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\1ino"ill' H<'llOrt of the ,alllt' ('OI11mittt'l' 
rqlOrt ing "Ought to Pass" as anll'ndt'd bv lOIll

mittee Amendment "A" (H-4531 on same Bill. 
Heport was signed by the following 

members' 
Mr. MERRILL of Cumberland 

~ of the Sena,e 
\ls (;OODW[\ of Bath 
Messrs. GREE:"iLAW of Stomngton 

CARTER of Winslow 
McBREAIRTY of Caribou 

- of the How;l'. 
Heports were read. 
On motion of Ms. Goodwin of Bath. the 

Minority "Ought to Pass" Report was accepted 
and the Bill read once. Committee Amendment 
"A" IH-453) was read by the Clerk and adopted 
and the bIll assIgned for second reading 
tomorrow. 

Divided Report 
Six members of the Committee on Human 

Resources on Bill "An Act to Include the Term 
'Sexual or Affectional Preference' in the Maine 
Human Rights Act" (H. P. 1169) (1. D. 1419) 
report in Report .. A" that the same "Ought to 
Pass" 

Report was signed by the following 
members: 
Mrs. KANY of Waterville 
Messrs. BURNS of Anson 

TALBOT of Portland 
CUNNINGHAM of New Gloucester 
GREEN of Auburn 
DA VIES of Orono 

- of the House. 
Six members of the same Committee on same 

Bill reports in Report "B" tha t the same 
"Ought :"iot to Pass" 

Report was signed by the following 
members' 
Messrs. LOVELL of York 

HICHENS of York 
- of the Senate 

Mrs. HUTCHINGS of Lincolnville 
Messrs. MARSHALL of Millinocket 

LaPLANTE of Sabattus 
PETERSON of Caribou 

- of the House. 
One member of the same Committee on same 

Bill reports in Report "C" that the same 
"Ought to Pass" as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" IH-444) , 

Report was signed by the following member: 
Mr. MANGAN of Androscoggin 

- of the Senate. 
Reports were read. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Portland, ML Talbot 
ML TALBOT: ML Speaker, I move that we 

accept Report "A". "Ought to Pass." 
The SPEAKER: The gentleman from 

Portland. ML Talbot. moves that the House ac
cept the "Ought to Pass" Report "A". 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Millinocket. ML MarshalL 

Mr. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I hope you will not ac
cept the report suggested by my good friend, 
the gentleman from Portland, Mr. Talbot The 
bill sponsored by the two good gentlemen from 
Portland. Mr. Talbot and ML Connolly, would 
expand the Human Rights Act of 1973 to include 
under the general provisions the term "sexual 
or affectional preference." Presently, under 
the Human Rights Act, all Maine citizens are 
protected from discrimination in employment 
and housing or access to public accommoda
tions on account of race. color, sex, physical or 
mental handicap, religion, ancestry and 
national origin. All of these elements, with the 
exception of physical and mental handicap and 
religion are elements which are incidental at 
birth. They are characteristics which every in
dhidual possesses at birth. A physical or mental 

handi('ap ll1a~' he tht' result uf birth r accident, 
disease ur illness and diseriminaticl! according 
to religion is expressly prohibitea by federal 
and state cunstitutions, Article 1. Section 3. 

The proponents of this measure want to in
clude a condition which is not inherent at birth 
which is developmental in character and which 
I feel is not exclusively deserving (If legislative 
action in this area. I call your atter! ,n to Com
mittee Amendment "A" with a filir. number of 
H-144, and I would like to read the S'atement of 
Fact "This amendment prohibits discrimina
tion under terms of the Human Rights Act on 
account of marital status, personal appearance, 
family responsibility, source of income, place 
of residence, place of business." As stated in 
this amendment, there are many developmen
t~1 characteristics equally deserving in the opi
mon of at least one member of the committee, 
and you can imagine the wealth of developmen
tal characteristics that we could think of which 
we could exempt from discrimination if we 
allow expansion of the Human Rights Act in this 
direction. 

I believe that pursuit along this line may 
border on the ridiculous. but if you make an ex
ception for one, why not the other? The issue is 
not whether vou' believe in discrimination 
against gays or whether you approve or disap
prove of homosexuality. The issue, my friends, 
is whether or not we are prepared to expand the 
concept of the Human Rights Act to include one 
developmental characteristic of one select 
minority. We must each make this decision, and 
I made my decision when I signed this out of 
committee "Ought Not to Pass." 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from WestbrOOk, Mr. Laffin. 

Mr. LAFFIN: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: This is probably one of 
the most sorry bills tha t I have ever seen come 
in this House: I have seen bills come before us 
that we shouldn't even waste our time debating, 
but this one is the most deplorable. 

We try to enact laws up here that will be of 
benefit to the people of this state. We try to do 
what is right This bill is an insult to every 
mother and everv father who has beared a 
child. This bill is "a disgraceful bilL When the 
Assistant Minority Leader of this House got up 
and said a few words against Senator Conley 
who put in some amendments to a certain bill 
called the Moose Bill and he described it as a 
waste of the taxpayers' money, he described it 
as the power that we have which we are abus
ing. well. we are certainly abusing our power 
today. 

What is equal rights for all? Equal rights for 
all is decencv for all to live undeL When a man 
commits a murder. he loses his rights, because 
we in society do not accept that as a normal 
way to live. 

(be lieve tha t we are talking today about the 
same type of situation. We want to change the 
law when certain people don't agree with the 
law for their convenience. We should try to con
vert those who don't want to live in our society 
as we live. to trv to convert them to live as we 
live and not change the law. 

These crock of Christ are nothing more than 
fornicators. The sexual perverts that want laws 
changed for their own living. for their own be
ing, is an insult to the intelligence of the 
members of this House. The unquestionable 
behavior of certain individuals in their own do
ing is their own prerogative. but when they 
come before this legislature, we are even 
wasting our time debating such a sorry bilL 

I have supported equal rights as well as any 
member in this House, because I believe that 
all people are created equal until they commit a 
murder and then they must be put away from 
SOCIety. and when people do not want to live in 
our so('iet~' as we live. then we as individuals 

should not change thE' law just for those in
dividuals 

There are many things I wanted to say here 
this morning, but after several conferences 
with the leadership that we live under and the 
rules tha t we live by, I am trying to be a 
gentleman. and I find that very hard to do to
dav. In fact. I find it distastefuL How we as in
dividuals must act on all bills that come before 
this legislature is our right and the privilege 
that we are sent up here for by the people who 
have elected us. but I think we owe more to our 
people than just being here. I think as long as 
we are going to hold a public office, we owe 
them the right, the decency that we as 
legislators would want. 

Are we really. seriously considering equal 
rights for homosexuals when we have people 
working in this state at the poverty level? Some 
issues with people are greater than others. I 
don't believe today, ladies and gentlemen, that 
what anyone is going to say is going to change 
anyone's mind. I have probably been lobbied 
and coached on this bill more than any bill since 
I have been in the legislature, and I will stand 
here and admit that I have broken man's law, 
which you have made and I have also broken 
God's iaw, but that I will answer for and to a 
greater place than here today. I won't have to 
be judged by this body, but this body has got to 
judge today. we have got to judge how far we 
are going to go with homosexuals. We are going 
to do this in the only intelligent way that we 
know how. We must do this for the decency and 
for the respect of all born children. . 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Portland, ML Connolly. 

ML CON:\IOLL Y: Mr. Speaker and Members 
of the House: I rise as the very proud cosponsor 
of this piece of legislation with the fellow 
Representative from Portland, Representative 
Talbot I don't find the issue at all to be dis
tasteful. 

I should explain at the beginning exactly what 
the legislation does. The legislation says that it 
will be unlawful to discriminate against an in
dividual. a man or a woman, in the areas of 
employment public housing or credit solely on 
the basis of an individual's sexual preference, 
and what that sexual preference means is that 
if an individual is a homosexual and that is the 
only reason that an individual has to deny credit 
or to deny employment or to deny housing, that 
those things cannot be denied those individuals. 
again. if the only reason is that that individual 
is a homosexuaL 

There are three basic arguments that are 
used against this legislation. The first one is 
what I refer to as the congenital argument. the 
argument advanced by the Representative from 
Millinocket. Representative Marshall, that we 
do have a Human Rights Act on the books now 
and it protects people for things for which they 
were born with. because an individual is black. 
an individual is a woman. an individual is an 
Indian. but that homosexuality is not something 
that is acquired at birth but that it is a learned 
kind of thing. 

;'Ii ow . I was very ignorant of this subject prior 
to the time that I got involved with this legisla
tion back last December. and I have done a lot 
of studying and I have all the testimony that 
was presented at the hearing, and that 
testimonv and studies that have been done have 
shown conclusively that by the time a person 
reaches the age of four or five years old, that he 
or she has already learned the things, they have 
become part of that individual's makeup, that 
cause him or her to be a homosexual and there 
is nothing that can be done to change it The 
term 'latent homosexual' is used, and that 
refers to an individual who has those learned 
qualities but doesn't realize that he possesses 
those qualities. and those qualities may never 
be expressed in that individual's personality for 
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his entire life. For all we know, the Represen
tative from Westbrook, Mr. Laffin, may pos
sess some of those qualities, although I serious
ly doubt it. But the argument is that once an in
dividual reaches the age of four or five, he does 
possess those qualities and there is nothing that 
can be done to change it. 

In 1974, the American Psychiatric Associa
tion, or whatever it is called, took homosex
uality off their list of mental disorders, and 
they said that they did not believe that 
homosexuality was a mental disorder and that 
once a person became a homosexual and had 
identified himself as being a homosexual, what 
should be done is, that person should be able and 
should be helped to deal with it in an open and 
honest fashion but that nothing that could ever 
be done would change that individual, and that 
individual would be a homosexual for the rest of 
his life. 

The second argument that is advanced 
against this legislation is the question of im
morality, that homosexuality is immoral and 
that if we pass this legislation, we are condon
ing immorality. Well, I don't believe that it is 
the business of the legislature to legislate moral 
issues when those issues involve people that 
consent. Last session of the legislature we pas
sed the criminal code where we said that it is 
not illegal anymore in the State of Maine for 
two individuals to practice whatever kind of 
sexual practices they prefer, so long as that did 
not harm another individual and was practiced 
within their own home or in a private place. The 
legisla ture said, and Mr. Laffin. I believe, voted 
for that legislation, as well as many others who 
are in the legislature today, and agreed with 
that. 

I think immorality, like beauty, is in the eye 
of the beholder, and what you consider to be 
moral. I may consider to be immoral, and vice 
versa, and I don't think it is the business of the 
legislature to legislate morality. 

The third argument that is used against this 
particular piece of legislation and it hasn't been 
advanced yet but I am sure that it will be at 
some point before we get done, is the question 
of if this bill passes and it deals with the ques
tion of employment, the state will be saying 
that it is okay for homosexuals to be teachers, 
to teach in the classroom. There are already 
homosexuals who teach in the classroom in the 
State of Maine and across the country. It has 
been estimated by reliable studies that at least 
10 percent of the population of the State of 
Maine, the countrv, are homosexuals. An in
dividual should be judged for a particuar job on 
the basis of his or her qualifications. You are a 
teacher because you are a good teacher. If you 
are not a good teacher, if there are things that 
get in the way of you being a good teacher, you 
can be fired from that job or you can be denied 
employment if you are seeking a job as a 
teacher. To solely disqualify a person from any 
particular job, and the question that arises are 
teachers and summer camp counselors, solely 
because that individual is a homosexual is not 
the proper thing to do. If the teacher advances a 
particular political philosophy in the classroom 
or a particular religious philosophy in the clas
sroom, then that teacher can be fired from the 
job for those reasons. It ruins the discussions 
that we have had with lawyers and people from 
the Attornev General's Office that were this bill 
to become 'law and an individual were to ad
vocate and practice and profess homosexuality 
In the classroom, that would be reason enough 
to disqualify that individual from the teaching 
profession. 

The issue as I see it is one of simple, basic, 
human rights. that we respect the dignity of a 
man and a woman regardless of their sexual 
preference. whether they be heterosexual or 
homosexual. 

In closing. I just like to read to vou from Arti-

cle 1. Section I of the Constitution-of the State of 
Maine that says "All men" - no qualifications. 
no qualifications at all - "all men are born 
equally free and independent and have certain 
natural inherent and unalienable rights" and 
those rights involve the areas of employment, 
housing and credit. 

I know that this issue is going to be politically 
a very hard one for many members of this 
Legislature to support, even if you agree with 
the basic concept, but I would hope that if you 
feel the issue is a proper one, that homosexuals 
deserve protection under the law if they are be
ing discriminated against, that you could see 
your way to support this particular bill. 
. The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Biddeford, Mr. Lizotte. 

Mr. LIZOTTE: Mr. Speaker, I move that this 
bill and all its accompanying papers be in
definitely postponed. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Bid
deford, Mr. Lizotte, moves that this Bill and all 
its accompanying papers be indefinitely post
poned. 

The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Cape Elizabeth. Mrs. Masterton. 

Mrs. MASTERTON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I would urge that we 
do not indefinitely postpone this bill and I am 
going to tell you why. It seems to me that the 
whole history of this country. since the Declara
tion of Independence. has been the history of the 
quest for the perfect statement of human rights 
and equality of each and every individual under 
our law. The Declaration of Independence, you 
will remember, stated that every man was born 
equal - that was a sexist remark. It took 
another 150 years and maybe even up until to
day to change the connotation of that word 
"man." but we are born equal. as the Declara
tion states. 

The Declaration also stated that we have the 
right to life. liberty and the pursuit of hap
piness. This is the kind of quest that we have 
been pursuing in this country for now over 200 
years. 

The Federal Constitution was ratified in 
1788. It was not until 1790 that the Bill of Rights, 
the first 10 amendments to the Constitution 
were passed. The 14th Amendment was ratified 
in 1868. You will remember what that stated, 
"no state shall make or enforce anv law which 
will abridge the privileges of immunity of 
citizens of the United States nor shall any state 
deprive any person of life, liberty or property 
without due process of law nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protec
tion of the laws." 

The 15th Amendment of the Federal Constitu
tion was ratified a few years later. It states, 
. 'The right of citizens of the United States to 
vote shall not be denied or abridged by the 
United States or by any state on account of 
race. color or previous condition of servitude." 
Now we were beginning to get into the area 
where the ballot box was the symbol of equality 
of rights. This amendment allowed the Blacks. 
our former slaves. to vote. Then we go along to 
1919 when the 19th Amendment of the GonsUtu
tion was ratified. "The right of citizens of the 
P ni ted Sta tes to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any state on 
account of sex." ~; 

In the 1960's we had a noisy revolution con
cerning rights and concerning 'equality. We had 
the Equal Opportunity Act which provided for 
equal opportunity in education. jobs. housing. In 
the 1960·s. we had the voting rights act. which 
further expanded equality for the ballot box. In 
the 70·s. we have been talking about the Equal 
Rights Amendment. The State of Maine has 
ratified that and it will onlv be a vear or two. I 
am surE'. before we wili have' a complete 
federal ratification of the Equal Rights Amend
ment. 

Now in the State of Maine we are faced with 
the Gay Rights Bill. I believe that this bill is 
needed. You remember a few years back when 
the University of Maine opened up the Orono 
(';Irnpus to a Gay Hights Conferen(~(' You 
remember the critidsms that trustees were 
faced with from the press, from the people of 
the State of Maine, but the trustees went out on 
a limb - this was freedom of speech, freedoTTl 
of assembly, it was equal rights for the Gays. 

I believe that discrimination is indeed taking 
place against homosexuals. This discrimination 
directly affects about 10 percent of the popula
tion. It may affect up to one third of the 
American population who at one time or another 
have had an adult same sex experience, so there 
is real discrimination in housing, education 
jobs, you know it and I know it. I am proud to go 
out on a limb. I am going out as a parent. as the 
wife of a trustee of the university who went out 
on a limb. as a mother and as legislator. I con
sider this an extension of our definition of 
equality and equal rights for every person under 
the law. I do urge you to consider this bill in that 
light and to not indefinitely postpone this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Richmond, Mr. Moody. 

Mr. MOODY: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I do hope that you will 
vote against the motion to indefinitely postpone 
this Bill. We are hearing the same argument to
day that it is against God's Law. Well. if you 
watched the movie Roots, back in the 18th Cen
tury in the 17th Century when slavery was in ex
istence, they said to give Blacks equal rights 
was also against God's Law. We are hearing the 
same barbaric tones today as we did two cen
turies ago. 

Now, having been in law enforcement. you 
might find it kind of different for me to support 
this type of legislation, but when I was ap
proached about this legislation, I really thought 
about it, and so many times I had repetitious 
criminals and so forth that I was answering 
calls on. arresting and so forth, and it really 
made me think when I was opposed about this 
legislation - here we are giving criminals 
equal opportunity, all this and that, but we are 
not Gay people. Gay people do not harm 
anybody, criminals do. 

I would like to point to an article that I read 
just recently, and it was an editorial in the Dai
Iv Kennebec Journal, which I think explained 
the subject better than I have ever seen it ex
plained before. It goes as follows: There are 
some things more repugnant than homosex
uality, one is the hysteria with which some 
heterosexuals campaign against legislation that 
would recognize that certain human rights are 
common to all of us, including the homosexuals 
From all appearances, gay life is hardly gay. It 
they prefer to whistle past the graveyard of 
realitv wearing that cosmetic adjective, let 
them.- ;\lor does it represent the menace that 
Anita Brvant would have us believe. Two 
weeks ago, Miss Bryant, a self-righteous 
woman forced a special election in Miami 
Florida, when voters will decide the fate of 
homosexual rights now a part of law in that 
countv. In Dade Countv where Miss Bryant 
drinks her orange juice: an ordinance was pas
sed in January banning discrimination against 
homosexuals in housing and in employment 
Cries of alarm ensued, especially from that 
:\1iss Anita Brvant who said she was concerned 
that homosexuals would use the ordinance to 
teach homosexuality to her kids in public 
schools. The repeal election, she said. this week 
would give a normal majority the opportunity 
to reject the attempt to legitimize homosexual, 
and their recruitment plans for our children. 

The fact that she is all wet probably never oc
curred to Miss Brvant. Homosexuals are 
overwhelmingly people who keep their sexual 
preferences to themselves. Rapists. child 



1352 LEGISLATIVE RECORD - HOUSE, JUNE 1, 1977 

molesters. men who expose themselves. all are 
heterosexual to a point, so too. as a matter of 
fact. are those who produce and peddle por
nography. Homosexuals do not peddle por
nography, heterosexuals do. 

Early last year, Maine adopted a new 
Criminal Code, including the provision that 
removes penalties from the so-called crimes 
against nature. Last fall, Trudy R. Porter, an 
Associate Professor of Law at the University of 
Maine, wrote that there is no evidence that 
decriminalizing the homosexual activity would 
result in the corruption of young people, but 
Anita Bryant and Miami face another issue, the 
recognition, not the granting, mind you, of civil 
rights owed to that minority. As a matter of 
fact, there has probably never been a minority 
so harassed since the creation of birth as has 
been the gay society. Where she gets tangled up 
and where any fair-minded person must part 
company with her is in her failure to separate a 
natural aversion to homosexuality from civil 
rights owed all citizens, including them 
themselves. Anita Bryant screamed bloody 
murder when the homosexuals tried group pres
sure to get her unhorsed as the representative 
of the Florida Orange Juice Association, but she 
wages war against them in their possible 
livelihood without admitting to any incon
sistency of behavior on her own. In the end, 
Anita Bryant may be doing her cause more 
harm than good. 

Remember this. repression stimulates 
curiosity, often leading to a wild growth of the 
intended of the repression. If that occurs. she 
will blame everyone except Anita Bryant. 

Also. I was listening to the radio last Satur
day, and I was more or less surprised, I don't 
know how many members of the House here 
have heard of Paul Harvev. he is a radio com
mentator taped out of Chicago on a syndicated 
program. and it really amazed me. as conser
vative as Paul Harvev was, when he came out 
in support of equal rights for homosexuals. He 
more or less stated it this wav: Professional 
studies have shown that 10 percent of the pop
ulation is homosexual: 30 percent of the popula
tion is affected by homosexuals. whether it be 
the parents and their families. so you are not 
talking about a 2 percent minority, I guess 
probably you are talking perhaps as large as a 
30 percent minority which. in many cases, could 
be the plurality. 

Therefore. I hope you vote against the motion 
to indefinitely postpone and when the vote is 
taken, Mr. Speaker, I request the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Sangerville, Mr. Hall. 

Mr. HALL: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: My voice is a little 
quivery, as probably it should be, but last Fri
day you folks did me and my wife a tremendous 
gratitude when you gave my wife a rising 
thanks for being thirty-five years married. As I 
si t around here today. unless you had a tattoo on 
your arm like they did in Germany for the Jews, 
I would have no way of knowing whether some 
of you were gays or not. I doubt if we want to go 
back to the McCarthy days when it was very 
easy for McCarthy, anytime he did not like 
anybody he called him a "pinko." 

I have had probably forty five years of ex
perience working with other people. I have 
hired as many as 130 at a time in the fields. I 
could not care less whether they were black. 
blue. pink or whatever they were. As a matter 
of fact. to tell you a little story that happened at 
one time when I had a group of corn pickers 
there. one couple said, we are gay. I said, I do 
not care what your religion is as long as you can 
fill the back of that truck; that is what I tell 
them. 

I have always had problems with minority 
groups. or anything in regard to this, because 

oftentimes they flaunt what they want in front 
of vou and it disturbs me to no end to see this 
even have to come before us today, but it is not 
going to go away folks. If we do not accept it to
day, it is going to be with us next time or the 
time after, so I guess you know how I stand on 
this. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from Portland, Mrs. Beaulieu. 

Mrs. BEAULIEU: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I ask also that we do 
not indefinitely postpone. I intend to support 
this bill for a very simple and a very basic 
reason. For as long as society chooses to not be 
humane about human rights, then I feel that I 
have a sincere moral obligation to legislate if I 
have to to end it. Discrimination against any 
segment of our population is not humane, and if 
it means that we have to define it and write it 
into our laws, then we must, and I am glad I am 
here to have that opportunity. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Jensen. 

Mr. JENSEN: Mr. Speaker, I would pose a 
question to any member of the committee that 
might answer. Earlier on during the year when 
this bill had been introduced and there was dis
cussion about it in the newspapers, I seem to 
remember reading something in the papers 
about the cost of enforcing this on the part of 
the Human Rights Commission, and I noticed 
that on the bill there is no fiscal note, there is no 
cost attached. I wonder if some member of the 
committee could respond to that and let me 
know if in fact there is a cost and what the 
Human Rights Commission has said about this. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Jensen, has posed a question 
through the Chair if anyone may wish to answer 
if they so desire. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Portland, Mr. Connolly. 

Mr. CON NOLL Y: Mr. Speaker and Members 
of the House: In response to the question and 
not being a member of the committee but being 
familiar with the question that has been posed, 
it is my understanding that the Human Rights 
Commission has said that if the legislation pas
sed putting this language in the Human Rights 
Act, they would need additional staff. I believe 
the figure is $15,000 to enforce the provisions of 
the bill. The Committee, in its wisdom, I think, 
saw fit not to put that price tag on the bill, and I 
think we are faced with two alternatives if the 
bill goes past this point today. is passed today 
and goes to second reading. We can either take 
this section, redraft the legislation and put it in 
another section of the law, or we can in fact 
put an amendment on it to provide the Human 
Rights Commission with $15,000. But I think 
when you put price tags on this kind of legisla
tion, at least at this stage in the game, it is an 
excuse some people use to kill the legislation, 
and the idea was to get the issue on the floor, to 
debate the issue without any price tag on it, and 
then if it advanced to the second reader, we 
would deal with the question of money at that 
point. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Auburn, Mr. Hughes. 

Mr. HUGHES: Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the House: I envy the gentleman from 
Westbrook. Mr. Laffin. because he obviously 
had no trouble making up his mind on this bill. '1 
was in a different position, as I expect some of 
you were. 
. I remember very fondly the experience I had 
several years ago as a Trustee of the University 
when we dealt with essentially the same issue. I 
was on the board with the husband of the 
gentlewoman from Cape Elizabeth, Mr. 
Masterton, and we met. I remember. in an all
night meeting to discuss that issue and my 
education began at that point, I guess. 

I think this has been very constructive 

debate: in fact. ever since the bill was in
troduced I have been very proud of the way this 
House has handled it both in committee and on 
the floor and in every way that we can. It is cer
tainly worth our time, if that is one of the con
cerns here, because we are talking about what I 
consider a mental health bill for at least 10 per
cent of our population maybe many more who 
are touched in some way by the phenomenon of 
homosexuality. How any person, no matter 
what his sexual orientation is, can ever develop 
into a productive happy citizen under the cons
tant pressure of facing the loss of job, loss of 
housing and all the other kinds of things that 
most homosexuals face in their daily lives is 
beyond me. Although I am pleased that the 
American Psychiatric Association withdrew 
homosexuali ty from their list of mental illnes
ses, I think they do recognize the terrific pres
sures that many homosexuals are under in our 
society. pressures which often cause mental 
problems that I think all of us can sympathize 
with. So if there is a way that for a great 
proportion of our citizenry we can somehow 
provide a more stable and healthy environment. 
I think it deserves all of the time we can give it 
in consideration. 

Now, some think that this is a violation of 
God's law. I don't know, I have tried to find out. 
I have talked with three clergymen that I am 
close to. All three of them were more 
enthusiastic about this bill than I am. The 
National Council of Churches favors such 
legislation. The Association of Catholic Priests 
favors it. I don't know what the Christian posi
tion is on this bill. I suspect it is all in your 
perspective on Christianity and where you 
come from. That is not much help to me. 

I have prejudices in both ways. I really want 
to see this kind of legislation passed as it is 
because I think it would be such a help to many 
of our citizens as they come to grips with the 
very real problem in their lives. I guess I have 
got some other concerns too. I am not con
cerned about employment where adults are in
volved. I think there ought to be no reason to 
discriminate agaiffit somelxxly for sexual or af
fectional preference in employment in most 
cases. But I have been concerned from the very 
beginning with employment in the area of youth 
work, that is teaching, that is YMCA directors, 
those kinds of things, and not for the reasons 
that float about. I am not worried about child 
molestation, for example. In fact, if you are 
really concerned about that, you would be for 
this bill because anything which encourages 
people to be honest about their sexuality 
decreases the threat to young people from 
things like child molestation. Honest people, for 
one thing are healthier people. Honest people 
put other people on notice of their sexual 
preference. So I am not worried about that at 
all. I am also not concerned that there may be 
gay teachers teaching our young people. I as
sume there are. I, for one, would not want to 
fire them for that preference. I guess there is a 
concern in my mind when it deals with young 
people about the rights of parents to be able to 
discriminate in terms of the role model under 
which their child will be developing whether it 
is as a teacher or a youth worker in some other 
area. I do think parents have some rights in that 
area. While I would not encourage them in that 
prejuice and while I, as a school board member, 
would not vote in that direction, I do think I 
have some real reluctance to say that they don't 
have the right to discriminate in terms of what 
kinds of people can teach or work with their 
young people. So I am torn. It is in this one area 
that I have this problem. 

My intention, therefore. is to vote for this bill 
this morning and to offer for your consideration 
at Second Reading, if it gets that far, an amend
ment which would strike this area of youth 
work. I emphasize again not because of all of 
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these stert'ot~·P('S we have of holl1os('xllals or 
being ill any way diffl'rent froll! lll'tl'rosl'xlI:lb 
in their interest in young people sexuall~'. I will 
otter that amendment and that is whv I vote 
this morning for the bill and against indefinite 
postponement. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from Portlnd, Mrs. Nelson. 

Mrs. NELSON: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: Because I cannot be a 
part of the system that oppresses or hurts peo
ple and because I believe that this is a con
science issue, because I believe that we, as a 
democratic society, must not drive people into 
corners and into shame, I urge you to vote to ac
cept the "Ought to Pass" Report "A" and put 
an end to shame. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Anson, Mr. Burns. 

Mr. BURNS: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: This bill will not dry 
up and blow away as many of us wish it would. I 
did because I sat on the Human Resources Com
mittee. It is here and it is something that we 
have to face. There is no straight up position on 
voting. You either will vote yea or nay. 

From my background of being raised in rural 
Maine, 22 years in the military and dealing with 
many. many people. I am prejudiced. I have 
been prejudiced for a long. long time in 
reference to homosexuals. You mav ask whv is 
my name on the "Ought to Pass." Because (am 
prejudiced and so is 80 or 90 percent of our 
society. Therefore. if there is that much pre
judice around in regard to homosexuals. then 
they must have the protection of the law. It savs 
so in the Constitution of the United States and 'of 
the State of Maine that every man is born equal 
and has the right to pursue happiness. How can 
he pursue happiness if he is met with prejudice 
and barment of his fulfillment every day? It is 
another reason why we need this language in 
our human act. 

When I went into the Human Resources Com
mittee meeting. I made one basic statement to 
the sponsor of the bill for the purpose of 
everyone in the audience. My statement was 
that the Constitution by birth. anything that you 
have by birth is guaranteed by that Con
stitution: your race, your sex. your origin, etc. 
only one thing being different and that being 
religion. You could make your choice as you 
grew. My basic question to them was "is 
homosexuality voluntary or involuntary? Can 
they help it?" The overwhelming conclusion of 
the testimony given at that hearing was that it 
was non-voluntary. that the feeling that the in
dividuals had. there was no way that they could 
control it. They were faced with a suppression 
because of the moral atmosphere around them. 

Just what is morality? Morality is a standard 
set by the society. It is very simple. All 
morality is is standards set by the society, with 
80 to 90 percent of the people in the heterosexual 
area, no wonder they need protection. 

I did have one problem with it bill that 
bothered me very greatly. I discussed it with 
the members of the Human Resources Commit
tee. In my mind. in my voting for the bill in 
committee and my vote here today. in no way 
am I voting that any criminal act may be 
defended by the Human Rights Act. In other 
words. if it is against the law, whatever the in
dividual claimed, he will not be able to use the 
Human Rights Acts as a defense. Even with my 
prejudices that I have indicated to you, I am 
urgIng you, please to think very carefully, dis
card your prejudices and vote ilO for indefinite 
postponement of this bill. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Westbrook, Mr. Carrier. 

Mr. CARRIER: Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the House: I have heard the words proud to be 
thiS and proud to be that this morning being 
used. and to tell vou the truth, I am not proud to 

lIa\'" I" pass .Il1dgllll'lIl 011 su('h \('gislatlOn 
b""auS(' I tllink it IS of Iittl(' valul'. I think it is 
degrading. I think it is imJlloral. Some peopll' 
have brought in a religiOUS issue. I don't think it 
is a religious issue. I do think it is a moral issue. 

I have, as a starter, last night in order to be 
on the right track of things and to satisfy my 
limited knowledge of the English vocabulary, I 
have taken the dictionary and I did look in 
there, not to find out what it was because I think 
I am well aware what it is but to find out the 
definition of homosexual. It had with it three 
other words which were named as synonyms. 
One of them was deviate, the other one was 
lesbianism and the other one was queer. I do not 
know which one to choose because they are all 
distasteful to me as I am going to discuss this 
legislation. 

I think this is a very important bill, important 
bill to kill. The fact is, ladies and gentlemen, 
that this Bill 1419 is a bill relating to the lowest 
abnormal behavior in our society. It is a bill for 
most abnormal sexual behavior by resorting to 
all forms of degrading acts at any age. In the 
past vears, our societv has been conditioned to 
approve the homosexual behavior in every facet 
of our life. I want to tell you, I am not ready to 
accept it. I never did and I won't. I don't care if 
you pass this or not. I still will not do it. Certain 
abnormal individuals trv to convince the 
American people that they' should be tolerated 
in the name of civil rights. This is not civil 
rights. This is not human rights. When we talk 
about protection of the people, it is very clear 
that it is according to nationality. we even have 
age in there, we have sex and everything else 
but not according to behavior. I am not willing 
at this time to accept such behavior anymore 
than I would accept criminal behavior or any 
other types of hebavior which was mentioned 
before. This behavior is a sickness. Somebody 
always mentions tha t alcoholism is a sickness. I 
think this is the lowest of the sicknesses if vou 
want to call it that, and when somebody' refers 
to the American Psvchiatric Association and 
their endorsement of such distasteful legisla
tion that in the first place, most of them are a 
bunch of looney tunes anyway . In the second 
place. their endorsement does not mean 
anything because if vou ever took any courses 
under some of these people or under some of 
their affiliates. everything is all right 
regardless of what it is. It all depends as to 
their own interpretation. They do not even 
agree among themselves. . 

I do resent that somebodv said that the As
sociation of Catholic Priests endorse this. I 
don't believe this. I don't think that this is true. 

All I have to say is vou tell me who vou as
sociate with and I will tell you who you are. This 
is the old saying. Maybe it is outdated. Maybe it 
is old, but it is not outdated. I submit to you that 
the people that want this and the people that 
have such behavior. have problems. It is a men
tal problem. It can be a very physical problem 
in the later vears or sooner. I think that the 
solution for those people just as it is for me to
day is not to go out and rob somebody is actual
ly a matter of self-discipline. I think that that is 
what they need. They choose, on their own, to 
lead a life of disgusting and animalistic nature. 
Rather than to lead a very meaningful life, 
which I think most of us trv to do. thev choose to 
lead a meaningless life of misery, {rustration, 
degrading and very embarrassing to 
themselves and also to their families. 

There was a comment made about Anita 
Bryant and her orange juice. I think she enjoys 
It. She seems to anyway. Some other people like 
grape juice. I don't care. But I will say this last 
Monday in Florida, because of Anita Bryant, 
the House of Representatives turned down a bill 
in there where it was illegal for two male peo
ple to marry. They also turned down a bill in 
there which makes it impossible for two 

,It-nal('' 10 adopt l'hildn'n. !\Ia\'bl' they got 
awa~' wilh the first part of it but they "ot the St' 
('ond and third part of it the way it should be. 

I submit to you that a lot of these things, we 
could go on forever. I always recall that some 
of the big promoters of this lesbianism has 
always been the NOW outfit, the National 
Organization of Women who, every two years at 
their convention, go down there and pass resolu· 
tions promoting lesbianism and any other form 
of degrading act that there is. These are the 
people pushing some of this. We try to protect 
the unfortunates and the mentally retarded and 
we should because these people need our help. 
But these people are sick in other ways. They 
don't need that kind of stuff. They don't accept 
this stuff in the Army or in the service. When 
they find them, they get rid of them and they 
should. 

I have a certain amount of pride with who I 
associate with and these are the people which I 
don't want to associate with and I never have. I 
don't want my children or your children or the 
younger people today subjected to their acts 
and subjected that they cannot reproduce so 
they recruit. They pick on the young people and 
the old ones along with it. I submit to you, ladies 
and gentlemen tha t there are quite a few things 
that could be said about this bill. I don't know 
anything about latent homosexuality or 
whatever it is but I can assure you and I know 
that, from my studies, that actually whatever it 
is, it is distasteful. it is unaccepted by society 
and it should be. 

Somebody said well the criminal code did 
great things and everything else but let us be 
realistic. The criminal code did say they did not 
actually deaden this criminal code like they 
wanted to because they forgot to put so they say 
two persons involving direct physical this and 
that but I can assure you whether I am here or 
not the next trip tha t something is going to 
come in between there. I think that if it is the 
way it is going to be interpreted, it should be 
changed. Then we say how great this criminal 
code has been. There has been a lot of fault with 
this criminal code. One of them is probably this 
error that was made in there. There is also the 
error that whether you know it or not, they took 
out one of the worst non-acceptable sins of the 
world sodomy. This is what your new criminal 
code has done. If this is what you agree with. 
you will have to live by it, but I don't. I truly 
believe this bill, I have looked at it, the bill 
itself, you know you can't make old rule inquiry 
about this and so and so and so. I make old rule 
inquiries all the time. I think it is my business 
and you can pass this and I will still make old 
rule inquiries. It doesn't make that much dif
ference. It goes beyond this. 

I was jus! looking roughly at one section here 
that you cannot refuse a rent to somebody that 
is on A.D.C. and all this stuff. I think this is not 
germane to the issue whatsoever but it is in 
there. I have rents and I rent to who I want to 
and if I don't want to rent, I don't care how 
many of these bills you pass. 

All in all, ladies and gentlemen, I think tha t 
this is a bill that is worth some consideration 
We are all entitled to our own ideas as to which 
way we should be. I think it is a very degrading 
bill. I ha te to see the outcome of this bill if it 
would pass. I don't want any queer or lesbian 
teaching my kid at school. I don't want that. 
They aren't going to be there either. There are 
some right now. If you don't believe it, I can 
point it out to you. The fact is that I don't think 
this is a good bill. This is a bill against morality 
at the lowest level. I feel that you have enough 
good judgment to see that we don't need this 
kind of bill and that you will vote for the in· 
definite postponement. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from South Portland, Ms. Benoit. 

Ms. BENOIT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
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(;pnt Ipllll'n of tl1l' lIousp:- This is obviously ;J 

v(,ry (,Illotional issue to address. In part. I think 
b('('ause it is extremely difficult to identify or 
emphasize with a group of people whose sexual 
morals are so different from my own and the 
majority of society. However, I think that we 
can all appreciate the fact that a homosexual is 
a human being and a citizen of the United 
States, despite the fact that he or she may seek 
such gratification in what most of us may con
sider to be unconventional manner. Isn't the 
homosexual not as much entitled to the protec
tion and benefits of the laws and fair treatment 
as others? In my judgment the secular com
munity is not harmed by atypical sex practices 
conducted in private between consenting adult 
partners. I do not wish. in any way, to condone 
the sexual preference of homosexuals; but at 
the same time, I find it very difficult to pass 
judgment on something that I don't really un
derstand. Perhaps this class of people does 
deserve to be treated fairly and equally, par
ticularly when it comes to employment. 
Homosexuality. in itself. does not necessarily 
bear any relationship to an individual's fitness 
to perform a certain job or function. Without 
specific evidence of unfitness to perform such a 
job or function. perhaps a person should be 
protected by law against unjust discrimination 
due to their sexual preference. 

I would therefore urge you to vote against in
definite postponement. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one-fifth of 
the members present and voting_ All those 
desiring a roll call vote will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. and more than 
one fifth of the members present having expres
sed a desire for a roll call, a roll call was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
the House is the motion of the gentleman from 
Biddeford, Mr. Lizotte, that this bill and all its 
accompanying papers be indefinitely post
poned. Those in favor will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Aloupis, Ault, Austin, Bagley. Ben

nett, Berry. Birt, Blodgett. Boudreau, P.; 
Brown. K. C.; Bunker. Bustin. Carey, Carrier. 
Carroll, Carter. F.; Churchill. Conners. Cote. 
Dexter. Drinkwater. Durgin. Dutremble. Elias. 
Fenlason. Flanagan. Fowlie. Garsoe. Gauthier. 
Gillis. Gould. Gray. Hunter. Immonen. 
Jackson. Jacques. Jalbert. Joyce. Kilcoyne. 
Laffin. LaPlante. LeBlanc. Littlefield, Lizotte. 
Locke. Lougee. Lunt. Lynch. MacEachern. 
Mackel. Marshall. Masterman. Maxwell. 
McBreairty. McHenrv. McKean, McMahon. 
McPherson. Morton: Nelson. N.; Norris. 
Palmer, Peltier. Perkins, Peterson, Plourde. 
Prescott. Rideout. Rollins. Shute. Silsby, 
Smith. Sprowl. Stover. Strout, Stubbs, Tarbell. 
Tarr. Teague. Tierney. Torrey, Tozier. 
Truman. Twitchell. Tyndale. Whittemore. 
Wilfong. W~·man. 

NAY - Bachrach. Beaulieu, Benoit. Berube. 
Biron. Boudreau. A.; Brenerman. Brown. K. 
L.: Burns. Chonko. Clark. Connolly, Cox. Cun
ningham. Curran. Davies. Devoe. Diamond. 
Dow. Gill. Goodwin. H.; Goodwin, K.; Green. 
Greenlaw. Hall, Henderson, Hickey, Higgins. 
Hobbins, Howe, Hughes, Jensen. Kane, Kany. 
Kelleher. Kerry, Lewis, Mahany, Masterton. 
Mitchell, Moody, Nadeau, Najarian, Nelson. 
M.: Peakes, Pearson, Post, Quinn, Raymond. 
Sewall. Talbot, Trafton, Valentine. Wood. 

ABSENT - Carter, D.: Dudley, Martin. A.: 
Mills. Spencer. Theriault. . 

PAIRED - Huber, Hutchings. 
Yes, 88; No, 54: Absent, 6: Paired, 2. 
The SPEAKER: Eighty-eight having voted in 

the affirmaitve and fifty-four in the negative 

with six bein~ absent and two paired. the mo
lion did prevail. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Millinocket, Mr. Marshall. 

Mr. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, having voted 
on the prevailing side. I would now move recon
sideration and hope you all vote against me. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from 
Millinocket, Mr. Marshall, having voted on the 
prevailing side now moves reconsideration 
whereby this bill was indefinitely postponed. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Richmond, Mr. Moody. 

Mr. MOODY: Mr. Speaker. I move that this 
be tabled for one legislative day. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Westbrook, Mr. Laffin. 

Mr. LAFFIN: I ask for a roll call on the tabl
ing motion. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call, it 
must have the expressed desire of one fifth of 
the members present and voting. All those 
desiring a roll call vote will vote yes; those op
posed will vote no. 

A vote of the House was taken. and more than 
one fifth of the members present having expres
sed a desire for a roll call. a roll call was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question before 
the House is the motion of the gentleman from 
Richmond. Mr. Moody. that this be tabled for 
one legislative day. Those in favor will vote 
yes: those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Bachrach, Beaulieu, B~noit. 

Boudreau, A.; Brenerman. Burns, Carter. F.: 
Chonko, Connolly, Cox. Curran. Davies, Dia
mond, Gill, Goodwin. K.; Green, Hickey, Hob
bins. Howe, Kane. Kany, LaPlante, Lewis, 
Locke. Masterton. Mitchell, Moody, Najarian. 
Nelson, M.: Raymond. Sewall, Talbot, Trafton. 
Valentine, Wood. 

NA Y - Aloupis, Ault. Austin, Bagley, Ben
nett. Berry. Berube. Biron, Birt, Blodgett, 
Boudreau, P.; Brown, K. L.; Brown, K. C.; 
Bunker, Bustin, Carey, Carrier, Carroll, 
Churchill, Clark, Conners, Cote, Cunningham, 
Devoe, Dexter, Dow, Drinkwater, Durgin, 
Dutremble. Elias. Fenlason, Flanagan, Fowlie, 
Garsoe. Gauthier, Gillis, Gould, Gray, 
Greenlaw. Hall. Henderson. Higgins, Hughes. 
Hunter. Hutchings. Immonen. Jackson, Jac
ques. Jalbert. Jensen. Joyce. Kelleher. Kerry. 
Kilcovne. Laffin. LeBlanc. Littlefield. Lizotte. 
Lougee. Lunt. Lynch. MacEachern. Mackel. 
Mahanv. Marshall. Masterman. Maxwell. 
McBreairty. McHenry. McKean. McMahon. 
McPherson. Morton. Nadeau. Nelson. N.; 
l\orris. Palmer. Peakes. Pearson, Peltier. 
Perkins. Peterson. Plourde. Post, Prescott. 
Quinn, Rideout. Rollins, Shute, Silsby, Smith. 
Sprowl. Stover. Strout. Stubbs. Tarbell. Tarr. 
Teague. Tierney. Torrey. Tozier. Truman. 
Twitchell. Tyndale. Whittemore. Wilfong. 
Wyman 

ABSENT - Carter. D.; Dudley, Goodwin. H.: 
Huber. Martin. A.; Mills. Spencer. Theriault. 

Yes. 35; No. 107: Absent. 8. 

The SPEAKER: Thirty-five having voted in 
the affirmative and one hundred and seven in 
the negative with eight being absent, the mo
tion did not preva il. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Portland. Mr. Talbot. 

Mr. TALBOT: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I have already won 
one battle and that is by sitting in my chair 
without saying anything. I guess I never ever 
thought that one day I would be sitting in this 
House fighting discrimination and prejudice 
against any group of people. It was only ten to 

twelve ypars ago that I as a citizen of this state 
sat almost in the same identical room down
stairs and fought for my rights and at that time 
the name was different, it was because of 
Black. I fought and heard the same arguments 
that I am hearing today, I heard at the hearing 
of housing, education, public accommodation 
and the like, and I don't think that there is 
another person in this body that wears the scars 
or the hurt that people such as Black people and 
myself wear and that is true for any group. 
whether they be Black, whether they be Jewish, 
whether they be handicapped or whether they 
be homosexual. I am entirely under the impres
sion, 100 percent, that nobody, no person in this 
state, no human being should have to suffer at 
the hands of another human being and that is 
what we are talking about. 

We are not talking about your moralistic 
views or your prejudices we are talking about 
equal protection under the law. You keep your 
moralistic views and you keep your prejudice 
as I will. you will have to determine thatin your 
own mind. but I think we as a legislative body 
have the responsibility and the right to protect 
all of the people in this state without conditions. 
such as one group against another group. 

The issue is very very simple, at least as I see 
it. and that is. if you believe in discrimination. 
you will vote against reconsideration. If you do 
not believe in discrimination. then you will 
reconsider this bill, because it is only morally. 
legally and our right as the highest court in this 
land to make that judgment. We vote during the 
cession on dogs. on moose. black bass, black 
flies. yes, during the last session we even dealt 
with chickens. 

This bill has every right to be in this body at 
this time or at any time, because when any 
group. when any person in this state or any 
other state feels unjustly hurt or discriminated 
against. he has a right to be heard through the 
legislative and judicial process, and that is all 
we are asking. 

We had a hearing, a public hearing, that was 
well publicized throughout most of the papers in 
this state. We had a hearing and we had a room 
full of people who testified, and when the 
chairman of this committee. Senator Lovell, 
asked for opponents of this bill, not one person 
stood up. not one not from the legislature and 
not from the citizenry - not one single person 
stood up against this particular piece of legisla
tion. Then we went on to hear more testimony 
from those who support this bill. and then the 
gentleman from Pittsfield came down. 
Representative Wyman. and testified against 
the bill. 

You know. I have been a long long time 
preparing myself for this kind of legislation. or 
should I say society has prepared me a long 
time for this piece of legislation. a long long 
time. most of my adult life and the issue is very 
simple. 

I would ask you to vote for reconsideration so 
that we can alleviate some of the problems and 
discrimination and prejudice that we are legal
ly. lawfully applying to a group of people. 
whatever that group may be. We can change the 
name. we can call it Black, we can call it han
dicapped we can call it age. we can call it 
whatever we want to call it, but we have the 
right here and it is our duty to alleviate that 
hurt and that suffering; we have that right and it 
is our duty to alleviate that suffering. I would 
ask you to think about that. to really think about 
that. I am serious. 

This is my third term and I have sponsored all 
types of legislation. but I have never believed or 
been more supportive of a piece of legislation 
that either I sponsored or that has come across 
my desk than thiS piece - never - and I am ab
solutely certain that if you fail to enact this 
piece of legislation and if you fail to enact it at 
this point. you would be doing not only yourself 
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a disservice, you would be doing the State of 
Maine a disservice, not only to speak of 
homosexuals or lesbians, because they are 
human beings and there is where we must start, 
with the fact that we are dealing with human 
beings. 

First of all, let's deal with human beings and 
then as we work up the ladder, work toward 
your prejudices and your discriminations. I 
have no fault with that, they are yours, keep 
them. But first of all we must realize, whatever 
name we use. that we are dealing with human 
beings that have a human right to exist in this 
society such as we do. And as the gentleman 
from Anson said, they are not going to go away, 
the issue is not going to go away unless we vote 
to reconsider, pass this piece of legislation and 
then it will go ail the way down to the Senate. 

I guess what I am doing is pleading with you 
as another human being to reconsider this piece 
of legislation. Let's act in a responsible and a 
humane way. I ask no more. Be fair to vourself. 
regardless of your prejudice, be fa(r to the 
legislation and be fair to your fellow human be
ings. I ask you to vote for reconsideration and I 
hope that you will vote with me. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Springvale, Mr. Wood. 

Mr. WOOD: Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House: I had really not intended to speak on 
this. It would be very easy for me to sit here and 
let my vote be my testimony, but I don't feel 
that is right at this point. I feel that I must go on 
the record and I am sure that what I say 
probably will not sway any votes but it will 
make me feel better. 

I would like to talk about this bill in terms of 
what it does, the protection of office to those 
people who are not homosexuals. There are 
some of us who easily fall into society's 
stereotypes of being homosexual. We choose to 
be single, we might be thinner than the usual 
person, we might enjoy flowers over football, 
we might have a limp wrist. Society, in its 
wisdom, has decided that because we' fall into 
that stereotype we must somehow be deviant. 

I would relate to you an experience that hap
pened to me. I was working at a resort one sum
mer and I was not getting what I thought to be 
fair treatment. When I questioned the people on 
why, I was told that the person who was super
vising me thought that I was a homosexual. I 
had no recourse; how do you prove something 
like that? Yes, I was denied an employment op
portunity because I fell into a certain 
stereotype. I was strong enough so that I over
came that and continued working there and 
overcame that scar, but this bill would allow 
me the opportunity at least to have my day in 
court, that if someone was discriminating 
against me for nonfactual information, I might 
have my day in court. 

I also had the opportunity to teach school and 
I am well aware of the fear that parents have of 
sending their children to school to be taught by 
a homosexual, but how do you define that? If 
you have a male teacher, and I was teaching 
Head Start, who played with the children, who 
had a fondness for hugging children, both male 
and female, is that classified as being a 
homosexual activity? Is that something that 
should not be allowed? I will tell you that if you 
work In a small town and have those small town 
attitudes, you can be easily discriminated 
against and not be able to prove it just because 
of what might be considered to be homosexual 
activity but is just good teaching. 

So I would say that this bill offers protection 
to those people who choose, and there are more 
of us that. choose to be single. and this bill will 
protect us and therefore I hope that vou will 
reconsider. . 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York, Mr. Valentine. 

Mr. VALENTINE: Mr. Speaker. Men and 

Women of the House: Like the gentleman from 
Springvale, Mr. Wood, I too was not going to say 
anything today and let my vote also be my 
testimony. In fact, I was very pleased with the 
manner in which most of the debate occurred 
prior to the vote this morning, with one or two 
exceptions. I thought it was kept on a very good 
level, and I am not going to go over a lot of the 
things that were just said and I don't know that 
anything that I would say would also change 
anybody's mind as of today. This is an issue I 
think that many of us have hashed up among 
ourselves both in a serious nature and 
sometimes in an off-color joking nature in the 
last several weeks around here. 

What I would like to relate to you, particular
ly in reference to the subject of employment 
and part of what Mr. Wood just had to say, 
there is an anecdote involving a friend of mine 
and I hate to start out a story ~y saying I have a 
friend. but anyway, I have a friend and he is gay 
and he is a closet gay for a very good reason. He 
is a person who grew up as any other individual. 
went to college, went in the service. He was in 
the Air Force, he was an officer, captain in the 
Air Force, a military pilot, he served a year in 
Vietnam, he was awarded the distinguished 
Flying Cross and Air Medal. He is now a civilian 
although he still flies for a Military Reserve 
Unit, and before anyone runs to check the 
records, it is in another state, not in Maine. He 
also is a civilian flight instructor and he knows 
that it is very, very necessary for him to remain 
a "closet gay," because if he were to come out, 
so to speak, first of all. that would end his 
military association, as the gentleman from 
Westbrook Mr. Carrier, indicated earlier, that 
anybody in the Military who professes their 
homosexuality can plan on a discharge. That 
seems the way things have been going. So he 
finds it very necessary - that means he has, 
like many many other people who are homosex
ual, to lead an incredible dual existence. He has 
to be very careful about what he does, what he 
says and where he does it, lest anybody find out, 
and that puts on him, and I am sure many other 
people, a tremendous amount of stress. You 
almost have to be schizophrenic in nature to be 
able to maintain that dual existence. 

I wonder whether a person who has served his 
country like he has, who probably not at all 
voluntarily spent a year in Vietnam, who has 
been given some of our country's highest 
awards, should have to run the risk of not being 
able to follow the profession of aviation that he 
has chosen, because were he to announce now 
his homosexuali ty, tha t would end both 
probably his civilian and his military career. I 
think tha t is most unj ust and most unfair and 
that why I would ask you to please consider the 
motion of the gentleman from South Portland, 
Mr. Talbot, that we do reconsider our vote. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Talbot. 

Mr. TALBOT: Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the House: First of all I would ask for a roll 
call. Second of all, I guess I would try to answer 
some of the questions that have been proposed 
by Mr. Wood and Mr. Valentine. Not very many 
of you know some of the situations that I have 
found myself in. All of you know by now that I 
am very proud of the fact that I am Black. I 
don't bring that up because I want to give you a 
lesson in Black history. I bring it up because I 
think some of the issues are related. I happen to 
be a light-skinned Black and being a Iight
skinned Black brings me in society in an 
altogether different world than being a dark
skinned Black. Some of the scars that I wore 
because of that I still have. I will alwavs have 
the rest. of my life and not very many' people 
know that. such as going for an apartment and 
being shown the apartment and being en
couraged to take that apartment until that 
landlord finds out that you are Black. Or in the 

cases when I was coming up, "you are Negro," 
and then all the hoodoos come out of the 
woodwork and we cannot rent to you -
somebody is coming in next day, my sister is 
coming. Oh, I can tell you stories from here to 
kingdom come about those kinds of incidents, 
but it is something that I have had to overcome 
myself and I think most of the members here, 
the Speaker, will tell you that when I first hit 
this floor, when I was first elected, I was up 
almost every day and I was very militant and in 
some cases I still am militant, but I guess I had 
to overcome that kind of cOl'dition myself to 
know that I am a human being, I am a whole 
human being with all the rights and respon
sibilities and all the desires to live a normal 
life. 

When I was in the service, I played basketball 
for Fort Devens and they had a men's team and 
a women's team. We would travel to Fort Dix, 
Fort Riley, we would travel all over, and when I 
first became a member of that team, I sat in 
the middle, believe it or not, because Black peo
ple who sat in the back of that bus did not know 
what I was and whit.e people in the front of that 
bus did not know what I was, so I sat in the mid
dle until - and this happens all the time - until 
we broke down the barrier, until somehow I 
either mentioned to them. you know, I am a 
Black from Maine, or my family is Black and 
we are proud of the tradition, proud of the 
heritage. That broke down the barrier and now 
we know where we are,. so we can deal with the 
whole situation. That is what I think Frank is 
talking about, so that we can deal with the en
tire situation. That not only happened at that 
time, it happens now. I go out of the state or I go 
to another part of the state to speak, they don't 
know what I am. I used to go to bed at night say
ing, I wish I was Black as ink, and then people 
could take me for what I am, not take me for 
half of what I am. 

Remember, 20 years ago, it was legal to be 
Black and not illegal to be a man. That is what 
is facing us today. Why should anyone of us, 
whether we be man, woman, whether we be 
homosexual, whether we be handicapped or 
what, why should anyone of us have to go out
side of this building and suffer, suffer the pains 
of discrimination and prejudice? Why should 
any of us have to do that? I tell you, we do not, 
we should not, we cannot, because if you do not 
believe in your fellow human being, then you 
cannot believe in anything else, it is as simple 
as that. You cannot believe in anything else -
God. the Bible or anything. If you cannot 
believe in your fellow human being, then you 
are already lost. 

Let me make one point clear, just one point 
and I promise I am going to sit down, and that 
is, we sin in what we do to others, not in merely 
being what we are. 

TheSPE"A.KER: The Chair recogmzes tne 
gentleman from Sanford, Mr. Gauthier. 

Mr. GAUTHIER: Mr. Speaker, Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: I have heard my good 
friend Jerry for the last several years mention 
his predicament, and I know lIe has had a 
predicament. But I would like to tell Jerry at 
this time, like I have been wanting to for quite 
some time, that when the French people, 
French Canadians came in from Canada like 
flies to work in the mills because mills were 
opening in Sanford. Lewiston, Portland. 
everywhere, they were much more in the ma
jority than Jerry is and they had to suffer, and 
they really suffered. In fact, in Sanford, I was 
on the School Board for 25 years, and until I got 
on there and a couple before myself, you could 
not get a Frenchman as a teacher that was 
graduated from the University of Maine. 

We had a young girl by the name of Gauthier 
I no relation of mine) but she had all the 
qualifications, but because she was a French 
Canadian she could not get in there. The 
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businessmen in Sanford. Sanford Dairy was 
owned by Mr. Chabot. He would not sell a half 
pint of milk in the schools of Sanford when I got 
on the school board they were buying 2.500 half 
pints a day. I had to fight my way in there in 
order to see that he would have a chance to get 
in. and they did everything they could. even 
took his chocolate milk out of the refrigerator. 
the big refrigerator at the High School, they put 
it out on the side and it spoiled so that he would 
get discouraged and not sell his milk in there or 
his chocolate milk. We didn't have one janitor 
out of 25 in the schools over there in Sanford, we 
had to fight our way. 

You had people coming into the Sanford Mill. 
My mother weaved in the Sanford mill and my 
father weaved there, and they told me what 
happened. They had these big bosses in the mill 
there, and these French girls would be picked in 
the rear when they were working as hard as 
thev could in order to get more out of them. 

(agree with Gerry. that we had to suffer and 
we had to find our way here. We finally did it, 
but I am going to tell you one thing, we had 
many, many people of the French extraction, 
the Canadians. who suffered before we were 
able to reach that point. 

The SPEAKER: A roll call has been re
quested. For the Chair to order a roll call. it 
must have the expressed desire of one fifth of the 
members present and voting. All those desiring 
a roll call vote will vote yes: those opposed will 
vote no. 

The SPEAKER: The pending question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Millinocket, 
Mr. Marshall. that the House reconsider its ac
tion whereby L. D. 1419 was indefinitely post
poned. All those in fa vor of reconsidera tion will 
vote yes: those opposed will vote no. 

ROLL CALL 
YEA - Bachrach. Beaulieu. Benoit. Berube, 

Biron, Blodgett, Boudreau. A.: Brenerman. 
Brown, K. L.; Burns. Chonko, Connolly. Cox, 
Cunningham, Curran, Davies, Devoe, Diamond. 
Dow. Gill. Goodwin. H.; Goodwin, K.; Green, 
Greenlaw, Hall, Henderson, Hickey, Higgins, 
Hobbins, Howe, Hughes. Jensen, Kane, Kany. 
Kelleher. Kerry, LaPlante, Lewis. Masterton. 
Mitchell, Moody, :'oIadeau. Najarian, Nelson, 
M.: Peakes, Pearson, Quinn. Raymond. Sewall, 
Talbot. Trafton. Valentine. Wood. 

NAY - Aloupis, Ault. Austin. Bagley, Ben
nett, Berry, Birt, Boudreau. P: Brown. K. C.: 
Bunker. Bustin. Carev. Carrier. Carroll. 
Carter, F.: Churchill. Clark. Conners. Cote. 
Dexter. Drinkwa ter. Durgin. Dutremble. Elias. 
Fenlason. Flanagan. Fowlie. Garsoe. Gauthier. 
Gillis, Gould, Gray. Hunter. Hutchings. Im
monen, Jackson, Jacques. Jalbert. Joyce. 
Kilcoyne, Laffin, LeBlanc. Littlefield, Lizotte. 
Locke, Lougee. Lunt, Lynch, MacEachern, 
Mackel, Mahany, Marshall, Masterman, Max
well, McBreairty. McHenry. McKean. Mc
:\1ahon, McPherson. Morton. :'oIelson. N.: 
:'oIorris, Palmer. Peltier. Perkins. Peterson. 
Plourde. Post. Prescott. Rideout. Rollins. 
Shute, Silsby. Smith. Sprowl. Stover. Strout. 
Stubbs, Tarbell, Tarr, Teague. Theriault. 
Tierney. Torrey. Tozier. Truman, Twitchell, 
Tyndale, Whittemore. Wilfong. Wyman. 

ABSENT - Carter. D.: Dudley. Huber. 
:\1artin, A.; Mills. Spencer. 

Yes, 53; No, 91; Absent, 6. 
The SPEAKER: Fifty-three having voted in 

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

Sent up for concurrence. 

Consent Calendar 
First Day 

In accordance with House Rule 49, the follow
ing items appeared on the Consent Calendar for 
the First Dav 

(H. P 4211' \ L. D. 526) Bill "An Act Providing 
Funds for Young Women's Christian Associa-

tion Fair Harbor Shelter in Portland, Maine, an 
Emergency and Extended Shelter for Girls" -
Committee on Appropriations and Financial Af
fairs reporting "Ought to Pass" as amended by 
Committee Amendment "A" (H-463) 

rH. P. 7491 IL. D. 954) Bill "An Act to Create 
a Commission on Energy Efficiency Building 
Performance Standards" - Committee on 
Energy reporting "Ought to Pass" as amended 
by Committee Amendment "A" (H-462) 

(H. P. 365) (L. D. 456) Bill "An Act to Amend 
the Septic Tank and Cesspool Waste Disposal 
Statute" - Committee on Natural Resources 
reporting "Ought to Pass" as amended by Com
mittee Amendment "A" (H-455) 

m. P. 1246) (L. D. 1487) RESOLVE, 
Authorizing and Directing the Com~is~ioner of 
Marine Resources and the CommISSIOner of 
Inland Fisheries and Wildlife to Undertake, to 
Preserve and to Enhance the Anadromous Fish 
Runs of the State of Maine (Emergency) -
Committee on Fisheries and Wildlife reporting 
"Ought to Pass" 

(H. P. 756) (L. D. 929) Bill "An Act to Delete 
the Requirement that Appeals to Superior Court 
from a Municipal Board of Appeals must be 
Trial De Novo" \Trial Anew) - CommIttee on 
Judiciary reporting "Ought to Pass" 

\H. P. 1202) (L. D. 1431) Bill "An Act 
Relating to Granting Administration of an 
Intestate's Goods or Estate under the Law of 
Decedent's Estates" Committee on Judiciary 
reporting "Ought to Pass" 

\H. P. 1364) iL. D. 1599) Bill "An Act to 
Provide Uniformitv in the Method of Payment 
of Fees in Criminal Cases" - Committee on 
Local and County Government reporting 
"Ought to Pass" as amended by Committee 
Amendment "A" (H-465) 

No objections being noted. the above items 
were ordered to appear on the Consent Calen
dar of June 2. under listing of the Second Day. 

Consent Calendar 
Second Day 

In accordance with House Rule 49. the follow
ing items appeared on the Consent Calendar for 
the First Day: 

(H. P. 182) (L. D. 244) Bill "An Act Relating 
to Notice of Authorization to Registers of 
Probate" 

(H. P 1247) (L. D. 1477) Bill "An Act to Ex
pedite the Construction of Natural Gas 
Pipelines in the State" (Emergency) (C. "A" 
H-445) 

(H P. 683) \L. D. 865) Bill "An Act Relating 
to Partnership between Husbands and Wives" 
\C "A" H-446) 

I H. P. ltoll \L. D. 1325) Bill" An Act to Allow 
Limited Operation of an Unregistered Motor 
Vehicle" iC. "A" H-449) 

ill. P. 256) (L. D. 325) Bill "An Act Concern
ing Solicitation Sales of Consumer Merchan
dise" (C. "A" H-447) 

IH. P. 1353) (L. D. 1622) Bill "An Act 
Concerning the Registration of Voters by 
Justices of the Peace" IC. "A" H-451) 

No objections having been noted at the end of 
the Second Legislative Day, the House Papers 
were passed to be engrossed and sent up for 
concurrence. 

rH. P. 1373) (L. D. 1576) Bill "An Act to 
Provide for the Provisional Payment of Certain 
Disability Benefits Pending the Outcome of a 
Workmen's Compensation Application" 

On the objection of Mr. Bustin of Augusta, 
was removed from the Consent Calendar. 

Thereupon, the Report was accepted, the Bill 
read once and assigned for second reading 
tomorrow. 

\H. P 1259) \L. D. 1488) RESOLVE. to Ap
propriate $20.000 to the Office of Camping 
Resources at the Universitv of Maine. 
Portland-Gorham. . 

No objections having been noted at the end of 
the Second Legislative Day, the House Papers 
were passed to be engrossed and sent up for 
concurrence. 

Passed to Be Engrossed 
Bill "An Act Providing for Improved Accoun

tability of Funds Expended by the Department 
of Human Services and by the Department of 
Mental Health and Corrections" (S. P. 514) (L. 
D. 1807) 

Bill "An Act Concerning the Definition of a 
General Lines Consultant and a Life Consultant 
under the Maine Insurance Code" (H. P. 1617) 
IL. D 1818) 

RESOLVE, Directing the Commissioner of 
Marine Resources to Lease Land and Buildings 
in West Boothbay Harbor to the Northeastern 
Research Foundation Inc. (Emergency) (H. P. 
1619) (L. D. 1820) 

Bill "An Act Exempting from the Sales Tax 
Sales to Nonprofit Corporations Providing 
Home Health Services" (H. P. 840) (1. D. 1027) 

Were reported by the Committee on Bills in 
the Second Reading, read the second time, the 
Senate Paper was passed to be engrossed in 
concurrence and the House Papers were passed 
to be engrossed and sent up for concurrence. 

Bill ., An Act to Establish Procedures to 
Evaluate the Efficiency of Energy Utilization 
in State-financed a!lei Leased Facilities" m. P. 
549) (1. D. 666) 

Was reported by the Committee on Bills in 
the Second Reading and read the second tIme. 

Mr. Burns of Anson offered House Amend
ment "A" and moved its adoption. 

House Amendment "A" (H-457) was read by 
the Clerk and adopted. 

The Bill was passed to be engrossed as 
amended by House Amendment" A" and sent 
up for concurrence. 

Second Reader 
Tabled and Assigned 

BiJJ "An Act Clarifying the Tax Status of 
Regional Planning Commissioners and Councils 
of Government" (H. P. 555) (L. D. 672) 

Was reported by the Committee on Bills in 
the Second Reading and read the second time. 

IOn motion of Mr. Carey of Waterville. tabled 
pending passage to be engrossed and tomorrow 
assigned. ) 

BiJJ "An Act to Require that Savings from 
Substitution of Generic Drugs be Passed on to 
the Purchaser" (H. P. 147) (L. D. 177) 

Was reported by the Committee on Bills in 
the Second Reading and read the second time. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from South Portland, Mrs. Gill. 

Mrs. GILL: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
move indefinite postponement of this bi11 and 
all its accompanying papers. I don't want to 
belabor the point. We talked about this quite a 
while yesterday and the hour is getting late. but 
in the words of an old-time House member. thiS 
is a bad bill. 

The SPEAKER: The gentlewoman from 
South Portland, Mrs. Gill, moves that this Bill 
and all of its accompanying papers be in
definitely postponed .. 

The Chair recoglllzes the gentleman from 
Bangor, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. KELLEHER: Mr. Speaker. Ladies and 
Gentlemen of the House: Anytime that you can 
pass money back to the consumers of this state, 
I don't know how any member of the House 
could sav it is a bad bill. If it is a cost-savings 
measure. and that is the way I view it. to in
dicate that it is a bad bill. it would be a bad mo
ment in this House if we indefinitely postponed 
this bill. and I would urge the House not to do 
so. 




