit anyone. I un-
derstand that above my house on a
small street they are to spend $12,-
000 for a sewer which benefits sev-
en people. Last Friday night one of
the owners called upon me and he
told me that the Westbrook sewer
was to assess him $750 for putting
the sewer by his house, and in or-
der to enter that sewer he has to
give $500 more which makes $i,-
250.00 this gentleman has to pay.
He is in no position to pay this mon-
ey. He owns a modest house, and he
is now paying for it through a mort-
gage plan. I do not believe that we
can honestly say that this is a good
thing for the people of Westbrook.
It’s costing them, the small men,
thousands and thousands of dollars
and he in return is paying for some-
thing that will never come about.

We have $8,000 bonds or notes
which this district can borrow at 5
per cent interest, that’s $40,000, and
at the rate they’re going and the
plans that have been laid, it will
be no time before this amount has
been spent, and that they will be
down here asking this legislature
for more money. As we only take in
$33,000 each year, 1 wonder how
we're ever going to pay for this
enormous amount. I could go on and
discuss this thing forever. However,
I believe that I have said quite a
bit about it, and I wish to decline
at this moment. Thank you.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. PORELL: Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Freeport, Mr. Crock-
ett, mentioned a few minutes ago
that he had a lump in his throat
because he wasn’t able to show
the gymnasium or the, shall I say
the museum to his children from
Freeport. If I go back to Westbrook
without giving the people of West-
brook an opportunity to vote on this
measure in a referendum, I will
have a big lump in my throat too,
and probably somebody will have one
on their head, but I was elected by
the people of Westbrook to repre-
sent them here and they have spok-
en. I have over a thousand signa-
tures here that were signed by peo-
ple that would like a referendum.
That’s all they're asking. This same
privilege was given to the City of
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Saco and I see no reason why we,
in Westbrook, are going to be dis-
criminated against just because a
few people here that have been talk-
ing to a certain party, that I know
is down here lobbying this thing,
against, they are for the sewer dis-
trict because they stand a wonder-
ful chance to save $20,000 a year,
but the rest of us are going to have
to pay what they were supposed to
pay as their portion of the cost of
this sewer district, so 1 feel that
we should certainly have a Commit-
tee of Conference, and I hope that
the motion of the gentleman from
South Portland, Mr. Fuller, does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

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

Mr. FULLER: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to bring out a few per-
tinent facts in regards to this bill.
In 1950 Westbrook spent $20,000 for
a sewer survey which revealed a
serious sewer situation. Two years
ago this same gentleman from West-
brook sponsored the bill for the sew-
er district which was passed, and in
December, 1955 the voters of West-
brook accepted the District by a
good 2 to 1 margin. The district has
just completed its first year of op-
eration and is ready to roll. The
same gentleman now wishes us to
throw out the District claiming that
the city could do the job cheaper.
My friend from Westbrook has just
pushed a bill for a Parking Author-
ity through this legislature. How
can he justify such inconsistency?
This is not a political measure.
Prominent Democrats as well as
leading Republicans in Westbrook
feel the District deserves a fair
trial, and that to repeal it now
would be a great backward step.
Two years hence will be early
enough to weigh the District, its
cost and its accomplishments. As
Chairman of the Greater Portland
Area Planning Commission, I real-
ize the importance of the continu-
ance of the Westbrook Sewer Dis-
trict for community progress, and
I hope my motion prevails.

The SPEAKER: Is the
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from

the House

House
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South Portland, Mr. Fuller, that the
House recede and concur on Bill
“An Act to Repeal the Westbrook
Sewerage District””, House Paper
668, Legislative Document 949. A
division has been requested.

Will those who favor receding and
concurring on this measure please
rise and remain standing until the
monitors have made and returned
the count.

A division of the House was had.

Forty-five having voted in the af-
firmative and sixty-five having
voted in the negative the motion
did not prevail.

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

Mr. PORELL: Mr. Speaker, I now
move that we insist on our former
action.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Westbrook, Mr.
Porell, that the House insist on its
former action and request a Com-
mittee of Conference. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

Non-Concurrent Matter

Resolve Proposing an Amendment
to the Constitution Changing the
Tenure of Office of the Governor to
Four-Year Terms (H. P. 157) (L.
D. 204) which was finally passed in
the House on May 16, and passed
to be engrossed as amended by
Committee Amendment “B” as
amended by House Amendment *“A”
thereto, and Senate Amendment “A”
on May 14.

Came from the Senate passed to
be engrossed as amended by Com-
mittee Amendment “B”’ as amend-
ed by House Amendment ‘“A’’ there-
to, and Senate Amendments ‘‘A”
and ‘“B”’ in non-concurrence.

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

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen: Although I had
to vote against her earlier I have
something in common with the gen-
tlewoman from Kittery, Mrs. Burn-
ham. I also have been intimately
associated with a lawyer for forty
years, my father is a member of
that honorable profession. I have
always appreciated the friendship
that I have had with lawyers, 1 ad-
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mire their ability and respect their
vocation, but sometimes I find them
just a little bit difficult.

The first of last week one of the
barristers in the Secretary of State’s
Department found a technicality in
this bill in reference to the refer-
endum section, so we had to take
it back and have it engrossed over
again. Last Friday after we had
finally enacted it we ran into anoth-
er legal snag in no less a place
than the Attorney General’s office.
The question is in the event of the
death of the Governor, If that death
occurs more than ninety days be-
fore the next regular election it is
all right, because a special election
is held, a new governor is elected
and the President of the Senate just
fills out the first two years. But
if it occurs less than ninety days
before the election the President of
the Senate, as it is written now,
fills out the unexpired term.

Now, I raised the question two
months ago whether or not this un-
expired term would be the entire
term of two years, in other words
whether there would be two senate
presidents in question, and thus
making the newly elected senate
president tantamount to the office
of Governor, and having the Gov-
ernor of our State elected by a
handful of state senators. I was in-
formed at that time that when the
President of the Senate became Gov-
ernor he was Governor in fact and
no longer President of the Senate
and a new President of the Senate
was elected. So I thought we were
all right, but after we enacted it
several other competent lawyers got
together and they have decided that
it is wrong, they have made an
amendment and the amendment is
supposed to clarify this whole situa-
tion. Now, since this is just a tech-
nical question I hope we don’t have
to have many more roll call votes
on it, but if we do please may I
remind you that today it is just in
the reengrossment stage and not in
enactment, and it will be enacted, I
hope tomorrow, so I now move
that we recede and concur with the
Senate.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Bath, Mr. Ross,
that the House recede and concur.
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Is this the pleasure of the House?
The motion prevailed.

From the Senate: The following
Communication:
STATE OF MAINE
SENATE CHAMBER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

May 17, 1957

Honorable Harvey R. Pease

Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives

Ninety-eighth Legislature

Sir:

The Senate today voted to insist
on its former action on:

Bill, ““An Act to License and Reg-
ulate the Operation of Trading
Stamp Companies.”” (H. P. 895)
(L. D. 1281) and to join a Commit-
tee of Conference. The President ap-
pointed the following Conferees on
the part of the Senate:

Senators:

LESSARD of Androscoggin
FARLEY of York
CARPENTER of Somerset

Respectfully,

WALDO H. CLARK
Assistant Secretary of
the Senate

In the House, the Communication

was read and ordered placed on
file.

(Signed)

Orders

On motion of Mr. Hatfield of Or-
rington, it was

ORDERED, that Mr. Nadeau of
Biddeford be excused from attend-
ance three days of this week be-
cause of business, and that Mr.
Williams of Hodgdon be excused
from attendance the entire week be-
cause of business;

AND BE IT FURTHER ORDER-
ED, that Mr. Call of Cumberland
be excused from attendance because
of illness in the family.

The SPEAKER: The Chair re-
quests the Sergeant-at-Arms to es-
cort the gentleman from South Port-
land, Mr. Fuller, to the rostrum for
the purpose of presiding as Speaker
pro tem.

Thereupon, Mr. Fuller assumed
the Chair as Speaker pro tem amid
the applause of the House and
Speaker Edgar retired from the
Hall.
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House Reports of Committees
Leave to Withdraw

Mr. Warren from the Committee
on Retirements and Pensions on Re-
solve Providing an Increase in State
Pension for Lillian M. Dennis of
Saco (H. P. 626) (L, D. 888) report-
ed Leave to Withdraw.

Report was read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought to Pass in New Draft
New Draft Printed

Mr. Ross from the Committee on
Labor on Bill “An Act relating to
Death on Duty of Members of
Portland Police Department” (H.
P. 752) (L. D. 1066) reported same
in a new draft (H. P. 1095) (L. D.
1592) under title of ‘“An Act to Pro-
vide Special Disability Compensa-
tion for Members of Police Depart-
ments”’ and that it ‘““Ought to pass’’

Report was read and accepted,
the New Draft read twice and to-
morrow assigned.

Passed to Be Engrossed

Bill ““An Act relating to Geological
Survey Publications” (S. P, 232) (L.
D. 633)

Bill “An Act Authorizing Inter-
local Cooperation” (S. P. 249) (L.
D. 637)

Bill “An Act relating to Invest-
ment of Certain State Funds” (S.
P. 579) (L. D. 1450)

Bill ““An Act relating to the Dis-
tribution and Sale of Publications
Depicting Crime and Torture” (S.
P. 579) (L., D, 1580)

Bill ‘‘An Act relating to Closed
Season on Deer in Towns of Deer
Isle and Stonington’ (H, P. 160) (L.
D. 207)

Bill ““An Act relating to Travel by
Inspectors of Table Stock Potatoes’
(H. P. 497) (L. D. 709)

Resolve Amending the Resolve in
favor of George E. Bagnall of Houl-
ton (S. P. 502) (L. D. 1582)

Resolve Authorizing Forestry Re-
sou)rce Survey (H. P. 588) (L. D.
837

Resolve Authorizing Legislative
Research Committee Study of the
Problems of the Uninsured Motorist
(H. P. 1093) (L. D. 1589)

Resolve relating to Research and
Experimental Work in Relation to
the Eradication of Aquatic Weeds
(H. P. 1094) (L. D. 1590)
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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 and sent to the Senate.

Amended Bills
Third Reader
Tabled and Assigned

Bill “An Act Creating a State Ad-
ministered Probation and Parole
Law’ (S. P. 552) (L. D. 1542)

Was reported by the Committee
on Bills in the Third Reading and
read the third time.

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

Mr. TEVANIAN: Mr. Speaker, I
have in my possession two amend-
ments to that item eleven that I
would like to have an opportunity
to look over a little further, they
are both very long and involved, a
total of five or six pages. I would
now move that this item lie upon
the table until tomorrow to give me

an opportunity to present these
amendments,
The SPEAKER pro tem: The

gentleman from Portland, Mr. Tev-
anian, has moved that this Bill be
tabled and specially assigned for to-
morrow pending passage to be en-
grossed. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed and the Bill
was so tabled.

Bill ““An Act Revising the Gen-
eral Laws Relating to Municipali-
ties” (H. P. 320) (L. D. 437)

Bill ““An Act relating to Acknowl-
edgment and Validation of Certain
Instruments” (H. P. 369) (L. D. 499)

Resolve Appropriating Money for
Forest Rehabilitation (H. P. 337) (L.
D. 469)

Resolve Authorizing Funds for
Medical and Dental Educaticn for
New England Board of Higher Ed-
ucation (H. P. 581) (L. D. 830)

Resolve Authorizing Research of
Cystic Fibrosis, a Disease of Chil-
dren (H. P. 803) (L. D. 1134)

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.
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Passed to Be Enacted

An Act relating to Appointment of
Institutional Heads in Department of
Institutional Services (S. P. 186) (L.
D. 485)

Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be en-
acted, signed by the Speaker and
sent to the Senate.

Enactor
Passed Over Temporarily
An Act Authorizing the Annexa-
tion of Harbor Island to the Town
of Brooksville (S. P. 241) (L. D.
642)

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

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wiscasset, Mr. Farmer.

Mr. FARMER: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I original-
ly voted for this, but after thinking
it over I don’t know as I can see
the necessity of letting this legisla-
tion go through at this time. The
main argument, as I understand it,
for this, was that in the case of Mr.
Kurt, through title to this he could
then pay taxes. Well, it has been
my experience as an assessor that
if Mr. Kurt has title now he has
the deed for it, and by passing this
the assessors in Brooksville would
probably accept his taxes. Now, I
don’t know just what that would do
in his case of trying to prove his
title but I think it would have some
bearing, and at this time I would
move indefinite postponement of
item three.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Would
the gentleman defer just a moment
until the other items have been dis-
posed of? Thank you.

An Act relating to Time Limita-
tions for Filing Petitions wunder
Workmen’s Compensation Aect. (S.
P. 259) (L. D. 697)

An Act relating to Speed Regula-
tions for Motor Vehicles (S. P. 573)
(L. D. 1576)

An Act relating to Sales of Milk
on the Producer’s Premises (H. P.
305) (L. D. 422)

An Act Imposing a Tax on Dry
Beans (H. P. 486) (L. D. 730)

An Act relating to Publication of
Specimen Ballots, State Financial
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Reports, Constitutional Amendments
and Referendums in Foreign Lan-
guage Newspapers (H. P, 1015) (L.
D. 1445)

An Act Classifying Certain Surface
Waters in Maine (H. P. 1085) (L. D.
1562)

Resolve in Favor of Harmon Rog-
ers of Topsham (H. P. 594) (L. D.
843)

Resolve Opening Swan Lake, Wal-
do County, to Ice Fishing (H. P.
9382) (L. D. 1406)

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

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act Authorizing the Annexa-
tion of Harbor Island to the Town
of Brooksville (S. P. 241) (L. D.
642) item three, which was passed
over temporarily.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Stonington, Mr. Shepard.

Mr. SHEPARD: Mr. Speaker, 1
still see that Harbor Island has
some enemies. We discussed this
pretty thoroughly the other night
and the point that has now been
raised I feel sure that the Board
of Assessors in the Town of Brooks-
ville will determine ownership by
the State or Mr. Kurt before they
do assess. The status of the island
now is similar to that of a man
without a country. It is alleged to
be owned by the State but it still
hasn’t been declared whether it is
situated in the Town of Castine or
Brooksville. This Act will establish
it or determine the fact that Har-
bor Island does lay in the Town of
Brooksville. I certainly hope that
the motion of the gentleman from

Wiscasset, Mr. Farmer, does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Wiscasset, Mr. Farmer.

Mr. FARMER: Mr, Speaker, I
apologize to the House for taking so
much time on this item, but if I
were an assessor of the Town of
Brooksville and this was passed 1
would then receive taxes from Mr.
Kurt. That would be my interpreta-
tion of what would happen. The as-
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sessors are looking out for the in-
terests of the Town and to collect
the money that they can, and I be-
lieve that is what they would do. He
does have a deed to that which is
recorded and they are not lawyers
to determine whether it was a good
title or not. I believe they would ac-
cept it at its face value and accept
the taxes from him. I would like to
ask a question of some member of
the bar here if that might not have
some bearing on the ownership if
he took that to court, and if he did-
n’t take it to court, if he did not
sue the State under this authoriza-
ion we have given him, couldn’t he
possibly not just leave it the way
is now and pay taxes for a num-
ber of years and perhaps derive
ownership of it that way in possibly
twenty years?

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

Mr. BROWNE: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to the gentleman from Wis-
casset, Mr. Farmer, in answer to
his question I would say that re-
gardless of what attitude the town
took with reference to assessing tax-
es, they could not jeopardize the
rights of the state, they would not
decide issues relating to title. If it
belongs to the state, regardless of
who they assess it to, they couldn’t
by that manner deprive the state
from its claim on the property.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question before the House is the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Wiscas-
set, Mr. Farmer, that the Bill be in-
definitely postponed. Is the House
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Montville, Mr. Mathie-
son.

Mr. MATHIESON: Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to know if this legislature
did set it off wouldn’t it remove the
title of the state if the state did
have one?

The SPEAKER pro tem: Does the
gentleman ask the question of any
particular member? Would the gen-
tleman Kkindly pose the question
again please.

Mr. MATHIESON: The question
has come to me as to whether or
not if this legislature sets this off
into the Town of Brooksville, if the
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state wouldn’t be giving up its title
if it has one?

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Montville, Mr.
Mathieson, asks a question through
the Chair and the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Browne, may answer if
he so chooses.

Mr. BROWNE: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: I thought we
had discussed this pretty thorough-
ly the other day, this would merely
declare that it was within the physi-
cal confines of the particular town,
it would not affect title at all.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question? All
those in favor of indefinite postpone-
ment of Act Authorizing the Annexa-
tion of Harbor Island to the Town
of Brooksville, Senate Paper 241,
Legislative Document 642, will say
aye; those opposed, no.

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

Thereupon, the Bill was passed to
be enacted, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.

Orders of the Day

The SPEAKER pro tem: Under
Orders of the Day the Chair lays be-
fore the House the first item of un-
finished business, House Report
“Ought not to pass’ of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary on Bill ‘“An
Act relating to Evidence of In-
toxication and Chemical Tests
for Alcoholic Content of Blood of

Motor Vehicle Drivers,” House
Paper 507, Lgislative Document
717, on which the House was

engaged at time of adjournment
May 16. Pending Question—Motion
to reconsider acceptance of Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Gardiner, Mr. Hanson.

Mr. HANSON: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I asked for this privilege to recon-
sider because, as I stated before,
when the bill came out in the first
place why it had an amendment on
it when it came out of Committee
that it should pass with this amend-
ment, and then they found that it
was the wrong amendment and they
went right back to Committee, and
I undersood that it’s going to be
amended again, so therefore I was-
n’t watching the bill quite as close-
ly as I should have been.
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The reason that I would like to
have this reconsidered is because I
feel that it is one of the most im-
portant highway safety measures
that has come before this session of
legislature and it is backed by the
Maine Law Enforcement Association
consisting of your municipal offi-
cers, your county officers as well
as members of the State Police. I
would like the privilege to speak on
this if the legislature would move
to reconsider, and if not, why I
would still like the privilege to
speak.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
question is the motion of the gentle-
man from Gardiner, Mr. Hanson,
that we reconsider our action where-
by the ‘‘Ought not to pass’ report
of the Committee was accepted. Is
this the pleasure of the House?

Cries of no.

The Chair recognizes the same
gentleman.

Mr. HANSON: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
Explaining in the first place this
bill was presented for the Maine
Law Enforcement Officers, En-
forcement Association. I find that
as time has gone on that it ap-
peared as though the Maine
Civic League was planning to spon-
sor such a bill which I knew
nothing about at the time that
1 presented the bill for the Asso-
ciation. There seems to be a bit of
misunderstanding between the Maine
Civic Association and the Maine Civ-
ic League and the Governor’s High-
way, Chairman of the Governor’s
Highway Safety Committee. I will
say that I'm in the middle, I knew
nothing about those, and this bill
was presented by members who be-
long to the Governor’s Highway
Safety Committee as well, but at the
hearing, it was late in the afternoon
and they had had four relating to the
Governor’s Highway Safety Commit-
tee, so, therefore, this one was con-
fused. It was late in the afternoon
in a hot smoke filled hearing room,
and I greatly appreciate the courte-
sy that the Committee extended to
me. I have a great deal of respect
for all the attorneys who are on that
Committee, but I believe that we
should also have consideration for
our motorist who is on the highway.
There are many of us who have
wives or children who are on the
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highways a great deal of the time
when we are not. There are a great
many people who are injured inno-
cently and it’s because of intoxica-
ted drivers. This was prepared to
minimize intoxicated or drunken
drivers on the highways, to save the
lives of the innocent and especially
those who are maimed. It would be
of great assistance to our courts in
determining absolute proof instead
of the old line of can you walk this
straight line’? are you bleary-eyed,
can speak straight, and so forth.

I may seem a little hard-hearted
in some of my remarks, but es-
pecially the younger driver who is
on the highway today has a great
deal of responsibility. He hasn’t on-
ly his own life at stake when he's
at the wheel, but he has those that’s
with him. Now, in cancer and heart
trouble, and so forth, they're a
great many of the older ones which
die off, but a great many dollars
are spent in research, and so forth,
in trying to reduce that number.
Now, the non-fatal or personal injur-
ies accidents take a terrific toll in
causing complete or partial disabil-
ity, long periods of lost production
time, hospital and doctors’ bills, to
say nothing of the pain and suffer-
ing and anguish that is suffered in
the families. Most accidents are
preventable and I think that we will
all concede to that, but a large
portion of the highway accidents in-
volve persons who have been drink-
ing, and I would like to explain to
you what the chemical test involves
because it is a protection to the pub-
lic who faces a drunken driver, is
also a protection for the social
drinker as well.

Now, effective, casual identifica-
tion cannot be accomplished by the
traditional methods, in all cases, it
brings in a positive proof as to the
chemical content that is in the blood
at the time. If the driver is a bit in-
toxicated, we won’t say what per
cent of alcohol he might have in his
blood, his judgment is a great deal,
is greatly impaired, his vision is
impaired, and we know that is haz-
ardous today with the speed, the
highways that we have, to say noth-
ing about the increase in traffic that
a great deal amounts to the judg-
ment that we have, Now, the chem-
ical test evidence supports the opin-
ion of the witnesses. With the chem-
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ical tests, results presented in court,
the opinion of the officer is plainly
supported by the evidence which is
not of opinion, but is factual. Thus
it is more than likely to satisfy the
question that is in the mind of the
juror or those who are hearing the
case, small amounts of alcohol,
a cocktail, a bottle of beer taken
by the average person in an hour,
gives them an alcoholic level in the
blood which does not appear to im-
pair driving ability in most persons,
and if however four to eight cock-
tails, or bottles of beer, are con-
sumed in an hour’s time, the al-
coholic content will lie in the range
of .1 to .15, which is at the dan-
gerous stage.

In 1955 police officers in the State
of Maine arrested and convicted 1,-
909 persons for driving under the
influence of intoxicating liquor. In
1956, 2,080 persons were convicted
of this charge. It is impossible at
this time to present the total num-
ber of chemical tests given these
drivers since it would involve ob-
taining records from every police
agency in the state. However, the
State Police records show that in
1955, 1,141 persons were arrested for
drunken driving by State Police of-
ficers throughout the state and that
out of this number 407 were given
chemical tests for intoxication, and
by policy state troopers are required
to ask the person arrested for
drunken driving if he or she would
be willing to take the chemical
test for intoxication. Police ree-
ords also show that in 1956, 1,275
drivers were arrested for this same
charge, 449 of these accepted the
chemical test or only 34 per cent
again submitted to this type of test-
ing. It is interesting to note from
these records that the drivers who
submitted to the chemical tests
were convicted in court of drunken
driving at the rate of 95.4 per cent.
Only twenty-two cases were lost in
the court throughout the state in
cases where the chemical tests had
been given. In cases where no
chemical tests were administered
however, the average rate of con-
viction was 93.7 per cent, so at
least there is very little difference
in the percentage of convictions.

I do not want to take up too much
of your time because it is late in
the session. This bill has been in
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Committee a great deal, a great
length of time I should say. I would
also say that many of the aftorneys
will claim that this bill is unconsti-
tutional. I'm not an atforney. I
don’t know the exact particulars,
but I've been told that it could be
considered as unconstitutional, de-
claring the fifth amendment or
something like that, at the hearing
and so forth, but regardless of that
I think that the State of New York
has adopted practically the same
bill as written. It has worked very
well, and there are, 1 believe, two
other states which are considering
very seriously of adopting the same,
or trying to adopt the same at their
sessions of legislature. I don’t think
this is a case of where it will
make any particular difference in
attorney’s fees as to the amount of
money or salary they probably could
get, but there is a possibility that
it wouldn’t leave them quite the
loophole in some cases of defending
the case. I will say that this bill
was backed by the Maine Law En-
forcement Association. I have had
many calls and many letters from
various church organizations, the
Maine Civic League, the Maine State
Grange and, in my opinion, it is a
step along the right track. I don’t
think that any bill is perfect as
written, I think that as times go
on, we 'should change, but our rate
of traffic is increasing at the rate
of even where they're advertising
garden furniture, lawn furniture,
barbecue, and so forth, to keep the
people off from the highways for
they claim that in a short period
of time in the more congested areas,
they will be riding bumper to bump-
er and, therefore, it will be much
safer to be off the highways anyway.
We do know that traffic will in-
crease in the State of Maine, if it
runs true to trend, by a large per-
centage. We do know that we have
a great problem in the drinking
driver. I sincerely believe that this
is a bill which will protect the
social drinker as well. 1 received
a card from one individual, and I
thank God this isn’t Russia, but
this is the way that card read:
“Dear Sir: I'm in favor of all sound
and firm bills that will help reduce
drunken driving on our main high-
ways. If Russia can make it a
crime punishable by death to be
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involved in a fatal accident due to
drunkenness, surely we, as the
American citizens of Maine, can
stand some laws with some of that
backbone.” At this time if this
legislature, if this House would
move to reconsider, I would appre-
ciate it very much because I feel
it’s a step in the right direction.

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

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: It doesn’t
seem to me that anyone would
object to this bill unless he’s afraid
he might get caught by it himself,
because when forty-two per cent
of the accidents in 1955 in the State
of Maine were due to drinking
drivers, it seems to me that we
should be concerned enough to do
anything in our power to curb this
tendency to drink and drive. If
people must drink, then surely they
should have enough intelligence not
to drive, and if they are willing to
drink and drive, they surely should
be subject to the penalties, and it
seems to me that any loyal citizen
of Maine would be willing to consent
to a test for drinking driving. I'm
sure I would. When the lowest acci-
dent rate in the United States is, 25
per cent of all the accidents on the
highways are due to drinking driv-
ing, it seems to me that it’s time
for us in the State of Maine to go
the limit in trying to prevent such
accidents on our highways, and I
hope this bill will pass.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
York, Mr. Hancock.

Mr. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker, I
know this motion is being debated
right along, but is it debatable? We
have not moved to reconsider our
action as yet.

The SPEAKER pro tem:
gentleman is correct.

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Gardiner, Mr. Hanson, that the
House reconsider its action where-
by it accepted the “Ought not to
pass’’ report. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Broderick.

Mr. BRODERICK: Mr. Speaker, I
rise for a point of order, first
whether or not we have already
taken our vote, and secondly wheth-

The

1917

er or not at this state it requires a
two-thirds vote to reconsider? I
don’t know, and I am directing that
question to the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair would inform the gentleman
that as I understand it, the gentle-
man from Gardiner, Mr. Hanson,
did move to reconsider and then the
Bill was tabled.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Kittery, Mrs. Burnham.

Mrs. BURNHAM: Mr. Speaker,
shall I speak on the question or the
move to reconsider?

The SPEAKER pro tem: You
may speak on the question which
is the same thing, reconsideration.

Mrs. BURNHAM: I have some
evidence that I would like to pre-
sent to the House that has come
up since the hearing. We may
joke, a great deal, about the mem-
bers of the legal profession, but I
am sure that in the final analysis
we all refer to their opinions, and
it is one of these opinions that I
wish to read into the record at
this time. ‘“‘The case went all the
way to the top following an acci-
dent in which a truck crashed into
an automobile near Carlsbad, New
Mexico causing the death of three
persons. A doctor drew a blood
sample from the unconscious truck
driver at the hospital at the direc-
tion of a state trooper. The sample
showing the truck driver to be un-
der the influence of alcohol was
used in evidence. The driver was
convicted of involuntary manslaugh-
ter and sentenced to six to ten
years in the penitentiary. The case
was appealed on the basis that the
blood sample was taken without the
subject’s knowledge or permission.
The Supreme Court rejected the
appeal. Justice Tom Clark deliver-
ing the majority opinion said: Mod-
ern community living requires mod-
ern scientific methods of crime de-
tection lest the public go wunpro-
tected as against the rights of the
individual that his person be held
inviolable must beset the interests
of society in the scientific deter-
mination of infoxication, one of the
great causes of the modern hazards
of the road.” from the United States
Supreme Court.

The SPEAKER pro
Chair recognizes the
from York, Mr. Hancock.

tem: The
gentleman
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Mr. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker, to
give the Committee’s feeling on this
and with regard to the inference of
the gentlewoman from Presque Isle,
Mrs. Christie, all of the members
on the Committee are not drinkers
and drivers at the same time.

The bill which is called the im-
plied consent law, you will notice
is tied in with one other section of
the statutes, and this is to explain
how it was passed out before. We
intended to amend the first part
which has nothing to do with the
implied consent and to strike out the
implied consent law, but there was
a mistake, a clerical mistake and
it came out of Committee as if we
had passed the bill before. That
was not our intent and that is why
it was recommitted.

This bill was not passed over by
any means by the Committee on
Judiciary. It was given a great deal
of thought, and I believe, at least
I do, and I think other members
believe a bill of this nature may
be coming in the State of Maine
and may be coming throughout the
country, but this particular bill in
which we did question the consti-
tutionality, I'm glad someone else
raised the point, that is not for us
to decide necessarily although it
had some bearing on our decision
in the Committee, but if you read
the bill over, it’s difficult to deter-
mine when certain hearings shall
be- held before the Secretary of
State, some of the wording in the
bill as to, for an example, ‘“‘when
a police officer having reasonable
grounds to believe such person to
have been driving in an intoxicated
condition” gives the police officer
quite a lot of latitude in such a
particular instance as driving under
the influence.

We weren’t sure as the bill reads
if a person refused to take such
a test then the Secretary of State
could revoke his license after a
speedy hearing, whether or not that
hearing came before the actual frial
in municipal court or whether such
trial should be held before such
hearing. I think it was the feeling
of the Committee that the bill, as
a whole, was, at least in our
minds, rather poorly drafted.
Whether or not it is now a law in
New York State, we don’t know, but
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that doesn’t necessarily make it a
good law. I would say that I am
not particularly opposed to the idea
of the matter if our courts would
speak on it, if possible beforehand,
as to whether or not a license is
purely a privilege or a right and
whether or not you can make a per-
son take a blood test, thereby, in ef-
fect, making him testify against
himself. I assure you again that
those members of the Judiciary
Committee are as intensely interest-
ed in highway safety as any other
members of this House. This bill
was given a great deal of thought,
and on the basis of the bill as it
now reads, could not buy it, and
passed it out ‘Ought not to pass.”
Therefore, I hope that you will not
at this time reconsider the question.

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

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr. Speaker,
T'm sorry if I passed that inflec-
tion upon members of the Judiciary
Committee. I know that at least
some members of that Committee
are total abstainers so I know it
couldn’t be because they are afraid
of being apprehended themselves
that they voted against this bill. I
just wanted to make that clear.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn,

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, I
hope my colleague, the gentle-
woman from Presque Isle, Mrs.
Christie, also refers to other mem-
bers of the House besides Judiciary
because I happen to be one of those
abstainers as well. I will agree the
principle theory of this bill is fine
because a drunken driver is a po-
tential killer on the highway, but I
talked to a few medical men, to get
away from the legal aspect now,
who in their opinion it seems to
create some doubt as to what you
can convict a man on as far as
alcoholic content in his blood by
this test. It seems that there is a
question arising in the medical
minds at least, whereby you can eat
an awful lot of candy and still show
an alcoholic content in your body
or through medication, there are
several things. I am wondering
whether this was given considera-
tion whether this bill is drafted prop-
erly to determine as to how the al-
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coholic content in the blood will
show whether or not he is drunk
or not. It is a question in my mind
and if anybody can answer it, I will
appreciate it.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Gardiner, Mr. Hanson, for the
purpose of answering the gentle-
man’s question.

Mr. HANSON: Mr. Speaker, I wiil
endeavor to answer the question in
this way. I have talked with medi-
cal men as well and they claim that
it is one of the ways of determining,
either by blood, urine or breath tests
of whether there is alcohol in the
blood, alcoholic content, or wheth-
er it is possibly a drug or
whether a driver could possibly be
sick, that also brings up the ques-
tion of where they figure there will
be still more safety. If that answers
your question, they claim that it
does.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the replyability of my col-
league, the gentleman from Gardin-
er, Mr. Hanson, but it still does not
answer the question that I asked
fully, to the extent in legal minds
maybe yes, but medical men, there
is still a question of doubt arising.
That is what I am more or less in-
terested in, as to medical men, for
medical men to find out and deter-
mine first and for legal minds to
prosecute afterwards. The first one
is what I am after, the determina-
tion first.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Does
the gentleman care to answer the
question?

Mr. HANSON: If I may answer
that was the answer that I received
from the medical man that I was
talking with, that’s the only answer
I can give.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Freeport, Mr. Crockett.

Mr. CROCKETT: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
1 suppose a lot of you will be sur-
prised if I arise on this particular
question. However, I was probably
one of the first members of the
Highway Safety Committee, I serv-
ed on the interim committee to
write up some of these bills that
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have been proposed for safety. I
was not here when this bill was
first heard last Friday, if I was I
would oppose the “Ought not to
pass” Report which I do now, which
will be quite a surprise to people.
The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question?

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

Mr. BRODERICK: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I would
like to point out an additional fac-
tor. The courts cof this country jeal-
ously guard the rights of an ac-
cused, in fact they are so closely
guarded that the prosecution cannot
even comment on the fact that an
accused does not testify in his own
behalf. This bill here would penal-
ize a man for exercising his con-
stitutional rights against self inerim-
ination, penalizing him in this man-
uner, by forfeiting or having his li-
cense suspended by the Secretary
of State by refusing to take a blood
test which is his constitutional right.
The lady from Kittery, Mrs. Burn-
ham, in all due respect to her, men-
tioned the ruling by the Supreme
Court of the United States, I believe,
in the case of the New Mexico ar-
rest. That case was handed down, it
was my understanding, on the ad-
missibility of the evidence once ob-
tained on the blood test, and not on
the original taking of the blood sam-
ple from the unconscious man. I
doubt very much if the Supreme
Court of the United States would
condone that taking of that blood
sample, and I am heartily opposed
to this motion now to reconsider this
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question? The
question before the House is the
motion of the gentleman from Gard-
iner, Mr. Hanson, that the House
reconsider its action whereby it ac-
cepted the ‘“Ought not {o pass’”
Report of the Committee on Judi-
ciary on Bill “An Act relating to
Evidence of Intoxication and Chem-
ical Tests for Alcoholic Content of
Blood of Motor Vehicle Drivers”,
House Paper 507, Legislative Docu-
ment 717.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Augusta, Mr. Cyr.

Mr. CYR: Mr. Speaker, I request
a division.
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The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Augusta, Mr, Cyr,
has requested a division.

Those in favor of reconsideration
will rise and stand in their places
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Twenty-nine having voted in the
affirmative and sixty-four having
voted in the negative the motion did
not prevail.

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

SPEAKER EDGAR: The Chair
would like to thank the gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Fuller,
very much for his excellent services
as Speaker pro tem.

Thereupon, the Sergeant-at-Arms
conducted the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Fuller, to his seat on
the Floor, amid the applause of the
House, and Speaker Edgar resumed
the Chair.

The SPEAKER: Under Orders of
the Day the Chair now lays before
the House item number two under
unfinished business, House Report
“Ought not to pass’” of the Com-
mittee on Judiciary on Bill ““An Act
relating to Municipal Court and
Trial Justice Court Costs and
Fines”’, House Paper 1000, Legisla-
tive Document 1428, tabled on May
16 by the gentleman from Bath, Mr,
Ross, pending acceptance of the
“‘Ought not to pass’” Report, and
the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen: It seems that
now I am in the midst of them
again. This is a lawyers’ bill strict-
ly, although I sponsored it. It is a
bill to do away with all costs of
court and includes them in the fines.
I have already plead nolo before
the Judiciary Committee so I will
not offer that plea again today, but
this was the idea of and it was
drawn up by the Society of Muniei-
pal Judges and Court Recorders.
They worked on the idea for three
consecutive years. Costs of court,
the collection of them, the account-
ing for them and the distribution
of them is a most complicated and
outmoded thing. Now, several mem-
bers of the Judiciary Committee
have admitted that the bill has a
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great deal of merit but they claim
that it is just a bit too complicated.
In opposition at the public hear-
ing there were only two persons
who claimed it would be a loss to
their cities but the idea was sound.
It was not the intent of the spon-
sors to make any municipality lose
money, and we were willing to of-
fer an amendment which we did in
committee, but the amendment was
also drawn up by a lawyer and
Judiciary cleimed that that also was
too complicated. We have another
more simple amendment now filing
number 435, and I would like to sub-
stitute the bill for the report in or-
der that this amendment could be
offered, and after the legal talent
in this House has had an opportun-
ity to give it more careful study,
if they want to indefinitely post-
pone it at third reading of
enactment I certainly will have no
recourse then, but I hope that they
will go along up to that point and I
move that the bill be substituted
for the report.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Bath, Mr. Ross;
that with respect to Bill “An Act
relating to Municipal Court and
Trial Justice Court Costs and
Fines”, House Paper 1000. Legisla-
tive Document 1428, the Bill be sub-
stituted for the ‘‘Ought not to pass’
Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bangor, Mr. Browne.

Mr. BROWNE: Mr. Speaker, I
am informed that the proponents
have done a great deal of work on
this since it was reported out of
Committee, and we are in accord
in going along with the motion of
the gentleman from Bath, Mr. Ross,
to substitute the Bill for the Re-
port, and in the interim we will
have an opportunity to further study
the amendment and make our final
decision at that time.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Bath, Mr. Roess, that the Bill be
substituted for the Report. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
Bill was given its first and second
readings.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bath, Mr.
Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, I now
offer House Amendment “‘A”.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross, now offers
House Amendment “A”’ and moves
its adoption.

The Clerk will read the amend-
ment.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to H.
P. 1000, L. D. 1428, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Municipal Court and
Trial Justice Court Costs and Fines.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
all of ““See. 2.”

Further amend said Bill in‘“‘Sec.
3” by adding after the underlined
word ‘‘than’” in the 10th line the
underlined word ‘hereinafter’.

Further amend said Bill in “Sec.
4” by striking out the underlined
words ‘“‘and for operating without a
license’’ in the 9th line.

Further amend said Bill in that
part designated ‘‘Sec. 10’ of section
10 under the caption ‘“Fees in
criminal cases.” by drawing a line
through the following words as fol-

civil and crimipal

9,
For each day’s attendance 200
= S ?
For each mile’s travel going
3 )
and returning home 06.

Further amend said Bill in that
part designated ‘‘Sec. 2-A” of sec-
tion 11 by adding at the end of the
3rd paragraph of subsection IV the
following underlined sentences:

The county, except in the case of
a municipal ordinance violation,
shall pay the municipality $4 each
time one of the latter’s law enforce-
ment officers duly signs, as arrest-
ing officer, the return of a criminal
warrant, issued by a trial justice or
municipal court which is located
within that county. Such $4 fee shall
be paid within a reasonable time af-
ter the county commissioners have
met, examined and corrected the
monthly report of the court. Such
fees shall be paid regardless of the
final disposition of the case. Neither
the county nor the court shall be re-
guired to pay any fee for the serv-
ices or expense of any municipal
law enforcement officer before such
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a court in any criminal proceeding
as an aid, as a witness or in any
other capacity.’

Further amend said Bill in that
part designated ‘“‘Sec. 2-A” of sec-
tion 11 by adding at the end of the
3rd paragraph of subsection IV the
following underlined blocked para-
graph:

‘The county, except in a case where
any part of any fine collected would
accrue to the State Highway Com-
mission, shall pay the latter $4 each
time a State Police officer duly
signs, as arresting officer, the re-
furn of a criminal warrant issued
by a trial justice or municipal court
which is located within the county.
Such $4 fee shall be paid within a
reasonable time afier the county
commissioners have met, examined
and correct the menihly report of
the court. Such fee shall be paid re-
gardless of the final disposition of
the case. Neither the county nor the
court shall be required to pay any
fee for the services or expense of
any State Police officer, as an aid,
a witness or in any other capacity.’

House Amendment “A’’ was adopt-
ed and the Bill assigned for third
reading tomorrow.

The SPEAKER: Under Orders of
the Day the Chair now lays before
the House item number three under
unfinished business, Bill “An Act
Prohibiting Dogs Running at
Large’”, House Paper 601, Legisla-
tive Document 848, tabled on May
16 by the gentleman from Orono,
Mr. Needham, pending third read-
ing.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bingham, Mr. Shaw.

Mr. SHAW: Mr. Speaker, I now
offer House Amendment “A’”’ which
has been reproduced under filing
408, and move its adoption.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bingham, Mr. Shaw, now of-
fers House Amendment “A” and
moves its adoption.

The Clerk will read the amend-
ment.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to H.
P. 601, L. D. 848, Bill, “An Act
Prohibiting Dogs Running at
Large.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
in the T7th, 8th, 9th and 10th lines
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of that part designated “‘Sec. 96-A”’
the following underlined words:

‘Except that hunting dogs, common-
ly used for hunting purposes, may
be used for this purpose, during the
period from February ist to March
31st, when accompanied by the own-
er or other authorized person.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out in the 11th and 12th lines
of that part designated ‘Sec. 96-A”’
the following underlined words:
‘which fine and costs shall not be
suspended.’

House Amendment “A” was
adopted, the Bill given its third
reading, passed to be engrossed as
amended and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: Under Orders of
the Day the Chair now lays before
the House the fourth item under un-
finished business, Bill “An Act re-
lating to Appointment of Deputy
Commissioner of Institutional Serv-
ices and Member of Parole Board’’,
House Paper 1006, Legislative Docu-
ment 1432, tabled on May 16 by the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. Jal-
bert, pending further consideration.
This Bill has been enacted in the
House as amended by Committee
Amendment filing number 322, was
engrossed in the Senate as amended
by Senate Amendment “A’’ in non-
concurrence. Is it the pleasure of
the House to recede and concur?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Perham,
Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
don’t know what part of this after-
noon I was asleep but I wonder if
at this time we could reconsider
our action on the first item under
Bills in the Third Reading for the
purpose of offering an amendment
which I was handed earlier, it mere-
ly corrects an error in the Bill.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, moves
that the House reconsider its action
with respect to Bill ““An Aect relating
to Geological Survey Publications™,
Senate Paper 232, Legislative Docu-
ment 633, whereby the House passed
this Bill to be engrossed earlier in
the day. Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed.
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The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the same gentleman.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
now offer House Amendment “A”
and move its adoption.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, now of-
fers House Amendment “A” and
moves its adoption.

The Clerk will read House Amend-
ment “A”.

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

HOUSE AMENDMENT ‘“A” to S.
P. 232, L. D. 633, Bill, “An Act
Relating to Geological Survey Pub-
lications.”

Amend said Bill in that part des-
ignated “‘Sec. 6-D” by striking out
the underlined words ‘‘Development
of Industry and Commerce’”’ in the
2nd line and inserting in place there-
of the underlined words ‘Economic
Development’

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

The SPEAKER: Under Orders of
the Day the Chair lays before the
House the first tabled and today
assigned matter, House Report
“Ought not to pass’” of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and Fi-
nancial Affairs on Bill ““An Act In-
creasing Salary of Members of the
Legislature”, House Paper 1023,
Legislative Document 1456, tabled
on May 17 by the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, pending the
motion of the gentleman from
Bucksport, Mr. Pierce, to substitute
the Bill for the Report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bucksport, Mr. Pierce.

Mr. PIERCE: Mr. Speaker, a few
years ago, I believe it was in 1951,
the legislature was fresh out of mon-
ey in attempting to balance its bud-
get. One of our members at that
time did introduce a bill saying thnt
in an attempt to balance the bud-
get all members of the legislature
should remit their check back to
the Treasurer of State, their salary
checks. That bill was referred to
the Committee on Correctional In-
stitutions. (Laughter) Somewhere
between that point and the point of
the bill we are now discussing,
which I did introduce and I told



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MAY 20, 1957

you I introduced it in a hurry
taking the figure out of mid-air of
two thousand dollars, there is a
happy medium for the salary that
we legislators and future legislators
should receive. That exact figure
should not have been determined
and it was not determined by the
Coemmittee of Appropriations and
Financial Affairs. I assure you, la-
dies and gentlemen, I introduced
that only as a vehicle in order that
we should determine what is a fair
value upon the future legislators.

As I attempted to discuss the oth-
er day, Friday I believe, I suggest-
ed that if you permitted me to sub-
stitute the bill for the report we,
in turn, would discuss it with the
other body. Frankly, in my opinion,
two thousand is too much of a
jump. I did prepare an amendment
which you have on your desk now,
filing number 470, reducing that fig-
ure to fifteen hundred dollars for
the basic legislator. I do believe
that we should submit this bill, sub-
stitute the bill for the report. 1
realize that we cannot refer to any
action taken by the other body, but
I have been discussing the matter
with the other body. I believe that
the amended bill, if you will go
along with me, will be defeated over
there and I am not referring to any
past legislation. I do believe that
we should then come up with a
Committee of Conference between
the two branches because in that
way, we legislators could then come
up with a proper figure. This, 1
believe, is the proper method.
Therefore, in order that I may pre-
sent this amendment and in order
that it may be discussed between
the two branches, Mr. Speaker, 1
move that we substitute the bill for
the report.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman that that is
the pending motion.

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Bucksport, Mr. Pierce, that with re-
spect to bill ‘“‘An Act Increasing Sal-
ary of Members of the Legislature”
the House substitute the bill for the
“Ought not to pass’’ report.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Presque Isle, Mrs.
Christie.

Mrs. CHRISTIE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: 1 guess I'm
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the one who has to take out the
knife every little while, but the first
term in my present chair in the
legislature, we were receiving
$850.00 appropriation. That year the
legislature voted to make it $1,000.00
for the next term. The second term
I was here, another bill was intro-
duced asking for $2,000.00 appropria-
tion, but that was cut to $1,250.00.
This term we are asked to make an-
other increase in cur appropriation
or our salary. To my way of think-
ing, we are trying to economize as
far as we can in government. There
are a good many things that are
necessary and among them is one to
which I referred Friday, the pen-
sions for retired teachers.lam quite
concerned about that, that we pass
that bill which would help the aged
teachers to live a little more com-
fortably during the last years of their
life. I feel that those who come here
to this legislature can do so on the
appropriation we now receive. It’s
enough to take care of expenses as
far as I can see, and I feel that this
bill should not pass.

The SPEAKER: 1Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. COUTURE: Mr. Speaker, La-
dies and Gentlemen of the 98th Leg-
islature: I think perhaps that it would
be quite apropos if I were to say a
few words in regards to the subject
matter increasing the legislator’s
pay. I don’t believe that one has to
do too much quandering in regard
to the merits of an increase. I am
of the firm opinion that this record-
breaking session and the near rec-
ord-breaking session of the 97th Leg-
islature more than speaks for itself.

I know there are certain members
of this present body who will be in
opposition to any increase in pay.
One of the arguments they will use
and have used in the past is that
they feel that it is an honor and priv-
ilege to be a member of this great,
august body. To this argument I of-
fer no retaliation because I concur
sincerely with their thinking. Other
opponents who are adverse to raising
salaries of future legislative mem-
bers argue that the people back home
would be very much opposed to such
action. I doubt this argument to be
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valid and I shall substantiate my
thoughts pertaining to this subject.

I am convinced that most of our
folks back home have only a vague
idea respecting our salaries. I say
this in all sincerity, because after
being a member of the last body
that had the audacity to increase
the pay for future legislatures, af-
ter we adjourned and I went back
to work, I made it a point to discuss
this very issue with the people who
pay the bill. Much to my surprise
I found that they were not angry,
to the contrary they never realized
that we received so little for our
services.

The people back home know that
after we adjourn we still have a lot
of time left and we are called upon
by many of these same people to
pursue certain matters of vital in-
terest to them. Many of these peo-
ple have problems and I dare say
that there isn’t one of us here that
hasn’t rendered a considerable
amount of services to the people
back home, after we have finished
our duties at the State House. These
are some of the things that we as
representatives have to do, and do
them for the full two years that
we are elected for. They are also
very sympathetic and realize the
high cost of living here in Augusta
when we are in session.

The citizens of this state are well
aware and appreciate the fact that
just and adequate compensation can
be of tremendous value in luring
able and competent legislators to
the Stzte House and keeping them
here for several sessions. Being able
to lure them back is very impor-
tant to good government. Mostly ev-
eryone realizes that we spend the
better part of our first term getting
acquainted and learning the parlia-
mentary procedure which is so im-
portant for a smooth working body
such as this. Our first term we
spend building up a reputation and
acquiring seasoning that will even-
tually be of great value as we gain
our seniority. People are well aware
that seniority is a deciding factor
and has a lot of bearing on what
their representatives can do. How
can we expect good lawmakers to
come back when I have heard so
many of them say to me, I can’t
come back here because this session
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has been so costly. A lot of us can-
not afford to come back.

There are many people in this
state with patriotic interests and
talent but with limited means. They
would enjoy serving this state in
such a capacity. But because of fi-
nancial limitation they cannot. This
barrier then is certainly an injustice
to this particular group of people.
We must do all we can to encourage
these people to run. The fact that
someone has the means to serve in
this legislature does not indicate that
ke is the most qualified or has more
love for the state. All I want to say
is that we must pay enough to al-
low citizens who desire an opportun-
ity to serve, to do so. Then we can
say that it is a government by the
people, of the people, and for all of
the people.

For instance I read where the
State of Ohio had doubled the pay
of its legislature, going from $1000
to $2000. Immediately most mem-
bers were seeking second terms and
many more people became interest-
ed. This is not true in Maine and
the large turnover from two years
ago is proof conclusive. This also
has been true in other states. The
world of lawmaking, unlike the
world of economics, does lend itself
with mathematical precision to the
old saying that you get what you
pay for. We all know that high pay
is not always a sure fire guarantee
for high quality, but the point is
in low pay we have a definite ob-
stacle.

Until two years ago legislators
whose salaries are fixed by statutes,
as they should be and not anchored
by constitutional limits, received
one thousand dollars, then the 97th
Legislature raised it to the present
$1250, a figure far too low. The re-
maining weeks we will spend here
bears me ouf. Some states pay as
high as $5000. I do not believe in
this high figure even if we could
afford to pay it. We should never
make a legislator’s job a full time
business. It should remain just as
it is now, a part time job. I feel
that something of great value would
be lost if the element of sacrifice
were eliminated altogether, but we
must be very realistic about the
amount of sacrifice we make or sub-
ject others to. Many people feel that
under our present setup the handi-
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cap is too severe. Thus we are elim-
inating many a person who could
and would render the great State
of Maine their competent services.
We owe it to ourselves and our peo-
ple to pay their legislators a some-
what reasonable token for their
services. Common sense does not
dictate otherwise.

In closing, 1 would like to say that
in general, demcecracy gives large-
ly to the community, but very spar-
ingly to those who govern it. As
good conscientious legislators we
must have the courage of our con-
victions and grant just compensa-
tion for public spirited citizens who
are willing to give so much for the
sake of serving this great state and
its people. I hope that we substitute
the bill for the report.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. WALKER: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: On Friday
last, I objected to raising our pay
by the method of going through the
back door. I rise today to object to
raising our pay by going through
the front door. We have all receiv-
ed, or at least a number of us have
received telegrams from various
employees asking us, that is state
employees, asking us how we could
fail to vote them an increase in
automobile mileage. That is only one
of the many questions that we will
be asked to answer if we reverse
the field here today on the follow-
ing legislative day and raise our
own pay. For that reason and many
others it would take a long time to
discuss here, I move indefinite post-
ponement of this bill. ,

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of
the gentleman from Auburn, Mr.
Walker, that with respect to bill
“An Act Increasing Salary of Mem-
bers of the Legislature” the ‘“‘Ought
not to pass’ report be indefinitely
postponed.

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, be-
fore making the motion to ask for
a division, I would simply like to
state my feelings that having raised
our salaries as the gentlewoman
from Presque Isle, Mrs. Christie,
has so ably pointed out, for two
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sessions in a row, I don’t think that
I shall be able to vote to raise
my salary, or raise a salary of the
legislature a third time. Therefore,
I'm in favor of indefinite postpone-
ment.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Auburn, Mr. Walker, that with re-
spect to bill “An Act Increasing Sal-
ary of Members of the Legislature”
the Committee Report be indefinite-
ly postponed. A division has been
requested.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Perham, Mr. Bragdon.

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. Speaker, I
am not going to speak at this time
either for or against this measure,
but I would hope that if it is the
feeling that we may be going to
reverse ourselves at this time, I do
want to say that I think it is unwise
at this time. I would rather see it
done after action is taken on sal-
aries of state employees. I will not
make a motion to table, but I mere-
ly point that out.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bucksport,
Mr. Pierce.

Mr. PIERCE: Mr. Speaker, point
of order, I believe the gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Walker, moved
that the Committee Report be indef-
initely postponed. The Committee
Report was ‘“‘Ought not to pass’.

The SPEAKER: That is correct,
an indefinite postponement of a
Committee Report indefinitely post-
pones the Bill and all its papers.

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

Mr. CHILDS: Mr. Speaker, may
I inquire from any member of the
Appropriations Committee, is there
a bill in at this time for the pur-
pose of raising the State employees?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Childs, has ad-
dressed a question through the
Chair. The gentleman from Perham,
Mr. Bragdon, may answer.

Mr. BRAGDON: The answer is
yes.

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

Mr. CHILDS: Did the gentleman
from Perham, Mr. Bragdon, make

the House
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a motion that this lay on the ta-
ble?

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
did not.

Mr. CHILDS: 1 therefore move
this matter lay upon the table pend-
ing the acceptance of either report.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
tfore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Childs, that with respect to Bill ““An
Act Increasing Salary of Members
of the Legislature””, House Paper
1023, Legislative Document 1456, the
Committee Report be tabled unas-
signed pending the motion of the
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Wal-
ker, that the Report be indefinitely
postponed.

Will those who favor the tabling
motion please say aye; those oppos-
ed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken the
motion prevailed and the Report
was so tabled.

The SPEAKER: At this time the
Chair would lay before the House the
matter tabled earlier today and as-
signed for later in today’s session.
The Chair refers to the Constitu-
tional amendment, Resolve Propos-
ing an Amendment to the Constitu-
tion Providing for Limited Even-
Year Budget Sessions of the Legis-
lature, Senate Paper 427, Legisla-
tive Document 1210, tabled earlier
in the day by the gentleman from
Brooks, Mr. Elwell, pending the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Tevanian, to accept the Minor-
ity “Ought to pass’” Report. This
Resolve came from the Senate with
the reports and the Resolve indef-
initely postponed.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker, if
my motion is in order, and in view
of the fact that there are many
members here who are interested
in this measure pro and con, it is a
major piece of legislation, I would
move that it be tabled until tomor-
Tow.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr. Jal-
bert, that Resolve Proposing an
Amendment to the Constitution Pro-
viding for Limited Even-Year Bud-
get Sessions of the Legislature, that
with respect to that Resolve both
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reports be tabled and specially as-
signed for tomorrow pending the
motion of the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Tevanian, that the House
accept the Minority ‘“Ought to pass”
Report.

Will those who favor the tabling
motion please say aye; those oppos-
ed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken the
motion prevailed and both reports
were so tabled.

On motion of the gentleman from
Bridgton, Mr. Haughn, the House
voted to take from the table the
fifteenth tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill ““An Act relating to Ini-
tial Motor Vehicle Number Plates”,
House Paper 957, Legislative Docu-
ment 1358, tabled on April 23 by
that gentleman pending the motion
of the gentleman from Lewiston, Mr.
Jacques, to indefinitely postpone.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Lewiston,
Mr. Jacques.

Mr. JACQUES: Mr. Speaker, I
believe that when a change is to be
made relative to any further cate-
gories of plates that with our pres-
ent six-year plate setup, we must
consider the time element to save
extra expense in the administration
costs plus the cost of labor and dies
to make these special plates.

The Motor Vehicle Department
must set up an entire new section
to handle all of the various initials
that will be requested which will all
have to be checked before they are
sent to the prison to be made up so
that there will he no duplications,
and if there are duplications, a per-
son will have to be written to and
advised of the same and write back
to the Motor Vehicle Department
for a new initial. As there are six
branch offices, the delay and time
involved will certainly be a hard-
ship to the customer and the Motor
Vehicle Department due to delays
along the line.

This particular bill sets Novem-
ber first as the deadline for the
first year, but each and every year
thereafter, no deadline has been
set.

Chief Marx of the State Police,
when testifying before the Commit-
tee, stressed that he could not see
how an automobile directory as used
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today could be compiled and that
the State Police or Motor Vehicle
Department would have to have a
twenty-four hour, around the clock
bureau open to check numbers. All
other law enforcement agencies will
suffer by paying large telephone bills
to check the numbers of violators.

If this bill passes and a large
number apply for initial plates, the
State will be put to a big expense
to recall the regular plates now in
the possession of the applicant. I
believe that all initial bills should
be deferred until the new plates
are issued.

Therefore, I hope that the indefi-
nite postponement of this bill does
go through.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House: I rise to speak
on this bill because I happened to
introduce it. I would like to explain
very briefly what it’s all about. This
bill allows any person who is willing
to pay $5 a year to have their
initials or their initials and a num-
ber on their license plates. The
reason for putting this bill in was
an attempt to satisfy groups who
have been before the Transportation
Committee for the fourth session
in a row, particularly groups such
as ham radio operators, and this
year we had Civilian Defense, we
had sheriffs and we had promised
us that in the near future, doctors
would come in the same as they do
in New York. The State of Connecti-
cut has had initial plates for many
years, but recently discontinued the
practice of offering initials on the
basis of a safe driving record be-
cause that was too complicated.
That feature is not in this bill in
front of you.

The State of New Hampshire at
this year’s session passed a bill
authorizing the Secretary of State
to issue initials or numbers, or
initials and numbers in combinations
for an annual fee.

We had in front of our Committee
the so-called Ham Radio Bill per-
mitting the hams to have their call
letters on their plates. I have always
been in favor of this bill, and I still
am. I don’'t know any more deserv-
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ing group, and I think when that
bill comes before us, which is a
companion bill to this one, that you
will understand why. Now, it seems
to me that if the trend is towards al-
lowing more simple designation of
plates, particularly since it’s volun-
tary, if a person is willing to pay
$5 a year for this privilege, I do not
feel that they can accuse us of
trying to put a tax on the privilege.
The reason that I put the bill in
was that for years, the last three
sessions, the Department of State
has opposed the ham bill on the
basis that if you give it to them,
other groups will come in. There-
fore, I put a bill in doing exactly
what they have argued letting all
groups have initials if they wish
to pay $5 a year.

You have just heard from the
gentleman from Lewiston, Mr.
Jacques, of the various complica-
tions and the reasons why it
shouldn’t be done. Unfortunately, I
do not believe that there is too
much serious concern about some
of the arguments raised. I do know
that the only serious opponent that
I have heard to date has been the
police chief of the City of Lewiston,
and from whence comes his oppo-
sition is not too clear since other
police chiefs in the state have not
registered their objections with the
Committee.

This is not a major piece of leg-
islation, but it is an enabling act.
It is permissive, and I. understand
that there are many amongst the
two branches of the legislature who
prefer to see this go through rather
than the bill just for the hams alone.
Frankly it is up to you people to
decide whether you want this bill
or prefer to see only the hams al-
lowed to have their call letters,
which I certainly hope you will give
serious consideration. I hope you
will think twice before you go along
with the measure to indefinitely
postpone since the Department of
State itself has argued session after
session that they would rather see
the door open to all groups than
to just one group.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Beyer. :

Mr. BEYER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies
and Gentlemen of the House: As
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the gentleman from Bangor, Mr.
Totman, has said this is not a very
vital issue to the state or to us this
session. We did feel, some of us on
the Committee, that you will be
confronted with these bills in ses-
sions hereafter as you have been
confronted with them before, and
although we do admit that there will
be some further problems to the
Secretary’s office in administering
such a bill, that is is a revenue
measure and it will take care once
and for all of all these special
interest groups who come in and
want special plates, and, to be con-
sistent, some of us on the Commit-
tee voted in favor of this bill as op-
posed to the other bill for just one
particular group and I believe that
that is the way that perhaps some of
us will vote today, but again I think
that those items that the gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Jacques, brought
out can be corrected and that this
is a good bill as far as both raising
money and as far as meeting the
problems that will come to every
session of this legislature in ac-
cordance with the past events that
have shown up before the Trans-
portations Committee.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Lewiston,
Mr. Jacques.

Mr. JACQUES: Mr. Speaker, at
present, Ladies and Gentlemen, we
have a directory which our law
enforcement agencies have like the
Sheriff’s Department in Andros-
All you have to do is call
the Sheriff’s Department and ask
them who has so and so plate,
and they can give you that number
within ‘a minute, and if this bill
goes through, this would put a
hardship on these law enforcement
agencies because they wouldn’t be
able to have this directory. They
would have to have a man at the
State House here and call the State
House any time that they want a
number. They could not have a
directory in their own office. The
City of Lewiston is the same thing.
The City of Augusta is the same
thing. Even in garages they have
those directories to show who owns
certain numbers and what kind of
cars that they have. Now this bill
is not,—was put in here to identify
the person who is driving the car.
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Well, this plate wasn’t meant for
that. It was meant for a number of
plates to show that this certain
person owns the car. Well now,
ladies and gentleman, I hope that
this enough on this bill and I hope
that you all vote against it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Chelsea,
Mr. Allen.

Mr. ALLEN: Mr. Speaker, as a
signer of the ‘‘Qught to pass” re-
port, I think I should explain my
position on this bill. I signed the
“Ought to pass’” report on this bill
and also one for the ham radio
operators. Of the two bills, I prefer
to see this one pass because it opens
the door for anybody who desires
initial number plates and it also lets
the ham radio operators have what
they have been asking for several
sessions.

In rebuttal to remarks of the gen-
tleman from Lewiston, Mr. Jacques,
this service that is performed in the
form of listing the numbers of li-
cense plates numerically in a book
for police and garages is a very
good service. This bill was drafted
with that in mind. We had the op-
position before the Committee and
it was decided that if we set a date
of November first for time for ap-
plying that anybody with initials
would have to have their initials
assigned to them before the first
of the year, and, therefore, those
could be listed alphabetically and
there would be no further ad-
ditions to it throughout the year,
and as far as I can see, it would
create no problem whatever as far
as listing numbers go. I think it is
a good bill and I hope you will
vote against the motion to indefi-
nitely postpone it.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Fal-
mouth, Mrs. Smith.

Mrs. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, may
I ask a question through the Chair
to any member of the Committee?
Is the $5.00 going to cover the cost
of making these plates? That isn’t
clear, I don’t think.

The SPEAKER: The gentlewoman
from Falmouth, Mrs. Smith, ad-
dresses a question through the Chair
and the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman, may answer.
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Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, I will
attempt to answer the question by
saying that the Committee investi-
gated the cost of plates last session
The cost of metal plates per pair
made by the State Prison is rough-
ly 26 cents per pair, but the cost
of our present metal plates with the
reflective scotchlite on them is ap-
proximately $1.26. It is understood
that with six-year plates, if you
pay $5.00 a year, that’s a $30.00 in-
come and I suspect that $30.00
against $1.26 cost of material will
cover quite a bit of administrative
costs.

The SPEAKER: Is
ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker,
Members of the House: I did not
intend to speak on this particular
bill, but I'm really forced to now
because I'm certainly concerned
with the ham operators’ bill which
is still pending, and as I under-
stand, it seems to be the intent
and the opinion that if this bill is
turned down, the ham operators’
bill should almost automatically go
likewise, so to defend my position
of thinking on the ham operators’
bill, so there will be no discrimi-
nation of special legislation, I am
forced now to take the side of my
good friend, the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, against what
I previously said before that 1
wouldn’t, but I find it necessary
now because if we are going to sin-
gle out single ones which seems to
be the opponents, theory, then we
must have the same for all. When
we face the real issue or what the
meaning of it is, doctors, nurses,
anybody in professional services,
coming back to ham operators, the
services rendered to this state free
without any cost to the taxpayers
or citizens of this state, I think all
of them deserve some consideration,
and I certainly hope the motion for
indefinite postponement does not
prevail.

The SPEAKER: 1Is the House
ready for the question?

The question before the House is
the motion of the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jacques, that Bill “An
Act relating to Initial Motor Vehicle
Number Plates,”” House Paper
Plates,” House Paper 957, Legisla-
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tive Document 1358, and all its ac-
companying papers be indefinitely
postponed.

Will those who favor the motion
to indefinitely postpone please say
aye; those opposed, no.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Lewiston,
Mr. Jacques.

Mr. JACQUES: Mr.
request a division.

The SPEAKER: A division has
been requested.

will all those who favor the mo-
tion to indefinitely postpone this
Bill please rise and remain standing
until the monitors have made and
returned the count.

A division of the House was had.

Thirty-two having voted in the
affirmative and seventy-four having
voted in the negative the motion did
not prevail.

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, may
I ask through the Chair if the Clerk
is in possession of an amendment to
this Bill? There was one prepared,
if the bill passed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
advise the gentleman from Bangor
that Committee Amendment ‘“A”
has already been adopted if that is
the one he refers to, filing 233.

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, 1
would advise the Chair that there
is a second amendment that hasn’t
been adopted to clarify the first one.
I request a few moments to locate
that.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may.

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, I now
offer House Amendment ‘A" to
Committee Amendment ‘A", filing
416.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, offers
House Amendment ‘“A” to Commit-
tee Amendment ““A’’ and moves its
adoption.

Before the House may act on
House Amendment “A” to Commit-
tee Amendment ‘“A’’ it will be neces-
sary for the House to reconsider its
action on Committee Amendment
“A’” whereby it adopted that amend-
ment. Does the Chair understand
the gentleman to so move?

Speaker, 1
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Mr. TOTMAN:
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, moves
that the House reconsider its action
whereby it adopted Committee
Amendment “A” on April 19. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will
read House Amendment ““A’’ to Com-
mittee Amendment “A”’.

House Amendment “A’” to Com-
mittee Amendment ‘“A” was read
by the Clerk as follows:

HOUSE AMENDMENT “A” to
COMMITTEE AMENDMENT “A”
to H. P. 957, L. D. 1358, Bill, “An
Act Relating to Initial Motor Vehicle
Number Plates.”

Amend said Amendment by strik-
ing out the date ‘“‘January 1, 1958’
at the end thereof and inserting in
place thereof the words and fig-
ures ‘with the registration year 1958’

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman.

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker, I
would like toexplainthat this amend-
ment simply gives the Secretary of
State a little more leeway by saying
‘“‘the registration year 1958 rather
than ‘‘January 1, 1958”, and if Imay
I would like to clarify that House
Amendment ‘“A’” does away with
the objection that the gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr, Jacques, previ-
ously stated, it does require that all
applications must be received by
November 1.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman is
referring to Committee Amendment
‘lA’Y-

Mr. TOTMAN: To House Amend-
ment ‘“A”, right.

The SPEAKER: Committee Amend-
ment ‘“A” which is amended by
House Amendment ““A”,

Mr. TOTMAN: I was trying to ex-
plain, Mr. Speaker, the full context
of the amended amendment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
may proceed.

I so move, Mr.
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Mr. TOTMAN: The fully amended
amendment will remove the objec-
tions I just stated of those who claim
that this will upset the so-called di-
rectory system by requiring all in-
dividuals to have their applications
on file by November 1 preceding
the year they receive their plates,
and no subsequent applications may
be received after November 1 for the
entire year. I would like to stress
that because I am sure you mem-
bers may be requested to change
your vote later on the basis that it
will harm the directory system, and
this amendment was worked out in
cooperation with the gentleman who
runs the directory system.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House that House Amendment
“A” to Committee Amendment “A”
shall be adopted?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House that Commit-
tee Amendment ‘A’ as amended
by House Amendment ‘“A’ shall be
adopted?

The motion prevailed.

Thereupon the Bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended and sent
mittee Amendment ‘“A”’ as amended
to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Beyer.

Mr. BEYER: Mr. Speaker, in ac-
cordance with my promise and
agreements if this Bill passes
through it will not be necessary to
pass item thirty-two on your tabled
and unassigned matters, and there-
fore to see what success the present
bill we just passed has at the other
end of the corridor I will not, ac-
cording to my agreement, bring it
off at this time but wait for further
developments. I just wanted to be
sure to get that on the record so
that everybody would remember
what the plan was.

On motion of Mr. Totman of Ban-
gor;

Adjourned until nine-thirty o’clock
tomorrow morning.



