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the gentlewoman from Auburn, Mrs. 
Snowe. 

Mrs. SNOWE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I called the 
Department of Health and Welfare to see 
how many nursing homes would qualify 
under this amendment, which stipulates 
that at It-a~t :30 percent of the occupants or 
proposed occupants of such facility shall 
he state aid recipients. There are fi,7!lO 
beds for intermediate care in this state and 
1.:!fi:1 of state aid recipients. In other 
words, !j!j percent of the nursing h.om,:!s In 
thiS state would qualIfy under thiS bill. I 
think at this time we an~ leaving the door 
wide open, and I don't think tht; Maine 
Iiousing Authority should be gettmg Into 
this area until we carefully perceive. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Livermore Falls, Mr. 
Lynch. 

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I think this is one 
problem, but there is another associated 
with it. On the federal and state level we 
are so all wise in devising rules and 
regulations that we are forcing many of 
these people out of business, we are forcing 
many small businesses to the brink of 
bankruptcy, and I think we ought to 
address ourselves to those problems as 
well as financing new homes. 

Mr. Cooney of Sabattus was granted 
permission to speak a third time. . 

Mr. COONEY: Mr. Speaker, a questIOn 
to the gentleman from Bath, what would 
keep your ol;lt-of-state s~permarket 
nursing home firms from gettIng the same 
assistance as the people you feel should get 
it~ 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentlewoman from Madison, Mrs. 
Berry. 

Mrs. BERRY: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I think there is 
another end of this that we should look at. I 
WaS talking with the department 
yesterday in regards to one of my 
constituents who is ready to buy a home. 
He has had it inspected and is ready to be 
licensed when he signs the deeds and then 
he goes back to the department .and says, 
when can I get my Pineland patIents, and 
they say, well, we can't guarantee that you 
are going to. He is. just looking for two ~o 
six, so I don't beiJeve the department IS 
going to guarantee an~ of th~se homes the 
clients right away. I thInk It IS too bad that 
if there are th<lt many that need to go out 
and the department says we just can't 
guarantee. I think we should look at thiS 
end of it. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been 
requested. For the Chair to order a roll 
rail. it must have the expressed deSire of 
(Jne fifth of the members present and 
voting Ali those desiring a roll call vote 
Ilill vote yes: those opposed will vote no. 

A \'ote 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 SP EAKER: The pending question is 
on the motIOn of the gentleman from 
Sahattus, :\Ir. Cooney, that the House 
accept the !VI a.lority "Ought not to pass" 
Report on Bill ., An Act to Provide Low 
Cost Financing through the Maine State 
Housing Authority for NUrsing Homes and 
Similar Facilities for Persons of Low 
Incomes," House Paper 756, L. D. 926. All 
in favor of that motion will vote yes; those 
opposed will vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA _ .. Berry, G. W.; Birt, Bowie, 

Burns, Byers, Cali, Cooney, Doak, 

Drigotas, Farnham, Fraser, Garsoe, 
Gauthier, Goodwin, H.; Hewes, Higgins, 
Hinds, Hunter, Immonen, Jackson, 
Laverty, Lewis, Lizotte, Lovell, Lunt, 
Lynch, Martin, A.; McBreairty, Morin, 
Morton, Nadeau, Palmer, Peterson, P.; 
Pierce, Raymond, Rideout, Rollins, Snow, 
Snowt', Sprowl, Strout, Stubbs, Torn-y. 
Truman, Twitchell, Walker, Webher. 

NA Y Albert, Ault, Bachrach, Bagley, 
Bennett, Berry, P. P.; Beruhe, Blodgett, 
Boudreau, Bustin, Carpenter, Carroll, 
Carter, Chonko, Churchill, Clark, Conners, 
Connolly, Cote, Cox, Curran, P.; Curran, 
R.; Dam, Davies, DeVane, Dow, Dudley, 
Our gin, Dye r , Far ley, f<' e n I a son, 
F'inemore, Flanagan, Goodwin, K.; Gould, 
Greenlaw, Hall, Henderson, Hennessey, 
Hughes, Hutchings, Ingegneri, Jacques, 
Jensen, Joyce, Kany, Kauffman, Kelleher, 
Kelley, Kennedy, Laffin, LaPointe, 
LeBlanc, Lewin, MacEachern, MacLeod, 
Mahany, Martin, R.; Maxwell, McMahon, 
Mills, Miskavage, Mitchell, Mulkern, 
Najarian, Norris, Peakes, Pelosi, Perkins, 
T.; Peterson, T.; Post, Powell, Quinn, 
Rolde, Saunders, Shute, Silverman, Smith, 
Spencer, Susi, Talbot, Tarr, Teague, 
Theriault, Tierney, Tozier, Tyndale, 
Usher, Wilfong, Winship, The Speaker. 

ABSENT - Carey, Curtis, Faucher, 
Gray, Hobbins, Jalbert, Leonard, 
Littlefield, Mackel, McKernan, Perkins, 
S.; Wagner. 

Yes, 47; No, 91; Absent, 12. 
The SPEAKER: Forty-seven having 

voted in the affirmative and ninety-one in 
the negative, with twelve being absent, the 
motion does not prevail. 

Thereupon, the Minority "Ought to 
pass" Report was accepted and the Bill 
read once. Committee Amendment "A" 
(11-18.1) was read by the Clerk and adopted 
and the Bill assigned for second reading 
tomorrow. 

The Chair laid before the House the 
seeond item of Unfinished Business: 

Resolution, Proposing an Amendment to 
the Constitution to Provide for Annual 
Sessions of the Legislature and to Change 
the Date of Convening of the Legislature 
m. P. 1510) (L. D. 1827) 

Tabled -- April 21, by Mr. Birt of East 
Millinocket. 

Pending - Passage to be Engrossed. 
Mr. Birt of East Millinocket offered 

House Amendment "A" and moved its 
adoption. 

House Amendment "A" (H-l84) was 
read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from East Millinocket, :,\1 r. 
Birt. 

Mr. BIHT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: This amendment 
is a federal concept to the State 
Constitution, which you are now 
considering that provides for annual 
sessions of the legislature. We have been 
having annual sessions in some degree for 
quite some years, but they were actually 
being done under a province of special 
session, which the Constitution allows us to 
do. Personally, I believe that we should 
face up to this problem and establish an 
annual session in the Constitution, but I am 
not convinced that the people in the state 
want an amendment to the Constitution 
which has no guidelines on the second 
session whereby the legislature convenes 
and actually could bring up any leg.islation 
that came before the first session. 

There is a general practice throughout 
most of the states in the country that there 
are guidelines in the Constitution as to how 

the sessions of the legislature will be 
convened. In fact, many states have 
guidelines in there as to the number of 
days they can meet in the first annual 
session, or what would be so-called the 
regular session. 

T realize that in some cases there are 
('vasions of 1 his, that th(~y do such things as 
("over the ('l!wks and things of that natul"l\ 
but then- ill"(- still compelling pressures on 
the legislatures to ("onclude t.hpir business 
and get.itdone in a reasonahleorder. 

This am(-ndml'nt which I pr"Jl')S(~ to ttw 
hill hefon- you would reljuin- that t.h(' 
sceond regular sl'ssion he limit("d to four 
matt('rs: Budgetary matt(~rs, and this 
would allow us to go into an annual budget 
if we wanl. to instead of the hiennial 
budget, and it may be one of the more 
compelling reasons as to why we should 
have annual sessions. It allows legislation 
which is in the governor's cail, which 
presentiy can be done and IS in the 
Constitution, whereby the governor can 
call the legislature into session at any time 
it desires and will specify usually what it is 
called for. It also requires legislation of an 
emergency nature admitted by the 
legislature. Now we can do this by statute 
or we can do it by joint rules, but if we 
allow this laxness in there, what kind of 
guidelines do we have? Eventually they 
will become looser and looser and we will 
be finding more and more legislation 
introduced. 

I believe that If we are going to do (his, 
we should do it right and put it in the 
Constitution where it belongs so the 
guidelines are as tight as possihle. It does 
leave a fourth area in that allows bills to he 
referred to committees and then come 
back. The committee report will 
automatically the study reports heing 
done in the interim between legislative 
sessions will be allowed to be introduced 
into the legislature. 

I frankly think this is the direction the 
people in the State of Maine prefer to go, 
and I would hope you would adopt this 
amendment. 

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

Mr. COONEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I move indefinite 
postponement of House Amendment "A" 
and would speak briefly. 

Mr. Birt has explained to you the general 
subject area, and I think the question boils 
down to what should be in the Constitution 
and what should be elsewhere. 

The Committee on State Government 
has reported out, I think it wa,; ,m i 1 to 2 
"ought to pass" report on this favoring a 
very general amendment to the 
Constitution providing for annual sessions. 

Why should we limit the session"! Well, 
Mr. Hirt has just given you s()lrIf~ good 
suggestions, a nd I don 't disgn~f' wi 1 Ii hi III 
Th(: quest.ion is. should I.hOSf' htllltal.iflllH t,.. 
in the State Constitution" I ! hi nk Uwt th,· ' 
committee feels that they sh'lUld not, {h,11 
the place you want to put limitations is intu 
the statutes or into the joint rules, and I 
might point out to you that ,Joint Rule 211 
that we now operate under has to do with 
measur::s re.ieeted at a regular session and 
says U at no measure whieh has b~en 
introduu,(] and finally n,jeded in the 
regular biennial session should be 
introduced at any special session of th(' 
same legislature, except by it vote of two 
thirds of hoth houses. That is the kind of 
thing that can ohligate us in trying to be 
responsive to what should be and what 
shouldn't be accepted into a special 
session of the legislature. 
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It see mea to the committee, and I hOl?e it 
seems to you, that the more restrictIOns 
that you put into the Constitution, the 
shorter the life of the amendment that we 
are talkin.j( about. If you put. restrictions 
into the Constitution, it just begs abuse, 
and 1 don't want to put things into the 
Constitution that are going to beg our 
abuse, and I think we all know of states 
that have time limitations and do turn 
back clocks or do hang cloths over the 
clocks; let's not do that here. 

We know of states that have a limitation 
for the special session that says they must 
have a budgetary impOrtance. WeI!, we 
could put a dollar on every bill and abuse 
that, and r don't want to see these things 
abused. I want to see the Constitution 
validate what we are in fact doing, having 
annual sessions, and let us, as times 
change, change our laws or joint rules, but 
let's have our Constitution be a more 
permanent and lasting document. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Kennebunk, Mr. 
McMahon. 

Mr. McMAHON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: I rise to 
suppOrt Mr. Birt's amendment. I would 
remind the good gentleman, Mr. Cooney, 
that it does not propose a time limit, one 
that would necessitate covering clocks and 
so on, but a limit only on what might be 
introduced. 

After listening to our Governor outline 
our current financial problems yesterday, 
I am sure that whatever the action of this 
legislature might be, the people of this 
state will not approve annual sessions ii1 
any event. They will sertainlY_Ilot apI>rove 
them without some kind of time limit or 
limitation on what might be introduced. 

Now if the truth were known, I favor 
annual sessions, and I favor them wifha 
time limit in each year, but I realize the 
arguments of Mr. Cooney in that respect 
are quite valid, but I think Mr. Birt's 
amendment is a realistic and a reasonable 
one, and I hope it gets our support. 

The SPEAKER: The ChaIr recognizes 
the l!entleman from Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and Gentlemen of the House: This is my 
fourth term in this honorable body, and it 
v,';ll he the first time that I am going to 
support annual sessions. Because of the 
coml>lexities of governmental operation, I 
have to agree with the gentleman from 
Sabattus, Mr. Cooney, that Mr. Birt's 
amendment ~hould be indefinitely 
JXJStponed, It is r dther a trying experience 
flJr myself as a legisJaior and particularly 
for you freshmen that are legislators that 
will be putting bills in at a special session 
to go before the Reference of Bills 
Committee £In": have them review your 
request. And believe me, it is not an easy 
thing to get bills in, 

Government today, as we all know, can't 
be run on a two-year basis, as we have 
been doing it here in the State of Maine, 
that each and every bill that is presented 
before the Reference of Bills Committee at 
a special session deserves the utmost 
consideration. They may not be of any 
importance to me or to you, but they are to 
the members that are presenting them for 
their constituents and for their 
community, So I think that we should not 
put a real lImitation on US legislators and 
particularly the constitutents that we 
represent by accepting Representative 
Birt's amendment. I can see merit to his 
amendment, but the overall considering, I 
think this house should indefinitely 
postpOne it 

The SPEAKER: The Chair reco~nizes 
the gentleman from Gorham, Mr, QUllln. 

Mr, QUINN: Mr, Speaker and Mcmbcr~ 
of the Rouse: All a signer of the majority 
""pori, I ri8t~ U\:iO to support Ch,· J(!'tull'mlln 
from Sabattus, The 1 en Commandments 
were something like a hundred words, and 
the Magna Charta was som(!thing like 500 
words. The U.S. Constitution is in the 
vicinity of a couple thousand and the State 
of Maine's Constitution is already 
beginning to look like a serial. I don't think 
we need this kind of limitation. I don't 
think we are sufficiently wise in 1975 to be 
prescribing what the needs in 1985 might 
be in this kind of restrictive limitation. 

I am perfectly willing to put my faith 
and trust in the good sense of the rules that 
each succeeding legislature will make for 
itself, and I am forced to take exception 
with the gentleman from Kennebunk. I 
alw feel that the people of Maine most 
certainly would support the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution WIthout 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentlewoman from Auburn, Mrs, 
Snowe. 

Mrs. SNOWE: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
gentlemen of the House: I, too, am a signer 
of the majority "Ought to Pass" report, 
However, I too cannot go ai ong with the 
gentleman from Millinocket, Mr. Birt's, 
amendment. 

One of the most frequently recurring 
themes of the movement for legislative 
improvement has been an attempt to 
incr~s~~thJl1e amolmt anLfleximli!Y of 
time available to the leglsTaiure.· A 
substantial majority of :>tates have 
instituted annual sessions because of the 
flexibility it allows. Special ~;essions have 
only served to encourage circumventing 
our Constitution. On the other hand, 
certainly there have been sound and 
meritorious reasons for this transgression. 
Times hlive changed .. - the workload of the 
legislature has greatly in<reased. The 
complexity of matters befon' us are time 
consuming, and the demands on us as 
individual legislators have multiplied. 

Adoption of annual sessions would also 
be an attempt aimed at improving the 
legislative process in its overall time 
frame of conducting business. We would 
probably have a well balanced workload 
between both sessions rather than trying 
to concentrate on every major issue in one 
session. 

If, in order to maintai 1 a citizen 
legislature, and we do not alt,~r the size of 
the House, we should decide sometime in 
the future, if this measures passes, to limIt 
the length of the second year of the session, 
However, the legislature should do this by 
piacing a realistic restriction, based on 
experience and evaluation of the needs of 
the state, either by rule or by statute. But 
to place this limitation on the legislature 
by eonstitutional amendment, because of 
its arbitrary nature, would be an 
unnecessary imposition on the 
reSpOnsibilities of the legislature for the 
management of its own affairs. 

I do think, however, our deliberations on 
limitations in the second year session, be 
it budget or length of time, should be 
carefully considered so as not to put us in a 
pOSition of circumventing the constitution 
or finding ways to legally and 
satisfactorily completing ou r duties as 
they should be. 

In terms o( subject malter restridions in 
the second year of the bienllium, most 
legislatures are moving awal' (rom that 
type of limitation, becatlse of the 

('mergence of other issues, aside from 
budgetary matters that requil'!' immediate 
consideration by the l""islutw'(j whit-h 
would btl In lhl' bC!Kt 11I1m',·/i1. of th,~ Kiu\(' 
:llId itl'llwopl ... 

The Sfll';AKf<:U: The Chllir' n·cogni7.{'H 
the gentleman from gnfi~Jd, Mr. Dudllw, 

Mr, DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladles imd 
Gentlemen of the House: I !lee some need 
for some kind of restrictions. I agree, I 
think, with Mr. Birt. I know he is 
attempting to do what I would like to do, 
but I don't know if the amendment will do 
it or not. 

Let me tell you that I have been here for 
many years, a1> probably a lot of you know 
by now; I have said it so many times you 
must believe it. Year after year, we 
consistently waste time on the same bills 
and most of them still "lever pass. Now, I 
think this is wrong, This is costing the 
people, the taxpayers of Maine a lot of 
money. Another thing when I was fii'st 
here, bills, a lot of them, were never 
assigned to a committee; now everything 
goes to committee and it brings the 
opponents and the proponents, who have to 
dnve way from Fort Kent or Kittery;>;; 
oppOse or send their lobhyists to look after 
their interests. Now, I Hunk this wrong If 
this body thinks a bill in their judgment IS 

not good and shouldn't be crmsidered, it 
should be thrown out insterrd of assigned to 
a committee. We don't do that any morp. 
but in my opinion, a iot of theL- shoulo be, 
and a lot of them get to comrr;;'tee and 
have these people, we had some b(~fore our 
committee yesterdaY, leave to withdra"v, 
after these people come miles to testify 
either for or against. 

Now, this is not doing any service to the 
people of Maine and having them here 
year after year for the same bills, this,s 
not doing the people of Maine any servic(·. 
I think we should have a session and 
consider things very thoroughly, Then the 
next session would be limited to budgetary 
matters or something that you wouldn't 
have the same people down here for the 
same such bills as bottle bills and dozens of 
others very similar. They should have tn 
wait two years before they are before us 
again. I hope in that in your judgment to 
send this to the people, if you do decide to 
send it to them, I don't see any need for it, 
because any Governor can call a special 
session and we made it so easy last session 
that the legislature can call a sp"(,Jal 
Hession itself, so I owe no need for ihis, 
really. There was a need Iwfore we could 
cdll ourselves, our leadership ('an now ndl 
a special session, the Gov,;rnor can cali a 
special session, what mol'(' do w.: need" 

If we do put this out. we surely need 
some limitations, Otherwise, whoever is in 
the legislature is going to be year-round 
year after year, on the taxpayer and on the 
payroll of the state, I think this is 
unnecessary and I don't think the people in 
the state want that either, to be bothered to 
take a trip to Augusta every year, it is bad 
enough to make a trip down here every two 
years to oppose or speak for their favorite 
bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognjze~ 
th:,~ gentleman from Kennebunk, Mr, 
IV'" Mahon. 

1.1r, McMAHON: Mr. Speaker, Ladips 
and Gentlemen of the House: To answer 
the good gentleman Mr, Quinn, peopll' in 
other areClS of the country have alread y 
begun to go back to biennial KCllllionll and iit 
least one IItate did 110 in thill pallt (d(~c·tllln, 

To anllwer the good lady (rom Auburn, 
.~r. Birt's amendment doel! not go against 
the idea o( annual IIcssions (or the state but 
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only places a restriction on the items that 
may he considered during the second year. 
11r. Birt's amendment does not affect the 
consideration of an annual budget at all, 
and I think that is probably one thing that 
mo~t of us in this body would agree is 
desirable. Maine is a small state and I am 
convineed that our people do not want 
unlimited legislative sessions, and if we do 
not adopt Mr. Birt's amendment, I am 
equally eonvineed that the people will turn 
down annual sessions altogether. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 
th(, gentleman from Iiampden, Mr. 
I'arnham. 

:vir. I'AHNIIAM: Mr. Speaker, Ladies 
and (;entlemen of the House: As one of the 
two persons that signed the "ought not to 
pass" report on this constitutional 
amendment, I think I should make a few 
brief remarks. 

Until about six years ago, we were as we 
are now, with one session a year, and for a 
great many years previous to this, any 
special session called lasted at the most 
three days to a week. In fact, some of them 
lasted one day. Now, in the 104th, we got 
into a special session that lasted one 
mont.h; the 1O.5th, I guess it lasted about 
two months and I don't think any of you 
who were here in the 106th will forget the 
fiasco of last winter when we were here 
three months debating the bills that we 
had turned down in the regular session. 

I am sure if this ever went out to the 
puhlie and had to ha ve t.he ('ost factor on it, 
~u('h as we put on our hills when we 
inl.rod u('e Hw m, we ha ve to show the loss of 
rev('nue or t.he inrTease in revenue, if we 
ever put the cost factor on what it costs to 
keep this body here, it would be turned 
down a bout 50 to I. As far as I can see, 
about all we are going to accomplish here 
this year is that we are going to give the 
people a higher tax to pay. 

Mr. Birt of East Millinocket requested a 
roll call vote. 

The SPEAKER: For the Chair to order a 
roll call, it must ha ve the expressed desire 
of one fifth of the members present and 
voting. All those desiring a roll call vote 
wi II vote yes; those opposed will vote no. 

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 SPI<:AKER: The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Enfield, Mr. Dudley. 

Mr. DUDLEY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I just want to 
make a brief comment. Without this 
amendment, I don't believe this bill can 
ever get a two thirds to get out of this House 
because there is an a wfullot of us here who 
think it should be limited in some means, 
and if you get my vote and many others 
that I know, you will have to have the 
amendment so when you vote this next 
time on the roll call, keep that in mind. If 
you intend to get this out to the people in 
any form at all, I think you are going to 
need the amendment. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been 
ordered. The pending question before the 
House is the motion of the gentleman 
from Sabattus, Mr. C(xmey, that House 
Amendment "A" be indefinitely 
postponed. Those in favor of indefinite 
postponement will vote yes; those opposed 
\\-111 vote no. 

ROLLCALL 
YEA - Ault, Bachrach, Bennett, 

Blodgett, Boudreau, Burns, Bustin, Byers, 
Call, Carey, Carroll, Chonko, Clark, 
Connolly, Cooney, Cote, Cox, Curran, R.; 
Davies, DeVane, Doak, Dow, Drigotas, 

I<lanagan. Fraser, Gauthier, Goodwin, H.; 
GoodWin, K.; Gray, Greenlaw, Hall, 
Henderson, Hennessey, Hewes, Higgins, 
Hughes, Ingegneri, Jackson, Jensen, 
.JoY,ce, Kany, Kelleher, Kennedy, 
LalOinte, LeBlanc, Leonard Lewin 
Lizotte, Lunt, MacEachern, 'Mahany: 
Martm, A.; MartIn, R.; Maxwell Mills 
i\liskavage, Mitchell, Mulkern Nadeau' 
Najarian, Palmer, Peakes', Pelosi: 
Peterson, T.; Pierce, Post, Powell, (luinn, 
Raymond, Rolde, Saunders, Silverman, 
~mith, Snow. Snowe, Spen('er, Stubbs, 
SUSI, Talbot, Tarr, Tierney Tozier 
Truman, Twitchell, Tyndald, Usht,r: 
WIlfong, Wmship, The Speaker. 

NA Y Albert, Bagley, Berry, G. W.; 
Berry, P. P.; Berube, Birt, Bowie, 
Carpenter, Carter, Churchill Dam 
Dudley, Durgin, Dyer, Farley, F~rnham: 
Fenlason, Flnemore, Garsoe Gould 
Hinds, Hunter, Hutchings. I~monen: 
Jacques, Kauffman, Kelley, Laffin 
Laverty, Lewis, Littlefield, Lovell, Lynch: 
MacLeod, McBreairty, McMahon Morin 
Morton, Norris. Perkins, T.; Pete~son, P.: 
Rideout, Rollins, Shute, Sprowl, Strout, 
Teague, TherIault, Torrey, Walker, 
Webber. 

ABSENT -- Conners, Curran, P.; Curtis, 
Faucher, Hobbins, Jalbert, Mackel, 
:'vlcKernan, Perkins, S.; Wagner. 

Yes, 89; No, 51; Absent, 10. 
The SPEAKER: I<~ighty-nine having 

voted in the affirmative and fifty-one in the 
negative, with ten being absent, the motion 
does prevail. 

Thereupon, the Bill was passed to be 
engrossed and sent up for concurrence. 

The Chair laid before the House the third 
item of Unfinished Business: 

An Act Prohibiting Increase of Finance 
Charges on Outstanding Balances of 
Open-end Accounts under the Consumer 
Credit Code (H. P. 6(0) (L. D. 743) 

Tabled - April 21, by Mr. Palmer of 
Nobleboro. 

Pending Passage to be Enacted. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Scarborough, Mr. 
Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I rise today in 
hopes that I can explain this bill a little bit 
better than I did the one yesterday on the 
filing requirements for mobile homes. It 
went down the chute quicker than you 
could say consumer credit code. 

I think the best explanation would be to 
give you an example of how the law 
presently works. If an individual went in to 
finance, for example, a television set over 
a period of a couple of years on an open end 
basis at a given percentage rate of, for 
example again, 12 percent, the law now 
reads that this rate could be increased by 
giving the consumer a 90-day notice on 
three separate occasions. So, if I went into 
buy a television set on the first of May, say 
the payments were $30 a month for the 
duration of the loan, within a month from 
that time the economy might be such that 
the interest rates might to up enough so that 
on June 1, I would get a notice from the 
creditor saying that their rate was going 
from 12 percent to 18 percent in 90 days. So 
that would give me 90 days to do one of 
three things (1) to either pre-pay the 
loan or (2) stay with that particular 
creditor at a higher interest rate or (3) find 
another source for borrowing this money. I 
think you will agree that this is not quite 
fair to the consumer if he buys goods today 
and borrows the money at a particular 
rate today, he should not be subject to any 

fluctuations in the interest market once he 
has signed that note. What this bill with the 
committee amendment does is allow that 
individual to go to the creditor and set up a 
closed-end transaction whereby his 
payments would remain the same as if he 
were under the existing interest rate when 
he signed the loan. 

I will read you a part of it and it says in 
the Committee Amendment "A" that 
creditor indudes in the above des(Tibed 
notice of change an offer to finance by a 
separate loan arrangement the 
()utsl<lllding, unpaid balance as of the 
effeetive date of such change at the same 
rate of int.erest with the same repayment. 
schedule as applies to such open-end credit 
accounts. 

The existing plan would obviously raise 
t.hat rate. He might be paying $30 a month 
under the existing plan and without this 
bill, that rate could be raised to maybe $32 
a month, depending on what the 
outstanding balance was at the given 
period. 

I think the bill is a good one. It was 
favored by John Quinn of the Consumer 
Credit Division. It was favored by the 
bankers themselves, beeause they would 
rather have a closed-end account than to 
have to work some computer system up so 
that one balance is kept at 12 percent and 
any subsequent purchases as of the 
effective date of the rate change were at 
another rate. So, it seems like a fajr bill to 
me. I think it is fair to the people of the 
state, and I would hope that you would 
enact this bill today. I hope that I ha vc 
answered the good gentleman from 
Farmington's questions. 

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

Mr. MORTON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: Just one quiek 
question. Then I do understand that the 
amendment is on the bill, is that correct·) 

The SI'J<~AKER: The gentleman from 
J<'armington, Mr. Morton, has posed a 
question through the Chair to anyone who 
may ('are to answer. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Scarborough, Mr. Higgins. 

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: As far as I know, 
yes. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question is 
on passage to be enacted. This being an 
emergency measure, it requires a 
two-thirds vote of all the member elected 
to the House. All those in favor of this Bill 
being passed to be enaded as an 
emergency measure will vote ye~; those 
opposed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. 
122 having voted in the affirmative and 

one having voted in the negative, the Bill 
was passed to be enacted, signed by the 
Speaker and sent to the Senate. 

The Chair laid before the I louse the 
fourth item of Unfinished Business: 

An Act Increasing the Numher of 
Associate Justices the SUpreme .Iurlitial 
CourtfS. P.147) (L. D.51O) 

Tabled April 21, by Mr. Gauthier of 
Sanford. 

I'en,ing Passage to be J<:ngrossed. 
Mr. Gauthier of Sanford off(~rcd "fJWIe 

Amendment" B" and moved its adoption. 
House Amendment "B" ("·190) was 

read by the Clerk. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. 
Hewes. 

Mr. HEWES: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I do not oppose 




