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ONE HUNDRED SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE 
SECOND REGULAR SESSION 

Summary Of Legislation Before The Joint Standing Committees 
June 1996 

We are pleased to provide this summary of bills that were considered by the 15 Joint 
Standing Committees of the Maine Legislature staffed by this office. The document is a 
compilation of bill summaries which describe each bill, committee amendments and other 
relevant amendments, as well as the final action taken on the bill. Also included are statistical 
summaries of bill activity this Session for the Legislature and each of its joint standing 
committees. 

The document is organized for convenient reference to information on bills handled by 
the joint standing committees. It is organized alphabetically by committees and within 
committees by bill (LD) number. The committee report(s), prime sponsor for each bill and the 
lead co-sponsor(s), if designated, are listed below each bill title. All adopted amendments are 
listed by paper number. Two indices, a subject index and a numerical index by LD number are 
provided for easy reference to bills. They are located at the back of the document. A separate 
publication, History and Final Disposition of Legislative Documents, may also' be helpful in 
providing information on the disposition of bills. 

Final action on each bill is noted to the right of the bill title. The abbreviations used for 
various categories of final action are as follows: 

CARRIED OVER ........................................................................ Bill carried over to Second Session 
CON RES XXX: ................................ Chapter# of Constitutional Resolution passed by both Houses 
CONF CMTE UNABLE TO AGREE ................ Committee of Conference unable to agree; bill died 
DIED BETWEEN BODIES ......................................................... House & Senate disagree; bill died 
DIED ON ADJOURNMENT. .................................. Action incomplete when session ended; bill died 
EMERGENCY. ............................................................. Enacted law takes effect sooner than 90 days 
FAILED EMERGENCY ENACTMENT ..................................... Emergency bill failed to get 2/3 vote 
FAILED ENACTMENT ....................................................................... Billfailed to get majority vote 
FAILED MANDATE ENACTMENT ..................... Bill imposing local mandate failed to get 2/3 vote 
INDEF PP ................................................................................................ Bill Indefinitely Postponed 
ONTP .......................................................................................... Ought Not To Pass report accepted 
P&S XXX-...................................................................... Chapter # of enacted Private & Special Law 
PUBLIC XXX: ................................................................................. Chapter # of enacted Public Law 
RESOLVEXXX-........................................................................... Chapter# of finally passed Resolve 
UNSIGNED .......................................................................... Not signed by Governor within 10 days 
VETO SUSTAINED ................................................... Legislature failed to override Governor's Veto 

Please note the effective date for all non-emergency legislation enacted in the Second 
Regular Session (unless otherwise specified in a particular law) is July 4, 1996. 
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1. Investigate the potential to work with other northeastern states to apportion agricultural 
research among the various land grant universities; 

2. Work on dairy farm energy issues; 

3. Improve communication regarding value-added dairy products; 
 

4. Ensure that the Maine Milk Commission is not being overly restrictive in approving dairy 
promotions; 

5. Establish a clearinghouse for those desiring to sell and those desiring to buy farms; 

6. Develop a program for on-site management advice for dairy farms; 
 

7. Ensure that dairy interests are aware of proposed environmental rules that might affect the 
dairy industry; and 

 

8. Request Maine's Congressional delegation to attempt to have dairy products placed under 
the North American Free Trade Agreement with Canada.  The action or trade with Canada 
must be initiated within 30 days of the effective date of this resolve and the plan for on-site 
management advice must be completed by January 1, 1997. The remaining activities require 
a yearly status report until accomplished. No date for final accomplishment is given. 

Chapter 69 was enacted as an emergency measure effective April 2, 1996. 

 

LD 1808 An Act to Increase the Reimbursement Levels for Forest Fire INDEF PP 

Suppression Costs 
 

Sponsor(s) Committee Report Amendments Adopted 
CARR OTP-AM H-862 
TUTTLE   

 

Under current law, municipalities are entitled to reimbursement for incurred forest fire 
suppression costs that exceed .25% of their state valuation. Anything above this threshold is 
reimbursed by the State. 

 

LD 1808 proposed changing the law by repealing the threshold amount and requiring the State to 
reimburse municipalities for 50% of the costs incurred by the municipalities, regardless of the 
amount of the costs of fire suppression. The State would have been required to pay for or reimburse 
the municipality for forest fire suppression costs above .25% of the state valuation of the 
municipality. 

 

The effect of the changes proposed by this bill would have been felt only by those municipalities 
that currently incur fire suppression costs that do not reach the .25% valuation threshold. The bill 
would have returned the law to the language that existed prior to changes that were made in 1991. 

 

Committee Amendment "A" (H-862) proposed to strike the bill.  It proposed that a municipality 
pay up to .50% of its state valuation for the costs of fighting forest fires in the municipality and the 
State reimburse the municipality for 1/2 of those costs.  The amendment also 
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proposed to require the State to pay for all forest fire costs greater than .50% of a municipality’s 
state valuation.  Under current state law, a municipality must pay all the costs of forest fire control 
up to .25% of the municipality’s state valuation with no reimbursement by the State. The State, 
under current law, must pay all forest fire costs in a municipality that exceed .25% of the 
municipality’s state valuation. 

 

The amendment also proposed to require a municipality to pay the first $10,000 in fire suppression 
costs for each forest fire, except that the total amount a municipality pays annual for forest fire 
suppression costs could not exceed .50% of the municipality’s state valuation. 

 

The amendment also proposed to provide that the unorganized territory reimburse the State for 1/2 
of the costs of fighting forest fires up to a total fire-fighting cost equal to .50% of the unorganized 
territory’s state valuation. The State would pay forest fire costs in the unorganized territory that are 
greater than .50% of the unorganized territory’s state valuation. Under current state law, the 
unorganized territory must reimburse the State for all the costs of forest fire control up to .25% of 
the unorganized territory’s state valuation with no reimbursement by the State. The State, under 
current law, must pay all forest fire costs in the unorganized territory that exceed .25% of the 
unorganized territory’s state valuation. 

 

The amendment also proposed to require the unorganized territory to pay, for each forest fire, the 
first $10,000 in fire suppression costs, except that the total amount the unorganized territory pays 
annually for forest fire suppression costs could not exceed .50% of the unorganized territory’s state 
valuation. 

 

LD 1809 An Act Strengthening the Laws That Prohibit the PUBLIC 602 

Drugging of Animals Competing in Pulling Events and   
Livestock Exhibitions 

 

Sponsor(s) Committee Report Amendments Adopted 
WHITCOMB OTP-AM H-802 
SPEAR   

 

LD 1809 proposed to strengthen the current laws that prohibit the drugging of animals entered in 
pulling contests and expand the prohibition to include animals entered in livestock exhibitions. 

 

As with the law in effect when the bill was presented, the bill proposed to allow the use of 
therapeutic drugs, but require a written statement to be filed within one hour of the administration 
of medication indicating, among other pertinent information, the type of medication and the reason 
for the treatment. A minimum forfeiture for violations was proposed. In addition, the bill proposed 
all prize money and trophies won by the animal be returned. 

 

Committee Amendment "A" (H-802) proposed to add to the definition of "prohibited 
substance" any substance that the Commissioner of Agriculture, Food and Rural Resources by 
rule determines could affect the conduct, actions, endurance, strength, speed performance, 
appearance or disposition of an animal entering into a pulling event or livestock exhibition. It 
also proposed to clarify that an animal's owner or trainer may not refuse to secure or restrain an 
animal for examination and may not interfere with the securing or restraining of an animal. 

 

The amendment also proposed to require notice to be provided to the manager of an event when an 
animal has been administered a therapeutic drug. It also proposed to describe the conditions under 
which a trainer may administer therapeutic drugs. 




