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('allll' frolll tltl' Sl'lIatl' IlIdl'l'illitl'lv 
Post pOIIl'd ill 1I00H·OIl(·UI'I'l'IH'l'. . 

III thl' ((ouse: 
Thl' S I' 1<: A K 1<: I{: Thl' eha i I' rccogni zcs 

till' gpntlpman f(,om Portland, Mr. 
La Pointl'. 

Mr. LaPOINTE: Mr. Spl'akcr, if I may 
POSl' a qUl'stion (,l'lativl' to thl' procedure of 
studY ordl'rs. I rl'l'ogniZl' that this Ordl'r 
has 'bct'n indl'finitl'ly postponed in the 
ntlll'r Body. I was just curious as to how thl' 
Il'gislative leadl'rship ('ouncil may, if thl'Y 
so desirl' to reviv!' this order at a later 
datl', is th!'rl' any instruml'nt or 
mechanism for doing that? The reason I 
raise the question, MI'. Speaker and ml'n 
and women of the House. IS that I consider 
this a rather significant order and I put it 
in primarily as the result of the medical 
school being defeated to attempt to act in a 
responsible fashion to deal with the 
question of developing or trying to create a 
mechanism for the legislature to more 
adequately plan for the development of 
health care services in rural areas in the 
State of Maine. 

The SPEAKER: The Chail' recognizes 
the gentleman from Nobleboro, Mr. 
Palmer. 

Mr. PALMER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: Yes, the answer 
is yes to the gentleman from Portland. The 
council mav revise and there Lire so many 
ordl'rs in j'ight now dl'aling with otlll"r 
subjeds and similar subjel'ts that they 
wanted the opport unity to do that so it is not 
nl'cl'ssarilv dead as of this moment. 

The SPEAKf~R: Tht' Chair 1'l'l'ogniZl's 
thl' gl'ntll'man from Portland, Mr. 
LaPointe. 

MI'. LaPOINTE: MI'. Spl'akl'r, if I ma~' 
just pose another question, then what is thl' 
sense of putting thl' orders in'? It is an 
exerl'ise in futi lity? 

The SPEAKER: The Chail' recognizes 
the gentleman from Nobleboro, Mr. 
Palmer. 

MI'. PALMER: Well, let me say this to 
you, because you have a chance to have it 
studied, that's why, and there are so many. 
orders in now and it·s almost impossible in 
the closing days of legislature for 
leadership to go through all of these orders 
and try to ferret them out and see where 
there are overlying situations. Also we 
take into consideration the amount of work. 
which a given committee has to perform in 
a given period of time. It just so happens I 
believe in Health and Institutions, among 
one, has a significant number and in 
instances sometimes, we take that into 
consideration, do they have the time to do 
the job and do it properly? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
thl' gentleman from Portland, Mr. 
LaPointe whom I assume is going to ask a 
question, therefore, may proceed. .' 

Mr. LaPOINTE: Mr. Speaker, no I'm 
not going to ask a question. I would just 
like to make a point if I may and that is 
that I recall in the l06th Legislature, I 
presented an order relative to the delivery 
or distribution of human services 
programs in the State of Maine and it 
passed in both this Body and the other 
&xlv and then it was later indefinitely 
postponed by legislative leadership 
l'ouncil, so I can't see the logic in 
indefinitely postponing these measures in 
this fashion If they simply go to legislatiVl' 
leadership counCIl and then they can be 
indefinitely postponed at a later date. They 
would have an opportunity to ferret them 
out. I just don't think thIS is the proper 
way. I'm going to ask that we insist. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from York, Mr. Rolde. 

MI'. ROLDE: MI'. Spl'akl'r,I would mOVl' 
that Wl' rt'('pd(' and concur. 

MI'. La Pointe of Portland requl'sted a 
roll call. 

The SPf:AKJ<:R: In ordl'r for the Chairto 
ordl'l' a roll call, it must have the 
l'XPl'l'sst'd dl'sin' of one-fifth of the 
n1l'mbt'rs pn'st'nt and voting. Those in 
favor will vote Yl'S; those opposed will vote 
no. 

A \'otl' of the House was taken and 
obviously more than one fifth of the 
members present having expressed a 
<Iesil't' for a !'Oil call, a roll call was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question 
before the House is the motion to recede 
and concur. Those in favor will vote yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA ~- Albert, Ault, Bagley, Bennett, 

Berry, G. W.; Berube, Birt, Bowie, Burns, 
Bustin, Call, Carey, Carter, Chonko, 
Churchill. Conners. Cox, Curtis, Dam, 
Doak, Drigotas, Dudley, Durgin, 
Farnham. Faucher, Fenlason, Finemore, 
Flanagan, Garsoe, Gould, Hall, 
Hennessey, Hewes, Higgins, Hinds, 
Hunter, Hutchings, Immonen, Ingegneri, 
Jackson, Jensen, Joyce, Kelley, Laffin, 
Leonard, Lewin, Lewis, Littlefield, Lovell. 
Lynch, Mackel, MacLeod, Mahany, 
Martin. A.; Martin, R.: McBreairty, 
McKernan, Miskavage. Mitchell, Morton. 
Nadt'au. Najarhin, Palmer, Peakes, 
Pl'iosi, Perkins, S.; Perkins, T.; Peterson, 
P.; Pierce, Quinn, Raymond, Rolde, 
Rollins, Silverman, Smith, Snowe, Sprowl, 
Strout, Stubbs, Theriault, Torrey, Tozier, 
Tyndall', Usher, Wl'bber, Winship, The 
Spl'akl'r. 

NAY Bachrach, Berry, P. P.; 
Boudreau, Cat'penter, Clark, Connolly, 
C{xlIley, Davies, DeVane, Dow, Fraser, 
Goodwin, H.; Greenlaw, Henderson, 
Hobbins, Kany, Kelleher, LaPointe, 
Laverty, LeBlanc, Lizotte, MacEachern, 
Maxwell, Norris, Pearson, Peterson, T.; 
Powell, Rideout, Saunders, Shute, Snow, 
Spencer, Talbot, Tarr, Twitchell, Wagner, 
Walker, Wilfong. 

ABSENT ~ Blodgett, Byers, Carroll, 
Cote, Curran, P.; Curran, R.; Dyer, 
Farley, Gauthier, Goodwin, K; Gray, 
Hughes, Jacques, Jalbert, Kauffman, 
Kennedy. Lunt, McMahan, Mills, Morin, 
Mulkern, Post, Susi, Teague, Tierney, 
Truman. 

Yes, 87; No, 38, Absent
h

26. 
The SPEAKER: Eig ty-seven having 

voted in the affirmative and thirty-eight in . 
the negative with twenty-six being absent, 
the motion does prevail. 

From the Senate: The following Joint 
Order: (S. P. 605) . 

WHEREAS, the statutes concerning 
divorce have been of great concern to 
recent Legislatures and to the people of 
this State; and 

WHEREAS, much of this concern 
centers on the statutory grounds for 
divorce in this State; and 

WHEREAS, the recent legislative 
decision to permit divorce on the grounds 
of irreconcilable differences has been a 
controversial one; now, therefore. be it 

ORDERED, the House concurring, that 
the Legislative Council, through the Joint 
Standing Committee on the Judiciary, be 
authorized to study the statutes of this 
State relating to divorce, with special 
emphasis on the present grounds for 
di vorce and procedures for obtaining 
divorce, to compare these statutes with 
comparable statutes from other states. to 

dptprminp wht,ther thl' pn'sellt Maine 
statutes concerning divorcc operate 
dearly and equitably, and if not. to 
recommend necessary changes to those 
statutes; and be it further 

ORDERED, that the Council report the 
results of its findings together with any 
proposed recommendations and necessary 
implementing legislation to the next 
special or regular session of the 
Legislature; and be it further 

ORDERED, upon passage in 
concurrence, that SUItable copies of this 
order be transmitted forthWIth to said 
agencies as notice of this directive. 

Comes from the Senate read and passed. 
In the House: the Order was read and 

passed in concurrence. 

The following item appearin.g on 
Supplement No. 11 was taken up out of 
order by unanimous consent: 

An Act Creating the Post· secondary 
Education Commission of Maine (S. P. 
344) (L. D. 1160) which was enacted in the 
House on June 10 and passed to be 
engrossed as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" (S-I34) as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" (S-248) thereto on 
June 5. 

Came from the Senate with engrossment 
reconsidered and the Bill passed to be 
engrossed as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" (S-I34) as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" (S-248) thereto; 
and Senate Amendment "A" (S-379) in 
non-concurrence. 

In the House: The House voted to recede 
and l'oncur. 

Tht, following papers appearing on 
Supplement No. 13 was taken up out of 
order by unanimous consent: 

An Act to Create the Maine Fishing Gear 
Damage Fund (H. P. 1489) (L. D. 1681) 
which was enacted in the House on April 23 
and passed to be engrossed on April 15. 

Came from the Senate with Engrossment 
reconsidered and the Bill passed to be 
engrossed as amended by Senate 
Amendment "A" (5·374) in 
non-concurrence. 

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

The following paper appearing on 
Supplement No. 14 was taken up out of 
order by unanimous consent: 
. -Ail Act Relahng to TenooT Dropouts and 
to Potential School Dropouts (H. P. 1442) 
(L. D. 1702) which was enacted in the 
House on June 10 and passed to be 
engrossed as amended by House 
Amendment "A" (H-571) on May 30. 

Came from the Senate with 
Engrossment reconsidered and the Bill 
passed to be engrossed as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" (S-377) in 
non-concurrence. 

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

The following paper on Supplement No. 
12 was taken up out of order by unanimous 
consent: 

Resolution, Proposing an Amendment to 
the Constitution to Abolish the Executive 
Council and Reassign its Constitutional 
Powers to the Governor (H. P. 16) (L. D. 
24) 

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

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Ellsworth, Mr. 
DeVane. 

Mr. DeVANE: Mr. Speaker, will we get 
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;11'('1'01'111'0111 ;1 II 1t'llI 1",1' or Ihl' ('01111'1"'111'" 
( '01111111111'1'" 

Till' SI'E.\KI·:H: TIlt' gl'IIIIt'III;t1l 1'1'0111 

Ellsworth, MI'. lJeVane, has requested 
thai a mpmher of the Conferl'nc(' 
Committee explain the contents of the hi II. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Durham, MI'. Tiemey. 

Mr. TIERNEY: MI'. Speaker, Ladi('s 
and Gentlemen of the House: Thl' 5l'COII(I 
Conference Committee met last night and 
again early this morning and finally this 
afternoon in order to work out what Wl' feel 
is a reasonable and decent compromise to 
achieve a long sought goal of both political 
parties of the abolition of the Executive 
Council. The controversy has been 
basically revolving around who would be 
the confirming body for such appointl'llts 
Ihat the It'gislat ure dl'l'ms should indccd 
bc,' ('onfirnwd. 

Thc,' ('ompromise, and what I think is 
mol'l' than a ('ompromisp, Ihe proposal. 
which I think is Ill'st for tht' people of 
1\1 a i n pis 0 new he J'(' a leg i s I a I i \. t' 
committee, is dl'filll'd by statute, or 
l' 0 m mit t t'P S b c,' a ri n g a I' e as (l n a h Il' 
proportion bptwl'pn the House and thl' 
St'nate would hold a hearing and make a 
dt'eision as to whether 01' not the individual 
appointed by the Governor would bl' 
eonfirmed. At such time, the com mittel' 
would take a vote. The majority deeision of 
that committee is subject to re\'iew by the 
Maine Senate. If the Senate disagrees with 
the recommendation of the majority of 
that committee and overturns it by a 
two-thirds vote, then the recommendation 
is overruled. If the Senate fails to overturn 
said recommendation, it becomes final. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Sabattus, Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. COONEY: Mr. Speaker, in that this 
is a momentous vote, and I am sure we 
would all like to be recorded in the 
affirmative, I ask for the veas and nays. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Enfield, Mr. Dudl('y. 

MI'. DUDLEY: MI'. Spl'akc"I', Ladil's and 
(il'nt ll'nH'n of till' Housl': I hopt, you don 'I 
tr~' to dl'cpin' the pc"ople of thp Statp of 
Maim' and try to tl'1I them you an' doing 
away wilh tilt' J<:xl'l'utin' Council \\'h('n vou 
realiy an' furt her t'omplil'ating thl' rnai tc"r 
of appointments, you an' not doing thc,'m 
any favor. If you wanted to do something, I 
think the thing to do is to try to start by 
!ll' gn'l's. 

First, YOU should eliminate the dutil'S of 
the cOllllcil gi yen to them by this Bouse 
and then, aftel- that has been done, we will 
see what we can do with what is given to 
them by the Constitution. 

I would like to see sometWng done about 
the Executive Council. I am not satisfied 
either, but I am not satisfied with what we 
have before us, it is even worse than what 
we have now. Just because it was written 
in a celtain political platform 01' two 
political platforms, they tWnk something 
has to be done about it, hastily. That is not 
the wav to do business. ' 

I am- sure you would be doing the people 
in the State of Maine a disfavor in sending 
this type of legislation out of them. We 
l'ouldn't agree on anything and now a few 
ml'n have a conference last night and this 
morning and l'ome up \\ith something they 
think we can support. I can't support 
anything like that. the people in l\Iaine 
don't support it either, at least the people 
whl'rl' I comE.' from. They are not l'asilv 
fooled. You arE.' not going'to deceive them 
by doing this and you are going to make 
pc''Ople like Longley even stronger. So if 
you deeided to pass a bill like this, don't 

1'011111011 IllV vok alld llhillk 'Oil would hI' 
IIISt' II' vou ilidn't vok for it voill's('11'. 

'1'111' SPEAKEH: The Cliair 1'\'('oglllZl'S 
the gentleman from Anson, MI'. Burns. 

Mr. BUHNS: Mr. Speaker, Ihl' 
supplemental sheet does not say thai 
Amendment S-381 has been put on the bill, 
it has hasn't it? 

Th(' SPEAKER: The Chair would 
ans\\'(,I' that it has and is part of the bi II. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the g('ntieman from Houlton, Mr. 
Carpenter. 

Mr. CARPENTER: Mr. Speaker, I want 
to clarify one thing regarding - that is 
what I thought Mr. Burns was getting at. If 
you read that enactor, you may have some 
questions. This is L. D. 24, originally 
submitted by the gentieman from 
Gorham, Mr. Quinn, I believe. We had a 
number of bills befol'e State Government 
and we deeided to put this one out and that 
is why it savs, "and reassign his 
constitlltional powc,'rs to the Governor." 
Don't bt' dt,t'l'iYl'd bv that. Thc,' 
constitutional pOWl'rs a're not going 
anywhere t'xcept t'xactly where MI'. 
Tierney has told you. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Hampden, Mr. 
Farnham. 

Mr. }<'ARNHAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: This made 
my second term on the State Government 
Committee. We wrestled with this all 
through the 106th. We thought we 
presented a good bill but we had very 
intensive lobbying against the bill by the 
then Executive Council. I think they can 
take credit for killing the bill last year. 

We have labored over this this year, we 
have worked in a spirit of compromise. 
Some of us are dedicated to the 
Constitution to the State of Maine and the 
Constitution of the United States and I am 
one of them, and I do think this is a step 
forward and I would urge you to vote for it. 

MI'. Dudley raises the question that 
then' should be some statutory changes 
made. It is very unwise to make the 
statutory changes priOl' to the citizens of 
the State of Maint' having acC'epted thl' 
l'onstitutional aml'ndnwnt. OnC'(' thl' 
amendment is aecepted, and I hope it is, 
then the statutory changes can be mad(' 
and those statutory changes must be 
approved by a two-thirds vote of the Houst' 
and the Senate. 

I would advise you that in the four year 
study that we have had, we have collected 
a tremendous amount of data as to what 
changes must be made throughout the 
statutes that now exist. So, if the public 
does accept this amendment, it is not going 
to be as difficult a job as you would realize 
because of the great length of time and 
effort that has been put into the work 
necessary to present you with the proper 
statutory changes. 

I would urge and plead with you to take 
this step forward today. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from East Millinocket, Mr. 
Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I am a little 
disturbed over the rapidity, the speed, that 
this is being moved through the 
legislature. We have had this amendment 
for about an hour and, frankly, I guess I 
have spent some time going over the 
Constitution and it has been a subject and 
an area that I have been quite interested 
in, and to move this quickly bothers me 
somewhat. 

I have tried to compare this amendment 
to some of the language presently in the 

COllslilutioll and Ihl'l'I' ;1('(' Iwo or Ihn'(' 
arcas that are or IIIll10r illlporlalll'l' Ihal 
prohahly don'l hollH'1' 1Ill'Ioo 1ll1H'h thai I 

. ean aceept. I think I would haw to havl' 
thl' answer to on(' qu('sl ion I hough and I hal 
is Article 6, Section Ii, /'('Ial iw to judg('s 
and registrar of prohat(', ill which Ull'Y are 
not subject to confirmation. They 
presently are subjeet to the confirmation 
of the Governor with the advi('c and 
C'onsent of the Council, hut that language is 
all taken out and if a justice or judge of 
probate should die or resign, immediately 
after his being sworn into office, a 
Governor would have the ri ght of 
appointment to either the judge or 
registrar of probate, or at least tWs is the 
way it appears to me, without any form of 
confirmation, and I would inquire as to 
why that decision was made? 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from 
East Millinocket, Mr. Birt, has posed a 
question through the Chair to anyone who 
may answer if they so desire. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Houlton, Mr. Carpenter. 

Mr. CARPENTER: Mr. Speaker. Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: I am not 

. going to be able to answer all the questions 
and I hope my friend from Durham, Mr. 
Tiemey, being an attorney, can answer. 
But as you will notice in both the 
Statement of Facts and in the question 
which will be put to the voters, at the 
bottom of Page 7, there is some question as 
to what will the question look like. The fact 
that Notary Public was dropped from the 
Constitution, we have made provisions in 
the law to take care of the reappointment 
of Notaries Public and the State 
Government Committee, this year, passed 
out a bill givin~ the reappointment. We 
don't feel that It is necessary. We have 
thousands and thousands of them in the 
State of Maine, and I don't feel it 
necessary that they should be confirmed 
by either the Council as it now exists or the 
new proposal that we are offering. On the 
judges of probate, I was under the 
impression tha t these were already 
dropped from the existing Constitution. I 
may be wrong, 

I would ask the constitutional attorney to 
help me, 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Durham, Mr. Tierney. 

Mr. TIERNEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: I rise with 
some trepidation after such a glowing 
account of my very brief legal career. 

I wiII try to answer my gOod fnend from 
East Millinocket. As he so well knows, 
Article 5, Section 8, does exempt from the 
judicial officers which must be confirmed, 
judges of rrobate and then in Article 6, as 
he so wei again points out, such judges 
and registrars of probate elected by the 
members of the county, if they do die, that 
the Governor can make an appointment 
without confirmation as far as the 
Constitution requires. 

I think the feeling behind the Conference 
Committee was that there was no need to 
encumber the Constitution with this 
necessary requirement but at the same 
time, we in no way preclude the 
requirements of such confirmation 
through statutory change. 

I hope that answers the good 
gentleman's questions. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from East Millinocket, :\11'. 
Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, I am not sure 
that it answers my question because at the 
present time the confirmation is required 
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1111111' ('ollslllllll"l, allli willi tllis, il is tnH', 
WI' ,'all IlIak,' il sl ;lllIlory hut I gUt'SS I a III 
al a loss to IIl1dt'I'st alit! as to why I lit' 
(' 0 Jl fi I' mat i 0 Jl is t a k (' n 0 u to': t h (' 
Constitution '! 

The SPEAKER: Thl' Chair I'!'cognizl's 
thl' gentleman from Ellsworth, Mr. 
DeVane. 

Mr. DeVANE: Mr. Spcaker, I would like 
to direct to the mem bel'S of the Conference 
Committee two questions. First, if an 
appointee has a hearing before the 
appropriate - I think that is the word that 
was used - joint committee of the 
legislature, who is the final arbiter of 
which committee is appropriate? I would 
like to know who decides which committee 
is appropriate because we see a great deal 
of jockeying, if you will, in terms of what 
bill goes where, and we all know why, and I 
think that the jockeying would be even 
more sen'I'e in terms of who goes where, 
so I would ask that one Q,uestion. Who is the 
final arbiter of whieh IS the appropIiate 
!'Ommittee'? 

The seeond question, if I understand the 
proposa I coneetly, a majority of the 
Senators .- I think in this eontext, sir. it is 
neeessarv to mention the other bodv can 
sustain fhe opinion of a majority of the 
eommittee, is that ineorrect '? No, no, the 
question, sir, as I understand it, is this. 
TIll' nominee has a hearing before the 
('ommittee, the committl'l' rl'port is ito 6 
ought to be approved, a simple majority of 
the Senate- two-thirds? I stand 
corrected and I thank you. 

Mav two thirds of the Senate override a 
unanimous report of a joint standing 
legislative committel' after it has hl'l'n 
selected as appropriate" 

The SPEAKER: The gl'ntleman from 
Ellsworth, Mr. DeVane has posed a 
question through the Chair to anyone who 
may answer if they so desire. 

The Chair ree'ognizes the gentleman 
from Durham, MI'. Tierney. 

MI'. TIERNEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladil's 
and Gentlemen of the House: The answer 
to the gentleman's first question as to the 
final arbiter of the appropriate eommittee 
is that the Legislature itself is the final 
arbiter of the appropriate eommittee, 
because all of this constitutional provision 
would have to be supplemented by 
enabling legislation which, under the 
terms of this st'l'lion of till' Constitution, 
must be passl'd by a two-thirds \'ote of both 
Houses of the Legislature. Again, the final 
arbiter of which appropriate committee 
would hear which particular nominee shall 
be set by statutes by a two-thirds vote of 
lxlth Houses of the legislature. 

The answer to the seeond question, may 
two thirds of the Senate override an 
unanimous committee report'! The answer 
is yes, it can, and in doing so, obviously it 
would ha ve to be overriding the unanimous 
report of the three Senate members on that 
committee whieh I. at least as one 
semi-experienced legislator, feels would 
not happen too often. 

To return to the question of MI'. Birt 
again just momentarily, I would, of 
('ourse, reiterate that there is nothing in 
the statutes which precludes confirmation 
by any system whi(,h we deem necessary 
for a registrar of probate who dies. in 
offi('e, but I would like to remind the good 
gentleman from East Millinocket that 
such an appointment by the Governor is 
onlv an interim appointment until another 
del'tion can be held and so this is one more 
\"l'ason since it was only a br·ief 
appointment that we didn"t want a 
tpmporary one until the next election was 

IIdd. WI' do lIot f{'pl that we would like to 
"llI'lImh!'" this l'icetion by Governo .. with 
til" ('onfi"lIlationproblem. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair reeognizes 
the gentleman from East Millinocket, Mr. 
Birt. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, I have been on 
this a eouple of times but I stilI think I 
would have objections to that particular 
point. The appointment, once established, 
gives whoever the eandidate is, if he has a 
desire to continue, a built-in advantage, I 
guess I am stilI bothered to the extent that 
I am afraid that I might not be able to 
support this particular provision unless 
there are those changes. 

I am probably a strong supporter, at the 
present time, of abolition of the couneiI, 
but I guess I also am a strong devotee of 
the provisions of the Constitution. I think I 
always have been and I think if we are 
going to do this, we should do it right and 
the holding up of one day to corred this I 
don't think is going to make that much 
difference. I do think we would be making 
a mistake if we ml;lke this move and if we 
do vote for enactment on this, I am afraid I 
will vote against it. 

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

Mr. PERKINS: MI'. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I think to just 
eiarify again Representative Birt's 
!'Oneern, in respe('t to judges of probate, as 
MI'. Tierney has mentioned, they are 
l'lp('ted and they are not subje('t to 
eonfirmation under the present Maine 
Constitution. Neither, under the Maine 
Constitution, are Notaries Publie, they are 
confirmable by the Council, but in terms of 
the question of the judges of probate, they 
aren't subjeet to eonfirmation presently 
under the Maine Constitution. 

MI'. Birt of East Millinoeket was granted 
unanimous consent to speak a third time. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, to reply to the 
comments that have been made by the 
gentleman from South Portland, Mr. 
Perkins, in understood him correctly, it is 
tme, they are not subject to confirmation, 
but the point that I am working on is that 
the vaeaney, if ereated by death or 
resignation, presently is subjeet· to 
('onfirmation and as I understand this 
particular provision, it would not be 
subje('t to confirmation and I think that is 
the point that is bothering me. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Brewer, Mr. Norris. 

MI'. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I will be v.ery 
brief. I would simply say that we are 
always so near and yet so far. I have been 
here several semesters and I have seen 
this eome before this Body and I have seen 
everyone arranged and all agreed and 
then, at the last moment, for some small 
reason, this Constitutional Amendment 
would be defeated. I have heard it debated 
many, many hours, I have heard all the 
things diseussed, hashed, rehashed, but I 
think, today, through the tremendous 
efforts of the State Government 
Committee who have labored hard this 
session with this most important change 
and most important to the people, and to 
this Conference Committee and the hard 
work and the astuteness and the 
intelligenee of all of the members of this 
eommittee and ha ve come up with an 
answer to this problem, and of eourse we 
do have a further safeguard, because it is 
going to go to the people and they will 
make the final determination. I hope after 

the several veal's that I havl' been Iwre and 
listened, I hope that we can move ahead 
this evening and adopt this resolution to 
the Constitution. 

Mr. Birt of East Millinoeket, was 
granted unanimous consent to address the 
House a fourth time. 

Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, I am going to 
take very violent objeetion to the 
statement that was just made because that 
is not a small statement that I am working 
on, a small point. I think I am just as 
sincere and honest in wanting to abolish 
the Couneil as anybody on the floor of this 
body, but I object very strongly that the 
inference that I am picking on a small 
point to try to eIoud this issue and stop it. I 
think the gentleman from Brewer is 
completely wrong in his statement. If we 
want to do this job, let's do it right and to 
put this off until tomorrow morning, if I 
have a valid point to correct it, is not 
altogether wrong. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Brewer, Mr. Norris. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: If the gentleman 
from East Millinocket, Mr. Birt, thinks I 
was inferring that he was dragging any 
red herrings across this thing, I apologize 
because I did not. I was simply reiterating 
that over the past 8 years, this measure 
has come right to the barn door, and every 
time it gets to the barn door, for one reason 
01' another it is killed, it doesn't pass. And 
by no means do I mean to attaek the 
inte8rity of my good friend from East 
MillInocket. I am sure he is very sincere. I 
do think, however, that this is thing, from 
the explanation that we have had on the 
question, I do think it is a matter that can 
be resolved by statute. I don't think really 
that it would be all that harmful. 

I don't begrudge the good gentleman his 
opinion on it, but I think it is a matter that 
can be resolved very easily by statute. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Enfield, Mr. Dudley, 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: Very briefly, we 
have been here since January, this is now 
June 26th and we come to the zero hour, the 
last hours, with a bill that goes to 
conference and baek to another 
conference, and so forth, when the people 
really want it. I would like to see 
something done about the Council, I can't 
buy something as hasty as that when we 
have had all winter and they couldn't 
agree and now they stilI can't agree to any 
great extent without these Committee of 
Conferences and you know, I am sure that 
the people of Maine, from what I hear and 
see, they don't want a weaker Governor, 
they want a stronger Governor. We have 
had some good ones since I have been in 
this House. We had Senator Muskie, 
Clauson, Curtis and we have this man in 
the front office now, and everyone of them 
was elected by quite a majority of the 
people and they want them to have some 
strength and they think we are down here 
trying to tie his hands behind his back. 
This is what the public thinks right now. I 
noticed in the Kennebec Journal this 
morning - the chuckle for the day, I hope 
you read it - this is the thoughts of the 
people and this is what the press is 
conveying. Now, in the waning hours of 
this legislature, we want to further try to 
tie his hands so he can't appoint anybody 
without dragging it on for six months or a 
year. 

I hope we use good judgment and have 
something that we can have a little bit 
more time on and don't try to confront the 
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I"'''ph- .. r lilt' Sl;tI(' "r lV1ailH' willi Illis willi 
so 111:ln\ lllU'('rlainlit's III it. 

'1'11(' SI'I·:Ald·:H. '1'11(' ('lIair n'('ognil.('s 
IIrI' gl'lIlIl'lI1,1I1 1'1'0111 BII:-.lolI, Mr Bt'rr~·. 

:\11'. 1\l<:HI{Y: Mr. Speaker, Ladil's and 
Gt'ntl('1l11'n of I h(> HOllse: I ('OIH'Ur wit h 
part of w hat the gentIl'lllan from Enfield 
said. I think it is moving a little too fast 
alld it certainly is for me. This is not a 
complete package, it is palt of a package 
and the rest of it will be along later and 
Lord only knows what the rest of it is going 
to be. I most certainly am not trying to 
cloud the issue, I am dead set against the 
issue, this particular issue. 

Thl'rl' was a proposition that was hl'n' a 
week 01' so ago that I c!)uld have gone along 
with and would have gone along with. 
Since then, two or three Conference 
Committees have met and we get a wholp 
batch of scrambled eggs and I am not 
rpally too fond of scrambled eggs, and 1 
think probably l could suggest a proposal 
Ihat might be even better than this one. 1 
would like to just try it to sep how it sounds. 

Now, supposing that we came up with a 
sl'\'l'n-ml'mber council and supposing 
from each l'ouncjl district, we ell'eled onl' 
person, the legislati\'e delegation from 
that district eleeted one person and these 
people were given certain powers, such as 
confirming people that has been posted by 
the Governor, dispersing funds, etc .. when 
we are not in session. That sounds like a 
pretty pasy ,HTangement to mp and 1 think 
It is probably quite a lot similar to one that 
we ha\'l' had around hpre because that is 
just pxactIy what I am describing and 1 
think if vou hadn't had it and had 
soml'thing' like this, you most ('l'rtainly 
would like soml'thing that is as simpil' as 1 
have just dt'scribed. 

1 can't really sit down without 
ml'ntioning the f,iet that thn'e 01' four 
pl'ople on the floor of thl' House today and a 
couple up back, and these people were 
people from the opposition pat1y, have all 
stated how eager they are to get rid of the 
Executive Council. You know, that is 
really fantastic, because in all their 
t'age,:ness in the last four or five sessions, 
why didn't they do it"' They l'ould han' 
doiw it, \'l'ry' simply, thl'y Wl'J'(' thl' 
majority party and thl'y could han' dont' 
it. they didn't dect to do it. Now all of a 
suddeil, as 1\11'. Dudley says, thl' waning 
hours, l'\'l'rybody is hot to go on a 
half-baked pa('kagp like this. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rl'cognizt's 
the gentleman from Hampden, 1\11'. 
Farnham. 

Mr. FARNHAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: 1 would 
remind the gentleman from Buxton, :\11'. 
Berry, that even though the present 
minority group in this House was the 
majority two years ago, a majority does 
not pass a Constitutional change, it takes a 
two-thirds \·ote. There certainly were 
Rl'publican defectors, I was not' one of 
Ihl'm. Then' was ct'rtainly Democrats who 
f{'1t the saml' as 1\11'. Dudlt'y did that did 
not go along with this. We could not get two 
thirds, a simple majority was pasy to 
obtain. 

Thl' gentleman from Buxton, MI'. BelT)" 
rl'fers to another bill which was beflll'l' us. 
and whil'h 1 signed and which had till' 
sal11(' procedurl' that he has just spokl'n 
about. thl' dl'legatl's f!'Om that distril't 
would {'It'd thl' l'oundlor, ifthl' majority of 
Ihl' nH'mlH'rs in that distril'i Wl'I"l' 
Dt'1110l'1"ats, thl'Y would l'Il'l't a Dt'mocralil' 
('OIIllCilor, if t h'l'y \n'n' Republians, t hl'y 
would l'Il,(·t a Hl'publican l'oundlor. That 
hill was I'l'portt'd out with two "Ought to 
pass" signaturl's. It got one or two votes in 
thl' otht'r body and probably wouldn't have 

had allY morl' in hl'rl' than a half a dozen 
11101'(' :lild it dil'd, as many olher bills do. If 
"I' spl'lId all our time crying (lYt'r thl' bills 
Ihal Ill'H'r l'ame to fruition, WI' will be hl'l'l' 
a long, long time. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
thl' gentleman from Kennebunkport, Mr. 
T~·IHlall'. 

i\Ir. TYNDALE: Mr. Spl'aker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: In the 16 
\,('<lrs that I have been in these hallowed 
halls, 1 don't know of any bill that has had 
more discussion, more polls taken, than 
the aholition of the Governor's Council. 

1 want to commend the mpmbers of the 
State Government Committee for the work 
that they had done on this bill, but 1 would 
remind you that no bill is perfect and this 
has been the cry in every legislature that I 
ha \'e served -- there is something wrong 
with the bill. I don't say that on the record 
or off the record or in any other way, that 
anv particular mpmber of the House was 
dp!aying the tactics and the passage of the 
bill. Neveltheless, we never seem to get 
anywhere. The people in the State ~f Maille 
have demanded that we abolish the 
Governor's Council as long as I can 
remember. Now we have the opportunity 
with a vehide that I am sure can do the 
job. I hope that in this hour of decision, we 
can make up our minds and do something 
that the people of Maine want us to do, and 
that is to abolish the Governor's Council. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
thl' gentleman from Ellsworth, Mr. 
DeVane. 

!\II'. D{'VANE: !\II'. Speaker, Ladil's and 
GentIl'ml'n of the House: On l'verv 
ol'l'asion that 1 havl' spoken in this HOUSl','1 
han' spoken of thl' membership. On this 
0Ill' occasion, I would like to say sompthing 
stril'tiy for thl' record because I am a 
Democrat, who in the course of 
l'ampaigning opposed the reduction of the 
size of this House and was opposed to the 
abolition of the Executive Council. I am 
going to vote for this proposition because 
!\II'. Tierney and Mrs. Snowe and Mr. 
Carpenter and the Senate conferees have 
donp everything that they can do. It is not 
perfect, but 1 suspect that if the 
Rl'publican Party over the years has 
finally sel'n the light. thl'll maybe even 1 
can, but 1 have great misgivings. If any of 
you are not tired and would like to heal' 
them, I would be glad to tell you. 

I am going to vote for this, but I would 
like to say on the record that there is more 
mischief here than what there is there. But 
if the consensus of this House in 25 years 
experience for some of you people in this 
House say it is better, I am willing to go 
along and if I ever come back, I will point 
it out. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Skowhegan, Mr. Dam. 

!\II'. DAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I, too, feel a lot 
like the gentleman from Enfield, Mr. 
Dudley. I can't go along \\ith this. I think 
that a bill that has been filed on December 
9,1974, has been around the legislative mill 
quite a while and to surface in the matter it 
surfaced today on June 26, with a lot of 
questions still unanswered, nothing shown, . 
only what is proposed to be done to take the 
place of the council. I think we are going to 
ha\'p a lot more problems, if this goes this 
way, than Wl' havp with the present 
cOlmcil. 

1 am not sure that really the people will 
l'\'l'r undt'rstand whl'n this goes to them in 
a question just what they are going to buy. 
This is another one of those worded 
questions where they are going to vote not 
understanding what they are voting on. 

I have never been willing to vote for a 
bill that is only a supposition of what can 
happen. I would like to see something in 
writing, I would like to be a little assured of 
what I am voting, although I know that 
there is always the matter that it can be 
changed even after you leave here at night 
and you get back the next morning. 

I think the vote today for this is not being 
I responsible, I think it's irresponsible 
legislation when you vote for something 
and no one knows only what is presented as 
a proposition with nothing concrete. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Farmington, Mr. 
Morton. 

Mr. MORTON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: The hour is late. I 
had every intention of not being here this 
late this evening but I feel that this bill is 
very important. I have watched the 
Council in operation and of course, as you 
all know, I am the only 1iving alumnus of 
the Council that is a member of this body. I 
have certain nostalgia for the Council. it 
has been in the Constitution for a great 
many years, but the people of the State of 
Maine have said many times that they 
want the Council removed, 

The proposition that we have before us 
tonight speaks to the problem that has 
been the greatest problem the Council has 
faced and that is, participation by an 
elected body, elected by the people, and 
you will have that very thing. You will 
have here confirmation by a standing 
committee which is subject to 
confirmation by the Senate. You have good 
control here. I am going to vote for this 
proposition, I urge all of you to. I don't 
think there is any chicanery, I don't think 
there is anything that is fooling around, WP 
all know what is going on, the people know 
what is going on and I urge you to vote for 
it. 

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

MI'. PERKINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: In efforts to try to 
allay again Representative Birt's 
questions, I have just checked out the 
problem in respect to the Judges of 
Probate. The Constitution specifically 
pxempts the Judges of Probate from 
nomination and confirmation because they 
are elected individuals and the onl v 
elected individuals in the judicial system': 
consequently, they had to make specific 
reference to an exception and that has 
been carried over into the proposed 
ammendment. 

Under Article VI, Section 6 the reference 
is the same for procedures involving 
vacancies wherever there is a 
confirmation of those that may be filling a 
vacancy. In the case of Judge of Probate. 
under the present system if there is a 
death, until the next election, he will be 
appointed by the Governor and confirmed 
by the Council. The confirmation powers. 
because of this proposed amendment, will 
be dealt with through the procedures 
involved on Page 2, just as \\ith any other 
confirmation and would go to the 
appropriate joint standing committep. 
Consequently, it is no different under this 
proposed amendment other than for who 
would actually do the confirming and that 
is the joint standing committee. That 
exception as to Probate Judges is 
misleading only because they have to put it 
in there because they are elected 
individuals. I hope in some way that may 
be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Dixfield. !\Ir. Rollins. 
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1\1r. HOLLINS: [VII'. Spt'ak('I', Ladit's and 
(;t'lItl('IIH'1I of tlH' "OIlSt': Ld us lIot ht'too 
hasty in fooling around with our 
('ollstitutioll. 1,(,( liS hend our dforts 
towanls s('arehing out and pl'Oduring for 
tlIP ('apital s(,l'lItin.\' for the pl'ople tht' 
ddaill'd plan for all idl'al group to aid alld 
addsl' thl' (;m·l'rnor. If thl' pl'opll' likl' it, 
thl'Y will support it, hut I feel we should 
newr make changes just 1'01' the sake of 
ehangl' and until sonH'onl' dOL'S pl'Odm'l' an 
a('e('ptabll' altl'rnative, I shall eontinlll' to 
helie\'l' our i<:xe('utiVl' COllneil is 
performing a very impoltant funetion in 
our state government. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Nobleboro, MI'. 
Palmer. 

Mr. PALMER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I realize that 
there are a lot of doubts with many people 
concerning the bill in front of us and I thmk 
that perhaps we are o\'er anxious in 
assuming that by our vote here tonight, we 
are, carte blanche, just changin~ the 
whole situation. I don t think that IS the 
situation at all, I think we have many, 
many hurdles to pass even if we pass this 
tonight and we should consider those and, 
therefore, I think there are obstacles in the 
way of this to give ample time for all 
people to think about the pros and cons. 

H you will notice especially the 
conference committee recommendations 
for abolishing the Executive COllncil. the 
white sheet of paper passed out here: 
notice the very bottom first. There is a 
study order to, the joint order will dired 
the State Government Committee to 
pt'epat'e the draft of thl' statutes on'r tIll' 
summer. Then thl'se statutes have to be 
passed by a t \\'o-thirds \'ote of thl' 
members of both branehes. It seems to me 
there will be a great (kal of debate, a gl'l'at 
deal of discussion as to the \'alidity of thl' 
things we are trying to do. 

I don't think \\'(' an' taking a giant leap 
now into a pool and ('oming up with a 
bloody hl'ad like our good friend from 
Kittel'\' did the other da\'. There is still a lot 
of deli'berating to do 011 thl' measure and I 
don't think it is of that eonsequence at the 
moment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Enfield, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: One thing that 
concerns me, are the people who have 
written this bill assuming the legislature 
\\ill always be in session? If not. we are 
going to have one committee after another 
meeting in Augusta and I expect they will 
get mileage and expect to get paid. It 
seems to me this is going to be a much 
more expensi\'e proposition to the 
taxpayer of Maine. That is all ri~ht when 
we are in session, but I'm shIl going 
along with not regular sessions, 'annual 
sessions. even if we were in annual 
sessions, I hope we wouldn't be here the 
whole year. 

It looks to me like if we pass this we are 
going to have first one standing committee 
,md then another one in here to confirm an 
appointment. That means certain 
members of that committee coming from 
Fort Kent and the next one coming from 
Kittery, a lot of mileage involved and 
probably nice lodging and so forth. It 
seems to me this is going to run into a lot 
more money for the taxpayer if it is 
earried in this manner unless thev are 
assuming we are going to be in session the 
vear 'round every year. 
. The SPEAKER: The chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Durham, Mr. Tierney. 

mI'. til'rlll'Y; mI'. speaker and ml'n and 
Woml'n of till' house; to respond briefly to 
the good question from my good friend Mr. 
Dudley, I gUl'SS the way to start would be 
say that we have taken every effort 
possible to make major positions 
l'ot('rminous with the governor's term, so 
till' appointm('nts he would make would be 
in the six months after he takes office and 
the vast bulk oj' these appointments would 
therefor(, take plaee while we wen' in 
sessioll. that is point number one. 

Point number two, I think the good 
gl'lIt ll'mall from Enfield realizes that our 
l'U1Tl'nt l'x('eutive councilors, all se\'en of 
them, are paid the same salary we are. 
when they are not here, they won't be 
paid; when they don't exist, they won't be 
paid. I feel this is a substantial financial 
savings, something that the people in Mr. 
Dudley's district will probably be quite 
pleased about. 

I guess the real substantial question 
raised was the question raised by Mr. 
Berry when he said "well, I have another 
idea, perhaps seven members elected by 
delegations, etc." and the answer to that 
question, I was really thinking about which 
way we ought to go last night as I was 
driving home and I stopped for gas and the 
kid who decided to put some gas in my 
tank, I asked him and I said, have you ever 
heard of the Executive Council? He said, 
no. I said, well, what do you think ought to 
happen when the Governor appoints a 
Judge, and he said, well, somebody had 
better check on the Governor because he 
might have appointed somebody who is 
prejudiced 01' something like that. I said, 
well, who should it be, should it be an 
Exeeutive Council. who should do that 
eonfirmation? He said, I think the 
legislature ought to do it because I think, 
you know, we had something to do with 
ehoosing them. I think that conversation I 
had with that gas station attendant really 
sums up the whole issue because what we 
are looking for is a more responsive means 
of eonfirming our public officials. The 
eonfirmation must be done by someone 
who is accountable to the electors and if 
you believe in democracy, in the integrity 
of the voters, logic inescapably moves you 
to that position. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Calais, Mr. 
Silverman. 

Mr. SILVERMAN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: It is easy to 
stand up here and debate when you know 
you have 100 votes with you. It is most 
difficult to stand up and debate when you 
know that you don't have those votes with 
you. But I think when we take a major 
eOllstitutional change such as this, that we 
ha\'e watched over 150 years and we have 
seen the pressure of the news media say 
that this is the answer to better 
government in Maine and we have seen 
palties put in their platform. that this is 
what the people want, I think we also 
should ask something a little deeper. This 
nation or this state was born and stood for 
a very fundamental concept and that was, 
there should be a balance of power, a 
eheck and balance system between the 
Eweuti\'e and the Legislature and the 
Judicial. In Maine, we have been very 
strongly for this balance of power and all 
through our years there has always been 
the proponents who said "we could havt:, 
better government if we gave more power 
to the Executive and less check and 
balance over the Executive's role in 
government. " 

Today, when you vote on thl' I<:xecutive 
Couneil. this happens to be thl' major issue 
you are voting on, it is not how many 
people are for it and how many people are 
against it and what parties, both parties 
evidently are for it, it is saying, should the 
leadership of this state whoever he is, 
should he have seven men to balance his 
power and making his decisions on who 
shall be the bureau heads, and they are the 
men who run the state after we put in the 
money or the appropriations which they 
will use, or should those seven men have a 
say over this'? Also, should those seven 
men have a say on all transfers of funds 
and when our appropriations bill goes 
through and all those funds which are over 
a billion dollars biennially now are spent, 
there is a legislative checking balance on 
how those funds should be spent by us 
appointing an Executive Council. Also, 
with many people this has been their arch 
enemy for years, should the emergency 
funds, the million dollar contingency fund, 
be allowed to be. spent by the Executive 
Council and the Governor? These are the 
major points of what you are voting on. 

As I said before, it is most difficult to 
stand up when the votes are not there, but I 
think any legislator who believes in 
something should stand up for what he 
believes in and should speak out because it 
is the tradition in Mame, which he was 
born in, which he was raised in and which 
he believes in, that in government there 
should be a check and balance system. 

If the Executive Council is defeated here 
tonight, one would only hope that that 
check and balance system exists in 
another way, even though I would say in a 
much weaker way. And from there, I 
should not say any more. 

The pressure is heavy, leadership is 
putting the pressure on that much heavier, 
it has meant so much that we have stayed 
here to this late hour. 

I will say this when you see news media, 
you see controversy, because that is what 
the public likes and that is what sells news 
media, and I wonder if the Executive 
Council is eliminated and the Executive 
and the Legislaors don't have someone to 
pick on and someone to abuse and say 
someone we have to get rid of to have 
better government, who they will turn to 
next, because I guarantee you, they will 
turn next to somebody else. 

With that, I only hope that the good 
strong government we have known in 
Maine, we have been raised by in Maine, 
can be retained in Maine and if it is not 
retained, may what we have in the future 
not be at a less advantage to a check and 
balance system that means each 
individual under the Constitution has a 
right to his rights regardless of what 
position in government or what position in 
the economy he may attain. 

At this point, by unanimous consent, 
Rule 22 was suspended. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been 
ordered. For the Chair to order a roll call, 
it must have the expressed desire of one 
fifth of the members present and voting. 
All those desiring a roll call vote will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken, and more 
than one fifth of the members rresent 
having expressed a desire for a rol call, a 
roll call was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question is 
on passage to be enacted of Resolution 
Proposing an Amendment to the 
Constitution to Abolish the Executive 
Council and Reassign its Constitutional 
Powers to the Governor, House Paper 16, 
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I, II "I I'h,', ),,'qllin's till' uffil'lllutlVI' \(lIt, 
"I I"" I Ill"\:, ,,( liIo,-I' pl'l'sent a lit I voting, 
All 1111,.. 111 la\ol' of thiS Resolution Iwing 
passl'!! to hI' l'lwl'll'd will vote j't's: thost' 
oPIX1sed will vote no. 

ROLL ('ALL 
Y I<:A - Bachrach. Bagley. Bt'IlI11'tt. 

Berry, G. W.: Berube, Boudreau. Burns, 
Bustin, Carey, Carpenter, Calter, Chonko. 
Churchill, Clark, Cooney, Cox, Curtis, 
Davies, DeVane, Doak, Dow, Drigotas, 
Durgin, Farnham, Faucher, Fenlason, 
Flanagan, f'raser, Garsoe, Gauthier, 
Goodwin, H.: Goodwin, K.: Greenlaw, 
Hall. Henderson. Hennessey, Hewes. 
Higgins, Hinds, Hobbins, Ingegneri. 
Jackson, Jalbert. Jensen. Joyce. Kany. 
LaPointe. Laverty, LeBlanc. Leonard. 
Lewin, Lewis, Lizotte, Lynch. 
MacEachern, MacLeod. Martin, R,: 
Maxwell. McBreairty, McKernan. 
Miskavage, Mitchell. Morton. Nadeau. 
Najarian. Norris, Palmer. Peakes, 
Pearson, Pelosi, Perkins. S,: Peterson. P.: 
Peterson. 1',: Pit'rce. Powell. Quinn. 
Raymond, Rolde. Saunders. Shute. Smith, 
Snow. Snowe. Spencer. Sprowl. Stubbs. 
Tarr, Theriault. Tierney. Torrey. Tozier. 
Tyndall'. Usher. Wagner. Wilfong. 
Winship. The Speaker. 

NA Y- Albert. Aul!. Berrv. P. P.: Birt. 
Bowie. Call. Conners. CO[1I10Ily. Dam. 
Dudley. Finemon'. Gould. Gray. Hunter. 
Hutchings. Immonen, Kellehe·r. Kelley. 
Littlefield. Lovell. Mackel. Mahanv. 
Perkins, 1'.: Post. Rideout, Rollins. 
Silverman. Strout. Twitchell. Walker. 
Webber. 

ABSENT Blodgett. Byers. Carroll. 
Cote, Curran. p,: Curran. R.: Dyer. 
Farley, Hughes. Jacques, Kauffman, 
Kennedy. Laffin. Lunt. Martin, A.: 
McMahon. Mills, Morin, Mulkern. Susi. 
Talbot. Teague. Truman. 

Yes. 97: No. 31: Absent. 23. 
The SPI<:AKI<:R: Ninety-seven having 

voted in the affirmative and thirtv-one 
having vott'd in the negative. 'with 
twent~-three being absent. the motion does 
prevail. 

Signed by the Speaker and sent to the 
Senate. 

By unanimous consent. all matters acted 
upon in concurrence and all matters 
l'l'quiring Senate concurrence were 
ordered sent forthwith to the Senate. 

The following papers appearing on 
Supplement No. 15 were taken up out of 
order by unanimous consent: 

Senate Reports 
An Act Extending Collective Bargaining 

Rights to lJniversity of Maine Employees 
(S. P. 243) (L. D. 827) which was enacted in 
the House on June 18 and passed to be 
engrossed as amended by Committee 
Amendemnt "A" (S-288) as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" (S-311) thereto on 
June 17. 

Came from theSenatewith Engrossment 
reconsidered and the Bill passed to be 
engrosst'd as a mended bv Committee 
Amendment "A" (S-288) as amended by 
Senate Amendment "A" (S-311) thereto 
and Senate Amendment "C" (S-383) in 
non-concurrence. 

In the House: The Hous!' voted to recede 
and concur. 

An Act to Establish the Maine 
Vocational Development Commission 
(f~ml'rgell(,~') (II. P. 1458) (L. D. 1785) 
which was enaeted in the House on June 6 
and passed to be engrossed as amended by 

('0111 11 II tt 1'1' Anlt'mlnll'nt "A" (11533) 011 
Ma\' :10, 

l; 11 III e I' r 0 III the S I' nat e wit h 
Engrossment reconsidered and the Bill 
passed to be engrossed as amended by 
Committed Amendment "A" (H-533) and 
Senate Amendment "A" (S-380) in 
non-concurrence. 

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

By unanimous consent, the preceding 
two matters were ordered sent forthwith to 
the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. Rolde of York. 
Adjourned until ten o'clock tomorrow 

morning. 

82331 


