
Yes onQuestion 1
I hope you agree that our

election campaigns should not
be largely financed and thus
controlled by the richest
among us. After the election,
the richest will have ready ac-
cess to the politicians and will
easily “convince” them to vote
for measures that will make
the rich even richer. The rich-
est get to set tax policy, energy
policy — you name it — in
ways that will enrich them-
selves at the expense of the
rest of us.

The only way I know to pre-
vent the super rich from con-
trolling public policy in their
own selfish interests is to
work for publicly funded cam-
paigns. When campaigns are
financed by those who stand
to make huge financial prof-
its, the public is left with a
deluge of false and misleading
advertising during the cam-
paigns and with politicians
who will do the bidding of the
profit making interests that
funded their campaigns. On
the contrary, I believe our pol-
icy decisions should be made
democratically by ourselves
and by our elected representa-
tives.

In Maine, we have clean
elections so that ordinary citi-
zens can be elected to the Leg-
islature without much private
financing. Recent court deci-
sions have severely weakened
Maine’s system. In order to fix
it and prevent a flood of big
money influencing our elec-
tions, we need to vote yes on
Question 1 on Nov. 3.

Martha Dickinson
Ellsworth

Lack of respect
Although there may be some

validity in the fact that the rash
of mass shootings in this coun-
try may be because of a lack of
gun control or guns in the
wrong hands, thus pointing to
the need for better help for the
mentally challenged, I find
there exists a lack of respect for
authority and others’ lives and
property. This includes intoler-
ance and differences in race,
religion and political beliefs.

As a former teacher, I strug-
gled with students who were
not properly supervised at
home. There was a lack of fol-
low through to set limits, which
I believe young people want.
My husband was an assistant
principal who was respected by
the students because his rules
were enforced, no matter who
was the offender. He was very
well liked by the student body.

If only parents and those in
authority would give conse-
quences when needed, it might
be a better world.

Melba Boynton
Nobleboro

Woodworse than coal
I couldn’t help but see the

front page picture on the Oct.
27 issue of the BDN of the Rev.
Jerry Wright stacking wood
for his home heating this win-
ter. Not much attention has
been given to the renewable,
greenness, nor the pollutants
that wood burning entails.

Statistics show it will take
some 50 years for the fastest
growing trees to grow a cord of
wood and a century or more
for other types of trees, that
Wright is stacking in his ga-
rage. Is this the definition of
“renewable”?

Wood burning is anything
but. Burning wood produces
more carbon emissions than a
coal-fired power plant produc-
es for the same amount of
BTUs. That’s not very green, is
it?

Wood burning emits more
pollutants into the air than a
coal-burning power plant and
it releases them right where
you and I breathe. Interesting,
yes?

I know the argument that
the growing trees will use up
the carbon dioxide that burn-
ing produces. That is true, as
long a the sun shines on green
leaves. Where there is winter
and at night, trees reverse that
process and consume oxygen
emitting CO2.

Jim Miller
Pittsfield

Clean elections
Here’s my question to those

who say Maine’s clean elec-
tions system is “welfare for
politicians”: How much is $6
million out of a biennial bud-
get of more than $6.5 billion?
That’s less than 1 percent.

Is 1 percent of the Maine
budget too much to protect the
equality of our votes? Is it too
much to protect our elected
representatives from endless
fundraising and obligations to
those who give big money? Is
it too much to give to save our
democracy?

Maine people know the sys-
tem is corrupt. Leading up to

Question 1, more than 85 per-
cent of voters were eager to
sign the referendum petition.
However, in polls taken here
and across the country, peo-
ple believe “the system is bro-
ken” and nothing can be done
about it. Voting yes on Ques-
tion 1 is one way to overcome
citizen discouragement.

I believe there are many
good people in government,
and I think they need the help
of voters to release them from
a system corrupted by big
money. Many people call that
“oligarchy” or “plutocracy.”
We can refer to the framers of
the Constitution to under-
stand what that means for
representative democracy —
the “Republic” that Benjamin
Franklin cautioned could be
difficult to keep.

Let’s give a strong “yes”
vote to Question 1 on Nov. 3.
Maine’s 1996 referendum led
the nation with the creation
of a Clean Elections system. It
was right then, and the refer-
endum to strengthen it is ur-
gently needed now.

Carmen Lavertu
Thomaston

School funding
In response to Ginny Mott’s

Oct. 27 BDN OpEd on the
Stand up for Students cam-
paign, I would point out that
Maine already has a very pro-
gressive tax mechanism to
fund public schools. It is a bit
of misnomer to say the state
covers up to 55 percent of pub-
lic school costs. While the
state allocates funds to cover
46 percent of the state’s total
public school costs, it is not
allocated equally to all
schools.

Based on local property val-
ues, the state determines how
much a community can afford
to cover and makes up the dif-
ference. This results in some
schools receiving virtually no
state funding while others re-
ceive up to 99 percent state
funding. So the “wealthy”
communities, based on their
property tax values, already
pay a higher proportion of
their local school costs.

Stand up for Students
would further tax those
wealthy communities to fund
public schools outside their
district.

Public schools are of vital
importance to our society.
But a healthy economy is vital
to the state’s welfare.

Additional taxes will only
discourage more people from
making Maine their perma-
nent residence and will only
exacerbate the shortage of
funds for all vital services,
including schools.

Mary Wood
Dedham
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N
ext week’s ballot will ask
voters whether they
favor bonds for transpor-
tation projects and senior

housing, which are both worth-
while. What voters haven’t been
asked to approve for years are
bonds to fund investments in re-
search and development. Without
this investment, Maine falls fur-
ther behind on innovation and, as
a result, job creation.

Maine’s investment in research
and development has been stuck
at 1 percent of state gross domes-
tic product since 2011. This is a
third of the national average and
less than a quarter of the New
England average. For the sixth
year in a row, Maine’s insuffi-
cient R&D investment and lack of
progress in boosting it earned a
red flag in the annual Measures of
Growth report from the Maine
Development Foundation.

In addition, the goal of Maine
spending 3 percent of its GDP on
R&D, set for 2015 in the state’s
2010 Science and Technology Ac-
tion Plan, has been continually
pushed forward. The target year
in the Maine Development Foun-
dation report is now 2020.

Eighty percent of economic
growth comes from innovation,
the foundation notes in its report.
Innovation — the development of
new products, new ways to make
them and new markets in which to
sell them — creates new industries
and new jobs, often well paying.

With so much economic growth
dependent on innovation, Maine’s
economy will surely continue to lag
in the absence of concerted, signifi-
cant investment to promote it.

In 1997, Maine ranked 51st —
behind Puerto Rico — for its in-
vestment in university research
and development. That became a
rallying cry for a more cohesive
approach to and more state
money for R&D, both at educa-
tional institutions and private
and nonprofit facilities. In addi-
tion to the money, the state un-
dertook a concerted effort to build
the state’s capacity to do this
work by improving laboratories
and developing plans to grow the
state’s innovation capacity.

The next year, voters approved
a $20 million bond to support this
work, the start of a series of
bonds that included R&D as a key
component.

Voters approved a $35 million
bond focused on job creation and
R&D in 2002. Just a year later,
they signed off on a $60 million
state borrowing package, with $15
million earmarked for research at

the University of Maine and the
University of Southern Maine. In
2005, voters approved a $20 million
bond with $3 million earmarked to
renovate laboratories at the Uni-
versity of Maine. A separate $8.9
million bond for environmental
and agricultural work also passed.

In 2007, voters approved a $50
million bond to support research
into and commercialization of
products and services in seven
areas identified by the Legislature,
including biotechnology, compos-
ites and precision manufacturing.
In 2010, an $11 million bond aimed
at creating jobs through invest-
ment in offshore wind energy
gained voter support.

Gov. Paul LePage vetoed a $20
million R&D bond in 2012, saying
the money should come out of the
state budget instead. He also criti-
cized past R&D efforts for focusing
too heavily on public-sector re-
search and not private industry.

But the bond he vetoed would
have supported private-sector
R&D. The Maine Technology
Asset Fund, administered by the
Maine Technology Institute, was
created in 2007. Since then, it has
pledged more than $50 million,
much of that money from the
bonds approved by voters, to proj-
ects that emphasize university-in-
dustry partnerships, attract sig-
nificant matching funds to multi-
ply the effect of the state’s invest-
ment, and hold the potential to
make a major economic impact.

According to a 2011 evaluation
of Maine’s research and develop-
ment investments, 29 projects
that had received funding by mid-
2011 had directly created 289.5
jobs and preserved 303 more.

Not only has the bond money
stopped, but this “deliberate ap-
proach” that emphasized public-
private collaboration and rigor-
ous review of investments has
“broken down,” says Jim Damicis
of Camoin Associates, who has
evaluated the state’s R&D invest-
ment efforts on behalf of the state,
the Maine Development Founda-
tion and others. As a result, the
state effectively leaves federal re-
search dollars on the table and
misses out on the creation of
high-wage jobs. Most important,
the state has neglected the work
necessary to plant the seeds that
could grow into tomorrow’s job-
creating industries.

So, while we support the senior
housing and transportation bonds
on the Nov. 3 ballot, we lament
the absence — again — of a bond
package that devotes needed in-
vestment to innovation in Maine.

This bond quesTion
should be on The balloT

P
rison pay phones are
among the most important
connections between in-
mates and the outside

world. In many cases, their limit-
ed time on the phone is the only
dependable lifeline to loved ones
who may live too far away to visit
on a regular basis.

The ability of incarcerated men
and women to stay in touch with
those who most support them —
spouses, parents, children — is an
important part of maintaining their
humanity while paying their debt
to society. Regular contact between
inmates and friends or family can
make a difference in their conduct
inside the prison walls and get
them ready for life on the outside.

That’s why the Federal Commu-
nications Commission’s decision
to curb the exorbitant rates that
phone companies can charge for
routine calls is in order. The new
rate for local phone calls will be
capped at $1.65 for a 15-minute
call in-state. Before the FCC
stepped in, inmates or those they
called could expect to be charged

as much as $14 a minute. By any
standard, this was an outrageous
financial burden for inmates and
their families. It also is a price no
regular consumer would stand for
paying.

The companies that benefit
most from the costly status quo,
however, don’t like the fact that
the FCC is interceding. They
characterize the federal agency’s
actions as an overreach, and they
vow to sue to reinstate the old ar-
rangement, arguing that the cost
of monitoring, taping and track-
ing prisoner phone calls necessi-
tates the high costs.

But society’s cost of isolating
prisoners who can’t afford to stay
in touch with their chief means of
support is even greater. In the
United States, 2.7 million children
have a parent in jail, each of
whom will benefit from the FCC
decision. While the parents are
behind bars because they broke
the law, onerous fees charged to
moms and dads for calling their
kids are criminal, too.

Pittsburgh Post-Gazette (Oct. 27)

FCC To lower inmaTe phone Charges
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