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situation with regard to State em-
ployees. I think, if there is any
State employee whose services are
not needed in our State, that we
have ample machinery available to
do away with that particular em-
ployee. If that job is filled by the
Governor and Council, I believe
those gentlemen can also entertain
any suggestion as to the unneces-
sary keeping of that officer or in-
dividual. There is a whole lot that
could be said. If any of us could
go about these departments and in-
quire about the things that the
heads of these departments and
other employees necessarily must
learn to do, and the knowledge and
information they must have, you
will find that they are valuable em-
ployees, and it is idle talk for a
man to say that he can replace a
ten dollar man with a two dollar
man and get a ten dollar job done.

I simply want to leave it with
you, ladies and gentlemen, that an
arbitrary slash of the salaries of
these people would be an unjustifi-
able act, and I respectfully say that
I hope the motion of the gentleman
from Charleston (Mr. Howes) will
not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Charleston, Mr.
Howes, that the House reconsider its
action of April 4th whereby it ac-
cepted the majority report “Ought
not to pass” on Bill “An Act Re-
ducing the Compensation of State
Officials and Employees.”

Mr. DOW of Norway: Mr. Speak-
er and members of the House: I
did not intend to take any part in
this discussion. I hope you will
pardon me if I use an expression
which some of the members of this
House have used frequently, and
that is making fish of one thing
and fowl of another, but I could
not help but notice as I sat here
that some who voted in favor of
raising salaries of county officials
the other day want to make fowl
of the other as far as State officials
are concerned.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

All those in favor of the motion
to reconsider the action of the
‘I‘-Iouse in accepting the majority,
Ought not to pass” report will say
aye, those opposed no.

A viva_voce vote being taken, the
motion did not prevail.
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The Chair lays before the House
the tenth item of unfinished busi-
ness, Majority Report “Ought to
pass” and Minority Report “Ought
not to pass” of the committee on
Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to Elections in the City of Bid-
deford” (H. P. 1162) (L. D. 481,
tabled on April 6th by Mr. Donahue
of Biddeford, pending the motion of
Mr. Ford of Saco that the Majority
Report be accepted, and the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Bid-
deford, Mr. Donahue.

Mr. DONAHUE: Mr. Speaker and
members of the Eighty-ninth Legis-
lature: Were it not for the fact that
a vast majority of the citizens of
the city of Biddeford are opposed to
this legislation, I might hesitate
somewhat in opposing the eight to
two report of the committee on Le-
gal Affairs that this bill should pass.
However, the member of the com-
mittee who signed the report with
me is the only member of the com-
mittee who was a member of that
committee during the regular ses-
sion and the special sesison in 1933
when the people of the city of Bid-
deford came to this Legislature and
requested the passage of the legis-
lation which this bill seeks to re-
peal. And why was it done? You
have on your desks a mimeographed
copy of the returns of the election
held in the city of Biddeford March
13, 1933, where two groups, inde-
pendent groups, under the style of
progressives and non - partisan,
polled less than forty per cent of
the vote in the city of Biddeford
and were elected to office. And
what happened as a result of that
administration? The result of that
administration was that the city of
Biddeford was practically forced in-
to bankruptcy, school teachers re-
mained unpaid for over nine
months, bonds were defaulted, tax
notes unpaid, and, as a result of the
abuse of the privilege of independ-
ent party designation, the ILegis-
lature in 1933 enacted our present
primary law. The present primary
law gives all parties equal privi-
leges; it gives independent groups
no privilege that the primary party
does not have.
~When the State auditors finished
eight months’ work in the city, after
this group had gone out of office,
it was found that there was some-
thing over $340,000 of unpaid bills,
bills for which the taxpayers of the
city of Biddeford had paid their
money into the city treasury and
which, under the subsequent ad-
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ministration, they were compelled
to pay again. At the end of the
administration there was no city
report; no one knew what the finan-
cial condition of the city was. As
I said before, it was only as a re-
sult of eight months’ work by the
auditors of the State Auditing De-
partment that the administration
was able to determine where the
city stood. I say to you that while
we will hear the argument that no-
where else in the State of Maine
are citizens deprived of the right of
independent nominations, I believe
the Legislature of 1933, in view of
the flagrant abuses of that privi-
lege, were justified in passing the
law which they did.

At the present time the citizens
of the city of Biddeford enjoy not
only a yearly report, but they en-
joy a monthly report of the doings
of each and every department, No
school teacher is obliged to wait
nine months, no school teacher
waits beyond the day when her pay
is due; all bonds are paid, and no
tax notes are unpaid. That is the
reason that the citizens of Bidde-
ford do not want to go back and
permit independent groups to again
force the city of Biddeford into
bankruptcy. I, therefore, move the
indefinite postponement of this bill
with the two accompanying reports.

Mr. PORD of Saco: Mryr. Speaker,
1 will not attempt to reply to the
flowery remarks of the gentleman
from Biddeford, Mr. Donahue, from
my sister city. He would lead you
to think that I had committed an
error in presenting this bill. I am
like the gentleman from Belfast,
Mr. Buzzell; I only presented this
bill by request. I presented it at
the request of the Republican Club
in that city of Biddeford which
numbers—I do not know exactly—
but I think around four or five hun-
dred. I think if this favorable re-
port is enacted, that the terms of
this bill will not create any dam-
age to any one. I think this bill has
a whole lot of merit and I, for one,
want to thank the committee for
its favorable report, and I hope that
the majority report will be accepted.

Mr. DOW of Norway: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: I want
to say that the committee on Le-
gal Affairs in considering this bill
considered it in the Senate Cham-
ber where full opportunity for dis-
cussion was given to both sides
and the arguments were well aired.
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Apparently in 1933 Chapter 71 of
the Private and Special Laws set up
a system of elections in the city of
Biddeford. It seems that subse-
quent to that time some changes
became necessary and so at a special
session in 1933 Chapter 118, Section
1, among other things, was changed
considerably.

I would call your attention to the
fact that while apparently changes
were made so that delegates might
be sent to State conventions, this
section which we are talking about
was changed also. Chapter 118 of
1933—Special Laws—not only was
sent back to the people of Biddeford
with a referendum but there was an
emergency clause. I think I speak
for the majority of the committee
which was eight to two who signed
this report when I state that none
of the arguments before the com-
mittee convinced us that Biddeford
should be given different election
laws than the rest of the State, and
I do not think that the opponents
of the bill would tell you that they
should be given any different laws.
I hope that the majority report
“Ought to pass” will be accepted.

Mr. WEED of Manchester: Mr.
Speaker, having lived in Biddeford
for a number of years and having
noticed conditions there, and having
discussed the situation with a num-
ber of people, I think that the con-
dition that exists there at the pres-
ent time is what the majority of
the people desire.

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, I want to take just a few
moments to answer to some extent
the argument as presented by my
good friend, and he is my good
friend, the gentleman from Bidde-
ford, Mr. Donahue. He is my good
friend in every respect except politics
but I haven’t gotten him yet to see
the light in politics.

This bill has some political sig-
nificance, but it has only political
significance because it so happens
that the city of Biddeford is usually
predominantly Democratic. I want
to try to tell you what this bill
really does. The law in the city of
Biddeford now is so worded, as I
understand it, that no one can run
for mayor and some other offices—
I know this applies to mayor—un-
less he be a registered Republican or
a registered Democrat. Biddeford
being so predominantly Democratic
that  permits the Democratic
machine to run things with a rather
high hand. You cannot get on the
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ticket unless you play along with
the Democratic machine. Unless we
Republicans or unless the people of
the city of Biddeford can sometimes,
when the Democratic machine gets
to running things with two high a
hand, unless they can get a man
who Is perhaps a registered Demo-
crat to run for mayor in the city of
Biddeford under the banner of a
Progressive Republican or what have
you, then it means that the old
machine can keep things under their
thumb and run not only politics but
other things in the city of Bidde-
ford. I want to say to my friend,
the gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Donahue, that if he will point out
to me any town or city in the State
of Maine where they have a similar
law which is predominantly Repub-
lican, so that we can run things
with the same high hand, I will be
one to vote for that law in that town
or city wherever it is.

Now how did Biddeford get that
law? I want to call this to your at-
tention because you may hear the
argument presented here that we
ought to let Biddeford decide for
themselves what they want. If you
put a referendum on it you might as
well kill the bill. Now the gentleman
from Biddeford, Mr. Donahue, re-
ferred to the Special Session of
1933. In that Special Session
they brought in a bill on which
they put an emergency preamble.

I think that bill--I am not sure—
I think it was presented by the
gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Donahue, and the emergency pre-
amble recites that “whereas, the
amendment to the election laws of
the city of Biddeford passed by the
Eighty-sixth Legislature did not ade-
quately prepare for the election of
delegates to party conventions, and
it is now impossible to elect dele-
gates properly; and whereas, the
city of Biddeford would not be re-
presented in respective party con-
ventions if the following amend-
ment is not made.” I concede that
so far I think that is true. It was
necessary to make an amendment
to the laws in order that Biddeford
might be properly represented at
party conventions. With that part
of the amendment made in 1933 un-
der the heading of the emergency,
I would not quarrel. As I understand
it they also in that same act wrote
in a little amendment to the law
which formerly read as follows:
“Candidates for the following offices
shall present a petition of at least
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the following number of names: for
mayor, member of the school board,
or police commissioner, 125; for
councilman, 50; for warden or clerk,
25.” This is what they inserted, after
the word “names”: “of enrolled
members of the political party re-
questing such nomination.” As I un-
derstand it it was that little inser-
tion which they put in this emer-
gency act under the supposed ban-
ner of providing that the city of
Biddeford may be properly repre-
sented in the State political con-
ventions—they brought in this arti-
cle which stopped anyone from run-
ning for the offices in Biddeford un-
less they be members of the enroll-
ed party.

Now the bill you have before you
would simply permit in the city of
Biddeford something which I un-
derstand is permitted in every city
in the State, that if you do not want
to run as a Republican or a Demo-
crat, you have a right to run as an
Independent by getting a certain
number of signatures, and I do not
think that even my brother can
quarrel on that. I simply hope that
the majority report of the commit-
tee is accepted.

Mr. BELANGER of Biddeford:
Mr. Speaker, there have been some
remarks made here about people
born outside of the State. I was
born in the State of Maine. I have
lived in Biddeford for 66 years. I
was elected as a Representative by
the biggest majority that any man
ever got out of Biddeford. I am here
to tell you that what Biddeford
wants is what they have. They don’t
want this bill. We pay our bills, we
pay our county taxes and everything
in the city of Biddeford. We enroll
as either a Democrat or a Republi-
can. I voted the Republican ticket a
good many years and when I chang-
ed my mind I enrolled as a Demo-
crat. We do not want anybody dig-
ging in on either party and breaking
it up. If the people of Biddeford
sent me here to represent them, they
do not want somebody else telling
them what to do, It is none of my
job to tell you how to run North
Berwick or Waterville, it is none of
my job to tell you how to run Au-
gusta or any other town. Our Re-
presentatives from Biddeford want
to represent Biddeford and three to
one we have no use for this bill.

Mr. DONAHUE: Mr. Speaker, I
believe that the gentleman from
Berwick, Mr. Varney, is slightly in
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error when he says that I presented
this bill. 1 first became a member
of the Legislature in 1935. In town
meeting, as I understand it, you
have no independent candidate. In
the town of Sanford you have dele-
gates at town meeting and it does
not provide for independent nomi-
nations. Many of our other muni-
cipalities in the State have non-
partisan ballots. If this legislation
is so desirable I want to ask this
House why the agent of the Pep-
perell Mills, the treasurer of the
Saco-Lowell Shops, the First Vice
President of the First National
Bank of Biddeford, and the chair-
man of the Board of Directors of
the Pepperell Trust Company and
3,500 other citizens of Biddeford do
not want this bill to pass?

Mr. McGLAUFLIN of Portland:
Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a
word. This measure is an attempt
on the part of a Republican House
to force on the Democrats some-
thing that they do not want. If the
Democrats undertook to do the
same thing with us, and they had
the power to do it, we would say
that it was a dirty deal. I hope
that this measure is killed.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Donahue, that the two reports of
the committee on Legal Affairs on
Bill “An Act Relating to Elections
in the City of Biddeford” be indefi-
nitely postponed. All those in favor
of the motion for indefinite post-
ponement will say aye, those op-
posed no.

A viva voce vote being doubted,

A division of the House was had.

Thirty-seven having voted in the
affirmative and 41 in the negative,
the motion did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The question now
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Saco, Mr.
Ford, that the majority report
“Ought to pass” of the committee be
accepted. Is this the pleasure of
the House. The motion prevailed,
and the majority report “Ought to
pass” was accepted.

The Chair lays before the House
the eleventh item of unfinished
business, Bill “An Act Relating to
Requisites for Old Age Assistance”
(H. P. 286) (L. D. 91). The pend-
ing question at the time of ad-
journment of the House on April 7th
being the adoption of House
Amendment “B.” The Chair rec-
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ognizes the gentleman from Lewis-
ton, Mr. Lambert.

Mr. LAMBERT: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: Due to the
fact that I have interviewed a great
many of the Representatives of the
House concerning House Amend-
ment “B” to this bill, I want to
make a motion to indefinitely post-
pone House Amendment “B,” with
the idea of presenting to you at
this time House Amendment “C,”
which is on your desks.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Lewiston, Mr. Lambert, now
moves the indefinite postponement
of House Amendment “B.” Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and House
Amendment “B” was indefinitely
postponed.

Mr. Lambert then offered House
Amendment “C” and moved its
adoption.

House Amendment “C” to H. P.
286, L. D. 91, Bill, “An Act Relat-
ing to Requisites for Old Age Assist-
ance.”

Amend said Bill by adding at the
end thereof the following: ‘provid-
ed, however, that this sub-paragraph
shall not apply to aliens who have
resided in the United States since
July 1, 1919

Mr. LAMBERT: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: Again I am
going to appeal to you in regard
to this alien bill which was debated
by the House last week. It was
brought out during the debate that
by barring all of the aliens from the
pension rolls you were probably
barring the old parents of some vet-
erans of the World War who fought
for this country, also some old resi-
dents of the State of Maine who
contributed greatly to the building
up of this State by paying their
taxes regularly and by working for
improvements in the State. Some of
the aliens who resided here previous
to 1919 might have had some sons
who went to the World War. I want
this House to remember that back
in those days, when those boys were
fighting for their country, it did not
matter whether their parents were
aliens or whether their parents were
citizens, They were fighting for one
cause, and that cause was for the
benefit of our country. Some of them
even gave their lives, and today we
are here to deny pensions to some
of those unfortunate people who
would just fall back on our muni-
cipalities.



