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From Certain Sources (H. P. 1277)
(L. D. 1783)
Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a twothirds vote of all the members
elected to the House being necessary, a total was' taken. 126 voted
in favor of same and one 'against,
and accordingly the Bill was passed
to be enacted" signed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.
Emergency Measure
An Act Raising the Discount on
the Sale of Cigarette Tax Stamps
by the State Tax Assessor to Licensed Distributo.rs (H. P. 1284)
(L. D. 1790)
Was reported by the Co.mmittee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being ,an
emergency measure and a twothirds vote o.f all the members
elected to the House being necessary, a total was taken. 123 voted
in favor of same and 7 against,
and accofrdingly the Bill wafS p'assed
to be enaJCted, signed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.
Passed to Be Ena.cted
An Act relating to Compensation
for Certain Municipal Officers who
Appear in District Court (S. P.
753) (L. D. 1811)
An Act Establishing Procedures
for State Medical Examiners and
Creating the Office of Chief Medical Examiner for the State of
Maine (S. P. 759) (L. D. 1816)
An Act relating to Payment for
Drugs Under Health and Welfare
Appropriation (H. P. 1250) (L. D.
1756)
An Act Increasing Fees for
Copies in Office of Register of
Probate (H. P. 1298) (L. D. 1804)
An Act to Allocate Moneys for
the Administrative Expenses of the
State Liquor Commission for the
Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1969
(H. P. 1302) (L. D. 1831)
Were reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be
enacted, signed by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.
The SPEAKER: The Chair now
will call your attention to Supplement No.2, Enactors.

Passed to Be Enacted
Emergency Measure
An Act to Clarify the Law Relating to Truth-in-Lending and Disclosure of Interest and Finance
Charges in Retail Sales j H. P.
1316) (L. D. 1859)
Was reported by the Committee
on Engvossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed. This being an
emergency measure and a twothirds vote of all the membe::s
elected to. the House being necessary, a total was taken. 128 voted
in favor of same and one against,
and accordingly the Bill was
passed to be enacted, signed by
the Speaker and sent to the Senate.
Passed to Be Enacted
An Act relating to Coordination
of Public Higher Education (S. P.
777) (L. D. 1849)
Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Stonington, Mr. Richardson.
Mr. RICHARDSON: I would first
like to make it clear to you that
I have no axe to grind. I am not
a graduate of the University of
Maine but rather of Colby. I have
no political ambitions which dictate that I shall vote for the super
university concept even if I, in
good conSCience, do not believe
in it. I am opposed to the legislation and am sincere in my opposition.
In the regular session of this
Legislature, the concept we are
discussing was defeated. I know
that this watered - down version
will be held up as a totally new
concept, but it is not, it is just a
bleached by-product of the former.
A committee was hastily appointed and rushed into being
when it was known that the original bill would be killed. The job
of this group was simply to keep
the idea alive.
We had an illustrious committee
and it did its work well. However,
it would seem that the sponsor
of the legislative document was
the only one that was convinced of
its need. At least, that is the conclusion that I must reach when I
find that he was the only member
of the committee which studied
this to appear in its favor before
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the EducatiQn CQmmittee. One
.other perSQn appeared in favQr
but by his .own statements he did
nQt cQnvince me that he was really
sincere.
I would like to point out that two
members .of this study committee
appeared in QPPQsitiQn to the bill.
One of those members, at least,
had hoped to put out a minQrity report but did not. The repo,rt was
short, concise and effective, but
he was discQuraged by statements
emanating from the chairman
which led him to believe that
everyone except him agreed in
principle.
There is an appropriation attached to this L. D. for over $100,000. Mind you, this is just for the
second year of the biennium. Dr.
Cutler, chairman of the Board of
Trustees .of the present University
of Maine, asked what the cost of
the super university might be and
no member of the Education Committee, the sponsor, nDr anyone else
in' the room could give even a
vague figure of what the future
cost might be. I would challenge
them today, on the FloQr of this
House, to dare to put forth a
figure which can stand for posterity to examine. I am reasonably
certain that not one of the proponents of this bill will do more
than say, "Oh corne now, you know
we can't predict," Dr "What difference does it make if we get better education," or "How can we
know?"
I think that we have a right to
know those figures and what future
figures may conceivably be.
I
doubt if any .one on the Committee
on Educwtion can even tell you
what the complete budget of the
present University is. I wonder
if one of you in this House would
care to speculate .on how much of
the University's private capital will
be diverted by the new Board of
Trustees to the other oampuses
which it will be acquiring. I wonder if anyone would care to S'peculate on the effect that this would
have on the grants to the University, or on the scholarship funds
which are given by graduates and
by other people.
One of Ibhe statements that you
have heard repeated over and over
in this House during the past year
is that we are wasting money with
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duplications. I asked ,this question
cDncerning duplication and waste
privately of one .of those who attended the healring that diay but
who did not speak. His discerning answer was "how can you 'say
there is waste and duplication
whene'achof us must turn down
from 2,000 'applications on down
to lesser refus'als in the :smaller
sohools. Until we can accommodate all who apply and are quaHfed
to attend, we have not reached the
poinlt where waste is rampant."
I ,am concerned about many aspects of this bill but my prime .objection i's that I do not feel that
the two groups we are talking of
throwing together are, basically,
the same. I am concerned that tuition will jump to the point where
it will be too expensive for many.
I realize that an ,amendment prohib1ting this immediately is en,compaSised in the bill, but this only
proves to me Ithat my fears are
jU'stified. Our state colleges have
done an excellent job with the upper third of the graduating classes
of our high sohooLs just as the University is more interested and does
an excellent job wilth the upper
ten or twelve percent. What is to
happen to this very worthy group
of Istudents who perhaps cannot
meet the academic requirements .of
the super U bult who all the 'same
want to become teachers? In the
last analysis, this group has kept
the Maine 'sohool systems from going bankrupt for want of teachers
for a long, long time. We still
have a teacher 'shovtage and, I 'am
convi'nced, need the state colleges
to fill this need.
After listening to our good
friends, the attorneys, on various
simple bill'S, I am wondering how
in the world it will ever be possible for this trans~tion to take
place in the limited time available
under this bill. It would appear to
me that it will take a legal staff
more than a year to unravel all of
the problems alttendant upon transfer of all of the assets, both physical and financial. Any thought
that fifteen men, dedicated though
they may be to the philosophy of
this legislation, can bring inlto being a new corporate body who can
develop the planning, policy and
operation of nine 'Separated cam-

248

LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, JANUARY 22, 1968

puses bef'ore the next regular sessionof the 104th Legrslature is unreasonable. Such a board should
have a full biennium for planning
and policy development before it
is given operational responsi-bility.
No mention ha:s Yelt been made
of the buildings that are now authorized but not built or even
started. Will it Ibe within the provinceof these new trustees to decide that perhaps 'a building authorized and voted for Aroostook
State should better be built in
Portland?
I would, in closing, like to call
your atJtention toa ,couple of articles which have ,appeared recently
in tMs week's Time and Newsweek
Magazines. Under the Education
section, the university sYIStem of
California is featured. It is not
pleasant read~ng; it is not working
as we have been !told for the past
year that it does; ,jt is undergoing
complete change with decentralization recommended. And here we
are discussing putting together
campuses and California, after
some years of e~erience with the
system we have had suggested
to us, 'are on the point of breaking
it up into smaller unLts.
My very good friend, Roger
Snow, presented to the Education
Oommittee a reprint of an article
in the January 12 Time Magazine,
and one of ltiheitems that he did
not underline for us but which I
would now like to underline Istates,
-"A college does not automatically
become better by renaming it a
univers'ity." And a little further
on iIt goes,-"into the political pressures in North Carolina la'st year
catapulted four one time teachers
colleges into regional univernities,
but they 'are still essentially teachers colleges ,and they merely pose
a threalt to the financial support
that has made the UniveI1sity of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill the
best public in'stitution in the
south." And this wal'ning comes
from Clark Kerr, who is heading
a Carnegie-financed situdy of higher
education in the United States.
I think one of the most telling
things in this week's article January 19 in Time 'and January 22 in
Newsweek-they both cover the
same thing, is the statement that
they have forgotten at the Uni-

versity of California that their purpose ils to educate the youngster.
Mr. Speaker, I would now move
that !this bill and all its accompanying papers be indefinitely
postponed and when the vote is
taken I request that it be taken by
the yeas land nays.
The SPEAKER: The pending
question now is on the motion of
the gentleman from Stonington,
Mr. Richardson that L. D. 1849 and
its accompanying papers be indefinitely postponed.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Raymond, Mr. Durgin.
Mr. DURGIN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the Hous,e: Having
been one of the members privileged
to serve on this study committee,
I would like to inform the gentleman from Stonington, Mr. Richardson tha,t if he looks back to the
first few days of this special session, bills were coming in rather
fast, hearings were being held
rapidly, I was serving on the
Labor Committee which had bills
to hear, and that day we had a
hearing which lasted until almost
six o'clock. I had no opportunity to
aHend the hearing on this bill:
had I had the opportunity I certainly would have been in favor of

it.

After many weeks and months
of studying this bill I had many
reservations and I resolved them
in my own mind when I considered
what this merger would do for
the students, the boys and girls in
this State. All the extraneous circumstances, all the s.ectional disputes, were resolved. I was more
interested in what this bill would
do for the boys and girls, and I
certainly would hope that the motion of the gentleman from Stonington, Mr. Richardson would not
prevail.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Caribou, Mr. Allen.
Mr. ALLEN: Mr. Speaker and
Members of this House: I believe
there is a need for this legislation;
I am backed up by very good authority. The consultant panel
states,
"In the Consultant
Panel's judgment there is no more
urgent matter requiring the immediate attention of the citizens
of the State of Maine and the im-
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mediate action of the state's leaders than the development and improvement of higher education,"
and I doubt that there will be another session of the Legislature better informed on this subject than
we are here. There are duplication
of services in some of these programs, there are wasteful riv,alries, uneconomical use of funds, a
lUXury I don't believe we can any
longer afford. As one of the reports have stated the status quo
is unacceptable. For nearly three
years we have studied, consulted,
held hearings, and then compromised and debated. We spent $60.000 on this study and we have two
reports of the Committee, a,nd
that's followed by the report of
the Committee on Coordination of
Higher Education.
I recognize that it is pl'obably
imperfect but I don't think we
ought to put our responsibility off
any longer. I feel that a start
should be made and I don't believe there's any better time.
We will recall the Sinclair Act
was passed some years ago. It was
imperfect 'and we've refined it and
amended it several times since,
but in the process,as your Education Committee has traveled to
New Hampshire and conferred
with the education committees of
northern New England there and
seen what was accomplished in
Vermont, we have to acknowledge
the Sinclair Act has done a good
job for Maine.
This is a compromise of many
and widely divel'gent views. Nobody seems to be altogether happy.
The attitude of I think most people, who have no ax to grind and
were not interested particularly
in one institution, seemed I think
to be for it. But it's like a corporate merger, the stockholders generally like it but the employees.
the administratol's, the faculty people. oppose it and wonder how it
is going to affect them. Good education is expensive and it's going to cost more and more I'm
afraid. but we can't afford to be
wasteful with our money. I hope
that we will defeat this motion for
indefinite postponement.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Lebanon, Mrs. Hanson.
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Mrs. HANSON: Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House: As you all
know in the regular session I opposed the merger of the University and other institutions of the
state, and it took a great deal of
convincing for me to agree to this
'one. But I have studied it land I
have listened and I was ready to
not agree with this one until Mr.
Shute brought up his amendments.
In discussing the amendments the
bill has been more or less modified
and amended and clarified, so
that I find now I would like to
vote that this be not indefinitely
postponed.
The SPEAKER: The Chair reccognizes the gentleman from Brewer, Mr. Robertson.
Mr. ROBERTSON: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I find that I must rise in
opposition to this bill now before
us and support the stand of the
gentleman from Stonington, Mr.
Richardson, not because I am a
graduate of the University of Maine
or because I am affiliated with the
University of Maine, but rather because I personally am convinced
that this bill which would consolidate our states colleges under one
head, a supposedly progressive
step to create an educational giant
that will lessen our educational
headaches, to me I am not assured
that it is the best answer to the diversity of problems that each of
our colleges encounter.
Certainly I want to recognize and
appreciate the great amount of
work which this special committee
has put into this subject before
us and I must admit that it is
a bill that has a great deal of
magnitude, that it requires extensive research and planning to
eliminate the possibility of later
discovering that we have created
problems to which we do not have
the answers. Ladies and gentlemen, I must ask if it is necessary
that we recognize this problem as
an emergency and rush into the
acceptance of a program that may
have many relative unknowns.
Now our present University of
Maine stands high in comparison
with our other New England colleges. This college of 102 years of
age issues degrees, degrees that
are accepted in other states, they
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issue them with a degree of
accreditation. 1,8 it not within the
realm of possibility that this new
massive giant will tend to lower
the standard of recognition? Of
course many say that this will not
be the case, that it will bring up
the other four colleges involved.
I might concede that probably this
fact will eventually be true, but
for a time I am somewhat convinced that despite the fact that
the other colleges stand high in
recognition, that there will bea
degree of degrading of our own
University of Maine.
I cannot convince myself that
this consolidation has reached the
proportion of an emergency, at
least not at this time. Is it necessary to combine the other state
colleges with the University, this
highly laic claimed ~nstiltution, de~
spite the fact tihat the trustees, its
graduates and present students feel
that this ,action is improper; they
feel that this University should
stand on its own as an individual.
N ow truly in this bill now before
us we have left out this time the
vocational schools, we have left out
the Maritime Academy, assumedly
because it was felt that these
schools were not in the same
category, not compatible with the
state colleges in many respects.
Two of the five institutions concerned are opposed to this consolidation, they have cUed hlleir
objections; I am not going to
elaborate upon them at this time.
But may I ask, is it possible that
we can revise our legislation to
erase these objections? Should we
consider the opinion of the trustees
of the University of Maine? Somehow I can't help but respect the
judgment and opinions of Dr. Lawrence Cutler of that board, whether
he be right or whether he be
wrong.
I think we all realize that educational costs are constantly going
up; there certainly is no relief in
sight, and of course this is the
argument for this measure now before us - more efficient operation
under a super university. The
University of Maine is operating
on one of the lowest cost per pupil
of any state college in the United
States. We have one of the highest
land grant college institution's
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tuition in the United States. It is
a recogniz.ed fact that each year
we find it impossible to accept
many of the applicants who apply
to this college because we just do
not have the facilities at our Orono
campus. We have insufficient funds
to erect the facilities to take care
of this ever expanding educational
demand. Somehow I cannot help
but ask myself, under this new
cooperative, under this new super
university, will the University of
Maine budget receive lesser or
greater consideration? Will its
ratio be hampered or will it be
assisted? One thing sure, there
must be constant growth on the
Orono campus and nothing must
deter this progress, and I reiterate
- on the Orono campus.
Consolidation and merging I
think is a current trend, a
modernization in our everyday
financial living; the big massive
cOID,panies overpower smaller business and they must merge or they
must go out of business. I would
like to relate to you for a moment
a classic example. One of our
larger industries in the State of
Maine which appeared to be
operating successfully until one
morning its employees found the
name of the industry had been
changed and now they were ,a
division of a great corporation, a
corporation that operated nationwide. They had many brothers,
they had many sisters now, and
they were told that big things were
going to be accomplished because
they would have the money now
to expand and to modernize.
What some of them did not
realize was that all the profits
from this industry would now go
to the giant central office where
the profits would be dispersed to
its brothers and to its sisters, and
should it show a loss its neck was
sure to be severed. Now this industllY has endured a shutdown of
two phases of its operation with
a lack of manpower because the
operations assumably were not
showing proper profits. Many are
now wondering what the future of
this remaining industry might be
in the next few weeks, the next
few months, the next few years.
My friends, this business has lost
its local identity, it has lost its
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individualism and become a small
cog in a big wheel. I am quite
sure they would prefer to be back
in their own individual status prior
to merger. I would like to ask you
ladies and gentlemen - can our
super university place the University of Maine in a similar category
after this merger? Let's think it
over very seriously before we
decide to jeopardize our individualism.
Now I had no personal ax to
grind here today, I am only attempting to consider ev'ery aJS'pect
and attempt to determine in my
own mind what is the best answer
for our colleges, the best answer
for our students, the best answer
for the people Df the State of
Maine. In my personal opinion we
should procrastinate until our next
regular session when we can be
move aSlsured of a greater degree
of acceptance, when we can be
more assured of answerrs to our
fears and our anxieties. It can be
a great advance in our educational
management if it can accomplish
its desired goals. However, let's
be sure; let's not rush. Mter all,
there will be the 104th, and I
would like to suggest that you
go along with the motion of the
gentleman from Stonington. Thank
you.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizeS' the gentleman from Farmington, Mr. Shute.
Mr. SHUTE: Mr. Speaker, Ladiels
and GentLemen of the House: What
you have just heard are the voices
of the status quo; the voices of
people who are happy with things
as they are, who have not offered
anything constructive other than
to do nothing and stay as we are
until the 104th. I submit to you
initiaHy that no LegislatUre past
or in the fmure will be as knowledgeable about all of the ramifications of higher education than
this Legislature. Why? Fil'lst of all,
each one of you has received, and
I hope has perused a copy of the
$50,000 A. E. D. Report. You know
Mr. Allen has already quoted from
this. The Coles Commission has
spent weeks and weeks 'of exhaustive study. This has been followed
by the Lund Committee. We've
studied higher education to death.
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Ladies and Gentlemen, L. D.
1849, and its accompanying amendments, its accompanying papers, is
a product of ,compromise. Now we
admit that we are not ecstatic
about this new form of coordination of higher education in our
state, but we are happy with it,
because it's a step forward. We
aren't willing to accept the status
qUiO. As you know, we, along wiuh
the gentle lady from Lebanon, Mrs.
Hanson, and the gentleman from
Stonington, Mr. Richardson, did
espouse what we believed and
still believe was our idea of the
perfect way to coordinate higher
education and that was with a
superr board of different boards
coordinating education. This, we
now recognize, is politically impractical, it's completely unacceptable to the Board of Trustees of
the University of Maine. Conversely, the University of the Stat,e of
Maine bill which you accepted by
a scant two vot,es in this body last
spring, also is unacceptable to
those whO' represent the faculty
and the student body of the state
colleges. As far as we were concerned then, the best way would
have been through the coordinated
board approach, but this was not
to be ,and we accepted it, nor is it
to be. The University of the State
of Maine is not to be; it was defeated in the final hour on Saturday, July 7th.
Now the Lund Committee, socalled, was formed by you to investigate this problem further
during the interim and report to
this special session or the 104th.
Recognizing the fact that no other
Legislature would be as knowledgeable as this one is this Committee came back to the special
session, ably assisted by dedicated
House members Mr. 'Percy Porter,
the gentleman from Lincoln, and
Mr. Dean DUrgin, the gentleman
from Raymond. This Committee
came out with an excellent bill
to present to the Education Committee for its hearing.
Here, in L. D. 1849, our main
objections have been erased with
the Committee amendments. Now
we who feel 'strongly about the
role of the state colleges and their
principal job in turning out teachers, have preserved their identity,
preserved their treasured auton-
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omy of their separate institutions,
identified the head of each institution as the chief educational officer who is in charge of the dayto-day affairs of his particular institution. What more autonomy
can you get than that? We have
the assurance we did not have before that the state colleges will
not be governed by a board of
trustees unfamiliar and unsympathetic with their problems. Three
of the new board will be named
from among the members of the
State Board of Education. And to
assure that this new Univ!ersity
c'Ontinues to have' the same high
quality of men presently serving
on the University of Maine Board
of Trustees, this bill provides that
seven of these will be appointed
by the GovernDr tD serve.
N ow as a freshman Representative, we learned early here by examples set by many 'Of you, that
the art of good politics and good
government is practiced with a
high degree of c'Ompromise, and
so it is with this bill. The amendments which you see before you,
and I would like to have you look
at them and study them, are the
resulus 'Of faculty and administrative head consultation, of the
hearing and several fruitful committee executive sessions.
Chief among the results of these
compr'Omises have been number
one, the identity of the institutions.
This is important to. alumni of
the states colleges, be they at Gorham or Fort Kent Dr wherever,
or the University of Maine. We
have insisted upon the establishment of an administrative council
who would advise the Chancellor.
We have insisted on the assurance
of prDperty reversion to the state
in case a building or a group of
buildings, for one reason or
another, should be sold to a private institution, then this prDperty
would revert to state 'Ownership.
We have insisted too. upon the
preservation of faculty rights, and
most important, for students who.
come from low income families,
the preservation of the current
ratio in tuition. The gentleman
from Stonington has mentioned
this. We have guaranteed that the
present ratio in the tuitions between the state cDllege and the
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University of Maine be preserved
for a four-year period beginning
this September. Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, do. you realize
that the University 'Of Maine tuition is one of the highest fDr land
grant colleges in the country today? On the other hand, the state
colleges have a one hundred dollar a year tuition. We are concerned that low income families
have this in mind, at least for the
next four years, and we can't in
our crystal ball determine what
our economic conditions will be
four years hence.
Now what does all this mean to
the student other than this? Three
of our state colleges are not accredited state institutions. Within
a reasonable time, we can expect
that the University can achieve accreditation for these institutions,
just as it did when it to'Ok over the
Law School at Portland, now a
fully accredited law school of
which we are all proud. It means
transfer of credits from one institution to another, and it joins some
3,300 students to one a little more
than twice as large in student
population, not the hundreds of
thousands of students you find at
the University of California.
What does this mean to the taxpayer? Tru'e, there is an appropriation with this, but the 104th Legislature will have to determine by
a very few short months 'Of activity in this higher education coordination picture just what it will
mean to the taxpayer, but coordination essentially means an end
to costly program and services
duplication. It removes program
jealousies of one institution for
another. Let me cite an example.
In Farmington, we have an excellent special education CDurse,
where they train student teacher
therapists, speech therapists, it is
called a speech and hearing referral center. With the Federal
funds, the;y have built a fine
studio, but now, because of actiQn
at the regular 103rd session do
not have adequate personnel to.
man it, but they have television
cameras which came to. them as
a result 'Of a grant, they have audiQmeters, tape recorders, the type
of thing that will train teachers
to. be speech and hearing therapists. Another institution in our
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state and it shall remain nameless, tDDk a IDDk at this prDgram
and decided that they tD'O wDuld
like to' get in the special educatiDn
business, and have started to'
duplicate this type of prDgram.
NDW ladies and gentlemen I submit to' YDU 'One 'Other, and I can
enumerate several, but in the matter 'Of facilities, we have twO' gymnasiums eight miles apart, 'One
at the University 'Of Maine at PDrtland and the 'Other the Warren Hill
Gymnasium at Gorham. Is this
nDt duplicatiDn 'Of expensive facilities just a few miles apart?
The gentleman frDm StDningtDn
has brDught you SDme qUDtatiDns
frDm Time Magazine that are impressive. Last week YDU had SDme
Dther editDrials that were culled
frDm a Maine ne'wspaper. I dDn't
believe any of us have had access
tD what a gentleman whO' is here
almDst daily observing 'Our actiDns
had tD say in a recent broadcast
'Over WRDO and WCSH. Jim Brunelle in his January 17 prDgram
called 'NQtebQQk,' observed the
fDllDwing: "The advantages 'Of
such a merger" speaking of this
bill, "are DbviDUS. A single administrative unit al1Dws fDr more
eCDnDmical use 'Of the taxpayer's
dDllar . . . supply cQmpanies 'Offering far mQre attractive bids tD a
super university than to' individual
schools . . . the university student
will benefit greatly frDm the ability
to' mDve freely thrDugh the sprawling university system with its individual superiDrities; an 'Outstanding library here, unsurpassed athletic facilities
there. Wasteful
duplicatiDns can be ended in a
thDusand different areas."
And what dDes the establishment
'Of this and we might as well call
it a Multiversity system nDw, mean
to' yQU, Mr. and Mrs. LegislatDr?
It means that YQU have a ChancellDr whDse task it will be alDng
with this BDard 'Of Trustees and
this 'Other Administrative CQuncil,
tD carry 'Out the cDQrdinatiQn that
is needed; tD avoid unnecessary
duplicatiDn Df plant; tD present
thrDUgh its bQard tD YDU the needs
'Of the University in a single budget.
It means that expensive prDgrams
will nD IDnger be duplicated; that
the building needs and demands
that strut befDre us frDm regular
tD special sessiDn, will fret us nD
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mDre because 'Of the designated
priDrity system fDr requested bQnd
issues. Frankly, it means the end
'Of cDnstant harrassment from
seven different interests 'Or more
WhD want dDrmitDries, learning
centers, gyms and fODd centers
and research centers. This is nDt
a standardized educatiDn system
we nDW prDPQSe. We need these
different institutiDns to' train peDple
fDr different functiO'ns, but we are
establishing higher standards in
public higher educatiDn. And we
are establishing this new system
tD meet the greatest needs for
the growing numbers 'Of yQung men
and YDung women, and achieve
this goal at the taxpayer's benefit
and not his expense.
On page 125O'f this $50,000 dDCUment, higher educaltiDn in the State
'Of Maine tDday, the :students, the
prDgramS, the facilities is the
prDduct Df untDld numbers 'Of
pIanos, decisiDns and ,actiDns which
have taken place 'Over 172 years
which have passed ,since the fDundingof BDwdDin CDllege.
Ten
years frDm nDW higher educatiDn
in the State Df Maine must accDmmDdate 'Over twice ,the number
'Of stUdents enrDlled today, and
buildings yet tD be built, the
equipment fDr which is still tD be
lin vented. In many instances [the
substantive cQntent of the CDurses
which must be 'Offered has nDt yet
been discovered. The faculty fDr
these programs have yet to' be
trained. The texitbDDks and other
service materials have yet tD be
written. The visual sQund and
'Other electrDnic devices which will
be SD essential tD prDgram 'Offerings have yet tD be perfected. The
cDnsultant panel under"tDDk this
'study with the belief that the
peDple 'Of the State 'Of Maine desire
fDr the future nDthing less th/ill
the beslt with respect tD higher
educatiDn. All of these challenges
are well within the capabilities of
the State 'Of Maine tD achieve. All
that is needed is the decisiDn tD
make them.
Ladies and gentlemen, Ithis Legislature, this special session tDday,
has the DPPDrtunity tD be knDwn
als an histDric Legislature, fDr it
is the beginning 'Of 'a new day fDr
all 'Of 'Our higher educatiDn in the
State 'Of Maine. I urge YDU '1'0 vote
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against the mQtiQn fQr indefinite
PQstpQnement. Thank yQu.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recQgnizes the gentleman frQm Madawaska, Mr. Levesque.
Mr. LEVESQUE: Mr. Speaker
and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
HQuse: I certainly WQuld like to'
have yQur attentiQn fQr a few brief
mQments on this impQrtant issue.
I think each and every one Qf yQU
here recQgnizes the area that we're
trying to' better, and that is the
schoQl system of higher educatiQn.
I think nO' area can be best suited
in thils state than trying ,to' CQnsQlidate the effQrts that have been
S'O well rec'Ognized by the present
University of the State Qf Ma~ne.
NQW Ithe University 'Of the State
has been rec'Ognized on a nati'Onal
level as being 'One 'Of the 'Outstanding schQ'Ols 'Of 'Our c'Ountry. Heading this same university we have
a gr'Oup 'Of distinguished gentlemen
wh'O have made the university p'Ossible. The intent Qf thits: legislatiQn is to' use Ithese same available
heads to' be able to' 'c'Ons'Olidate a
prO' gram of ,all higher educati'On
in Maine. BY:SQ dQing we are n'Ot
gaing to put Qn Qne campus 'as y'OU
probably have heard in Calif'Ornia
and New YQrk whO' have prQbably
in just 'One w~ng 'Of their campus
three times the number of students
that the entire system 'Of higher
educati'On in Maine w'Ould be. So
this is not going to be a glreat big
monster 'Of population in one concentrated area as has been pointed
out it will be at di£ferent clampUiS'eg,
alr~ady established in 'Our own
state and will serve multi-dual purposes.
Also by trying to do this, the
truS'tees of the University of Maine
have been recognized for perfQrming excellence in education. We
are going to usethils advantage to
try to' do thalt for all higiher education. Am earlier gentleman has
PQinted out that some members of
this HQuse as well as SQme members of Qur Qwn state would like
the thing to' be pursued as they
are wilth the thinking that it was
gQod when I was there and it
shQuld be gQQd for a gOQd many
years. Well what is tQday is never
gOQdenQugh fQr tomQrrQw, becaUise if that WQuld have been the
case there would never be any
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initi!ative to' initiate new programs
or to' better a present program; so
therefore, if we are gQing to' promQte higher educatiQn in 'Our Qwn
state fQr our Qwn students, we've
gQt to initiate new sj'lstems. If
we dQn't try, we will never be able
t'O find out, and if we are afraid Qr
if we fear that this will create a
mQnster 'a'S some have indicated,
that if yQU dQn't try, that even if
yQU wait Iten years or twenty years,
if yQU don't give it the effort, yQU
will never knQw. Thank yQU.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recQgnizes the gentleman frQm East
MillinQcket, Mr. Birt.
Mr. BIRT: Mr. Speaker, during
the hearing Qn this bill there was
one CQmment that was made to' the
effect ihlat ihe DirectQr Qf Development at the University emphasized that the University is nQt
state 'suPPQrted but is Istate assisted. It 'shQuld be PQinted out
that Ithe state only prQvides thirty
percent of the cost of operating the
UniVersity. This tSltatement bQthered me a little bit because it gave
quite a wide coverage, ilt Qbtained
quite a bit Qf wide coverage in
the Press of the state, and without
attempting to' influence this particular bill either way, but there
have been SQme cQmments made
on the budgetary costs Qf the University, I have gone over the budge~ and 'attempted to find Qut jus·t
what the relative aPPQrtiQnment of
casts are. In the year '65-'66 the
State provided 54% of ,the operating costs of the University. Federal grants cQntributed 9% and
tuiti'On c'Ontribulted 30%. In 196667 the State'ls share dropped to
51 %as the Igifts to the University
were a little higher in that yem.
The pr'Op''Osed budget f'Or '67-68 and
'68-69 sh'Owed that the State's 'Share
will be 56% and 58%. Federal
grants 8.2% and 7.9% and tuiti'On
will be 29% and 27%. The balance
in all years is made up from gifts,
end'Owments, scholarships and vari'Ous Qthers, and this is 'Only a
small am'Ount, it's uSUlal:ly ahout
7%.
The general rule 'Of thumb that
the University has always used in
their ,appearances bef'Ore the Appropriati'Ons C'Ommittee this year
is that it c'Osts slightly in excess of
$1500 a year to' maintain a student,
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of which the tuition amounts to
$400, which is about 27% of the
overall operating cost. And I do
feel that the statement that only
30% of the cost of maintaining the
student at the University of Maine
is paid by the state, when actually
the figure is nearly twice that
amount, is 'somewhat of a disservice to the tax effort of the people
and the efforts of this Legislature
to procure funds to maintain the
excellent University that we have,
and because of the wide coverage,
I felt that these points should be
brought out to be given to the
members of this body if in any
way they might have been influenced by the comments that had
been made at the hearing.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Soulas.
Mr. SOULAS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House:
I feel today is the day for editorials and new ·articles and what-not,
so I felt I should read an editorial
which appeared in the Bangor
Daily News on Wednesday, January 17, 1968, and I quote: "Go
Slow On Merger Plan. The latest
plan for merging the state universityand five state colleges has
run into strong opposition from
the University of Maine trusteessufficient to rate further study of
the whole merger concept rather
than make a final decision at the
present special session of the Legislature.
The new proposal was shaped by
an interim committee after another
merger measure had been rejected
by the Legislature at its regular
session. It would enlarge the university's board of trustees to 15
members from the present 11 and
establish a new office of chancellor.
The latter, it would seem,as a
salaried, full-time adminis,trator
would come close to running the
whole works of higher education in
the public area. The trustees would
shape policy, but the chancellor
would be the one man on the job
day in and day out with a staff of
aides ·at his service. Under the
circumstances, we would think the
extent of his authority would have
to be clearly spelled out.
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At last week's brief hearing on
the new merger plan, Dr. Lawrence M. Cutler, president of the
U. of M. trustees, said his board
does not go along with the chancellor concept. He also warned that
consider'ation should be given to
the 'magniture of costs.'
The trustees, he said, favor a
higher education merger but 'under the structure of the university
as it now exists.'
Spokesmen for state college interests aren't altogether in favor
of the plan either, citingcomplications that might arise by the possible shifting about of faculty, and
the difference between tuitions at
the state co1leges and the university. Neither, of course, do they
want to become mere satellites of
the university.
We do not know what the answer
to coordination of higher education
among state-supported institutions
should be. But we do say that some
serious questions have been raised
and should be carefully examined.
It is too big a step to be taken in
the hurried .atmnsphere 'Of la special
session.
Indeed, it is going to be difficult
enough to resolve ·at a regular session. We have in mind the botched
job that was done with the original
Sinclair Act which speeded up
school consolidations. A variety of
amendments had to be tacked on
later as snafus made themselves
evident.
The thinking on a higher education merger has changed a lot
since the original Coles report,
which would have included posthigh school voc'ational schools and
the Maine Maritime Academy.
With more discussion and study
there may be yet other changes.
We urge the Legislature to go slow
'2:lid, in fl3d, leave the decri!S!ion to
the 104th Legislature at its regular
session next year."
The present University of Maine
setup I feel should continue until
such time as a proper compromise
is reached in order to provide a
proper takeover smoothly and without serious disruption in the educational efforts now taking place. Because of this and many of the
other reasons which you have
heard todiay, I feel this le@islation
should be sent over to the 104th
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Legislature. I urge you to go along
with the gentleman from Stonington, Mr. Richardson, and vote 'yes'
to indefinitely postpone.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cumbedand, Mr. Richardson.
Mr. RICHARDSON: Mr. Speaker,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House: I hope every member of
the House will vote against the
motion to indefinitely postpone. I
say this because while I recognize
that attendance at the University
of Maine at Orono doesn't grant
anyone a special insight into these
matters, I believe that this matter
has been studied over and over
again, that this is the best practical solution we have to starting
to bring an end to the factional
sectionalism, the disputes, the intra-campus bickering, and the
duplication of course curricula and
costs.
For this reason I hope that you
will vote against indefinite postponement and allow us to bring
under a coordinated program publicly supported higher education in
Maine.
The question of cost has been
brought up and I ask that if this
legislation becomes law the following statement of legislative intent be considered by each of us
as incorporated within our view of
the problem. The statement is,
that it is the intent of the Legislature that the Board of Trustees
of the University of Maine shall
during the remainder of the 19671969 biennium follow the appropriations as appropriated by the
100rd Legislature for the University of Maine and the state colleges. The purpose of this is to
ensure that if a new University
of Maine does (lome into beling,
and I sincerely hope that it does,
that the trustees of the new university will f.ollow the appropriations schedule as set out by this
Legislature and by this means we
know that we are going to ensure
continuity of program. Thank
you.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Limerick, Mr. Carroll.
Mr. CARROLL: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I invite you today to go forward, to

go forward with this document
which you have been asked to
vote against, to indefinitely postpone. I ask you this question and
I hope that you will examine it.
There is an old saying, let's pass
the buck, pass the buck, P'a:ss the
buck. But if you had sat on this
committee and listened to the
testimony that I have listened to
the last two sessions you would
say that today the bucks stops
here, it's not being passed any
longer. The only thing they say
to you is pass it on to the 104th.
Now what do you think the OPponents are going to say to the
104th? Let's not hurry now, let's
pass it to the 105th, and they'll be
there at the 105th and they'll say
- now let's not hurry now, let's
give this to the 106th.
I invite you here today to join
with me. This is a great opportunity.
We've
studied,
we've
studied, and ladies and gentlemen
we're ready for our degree. Let's
vote for this right now.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lincoln, Mr. Porter.
Mr. PORTER: Mr. Speaker, you
appointed me to that interim committee. I fear you're going to think
that was a poor choice. I sat
through twelve long meetings of
that committee. I listened to every
lSingle word. I have read volumes
and volume's and volumes, and I
came up with a contrary conclusion.
I did prepare a minority report
that I expected to submit to the
Committee report. I also took steps
to draw upa different L. D. than
this one, 'but in the lalst moment
when it became time for me to
sign the Commilttee report I refused until I had time to think it
over. Twenty-four hOUTS later I
called our Chairman and told him
that reluctantly and with serious
reservations I would sign the report but I would speak against ilt
on thi!s Floor.
I have many serious reservations
on this bill; I would voice only
two. First, I think this ~s going too
far and too fast. And second, I am
afraid that this bill will not do
the job thalt 'Ought to be done. We
spent $50,000 on that A.E.D. Re-
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pO'rt and they either' ovel'1ooked O'r
ignored a very, very important
point. Fortunately on our committee there were two very capable
lawyers, attorney Sidney Wernick
and Senaltor Jon Lund. I suppose
it was because of their training,
but they immediately began to &sk
what have the courts Isaid about
the University of Maine, and so
they began digging into the decisions of the courts. They found
thaJt in Isever,al occasions our courts
have made decisions concerning the
University of Maine. Most of them
kept referring to a very important
decision that was passed down in
1909. Let me read jUlst one portion
of it. "The University of Maine,
while chartered by the State and
fostered by it, especially in recent
years, is not a branch of the State
educational system, nor an agency
nor an instrumentality of the State,
but a corporaltion, a legal entity
wholly separate and apart from the
State." As an old friend that I used
to have in Aroostook would say:
that changed the water in the
beans. It's a new ball game now.
Last spring we thought we were
combining several sltate institutiOlllS; that is no longer true. Tille
University is not a state institution.
This bill calls for dumping five
state colleges into a private university. Some of yoU' may think that
is wise; it happens that I don't. Because when those state ,colleges are
put into this private university, the
state lose,s control over those colleges and out goes line budgeting.
The second reason, I don't think
th~s bill will do what we want it to
do. When your committee began
studying this, we found many instances of duplication. I could find
only one case in which the State
Board of Education duplicated a
facility that w&s provided by the
University of Maine, but I can give
you amy number of cases where /the
University of Maine duplicated a
facility already provided by the
State Board of Education. The gentleman from Farmington, Mr.
Shute, described the course they
have over in Farmington. The University of Maine ~s now duplicating that in Orono. The University
of Maine ha's brought on Ithis duplication. It is expensive, it is waste-
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ful, and I think it is unnecessary,
and I'm afraid that this bill won't
eliminate that duplication.
We had from the University or
for some members of the University Trusltees a request that all of
the trustees of the present University of Maine serve on this new
board of trU!stees. I am quite certain that that suggestion wasn't
made beeause they considered
those members the most crap able in
the State. That suggestion came because they wanted control of the
whole shebang. The gentleman
from Raymond, Mr. Durgin and I
thought that four of those trustees
would be quite satisfactory. The
Committee decided on seven. That
gives the present Board of Trustees
of the University of Maine seven
votes out of a board of f1fteen. An
they would have to do is convince
one more member and that would
give them control over !the whole
works. Then if there wals to be
elimination of duplication I think
I could guess where that elimination would take place. If there was
to be coordination, I think I would
know who would be coordinated. I
think this bill Istac~s :the cards
against our state colleges and I
am opposed to it.
lt is very difficult for me to arsk
you to vote against L. D. 1849, because what is the alternative? The
alternative,as I see it, is the status
quo which the 102nd said was not
acceptable and the 103rd agrees
that it is not acceptarble; ISO you
have two choices, 1849 lOr the status
quo. To my mind, neither of them
are satisfactory. HaYing been on
that committee, I think lowe it to
you to ,suggest another alternative.
I shall try to do so, with two
thoughts in mind, that this bill
goes too far too f&st and doesn't
do Ithe job.
I would suggest that a commission be set up for three years.
That commission would do five
things. First, it would g,et in theI1e
and eliminate that duplication that
is so expensive and unnecessary.
Second, it could bring about some
real coordination, especially in the
Portland-Gorham area. I would
think they would even consider
studying the possibility of a formation of the University of Southern
Maine.
Third, that commission
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would have financial control over
all of these institutions. That commission would present to the Governor and the Legislature a combined budget for all of these institutions. Once the Legislature
has approved of it, then they would
allot that money in the way this
Legislature wants done, so then
they could say to any branch: you
eliminate that section because you
aren't going to get a cent for it,
and in that way, we could bring in
some form of line budgeting. Personally, I don't like line budgeting.
I prefer to 'call it project budgeting, so that this commiss,ion could
allow so much money for a p,articular project, and only for that
project.
Fourthly, this commission could
come in to the Governor and the
Legislature with a priority list of
construction needs. And fifth, and
I think this is very important, having coordinated these institutions,
having 'studied them fOir three
years, they could submit to this
LegisLature their idea of a system
of coordination for higher education in Maine. I think that idea
is s,imple. I think it is workable
and I wouLd like to see the l04th
try it if at all possible. Thank
you.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lubec, Mr. Pike.
Mr. PIKE: Mr. Speaker, most of
the discussion this afternoon has
been on the question of organization, the various trustees, the Legislature in respect to the University and in respect to the state
colleges. There has been little
mention of the people for whom
these educational institutions were
set up namely, the young people of
Maine, the students and scholars.
In has come to my attention, not
just recently, but over a period
and including recently, that there
is a lack of 'coordination which has
not been emphasized here. That
is, that boys and girls taking certain courses in certain of the colleges ,are unable to get credit when
they try to change and switch to
the university, particularly going
into graduate work. I'm afraid
there al'e similar difficulties for
people wh3 want to switch flrom

one place to another, particuIarly
if their parents have moved, and
it does seem to me that while this
bill may not be perfect, and I
would doubt very seriously if any
overall first attempt is 'going to
be a perfect bill, it is a good bill
and it does avoid that thing that
we talked about so much this afternoon, the further study without
much of anything to study on. It
avoids the word that has been used,
the only time I ever heard it used
in praise, procrastination, and it
does avoid shoving it ov'er as the
Last suggestion was made not only
to the l04th, to the 105th Legislature. I really believe that we
should vote against this motion to
indefinitely postpone; that we
should pass the bill, and if, as I
suspect various things will come
up that are not quite right, that
we fix them up as they come up
rather than argue about them in
a vacuum. I hope this motion does
not prevail.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bangor, Mr. Ewer.
Mr. EWER: Mr. Speaker, not to
take either side in this question,
but Simply to clarify one remark
that has been made by two pre~
vious speakers r e ga r din g the
speech therap,y course at the University of Maine being a duplication of what is being given at
Farmington. This course hasl been
used very ef£lectively by two Bangor Institutions, the Cerebral
Palsy Clinic School and the Eastern Maine Friends of Retarded
Childrens School. They have sent
their children, their boys and girls
to this speech institute and it has
worked out very successfully for
those two fields.
The SPEAKER: The Ohair recognizes the gentleman from Portland, Mr. Gottrell.
Mr. OOTTRELL: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: I think
basieally the question that we are
asking ourselves is how can we
take a step now, a step forward,
and develop a little unity in our
education and at the same time
preserve autonomy. Now it seems
to me that this was the same
question that faced our little
nation at the Constitutional Convention. This is such an impo'r-
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tant subject I do not wish to impel
my own thinking into the dehate,
and so I am going to quote from
Benjamin Franklin, our gre,at diplomat our statesman, our inventor, ~ur scholar, our writer, our
newsp·aper man, the author of our
post officce system, one who is
called our first civilized American,
and at the close of the Convention
after ,a long five months hot summer debate, he says: "W,e had assemhled with all our prejudices,
our passions, our errors of opinion,
our local interests and our selfish
views," and then he speaks to his
delegates on the last day of the
Convention and he says this: "I
confess that there are several parts
of this Constitution which I do
not at present approve, but I am
not sure I shall never approve it,
for having li\"ed long, I have experienced many instances of being
obliged by better information or
fuller consider,ation to change
opinions even on important subjects, which I once thought right
but found to be otherwise." And
he closed hts statement to those of
the Convention who still had
doubts about the Constitution: "I
wish you, with me, on this occasion doubt a little our own infallibility. "
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the g,entleman from Stonington, Mr. Richardson.
Mr. RICHARDSON: Mr. Speaker,
I do not wish to prolong debate,
but I do feel that my good friend
Mr. Pike has raised what is my
primary concern also and that is
the welfare of the young people
in the State of Maine. I would
like to point out to Mr. Pike that
there is absolutely no certainty
that if this bill is accepted that
credits could be transferred from
anyone section of the University
to another s,e,ction of the Univ2'rsity. You will have three sections
which will be unaccredited sections of the University and nothing
will require that the various
credits be transferable.
Frankly, I am concerned about
another area too which my good
friend Mr. Pike mentioned. Apparently it is his feeling that we
can amend and change this at a
later date. I would point out to
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you that the University of Maine
will still be a private institution,
and it will be beyond the rights
of this body to then change it once
we have given the state colleges
to it.
I would like to leave you with
just one thought, that it is much
easier to get in than it is to get
out.
The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Farmington, Mr. Shute.
>Mr. SHUTE: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to address myself to
the problem of this corporate
ownership business. The gentleman from Lincoln, Mr. Porter,
advised me some weeks ,ago about
the legality or the legal ,setup of
the University of Maine where the
Courts or the Attorney General's
office at least had declared it to
he a private corpor,ation, and in
our investigation of this 'we learned
that this is not a real problem.
Indeed ,a previous Legislature has
deeded to the Maine Maritime
Academy one of our own former
state colleges, Eastern State
Normal School. I don't recognize
any great hue and cry as a result
of this transfer which took place
some years ago. So therefore, we
submit that this is an inv,alid
argument, that the University by
virtue of its fine personnel, its
dedicated I:/oard of trustees, and
those who will participate in this
new board, will make a big attempt to see that the non-accredited state colleges in the northern
part and the eastern part of the
state do in fact become accredited
and therefore operate a far better
school for our young men and our
young women. I hope you will vote
against indefinite postponement.
The SPEAKER:
The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
Lewiston, Mr. Jalbert.
Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker
and Members of the House: In
my frequent sallies in the back or
outside the Hall of the House during debates or during the session,
and also by notes sent to me, I
have been asked, not that my
opinion would matter too much
anyway, but I have been asked
because of my strong feelings over
the years in a given area, how I
felt about this piece of legislation.
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Mter I listened to the argument
as presented by the gentleman
from Cumberland, Mr. Richardson, to the effect that it was the
understanding that the University
of Maine understood that the intent
of the Legislature was that the
procedure as presently entertained
and the monies as allocated
in the various categories for the
state teachers colleges would remain intact for the remainder of
the biennium, certainly is p~eas
ing to my ears, because over the
many years I think the words line
budgeting have certainly been
heard by me wherein it concerns
the entire state program. With
the feeling that I have for the
present Finance Officer and the
Finance Office, ,and the assurance
that I have from them that insofar
as they are concerned wherein
state moneys are involved, be it
on the state teacher college level
or even those monies that the
University of Maine - that is given
to the state by the University of
Maine would have absolute full
scrutiny, I feel at this time that
I'm willing at least with my vote
to go along with this measure. I
respect certainly the thinking of
the gentleman from Stonington,
Mr. Richardson when he says that
it is easier to get in th,an it is to
get out. I assure him of this, that
God being willing, if this new
project gets
away somewhat
markedly from the intent of the
Legislature, which is line budgeting, I assure him that I for one
will find a quick way for both of
us to get out.
The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The
question before the House is on the
Imotion of the gentleman from
Stonington, Mr. Richardson, that
L. D. 1849 "An Act relating to
Coordination of Public Higher
Education" be indefinitely postponed. The yeas ,and nays have
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
of those desiring a roll call will
vote yes, those opposed will vote
no, and the Chair opens the vote.
A vote of the House was taken,
and more than one fifth of the
members present having expressed

a desire for a roll call, a roll call
was ordered.
The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Stonington, Mr.
Richardson, that L. D. 1849 be
indefinitely postponed. All those
in favor of the indefinite postponement of this Bill will vote yes,
those opposed will vote no, and
the Chair opens the vote.
ROLL CALL
YEA - Eaker, E. B.; Bedard,
Berman, Bernard, Bunker, Carrier, Cookson, Cornell, Crommett,
Curran, Cushing, Dennett, DrummOlll~, DudLey, Ed'wards, Eustis,
Farrmgton, Hanson, H. L.; HaM'es.
Henley, Hodgkins, Huber, Humphrey, Jewell, Lewis, Lincoln, littlefield, McMann, McNally, Meisner,
Minkowsky, Noyes, Porter, Riackliff, Richardson, G. A.; Robertson,
Riocheleau, Ross, Sahagian, Scott,
G. W.; Shaw, Snowe, P.; Soulas,
Starbird,
Tanguay,
Thompson,
Trask, Truman, Waltz, Wight,
Williams.
NAY AlLen, Baker, R. E.;
Belanger, Beliveau, Benson Binnette, Bm, Boudreau, BOllrgoin,
Bradstreet,
Bragdon,
Brennan,
Brown, M. F.; Brown, R.; Burnham, Carey, Carroll, Carswell,
Champagne, Clark, Conley. Cote,
Cottrell, Couture, Crockett, Crosby.
D'Alfonso, Danton, Darey, Dickinson,
Drigotas,
Dunn, Durgin,
Evans, Ewer, Fecte.au, Fortier,
Foster, Gaudre1au, Gauthier, Gill,
Hall, Hanson, B. B.; Hanson, P.
K.; Harnois, Harriman, Harvey,
H~ynes, Healy, Hennerssey, Herwis"
HlChens, Hoover, Hunter, Immonen, Jalbert, Jameson, Jannelle, Keyte, Kilroy, Kyes, Lebel,
Levesque, Lewin, Maddox, Martin,
Miliano, Morrell, Mosher, Nadeau,
J. F. R.; Nadeau, N. L.; Payson,
Pendergast, Pike, Prince, Quimby,
Richardson, H. L.; Rideout, Robinson, Sawyer, Scott, C. F.; Scribner, Shute, Snow, P. J.; Susi,
Watts, Wheeler, White, Wood.
ABSENT - Buck, Fraser, Giroux, Hinds, Lycette, Philbrook,
Quinn, Roy, Sullivan, Townsend.
Yes, 51; No, 89; Absent, 10.
The SPEAKER: The Chair will
announce the vote. Fifty-one hav-
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ing voted in the affirmative and
eighty-nine having voted in the
negative, the motion to indefinitely
postpone does not prevail.
Thereupon, the Bill was passed
to be enacted, signed by the
Speaker and sent to the Senate.
An Act relating to Schooling for
Children Resident at Private TaxExempt Institutions (H. P. 1255)
(L. D. 1761)
Was reported by the Committee
on Engrossed Bills as truly and
strictly engrossed, passed to be
enacted, s,igned by the Speaker
and sent to the Senate.
Order Out Of Order
On motion of Mrs. Baker of Winthrop, it was
ORDERED, that Exchange Students, Pisnu Phocharoen from
Thailand and staying in Yarmouth;
Alberto Copelli from Italy and staying in Augusta; Aman Lutfy from
Afghanistan and staying in Winthrop; Miss Judith Anne Douglas
from New Zealand and staying in
South Windham; and Miss Cristina
Madero-Myra from Uruguay and
staying in Dover-Foxcroft be appointed to serve as Honorary
Pages for today.

----

Orders of the Day
The SPEAKER: The Chair recDgnizes the gentleman from Mechanic Falls, Mr. FDster.
Mr. FOSTER: Mr. Speaker, I
wDuld like to' inquire if the HDuse
has in its POSsessiDn House Paper
1335, L. D. 1879, Bill "An Act relating to' Tax Dn Real Estate Transfers."
The SPEAKER: The answer is
in the affirmative.
Thereupon, the HOUJse :relcomsidered its actiDn of earlier in the
day where'by the Bill was passed
to' be engrDssed.
The same gentleman then offered HDuse Amendment "A" and
mDved its adoptiDn. HDuse Amendment "A" (H-531l was read by the
Clerk.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentleman frDm Belfast, Mr. Thompson.
Mr. THOMPSON: Mr. Speaker
and Members Df the House: I have
read the amendment and I would
like to' pose a questiDn to' the gen-
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tleman frDm Mechanic Falls, Mr.
FDster. I dDn't see where this
changes anything in the bill.
The SPEAKER: The gentleman
frDm Belfast, Mr. ThompsDn, poses
a questiDn thrDugh the Chair to' the
gentleman frDm MeChanic Falls,
Mr. FDster, whO' may answer if he
chDoses, and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.
Mr. FOSTER: The wDrd "be"
apparently is a typographical errDr. It's surplusage and dDes nDt
make fDr gDod reading. With the
deletiDn of it, then the full import
will be set fDrth with the new
reading.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recDgnizes the gentleman frDm Cape
Elizabeth, Mr. Hewes.
Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker, in
answer to' the gentleman's questiDn, the "be" that's to' be stricken
as I see it is actually the third
line SO' that the sentence will read,
"Failure by either the grantDr Dr
grantee to' affix the stamps shall
subject either or both," and although the amendment says it is
the fDurth line that includes the
title line. I think that this amendment does imprDve the wDrding Df
the bill.
Thereupon, HDuse Amendment
"A" was adDpted and the Bill
passed to' be engrDssed as amended and sent to' the Senate.
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman frDm
YDrk, Mrs. BrDwn.
Mrs. BROWN: Mr. Speaker, I
would inquire if the HDuse has in
its POSsessiDn HDuse Paper 1322,
L. D. 1868, An Act relating to'
Hearings BefDre Water and Air
EnvirDnmental Improvement CDmmission?
The SPEAKER: The Chair wDuld
advise the gentlewoman in the affirmative.
Thereupon, under sUspensiDn of
the rules, the HDuse recDnsidered
its actiDn Df January 16 whereby
the Bill was passed to be enacted.
On further motiDn Df the same
gentlewoman, under suspension of
the rules, the House recDnsidered
its actiDn Df January 12 whereby
the Bill was passed to' be engrossed.
Mrs. Brown Df York then Dffered
House Amendment "A" and moved
its adDption.

