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fore the committee and a dozen other
prominent men throughout the State were
there, and we heard all they had to say;
and no one wants to appear before the
committee but a member of the House. I
do not think it should be recommitted
again, but I think the Senate should ac-
cept the report of the committee.

Mr. BURNS: Mr. President, I believe
even the Senator from Kennebec wishes
one of his bills re-committed to another
committee.

Mr. MANLEY:
tion of it.

The guestion being put upon the motion
to reconsider the acceptance of the re-
port, the motion was lost.

On Motion by Mr. Morrison of York the
Senate adjourned to meet on Friday,
March 6, 1903, at ten o'clock A. M.

No Sir. I have no no-

HOUSE.

Thursday, March 5, 1903.
Prayer by Rev. Mr. Cannon of Hal-
lowell,

Papers from the Senate disposed of
in concurrence.

Senate Bills on First Reading.

An Act granting a new charter to
the Farmington Village Corporation.

An Act to authorize municipalities
to make contracts for water, gas and
light.

An Act establishing the salary of the
county attorney for the county of Ken-
nekec.

An Act to grant testimonials of hon-
orable service to soldiers who served
in the war with Spain.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Bluehill Water Company.

An Act to incorporate the Liberty
Water Company.

An Act to amend Chapter 266 of the
Public Laws of 1892, as amended by
Chapters 128 of the Public Laws of 1839
and 167 of the Public Laws of 1901, re-
lating to the militia.

An Act to amend Chapter 159 of the
Public Laws of 1901, providing for the
retirement of commissioned officers of
the militia of the National Guard of
the State of Maine.

Resolve in favor of establishing a
modern fish hatchery and feeding sta-
tion at Sebago Lake.

An Act to amend the charter of the
city of Auburn. (Read three times
and passed to be engrossed under a
suspension of the rules on motion of
Mr. QCakeg of Auburn.)

An Act concerning Auburn Free
Public Tibrery. (Read three times
and passed to be engrossed under a
suspensicen of the rules on motion of
Mr, Oakes of Auburn.)

An Act to amend Chapter 94 of the
Public Laws of 1887, relating to agri-
cultural socleties.

An Act to repeal Sections 7, 8, 9 and
10 of Chapter 61 of the Revised Stat-
utes, relating to the rights of married
woemen.

An Act to repeal Section 36 of Chap-
ter 63 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to examination before judges of pro-
Yate.
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An Act to authorize executors and
administrators to provides for the per-
retual care of burial 1ots.

An Act to amend Chapter 67 of the
Revised Statutes and Chapter 143 of
the Revised Statutes relating to the ap-
peintment of guardians for persons in-
sare.

Ar Act relating to the authority of
court over guardians ad litert or next
friend.

An Act relating to the acknowledge-
ment of deeds.

An Act relating to the waiving of the
provisions of wills by widow.

An Act relating to the attachment of
partuership property.

An Act to repeal Section 16 of Chap-
tar 78 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to duties. of county commissioners.

An Act to amend Paragraph 5 of
Section 62 of Chapter $1 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to property exempt
from attachment and execution.

An Act to amend Section 4 of Chap-
ter 8 of the Revised Siatutes, as
amended by Chapter 157, Public Laws
of 1893, relating to trusteec suits.

An Act relating to the dissolution of
attachments by filing bond.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 114 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to duties payable by public officers.

An Act to amend Szction 21 of Chap-
ter 116 of the Revised Statutes and
Chapter 225 of the Public Laws of 1893,
reiating to fees of regisiters of deeds.
(Tabled pending first reading on 1mo-
tion of Mr. Abbott of Shapleigh).

An Act to prevent injury to
and works of art.

An Act to repeal Sections 8, 9, 10, 11
and 12 of Chapter 133 of the Public
Laws of 1897, relating to pardons.

An Act relating to the commitment
of the insane, and to abolish the zright
of appeal to justices of the peace and
quorum.

books

The following petitions, bills,
presented and referred.

were

Judiciary.

By Mr. TTavour of Kittery: Remon-
strance of Albert Lord and 15 others of
Eliot against the bill establishing a
municipal court of Eliot and Kittery so
far as it pertains to Eliot.

By Mr. Page of Drew Plantation:
Bill, An Act to amend chapter three,
section seventy, of the private statutes
relating to plantations.

Also: Bill, An Act amendatory to
chapter 24 of the private statutes re-
lating to paupers.

By Mr. Littlefield of Rockland: Till,
An Act to amend section 15 of chapter
51 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
recording locations of railroads.

Legal Affairs.

By Mr. Thompson of Orono: Bill, An
Act conferring certain power upon the
trustees of the University of Maine.

Railroads, Telegraphs and Expresses.

By Mr. McIntyre of Waterford: Pe-
tition of H. C. Bacon and 77 others of
Woodstock for telephone lines and con-
nections.

By Mr. Mewer of Old Orchard: Peti-
tion of M. E. Hill and 100 others pray-
ing for an act to provide for the com-~
fort and safety of persons and property,
in Old Orchard during the months of
June, July, August and September, of
each year.

Also, petition by the selectmen of old
Orchard for same.

By Mr. Twambly of Kennebunkport:
Bill, An Act to incorporate the Kittery
and York Telephone Company.

By Mr. Putnam of Danforth: Bil]l, An
Act to incorporate the Houlton and
Danforth Eleectric Railroad Company.

Commerce,

By Mr. Pike of Lubec: Bill, An Act
to authorize Clarence H. Clark to ex-
tend and maintain a wharf in Lubec
NATTOWS.

Placed on File.

By Mr. Taylor of Wiscasset: Re-
monstrance of H. E. Webster and 40
others of Newcastle against reduction
of tax on savings banks.

Agriculture.

By Mr. Josselyn of Portland: Peti-
tion of . W. Thaxter & Company and
others, wholesale merchants of Port-
land, that adequate provision be made
for the extension of information in re-
lation to the sale of feeding stuffs.

LFy Mr., Cameron of Bangor: BIill],
An Act relating to feeding stuffs.

State Lands and State Roads.

By Mr. Campbell of Cherryfield:
Bill, An Act to make certain the mean-
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ing of the language *“Timber and
grass’' relating to the public lots so
called in unincorporated townshnips in
State of Maine.

Inland Fisheries and Game.

By Mr. Sturgis of Standish: Peti-
tion of £, Porter and 23 others for the
enactment of a law prohibiting the
putting of sawdust or other mill waste

into any of the tributaries of rthe
Crooked river.
Placed on File.
By Mr. Allen of Sanford: Remon-

strance of George . Jones and 17 oth-
ers, registered guides, against the en-
actment of any license law for hunters
wherein said license fee shall exceed
the sum of ten dollars.

Ways and Bridges.

By Mr. Putnam of Danforth: Re-
solve in favor of building a bridge over
the west branch of the St. Croix river
connecting Indian Township with the
town of Princeton,

Shore Fisheries.

By Mr. Campbell of Cherryfield:
Bill, An Act for the repeal of Special
Laws relating to migratory fish in
Pleasant river in Washington county.

Placed on File.

By Mr. Davis of Waterville: Petition
of D. H. Mudgett and 40 others of Dex-
ter in faver of Resubmission.

By Mr. Hill of Winterport: Re-
monstrance of members of Universal-
ist, Adventist, Baptist and Free Bapt-
ist Churches of Auburn representing
673 people against same.

Also: Remonstrance of members of
the M. X. Church of Machias against
same.

Also: Remonstrance of members ot
M. E. Church of Bath against sarae.

Also: Remonstrance of members of
Washington St. Baptist Church of
Eastport against same.

Also: Remonstrance of Frank Coney
and 15 others of Auburn against same.

Also: Remonstrance of Baptist and
Congregational Churches of Madison
against same; of M. E, Church of
Greenville; of M. E. Church of Farm-
ington; of M. E, Church of Eastport;
of the Baptist Church of Brunswick;
of members of Center §St. Congrega-
tional Church of Machlas; of members

of First Baptist Church of Damaris-
cotta: of members of Baptist Church
ot Orono; of members of the TUni-
versalist Church of Machias; of mem-
bers of the Free Baptist Church; of
members of Williston Church; of
members of Congregational Chuxch of

New Gloucester; of members of the
First Baptist Church of Sanford; ot
members of Bodwell Street M, E.

Church of Hallowell; of members of
the Congregational Church of Orono;
of members of Town Improvement So-

ciety of Skowhegan; of members of
Corless Street Church of Bath; of
members of Pearson’s Memorial Mis-

sion; of the Universalist and Congre-
gational Churches of Hiram; of mem-
hers of Westbrook Congregational
Church:; of memkbkers of North Parish
Congregational Church of Sanford; of

members of Eeacon St. Church of
Bath; of members of the Winter
Street Congregational Church of

Bath: of members of four churches of
Sanford: of members of the First
Baptist Church of Skowhegan; of W,
L. Rogers and 42 others of Greenville—
all against same.

By Mr. Buxton of Abbot:
monstrance of Henry Hudson
others of Guilford against same.

Re-
and 34

Cumberland County Delegation.

By Mr. Potter of Rrunswick: Peti-
tion for increase of salary of Justice
of Cumberland Superior Court.

Sagadahoc County Delegation.

Ey Mr. Sewall of Bath: Petition of
J. P. Higging and 33 others for such
amendments to the proposed act in
relation to Merrymeeting Bay and Ar-
rowsic bridges as will authorize the
city of Bath and town of Woolwich to
convey teo the county of Sagadahoc
the People's Ferry, so called, to reduce
the tollg at least one-half and place the
duty of maintaining said ferry upon
said county;, of R. A. Munro and 27
others: o1 B. D. Farnham and 27 oth-
ersg——all for same.

Orders.

On motion of Mr. Littlefield of Rock-
land,

Ordered, That the committee on the
judiciary inquire into the expediency
of complying with the accompanying
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request as to the change of time when
the municipal year shall begin in the
city of Rockland, and report by bill or
otherwise,

Reports of Committees,

Mr. Goodwin from the comrnittee on
judiciary, on petition for an act to
amend Section 8§ of Chapter 75 of the
Revised Statutes regulating the de-
scent of perscnal property of intes-
tates, reported leave to withdraw.

Mr. Littlefield from the same com-
mittee on petition of K. M. Sanborn
and others praying for a law regulat-
ing the structures built on the shores
of the interior waters of Maine, report-
ed leave to withdraw,

Mr. Newcomb from the committee on
legaul aftairs, on bill, An Act to incor-
porate the Penobscot River Power
Company, reported that same be re-
ferred to the committee on Interior
waters.

Mr. Kelley from the same committee,
on peétition of W. T. C. Runnells and
104 legal voters of Searsport, for abol-
ishment of the Searsport Mnunicipal
court, reported leave to withdraw.

Mr. Farnsworth from the committee
on szea and shore fisheries, on petition
of Amos F. Carleton and others, pray-
ing that Section 40, Chapter 40 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to smelt
fishing, be changed reported leave to
withdraw.

Mr. Pike from the same committee,
on bill, An Act to amend Section 41 of
Chapter 284 of the Public L.aws of 1901,
reported ought not to pass.

Mr. Sturgis from the committee on
towns, on bhill, An Act to amend Mus-
sel Ridge plantation to South Thomas-
ton, reported that same be rererred to
the next [.egislature, for the reason
that sufficient legal notice had not
been given,

Mr. Potter from the committee on ju-
diciary, on bill, An Act to amend an
act, entitled “An Act to incorporate
the city of Old Town,” reported ought
to pass.

M. Smith from the same committee
reported in a new draft and ought to
pasg bill, An Act to amend Section 16
of Chapter 72 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to suits on probate bonds.

Mr. Smith from the same committee,
reported in a new draft and ought to

pass bill, An Act to enable cities and
towns to establish permanent fuel
vards.

Mr, Allen from the same committee,
on petition of the Frycburg ZFElectric
Tight Company, praying that its char-
ter may be amended, reported bill, An
Act relating to the Fryeburg RElectric
Light Company.

Mr. Oakes from the committee on le-
gal affairg, on bill, An Act to make
valid certain doings of the assessors
of Norway for the year 1902, reported
ought to pass.

Mr. Campbell from the same com-
mittee, on Bill, An Act to authorize the
Kennebunk Electric Light Company to
issue bonds, reported ought to pass.

Mr. Barker from the same committee,
on Rill. An Act to amend the charter
of the city of Calais, relating to ward
and distriet lines, reported ought to
pass.

Same gentleman from the same com-
mittee, reported in a new draft and
ought to pass bill, An Act in relation
to judges of municipal courts.

Mr. Campbell from the same com-
mittee, on Bill, An Act to amend Sec-
tion 1 of Chapter 30 of the Revised
Statutes, as amended by Chapter 115
of the Public Laws of 1895, and Sec~
tions 3 and 4 of Chapter 30 of the Re-
vised Statutes, in relation to dogs, re-
ported ought to pass.

Mr. McFaul fromn the same com-
mittee, on Bill, An Act in regard to
the compensation of town officers, re-
ported ought to pass.

Mr. Weeks from the Committee on
Judiciary, on resolve providing for a
fund for completing the records of the
clerk of courts of Lincoln county, re-
ported ought to pass. (Referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs).

Mr. Kelley from the Committee on
Legal Affairs, reported in a new draft
and ought to pass bill, An Act to au-
thorize the Carratunk Power Company
to erect and maintain dams across
the Carrabasset river in the towns of
Embden and Anson.

Mr. Campbell from the same com-
mittee, on Bill, An Act to enlarge the
powers of the Carrabasset stock
farm, reported ought to pass.
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Mr. Mills from the same committee,
on petition, reported Bill, An Act to pro-
hibit the use of purse and drag seines
in the waters of Sargentville Harbor,
known as Billing’s Cove, and that it
ought to pass.

Mr. Eaton from the same committee,
on resolve for an appropriation for *he
use of the Commissioner of Sea and
Shore Fisheries, reported ought to
pass. (Referred to the Committee on
Appropriations and Financial Af-
fairs).

Mr. Farnsworth from the same com-
mittee, on bills, An Act relating to the
sea and shore fisheries, making it law-
ful to catch lobsters nine inches in
length, reported ought not to pass.

Mr. Potter from the Cumberland
county delegation, in bill, An Act au-
thorizing the county commissioners of
Cumberland county to erect a county
building in Portland, reported ought to
pass.

The reports were accepted, and the
bills and resolves ordered printed under
the joint rules.

First Reading of Printed Bills and Re-
solves,

An Act to authorize the town of
Athens to remove the bodies of de-
ceased persons.

An Act relating to the Young Wom-
en’s Christian Association of Portland,
Maine. -

An Act to authorize the Van Buren
Water Company to increase its capital
stock and bonds.

An Act to amend chapter forty-two
of the Public Laws of eighteen hun-
dred ninety-nine relating to the taking
of Black Bass in certain lakes in Ken-
nebec and Somerset counties, also
Sabattus pond in Androscoggin county
as amended by chapter two hundred
eighty-seven Public Liaws of 1901.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Winthrop Celd Spring Water Com-
pany.

An Act to enlarge the powers of the
Prouts Neck Water Company.

An Act relating to the election and
term of office of certain members of the
board of assessors, board of overseers
of the poor and female membhers of the
school committee of the city of Port-
land.

An Act relating to Gorham Academy.

Passed to be Engrossed.

An Act to provide blank books and
stationery for the Dover Municipal
Court.

Resolve to provide means for ex-
amination of claims for State pensions,

An Act to amend Chapter 227 of the
Private and Special Laws of 880, en-
titled “An Act to supply the people of
Houlton with pure water.”

An Act to amend the charter of the
city of Auburn, and to provide a board
of public works.

An Act to amend Chapter 285 of the
Public Laws of 1901, entitled “An Act
providing for State roads and for the
improvement thereof.”

Passed to be Enacted.

An Act relating to the Camden Trot-
ting Park Association.

An Act to amend the charter of the
Baskahegan Dam Company.

An Act to increase the capital stock
of the Ticonic Foot Bridge Company.

An Act to amend Chapter 301 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1850, en-
titled “An Act to incorporate the
Portland Widows’ Wood Society,” as
amended by Chapter 145 of the Private
and Special Laws of 1879.

An Act to amend the charter of the
Lewiston, Brunswick and Bath Street
Railway.

An Act to authorize the county com-
missioners of Somerset county to bor-
row a sum of money with which to
Tuild an extension to the Court House
in Skowhegan, in said county.

An Act to amend Chapter 273 of the
Public Laws of 1885, relating to the
holding of County Teachers’ conven:
tions.

An Act amendatory to Section 6 of

Chapter 495 of the Special Laws of
1885, entitled ““An Act to incorporate
the People’s Ferry Company.”

An Act to authorize the town of

Bucksport to retire its bonded indebt-
edness and to issue new bonds.

An Act to amend Chapter 152 of the
Public Laws of 1835, relating to State
examination and certification of
teachers.
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Orders of the Day.

RESUBMISSION.

Unfinished business:

Motion to substitute minority for
majority report of committee on tem-
perance, reporting “ought not to pass”
and “ought to pass” on resolve for an
amendment to the constitution by abro-
gating and annulling amendment five,
relating to the manufacture and sale of
intoxicating liquors.

MR. COLE of East Livermore: Mr.
Speaker, It is with some diffidence that
I rise here to express my opinion on
this subject. This question hasg been
agitated in the State to quite an ex-
tent during the past year, and especial-
ly since the campaign of the past year
started. Being on the committee on
temperance I felt under a little obli-
gation to defend my position. I will
admit that in the fall I was partly con-
verted, or at that stage where I hardly
knew what was right for me to do
when I came into the Legislature, in
reference to this question. And so I
took a little pains to inform myself.
I admit here that there were good men,
men, of good standing, people of broad
minds, of my constituents, who ad-
vised me to vote for resubmission. I
admit that perhaps there are people
here, today, members of this Legisla-
ture, who take the same view, who
are unbiased in their opinions and have
a right from their standpoint to vote
for resubmission. But when [ came
to inquire into this among the quiet,
thinking persons of my constituency,
I found that a large majority advised
me to vote against resubmitting this
question to the public. And so I took
a little pains to look into this matter,
and I took it from the standpoint—
although the argument has not been
brought up before the committee at
our hearings—it has been touched up-
on a little in our discussion—I toock it
from the standpoint that members of
this Legislature have asked us to vote
for resubmission on the ground that it
would strengthen our law to re-affirm
our belief in prohibition—that they
had no doubt but what it would be
re-affirmed by a very large majority
of the voters of the State. Now, if I
believed that from that standpoint it

would be re-affirmed, that the people
would not want this amendment re-
pealed, then it seems to me that I
should vote against resubmitting
this to the people. And why?
Because if we think they still believed
in the prohibitory law as they did
when it was put into the constitution,
than why should be subject the people
to the excitement and expense of vot-
ing again? Many say that it would
shew the rum power that the people
were still of firm belief in this prohibi-
tory law. You know as well as 1 that
the rum power wouid not take this as
final. They do not consider the people
when ever in any way they can ply
their trade, because it is wholly for
gain; and if the influence that Iis
brought against them can in any way
be lessened or this law be brought in-
to disrepute, they are willing to be
law-breakers still, no matter what
pressure may be brought to bear up-
on them by the communities in which
they live.

From the other standpoint, the ar-
gument that has been put forth before
the committee is, that a local license
or a license law would be much pre-
ferable to the prohibitory law. I took
a little pains to look into the maiter.
I shall not give you any extended sta-
tistics here, today, but I took from dif-
ferent years from different states the
per cent. as it had been stated by the
attorney generals and chief justices
and T found that aboul 80 per cent. of
the crimes in the different states and
in this State from year to year, right
around 80 per cent., is due to the excess
of liquor drirking, that it is due to the
liquor traffic. If 80 per cent. is due to
the amount of liquor used, then Iif
more liquor is used in the State, of
course there is more crime. In Maine
according to the census reports of 1390
the conditions were about the same as
at the heginning of 1902. Maine aver-
aged one revenue tax to about 700 of
the people, and with about the same
enforcement they had in the prisons
774 per million of the inhabitants. New
Hampshire, in which the enforcement
of the prohibitory law was more lax,
had 873 per million against 774 prison-
ers in the State of Maine. Connecti-
cut, with its local option, had 1375 pris-
oners per million of the inhabitants
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against 774 in the State of Maine,
Mazsachusetts, in which local option
was practically a high license law for
the state because of the greater num-
bher of cities, had 2325 per million, pris-
oners in the prisons against 774 in the
State of Maine. And from all this tes-
timony, and I can give more, we see
that the amount of crime depends
largely on the amount of liquor used.

We hear it stated, and I have heard
it within a few days, and we hear the
argument throughout the State that
local option and high license would
curtail the amount of liquor sold. I
can hardly see it upon that standpoint.
If we have a high license we would
have perhaps less saloons than if we
had a low license, but those saloons
would be run in the interests of rich
rum sellers, they would be conducted
on a larger scale and in a more elab-
orate style and they would appeal to
the young men who, today would not
frequent those low dives. A great deal
of stress is laid upon the restrictions
that would be put upon these high
license saloons. They tell us they are
not allowed to have drunkards, that
they are not allowed to have minors
patronize them, that they are not al-
lowed to run after a certain hour at
night, that they are closed on Sundays
—they present an elegant picture of
the license law. But what are you go-
ing to do with the drunkards of today,
what are you going to do with gradu-
ates of those saloons? They must and
will have their liquors the same as
they are having them, today, and if
those saloons will not sell it to them
from the front doors, they will sell it
out of the back doors, and even if it is
not convenient for them to do it, they
will certainly do it because they are in
the business for profit. It does not
hurt their patronage. Then there will
be the same ones who will furnish ihe
liquor to the drunkard and to those
who are excluded from the elegant sa-
loons. But you say that the high li-
cense men would see that this law was
enforced. Would they? If they did
not want these drunkards to patronize
their saloons, would they not be willing
that they should have some lower dive
to patronize? I tell you if they are in
it for profit they surely will in some
way, in some manner, be law-breakers

themselves, they are not the persons
who will complain about this law
twice. Another thing, supposing they
should be the complainants, we know
of men and women that have been com-
plainants now for years against the
unlawful running of saloons in our
cities. What does it amount to when
we have officials that can be bribed,
when for ten dollars a word can be
sent to these saloons and when the
officers go there there are no ligquors
to be found? Those same officials,
those same law-breakers that have
been breakers of the law for years, are
not in a minute going to be trans-
formed into good and honest men. The
officials of our cities that have been
corrupted under our present laws, can
be corrupted under a high license law;
and if for ten dollars they can send
word to those that are selling illegally,
then for ten dollars those same officials
will send word to the law-breakers
that at such a time they are going to
search their places—consequently, the
law is not enforced. If the sentiments
of the people of a city are against the
enforcement or in that direction, will
it help that sentiment any to change
the law from prohibition to high 1li-
cense? The people of that city who
are, today, sneering at the officers that
try to enforce the law, will be too well
satisfied with the condition to be
sneering at the situation if they have
a high license law. It is not those peo-
ple who are sneering at the law, to-
day, that would see that the law was
enforced under high license, but it
would be the same persons that, today,
are working without pay, without
money and without price, for the moral
promotion of the people of the State.
And when we consider that the great
influences of our State are in a great
measure in favor of prohibition, when
we consider that societies are working
without profit for the improvement,
the education, the up-building and so-
briety and all that goes to improve and
help our State, when we consider those
things, then we can see that a great
preponderance of the evidence is in
favor of the continuation if prohibi-
tion.

Many have preached the beauties of
local option. If a city or village wishes
for a license law with which to sell
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liquors, they say that they should have
the privilege to sell. That, I admit had
some merit, but at the same time if the
law, as I claim it is, is a detriment, if
the selling of liquor is a detriment to a
community, if it is a detriment to any
city to sell it, then I believe it will be a
detriment to the adjoining towns and
cities. I live in a town where we have
a village placed right in the corner and
in reality that village is in three dif-

ferent towns. Now, supposing that
local option was adopted in one of
those towmns. It would simply be a

curse to the people of the next town,
right in the same village if they be-
lieved that their village would be bet-
ter off with prohibition. So that, under
all  those circumstances, where it
might be the vote of one city or one
village for liquor, it would he a detri-
ment Lo the town right across the line
that desires prohibition.

The attention of our committee was
called to cities that had adopted the
enforcement plan thoroughly, Port-
land, Lewiston and some other cities;
and people say that the law has not
been enforced, that liguor is still sold.
It seems to me that people, in look-
ing at it from that standpoint, take the
view that if it is not wholly annihilat-
ed, then it is not enforced. We had
a man before our committee who was
sent as a spy, I should say by his tes-
timony, into Portland wunder Sherimt
Pearson’s administration, and he tes-
tified before our committee of places
which he had found where they sold
liquor, little low dives and pocket ped-
dlars, and he admitted that he went
into a saloon or eating house there,
and that liquor was furnished some-
one from the hosiery of a waitress,
showing that liquor could be obtained.
Now, I submit to this Legislature that,
when the liquor traffic is driven to
such an extremity as that, it is being
pretty we]l enforced. And as to these
restrictions of the high license law,
that they will not permit saloons to
be established within so many feet of
a school building. But if it is a good
thing, and a grand good thing,
why should not our scholars have the
privilege of iseeing its workings. Why
is this law restricted from minors if it
is a good thing? I believe that most of
our people helieve that liquor cannot be

licensed in any form, in any way, that
will be a benefit to this State, and I be-
lieve that we should not as a Legisla-
ture vote to resubmit this question to
the people. 1 do not think that as a
whole the people of this State demand
it. I do not believe bhut what if it
should Dbe resubmitted to the people it
would be re-affirmed by a large ma-
jority, and for that reason I shall vote
against it. 1 thank God that we have
got beyond the good old days of rum
and molasses that we hear so much
about. And I want my boy, who has
been to this Legislature and looked up-
on you, gentlemen, I want him te still
think that the licquor law is an injury
to the State. I have no fear that that
hoy will go to low dens and commence
his liquer drinking in such places, but
if he should see people go to gilded sa-
loons, T fear for him. T want that boy
hrought up, although the law has been
poorly enforced I admit in the State of
Maine, T want my boy and I believe
you want vours brought up to look up-
on this as a curse, and that it is some-
thing that should be suppressed, and
that we should look upon those who
deal in it as law breakers and people
that are working against the interests
of the State of Maine. (Applause.;
Mr. DOWNING of Sorrento: Mr,
Speaker: As a member of the temper-
ance committee I would like to say a
few words upon this question. T shall
not vote for resubmission. My reasons
for not doing so are that I think the
time is not ripe. I am a Prohibitionist,
that is, I believe in prohibition when
prohihition prohibits; but my love for
our grand old mother State will not al-
low me to join inanyeulogyof whatper-
tains to her humiliation and disgrace,
and I must say that I cannot look back
upon the temperance movement, upon
the prohibitory law as it has been car-
ried out in the last 20 vears with any
degree of pride. When the people give
us a great constitutional law, we are
in honor bound to try to enforce that
law before asking them to repeal it.
Scrme will say, “Haven’t we had 20
yvears of prohibition?”’ ITn answer, let me
ask you if you consider that levying
hlackmail upon rumsellers is prohibi-
tion? As well might you say that the
farmer is practicing prohibition upon
his sheep when he gathers his flock in-
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to his barn in order that he may shear
them, and then turns them out into
his pasture in order that when the
time comes around he may repeat the
process. There is this much differ~
ence, however, in the two proces-
ses. That is, the farmer takes the
whole fleece, but we only take a very
small portion of the fleece from the
rumseller lest he might kick.

Let us look upon these facts as they
are. It is always well at times to take
our kearings. What have we been do-
ing in the State of Maine? We have
been turning our rumsellers loose and
allowing them to corrupt the very
flower of our young manhood, and then
we have obliged them to dvide with us
in some small 'degree the wealth they
have thus obtained, and then we boast
of the princely revenue we have de-
rived from thus taxing ourselves in the
very worst possible way in which we
could tax ourselves. Then we have
taken our ill gotten gains and built
more houses of correction and jails in
which tc punsh the unfortunate victims
of our own misdoing. If a spirit from a
higher sphere of life should visit the
scenes of earth and should look upon
the gigantic farce which is going on in
Maine, well might he exclaim in the
words of the immortal bard of Avon,
“What fools these mortals be.” But if
this condition of affairs shall continue
and if this present demand for enforce-
ment shall prove to be as it has too
often in the past bhut a temporary
spasm of virtue, if in a little while the
rumseller shall be again plying his vo-
cation, if we shall find the same state
of affairs that we have had hitherto
and nulification shall again have been
practiced, then give the people of the
State of Maine a chance and they will
bury this nullification law under an
avalanche of votes so deep that it will
never be seen again in this generation.

There is another side to the question,
and, we hope, a better one. The law is
being enforced at present; the rum-
seilers are hunting their holes. And T
hope this may continue. The people of
Maine are watching their officials as
they never watched them before, and
if this State of things shall last for
two years 1 have no doubt that the
happiness and prosperity of our people

will be so advanced and that prohibi-
tion will have proved itself to be such
a good thing that the question will re-
solve itself and there will be no demang
for resubmission.

T feel strongly tempted at this time to
utter a word of warning to the great
Republican party. Its principles are
dear to my heart and when I see the
ship upon which she is embarked, drift-
ing upon ihe rocks I feel as though a
word of warning is necessary. I wish
it might come from some abler tongue
than mine. But I feel that the warning
should he given, even though it come
from so humble an instrument as my-
self. If we do not learn in our plat-
forms to say what we mean and mean
what we gay, if we do not substitute
words of truth for those 'of hypocracy
and decite, it behooves us to keep our
eyves upon the wall lest the finger of
eternal justice be writing there the
prophesy of our impending downfall.
(Arplause.)

Mr. DAVIS of Waterville: Mr.
Speaker: Having consumed so much
time before the temperance committee
of the House in laying before them what
I believe to he facts, I do not feel like
tregpassing very much upon the pa-
tience of the House at this time, and I
promise you, Mr. Speaker and gentle-
men of the House, that I will not weary
you. It seems to me that an apology
wotld he in order to the members of the
House from any man who should at-
tempt to enlarge upon a subject that
must be familiar to every person pres-
ent; and yet, Mr. 3peaker. possibly the
last word has not been said. possibly
there may be some few thoughts
hrought out in the discussion here, to-
day, that may shed more light upon
this vexed question; and before in-
dulging in what I have to offer, I wish
to offer this prelude to my remarks.

On the floor of this House, yesterday,
a gentleman whom I trust knows bet-
ter—if not, he should have known bet-
ter—uttered these words:

“Now we are told by the author of
this measure that the sentiment for
resibmission comes from no lawless
class. I recently took up a batch of
petitions for resubmission, the first one
that came to my notice bearing these
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names in part. They may be the
names of the law-loving, law-abiding
citizens of Maine, but if so, their names
are prima facie evidence against them.
They run like this and in this order:

Silvio Paganani, Joseph I, Panlia, J.
A, Letaurneau, Geo. H. Grandlin,
Ouillie Rancourt, Joseph Bashan, Jr.,
Joseph B. Ranco, Frank Ranco, Albert
Landrey, Albert Mahew, Joseph B.
Ranco, Wm. G. Oby, Edgar E. Berette,
Chas. Bellinau, Geo. H. Tardiff, Harry
Bellineau, Eugene Laurdiene.”

Gentlemen, the history of those
names is as follows—their commercial
history—although they do not bear An-
glo Saxon names: Mr. Joseph Panlia
is a furniture dealar; Letaurneau is an
attorney of standing in my city;
George H. Grandin is a merchant;
Ouillie Rancourt is a cemetery boss of
a section; Joseph Bashan, Jr., is a
present alderman in Ward 7: Frank
Ranco is a truckman; William G. Oby
is a grocery dealer; Charles Bellineau
is also a grocery dealer; George H.
Tardiff is a carpenter; Albert Landrey
is the honored son-in-law of our mem-
ber from Waterville; Harry Bellineau
is also a merchant and is at present a
member of the board of education in
Waterville.

He says further: “These may be the
names of the law-loving, law-abiding
citizens of Maine, but if so, their names
are prima facie against them. You will
find those names on the petition for
resubmission. I stopped there because,
while T have devoted some little time
to the study of language, I say no man,
unless he can speak fluently, unless he
has his Italian and Hebrew and Latin
and Greek and Arabic wupon his
tongue’s end, can read more than half
of the names on the petition and pro-
nounce them accurately. I tell you
they are not the residents, they are
not the law-loving, law-abiding citi-
zens of Maine. Far from it. They are
the representatives of the slums of
Ttaly, with occasionally the name of a
wandering Jew.”

Gentlemen, I submit that this is un-
fair treatment; and I wondered that
the empty benches to which that ver-
dant youth declaimed such rot at an
early hour, yvesterday morning, did not
cry out against him. (Applause.)

In this discussion, Mr. Speaker, 1
have endeavored to be eminently fair

and just. Before the temperance com-
mittee I merely reserved the right to
ask questions when statements
were made that were not borne
out in fact; and in the assertion
made at that time that these peti-

tions had bkehind them no lawless class,
I can vouch for the fact that in my
own city of Waterville and in the
neighboring town of Fairfield, they had
on them men who not only represented
wealth and influence and the good of
their city and their town, but also men
who are temperance men, who believe
that the farce that is now being per-
petrated in the State of Maine and has
bheen perpetrated for 20 years, should
be permitted to continue no longer,
And with such comment on these
honorable gentlemen I pass on to my
subject.

The question of resubmission has
hardly been touched upon thus far by
the gentlemen who have preceded me.
The gentleman from East Livermore
(Mr. Cole) has told you that this meas-
ure is a plea for high license. He knows
better. There has been no demand on
the part of the citizens who have
appeared before this temperance
committee for high license. Your com-
mittee has been told, that resub-
mission meant a  regulation, that it
looked to a regulation of the
liquor traffic, that it looked to see
vou either today or some other day
declare that it was right and just when
the people of Maine, the voters of
Maine, came here and askéd to be
heard on any gquestion and to express
themselves upon that question, that
they should have that right. I have
repeatedly, Mr. Speaker, told gentle-
men who have asked me the question,
that if I understood resubmission,
it meant not high license, not low li-

cense, not option, but local regula-
tion in its final outcome; it aimed
first to put before the people of
the State of Maine the facts as

they exist: and those facts I believe
have in part heen put before this
House. Tt meant if those facts ap-
pealed to you that you would submit
this constitutional amendment, which
has handled this question at arm’s
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length, again to the people with the
idea that they might again invoke lo-
cal regulation, that they might again
invoke the statutes instead of leaving
this question in the constitution where
it could not possibly be handled.

Now, to get at this intelligently, Mr,
Speaker, I must quote from what I
said to the committee, for some of the
members have not the facts at their
tongue’s ends.

“The internal revenue records ex-
amined Friday last”—this was Friday
hefore the committee hearing, and I
will say to the members of the House
that I paid the expenses of a man to
go ard verify those special taxes
of which I shall make mention—
“the internal revenue records ex-
amined, Friday last, show for the fis-
cal years 1901 and 1902, 1308 special
United States licenses taken out for
the sale of liquors at wholesale and re-
tail in the State of Maine; for the fis-
eal vear 1902 up to and including
January 30th -of this present year, 1127
such licenses were taken out, making
from the legal standpoint of the case,
one dealer for every 616 of the popula-
tion. This evidence of the liquor traf-
fic of course can make no account of
the hundreds of sellers within our
borders who take their chances with
the law and procure no license:; or
rather take out no special tax. To be
fair to the friends of constitutional pro-
hihitior, and to give them the full
benefit of the statistical argument, I
will deduct the 186 cancellations and
eight treansfers as shown by the in-
ternal revenue records for the past
vear, and will add to the list 40 special
taxes that have been endorsed for the
sale of non-intoxicating heverages such
as Uno, Lithia, Germania, Hungarian
and other 3 per cent. beverages, leav-
ing in force for the fiscal year 1902, and
up to January 30 of this year, 980 Unit-
ed States special taxes or licenses, or
one dealer te every 700 of the popula-
tion. Taking the internal revenue re-
port, the number of special taxes is-
sued in Vermont and in force for 1902,
were 532: one to each 642, of the popula-
tion. The number in New Hampshire
for the same vear, 1482, or one to each
270 of the population.

“Now for a comparison of the itraffic

in Maine at the present time with the
traffic from 1883 to 1887 inclusive, the
internal revenue statistics show for
these years, one retail dealer for each
610 of the population in Maine. The
revenue statistics for 1887, when the
benefits of constitutional prohibition
were supposed to be apparent, showed
there were 9§19 retail distilled liquor
dealers in malt liquors and 17 whole-
sale liquor dealers, making a total of
1028 as shown by the internal revenue
recerds, or practically the same amount
of legal husiness per capita then as at
the present time.”

The attorney general’s report from
1894 up to the present time shows a
total of rising 10,000 violations of the
liquor law or more than 1300 per year,
in spite of the fact that the assertion
was made by a prominent member of
the Kennebec county delegation recent-
l¥, that there was practically no liguor
sold in Kennebec county. I gubmit fur-
ther a list of the fines and costs im-
posad and collected since 1830, with the
exception of the two years 1887 and 1888,
as shown by the attorney general’s re-
ports, and this list makes a total of
fines collected for these years of $1,-
582.194.18.

Gentlemen, I ask your careful atten-
tion to this list which will show you
whether prohibition has been a success
in the State of Maine or a failure. The
fines and costs collected in 1880 were
%20,815.16, I will not read each succeed-
ing year but I will state that it was a
constant increase up to last year when,
from $20,000 in 1880, up till 1902 the to-
tal fines collected for that year were
$177,618,23. The years 1885 and 1886 im-
mediately following the incorporation
of prohibition into the constitution,
show respectively $34,517.57 and $29,-
693.99 in fines collected against $170,-
354.23 and $177,618.23 in thel years 1901
and 1952. Whatever these figures may
prove to you, gentlemen of the House,
they show to me a constantly increas-
ing disregard of law. I believe I stand
here before you a consistent temper-
ance advocate, and I say to you, gentle-
men, that it is the wonder of many ar-
dent, earnest temperance men in this
State that the temperance people, are
willing year after year without ques-
tion to kiss the rod that smites them.
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The temperance people came to this
House two vears ago and they showed
the conditions existing, they told you
that frem the judges on your bench,
down to the lowest man in the employ
of the county or the State, that there
was a disregard of law. They told you
that they had appealed to the courts
and had appealed in vain; they told
yvou that the reply they received from
the courts, and from county officials,
and from the sheriffs, was that this
law could not be enforced, that public
sentiment was not behind it. There
has come over the situation a wonder-
ful change. After years of growing dis-
regard of law, after multiplication of
fines, after substitution of fines for Ii-
cense openly, in the daylight, they have

all at once come to the conclusion that-

the prohibitory law can be en-
forced. It is a wonderful revelation,
They told you two vears ago when you
were asking 2 vote on this question
that the law would be enforced if the
people wanted it enforced. You asked
them to enforce by a very large major-

ity. You have been met by sub-
stantially ftwo years of refusal
since that time, and now you

come again to a discussion of this ques-
tion; and I would like to speak to the
consciences and hearts of every mem-
ber in this House when I say I do not
believe there can come to this Legisla-
ture at this session a question that is
fraught with SO much interest
to this State as the question that
is now before you. What you shall do
with vour bridges, what you shall do
with your water ways, what you shall
do with your finances, with your of-
ficers, with your salaries, and, I had al-
most said, with your schools, sinks into
ingignificance when you bring this
question up for consgideration and for
settlement.

Resuhmission from the standpoint of
the men who are presenting it means
an opportunity to go before the people
of the State of Maine and say
to them, “Will you continue this
farce any longer?” It means that it is
a protest, a righteous protest, against
the state of things that has prevailed.
Tt means that the State of Maine, her
good citizenghip—and you have an il-
lustration of it in vour petitions here in
Augusta—it means that your good citi-

zenship of the State of Maine demands
that there be no longer disregard of
that there be no longer disregardof law.
It means that the city of Waterville,
the city of Portland and other cities in
this State are not satisfied when the
shoriffs and the deputy sheriffs of those
cities go intn the larger towns and dic-
tate *o them how they shall vote. It
means, gentlemen, that if {his question
goes to the people and they say they
are dissatisfied with this thing, that
they might place it upon a plain, right-
cous basis; that they will say, “We of
Waterville know what our domestic
policy shall he. We do not believe that
this thing should run riot. We see
no reason why these men should be al-
lowed to go on in unrighteous, illegal
taritfic, but we do want the right to
say that statutory law shall be enacted
which shall give us here in this town
and in thiyg city the right to say wheth-
cr this shall go on here or whether it
shall not.”

Mr. Speaker, J have not asked a gen-
tIzman on the fioor of this House to
vote for this measure. Tt is a measure
that must appeal to them. Most of you
represent the dominant party in this
State, and as has been truly said by
the gentleman who preceded me, that
party is on trial. According to your
decision, today, you will be judged. I
do not look to see this question settled,
today. T look to see nothing more than
a reasonable protest made against the
condition of things that has prevailed,
but sometime, it may be two years,
it mayv be four, and it may be six—

the thin end of the wedge has been
driven, possibly you may say with

it P
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namimer—oput vefore six years
shall have passed that wedge will rend
this party in twain unless you listen
to the wishes of the people. The men
who come to you and ask that the
people of the State be given an op-
portunity to express themselves on this
question, tell you that a generation has
passed since this measure became con-
stitutional law. They have come to me
and have said: “We fully believed that
when this measure was put into the
constitution, there would be no ques-
tion about its enforcement.” The peo-
ple of Maine would honor constitutional
law, but you have the result before
you and you must decide this ques-
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tion, not by the oratory that will fol-
low after I am through, but you must
decide it by the facts as you find them.
The very protests that are made, the
very efforts that are made to retain
the law, are all arguments in favor of
this question.

I apprehend that there can be but
one real reason why the members of
this House will refuse to give the peo-~
ple again a chance to say whether
thev shall reaffirm this law, or whether
thay shall vote it down, for that is
all there is to it, and that reason is
this: Members living in rural districts,
living in the smaller towns that are
practically free from ligquor drinking
and using, tell you and me that they
fear the results if the question goes
to the people and the people vote for
statutory law and local regulation as
they might do. They say: “What
_would beccme of the town of Buxton?”
my old home, Portland is only 15 miles
away. The young men could take the
train or a team, they could go to the
city of Portland and could obtain their
liquor, if Portland under local regula-
tion voted for some form of license.
That is all true, and I will admit that
to those men who do not know the
bad citizenship we are creating under
this law in our larger towns, this 1Is
a very strong argument. But I have
only to say to you that those saloons,
those dives, those holes, are in exist-
ence in those places, today. The ar-
rests in our large cities show it. There
were 83 of them, I am told, in the city
of Portland, last year, among women.
I say, and my friend Mr. Hill from
Buxton knows this to be true, that
young men who live in those towns,
today, go into those cities, and they
do not go into an open door, but they
skulk into the back door where thelr
friends who have known them do not
see them and where they remain some-~
times all ®night, and from which they
come out besmirched and bespotted,
their manhood tarnished, and all be-
cause these 1hings are made possible.
I asked Mrs. Stevens when she rnade
her appeal in this House to the women,
whether they wanted the saloons near
the home and the schoolhouse and the
church: I asked her if it were not true
that at present the saloon in its worst

form in our State was not already
there. and the only reply she made
me wasg: ‘“There are no licensed sa-
loons in those large towns.” I asked
Mrs. Stevens if she wanted the tem-
perance committee to understand that
that was her answer to the question;
and she told me that she did.
Whether vou look at this question
from the standpoint of the statistics,
whether you look at it from the stand-
point of men who recognize a social
demand for liquor in the State of Maine
that you have got to deal with, or
whether you look at it from the nar-
row standpoint, it is all the same; you
have the question before you and you
must settle it. The argument that your
constituency in your little town or your
little village does not want you to vote
for resubmission, is a fallacious argu-~
ment. You have a constituency, but
it is not bounded by the confines of
vour lown, the 300 or 500 or the 1000
inhabitants, your constituency is the
voting population of the State of
Maine, your constituency is the wife,
the mother, the child, all over this
State, who demands protection from
the evils that have run riot in the city
of Portland, and this is also true of
other cities in the State. I speak of
Portland because at the present time
I suppose they have as nearly enforce-
ment as in any city or town in the
State. In that city the ligquor traffic
has been driven into holes and into
corners, and they tell us among the
lawless and not the law-loving class,
I am told on high authority that little
children in the city of Portland have
acted as spies on the officers of the
law. I am told that they have even
carried and sold liquor. But we are
also told, when we present this view,
that the place for this traffic, if we
must have it, is in this class. Gen-
tlemen, I appeal to you, that class of
all others in the State is a class that
we should teach to be law-abiding and
law-loving citizens; and the time is
coming when, as I said, if we do not
do this, the question will be taken up
by the people themselves and will be
settled. Tt is for us to say whether
the people of Maine shall have the
right to settle this question again for
themselves or to restate it or to take
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it frcm the constitution and make it
a statutory question that can be
handled by each city and town un-
hampered. It is for us to say whether
there is anything in these statistics,
whether there is anything in the ques-
tion worthy of our consideration. It
is for us to say whether the nolicy
that we believe are right, shall prevail,
or whether the State of Maine as =
whole and not as detached citiez and
towns, shall have the right to settle
this question. (Applause).

MR. LIBBY of Mechanic Falls: Mr.
Speaker, In approaching the discussion,
of this question for & moment—I shall
certainly not detain you at any length
-—1I desire to do so with the utmost
fairness and candor, and to accord to
every man, every citizen of this State
the same right which I claim for my-
self, to decide this matter, and to vote
upon it according to the dictates of
his own conscience. That is what I
propose to do; and I hope and trust
that no man upon the floor of this
House, or elsewhere will allow him-
self to be swayed or swerved from the
same line of duty.

Now, in the first place, I desire to
1emark that I ,never did, and I never
expect to appear against a referen-
dum to the people. I always stood by
that; and I appreciate all that has been
said and all the harrangues that have
been made by the gentlemen upon the
other side of this question in regard
to the referendum to the people—that,
when the people call for a reference
¢f a question to them it should be re-
ferred. My difference with them upon
that matter is that the people have
not called—there has been no call from
from the people for a referendum in
regard to thig question. Tt has been
manufactured, to a large degree—but it
is not very large, at that. If we are to
ronsider even the petitions and re-
mmonstrances which have come into this
case, in the hearing before the commit-
tee, and before this Legislature since
the hearing by the committee, they
stand at least ten to one against this
position; and if that argues anything, it
tloes not certainly argue that the
people as a body are here demanding
or asking for this reference to them.
Doe¢s the gentleman who last spoke
upon this question, and who has har-

ramzued so learnedly in the interests
of the Republican party—I could hardly
do equal justice to it myself, if I tried—
(Ap Dlhuse.) Has he considered that
the last note, and the last voice which
has ever cotne from the people of this
Stals upon this matrter. has been In
tha varv obnosite direction? Does h~
not know that the sheriff in Kennebec
county and other counties of tht State,
were at the very last election, elect-
ed by the revolting Republican vote of
this State simply because those Demo-
cratic methods promised to enforce the
prohibitory law and is not that the
last voice from the people of this
State upon this question, which he
might very well consider and heed? I
fail to hear this clamor which others
say they can hear. 1 fail to see upon
the political horizon of this State any
cloud which threatens. I do not know
but it may be there. My vision may
not he clear, my hearing may be
dulled; but I fail to hear it; but, as I
have said before, the very last sign of
the times that I saw written across the
heavens of the political atmosphere
and sky was in the very opposite di-
rection.

It is said that this law is a bantling
that is hustled about and owned by
nobody. I would ask the other side of
this question, whose law it is if it is not
the law of the people of this State? It
has been upon our statute books for
half a century. Time and time and
time again it has been reiterated in
the platforms of the party which I
represent in a humble degree in this
State at this time. Legislature after
T.egislature, sent here by the people of
this State, have re-enacted and rein-
forced its provisions time after time.
And year in and year out since this
constitutional provision was placed
in the fundamental law of the State has
that same tning been done. My
brother from Waterville (Mr. Davis)
finds great cause for complaint in the
fact that a constitutional provision ex-
ists here in audition to statute law.
What effect can a constitutional pro-
vision have so long as the statute law
remains? And what would be the
legitimate effect which my Dbrother
would receive and derive from the
working out of this constitutional pro-
vision, if it were not in order to get
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at the statute law in order to change
or repeal it? My brother does not tell
us what elaborate scheme or arrange-
ment he would have. He does not give
us the details of that great and glori-
ous enactment which he would have
if he could only have a chance to en-
act it, by which the ligquor traffic of
this State would be regulated and con-
fined and controlled so as to be to the
everlasting glory and benefit of the
communities in which it is controlled
under that magnificent law. I should
like to hear him detail it, I wou... like
to know the provisions of it, I would
like to know and see how it is that
it would cause all communiti=s
to blossom out, where now rottenness
exists, into bheauty like the rose. I
would like to vote for it. But I never
yvet have seen the man or heard the
man portray its provisions and I never
expect to, with all deference to the
gentleman from Waterville,

“Success or failure,” the gentleman
said in regard to this law. It has been
a failure, he said. Some other law
might be a success. I grant, ana every.
body must admit, that so long as hu-
man appetite is depraved, just so long
will there be violations of any law
which undertakes to restrain or impair
its exercises. But, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause the prohibitory law has not been
an entire success, because it has not
entirely overthrown and eradicated the
drink habit, will you repeal it? You
might as well and with equal emphasis
say that the Christian religion ought
to be abolished after a trial of 2000
vears a few sinners still remain in Wa-
terville. (Applause and laughter.)

Now, Mr. Speaker, candidly if the
proposition to change the organic law
of the State which is supposed to be
as unchangeable as anything in our
system of law, is to be adopnted by
us as the representatives of the people
here, today, I will tell you frankly what
I would like to see behind it. I would
like to see, in the first place, the
churches of the State of Maine; I would
like to see the clergy, Protestant and
Catholic; T would like to see the pro-
fessors and presidents of our higher
institutions of learning; I would like
to see our educational institutions from
one end of the State to the other take

an interest in the question. (Applause).
I would like to see the Grangers of
our State who represent at this time
a very powerful influence, especially
in our rural communities, for the up-
building of morality and sobriety in so-
ciety. I would like to see all the char-
itable institutions of the State behind
it. I should then have no doubt that
it represented something; my way
would be clear; my action could bhe
taken in the light and I should have
no doubt which way my steps were
tending. But, Mr. Speaker, 1 confess
that I have scanned the petitions in
vain. I do not find upon the petitions
in favor of resubmission these elements
that I say I would most gladly dis-
cover and which I certainly want to
see fairly represented before 1 take
that step.

I do not propose at this time to make
any criticism upcn any individuals or
classes; I know that good men are in
all parties and of all grades, all de-
nominations, all kinds from high to
low, from top to bottom of society,
and take a different view upon this
question and may have expressed
themselves upon petitions and remon-
strances. I assume that they have done
it honestly and in accordance with the
dictates of their judgment and con-
science; and I at this time have not,
iike my friend from Waterville, any
poor fellow to impale upon the sharp
spear of my sarcastic elogquence be-
cause he may have made a slip in the
heat of debate. I believe that every
man here is acting conscientiously and
fairly, and I have a right to assume
that fact. As I said, my first reason
for opposing this matter is fun-
damental, because I do not believe
that the people ask for it or want it,
and because 1 think the people have in-
dicated their desires in another direc-
tion. They have said, if they have said
anything to their servants in this State,
“We ask fer the enforcement of the
law. That is what we expect you to
stand for. That is what we stoed for
in the last election; that is what we ex-
pect you to stand for here.” And I tell
you, Mr, Speaker, disguise it as a gen-
tleman will, you cannot rub out the
fact that the people of this State are
going to size up the verdict here, today,
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upon this line. It is either resubmis-
sion for the purpose of securing a re-
peal of the prohibitory law and the
enactment instead thereof of a high li-
cense law iu this State and the free
sale of licjuor or it means standing by
the law as it is, and you can talk to
the country people as much as you
please and you cannot get that idea out
of their minds, and for a very good rea-
son because it is the fact. Further-
more, Mr. Speaker, there are many
good people in this State of Maine who
do not believe for an instant that you
can put out fire by throwing fuel upon
it, of an inflammable character. They
do not believe that if the great curse
of liquor is that it is being drank and
creating a thirst and a habit in the
people to their ruin, that it can be
stopped simply by opening wide the
doors of the saloons upon the principal
streets of our cities and inviting the
public. That proposition is not Dbe-
lieved by the common people in this
State, and you cannot make them be-
liece it. If the object of the law is to
curtail, to put down, to stop the occa-
sion of the habit, to stop the use of
liquor, if that is the object of it, well
and good. The prohibitory law has a
tendency to do that. But no man be-
lieves and I do not care whether he is
on one side or the other of this ques-
tion, that making this thing more re-
spectable, putting a high license if you
please so it shall be for the express ob-
ject of the liquor seller to sell all the
liquor he can in order to get back his
license fee and remunerate himself be-
sides—you cannot make men believe
that such a thing as that can tend to
the suppression ©of the drinking habit
in this State or in any other. It is con-
trary to commcen sense.

In discussing this matter, one gentle-
man, while he did not call any names,
made the statement that all people who
were opposed this proposition of resub-
missicn were ignorant, prejudiced,
bigoted and lived at the end of the
road. n order tc enforce the state-
ment of the gentleman I ask your in-
dulgence to read a word or two from a
paper I heold in my hand.

“The deliberate adoption of this
policy by a people naturally careful and
conservative in their judgment was the
inevitable result of a moral evolution

which recognized the demoralizing and
far-reaching evils of intemperance, and
sought to eradicate them from the
community, and embodied the convic-
tion that a traffic which took men from
the ranks of productive industry, rob-
bed them of their sober faculties, de-
stroyed their self-respect and made
them a burden and a menace to those
who had a right to look upon them for
support and protection—a traffic which
filled the poorhouses, prisons and asy-
lums with human wrecks, and imposed
its greatest misery upon the innocent
and helpless—was hostile to the public
interests and swholly contrary to the
spirit and purpose of a Christian civili-
zation,

“Fifty years ago the so-called Maine
law prohikiting the sale of intoxicating
liquors was placed upon our statute
books, where it still remains. While it
has not accomplished all its advocates
and supporters hoped for, it has been
a powerful force in the development
and promotion of a healthy temperance
sentiment amecng the people of our
State.

“Today in a large majority of our
country towns there exists practical |
prohibition, and the law against the
liquor traftic is as well enforced as
against other forms of crime., Even in
our cities and larger villages, where the
liquor interests are the most Ractive
and aggressive and where the law is
the most persistently violated, it has
not failed to exert a restraining and
salutary influence, and it has been a
power in stimulating and promoting
that intelligent and vigorous public
opinion which is the support of all ef-
fective law, and without which any leg-
islative enactment must fall far short
of its purpose.”

The honorable gentleman from whom
7 have quoted is no less than His Ex-
cellency John ¥. Hill, who lives at the
end af a road where many of us would
be pleased to reside. (L.aughter and
applause).

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word more and
1 cloge. I have no set speech to make
upon this question. I understand that
many gentlemen degired to speak who
could better vaoice the sentiments of the
people of this State than any words of
mine could do. But after having spoken
thus briefly upon the fundamental idea



338

LEGISLATIVE RECORD —-HOUSE, MARCH 5.

that I believe the people do not call
for this thing and do not want it, but
want the prohibitory law enforced and
are starting out upon the idea of en-
forcement, I believe it would be the
most foolish and most foolhardy and
most suicidal thing we could do at this
time to undertake to annul their ver-
dict as given at the polis 1asr rall hy
telling them that we are going back to
some form of a license proposition
without their asking for it and against
their protest. I say it would be suicidal,
and it will be suicidal for any party
that undertakes that thing. Right here
I wish to refer to the political aspect
of the case. As the Honorable David
B. Hill once said in a speech in a na-
ticnal convention, and which remark
has become somewhat historic, “I am
a Democrat,” I stand here, today, to
say that I am a Republican and have
always been. That has no particular
significance evxcept in the fact of my
pride in the traditions of that party I
believe is well founded. I have sgeen it
from my earliest days coming down
through the last half of this century
espousing and carrying forward every
great, grand and noble work that has
been breught forward by the different
emergencies which have arisen, and T
have seen it grandly and proudly car-
rying forward every time to comple-
tion every work that has been thrown
upon its shoulders to do; and T hope
that no such scarecrow as that which
the gentleman from Waterville brings
up here will deter any Republican from
doing his duty in this matter. He says
that it will disrupt the Republican
party. He has given us six years of ex-
istence. (Laughter). T have to thank
him for the last four; I did not suppose
he would yield us but two. (Laughter
and applause). It seems that while the
gentleman may expect to be nominated
next time, he really does not expect to
be elected. (Laughter and applause.)
Speaking upon the political line for a
moment, I want to say that this pro-
hibitory law has not been hunting
round very much for a father for the
last 20 years—with all due deference to
the gentleman from Waterville. In
every platform which the Republican
party hasg put out to its fellow citizens
of the State c¢f Maine for the last 20
vears, there has been on unequivocal

plank upon this question and that
party has been indorsed and re-in-
dorsed elected, and re-elected; and the
very last platform that our party put
out contained a plank upon this very
matter, and the people endorsed that.
Where does the gentlemen get the light
that hie claims to see?

Mr. DAVIS of Waterville: Results.

Mr. LIBEBY: Results? If I remember
the result correctly the election went
that way. (Laughter and applause.)

Now, Mr. Speaker, one other thing.
It has been freely charged here that
by the operation of this law which
are said to have been so much o1 a
failure that one gentleman said it
amounted to a low license law and that
was all—and I was thinking what in
Heaven’s name they had to kick about
—if this was simply a low license law
that they are having now and they
were likely to get high license if they
have it changed, why don’t they let it
remain as it is and be consistent about
it? They will be jumping out of the
frying pan into the fire, to use the
vernacular of ihe kitchen—why not
let it remain?

Mr. Speaker, we assume the respon-
sibility in this matter, and +when
gentlemen charge that the enforcement
or non-enforcement of the prohibitory
law in this State has made a race of
perjurers and liars and hypocrits, I
want gentlemen to remember that that
is a gun that it is well to fire at long
range. It will do very well for men to
shoot over the heads of those with
whom they are in close connection and
pass out such shots as that into the
back woods and flelds. It will be very
well for a. man to quote the Scripture
that all men are liars, when it won't
always do for him to turn around and
tell his next neighbor that he is a liar.
(Laughter and applause.) And when
the gentleman takes the stump in his
gubernatorial campaign two years from
now, I hope he will have the good dis-
cretion not to get down too near and
say to his audience, “You are a lot of
hypocrits and liars and purjurers.”
That will do to pass out for the fellow
in the next town or in the back lot,
but when it gets down to too close
range down below Mason’s and Dixon’s
line, you know it is a cause for a person
putting his hands in his breeches pock-
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2t. Those things will not go. It is
not true, I believe, that those things
are a libel upon the good character of
the citizenship of this State, and I
would far rather see gentlemen of such
splendid tact and talent and ability
and eloquence as these who are arguing
upon that proposition, I would far
rather see them using that ability and
that talent and that eloquence in try-
ing to build up the moral sentiment
if the community against the drinking
of intoxicating liquors and against the
violation of this law and thus re-en-
force it by their moral suasion. I tell
you there is a broad field, there is a
fertile field to be cultivated and men
of such talent and such eloquence
ought to be employed in it rather than
in tearing down the safeguards which
we already have.

Mr. Speaker, the political aspect of
this case in my mind requires that we
should stand firm as a party, I mean
the Republican party, and give the
people at least, so long as we have
started out upon an era of enforcement,
give them at least the time between
one election and another, in order to
see whether anything can be accom-
plished. Don’t, the very moment after
they have expressed their desire and
their demand that there should be at
least a trial of the prohibitory law by
full, fair and rigid enforcement, don’t
say to them that they shall be shut
off in the very first beginning of their
demand. I say, then, give them at
least the chance for a fair application
of the enforcement of the prohibitory
law. Then, as General Grant once saiu
that the rigid enforcement of an un-
popular law was the surest way in the
world to secure its repeal, if it shall
be found that it is unpopular and that
there is a demand by the people for
its repeal, T tell you, gentlemen of the
House of Representatives, that the peo-
ple of this State will make their views
and their will known in such certain
terms that you will have no occasion to
doubt what it means. You will not be
obliged when the people of this State
have been fairly and wholly aroused
upon any question, to have any doubt
whether they want that question sub-
mitted to them for action or not. You
will not be obliged to come here and
back the question by a measly petition

of one out of ten against it. You will
have something to show besides a sen-
timent that has been worked up, or at-
tempted to be worked up and failed.
The people of this State are not at a
loss to know how to make their will
known to their representatives; and I
apprehend that you as representatives
of the people, today, are not unmind-
ful of what the will of the great mass
of the people of this State is upon this
question here. You are not frightened
by any bug-bears of this kind that the
gentleman from Waterville throws up.
If the Republican party cannot stand
by the plank in its platform upon this
matter which it has reiterated again
and again for the last generation, if it
cannot at least stand up and be honest
enough to stand upon its own plat-
form, let it go down, is all the com-
ment I make; but I want the gentle-
man from Waterville and every other
man to understand that I believe that
while there may have been an attempt
to crystalize the Democratic vote of
this House into a unit upon this ques-
tion, when it comes to a question of
crystallizing the Democratic vote of

this State upon that unit, it
will be a most miserable failure.
I know of scores and scores of

people of Democrats in the State of
Maine who cannot and will not be
wheedled into a proposition of that
kind, no matter where their leaders go;
and for every man that the Republican
party loses for standing upon its plat-
form and standing by its principles,
two Democrats will come in to make
up the loss, for I tell you this is not a
political question. It is a moral gques-
tion, and upon moral grounds the peo-
ple of this State will decide it finally.
The Republican party cannot afford to
give down upon its principles, it can-
not afford to give down upon the plat-
form it has enunciated. Other parties
may be able and willing to catch up
any old hobby that comes along in or-
der to secure a few votes, but the Re-
publican party cannot afford to do It.
We have turned down several propo-
sitions of that kind. The proposition
of the greenbacker was turned down
by us. The glittering doctrine of 16 to
1 was turned down by us. This propo-
sition will be turned down by us and
the same results will follow—we shall
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go right along, conquering and to con-
quer, because we stand upon a rock
and that rock the rock of eternal right-
eousness and justice, so far as this
question is concerned.

I have only one thing to say in con-
clusion. and I would say it as Cromwell
says: “Let all the ends thou aimest at
be thy country’s, thy God’'s and truth,
and then, if thou fallest, Oh Cromwell,

thou fallest a blessed martyr.” (Ap-
plause).
Mr. THOMPSON of China: Mrn

Speaker, Washington Irving, in writing
the history of New York, prefaced his
history by giving a description of the
creation of the world. He claimed it as
a necessary part of the history of New
York, because, he reasoned, if the
world had not been created, New York
would not have existed, and conse-
quently there would have been no his-
tory. In the able discussions of this
question, both before the committee
and in this House, it seems to me that
we have covered a large field, and that
much of the argument that has been
made has not necessarily been perti-
nent to the question. The gentleman
last speaking, it seems to me, has sum-
med up from a practical standpoint the
question at issue, this question of re-
submission ag it stands. It is impos-
sible to separate this question, perhaps,
from the questions of license and meth-
ods that have been so ably discussed;
but the people of this State look upon
the action of this Legislature, as he has
suggested in this practical way, that
the submission of this question means
license in thig State, that the turning
down of this question means to retain
the law as we have it; and while that
may or may not necessarily follow, yet
the people of the State in some way
have that thought in their minds.
Thereisone phase of the question that
has not been touched upon and it is the

phase that I wish to refer to. The
gentleman from Lewiston said that
when the American Ice Company

shall open business in a certain place,
presumably somewhere in Androscog-
gin county (Laughter), that then, and
not till then, would prohibition prohibit.
He has evidently lost sight of the sim-
plce fact of evolution, of the fact that
we are moving on and that this agita-

tion that is created among the people
of the State on this question is the
agitation that has troubled people of
the past along the lines of all the great
moral issues and questions that have
come before them.

Daniel Webster in 1852, in Fanueil
Hall, when the question of chattel slav.
ery was under discussion, before the
people of the United States, said that
sglavery had existed since the dawn of
history and that it would exist when
civilization was no more. Undoubtedly
Daniel Webster made this same mis-
take, because it was under discussion
and it had existed, that it would con-
tinue to exist. The 10 commandments
here have been quoted as if they were
the foundation rock of a starting point,
something permanent and established.
How do you think the 10 command-~
ments were received by the people
when Moses presented them? It was
something new, it was a new com-
mandment that had been given by the
Lord to the people, and something that
had not existed in the past, else they
had not been given. It is a fact that
this law perhaps is in advance of &
certain amount of public sentiment
along this line of morals, but do you
know that in 100 years from now it
will not be as it is today, there will
be more of this liquor used or less.
Nothing remains fixed. Is there any
question in your minds in what direc-
tion we are moving. If you are to set
this law back to license, why not go
back to free rum? There seems to be
one thing agreed upon by everybody
who has spoken, and it is this, that
the sale and wuse of intoxicating
liquors is an injury to the
individual and to the State. I have not
heard that deoubted. And admitting
that premise, if we are progressing and
advancing, is it not the natural out-
come of this whole thing that we are
going to move on until public sentiment
does come up to this high standard of
living, rather than to bring the law
down to the low present standard of
the so-called public sentiment? Tt
looks to me, viewing it in the light of
history, as though we are moving on
in this line.

It is said that this sentiment comes
from the backtowns. Yes, it does come:
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from the back towns. If you will re-
member, Christ was born in a small
town, that all great moral reformers
started from these small towns. You
will find that all these great moral re-
formers start back in these centers and
move toward the cities, and if the
cities have any doubt in the State of
Maine, that a demand for the enforce-
ment of this law, is beginning to move
that way they will soon find their mis-
take. I have been out in a few of these
small towns in the State for the past
two years, and it has been my privilege,
probably, to know personally and see as
many people in the State of Maine asg
any other person within the sound of
my voice, not only people in the coun-
try but in the cities. I have heard the
sentiment along thig line expressed by
individuals in their homes, on the
street and in gatherings from a few
hundred to a few thousand people, and
if vou could hear the applause when-
ever in the State of Maine in any
town during the past two years, the
speaker has referred to the enforcement
of this law and the retention of this
law, you woeuld not doubt that there
was a feeling for it. The gentleman
says that the petitions which have
come in here have been 10 to 1 in fa-
vor of retaining this law, Yes, and it
might have been made 160 to 1. The
great organization of the Grange has
taken no active step in presenting these

petitions, and why? Because we
knew it was a  dead issue, and
that this was going to Dbe turned
down; and when they have re-

ferred to me 1 have gaid, “It is not nec-
essary to waste your labor and energy
in sending in petitions to this Legisla-
ture against resubmission.” Why, re-
submission—it was resubmitted last
‘fall.  Could anything be more strong
than the plank put into the platferm of
the Republican party, and is there any-
thing stronger than the voice of
the people embodyving that? Tt has been
regubmitted; and when we speak of the
referendum, certainly we should refer
all questions tc the people when there
is a reasonable demand for it, but 1 per
cent, or 5 per cent. or 10 per cent, on a
question like this is not a reasonable
demand to refer such a great question
as this to the people.

I cimply wish to say as a member of
the committee, signing the majority re-
port, that I hope the motion to adopt
the minority report will not prevail.
(Apprlause.)

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. Speaker, I move
when the vote is taken on this minority
report it be by a yea and nay vote.

Mr. CAMPBELI, of Cherryfield: Mr.
Speaker, 1 only wish briefly to call the at-
tention of the House to the significance
and influence of the vote to be taken here,
today, on this question. I recognize the
fact that there are quite anumber of citi-
zens of this State, enlightened and good
citizens, who believe that a high license
law with lecal option would promote the
cause of temperance better than the lax
enforcement of a prohibitory law; and
this matter of resubmission two years
ago started with that idea, and it is
looked upon throughout the State that
this is the movement of men who pre-
fer high license and local option to the
prohibitory law, and that if this ques-
tion is submitted, it will develop quite
a strength in support of their position.
Now, for men who take that posi-
tion, to vote to accept the minority
report in place of the majority report,
they are consistent: but if there is a
member of this House who believes In
prohibition and in the enforcement of
the prohibitory law, to vote to substi~
tute the minority report or submit this
question again to the people for the
sake of, by an overwhelming major-
ity, settling this question, I think
his vote is lost for prohibition and
strengthens the cause of high license.
Because, as it has been stated, it 1is
really a question between those who
advocate high license with local op-
tion and those who beliecve in prohibi-
tion, and to vote no on this question
means to vote for prohibition, and
every friend of prohibition should vote
no. (Applause).

Now, we must recognize the fact that
prohibition is making friends faster in
the State of Maine, today, than at any
time within the last 10 years. The
temperance sentiment is increasing and
county and state officials recognize the
fact. The enforcement of the prohibi-
tory law in the last few months along
the Kennebec river in Waterville, Au-
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gusta and Gardiner has decreased
drunkenness and its resulting lawless-
ness to a noticeable extent, and the
police officials so report. We have the
prehibitory law on our statute books.
It is bound by the constitution. Will
the friends of prohibition let it loose
in order to catch it again? If you have
a ferocious beast bound with chains,
would you loosen those chains so as to
bind him again? The law is all right
and I believe the era of its honest en-
forcement has began. Let the friends
of prohibition in this House today de-
feat by an increased majority the
proposition of resubmission, which at
the present time can only be con-
sistently supported by believers in 11~
cense law. Thus will you approve the
present enforcement of the prohibitory
law, strengthen the hands of our county
officials and promote the cause of tem-
perance. I believe that if today we
turn down this measure by an increas-
ed majority over the vote of two years
ago, we shall secure the matter for
years to come. (Applause).

Mr. SWETT of Portland: ‘When
this resolution was referred to the
committee on temperance, I stated
that when the resolve should be re-
ported to the house, I desired to offer
some facts and figures bearing upon
the question. I said that I believed
that the prohibitory liquor law had
been a detriment to the State both ma-
terial and moral, and I propose to dem-
onstrate that proposition. I do not
intend to make any statement that is
not supported by substantial evidence
and if I fall short thereof, I will be
pleased to have any member of tae
House correct and set me right.

In natural advantages for agricul-
ture, manufactures and commerce,
Maine surpasses all the states of the
North Atlantic division, which includes
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connect-
icut, New York, New Jersey, and
Pennsylvania. Her area of 33,040
square miles just about equals the area
of all the other New England states
combined. Her area of fertile, cul-
tivable land exceeds that of all of them,
the county of Aroostook, alone, in this
respect surpasses any one of them.‘
The forests of laine cover an area off

20,000 square miles, clothed with pine,
spruce, hemlock, oak, maple, poplar,
cedar and other valuable woods. We
have more than 1500 lakes and ponds,
covering 2300 square miles, and over
5000 rivers and streams, affording more
than 2,500,400 horse power; more avail-
able water power than any equal area
of the surface of the earth, not even
excepting that of which Niagara is the
center. The sea coast of Maine ex-
tending for 225 miles in an air line
from Kittery Point to Quoddy Head is

broken by the great bays of Casco,
Narraguagus, Muscongus, Penobscot,

Frenchman's, Passamaquoddy and nu-
merous smaller ones forming a succes-
sion of long, rocky peninsulas, separat-
ed by deep and narrow inlets with
many safe and commodious land
locked harhors.

Maine has a longer line of navigable
sea coast, with more accessible harbors
than all the other states on the North

Atlantic division combined. New
Hampshire has no seaport accessible
for the largest modern ships. Massa-

chusetts has but one considerable port
of entry, Boston; the long, sandy pen-
insula of Cape Cod which constitutes
the largest part of her coast line hav-
ing not a single harbor suitable for
maritime commerce. Connecticut and
Rhode Island have not a single first
class ocean port. Aside from Long
island, which has not an available har-
bor, New York has not a mile of sea-
coast outside of New York harbor;
while New Jersey with 130 miles of
ocean front from Sandy Hook to Cape
May is a waste of sand beach without
a sgingle navigable harbor. In addi-
tion to her coast line, Maine possesses
an advantage not enjoyed by any other
State upon the Aftlantic coast, in two
great navigable rivers, the Penobscot
275 miles long, navigable for 55 miles
to Bangor, and the Kennebec 155 miles
long, navigable for 42 miles to Au-
gusta, and many other rivers which at
a comparatively small expense might

be made available for maritime com-
merce,

In Portland harbor Maine has the
finest seaport on the Atlantic coast,

with great natural advantages of con-
stantly increasing value, by reason of
the steadily increasing draft and ton-
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nage of sea-going vessels which are
placing an embargo upon Boston, Mon-
treal and other less accessible harbors.
With these superior natural advan-
tages, it is no wonder that the eyes of
the =arly explorers turned to Maine as
if by instinct, and that for 60 years, or
until the blight of the prohibitory law
fell upon her, she led all her competi-
tors of the North Atlantic division in
the ratio of her increase in population
and development. The first census of
the United States in 1790 found Maine
with a population of 96,540. By the
census of 1800 the population had in-
creased to 151,719, a gain of more than
57 per cent, a larger percentage of
gain than New Hampshire, Vermont,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con-
necticut, New York, New Jersey, or
Pennsylvania.

In 1810 Maine’s popuiation reached
228,705, a gain of over 44 per cent., the
largest gain of all the states of the
North Atlantic division except New
York. In 1820 she had reached a popu-
lation of 298,269, a gain of over 30 per
cent. and the largest gain of all her
sister states except New York. Maine
was then admitted to the Union, and
with a just pride in her supremacy, our
fathers chose for the great seal of the
State, a shield charged with a mast
pine tree, the largest and most useful
of American pines, with a recumbent
moose at its foot, denoting by his un-
disturbed position the extent of un-
settled lands which future years might
see the abode of successive generations
of men, whose spirit of independence
should be untamed and whose liberty
should be unrestricted as that of the
moose. They chose for its supporters,
the farmer with his scythe; and the
sailor resting on an anchor to indicate
that the State is supported by these
manly vocations. Over these they
placed the North or guiding star and
under it the proud motto, “Dirigo,” “1
lead.” Tn 1830 Maine had a population
of 399,455, a gain of over 100,000 in ten
vears, more than 33 per cent,, and the
largest per cent. of gain of all the
states of the North Atlantic division ex-
cept New York. In 1840 a gain of over
102,000, more than 25 per cent. and the
largest gain of all her sister states ex-
cept New York and Pennsylvania. In

1346 began the agitation in favor of
the Maine liquor law, and in that
decade the State made a gain of but 16
per cent. in population, bheing passed
by all the states of the North Atlantic
division except New Hampshire and
Vermont. In 1852 the prohibitory
liquor law was passed and during the
decade to 1860 Maine gained lessg than
9 per cent. in population, the smallest
gain of all the states of the Union ex-
cept New Hampshire and Vermont.

Prohibilion had now become the set-
tled policy of the State, and from 1860
to 1870 Maine, for the first time in her
history, showed a loss of 1364, the only
State in the Union that suffered a loss
in population, except New Hampshire,
which following Maine’s example had
adopted prohibition in 1855. From 1870
to 1880 Maine gained in population less
than four per cent., the lowest per-
centage of gain of all the states of the
Union except Vermont,

From 1880 to 1890 Maine gained in
population less than two per cent, the
smallest gain of any state except Ver-
mont, whose progress has been so slow
that, compared with her sister states,
she almoest seems to go backward.
From 1890 to 1900 during the decade of
the most marvelous development in
wealth and progress in the TUnited
States that the world has ever wit-
nessed Maine has gained in population
five per cent, the smallest gain of every
te except Vermont, Nevada, and
Kansas. The state of Kansas, the only
pronibition state in the West, presents
another striking illustration of the
blighting effect of Prohibition, Kansas
was admitted to the union, in 1861 with
a population of 107,306, the most fertile
state in the union, twice the size of
Ohnio, larger than all New England,
about the size of Great Britain. In 30
vears her opopulation increased to
1,427,006, 4 gain of more than 1230 per
cent. In 1890 the Prohibitionists and
Populists got control of her, “Jeshurum
waxed fat and kicked.” They defeated
John J. Ingalls, one of the most bril-
liant men that ever satin the U. 8.
Senate, and they elected in his place a
luxuriant growth of c¢hin +whiskers,
raised by a Populist Prohibitionist by
the name of Peffer. They adopted a
prohibitory liguor amendment to the
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state constitution and during the last
decade from 1890 to 1900, Kansas from
being the leading state in the great
North Central division, has fallen to
the rear end of the procession, and has
gained but three per cent in population,
including Mary Ellen Lease and Carrie
Nation.

Mr. Speaker the figures of the United
States Census show that during the
first fifty vears of her existence, or un-
til she adopted the Prohibitory liquor
law, Maine gained in population more
than five hundred per cent. Tn this
fifty vears succeeding that, during the
greatest era of progress in the world,
she has gained less than. twenty per
cent the smallest gain of every State in
the union except Vermont, I respect-
fully ask any member of this house
who believes that prohibition is a good
thing for Maine to explain these facts
and figures.

Mr. Speaker,—I desire to briefiy call
attention to the condition of the farm-
ing interests of Maine under the pro-
hibitory liquor law. T hold in my hand
the official abstract of the last United
States census of 1900. Tt states the
value of farnl land with improvements,
including buildings, for 1880, 1890 and
1900, as follows:

PROHTBITION STATES.
1880 1890, 1900.

Maine, $102,357, 615 $9b 567,130  $96,502,150
New Hamp-
shire, 75,834,880 66,162,600 70,124,360
Vermont, 109.346,010 80,427,490 83,071,620
Total, $287,538,014 $245,157,220 $249,698,180

The figures show the loss in value of
farm lands with improvements, includ-
ing buildings, in the prohibition states
since 1880, to be $37,859,454.

T would like to have some of our Pro-
hibition frierds account for this result,
to the farmers of Maine.

Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the
progress and development of manu-
facturers under license and prohibition,
The census 1900 gives the value of the
manufactured products of all the
states, which is shown to be as fol-
lows for New England:

Value of manufactured products:

PROHIBITION STATXES.

1880. 1890. 1900.
Me., $79,829,793  $95,689, 500 $127,361,485
N. H, 73,976,028 85,770 118,708,308
Vt., 31,354,366 38,340, O(xG 57,623,815
Total, $185,162,187 $213,790,115  $303,694,608

LICENSE STATHS.

Mass., $631,135,084  $888,160,403 $1,035,198,989
R. I, 104103021 142,500,625 184,074,323
Conn., 185,607,211 218,333,364 352,824,106

Total  $920,996,116 $1,278,997,392 $1,572,097,423

The figures show the increase in
value of manufactured products during
the past 20 years to be, for:

Maine, $47,531,692
New Hampshire, 44,731,280
Vermont, 20,269,449
Massachuselts, 404,063,706
Rhode Island, 79,910,707

Connecticut, 167,126,395

The total increase in the three Pro-
hibition states being $118,532,421; the
increase in the three license states for
the same period Dbeing  $651,101,307.
Rhode Island with scarcely any water
power, Jess than one-fifth of the size of
Aroostook county, two-thirds the size
of Oxford county, has gained more than
Maine.and New Hampshire combined.
The increase in the three license states
is five hundred and fifty per cent.
greater than in the three prohibition
states.

Ever since I was old enough to take
an interest in politics. prohibition
newspapers and prohibition speakers
have used the savings bank sta-
tistics to bolster up the cause of
prohilition. The condition of the
savings banks in Maine, has Theen
quoted year in and year out to
prove that prohibition has largely
increased the savings of the people of
Maine. I was not surprised therefore,
when at the recent hearing before the
temperance committee, one of the
speakersg introduced the old stock
fraud of the savings bank argument,
with which they have deceived and de-
luded the people of Maine for the past
thirty vears.

Mr. Speaker, shortly after I received
the honor of a seat in this House, 1
found upon my desk a copy of the
statement of the able and accomplished
bank examiner of Maine, made before

the Taxation Committee of the last
Legislature; the clearest, most con-
cise and correct statement of the

Mutual Savings banks of the TUnited
States ever published. The treasurer
of the United States paid the bank ex-
aminer of Maine the high compliment
of incorporating this statement in his
last annual report. I read it with
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great interest and on pages 32 and 33 I I ask no member of this House mnor

found a detailed statement of all the
Mutual Savings banks in the United
States which exposes the fallacy and
falsity of the savings bank argument
of the Prohibitionists.

Now Mr. Speaker Mutual Savings
banks are largely a New England in-
stitution. Of 642 Mutual savings banks
in the United States, all except 11 are
in New England and the Middle states;

431 in New England and 200 in the
Middle states.
I have taken Mr. Timberlake’'s fig-

ures, and from them, I have figured out
the per capita of deposits by popula-
tion in the six New England states.
Any gentleman may verify my figures
in ten minutes ciphering, and I find the
per capita of deposits in the several

states, taking them in the order of
their amounts to be as follows:

Vermont, $71 54
Maine, 87 62
New Hampshire, 120 24
Rhode Tsland, 158 36
Massachusetts, 168 93
Connecticut, 171 69

Maine is the lowest of all the states
except Vermont. The average per
capita of deposits for the three pro-
hibition states is $93.31; the average
for the license states is $164.66 a dif-
ference of 176 per cent, in favor of the
license states.

Mr. Speaker, I might go on almost
indefinitely along this line to show that
the prohibition has not contributed
to the material prosperity of Maine,
but T fear that I have trespassed on
the patience of the House already. I
stated my belief that prohibition had
been a detriment to the morals of the
State and I desire to call the attention
of the house to that proposition.

THE MORAL RESULTS OF PROHI-
BITION.

Since 1 have been a member of this
House T have talked with many of its
members who have assured me that
prohibition works well in their com-
munities and I do not doubt that in
many towns and villages it has pro-
duced good results. My experience of
its working has been mostly limited to
Portland, and others of the larger cities
in their vicinities and I know that it
does not produce good results in them.

anybody else to accept my opinion or
assertions unless backed up by demon-
strable facts, Mr. Speaker, so far as
I am personally concerned, I would
care but little if every drop of alcoholic
liquor in the world were thrown into
the sea and the method of its man-
ufacture forever lost. I am not a
member of any club or organization
that dispenses liquor, I believe in tem-
perance, and next to my family and
friends, I love my native city of Port-
land, in my judgment the most beau-
tiful city over which the American flag
floats. I have visited every city in the
United States that had as many as 25,-
000 of population up to the census of
1890, except Minneapolis and St. Paul,
and I can recall none that for beauty
of situation and surroundings, health-
iulness and cleanliness approaches
“that beautiful town that is seated by
the sea” “leaning her back up against
her hills with the tips of her toes in the
ocean.” My father and my grandfath-
er were born there and died there; my
wife and children were born there and
to all who are nearest and dearest to
me it is “the dearest spot on earth.” I
would that my arm should wither and
my tongue cleave to the roof of my
mouth, ere I should stand upon this
floor to advocate a measure that 1
thought would inure to its injury. I
do not want to see saloons scattered
along its beautiful streets or on its
prominent corners, and least of all do
I want to see the scenes that I have
witnessed for the past two years un-
der the prohibitory liquor law.

I reside in the heart of the business
section of Portland, in the rear of one
of its busiest blocks, in an old home-
stead that has stood there for 75 years,
whose windows overlook the area
where, every Sunday since this prohi-
bition rage has denominated the city,
I have seen young men from 16 and 17
yvears of age and upwards drinking
from pocket flasks and what Sheriff
Pearson denominated the “Sand peeps,”
which developed, increased and multi-
plied under his administration. I have
compiled a statement from the mun-
icipal repcrts of every year since the
enactment of the prohibitory law, show-
ing the number of arrests for drunk-



346

LEGISLATIVE RECORD —HOUSE, MARCH 5,

enness in Portland for each year. 1
will not detain the House with the de~
tails, but will ask for its insertion in
the record for the information of the
House. It shows a marked increase in
the amount of drunkenness under the
prohibitory law.

Number of arrests for drunkenness

in Portland each year from 1853 to
1902 as shown by city marshal’s re-
port:
Year. Arrests. Year. Arrests.
1853 202 1878 1,603
1854 293 1878 1,469
1855 687 1880 1,219
1856 508 1851 1,455
1857 1,01 1882 1,851
1868 448 1883 1,453
1859 1884 1,455
1860 1,004 1885 1,040
1861 1886 1,142
1862 1,483 1887 1,661
1863 1,445 1383 1.368
1864 1,235 1859 1,230
1865 1,335 1850 1,211
1866 1,301 1891 917
1867 1,115 1892 814
1868 1,063 1892 1,464
1869 800 184 1,780
1870 1,770 1895 1,807
1871 627 1896 1,746
1872 925 . 1897 1,641
1873 2,400 1898 1,740
187 2,356 1899 1,545
1875 1,886 1900 1,444
1876 1,638 1901 1,165
1897 1,441 1992 1,595

I also submit herewith a table show-
ing the ratio of the number of arrests
for drunkenness to the population in
1853, and in each census year since and
including the years 1901 and 1902, (I
would state that I have deducted the
population of Wards 8 and ¢ for the
Years 1899-1900-1901 and 1902 for the
reason that they are the recently an-
nexed pertions of the city, which have
never had any saloons and are subur-
ban residential sections where I am
informed by the police authorities ar-
rests for drunkenness are so few as
to be unconsiderable.

No. of Population Ratio of arrests

Year. arrests. of city to population.
1853 202 22,815 1 to 112
1850 1,004 26,341 1to 25
1870 1,770 31,813 1to 17
1880 1,219 33,810 1to 27
1890 1,796 36,425 1to 20
1500 1,464 39,770 1to 27
1901 1,165 40,120 1to 3
1902 1,593 40,470 lto 25

It shows that the ratio of arrests for
drunkenness has increased from 1 to
112 of population in 1853 to 1 of every
25 of population in 1902.

By the official records, Mr. Speaker,
I have shown how prohibition has af-
fected drunkenness and intemperance
in Portland. What has it accomplished
in the entire State? I hold in my hand
the Maine State prison report for 1902,
which has recently been laid upon the
desks of the members of this House,
On the last page of their report, fol-
lowing the reports of the several jail-
ors of the State, is the “Abstract of
Jailg’” for the year 1902, A similar ab-
stract is printed in all the reports of
the inspectors of prisons and jails now
on file in the State library, and I have
compiled from those reports a state-
ment of the number of commitments
for drunkenness in all the jails of the
State since 1881, and I desire to respect-
fully submit it as worthy of the con-
sideration of the members of the House
and of the people of Maine.

Table showing the number of com-
mitments for drunkenness in all jails
of Maine since 1881:

No. of commitments for Commitments
Year. drunkenness. Year. for drunkenness,

1881 880 1392 1,717
1882 No report 1893 No report
on file on file
1833 1,037 1334 2,308
1884 1,316 1895 2,614
1885 1,761 1896 3,049
1836 1,748 1897 3,063
1887 1,570 1898 2,967
1838 1,382 1899 2.901
18%9 1,345 1900 3,259
1890 2,200 1901 2,851
1891 1,468 1902 3,193

The commitments for drunkenness
last year show an increase of more
than 850 per cent. since 1881.

I would also call attention to a com-
parison of the commitments for drunk-
enness in Cumberland county, where we
have had most rigid enforcement dur-
ing the past year, and in Penobscot
county, where they have had practi-
cally high license. The report shows
the number of commitments for drunk-
enness in Cumberland county to be
1047, or 1 for every 94 of population.

In Penobscot county the commit-
ments for drunkenness are 366, or 1 for
every 190 of population. A difference of
over 100 per cent. in favor of Penob-
scot. Will some friend of prohibition
explain those figures?

During Sheriff Pearson’s first year
the commitments of Cumberland
county jail for drunkenness were 868.
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During his second year and when the
enforcement was much more effective
they rose to 1067. I recently asked one
of the most efficient and intelligent
police officials of Portland, a man of
more than 20 years’ experience, how he
accounrited for that great increase, and
he accounted for it in this way:

We have in Portland a large number
of laboring men, men who do the
hardest and most laborious work that
is done in the city. They are men who
work along the docks loading and un-
loading the foreign steamers, the New
York and Boston steamers, the coast-
ers that bring the great timbers of
Southern pine, and the colliers, the
coal barges and 4, 5 and 6-masted
schooners that bring the coal to the
coal pockets of the Boston & Maine
Railroad, the Maine Central, the Grand
Trunk and the great wholesale dealers
who supply the retailers of the city

and State. The coal heavers do what
perhaps is the most laborious work
done in the city. In the summer

months they go down into the holds
@f the coal barges and schooners, where
are the boilers of the engines, for
every modern large schooner has an
engine to do the hoisting, and those
men work in competition with steam
engines, shoveling the coal into the
buckets, and when the sun is beating
down upor the decks, the holds of these
colliers are like ovens. Stripped to the
waist with no clothing but a pair of
overalls, these men work for five or
six hours at a stretch till the noon
whistle blows. They come out reeking
with perspiration, their lungs and nos-
trils filled with coal dust, their bodies
g0 black and begrimed that it is im-
posszible to determine by looking at
them whether they were originally
white or black. Almighty God, (not
having the wisdom and experience of
modern prohibitionists to assist him),
has implanted in man a craving for
stimulants when he is exhausted, and
after 6000 years of study and investi-
gation by the greatest intellects of the
world, medical science has not elimin-
ated from its practice the divine in-
junction “Give strong drink unto him
that perisheth.”
Professor Valentin,
physiologist, informs

the
us

eminent
that the

amount of watery vapor exhalted from
the skin of a human being under nor-
mal conditions is 2% pounds daily. A
trainer of athletes can reduce the
weight of a healthy man from five to
ten pounds in one day by sweating him.
We can in some degree imagine the
phvsical condition of those coal-heavers
when the noon whistle blows. When
it was possible for those men to go to
a beer saloon and have a couple of
glasses of beer or go to their homes
and have a bottle of cold, refreshing
beer with their dinners. the craving for
stimulant was satisfied, the thirst was
eiuenched, the waste of energy supplied
and the man returned to his work sat-
isfied and contented. But nowadays,
no beer can be had. Beer is bulky.
Beer to he palatable must be iced and
kept under prescribed conditions. A
pint of prohibition whiskey can be
manufactured from a half pint of alco-
hol with a little burnt sugar for color-
ing and may be stored in a manure
heap indefinitely and will be no viler
when taken out than when it was put
in. Now, when the coal heaver comes
from his work, there’s no beer to be
had, but- there are plenty of pocket
peddlers, loafers, ‘“gutter-snipes” and
“wharf rats,” with pockets stored with
prohibition whiskey. The coal heaver
gets a drink or two of that. It burns
his stomach, fires his blood, crazes his
brain, his family and work are for-
gotten, he goes off and gets drunk, per-
haps gets into a fight, is arrested,
hauled before the court, fined from $3
to $56 with costs, or sent to jail and
his family may beg or starve, Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen, that is the way
prohibition works in the city of Port-
land, and there sits my colleague whn
for years has been the largest employer
of labor of that kind in our city, who
will confirm this statement. Isn’t it
about time for the people of Maine,
which for 50 years has been going from
bad to worse under a system which has
been tried and rejected by every Re-
publican state in this Union, except
New Hampshire and Kansas; to re-
pudiate the leadership of a few fanati-
cal women and a few irreverent
blatherskites?

Mr. Speaker. I am opposed to the
prohibitory law, because it is the pro-
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lific mother of humbug, hypocrisy and
false pretence, and never was that fact
more strikingly illustrated than in this
chamber at the hearing before the tem-
perance committee of this Legislature.
The opponents of resubmission were
marshaled by the Joan of Arc of pro-
hibition, the leader of the Amazons of
the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union, with the Rev., Wilbur F. Berry,
the president of the Maine Wesleyan
Seminary and College, to lead the as-
sault. He took this floor, which he oc-
cupied solely through the courtesy of
the members of this House, and like
Saul of Tarsus ‘“‘breathing out threat-
enings and slaughter,” he denounced
the members of this House and the Re-
publican party. Turning in his place
and pointing with threatening finger to
the members of the House, he shouted:
“I tell you politicians who listen at the
key holes of saloons to ascertain pub-
lic sentiment that the moral forces of
this State have been fooled as long as
they propose to be.”” He asserted that
the Republican party has been cheat-
ing the prohibitionists for 20 years and
that the time has come when they can
be cheated no longer. Mr. Speaker, a
single grasshopper will make more
noise in a l10-acre lot than 10 yoke of
quiet grazing oxen.

'The grasshopper is endowed by na-
ture with a peculiar attachment at the
base of his extremities which by rub-
bing itogether he can produce that vol-
ume of sound which, on a summer’s
day might lead you to think that the
world was full of grasshoppers, but
the quiet grazing ox pays no attention
to him until he gets in the way and
becomes a nuisance, when the ox quiet-
ly sets his foot upon him and that
grasshopper ceases to be a burden, and
that is what will happen to Rev. Wil-
bur F. Berry, when he gets in the way
of the Republican elephant. He has
been one of the most prominent and
loud-mouthed prohibitionists in Maine,
and I propose to show this House how
his practice squares with his preach-
ing. A few years ago the Maine Wes-
leyan Seminary was in financial dis-
tress and its trustees applied to a
wealthy and benevolent gentleman out-
side the State for relief. He generous-
ly endowed it with scholarships to the

amount of $300 a year and was elected
a member of the board of trustees in
compliment therefor. What followed
is recorded in history, and I quote
from the columns of the Portland Daily
Press of April 14, 1896, on file in the
library of this building:

“Auburn, April 13, 1896, the sensation
of the week at the Maine Methodist
Conference held in this city was the
debate, Monday forenoon, on the ap-
pointment of Hon. Frank Jones of
Portsmouth, as one of the trustees of
the Kent’s Hill Seminary.

The discussion was begun by Rev. W,
F. Holmes. Mr. Holmes said he didn’t
like to introduce the matter, but that
be did it as a matter of duty.

The resolution was as follows:

Whereas, the recent action of the
board of trustees of Maine Wesleyan
Seminary and Female College has had
the effect of compromising not only the
seminary but also our common Metho-
dism in their relation to the cause of
temperance, thereby subjecting us to
unfavorable comment and a painful
humiliation, therefore,

Resolved, that we as a conference
hereby express our regret at this ac-
tion and earnestly hope it may be re-
considered. ’

The reading caused a sensation. In-
stantly half a dozen came to their feet.
Rev. Mr. Randall hoped the brethren
would withdraw the resolution; it was
a blow aimed at the institution. If
they passed the resolution he was sure
the rest of the board of trustees would
resign.

Rev. W, F. Berry favored indorsing
the action of the trustees of the insti-
tutionin theelectionaforesaid. Brother
Berry scented the fleshpots of the
Egyptians. Berry knew a good thing
when he saw it. Brother Berry, as I
will show you later on, had a good
hand up his sleeve, and he was in the
game for all there was in it.

Presiding Elder Corey improved the
opportunity by presenting this:

‘Whereas, we have reliable informa-
tion that a man, whose reputation has
been in the highest degree inimical to
the cause of temperance, has been
elected a trustee of Maine Wesleyan
Seminary, and whereas this action of
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the trustees compromises not only the
seminary, but our common Methodism
in their relation to temperance reform,
thereby subjecting us as Methodists not
only to unfortunate criticism but also
to a painful humiliation, thereforve,

Resolved, that we, as a conference,
express our entire disapproval of the

action of the trustees and earnestly
hope it may be reconsidered.
The Bishop—“And that's no better

than the other. Both of them are
vague. How am I to know from the
reading of that resolution what they
are driving at. I am not saying that
1 don't know” (applause). The bishop
made further remarks about the
vagueness of the document and Rev.
Mr. Corey amended it to read: ‘‘a man
whose reputation as a brewer,” ete.

Before the question was put a dozen
speeches were made. Rev. Dr. Gal-
lagher said that he was not aware that
the man in question had accepted the
honor. He thought the attitude of this
conference upon the temperance ques-
tion was well known; he was quite
sure the trustees of the institution
would do only what was right and
proper to be done.

Rev, Dr. Stackpole spoke in favor of
the Corey resolution, amendment and
all. He said: ‘‘“We must stand square
on this matter. We don’t want to in-
dorse the action of the trustees of put-
ting brewers on the board.” (CGreat
applause and shouts of “that’s so.”) I
want all Maine to know how we stand.
We don’t want to cover up anything.”

Rev. Mr. Holmes said: “Right here
and now, we want to express our dis-
appointment of this action of the t{rus-

tees. It is going into the press; let's
record our sentiments.” (Applause
greeted Mr. Holmes’ remarks). Rev.

Mr. Wood said: ‘I believe, brethren,
that we should take money from any
source. Take it where we can get it
and consecrate it to God.” This state-
ment was received with hisses and
shouts of “No! No!” and various forms
of disapproval, Mr. Wood continued,
but the noise and confusion were so
great that he could not be heard. Then
he climbed upon the seat and raising
his voice Ilouder than the average
stump speaker, he proclaimed that he
had said it once and he wanted to say

it again.

of hisses.
A patriarch of the conference: “Then

yvou'd take money for the Lord’s cause

He was greeted with a storm

from the proprietor of a gambling
hell 7
Mr. Wood: *Yes, sir, I would. I

would take it and consecrate it to God.”
Conference patriarch: “And may
+od have mercy on your soul.”

Rev., H. E. Frohock of Biddeford,
standing in the organ loft denounced
the action of the trustees and indorsed
the resolution. Elder Randall gained
another audience and prayed the breth-
ren to be careful how they upset
things. This was greeted with cries of:
“We know all about it.” “Let unclean
things be upset.” “Turn them bottom
«ide up.” Rev. Geo. D. Lindsay of
Portland introduced this resolution:

“Resolved. that as an annual con-
ference we express regret that the
trustees elected a brewer on the board
ot trustees of the Maine Wesleyan
Seminary, and hope that the gentle-
man, so elected, may not be accepted.”
The resolution was not acted upon.
Further discussion was held and finally
the gquestion was put. Rev. Mr. Corey’s
substitute resolution with the amend-
ment was carried by a large majority,
and the conference adjourned.

Now what do you suppose the trus-
tees did when they received the reso-
lutions of the conference? Did they all
resign, as Elder Randall was so sure
they would? Not one of them.

Do yvou suppose they returned his do-
nation to the brewer and asked him to
retire from the board? Not much, they
simply threw the resolutions of the
conference into the waste basket,
“raked the pot,” and ‘‘consecrated it
to God.”

When the conference met in the fol-
lowing year, Brother Munger intro-
duced this resolution: ‘“Whereas there
has been elected as a member of the
hoard of trustees of Maine Wesleyan
Seminary a man whose business is con-
demned by the Methodist church and
this conference, so that we as a con-
ference cannot consistently maintain
any relation to that institution, there-
fore Resolved, that we do not this year
appoint visitors to the Maine Wesleyan
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Seminary.” Instantly Brother Berry
was on his feet. He said: “I do not
see what ig to be gained by passing
the resolution of Brother Munger. It
will look as if we were pursuing this
matter with a determined spirit. Let
us bide our time and let the question
settle itself. I move that Brother Mun.
ger’s resolution be laid on the itable.”
Then occurred considerable excitement
and half a dozen members of the con-
ference were on their feet at the same
time demanding recognition by the
chair. After considerable excitement
the conference was polled on Brother
Berry’s motion to lay the resolution on
the table and the motion prevailed by
a vote of 41 yes, 10 no. The discussion
still went on. Brother Holt got the
floor and stated that if he were ap-
pointed a member of the board of
visitors he would refuse to go, the only
thing an honest man could do would be
to decline. Brother Strout got the
floor but was interrupted by an aged
preacher named Bartlett, who had be-
come greatly worked up over the ques-

tion. He began to make a very im-
passioned speech. ‘“You're out of or-
der.” said the presiding elder, ‘“‘you

can’t speak now, someone else has the
floor.”” ‘“Maybe I be out of order,” Mr.
Bartlett went on, “but I can’t sit still
and say nothing. The Lord just puts
the words in my mouth and they must
come out.” ‘“‘Brother Bartlett,” again
said Mr. Luce, ‘“‘you’re out of order,
you must sit down.” “But I can’t sit
down.”” Brother Bartlett replied, *“I
must talk, I have words to say about
this thing and I will say them and you
can’t stop me.” He continued to talk
while the presiding elder tried to make
him sit down, and the members around
him tried to make him hold his tongue.
“You can’t make me hold my tongue,”
he continued with much excitement.
“I’ve got something to say and I must
say it.” It was fully 10 minutes before
Mr. Bartlett had had his say. Then
there was a running discussion for
more than an hour, at the close of
which Rev. Dr. Gallagher arose and
announced his resignation as President
of the college. He said that “he could
not indorse the action of the trustees.”
He closed by saying: ‘“You may act
as your consciences may dictate, you

live up to your highest convictions and
so do I,” and this ended the discussion.

Now, mark the sequel. Last year the
brawer died, leaving the institution
$10,000 in cash. Brother Berry has had
himself elected president of the insti-
tution and now draws the stipend upon
which he lives from the bounty of the
brewer.

Oh, ve blind guides who strain at a
glass of Jones’ ale and swallow a whole
brewery, brewer and all.

Mr. Speaker. The trustees of that
college should erect on the highest
summit of Kent’'s Hill a statue to

commemorate the moral “sentiments”
and ‘‘moral force” of Brother Berry,
not of coarse grained granite, nor of
dull cold marble, but of more appro-
priate monumental brass.

Mr. Speaker. I am well aware that
any man or woman who ventures to
oppose the views of prohibitionists will
be the victim of slander and misrepre-
sentation. When this resolution was
before the House for reference I stated
that prohibition was first tried in the
garden of FEden and had proved a
failure. In its next issue, the organ of

the prohibitionists of Portland re-
fered to me in these words, “was it
quite politic in him, or kind to his

allies in the movement against Pro-
hibition in Maine, to intimate that
their position upon a comparatively
modern and local issue necessarily im-
plies a disapproval of the prohibitions
in the ancient and cosmopolitan
decalogue? Mr. Swett should remem-
ber that that code is held in high re-
spect by many who will work with him
for the repeal of Prohibition in Maine.”

In my remarks I made no reference
to the decalogue. My words as taken
down by the stenographer of the House
and ag printed in the Record were as
follows:

Mr. Speaker. At a proper time and
when the matter is properly before the
House I desire to offer some facts and
figures bearing upon this question. I
don’t belizve in the prohibitory law. I
believe that it has been a detriment to
the advancement of the State of Maine,
morally and materially. Prohibition
was first trled in the Garden of Eden.
As far as I am able to understand, it
proved a failure there and has proved
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a failure ever since. I do not propose
to go into a discussion of the question

at this time. My object in rising is
merely to secure such a reference of
this matter as may properly bring it

before the House in due course of time
that gentlemen may have an opportun-
ity to present their views upon it.”
That was what I said and all T said,
vet the editor of the prohibition organ
has printed in his editorial column this
false and libelous statement.
“Representative Swett of ithis city
favors resubmission because, as he
savs Prohibition, decalogue and all is
a failure.” Although his attention was
promptly called to the libel, by the
leading Republican paper of Portland,
Le has never had the fairness or de-
cency to recall it, but has sent it
broadcast in his paper which he claims
has the largest circulation of any paper
in Maine. The ecditor of another paper
has devoted about two-thirds of a col-
umn to what he apparently thought fo
be a withering sarcasm in the course of
which he says, “It matters not that
Mr. Morrili, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Hamlin,
Mr. Dingley, Mr. Frye and many
others have expressed the opposite
opinion; the statesman from Portland
has views of his own.” Well sir, he is
right in that assumption, it matters
net to my convictions that other men
hold other opinions, any more than it
matters to the editor that George
Washington, John Adams, Thomas

Jefferson, James Madison, James Mun-
roe, John Quincy Adams, Andrew
Jackeson. Martin Van Ruren, William

Henry Harrison, John Tyler, James K.
Polk, Zachary Taylor, Millard Filmore,
Franklin Pierce, James Buchanan,
Abraham Lincoln, U. 8. Grant, Chester
A, Arthur, Benjamin Harrison, Wil-
liam McKinley, Theodore Roosevelt,
Thomas B. Reed, Bishop Potter, Chas.
W. Elliott, Seth Low and ninety-nine
out of every hundred of the greatest
and most illustrious Americans that
ever lived were not prohibitionists and
never believed in a prohibitory liquor
law.

Take the ‘“‘thousand immortals” the
thousand greatest men who ever lived,

can anyone name & prohibitionist
among them? Go to the ‘“Hall of
Fame” that magnificent structure

erected on University Heights in New
York City, in which are to be inscribed
the names of Americans deemed the
greatest in their regpective fields; au-
thors and editors, business men, educa-~
tors, inventors, missionaries and ex-
plorers, philanthropists and reformers,
preachers and theologians, scientists,
engineers and architects, lawyers and
judges, musicians, painters and sculp-
tors, physicians and surgeons, rulers
and statesmen, soldiers and sailors,
distinguished men and women outside
those classes; can you point to the
name of a prohibitionist among them?
Not one. If the prohibitionists have
ever produced a gsingle great intellect,
they have hidden it under a bushel.
Mr. Speaker, Last October the Wo-
map’s Christian Temperance TUnion
held its annual National Convention in
Portland. Tt is reported to have been
one of the largest and most successful
conventions in the history of Portland.
I attended several of its meetings and
have rrad the reports of all of them
which were printed at length in the
newspapers of theday. The convention
was held in the largest and finest thea-
tre east of Poston, and in many re-
spects was the most remarkabhle per-
forimance ever seen on that or any
other stage. The theatre wag brilliant
with electric lights and beautifully
decorated with flags and streamers, the
ladies were beautifully costumed and
the cast included many veteran star
performers. The program was inter-
esting and amusing. There was a long
address by the President and by Lady
Henry Somerset, who had crossed the
accean from London to be present.
There wasg singing and dialogues, gym-
nastics and calisthenics, there were
many presentations of bouquets, much
kissing among the sisters and much
adulation of Lady Somerset who was
taken down to the county building and
had her intellectuals stimulated by
seeing the gheriff pour a barrel of beer
into the sewer. The American flag was
tied to the British ensign with white
ribbon amid great applause, there was
a sort of pony circus, but the pony
kicked over the traces and had to be
led off. They had sgome imitation
Indians and Uncle Sam in effigy, but
he blundered in his lines and retired in
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confusion. The children, grand chil-
dren and great grand children of pro-
minent prohibitionists were exhibited,
and much applauded and the husband
of ithe Pregident of the W. C. T. U.
made his first public appearance on any
stage and bowed his acknowledge-
ments; a modest unassuming gentle-
man. It is perhaps superfluous for me
to say that he did not make a speech.
Sheriff Dunn was brought on and ex-
hibited a large collection of whiskey
bottles, beer faucets and other trophies,
and Deputy Sheriff the Rev. Henry T.
Skillings made his appearance attired
in a sort of tin breast plate or corset
which he had seized from the person
of some rumseller, who had worn it
under his shirt to peddle rum from,

The lecturers of the W. C. T. U. made
their reports and related their experi-
ences at great length. One reported
that she had ridden on a furniture van
holding on to an upright in order to
catch a train. Another had allowed
herself to be billed as live stock to en-
able her to travel on a freight train and
ride in the caboose. Another had trav-
eled ten thousand miles addressed 134
meetings, five conventions, and had
distributed thirty thousand tracts and
leaflets; another had traveled over ten
thousand miles, delivered 150 lectures
and six sermons, spoken at five camp-
meetings, and as she stated ‘“would
rather be in a prohibitionfight than at a
picnic any time.” Another had trav-
eled 10,324 miles, addressed 305 meet-
ings, written 600 letters, and to quote
the lady’s own words ‘“done about
everything except performing the mar-
riage ceremony.”

Deputy Sheriff the Rev. Henry T.
Skillings told the convention ‘“that he
was a total abstainer.” He abstains
not only from the use of intoxicating
liquors but from mnon-intoxicating lig-
uors as well. He had often declined
offers of soda he said. He thought the
example of an officer drinking soda at a
fountain would be bad. He would not
even drink a glass of water over a bar.
He said: “I suppose I am what you
would call a temperance crank.”

The subject discussed by the conven-
tion covered a wide range. They dis-
cussed the trusts, the coal strike, and
government ownership of coal mines.

One of the delegates thought they had
better not turn the coal mines over to
the government until they determined
whether the U. 8. government is trust-
worthy; they discussed the eight hour
labor law, the army canteen question,
and one of the sisters wanted a law to
prevent a whist club in some town from
calling itself the “White Ribbon Whist
Club.” The President solemnly an-
nounced that no woman had a right to
wear white ribbon unless she had taken
the total abstinence pledge. They dis-
cussed an amendment to the constitu-
tion prohibiting the use of tobacco, the
regulation of the “Couchee Couchee”
dances at the forthcoming Exposition
at St. Louis, and they adopted a reso-
lution requiring female figures on the-
atrical boards to be more modestly at-
tired and wear higher corsets and long-
er pantalettes. All this and much
more you may find recorded in the daily
papers of Portland in the week of
October 19, 1902, but if there was a
single report from the W. C. T. U. of
Portland or of any other town or city,
recording the rescue of one drunkard or
the relieving of distress in any drunk-
ard’s family or any practical womanly
christian temperance work it escaped
the pencils of the reporters.

Mr. Speaker. T am an adorer, a
worshipper of our American women,
our American girls, and in this at
least do not infringe the decalogue;
for there is nothing like them  “in
heaven above or earth beneath or
waters under the earth. They are like
—themselves only. They have no rivals
or compeeresses, in all God’s wide and
beautiful creation. 8ir T have seen the
women of many lands, and among
them all, T have seen none that com-
pare with my own fair country-wo-
men, The best blood of all races and
climes commingles in their veins and
they combine in themselves all that is
brightest, noblest, best and most
heautiful in the womanhood of all ages
and nationalities. In them are blend-
ed all the fire of the Arabic maiden or
matron, the exquisite taste of the
French woman, the grace of the Span-~
ish senorita, the poetic sentiment of the
Italian, the industry and common
sense of the German fraulein, the con-
stancy of the Scotch lassie, the wit
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and beauty of the Irish colleen, and the
intelligence, dignity and purity of
England’s noble dames and damsels,
with a freedom and dash and subtle
resistless witchery that is wholly
American. The combination 1is per-
fection. There is no God but Jehovah,
and the American woman is his mas-
terpiece. He had practiced on the wo-
men of a. thousand races. He had pro-
duced Miriams and Judiths, Zenobias,
Cornelias, Cleopatras, Catherines,
Llizabeths and Marie Antoinettes. He
had turned out Grecian maidens, Ro-
man matrons, sirens, houris, heroines
and goddesses, for nearly six thousand
vears of recorded time before he tried
his hand on the Armerican woman—and
then, Creation welcomed its peerless
crown jewel. Mr. Speaker, my ideals
of womanhood may be somewhat old-
fashioned, and not conformable to the
modern new woman, who wants to go
to caucuses and vote, or travel far and
wide to lecture and expound pro-
hibitory laws; but ithey are ideals
which have come down to us through
the ages, and have the sanction of
some wise men., The wisest man that
ever lived, has told us that ‘“her price
is far above rubies—the heart of her
husband doth safely trust in her so
that he shall have no need of spoil
She will do him good and not evil all
the days of his life—She seeketh woul
and flax, and worketh willingly with
her hands—She considereth a  field aud
buyeth it; with the fruit of her hands
she planteth a viaeyard—She layeth her
hands to the spindle, and her hands
hold the distaff—She stretcheth out her
hand to the poor; yea, she reacheth
forth her hands to the needy—She
openeth her mouth with wisdom; and
in her tongue is the law of kindness—
She looketh well to the ways of her
household and eateth not the bread of
idleness—Her children rise up and call
her blessed: her husband also, and he
praiseth her. Give her of the fruit of
her hands: and let her own works
praise her in the gates.”

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, can you
believe for a moment that Abraham of
old would have sent his servants and
his camels, “laden with jewels of sil-
ver and jewels of gold, and fine rai-
ment,” to win the beauteous Rebecca

for a wife to his great and only son
Isaac, if she had been a W. C. T. U.
lecturer? Would the ideal love story
of all history, sacred or profane,
ancient or modern, which has come
down to us through the ages, and
which peetry and romance have as yet
heen unable to match—the story of the
love of Jacob for Rachel—would it ever
have been told if she had been a W. C,
T, U. lecturer? Would Jacob have
served his uncle Laban seven years for
Rachel (seven years and the Bible tells
us that “they seemed unto him but a
few days for the love he had to her”)
if she had gone gallivanting round the
country preaching prohibition?

I’o vou suppose that if Hero had
been endowed with all the masculine,
strident, leather lunged, power of
speech of Mary Ellen Leese, or Carrie
Nation, or Carrie Chapman Catt that
Leander ever would have swam the
Hallespont? No Sir! He would have
waited for the last boat, and when he
reached the house, he would have re-
moved his shoes on the front door-step,
stolen up stairs in his stockings and
crept into his bed without waking her,

Mr. Speaker. The clergyman who
snpoke at the hearing before the temper-
ance committee were not all prohibi-
tionists, and among them was one who
related an incident that havpened in
a restaurant in Portland where a table
girl had suggested to him that she
could furnigh a bottle of beer with his
dinner if he wanted it. Whereupon an
ex-deputy liquor sheriff of Cumberiand
County Rev. Almon S. Bisbee, rose and
said; if the gentleman will stay in
Maine until the grand jury meets, I
have no doubt that County attorney
“‘Whitehouse will be glad of his evidence
In securing the indictment of the
particuiar table-girl whom he men-
tioned.” This from a professed disciple
of him who when the woman ‘“‘taken in
the act” was brought to him that she
might be condemmned and stoned to
death, said “He that is without sin
among you iet him first cast a stone at
her.”

In this connection I recall an item
arinted in the Boston Herald of Janu-
ary 1Sth.

Lewiston, Me., Jan. 17, 1903.

Two cases which were brought into
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the municipal court by the special
liquor deputies have attracted rnore
than the usual amount of attention.
One was a case Where a warrant was
secured to search the person of a wo-
man, and in her clothing was found a
bottle of beer. It is asserted that the
bhottle of beer which she had was left
in the restaurant where she worked hy
two men who had taken supper there,
and that the woman carried the beer
to her room. The next morning she
was awakened by the officers, who told
her to open her door, and that they had
come to make a search for liguors.
The woman said she was frightened
and not knowing what to do, concealed
the beer in her clothes. The case was
brought into the municipal court, and
continued until Friday.

Are these the consummate flowers of
chivalry and manhood in the State of
Maine after fifty years of the prohibi-
tory liguor law.

Mr. Speaker. I was brought up to
believe that to a gentleman every wo-
man is a lady by right of her sex, un-
less she chooses to unsex herself.

Almighty God implanted in the breast
of every living creature that he made,
the instinet to protect its females and
its young.

There is no wild animal ranging the
forest or the jungle; there is not a
domestic heast, the meanest slave of
man; there is not a reptile or an insect
crawling upon the earth, that will not
resist unto death the physical. outrage
of the female of its kind; and I don’t
believe that there is a band of bar-
barians wandering upon the face of the
glohe, and I know there is not under
the flag of the United States, a tribe of
savages so lost to human decency, that
they would not drive from their tribal
reservation any scurvy knave who un-
der pretext of any form of law would
commit such an outrage on a Digger
Indian sauaw.

There was another clergyman who
appeared before that committee who
also favored resubmission. I don’t
know who he was or whence he came.
I have heard that he was a resident ot
this city. Ie certainly was a man of
reverent mien and modest bearing, and
in course of his remarks he took occa-
sion to comment upon the noticeable
falling off in the attendance upon

churches, and especially the attendance
of men, and I thought that it might be
accounted for in part by the fact that
men who call themselves discipies of
Christ are preaching, not the gospels of
Saint Matthew, Saint Mark, Saint Luke
and Saint John, but the gospels of Saint
‘Wilbur F. Berry, Saint Charles S. Cum-
mings and Saint Almon 8. Bisbee.

Mr. Speaker. I am opposed to the
prohibitory law because it shuts its
eyes and passes by the rich and powers
ful and lays its iren hand upon the poor
and weak. I ask the attention of this
House to two companion pictures
of its operation.

Two years ago there retired from the
chair of the Chief Justice of the Su-
preme Court of Maine, one who had
adorned his office with as many of the
qualities that entitle a man to the af-
fection and esteem of his fellow-citi-
zens, as any who has ever occupied
that most exalted office in our State. A
scholar, philosopher, patriot and states-
man. He carried to his retirement
that which should accompany old age.

“As honor, love, obedience, troops of
friends.”

It will be well for every member of
this house, it will be well for you Mr.
Speaker, it will be well for every official
of our noble State, who shall carry to
his retirement a tithe of the great
honor that accompanied John A. Peters.

In honor of the occasion a banquet
was given him by several hundred of
the most distinguished officials and cit-
izens of our State.

There were participating, the Gover-
nor of the State, the Chief Justice and
Associate Justices of the Supreme
Court, United States Senators, Mem-
bers of Congress, the Attorney General
and Iix-Attorneys General of the State,
and many other most distinguished of
our fellow citizens, all prominent in the
legal and business life of Maine.

I will read the bill of fare that was
served. I desire to say that I am vio-
lating none of the proprieties in doing
this, for it was a semi-public occasion
and full particulars were published in
all the leading papers of the State.
Here is the bill of fare:

MENU:

Blue Points sur coquille.
Soup. Green turtle a la Anglaise.
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Radishes. “Punch a-la~Romaine.” “Brandy
Imperial Sherry. sauce,” *“Brut Imperial,” ‘“Pommery
Lobster a la Newbursg. Sec.” and Mumm's ¥Extra Dry, and

Dressed tomatoes.
Haut Sauterne,

Roast canvas-back duck. Spiced jelly.

Punch a la Romaine. Rolls.

Mumm’s Extra Dry.
Quail on toast.

Pommery Sec.
Salads. Tomato and cucumber. French
dressing. Toasted crackers.
Neufchatel cheese.
Brut Imperial.
Maraschino ice. Brandy sauce. Cakes,
Cafe noir.

Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of my col-
leagues of this house who like myself
do not speak French, I will explain this
royal repast somewhat in detail. I
wish the Congress of the United States
would submit an amendment to the
Constitution requiring bills of fare to
be printed in the United States vernac-
ular instead of the hermaphrodite
French which is now so prevalent in
Yankee bills of fare, and which would
often puzzle a Frenchman to translate.

“Blue Points sur coquille,” I under-
stand to be “Oysters in the Shell”; and
these were washed down with “Impe-
rial Sherry.”

The next ccurse was ‘“Lobster-al-a-
Newburg,” “Dressed tomatoes’ accom-
panied by “Haut Sauterne,” then came
“Roast canvas-back duck, Spiced jelly.
Punch a-la-Romaine.” For the bene-
fit of the uninitiated, I will explain that
“Punch a-la-Romaine,” as I am in-
formed, is a very subtle decoction of
lemon juice, sugar, spices and Medford
rum, frozen.

Not long ago 1 sat by the side or a
Prohibitionist at a social supper where
“Punch a-la-Romaine” was served. He
ate two platefuls and declared that it
was the best ice-cream he ever tasted.
The canvas-back duck swam to its
destination on a stream of “Mumm’s

Txtra Dryv.” Then came “Quail on
toast,”” and “TPommery Sec.” “Salads,

tomato and cucumber, French dressing.
Toasted crackers, Neufchatel cheese
and Brut Imperial” Maraschino ice,
Brandy sauce, Cakes, Cafe noir.”
Tixcuse me, Mr. Speaker, I have over-
locked one item of the bill of fare.
“Breadsticks.” As I contemplated
“Imperial Sherry,” “Haut Sauterne,”

those solitary breadsticks; I thought of

Prince Henry's comment after reading

Falstaff’s bill at Boar’'s Head Tavern.
“ltem, one quart of sack.

Item, one capon.

Item, one gallon of sack.

Item, one half pennysworth of
bread.”

“Oh! monstrous! but one half penny-
worth of bread to this intolerable deal
of sack,”

The reporter says:

“The toast master opened the assault
by saying: ‘'My, friends, let me charge
yvou that if you see what you want here
tonight vou are to take it—unless it is
nailed to the tables. If you don’t see
what you want ask for it. If you don’t
get it the first time ask for it again,
and again, and again, and keep on ask-
ing for it until you either get it or for-
get it and become happy in any case,’
and then they fell to.”

The music was in harmony and uni-
son with the occasion. I will read the
program:

“The Merry-Go-Round.

The Singing Girl.

The Jolly Tramps.

The Crack-a-jack.

The Holy City.

The Runaway Girl.

Whistling Rufus.

Friday Night Two-step.
and concluding with the popular re-
frain, so appropriate to a company of
lawyers, “When vyou Ain’t Got No
Money, you Needn’'t Come Round.”

There sir, was a banquet worthy of
the Supreme Court of any State in the
Union. Worthy of the distinguished
guest, worthy of his distinguished
hosts, and I hope they all enjoyed it.

As a companion piece for that de-
lightful occasion I want to depict a
scene which transpired a few weeks la-
ter and of which T was an eve witness.
I was coming down Danforth street in
Portland between twelve and one
o’clock at noon and as I approached the
corner of Centre street, known as Gor-
ham’s corner and which ig the tene-
ment house district of Portland, my at-
tention was attracted by a large crowd
gathered in front of a tenement-house.
This section of our city is tenanted by
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laboring men and their families, the
street laborers, longshoremen and the
poorer classes of our fellow-citizens,
who live there, five, and six and some-
times more families under one roof. I
stopped and asked a man who stood by,
what was the cause of the excitement.
He gaid: ‘“‘the sheriffs are searching
for beer.” Then I noticed a wagon
backed up against the curb and on the
seat was Deputy Sheriff Leach whom T
slightly knew. In a few minutes
Devuty Sheriff the Rev. Henry T. Skil-
lings &ppeuared with a case of beer in
his arms, followed by a man begrimed
and black with coal dust, evideatly a
coal heaver, who was vainly protesting
against the seizure. The beer was
placed inthe wagon. Skillingsmounted
the seat and drove away, and the man
or his wife wcre before the court the
following day and received the due
penalty of the law. And as I read the
Court Records in the next day’s paper
I wondered if that coal heaver had ever
read an account of the banquet of the
Supreme Court and if so, what his
opinion was of law and justice as ex-
emplified in “the land of the free and
the home of the brave,” under the
Maine Prohibitory Liquor TLaw, Mr.
Speaker, I have the utmost respect for
the Supreme Court of Maine. They are
a body of learned, accomplished jurists
and gentlemen and an honor to their
State. T voted for the increase in their
salaries from a profound sense of duty
and with much pleasure. No appro-
priation will pass this housge, that in
my humble judgment is more worthily
bestowed, I want the judges of our
courts to be able to live as befits their
honorable position, and have cham-
pagne encugh to enable them to sit
with dignity and composure and keep
their countenances while they impose
fines of six hundred dollars orsentences
of six months in jail upon the mis-
erable devils who gell a glass of beer.
Mr. Speaker I have learned that vir-
tue and temperance are not the pecu-
liar prerogatives of any particular class
of people; that they dwell as frequently
in the humble homes of side streets as
they do in mansions,avenuesand boule-
vards; that they are clothed as fre-
quently in calico prints, overalls and
Jjumpers, as in silks, satins, broadcloth
and fine linen, that they travel as fre-

quently, as fast and as far when shod
with cowhide boots as when enclosed
in patent leather, so they find as sure
a haven in the breast of the poorest
man who breaks his scanty loaf of
daily bread as in that of the millionaire
who carves his canvas-back duck, and
that they thrive as well on beer and
bologna sausage as they do on birdsg
and burgundy.

I am glad to believe that notwith-
standing the difficulties which prohi-
bition places in the path of temperance,
drunkenness is diminishing in this fair
land of ours. Sobriety has become a
practical necessity, and if people want
to escape reproach, if they want to be
included among the same, they must
keep sober in the America. of our time.
In the early days of railroads most of
the conductors came from the ranks of
the old stage drivers. They were jovi-
al good fellows who knew every miie
of the road and everybody that travel-
ed it. At the end of the day’s run they
were frequently to he found at a good
hotel enjoying a social glass, and
standing treat for any friend or patron
of the road and such was the general
custom throughout the country. To-
day you may travel the entire length of
the Maine Central the Boston & Maine
or any other well regulated road and
you won’t meet a conductor, engineer
or trainman with the smell of liguor on
his breath. Why? Because of the pro-
hibitory law? No! Becausge the rail-
roads of today demand the service of
clear-headed, alert, bright men with all
their wits about them, and every rail-
road man knows that drinking liquor
means discharge without notice, and it
is becoming so in every llne or busi-
ness. Men are learning tnat rum and
business don’t make an effective part-
nersnip.

Mr. Speaker.—Prohibition has never
been a principle of the Republican
party. No republican national conven-
tion ever recognized it. Every repub-
lican state in the union has experi-
mented with prohibition liquor laws,
everyone except Maine, New Hamp-
shire and Kansas has rejected it and
none has ever returned to it. Don’t be
afraid of the shadow of the ghost of the
prohibition vote. No prohibitionist
running as such has polled three per
cent of the vote of Maine in fifty years.
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What did they accomplish in 1880 when
they ran for President Neal Dow, the
man who for fifty years was the brains
and backbone of the whole movement,
the “grand old man” of prohibition.

I have no other words than those of
respect for Gen. Neal Dow. He was a
patriot and a soldier in the hour of his
country’s direst need, who, notwith-
standing the fact that he had far out-
lived the age limit for military service,
raised and led a gallant regiment of
Maine’s sons until the weight of years
and wounds and suffering in rebel
prisons forced his retirement. He was
a man of strong convictions and of
equal courage. None who knew him
ever questioned the moral or physical
courage of Neal Dow. He was a rare
specimen of a well nigh extinct species;
a conscientious, consistent prohibition-
ist. But he looked upon the temper-
ance question justasa man mayview a
landscape through a bean-blower. He
sees that which his bean-blower is
pointed at and r.owning else; and when
Neal Dow contemplated the temperance
question, his bean-blower comprehend-
ed prohibition only.

On the year in which he was a candi-
date the city of Portland cast 7,302
votes for President. BHow many votes
for Neal Dow? One. The counily of
Cumberland cast 20,035 votes for Presi-
dent that year. How many for Neal

Dow? One. The State of Maine cast
143,903 votes. How many for Neal
Dow. Ninety-two. The United

States cast 9,219,947 votes. How many
for Neal Dow? Ten thousand three
hundred and five. He received eleven
one hundredths of one percent of the
votes of the country. The Prohibition-
ists say they have no fear that the peo-
ple of Maine, will repudiate prohibition.
Then why not submit the question to
the people? Are you afraid to trust
the conscience and intelligence of the
people of Maine. They know that pro-
hibition in Maine is doomed. They
have heard from Vermont and they
already read the handwriting on the
wall in New Hampshire. If every
member of this house who believes in
his heart that prohibition is a humbug
and a fraud will vote as he believes the
minority report will pass this house.
At the battle of Chattanooga the

army of the Cumberland under Thomas
faced the Confederate centre strongly
intrenched upon the heights of Mission-
ary Ridge. The fight had raged three
days upon a line of battle ten miles
long. On the right “Fighting Joe
Hooker” with the old 11th and 12th
Corps of the Army of the Potomac had
charged above the clouds and carried
Liookout Mountain. While on the left
“Sherman’s bulldogs” had set their
teeth in Bragg’s right flank, closing the
door of his communications and bar-
ring it with the bayonets of the army
of the Tennessee.

If fherman could not be dislodged from
his position, Bragg’s hold upon Missionary
Ridge could not be long maintained, and
with desperate valor, again and again did
Bragg’'s intrepid legions hurl themselves
upon the indomitable veterans of Sher-
man. DBroken and repulsed in every
charge, Bragg used the dangerous ma-
neouvre of weakening his center to sus-
tain his right. This was the move that
Grant had watched and waited for and
at once the order, flew to Thomas to as-
sault the center.

As the twenty thousand bhoys in blue
rose to their feet and started on that des-
perate charge, the concentrated fire of
shot and shell from thirty confederate
cannon on the Ridge cut bloody lanes and
hishwavs through the column, but clos-
ing in from right and left steady as if
upon parade the line swept on. As they
reached the point-blank range of grape
and canister, the deadly storm was
doubled in its fury, the column bent and
swayved and the lines curled and shriveled
like dried leaves before a forest fire; but
springing to the call of ‘“colors to the
front” they rallied to the charge and with
a ringing cheer they surged into the first
line of rifle-pits like tempest-driven waves
on a storm-beaten shore. Before them
rose the ridge, 500 yards in height, and as
thev breasted its fearful face, from two
succeeding lines of rifle-pits, from rock
and stump and bush the rebel riflemen
rose up and poured into their faces a
withering volley that clothed the hillside
with a sheet of flame and as the white
smoke of the musketry settled upon the
face of the mountain. covering them as
with a shroud and shutting them from the
sight of Thomas and his staff on Orchard
Xneb; there broke from the lips of one of
his young officers’ the agonizing cry “They
can’t do it! They can’t do it! Theyv'll
never reach the top!” But Thomas sitting
there upon his horse, calm, cool and un-
dismayed, the ‘Old rock of Chickamauga”
raised his hand quietly and said *“Time!
Time gentlemen; give them time.”” And
soon, above the surging smoke, they saw
the gleaming lance heads of the colors;
then hreaking out like streakings of the
morning light upon the hilltops, the red
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white and blue of Old Glory, the Iine
swept up, the crest was carried. Chatta-
noonga was won, Kentucky and Tennessee
were redeemed.

'They were fighting a battle for freedom
and enlightenment. So are you. And
though their fight was fiercer and more
dangerous than ours; they won it in due
time, and so in the fullness of time shall
we win this battle against humbug, hy-
procrisy and false pretence.

The cuestion being to substitute the
minority rerort for the majority report,
the yeas and nays were ordered.

Yeas—Rarker, Benner, Brewster, Bur-
rill, Buzzell, Cameron, Carleton, Cur-
tis, Daniels, Davis, Drew, Farns-
worth (Pembroke), Gagnon, Has-
kell, Hayes, Irving, Kelley, Knowl-
ton (Camden), Lamb, Little, Maybury,
MelIntire, McNamara, Pooler, Poor, Ross,
Sewall, Shackford (Poland), Shaw, Spear,
Stearns, Stover, Sutherland, Swett,
Sweeney, Tartre, Thomas (Harpswell),
Thompson (Orono), Thurlow, Tremblay.

Nays—Abbott, Albert, Bailey, Blake,
Blanchard, Bodwell, Briggs, Bux-
ten, Campbell, Clarke, {Nobleboro),
Clark, (Prospect), Coburn, Cole, Cook,
Davidson, Dilling, Dodge, Downing,
Dudley, Eaton (Calais), Eaton, {Wells),
Farnsworth (Tremont), Favour, Foss,
Gannett, Gardner, Greenleaf, Hall,
Hawkes, Hill, (Buxton), Hill, (Winter-
port), Howe, Hubbard, Jones, Josselyn,
Knapp, Knowlton (New Portland), ILea-
vitt, Libby (Mechanic Falls), Libby, (New-
field), Libby (Oakland), Littlefield,
Manson. McFaul, McGregor, McKusick,
Merriam, Mewer, Mills, Nash, New-
comb, Nickerson, Norton, Oakes (Auburn),
Oakes (Milford), Page (Drew Pl.), Page
(Skowhegan), Parrott, Patterson, Peaslee,
Pettengill, Pike, Potter, Purinton,
Putnam (Danforth), Putnam (Houlton),
Randall, Reynolds, Ruggles, Sargent,
Savage, Shackford (Harrington), Smith
(Hartland), Smith (Madison), Smith
(Presque 1Isle), Snowe, Sturgis, Tap-
ley, Thomas (Topsham), Thompson,
(China), Todd, Tripp, Twambly, Watson,
Weatherbee, Wentworth, White, Wil-
liams.

Paired—Allen (Sanford) yes, Weeks, no;
Boyd with Perkins, Butler with Water-
house, Cordwell with Mead, Hinckley with
Rice, Nelson with l.ow.

Absent—Allen (Wellington), Bussey,
Furbish, Hill (Brownfield), Howes, Kim-
bhall, Morrison, Taylor, Thornton.

Yeas, 40; Nays, 80; Absent, 9; Paired, 12.

Sc¢ the motion was lost.

On motion of Mr. Manson of Pittsfield,
the majority report was accepted.

Mr. Davidson of Hammond planta-
tion, introduced the following order
and moved its passage:,

Ordered, That 1000 copies of the leg-
iglative records containing the discus-
sion on resubmission be printed for the
members.

The order received a passage.
On motion of Mr. Sargent of Brewer,
Adjourned.



