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Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out the underlined figure
““$3,250” in the 4th line of “Sec. 74"’
and inserting in place thereof the
underlined figure ‘$3,400°.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out the wunderlined figure
*$2,800” in the 4th line of “‘Sec.
36 and inserting in place thereof
the underlined figure ‘$2,900°.

Further amend said Bill by strik-
ing out the underlined figure
“$3,250 in the 4th line of *‘Sec.
38’ and inserting in place thereof
the underlined figure ‘$3,400°.

Senate Amendment “‘C’ was
adopted and the Bill assigned for
third reading at eight o’clock this
evening.

On motion of the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, the House vot-
ed to take from the table the fourth
tabled and unassigned matter,
House Report ‘‘Ought not to pass”
of the Committee on Taxation on
Bill “An Act Exempting Children’s
Clothing of Cloth Material from
Sales Tax”’, House Paper 841, Leg-
islative Document 1195, tabled on
May 22 by that gentleman pending
acceptance of the report, and the
Chair recognizes the same gentle-
man,

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: This was ta-
bled pending our final decision on
exempting children’s clothing from
the sales tax. As you recall, we
made our decision this morning and
I therefore move we accept the
“Ought not to pass’ Report.

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

Mr. COUTURE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I am cer-
tainly in one position at this time
that there is no other way than for
me to go along with the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, to accept
the ““Ought not to pass’’ Report.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is the motion of the
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Tot-
man, that the House accept the
“Ought not to pass” Report. Will
those who favor the acceptance of
the “Ought not to pass’” Report
please say aye; those opposed, no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed and the ‘‘Ought
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not to pass” Report was accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: At this fime the
Chair would request the Sergeant-
at-Arms to escort to the rostrum
the gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Fuller, to serve as Speaker pro
tem.

Thereupon, Mr. Fuller assumed
the Chair as Speaker pro tem amid
the applause of the House and
I§Ipelaker Edgar retired from the

all.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
House is working under orders of
the day. The Chair awaits the mo-
tion of any of the members to take
any bill off the table.

On motion of the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, the House
voted to take from the table the
first tabled and unassigned matter,
Bill “An Act Increasing Registra-
tion Fees for Motor Vehicles and
Operators’ Licenses’’, House Paper
1088, Legislative Document 1572, ta-
bled on May 21 by that gentleman
pending passage to be enacted.

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I don’t know
quite frankly what particular argu-
ments are necessary at this time
inasmuch as I feel that we have so
thoroughly debated the idea of tak-
ing a million dollars from the gen-
eral fund that if we wish to go
through with our intention of financ-
ing the bond issue, we have left be-
fore us this L.D. plus the so-called
Highway Use Tax which is item
five. I believe the proper miscon-
ception has been made that increase
in registration fees for motor vehicle
and operators’ licenses is solely
drivers licenses and registration
plates. I would point out that this
bill is a combination of three or four
separate bills that were before the
Transportation Committee. We have
put three or four bills into one. This
bill represents the increase on the
drivers’ license of one dollar, it rep-
resents the increases on the auto-
mobile license plates of one dollar,
and it represents also something
that has not been mentioned too
much, but it certainly is the most
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important part of the bill in my es-
timation. It represents a seven per
cent increase on the registration
fees of trucks. You will probably
hear in subsequent debate that we
are letting the trucking industry
get off comparatively easy in view
of the bond issue which will finance
new major highways. I would like to
point out that the Transportation
Committee in bringing this bill out
attempted to give an even seven
ver cent increase across the
board to both automobiles and
trucks in this bill, and neither seg-
ment is favored. I would also like
to point out that some members at
least of the Transportation Commit-
tee, and this particular bill was
unanimous ‘‘Ought to pass’’ Report,
felt that while there may be some
merit in future years in a more re-
sponsible taxation bill for trucks, in
view of congressional action now
pending to make a thorough study
of truck taxation, we would be im-
posing a new major taxation method
on an outdated foundation if we
should pass the so-called Weight
Distance Tax now until that study
is completed.

Therefore, the Transportation
Committee recommended this bill,
and I believe the most intelligent
way to proceed is to take a vote
on the measure.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The

Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Columbia Falls, Mr. Hatha-
way.

Mr. HATHAWAY: Mr. Speaker

and Ladies and Gentlemen: Having
been a freshman in this place up
until now, I think I am graduated
now that we have three days left,
it has been my policy to sit in my
seat and listen and try to learn, at
least up to the capacity of my small
brain. We have been listening to
figures here and specially on this
particular bill. Figures bother me
at times anyway, and I cannot quite
understand. This—I believe this bill
is for the purpose of financing the
bond issue which would raise around
a million dollars a year. The other
day when this particular item was
up I understood some gentleman to
say that it would only require $90,-
000 a year for the next two years
to finance. I would like to ask if the
gentleman who said that remembers
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who he was and I wish he would
explain that to us.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Columbia Falls,
Mr. Hathaway, asks a question
through the Chair to any member
of the Transportation Committee
who may answer if he so chooses.

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

Mr. TOTMAN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Perhaps it
would be more in order for a mem-
ber of the Highway Committee to go
into the reasons for the financing,
but I think I can answer the specific
question very briefly. It is true that
to finance the bond issue itself and
nothing more, it would require $90,-
000 a year. However, unlike the gen-
eral fund budget which was brought
out in two parts, a current balanced
budget plus a supplemental budget,
the Highway budget was brought
out in one form and included the
expenditure of $2,000,000 for the next
biennium, a million dollars a year,
and those two millions of dollars
were expected to be raised through
this particular bill, Now I recognize
myself among the first to agree that
that in my opinion is a rather un-
usual procedure. In other words, we
are bringing out a highway alloca-
tion bill that presumes that a sug-
gested piece of legislation will pass
and we will get our revenue from
a new source of taxation. I wonder
if I have answered the gentleman’s
question.

The SPEAKER pro tem: Does
the gentleman consider his question
answered?

Mr. HATHAWAY: No, not exact-
ly. If it was to cost a million dollars
a year which on a $24,000,000 bond
issue 1 can see where it would
around four per cent if you had to
pay, but why only $90,000 the first
year. Does that mean that we are
only going to issue bonds for about
$2,000,000 the first two years?

Mr. TOTMAN: I would like to go
on and answer the question more
specifically.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman may proceed.

Mr. TOTMAN: It has been shown
that the actual retirement and in-
terest payments during the next bi-
ennium will only cost approximate-
ly $90,000. Without confusing the
House, I will say that is the net
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result. How it is arrived at I don’t
see any particular point in going in-
to detail. I will say that the million
dollars that this bill is raising is not
going towards the bond issue, it is
going towards the highway alloca-
tion bill for various types of road
construction that the Highway Com-
mittee brought out. It is over and
above the bond issue, and I repeat,
I would normally have looked for
a supplemental highway financing
budget, but the Committee saw fit,
and perhaps some of the Committee
would care to comment on why they
did it that way, they depended upon
this bill, the million dollars raised
in this bill, to help finance our regu-
lar highway allocation fund.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The

Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Columbia Falls, Mr. Hath-
away.

Mr. HATHAWAY: Mr. Speaker, 1
don’t plan to be difficult at all but
when this other bill was in to take
a million dollars from the fund,
from the surplus fund or the unap-
propriated fund to pay for this bond
issue, it was turned down and then
we said we would have to resort to
this. In other words, if the first bill
had passed, this would not be neces-
sary. Am I right? The gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, now
states that it is to be used for high-
way construction and not necessari-
ly to pay off the interest on the
highway bond issue.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Columbia Falls,
Mr. Hathaway, asks a question
through the Chair. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman.

Mr. TOTMAN: I would repeat to
the gentleman from Columbia Falis,
Mr. Hathaway, that we have a
choice of financing our road con-
struction. It is financing both our
road construction and the bond is-
sue in general, our entire program.
We had three choices, we could
take it out of the general fund, we
could pass this bill or we could
pass the truck weight distance bill.
The House the other day voted not
to take the money to finance the
highway construction program from
the general fund.

The SPEAKER pro
Chair recognizes the
from Buxton, Mr. Bruce.

tem: The
gentleman
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Mr. BRUCE: Mr. Speaker, I don’t
know the gentleman’s name over
there, I don’t know him very well,
but I perhaps can clarify it by say-
ing that there are two — I hope
to his satisfaction— there are two
contemplated bond issues proposed,
one for twenty-six million and one
for twenty-four million. We passed
the twenty-four million one with the
idea that two million of the finane-
ing program will be financed by
current taxation. I hope that an-
swers the gentleman’s question.

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

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I have
heard it said here that we are us-
ing the front door and the back
door to obtain results. I think some-
body found a secret passage to this
one by the cellar door. This type of
legislation I am certainly opposed
to because to me I have been giv-
en all kinds of alternatives how to
raise money. We have had incidents
here where we did not force upon
people taxation which would have
brought returns back in here pretty
near sufficient enough to meet these
needs. Now they come up with
something more of taxation to put
upon people who may be with a cer-
tain amount of income, set income,
and we are going home to tell these
people once again we are going to
put a hardship upon the small rural
areas which it certainly will hit be-
cause wages have gone up in big
cities. Living costs have gone up
it is true, but living costs went up
in the rural areas but wages have
not. Now that is the biggest part
of your segment that you have got
to consider on the particular type
of legislation of this nature, and at
this time I know there is a lot will
get into it in discussion and I hope
they do, but I would move indefinite
postponement of this bill and ask
for a roll call vote when the vote
is so taken.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Fort Fairfield, Mr. Hersey.

Mr. HERSEY: Mr. Speaker, this
bill came out of the Transporta-
tion Committee of which I am a
member without opposition, or
at least on paper a unanimous
report, although there were three of
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the Committee who were not in fa-
vor of the bill in its present form,
I being one of them. We had, as
the gentleman from Bangor, Mr.
Totman, has stated, several bills,
one having to do with increasing
registration fees on passenger cars,
another to increase registration fees
on light trucks, another to increase
operators’ license fees, and another
one to increase the cost with the
application to take a driving license
examination. I was in favor of some
of those bills, but not the one to
increase registration fees on light
trucks and passenger cars nor to
increase the fee by one dollar for
operators’ licenses. I was in favor
of the one to increase the registra-
tion fees for the heavy trucks, that
is the 18,000 pound category and on
up to the 50,000 or 60,000 pound lim-
its which will be after this legis-
lature adjourns, but I am not in
favor of combining all of those bills
in one and coming out with this one
bill and reporting it out ‘“‘Ought to
pass’’. If there was some way that
the thing could be broken down and
give you a chance to vote on in-
creasing the registration fees for
passenger cars and the driving li-
cense and another bill to increase
registration fees for trucks, I think
we would be getting down to a bet-
ter understanding of the measure
instead of it being in its present
form. There is another matter
tabled, I think item five on the un-
assigned list, that will do a lot bet-
ter job for the state, put the cost
of these highways where it proper-
ly belongs, and I think with the
amendment that will be proposed
by the gentleman from Wiscasset,
Mr. Farmer, will be a good worka-
ble bill. But I do not want to go
back home myself and tell the con-
stituents in my town that I had any
part in increasing the fees for driv-
ing licenses or their registration
fees for their passenger cars and
light trucks.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The

Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bowdoinham, Mr, Curtis.

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: If we are
going to build any roads on that
ninety-ten, we simply have got to
have some money from somewhere,
and I opposed this first just be-
cause of the increase of the drivers’
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license for fear that they might not
adopt the bond issue. But now we
have taken care of the other, I be-
lieve it was the gentleman from
Gardiner has presented, we killed
that, and I believe that we should
go along with this bill, and in an-
swer to the gentleman from Colum-
bia Falls, Mr. Hathaway, about this
$90,000, as I understand it, bonds
are only floated as they are needed,
and it may be four or five years
before the full $20,000,000 will be
floated. So this — that is just sim-
ply to pay the interest where they
only intend to float $2,000,000 at this
time, If this bill passes the money
will be in the highway fund to re-
tire these bond issues year by year
as provided. For that reason I hope
that this receives passage.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Old Orchard Beach, Mr.
Plante.

Mr. PLANTE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I would like
to ask through the Chair of the
gentleman from  Bridgton, Mr.
Haughn, a question if I may be
permitted to do so. If we do not
accept item one under tabled and
unassigned matters that is a way
of financing our bond issue, is the
alternative item number five on
page ten of the tabled and unas-
signed matters?

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Old Orchard Beach,
Mr. Plante, has asked a question
through the Chair of the gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn, who
may answer if he chooses.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to the question if I heard
it correctly, I will repeat it to see
if I did get it right, would I ac-
cept number five in lieu of number
one for the financing? I would say
definitely not. I still think there are
other avenues open to us.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Rich.

Mr. RICH: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to inquire if this discussion has
anything to do with the so-called
hardship cases state aid, this mil-
lion dollars. As I understood, that
was tied in with the bond issue, if
we didn’t pass the bond issue that
is the first thing that would be cut
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out. The gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman, might be able to an-
swer that.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Charleston, Mr.
Rich, has asked a question through
the Chair of the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, who may an-
swer if he chooses.

Mr. TOTMAN: I would answer the
gentleman’s question by saying this,
that a million dollars from this par-
ticular measure was going to be
used in the general highway fund
allocation bill. As to what million
dollars it would apply against, I did
not understand it was specifically
earmarked. Does that answer the
gentleman’s question?

Mr. RICH: As I remember it
when we had the Highway Commis-
sion before the Republican Caucus
some weeks ago, they told us that
this million dollars for so-called
hardship cases and the $500,000, a
half million for town road improve-
ment, would be the first things that
would be discarded if they didn’t
get the necessary money. I was
worried about this bill here. If we
indefinitely postpone this bill are
we going away from here without
any money for those things which
we people from the rural areas are
particularly interested in?

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

Mr. TOTMAN: In further answer
to the gentleman’s question, where
this legislature would decide to cut
out a million dollars out of the
highway bill would certainly be up
to probably the Committee, the
Highway Committee to decide with
the direction of the legislature. It
has been rumored admittedly that
the most obvious place to cut first
would be the hardship fund since
there is no matching money.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Rich.

Mr. RICH: Mr. Speaker, I think
we should think carefully before we
discard every means of taking care
of these things, not only taking care
of the interest on the bond issue.
You all know that I voted against
the bond issue which probably was
a foolish move of mine, but I cer-
tainly think that we must have some
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more money, and if we are going
to kill the other measures, we want
to be careful before we indefinitely
postpone this particular one. I per-
sonally know that it will create a
lot of dissatisfaction, but I don’t be-
lieve that is going to last very long.
People will criticize us for giving
them a dollar increase on the li-
cense fee or a dollar increase on
their registration, but I believe the
people who think carefully will real-
ize that those things that we are
working for, better roads, are worth-
while, and we have got to have the
money. Therefore let’'s get it some-
where.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Buxton, Mr. Bruce.

Mr. BRUCE: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen: If you were
to go over the highway allocation
bill which we have passed here and
is now resting on the table in the
other house, if we fail to raise an-
other one million dolars, there are
just two places that you can apply
the guillotine. One is the so-called
million dollar hardship money, and
the other is the million five town im-
provement fund, and I hope you will
consider that very carefully when
you vote on the motion to indefi-
nitely postpone.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Gouldsboro, Mr. Tarbox.

Mr. TARBOX: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
This is another shell game I should
call it, for two years ago we had
it thrown up at us if we didn’t do
such a thing we wouldn’t have the
hardship money and town improve-
ment money. I put in a bill for it
which came out of the Committee
“Ought not to pass’” and has been
lost. Now this will be another thing
for two more years. If we pass it
now in two years hence they will
throw out the town unimproved
roads and what have you. 1 for one
hope the thing is indefinitely post-
poned because I don’t think this is
the way to pay off our bond issue.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bowdoinham, Mr. Curtis.

Mr. CURTIS: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: I hope this
bill receives passage, but I hope it
doesn’t receive passage by someone
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trying to say it as a threat. As I un-
derstand it we have already passed
the million dollar hardship fund
and the town road improvement
fund, and it will last through the
biennium. Now probably if we don’t
pass the bond issue why in other
words we won’t have the money to
take up this ninety-ten, and then
again another legislature will be
faced with the same thing we are
about this. So let’s keep this scare
thing away from it. As I understand
it that has already been passed and
I believe that we should go along
and pass this bill because I think
1 am opposed to it as strongly as
anyone but in looking over the situ-
ation more thoroughly and checking
it which I have done very thorough-
ly and with the folks back home I
think they will buy it when they find
out what it is all about.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Southport, Mr. Rankin.

Mr. RANKIN: Mr. Speaker and
Ladies and Gentlemen: In this build-
ing and in the state office building
are some of the greatest minds in
Maine, and yet from no mind has
come a single thought as to how
we can raise this lonely million dol-
lars without taxing the motorist in
the State of Maine, and I can’t un-
derstand this situation. Opposed as
I am to this bill, I feel as though
I have been shut up in a box. Now
the box was built by whom I do not
know, but I do know that the peo-
ple of this State are absolutely op-
posed to any increase in motor ve-
hicle registrations or an increase
in drivers’ licenses. I feel certain
that if this measure is defeated
some means will be found whereby
this last and lonely million can be
secured. R

The SPEAKER pro tem: Is the
House ready for the question?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Chelsea, Mr. Allen.

Mr. ALLEN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a sign-
er of the “Ought to pass” Report
here, and one signer that knew
what he was doing and signed with-
out equivocation, I believe that this
is the fairest and most just meas-
ure of taxation to finance the high-
way problem. As has been brought
out by the gentleman from Bangor,
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Mr. Totman, by his statements, and
questions asked by the gentleman
from Charleston, Mr. Rich, that your
highway allocation bill has already
been passed. The highway alloca-
tion bill does not say where the
money is coming from to finance
the whole program. There is a short-
age of funds. We have discussed
that at quite length. We have also
passed the bond issue to take care
of that, and I voted for the bond
issue to take care of the shortage in
the highway fund with the idea that
we would raise money to take care
of debt service of the bond issue.
Now this money would go into the
general highway fund increasing
the amount there enough so that
the special state aid program could
—the hardship fund could be still
kept in effect—your regular state
aid highway could be kept in effect,
and your mud money or your mil-
lion and a half for your town road
improvement fund could be kept in
effect, and also so that your federal
aid secondary fifty-fifty matching
funds would not have to be sliced
nor your matching funds on your
ninety-ten on your interstate sys-
tem, Now if you kill this bill, some-
where along the line I am going to
assume that you are going to have
to cut out something. It will be
up to this House to decide what they
want to cut. As many of us come
from small towns, requesting cutting
our town road improvement fund or
our special state aid funds or our
regular state aid funds. Howev-
er, it would be kind of silly to cut
out a matching fund too, especially
a matching fund where we only have
to contribute ten per cent. Now it has
been said that there are fair minds,
good minds that have worked on
this. This is the program that they
have come up with. It might not be
the best, but I think it is the best
one that this House has got before
it to consider at this time, so I
think you should consider well be-
fore you defeat this, and I hope
the motion to indefinitely postpone
does not prevail.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman
from Kittery, Mrs. Burnham.

Mrs. BURNHAM: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I hesitate
to interject any observation into this
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learned discussion, but there is an
observation that occurs to me that
I think should be mentioned. Ev-
ery time we read a newspaper re-
port of the doings of this legislature
and so forth, we are confronted
with the millions that are going to
the surplus, that are going to be
left over, and I am sure I don’t want
to go home and have to explain to
the people of my community that
we have to raise their license fees,
their registration fees seven and a
half per cent or whatever amount
is needed, with the extra millions
in the fund. I am sure I cannot ex-
plain it and I am not going to vote
for this measure.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Clinton, Mr. Besse.

Mr. BESSE: Mr. Speaker, you
may recall that last Friday I think
it was, the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Turner, made the statement
that money was drying up. The way
he said it may have bheen funny,
but what he said was no joke. I
think money is drying up. Very re-
cently one of the better stores in
Waterville took in thirty-eight cents
in cash. Now that doesn’t indicate
that money is flowing very freely
around here. Also I think last Fri-
day the gentleman from Gardiner,
Mr. Hanson, offered you a way to
finance this thing through the gen-
eral fund with a million dollars, and
to my mind that is saving a million
dollars of the taxpayers’ money. It
was rejected as a matter of princi-
ple. Now when principles have a
price tag of a million dollars each,
I think they are too high for us to
indulge in.

Now evidently from the discussion
that has taken place, actually about
a hundred thousand dollars is need-
ed for the bond issue and the rest
of it for other purposes. I don’t know
why the other money wasn’t attached
to the regular highway money
instead of being brought in through
the back door, if you please, this
way. Through the increase in the
sales tax and this money if this bill
is passed, we are going to take ap-
proximately ten million dollars out
of the taxpayers of Maine which is
roughly a thirty per cent increase.
Now I think we have a fair cross
section of the people of Maine here
in this House. Is there anyone here
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who expects a thirty per cent in-
crease in their income next year?
I am sure they don’t. And if we
are increasing the taxes thirty per
cent it means it must come out of
peoples earnings or their savings. If
it comes out of their earnings it
means that they have ten million
dollars less money to spend for
goods and services. That means that
there will be less business done,
probably less business on which the
sales tax will be collected, because
there are many of those things, food
and services and such, that are not
taxed, so it is a possibility that
there will not be a definite increase
in the sales tax in proportion to the
two per cent that we now have. I
have been told since I came here,
this is my first time, but I have
been told that the previous legisla-
ture was criticized for passing patch-
work taxation. If this doesn’t quali-
fy under that heading I would like
to know what does. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Belfast, Mr. Rollins.

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: Although
you have passed the sales tax over
my dead body, nevertheless with all
the pickings that has gone out of it,
there will be about $3,000,000 left,
and there is something like $5,000,-
000 that the taxpayers are going to
pay with that three per cent tax
on automobile accessories and so
forth, and there is no reason, no
justifiable reason to shove this one
to them.

This bill the way it stands today,
you have got an increase of three
dollars. You also passed a bill that
is going to ask for that license on
the birthday date. Now you think of
one who is in the last quarter, he
is going to pay six dollars when he
gets his license to bring it around
to his birthday. And you know many
of you, there are many in this House
that know that when a man has to
pay two dollars some of them for
their license to get it the first of
the year they have to borrow it from
somebody, and it is not going to set
very well on their stomachs. I might
say in answer to my friend from
Fort Fairfield, Mr. Hersey, there
still is alive L. D. 1039, An Act In-
creasing the Fee for Operators’ Li-
cense, and L. D. 1228, An Act Re-
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lating to Registration Fees on Pas-
senger Vehicles. They are still ex-
isting in that unspeakable body on
my calendar here. And the gentle-
man mentioned that we might take
them separately. There it is right
there.

I believe the other day on the
general appropriations bill I had an
amendment here for a hundred thou-
sand dollars. It was my understand-
ing from the figures from the High-
way Commission — not the High-
way Committee, but the Highway
Commission, that it would be a $90,-
000 bill, well I put it in an even
hundred thousand dollars, and I
came into the House while that de-
bate was going on on the million
dollar bill and I understood at that
time that the floor leader, our able
floor leader, Mr. Totman, the gen-
tleman from Bangor, said it had
gone up to a million. Well now, to-
day, I think if I heard right, the
same gentleman said it was $90,000,
the figure I heard the other day. I
did not present my amendment, but
I believe we can take this segregat-
ed if we have to from those items
that are still alive, and I hope that
the motion to indefinitely postpone
prevails.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The

Chair recognizes the gentleman
from (Columbia Falls, Mr. Hatha-
way.

Mr. HATHAWAY: Mr. Speaker,

my purpose in asking the questions
was not that I was in opposition
to this bill. My thought was that if
it required only $90,000 or $100,000
to finance the bond issue and the
bond issue itself was for the purpose
of financing the roads, and the sales
tax our other expenditures, why it
might be possible that this particu-
lar item could be — bill could be
turned over to the next legislature,
and voted on then when we do have
more expense to the bond issue. If
the whole twenty-four million dollar
bonds are out I don’t believe inter-
est would come to more than a mil-
lion dollars then. Now if this money
is needed for other purposes I cer-
tainly would go along with it, but
if for only $90,000 I would suggest
that the next legislature could pass
a bill like this, and where we are
passing a sales tax it might look a
little better to not pass this.
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The SPEAKER pro
Chair recognizes the
from Brooks, Mr. Elwell.

Mr. ELWELL: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As a mem-
ber of the Highway Committee 1
would like to make a couple of ob-
servations, First I would like to
state that we do need the million
dollars in order to balance the al-
location bill and in turn provide the
funds that are necessary for the
state’s share of the services which
we are expected to maintain, in-
cluding the town road improvement
fund and the special state aid or
the hardship money as it has been
referred to. Second I would like to
say that I feel a responsibility to
support some sort of a financing
program that will carry our high-
way program over the years. We
have debated the general fund ap-
proach twice and defeated it twice
just as I think that we should have,
I think this is the most equitable
of all the proposals which are be-
fore us. While I don’t like to vote
for taxes any more than the next
peﬁ'son, I would be in favor of this
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Greenville, Mr. Harris.

Mr. HARRIS: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to address a question
through the Chair to anyone who
may be able to answer it. Have I
picked up the idea somewhere that
if this bill is passed and the money
that would be raised from it, that
the state police force would be in-
creased by twenty-five this year and
twenty-five the following year? Is
that something I just heard some-
where else?

The SPEAKER pro tem:
gentleman from Greenville, Mr.
Harris, has addressed a question
through the Chair to any member
who care to answer. The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Bangor,
Mr. Totman.

Mr. TOTMAN: I would answer the
gentleman from Greenville, Mr. Har-
ris, that I feel out of place somewhat
as the Chairman of Transportation
in answering questions for the Chair-
man of the Highway, but since the
question has been raised towards
me I would say that the highway

tem: The
gentleman

The
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allocation bill does provide for addi-
tional police.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Fort Fairfield, Mr. Hersey.

Mr. HERSEY: Mr. Speaker, in
reply to a statement made by the
gentleman from Belfast, Mr. Rollins,
he called attention to two items
that are on the table in the Senate,
both tabled, the IHouse Report leave
to withdraw on one an act increas-
ing the fee of operators licenses and
the other an act relating to registra-
tion fees for passenger cars. So far
as I am concerned, they can grant
leave to withdraw on those. There is
also an item eleven on the Senate
calendar another item, Bill, An Act
Relating to Registration Fees on Cer-
tain Commercial Vehicles tabled
pending enactment. If they will en-
act that piece of legislation in there
I would gladly follow suit when
it gets back here in the House.

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

Mr. FARMER: Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of the motion of the
gentleman from Bridgton, Mr.
Haughn. We have just sent to the
other body a sales tax item increas-
ing revenues some eight million dol-
lars, and I would ask you to consid-
er just where that eight million dol-
lars is coming from. It is my con-
tention that it will come primar-
ily from the poor man in this state,
and we are now presented with an-
other piece of legislation that is go-
ing to hit that same man the same
way again with the hardest propor-
tion of the burden here. Presently
our highway costs are divided with
some seventy-five or eighty per cent
falling on the small passenger car
operator and some twenty-five per
cent on the trucks. I am opposed to
this measure because it will main-
tain the same ratio, and if anything
it will increase the burden on the
small car operators. About half of
the revenue this measure will pro-
vide will come from the increase in
the drivers’ licenses, and it will cer-
tainly be much less than twenty per
cent of that half that will come
from the truckers.

It has been at least insinuated
here today that if this were not
passed, the first thing that would
happen would be our town road and
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special hardship money, it would be
sacrificed. Well it is my contention
that if this were not passed and if
there were no revenue produced in-
stead of this, which I do not rcecom-
mend, but if that would be so, it
would still be possible for the High-
way Commission to meet their full
program by simply deducting $500,-
000 a year from their unappropriated
surplus.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Auburn, Mr. Turner.

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, this
is no doubt the first step our lead-
ers feel in building our interstate
$50,000,000 state highway system.
I don’t think it is fair or reasonable
to expect the little guy to carry the
burden of paying for this super
highway. In the last few years he
has had a two per cent sales tax
added to his troubles, also several
increases in the gas tax, increased
insurance costs. Take the excise tax
and increased federal taxes and all
told the little guy, the little family
car man is sure doing his part for
what little he uses the highway. I
am against this bill and have been
ever since the first of the year. At
that time I was told by our double-
barrel leadership what our financing
program would be at that time for
the new highway. We have just
passed a bill giving the trucking in-
dustries of this state and the nation
the right to increase the length of
their vehicles five feet and their
gross weight from 50,000 to 60,000
pounds. This gift is worth millions of
dollars to the industry, and what did
we get for that? Nothing. Nothing.
The same industries now say they
are in favor, and we must have this
interstate highway. What are they
offering to pay? Nothing. Nothing.
This bill will not collect one cent
from the out of state truckers. Do
you think it is fair and just to let
these out of state freight trains on
rubber, 15,000 strong, use our high-
ways for about five dollars each per
year? Our highways, their place of
business.

Maine has a large investment in
its roads. That investment must be
protected by this body. There is no
question that in fairness to all we
must get our fair share of money
that is being made on our high-
ways today from the people who
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use them as a place of business.
We have heard about sending it
back to the people. Why not be hon-
est with the people? Let them vote
on the bond issue; also on the meth-
od of payment, either this bill or
the good honest weight distance
bill. We will then see if the people
want to bond the state and the peo-
ple’s cheoice of payment. What could
be fairer? Oh, no! The leaders can
ram it down the throats of this
body, but they know with the voters
they would be taking on too much
territory. I have here over fifteen
thousand signers on petitions. These
petitions are sponsored by the Small
Car and Small Truck Owners Asso-
ciation, John Gould, Lisbon Falls,
President. In the heading of the
petition it reads: ‘“We the under-
signed, believing that the average
Maine motorist is already bearing
more than his share of highway con-
struction and maintenance costs,
and that the large heavy commer-
cial truck , a majority of which are
owned and registered out of state,
are not bearing their proportionate
share of such highway construection
and maintenance costs, do oppose
passage of bill before the legisla-
ture which would increase the driv-
ers license fees, and motor vehicle
registrations.” Now these petitions
are from all over the state. Even
some members in this House have
circulated them and a lot of the
members have signed them. These
petitions are from the little people
back home. The ones we knew when
we were seeking election to this
body. Do not let them down. Let’s
show that we have not forgotten
them and kill this unfair measure. It
isn’t fair, honest or just to make
this low income group pay for the
place of business of the trucking in-
dustries of this state and all the
other states. The success of the pas-
sage of the bond issue could be in
the method of payment.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Carthage, Mr. Hutchinson.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: 1 want to go on record as
definitely opposed to this bill be-
lieving that we do not need it, and
that the repercussions if we pass it
will really hurt every member of
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this House that supports it. I concur
with the motion of the gentleman
from Bridgton, Mr. Haughn, to in-
definitely postpone it. I concur with
the gentleman from Fort Fairfield,
Mr. Hersey, and the gentlewoman
from Kittery, Mrs. Burnham, and
others that I for one don’t want to
go back home and tell the people
that I supported this issue after hav-
ing voted the three per cent sales
tax and the $24,000,000 bond issue.
I believe the people in every legis-
lative territory have a right to know
how their representative voted on
this matter, and I request that when
the vote is taken it be taken by a
roll call.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentlewom-
an from Yarmouth, Mr. Knapp.

Mrs. KNAPP: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: I under-
stand that some of this money that
is to be raised is to hire more state
police. I would say that if the state
police that we have, got out on the
road and worked all of them then we
wouldn’t need any more. Now I un-
derstand that the police over at the
barracks over at Scarborough are
just laughing at us. They say ‘‘Oh
we’ll get some more’”’. Now I would
think it is time something could be
done. I travel from Yarmouth to
Portland on an average of three
times a week and there is only one
state cop there that I see all the
time, and I know there are two or
three that should be going back and
forth. Instead of that they are parked
on the side of the road or two or
three sitting in a car together, and
I think that if the cops we have
went to work we wouldn’t need to
raise any money for any more.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and La-
dies and Gentlemen of the House:
I have not been in favor of increas-
ing the drivers’ licenses ever since
I first heard of it, but if, as the
gentleman from Southport, Mr. Ran-
kin said, if we are boxed in, we
boxed ourselves in last Friday, be-
cause when the supplemental budget
was being discussed, the amend-
ment was prepared as has been
mentioned before this afternoon. For
the benefit, and strictly for the bene-
fit of those who might not under-
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stand the situation in the House, I
explained that they could either fa-
vor that amendment or they then
would have to favor either the driv-
ers’ licenses or the weight distance
tax. Now this afternoon I don’t think
that it is technically possible to do
anything else—I will ask that ques-
tion afterwards. I think that those
who vote against increasing the
drivers’ license and registration fees
are then going to be duty bound to
support the weight distance.

Now I have a question, Mr. Speak-
er, I have a question as to whether
or not since it has been more than
two days, whether or not we could
reconsider our action on the supple-
mental appropriation without unani-
mous consent?

The SPEAKER pro tem: In an-
swer to the gentleman’s question the
Chair will rule that any reconsidera-
tion must take place within twenty-
four hours by a two-thirds vote.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from Southport, Mr. Rankin.

Mr. RANKIN: Mr. Speaker, I feel
we have two reasons for voting
against this bill. One, there has been
a great deal of uncertainty as to
how much money is needed, and in
legislatures of many years ago when
a problem was not understood it
was considered good form to vote
against that bill.

Secondly, here we have the chance
to do something for the little fellow
we have been talking about during
the entire session by voting to in-
definitely postpone this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Wade.

Mr. WADE: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: We have
been told by some members of the
Committee that this money is need-
ed. Secondly, I believe that despite
the vigorous efforts of John Gould
and others who circulated the peti-
tion, that we are exaggerating the
public objection to these increases
in these fees for licenses and regis-
trations. I base this upon the—I
think it is an obvious fact that these
same people whom we are talking
about will buy a new set of tires
and the sales tax on that purchase
under the new bill will amount to
probably three dollars or more, and
they will pay that without batting
an eye. I really feel that we are—
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furthermore, I would like to point
out that this million dollars from
these fees isn’t going to run our
highway program next year, it is a
relatively small contribution, but it
is the last contribution to balance
the highway allocation fund. I am
going to vote against the indefinite
postponement.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Brownville, Mr, Ross.

Mr. ROSS: Mr. Speaker and Mem-
ber of this Legislature: I have to
take exception with my good friend
Bob Wade. When I went home after
the last session and we passed the
so-called package deal there was
criticism from almost everybody. If
I go back to Brownville Junction
this time and we pass an increase
in the drivers’ license and an in-
crease in the car license, there is
no sense in me running again down
there or anybody else because they
are absolutely one hundred per cent
against it in my section. We have
a lot of people, it is a railroad
town, and we have a lot of people
there, they all own cars and they
all work for the Canadian Pacific
Railroad, and there is a tremendous
amount of them now that are pen-
sioners. Their pensions haven't in-
creased but prices are going up and
the cost of living is going up and
if we increase the licenses, as I
said before, they are dead against
it, and I have to be against this
bill and I ask that you don’t erucify
us on the cross of political expedi-
ency.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Walker.

Mr. WALKER: Mr. Speaker, 1
hate to disagree with my distin-
guished colleague from Auburn, Mr.
Wade, but if I understand this situa-
tion, we are asked to increase the
license and registration fees in or-
der to provide some additional rev-
enue for the Highway Department.
Now in looking back I seem to re-
call that we increased the sales tax
three per cent, even though two and
one-half per cent was represented to
us as an amount necessary to do the
job. We were told that one-half of
one per cent would be cumbersome
to collect. It has been further sug-
gested that our system of govern-
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ment was such so that we could
not touch the general fund. As a
freshman legislator, I probably
haven’t been taught all the facts of
life yet, but it would seem to me
we are merely putting our collec-
tive heads in the sand like a bunch
of ostriches, and I will go along with
the gentleman from Bridgton, Mr.
Haughn, to indefinitely postpone this
bill.

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

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, be-
fore I make a few comments, I first
would like to ask a question through
the Chair to the gentleman from
Bangor, Mr. Totman, if he can give
to us a breakdown of what we will
receive under this plan for drivers’
license, truck registrations and li-
cense increase fees if that is avail-
able?

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Bridgton, Mr.
Haughn, has addressed a question
through the Chair to the gentleman
from Bangor, Mr. Totman, who
may answer if he so chooses.

Mr. TOTMAN: I would answer the
gentleman from Bridgton, Mr.
Haughn, on this obviously very un-
popular bill, that the license fees
are fairly simple to compute inas-
much as we have roughtly four hun-
dred odd thousand drivers in the
state which includes incidentally
truck drivers as well as automobile
drivers, a dollar increase that is
roughly four hundred thousand. On
the increase in license plates, I am
giving round figures, it is roughly
two hundred and seventy thousand,
and the increase on trucks which is
around seven per cent increase on
their present registration fees is the
balance to make up the million.

Mr. HAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for that infor-
mation. It certainly would fit the
needs as he so claims, but I won-
der if we realize that here just a
week ago that we had an oppor-
tunity on the state police angle to
pay for twenty of those state police
that we now have in our budget
which we have no income for or
which we are seeking to get income
for. However 1 am sorry to say we
did pass it in the supplemental bud-
get for those gentlemen. I do not
deny the need or the right that we
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should have them, but let’s refer
for one moment to the Maine Turn-
pike Authority where you had $164,-
000 could be obtained by the state
because they now pay it, which I
still believe should have come out
of the revenues derived from that
highway, that would have paid for
twenty police in our supplemental
budget, we would be asking for the
forty but we would only have to
raise money to pay twenty, be-
cause the other money derived
would have paid for the other twen-
ty. Now we turn around and ask
the same question once again, can
we continue to tax the small in-
dividual man or family for any ad-
ditional burden? I say it is political
suicide for any of you who may
attempt to do so in my estimation.

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

Mr. STANLEY: Mr. Speaker, it
seems that the question before the
House today is to raise a million
dollars to take care of the highway
allocation bill. I wonder if some gen-
tleman on the Highway Committee
would tell us whether there is an
additional twenty-five state police in
the highway allocation bill and how
much it costs for those police? In
our budget, the general fund bud-
get, we did not include the twenty-
five police, so if there is twenty-
five in the highway allocation bill,
we will have to up the amount of
money in our budget, in the general
fund budget, to take care of half of
those.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The
gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Stan-
ley, has directed a question through
the Chair to any member of the
Highway Committee who may an-
swer if he chooses. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Turner.

Mr. TURNER: Mr. Speaker, in
the new draft 1503 there is put up
money enough for twenty-five addi-
tional new police. Where it says
$853,000 I think in the general bud-
get there is only around $600,000,
is that right?

Mr. STANLEY: I didn’t get the
amount of money in the highway al-
location bill for the extra twenty-five
police.

Mr. TURNER: They are all add-
ed in together which makes it $853,-



