
 
MAINE STATE LEGISLATURE 

 
 
 

The following document is provided by the 

LAW AND LEGISLATIVE DIGITAL LIBRARY 

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

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

 
 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD 

OF THE 

One Hundred and Sixth 

Legislature 

OF THE 

STATE OF MAINE 

Volume II 
April 23, 1973 to June 5, 1973 

KENNEBEC JOURNAL 
AUGUSTA, MAINE 



LEmSLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE,MAY 8, 1973 2435 

WHEREAS, the week of May 6th 
through the 12th has been Siet llIsdde 
and de,sj,gnatted natLionally as, the 
59th annual "Be Kind to Animals 
Week" in ol'der to stimu11lJte and 
revive humane thoughts and to 
encourage year"round ldndnes,s, to 
all animal life; now, thereFore, be 
iJt 

ORDERED, the Senate 
concurring, that the Members of 
the 106th Legislature join together 
on this occas'ion in calling public 
aHentLon to the need for continued 
improvement ill treatment of all 
animals, domestic and wild, and 
incommendiing those in the animal 
protective movement who have 
faced the wor1d of wild and 
domesticated animals in ,a respon
sible manner; and be it further 

ORDERED, that a stcitaNe copy 
of this Order he forwan]..ed to the 
GoveTDor and the Department of 
Agriculture in token of our support, 
(ff, P. 1487) 

(On motion of Mr. Simpson of 
Standish, tabled pending pa,ssa.ge 
and tomorrow assigned:. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recog.nize,s, the gentlem,an fvom 
Brewer, Mr. Norris. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Ge!ll!tiemen of the 
House: I would inquire if the House 
is in pos.s:es:s~on of Senate Paper 
79, L. D. 196, Bill "An Act Relating 
to the Use of Studd'ed Tires on 
Motor Vehicles?" 

The SPEAKER: The Cha~r would 
answer the gentlem1lJn that the 
House' is in pos,sesslion of L. D. 
196. 

Mr. NORRIS: Mr. Speaker, I 
would now move that the House 
reconsider its action whereby it 
adhered yesterdiay. 

On motion of Mr. SLmpson of 
Standish, tabled pending reconsid
erationand specially assigned for 
Thursday, May 10. 

The Chalir lailid before the House 
the first tabled and today alssdlgnred 
matter: 

Bill "An Act Inc I" ea ,s i n g 
Minimum Wages" (H. P. 91) (L. 
D. 112) (C. "A" H-318) 

Tabled - Ma,y 4, by Mr. S~mpson 
of Standish. 

Pending - MoUon by Mr. Brown 
of Augusta to accept the Milllority 
"Ought not to pa,ss:" Report. 

The SPEAKER: The C ha i r 
reeognize:s: the gentleman from 
s'a,co, Mr. Robbins. 

Mr. HOBBINS: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I urge you not to acce1pt 
the motion made by the gentlem,an 
from Augusrta, Mr. Brown. 

For those who served in the 105th 
Legislature, you may recall that 
a compromise bill calling for a 
minimum wage of $1.80 was 
enacted. As you know, the cost of 
living has gone up greatly in the 
past two years desptte the efforts 
of the Nixon Administration. 

Organized labor has provided 
working people with cost of living 
raises that has helped keep the 
man or woman on the street above 
the inflationary level. But I ask 
you, who is going to represent the 
one that is not organized, the 
individual who is a laborer and 
isn't organized? This individual 
doesn't have union officials. He or 
she can't bargain and he or she 
is somet1mes alt !the mercy of his 
employer. Who does this persOlIl 
look to? What can this person do? 
We are the ones, ladies and gentle
men of the House, who are 
supposed to be representing this 
unrepresented individual. 

At this point in history, just 
about everyone re'cognizes that we 
have a highly sophisticated and 
integrated society and economy. 
The welfare of each of us is 
dependent on the welfare of others. 

I think we learned from the 
Great Depression that we cannot 
have consumption without income 
and that we cannot have income 
without consumption. 

The Fair Labor Standards Act 
was introduced as a measure to 
fight the depression, and it worked. 
The increased incomes of working 
people allowed them to purchase 
more and in purchasing more, 
crea;ted new johs and with new 
jobs came renewed prosperity. 

Now, all of this is regaroed as 
an elementary principle in our 
economy. It is not a revolutionary 
idea, for it was present in the 30's, 
as many of you probably can 
remember. It is an idea held by 
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labor, business, and consumers 
alike. 

This bill does not challenge or 
tamper with the principle o.f the 
interrelation of income and 
consumption for all. It simply up
dates the laws that make the 
pr~nciple a practical reality. 

I do not have to outline for this 
House the causes for inflatio.n. The 
war in Viet Nam and present 
federal deficits have created 
demands in excess of supply which 
has eroded the value of the dollar. 
Nor do I have to outline the 
consequences a lower real wage 
means for the Maine family living 
at the minimum wage. For many, 
going on welfare becomes finan
cially more sensible. 

In any case, a 4Q-hour work week 
means a gross pay of $72, and that 
$72 does not represent the pur'cha,s
i[lg power that this am.ount l).a,~ 
when we passed our preVIo.US mlm
mum wage. So, if we increase the 
minimum wage to $2.0.0, We are 
really not increasing the number .0:£ 
loaves of bread o.r bottles of milk 
that people can buy with the mini
mum wage. We are doing no.thing 
but catch up. It does nothing to 
let these indi~duals get ahead. 

If we cannot provide for 0 u r 
people with a minimum of this 
type how can we really, as legisla
tors,' expect children in our st~te 
to aspire to be normal, productn:e 
Maine citizens when they see theIr 
parents working but still not earn
ing enough money to meet the 
mirumum needs of their families. 
Certainly, a minimum wage must 
be set that allows a worker some 
dignity in his work and in the life 
he leads, a wage that shows his 
or her children that it is worth
while to work for a wage that is 
a real alternative to idleness and 
welfare. 

I sincerely hope that each and 
everyone of you, as members of 
tills distinguished body, will weigh 
the merits of this crucial bill 
before you, and I hope your 
decision will be a just one for the 
people of Maine. 

When the vote is taken, Mr. 
Speaker, I request the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Augusta, Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. S pea k e r, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: This bill is one of several 
on minimum wage which we have 
in the committee. At the present 
time, I understand that we are 
ahead of the federal government 
in the minimum wage structure. 
Weare abo one of the highest in 
the 'country as far as ilndividual 
states are concerned. 

As a practical matter, another 
approach has been ,taken to thi,s 
minimum wage problem in which 
we felt it better that - or at least 
many of us did - that this min~
mum wage for the State of Maine 
float with whatever the federal 
minimum wage might be. These 
other bills are still to come out 
of committee. Some of them have 
been acted on, some have not. But 
this is the reason why this Qne 
has been turned by a majority of 
the committee and the report was 
"ought not to pass." I hope you 
will go along with the motion. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recogruzes the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: In 
1959 when I was in the other body, 
I sponsored the first minimum 
wage law bill in this state. It was 
for a dollar at a time when many 
emplDyees throughout the state 
were receiving approximately 40 
cents an hour. This particualr piece 
of legislation did become a party 
issue. The Democrats wanted tD 
start at $1.25 an hour against our 
dollar when we had no law at all. 

In the other body it was debated 
and debated at length. I was 
accused of being stingy, mean and 
a reguj'ar Simon Legree. Alt one 
point, and I feel I can quote this 
because it is in the record for 
eternity, one man over there 
stated, "Senator Ross was so tight 
that he wouldn't even buy his wife 
a Playtex girdle." By the way, 
that made my wife angrier than 
it made me, because she was sure 
it Wlas only m'eant as a derogatory 
comment on her figure. 

Since then we went to $1.40, 
$1.6.0, and we are now at $1.80. 
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When this last !increase was 
passed, we said that we would 
follow the national trend but not 
in excess of $2.00. We all realize 
what has happened to the cost of 
living in the last two years. 

I now feel that $2.00 is fair with 
a maximum of $2.25 as is in the 
present bill. But there is a commit
tee amendment to set this limit 
at $3.00. This, I feel may com e 
eventually, but it is now prema
ture. But so We can discuss the 
amendment, I hope you vote 
against the "ought not to pass" 
report so you can vote for the bill, 
and then we can discuss the 
amendment separately. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Saco, Mr. Hobbins. 

Mr. HOBBINS: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: Point of clarification, could 
the clerk read the committee 
reports. 

Thereupon, the Clerk read the 
Committee Reports. 

The SPEAKER: The C h a i I' 

recognizes the gentleman from 
EllswO'rth, Mr. McNally. 

Mr. McNALLY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the Hous'e: I feel that 
I must perhaps do a little explain
ing why I voted wHh the mi,nority. 
which was 7 tQ 6 coming ,out of 
committee. We are already among 
the fir,t eight highest staters on 
minimum wa,ge. and I felt that if 
we went fa,slte'r than the fe,del'al 
government did, it would hurt our 
obtain~ng industries in here, which 
the Lord knows we need very 
badly. 

I received a letter when I came 
back this Monday which pre1ty 
much goes along with my thinking. 
This is fmm the Maine Merchants 
As,s·ociartion. lit says, "The mem
bers of thirs a·s,soci:a tion re,s:pe,ctfully 
request that you SUPPOl1t the 
acceptance of the miinority report 
of the Labor Committee when L.D. 
112 is removed from the Table 
Tuesda,y, May 8. We stl1on,gly feel 
that Maine should not continue to 
be plarced in the uncompetttive 
position of having a big g e r 
minimum wag,e than its neighbor
ing ,st·a,tes." And that is· true, we 
do. "We do support L.D. 911 which 
you will be considJedng later on 
in the session amid wh:ich pl'Oposes 

that Maine's mtllimUm wag e 
shomd be tied to the federal level" 

Now, the rearson thart I like the 
911 that they refer to 1s the fad 
thait it has no umbrella over the 
t.op of it. The gentlema,n from Sa,co, 
Mr. Hobbins, bill, had an umbrella 
which sa~d tt shall sltop at three 
dollars. 

We know that the Jiederal govern· 
ment hals now a·s their Seclletary 
of Labor the gentIemarn by the 
name of Mr. Brennan who is a 
union man. And there ls, no ques
tion but what we will have a higher 
minimum wage. Thel'e is no 
question but what it will be as 
high as the union people ca'n make 
it. I think that as long a·s we go 
along with the fedemJ ~at·e, that 
we will not restrie:t the possibility 
of companies that desire to come 
here say, f'We can't 'afford to come 
here because the State of Maine 
has such a high minimum wage." 

That is the reason that I signed 
the minority report. I felt thalt it 
would be for the best interests to 
support a bill that had no umbrella 
over the top of it, and also that 
it would go along with wha.t,ever 
the federal gove.rnment does. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Btddeford, Mr. F,arley. 

Mr. FARLEY: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladie,s and Gentlemen of the 
House: The gentleman fro m 
Augusta mentioned being practical. 
I ask everybody in this House to
day how many of us: ,can live on 
$72 a week? I am taiking about 
inSJura'nce for your children, rental, 
food, the cost of living today; $72 
a week for 40 hours i s 
umeasonable. We need this $2.00 
minimum wage and I hope you will 
acceRt the majority "ought to 
pass report. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
l'ecognizes the gentleman from 
South PortJand, Mr. Flynn. 

Mr FLYNN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the Housle: I ean 
concur with Mr McNally. I, too, 
CI m on the minority that signed. 

Most of my mail on this L.D. 
has: been very much adverse. They 
have als much ·a's stated that they 
will either layoff people rarnd get 
along with lessaimount or some 
of the small businesses might close 
their 00011S on .a,ccount of it. 
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The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizle,s Ithe genrtleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speake,r, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I have heard silInilM" argu
ments peXitammg t,o tros bill the 
two previous sessions I have been 
here, that business wi:lliay off, that 
they will not come in. These are 
the same arguments that we hear 
session aliter sless~on. 

Represle'11tative Ross s.aid that 
tros bill wa,s premature and I am 
sure the members, of this House 
that have slerved hel'e before have 
heard these same remarks, that 
tros type o£ legtisla.tion is pre
m,ature. 

lam very much against the 
report that Mr. Brown is alsking 
this House to accept, and I hope 
that you vote agai:nSit it. 

Mr. H()bbins of Sa,co, was 
granted unanimousl ,consent to 
speak a third time. 

Mr. HOBBINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: If I may 
answer the gentleman from Ells
worth, M>r. McNally. We have 
another bill in committe,e, L.D. 911, 
and what this bill does, 1t ha,s a 
ceiling of $3.00 aJso. So I just hope 
that you would not take the com
ments of Mr. McNally a,s being 
true. What that bill entails is keep
ing the milnimum wage at $1.80 
at present and does have a $3.00 
ceiling. I wanted to make that 
point dear. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
>recognizes the gentleman hom 
Farmington, Mr. Morton. 

Mr. MORTON: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and GenHemen of the 
House: Lt seems to me futile for 
the Stalte of Maline to attempt to 
be different £rom the federal law. 
We are alwaYls going to have to 
follow the federal law. It is veTY 
difficult for employ,el1s to keep 
leap-frogging from 'one t'O the 
other. I believe it is much wiser 
to tie-4n with the timing of the 
federal regulation wdth regal'd to 
minimum wage. 

Minimum wage laws are a good 
thing. They have hl10ught the 
standard of living up. But it is 
not correct for the State of Maine 
to jump out in front of the f,ederal 
statut,e, pIace the empJ:oyers of the 
state of Maine at a d1isadvantage 

for six months or ,a year. I cer
tainly hope you wri1l support the 
motion of Mr. Brown so we can 
get to L. D. 911 and! tie-in with 
the fede.r1al statute. 

The SPEAKER: The C h a i l' 
recognizes the g,entleman from 
Brunswick, Mr. McTeague. 

Mr. McTEAGUE: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House: Like 
the gentleman from Bangor, Mr. 
Kelleher, I have served here two 
sessions previously. I don't have 
the experience of the gentleman 
from Baith, Mr. Ross. I must ad
mit that I agree with Mr. Kelleher 
that the arguments in opposition to 
a fair and decem minimum wage 
have a distressing similarity to the 
arguments that We rejected in this 
legts'llature resoundingly two years 
ago. 

We have the predictions from the 
prophets of gloom that the 
minimum wage of $1.80 will cause 
all kinds of economic problems. It 
hasn't. We know that by 
experience. We know tho s e 
arguments are fallacious; and they 
are not only wrong economically, 
but they are unjust, because the 
very simple fact is that $1.80 an 
hour now is worth less than $1.60 
an hour was two or three years 
ago. 

Consider the ladies of the house 
and the gentlemen that sometimes 
do the grocery shopping with their 
wives, the cost of a loaf of bread 
or a quart or half gallon of milk. 
Forget about the cost of meat for 
a minute and assume the people 
that make $1.80 are lucky if they 
eat macaroni. But we know how 
the costs have gone up on those 
ends. 

There is one other item I would 
like to. rais'e. I remember in the 
104th Legislature, which was 
characterized as the environmental 
legislature, that the then majority 
floorleader, the gentleman from 
Cumberland, Senator Richardson, 
made a statement along the lines 
there were certain type industries 
and certain type people that were 
most welcome here in the State 
of Maine, and there were other 
people that we were perhaps a 
little bit reserved in regard to our 
welcome for. If I recall correctly, 
he made a famous statement about 
a brass band at a bridge in Kittery. 
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We now have a new bridge in 
Kittery. And I would suggest the 
type people we want coming over 
that bridge and coming into Maine 
are industries that are good for 
the State of Maine, that recognize 
our people, that recognize our 
environment and treat both with 
respect. 

I think it is par tic u I a r I y 
incumbent upon those legislators 
who have a fine record in the area 
of environment to vote in a positive 
fashion on a bill like this, because, 
you know, the only reason, at least 
as I see it, that environment is 
really important is not abstract. 
It is because environment affects 
people. No matter how free and 
clear the air is or how tall or 
green the trees, if you are making 
$1.80 an hour, the environment 
does not seem too good to you. 

It is not a matter of what 
competition should be with the 
State of Mississippi, if they can 
come up with $1.20 or $1.30 an 
hour m~nimum wage. We have 
people that are worth more than 
that, and industry will come to 
Maine not because they can buy 
us cheaper but because our people 
have skills and a dedication to 
their work. 

The sweatshop industry will not 
even go to the State of Mississippi 
anymore, they go to Mexico and 
Hong Kong. We cannot win that 
battle. There is one battle we clan 
win here today, that is the battle 
to be a little bit just. We are not 
giving anyone anything, we are 
only being just, and $2.00 an hour 
with the high prices we have in 
1973 is just a minimum of justice. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the Gentleman from 
Standish, Mr. Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I would like to address my
self to the comments made by the 
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. 
Kelleher, and I am talking to you 
strictly as an individual. I 
personally favor minimum wage 
and I favor the $2 minimum wage, 
but I also favor that the minimum 
wage go along with the federal 
requirements and that we are not 
a step ahead of the federal require
ments. 

We have heard in the past the 
arguments that jobs would be lost 
and this type of thing. In answer, 
and also part of an answer to the 
gentleman from Brunswick, I do 
not believe that you will find any 
real good industry coming into this 
state that would even consider 
paying just a minimum wage. I 
do believe that they realize that 
we have something to offer. As 
you meet and talk with busineslS
men out of the! State of Maine, 
they will tell you that they can 
get a dead body, if it says that 
he came from Maine they will hire 
him because they will get more 
work out of him than they will 
get out of a person that comes 
from out of the state. 

Let's take a look at the people 
that we are really affecting when 
we are talking about a minimum 
wage, because we are talking about 
the marginal worker, we are 
talking about the student and this 
is just exactly where the people 
in this state have taken work away 
and have cut it back and you are 
looking at one Mr. KCeileher. You're 
looking at a man who pays more 
than a minimum wage but when 
the cost of living and everything 
else ba,sed on a seasonal employ
ment c'ame to the point that we 
had to cut down on our services, 
we took six people right off our 
payroll. They are all students, be-
c'ause we just could not come up 
and meet the stailldards and meet 
the payroll cost and all the other 
requiremen1ts for taxes and every
thing else and make a profit on 
seasonal busineSis. This is happen
ing all over the State of Maine. 

If you go and ask the students 
today about the amount of work 
that is available to them in the 
summertime, they will tell you that 
jobs now are hard to find in the 
State of Maine and for that one 
reason, that they have cut back, 
they have cut back on the hours. 
I have some people that I used 
to find work for so to make sure 
that they got 40 hours. I no longer 
do that. When their job is done 
at 9, 10, 11 o'clock in the morning, 
I let them go. Many other people 
do too. 

These are the people you are 
talking about when we are talking 
about a minimum wage, it is the 
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marginal worker. I would hope that 
you wDuld except the majority 
report "ought not to pas's" and that 
we dO' take a look at the other 
bill when it comes along and we 
support that and put ourselves in 
the area of the federal standards. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Eagle Lake, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
HDuse: This' is my fifth session 
and we are constantly saying let's 
not do this because the fed'eral 
government is nDt going to' dO' it, 
or let's do this because the federal 
government is requiring us to do 
it, or let's wait awhile and the 
federal government is going to' do 
it for us. I think that argument 
has been so overused that naw I 
just laak at it and say if the federal 
government has got anything to' dO' 
with it, let's just dO' what we want 
to' dO' and let them worry about 
the consequences af what we are 
daing. 

There is nothing that says that 
in the Constitutian of this State 
and the Canstitutian af the United 
States that we ought to wait for 
the federal government to do any
thing or that we ought to' have 
them shove anythill'~ down our 
throat whh'h we disagree with, 
whether it 1s a minimum wage or 
whether it is an OSHA bill or any
thing e1se with which we are go~ng 
t'O be dealing, 

I think that the issue raised by 
the gentleman fram Standish with 
reference to' the marginal worker 
and the students are two issues 
which we ought to' give cansidera
tion to'. First of all, as far as the 
student is cancerned, keep in mind 
that this law is the same as the 
past laws which has indicated that 
students will get the salary based 
an three- faurths of the minimum 
wage, provided that they are 18 
years aId and still in high schaal. 
If the cost of living and the cast 
of expenses have gone up fDr some
Dne who's earning $2 or Dught to' 
be earning $2, the same is true 
of those people who are shortly 
gDing to be receiving their adult
hood. 

It seems to' me that what we 
are in effect dDing is simply saying 

laak, we would love to have you, 
provided that you would work for 
75 cents, but if you do not work 
for 75 cents then do not bother 
me. I used to pay a $1 an hour 
to mow my lawn and I am now 
paying $2 'and this happens to be 
a high school student. Maybe I am 
ove,rpaying them in some people's 
opinions, but I believe that this 
is entirely proper. If I am going 
to be getting and expecting to 
receive $2 an hour minimum wage, 
then I ought to be willing to pay 
it at the same time. 

Now in reference to the marginal 
worker, the marginal worker's 
problem is not as much the fact 
that he cannot earn what he is 
worth but the fact that he is not 
as well trained as he ought to be 
and that problem still lies upon 
our backs for failure to do the job 
of training these individuals to 
make them a prDductive member 
Df sDciety. I hope that we are going 
to help to resolve this this session. 
That is really the way to get to 
that prablem, not by keeping the 
minimum wage that it is betlter for 
him to get on AFDC Dr aid to 
the disabled rather than making 
a minimum wage so that he can 
&t least make a living. 

Whatever we do to help them, 
to give them a desire to get off 
the issue af trying to get AFDC 
or AD then we are maving in the 
right direction. I know of people 
who if we had given them $20 a 
week state money then it might 
have given them the pride and de
~il'e to' earn the $8 a week that 
they had and that they were mak
ing at the time and that they would 
not have bDthered to try to force 
themselves upon the FDC roles of 
the state. If we want to' solve that 
problem, then again I think a mini
mum wage is the proper way to 
dO' it. 

The SPEAKER: The C h a i I' 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: Per
haps when I spoke before my aside 
remarks confused you and I did 
nDt make it clear exactly how I 
do stand. I am fDr the bill. I hope 
YDU vote against the "ought not 
to pass," and later we can discus,;; 
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the committee amendment which 
raises it to $3. 

It has been mentioned that there 
is another bill in line with the 
federal government. This original 
bill ties in with the federal govern
ment but up to a point of $2.25. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Houlton, Mr. Haskell. 

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker, 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I really had not planned 
to speak on this bill but the 
remarks of my friend, the assistant 
minority floor leader I cannot 
really let go unchallenged. He indi
cated that some of the economic 
consequences that were introduced 
in debate before have not 
materialized. This definitely is not 
true. Points that were made in 
debate the last time around on this 
are still valid. 

First of all, mlnlmUm wage 
legislation, most com pet e n t 
economists recognize that unless 
they are applied with very 'sensible 
precision, you do have unfortunate 
effect in the economic climate and 
you also have unfortunate effects 
as far as the welfare situation in 
the state is concerned. 

Now I will say very categorically 
tha,t we have had unfoirluante 
effects in the economic climate of 
the sltate. We have been engaged 
for the last ten yea~s in the export 
of our labor intensive industries. 
You do not have to look any further 
than the shoe manufacturing in
dustry to know that this is the 
calse. We have had ,almost a whole
sale exodus 0 f manufacturing 
£aciliJties out of the state and the 
perc'tmtage of the shoe m,anu£ac,(ur
illg in the United States, more 
than a third of the eapadty has 
now be'en exported. 

We ha,ve a s~milar s~tuatJon with 
respect to the labor intensive 
assembly of the electronic compon
ents. The labor int,e'Illsive section 
of the electrondcs industry ha,s been 
exported largely to the Orient and 
to Mexico. 

Now w~th rlesp,eet to ~ts! effect 
on welfare. Unless there is left a 
very substantial segment of your 
economy to accommodate marginal 
workers, you ha,ve! the effect. of 
creat1ng a permanent clruSIS of 

peopLe 0111 wel£are. You do not have 
to look ,any further than the donar 
figures on the welfare costs: of the 
state to realize that some effed 
~s taking pIa ce in a period of rising 
eeonomy that we have a cOllstanHy 
increa,sing welfare load. Just with
in the last week we have had 
eommunkat1on from the Goverlnor 
thrut the cuts! llia,t he had made 
in his budget for ad,d to d,ependent 
childJ1en would have tOi be l'elstored 
becausle there' has nOit been a 
reduction as had been anticipated. 

The cuts a:J1e going t'O have to 
be restored. This isa substantial 
item running, als' I recan it, some
Where in eight or nine hundred 
rthou5,and dollars. 

So when minimum wage legisia
tion is paS!sed, you ha've to pass 
it with full kllowledge that unless 
you leave widespl'ead ex'empti'Ons 
y'Ou are g'Oing t.o compound y'Our 
welfare prQblem and the sensible 
course, in my view, is exa,ctly the 
course that ha,g, been recOimmended 
this mornang to defeat this piece 
OIf leg~slationallid tie minimum 
wage legislatiQn tn with federal 
standards SOl that the manufac
turers in the Sit ate are not at a 
disadvantage costwise and S'O that 
your tQtal buslinesscommunity is 
not at a d:tSiadvan,tage costwise. 
YQU should recognize that this type 
Qf legislali10n hals t'O be handled 
with pfl'ecisllion otherwise you do as 
much harm as you dOl gOOid. 

There is another argument which 
has been advanced this morning, 
that an indivi:dluaJ c'an nOit Live and 
support a ~amily. The thing that 
is very widely overlOioked is that 
substantially mOll'e tllaln haH the 
family units! ill thls. or in all of 
the srtaltes, thel'e are two' wage 
earners. The percentaige is well in 
the excess of haH, S'O in reality 
what you are cOllsldel'ing on low 
income iSt the fact thart in most 
cases you have two wage earners 
and not a s1ngle wage earner. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
r,ec'Ognizes the genUeman frQm 
Ellsworth, Mr. McNally. 

Mr. McNALLY: I rise to ask a 
quest.ion through the Chair from 
anyQne tha,t c'ares ,tQ anslwer. Has 
L. D. 911 been l'edl'afted or 
amended? If 1t has an umbreUa 



2442 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, MAY 8, 1973 

of $3 over it, I apologize to the 
eilitire legislature. 

The SPEAKER: The glenJtleman 
from Ellsworth, Mr. McNaJly pOises 
a quesltion wough the Chad!' to 
anyone who may aIlisweT if he 
wishes. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the g,eIlltleman from 
Saeo, Mr. Hobbhl!s. 

Mr. HOBBINS: Mr. Speaker, 
Members of the House: In refer
ence to that question, ye\>, in com
mittee ,it was amended for a $3 
ceiling on the bill. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the geIlitleman :lirom 
Ha·mpden, Mr. FarJ:1lUm. 

Mr. FARNUM: Mr. Speaker, 
Ladies and Geintlemen of the House 
I rise in opposiJtion to this bill and 
I would. be the bSit one to ever 
say that $1.80, $2.00 or $2.25 an 
hour is a high wage. 

I would like to point out to the 
gentleman from Saco, Mr. Hobbins, 
who quot·ed from the grelat results 
obtatined in the 1938 pa,s'sla,ge of the 
First Fair Labor Standlards Act, 
whiCh at the time called fDr 25 
cents 'an hour, tiime and ,a half 
under 44 hours, and: sir I was one 
of the beetles' that went around 
eII1forc;ing that law. It <l!id no[ 
change the econom~c picture of the 
country OIne iota. Whait changed the 
economic p>icture of the country 
was a war in Europe that started 
in 1939 and we had to supply them 
untdl that time when we were 
embaggled into the war. 

I wauld like to call your alttentiOtll 
to this one fad, that a,s far as 
indusuial workers go, anJd these 
other people who praduce wealth 
and all the relst of us live on top 
of them. There has been a dedine 
in the number of industrial work
ers in Maine, if you want to look at 
the 1965 statistics and 10Dk at the 
1971 ,statisties. NDW, no indu.stry 
wailits to come into Maine with a 
low rate. But whalt dOles happen, 
maJIlY of these iIlidJus,tries are piece~ 
wark rates, and a pieceworker 
often ha,s to be trained for weeks 
aIlid weeksl and months at a tdme. 
Even paying them 1.80 an hour, 
they are not e'arning their produc
Hon. They may be working ail.Oll'g
side ,mother workeT on the same 
type of work who is qualified, has 
experience and that sa,me wQr~e'r 

may have no trouble at all elarniug 
$3 an hour. 

We are rather ridiculous to lead 
with our chin ahead Qf the rest 
of the country. There are 48 states 
all looking for industry. We have 
a Department O'f E con 0 m i c 
Development or Commerce and 
Industry that spends a million 
dollars a year of state money 
trying to get industry intO' the 
state, and they also have had 
barrels of federal money. NO'w, you 
can't get people into the state when 
you put a roadblO'ck in front of 
them to start with. If you are 
really thinking of encouraging 
industry in the state, stick along 
and wait until the federal law goes 
into effect and then we are all 
the same. 

It has been pointed out that this 
WO'uld help get a lot of people off 
relief and whatnot. I heard that 
argument in 1938, and I am still 
hearing the same argument when 
the rate has gO'ne from 25 cents 
to 1.80 an hour. So it accomplishes 
nothing. I urge you to vote against 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Enfield, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
Hause: The gentleman fro m 
Hampden has just about covered 
what I was going to' say except 
that I want tQ elaborate a little 
about the gloom that has been 
spoken of here in the last raise. 
Obviously, it costs different to live 
in the city than it dDes in the small 
towns where I come from. This 
is very obvious. 

When we raise the wages, we 
drive out these marginal industries 
and probably shO'uld, but they are 
working in wood products, making 
woO'den bowls all'd making fence 
stakes, cedar fence stakes and 
cedar fencing. It did put a lO't of 
them on relief in my area. I was 
trying to figure O'ut as near as 
I could, but in the immediate area 
that I represent, I know of 
approximately forty families give 
or take one or twO'. Now they had 
a jO'b before. They had a choice 
to work making bowls, so much 
a bowl OIl' working for the 
minimum wage. SQme of them 
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were old or lame or lived alone 
or had a small family or just a 
man and his wife and farmed a 
little. They chose to work fQr the 
minimum wage rather than work 
on piecewQrk. When we increase 
the minimum wage, we just drive 
out more of these little marginal 
industries in the area. Therefore, 
we increase the wel:fare IQad. 

I agree that pe'Ople should have 
$2 an hour pr'Obably. But what I 
have noticed is that when they 
were making the minimum wage 
befQre and they were living quite 
comfortably and now after we 
closed the industry that I men
tioned, namely the wood outfit that 
makes maybe tQothpicks or what 
have you 'Out 'Of wood, then they 
were on relief and the'y are living 
'On less money and they seem to 
be happier and now they do not 
want to get off relief. In other 
words, you WQuld have to' give 
them an $8 jQb now to get them 
off relief. 

The big industry in 'Our area, the 
paper mills, do all pay more than 
the minimum wage and my 
thought in this matter is before 
we drive out any mQre from the 
area and put any more on relief, 
that we try to gQ alQng with federal 
standards. I think it is reasonable 
to these people who are making 
these marginal items like fence 
rails and fence stakes, wooden 
bowls out of wood, they have to 
put them on the market and be 
competitive and they cannot do it 
from this area if they are to 
compete with Georgia and some 
of the states where the wood even 
grows faster and their wood 
procurement, I understand, is even 
cheaper. 

We have a choice, to' put more 
on relief; and you have gQt to bear 
in mind that even rents in this 
city cost twO' 'Or three times more 
than they do where I live. Food 
is much more expensive because 
they raise a lot 'Of their own food. 
I think those areas like where I 
come from. There must be others 
in the state. 

I hope that we will eventually 
go along with the fed era I 
regulations, and I probably dO' nQt 
think that $2 an hQur is too much. 

It won't drive out any that haven't 
already been driven out. I WQuld 
s,ay that the federal is gQing to 
take care 'Of it, in my opinion, 
anyway; and if yQU run much 
beyond that nQW, you will certainly 
drive out a few more and put a 
few mQre 'On relief. 

The point that I want to' make, 
you say they can't live on the now 
existing wages, they seem to be 
getting along; and if you take that 
away from them and they go on 
relief, they are gQing to live 'On 
even less and still seem to be 
happy. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Standish, Mr. Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen 'Of the 
House: I would like to just bring 
out one quick point to you that 
hasn't been brought out yet, I don't 
believe. If we think that this bill 
is going to do a lot for us 'Or the 
other one did, I WQuld remind you 
that right now the unemployment 
rate in this state is 50 percent 
higher than what it is nationally. 
It is well over 7% percent right 
now. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recO'gnizes the gentleman from 
SQuth Berwick, Mr. Goodwin. 

Mr. GOODWIN: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I would like to address 
myself briefly to' a point that was 
brought out several times in the 
debate. For a year, I worked as 
a job developer, a job counsellor 
with the M a i n e Concentrated 
Employment Program, and my 
bas~c job was to' try and find jobs 
for people whO' were marginal 
workers. This was in the York 
County area. 

This talk about if we raise the 
minimum rate, We are going to 
force people on welfare 'Or force 
them out of their jobs, I would 
like to' talk a little bit abQut 
economics, and this is what I faced 
when I was trying to CQnvince a 
person to gO' to work fQr $1.80 an 
hour just to get started. It is not 
$72 a week. You have to figure 
yO'ur taxes that are being taken 
out, your sQc1ial security and every
thing else. For a person with a 
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wife and a kid, it comes to around 
$65. And if he is going to pay trans
portation to and from work, it can 
bring dt down to $60. If it is a 
woman on A.F.D.C., and you are 
trying to get her off the welfare 
l'olls, say she has a kid. She starts 
at 65. She has to pay for a 
babysitter. That knocks about 20 
more off a week, transportation. 
You are really talking $1.80 an 
hour, you are talking around $50 
or so a week clear. This is the 
purchasing power. I feel that we 
should go along and raise this 
minimum wage. At leas,t it will 
help some. I do not think it is 
enough personally. 

I would also like to bring up 
a point that as far as I am con
cerned and from my experiences 

and I will probably get 
murdered on this statement - but 
I would rather see us keep out 
industry that is going to pay $1.80 
and $2 an hour. Literally, when 
I tried to get people to go to work 
for $1.80 or even $2 an hour at 
a few places, they laughed at me 
because they can make more on 
unemployment and they can make 
more on AFDC, and I think the 
minimum of $1.80 an hour is ridicu
lous. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Ken
nebunk, Mr. McMahon. 

Mr. McMAHON: Mr Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I will make this very brief. 
It seems to me that many of the 
businesses that come to this state 
take a lot more from it than they 
give. They pollute our water, they 
take our trees away in many cases 
and don't put them back. I would 
suggest that this is one way of 
encouraging them to contribute 
something to the people that do 
the work for them. 

On a related issue, it seems to 
me that there is an imbalance in 
this state. I look around at govern
ment officials, not including the 
legislature, but mostly appointed 
government officials who make 
very high salaries. I look around 
at members of my profession, the 
school teachers, who make high 
salaries compared to the salaries 
that other working people make. 

I suggest that this bill is a good 
way to begin to correct that 
imbalance. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Presque Isle, Mr. Dunleavy. 

Mr. DUNLEAVY: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I will take about 15 
seconds. If there is anything I want 
to remember when I look back at 
my legislative service, it is that 
I dedicated myself to the proposi
tion that every Maine man and 
woman who works is entitled to 
a living wage. This legislation does 
that. lam for it and so are the 
great majority of working people 
in this state. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Cottrell. 

Mr. COTTRELL: Mr. Speaker 
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I do not have the answers 
to all the problems, the wage prob
lems. But I do have some facts. 
I have always been interested in 
history, and I think we have to 
study our facts a little more care
fully. 

In 1871, a hundred and twenty
two years ago, Governor Hubbard, 
then the governor of Maine who 
was being inaugurated, s aid, 
among other things, in his 
inaugural address, "We must do 
something to keep our young 
people in Maine. We must do some
thing to develop industry." The 
census showed in 1850 that we had 
600,000 people in the State of 
Maine. Here we are now, having 
gone through the greatest indus
trial revolution in history, and we 
are just breaking a million in 
population. 

On a special Taxation Committee 
this last summer, we were trying 
to get facts. And I was very 
interested in trying to find out how 
many new industries we have got 
compared to how many industries 
we have lost. We didn't have any 
facts on that. I think another fact 
that should be researched is that 
fact. How many industries are we 
losing compared to the industries 
we are gaining? 

I haven't got the answers. But 
I think we have got to be very 
careful, and try to get more 
industry here to stay in line at 
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least with the rest of the country 
as far as the minimum wage is 
concerned. Then, of course, you 
have got the problem of it is easier 
to go on welfare than it is to work. 
We have a problem here. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Bethel, Mr. Willard. 

Mr. WILLARD: Mr. Speaker and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: It has been my observation, 
having worked in industry, that the 
minimum wage is relative. When 
the minimum wage is raised, let 
us say 10 percent, everybody else 
gets a 10 percent raise in the fac
tory, and that will happen all over 
the State of Maine. Then the doc
tors go up in their price, the law
yers go up in their price and every
body else, the teachers, they de
mand more wages and what have 
we got? We have more inflation. 
I guess that is all. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has 
been requested. 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 wa,s taken 
and more than one fifth od' the 
members having expressed a de
sire for a roll call, a roll call was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Augusta, Mr. 
Brown, that the House accept the 
Minority "Ought not to pass" 
Report on L. D. 112, Bill "An Act 
Increasing Minimum Wages." All 
in favor of that motion will vote 
yes; those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Baker, Birt, Bither, 

Bragdon, Briggs, Brown, Cameron, 
Cressey, Donaghy, Dunn, Dyar, 
Emery, D. F.; Farnham, Flynn, 
Gahagan, Garsoe, Ham b 1 en, 
Haskell, Henley, Hoffses, Huber, 
Hunter, Immonen, Jackson, Kelley, 
Kelley, R. P.; Knight, Lewis, E.; 
Lewis, J.; Littlefield, Maddox, 
Maxwell, McCormick, McKernan, 
McNally, Merrill, Morton, Norris, 
Palmer, Parks, Perkins, Pratt, 
Rollins, Shaw, Simpson, L. E.; 
Sproul, Susi, Trask, Trumbull, Tyn-

dale, Walker, White, Willard, The 
Speaker. 

NAY - Albert, Berry, G. W.; 
Berube, Binnette, Boudreau, Brag
don, Bustin, Carey, Carrier, Chick, 
Chonko, Churchill, Clark, Conley, 
Connolly, Cooney, Cottrell, Crom
mett, Curran, Dam, D a vis, 
Deshaies, Donaghy, Drigotas, Dud
ley, Dunleavy, Farley, Farrington, 
Faucher, Fecteau, Ferris, Fine
more, Fraser, Gauthier, Genest, 
Good, Goodwin, H.; Goodwin, K.; 
Hancock, Herrick, Hob bin s , 
Jacques, Kauffman, K e 11 e her, 
Keyte, Kilroy, LaC h a r i t e , 
LaPointe, Lawry, LeBlanc, Lynch, 
Mahany, Martin, M c Hen r y , 
McMahon, McTeague, Mills, Morin, 
L.; Morin, V.; Mulkern, Murchi
son, Murray, Najarian, Peterson, 
Pontbriand, Ricker, Rolde, Ross, 
Sheltra, Shute, Silverman, Smith, 
D. M.; Smith, S.; Soulas, Stillings, 
Talbot, Tanguay, Theriault, Tier
ney, Webher, Wheeler, WhitzeU, 
Wood, M. E. 

ABSENT - Ault, Berry, P. P.; 
Carter, Curtis, T. S., Jr. Evans, 
Greenlaw, Jalbert, Mac Leo d , 
O'Brien, Santoro, Strout. 

Yes, 55; No, 84; Absent, 11. 
The SPEAKER: Fifty- five hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
eighty- four having voted in the 
negative, with eleven being absent, 
the motion does not prevail. 

Thereupon, the Majority "Ought 
to pass" Report was accepted, the 
Bill read once and Committee 
Amendment "A" (H-318) was read 
by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes the gentleman from 
Bath, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker, and 
Ladies a,nd Geilitiemen of the 
House: You heard me say that 
I was in favor of increa,sring mini
mum wages, but I think that at 
this, time, although we probably 
eventually will go to $3, I believe 
that it is prema,ture to write this 
as our intention now. Already we 
are ahead of fed:eral standards and 
I beJieve that we just should use 
caution. There ~s no te1ling what 
the federal government might do. 
They might go to $2.50 right away 
and then go to' $3 and more but 
I think that we should stick with 
the origilnal bill and stay with $2.25, 
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and I move indefiJIliite postpone
ment of tms amendment. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The' gentleman 
mom Bath, Mr. Ross, moves the 
indefinite p as t p 0 n erne n t of 
Committee Amendment A. Is thi,s 
the p1ea,sure of the Hoose. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The C h air 
recognizes: the gentleman from 
Sa,co, Mr. Robbins. 

Mr. HOBBINS: Mr. Speaker, 
Members of the House: If I may 
just bping up a point that the bill 
we have incommiUee L. D. 911 
presented by the g,entleman from 
Augusta, Mr. Brown, doe,s have a 
$3 ceil.ing. So, in fact, if we do 
lim1t olWself by defeating this 
amendment, what we would be 
doing in his bill is del£eating his 
amendiment alslO. I would like to 
have a 11011 call on this:. 

The SPEAKER: A 11011 call has 
been requested. For the ChaiT to 
,order a roll call, it must have the 
expressed deske, of one fifth of the 
members presentandi voting. All 
those desiring a roll call vote will 
vote yes; thos'e oPPDsled will vote 
1]0. 

A vote of the House wa,s taken, 
and more than one £Hith of the 
m'embers pres'ent hav,ing expres,sed 
a desire for a roll call, a 11011 call 
was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending 
question 1s ,on the mDtion ,of the 
g,entleman from Bath, Mr. Ross, 
that Committee Amendlment "A" 
be indefinitely postponed. All in 
favor of that motion will vot:e yes; 
those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Baker, Berry, G. W.; 

BM, Boudreau, Bra,gdon, Bl1aWIl!, 
Bunker, Cameron, Carey, Chick, 
Cottrell, Creslsey, CUlTan, Dam, 
DaJvis, Deshaies:, Dona'ghy, Dudley, 
Dunn, Dya'r, E,merv, D. F.; Farn
ham, Farrington, F'erris, Fine
more, Fraser, Gal'SlOe, Hamblen, 
Hancock, Haskell, Henley, Herrick, 
Huber, Hunter, Immonen, Jackson, 
Kelley, Kelley, R. P.: Keyte, 
Knight, La wry, Lewis, E.; Uttle
field, Maddox, M c Corm i c k , 
McNally, Mffi'rill, MoJ1ton, Murcill
,son, Palmier, Parks, P'erkins, Pont
briand, Pratt, Rollins, Ross', Shaw, 
Shute, S~mpson, L. E.; Smith, S.; 
Sppoul, Stillings, Susi, T r ask, 
Trumbull, Tyndale, Walker, White, 

Willard, Wood, M. E.; The 
Speaker. 

NAY - Albert, Berube, Binnette, 
Bither, Bdggs, Brown, Bus,tin, Car
rier, Carter, Chonko, CIa I' k , 
Conley, Connolly, Cooney, ClOte, 
Dow, Drigotas, Dunlea,vy, Farley, 
Faucher, Fecteau, Flynn, Gahagan, 
Gauthier, Genest, Good, Goodwin, 
H. ; Goodwin, K. ; Hobbins, 
Ja'cques, Kauffman, Kelleher, Kil
roy, LaCharite, LaPointe, LeBlane, 
Lewis, J.; Mahany, Mal1t~n, Max
well, McHenry, M c K ern ,a n , 
McMahon, McTeague, Mills., Morin, 
L.;. ~orin, V.; Mulkern, Murl1ay, 
NaJanan, Norris, Peterson, Ricker, 
Rolde, Shelt'l'~a, Silverman, Smith, 
D. M.; Soulas, Talbot, Tanguay, 
Theriault, Tierney, Web b e r , 
Wheeler, WhitzeH. 

NAY - Ault, Berry, P. P.; Chur
chill, Crommett, Curtis, T. S., Jr.; 
EVaJns, Greernaw, Hof~ses, Jalbert, 
MacLeod, O'Brien, Samtoro, StrlOut. 

Yes, 71; No, 66; Abs1ent, 13. 
The SPEAKER: Seventy-one 

having voted in .the affirmative and 
sixty"six havhl!g voted in the nega
tive, with thirteen being abs1ent, the 
mot1olli does. prevail. 

The Bill was as:s~gned' lior s:econd 
reading tomorrow. 

The Chair laid before the House 
the second tabled and today 
assigned matter: 

Bill "An Act Preventing a Lien 
on Real E,state When Owner hals 
Paid Contractor" (H. P. 828) (L. 
D. 1087) 

Tabled - May 4, by Mr. Sdmpson 
of StandtLsh. 

Pend!ing - Motion by Mr. Shute 
of Stockton Springs to accept 
Report C "oughJt to prusls" 

Mr. SPEAKER: The C h a i I' 
recognize,s the gentleman from 
Bristol, Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, and 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the 
House: I would hope that the body 
here would not vote to accept 
report C. Report C is merely the 
original bill. We had it before us 
at one time. It was sent back to 
committee a:nd now we get three 
reports back. In my estimation, if 
we accept report C we 'are leaving 
no recourse whatsoever to the 
lumber dealer or supplier of the 
pJ10ducts that 'are used tn the build
~ng of a house. Lt wonld seem to 


