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SENATE.

Friday March 3, 1905.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

Prayer by Rev. Mr.
Gardiner.

Journal of yesterday read
proved.

Papers from, the House disposed of in
concurrerice.

“Resolve in favor of Ida Yeaton,
widow of John Yeaton, late of the
Third Maine Cavalry,” came from the
House, that hranch having refused to
receive the same under suspension of
the rules, in concurrelice with the ac-
tion of the House.

Mr. MORSE of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent and Gentlemen: This is a resolve
for a State pension, in favor of Ida
Yeaton. I receirved a letter from one of
the prominent nien of Breoks, I do not
know but that he is one of the asses-
sors, I think he is, notifynig me of the
fact that this woman was there and in
a destitute condition, and wanting lo
know about her United States pension,
which brought the matter to my mind,
that I had had her claim for a United
States Pension and had made a claim
not knowing what the cause of the
scldier’s death was, but on ascertaining
the cause of the soldier’s death, I found
that she had no claim under the gem-
eral pension law of the United States,
the soldier having died from some
cause other than that for which he was
pensioned, a disease of lthe eyes, blind-
ness. He disd from some other cause,
so that she has no clain under the
general law, the act of July 14, 1862,
She married this man about 1892; con-
sequently the act of June 27, 1890 gives
her no title under that Iiaw, having
married since the passage of the act.
Now she comes here, asking for a pen-
sion. As soon as I received this letter
from the man in Brooks, I at once tele-
phoned him for particulars, and while
I was not certain of the organization
in which he served, he mailed me the
paperg. I ascertained frem him the
facts before that necessary to making
cut the resolve. She Fkag, by this man,
three children. I am informed by him
that the oldest is under ten years of
age. So she is a widow thrust on the

Joscelyn, of

and ap-

charities of the world with those three
little children, without any property.
It suggests itself to me that this is a
very reasonable clarm; and I do not
feel like concurring with the vote of
the House in this matter. I move, Sir,
that we non-concur. and that a com-
mittee of conference be appointed in
rclation to this matter.

Mr. Allen of York thereupon moved
that the Senate receds and concur.

Mr. STETSON of Penobscot. Mr.
President, I wouid like to ask the Sen~
ator from Waldo if there are not in our
laws provisions whereby the Pension
Department can investigate this mat-
ter, and if they nave nol authority to
reimburse, or to make payment for her
needs.

Mr. MORSE of Waldo. Yes, ther
are such provisions, but the average
pension received for a family is
about $3 per month, which would be
very small.

The PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Waldo will permit the Chair te
say that it seems to the Chair that this
iz no tirne to discuss the merits. The
question is wnether this resolve which
the Sencte received under a suspension
of the riles by a two-thirds vote, and
sent to the MHouse, shall be returned
from thet body without action.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox. Mr. Presi-
dent, it seems 2 little arbitrary on the
part of the House at thiz stage of the
session  to refuse to receive this re-
solve, but I hope that the motion of the
Senator from York wiil not prevail.

The FRESIDENT. The motion of
the Senator from York, that the Senate
recede antd concur takes precedence of
the motion of the Senator from Waldo.

The question being put upon the
motion of the Senater from York, that
the Senate recede and concur, the
motion was lost.

The Senator from Waldo thereupon
moved to insist, and asked for a com-
mittee ¢f conference. The motion
prevailed.

There ¢lgo came from the House, bill,
“An act to authorize the town of Me-
chanic Falls to acquire certain prop-
erty and rights of the Mechanic Fallg
Manufacturing Co.,” the House having
refused to receive the same in con-
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currence with the action of the Sen-
ate,

On motion by Mr. Stetson of Penob-
scot the Senate thereupon voted to in-
sist, and that a committee of confer-
ence be appointed.

There also came from the House, bill,
“An act for the protection of fish in
Dead, Bailey and Levenseller brooks
in the towns of Brooks and Waldo in
the county of Waldo,” that branch hav-
ing refused to concur with the Senate
in receiving the same.

On motion by Mr. Morse of Waldo
the Senate voted to insist, and that a
committee of conference be appointed.

There also came from the House,
“Resolve in favor of the town of
China,” the House having refused to
concur with the Senate in receiving the
same. On motion by Mr. Brown of
Kennebec the Senate voted to insist,
and that a committee of conference be
appointed.

There also came from the House, bill,
“An act to change the name of the
Dover Gas Light Co.,” and on motion
by Mr. Staples of Knox the Senate
voted to insist, and that a committee of
conference be appointed.

There also came from the House the
following Resolves, namely:

Resolve in favor of the town of
Chelsea,

Resolve in favor of the town of
Farmingdale,

Tesolve in favor of the town of
Litchtield,

Resolve in favor of the town of Vas-
salboro,

Resolve in favor of the town of
Vienna,

Resolve in favor of the town of
Wayne,

Resolve in favor of the town of West
Gardiner.

TUpon each of these resolves several-
1y the House non-concurred with the
action of the Senate in receiving the
same.

On motion by Mr. Brown of Kenne-
bec the fenate voted to ingist, and that
a cominittee of conference be appoint-
ed.

The President subsequently named as
a committee of conference on the part
of the Senate with reference to the

foregoing bhills and resolves,
Morse, Brown and Philoon,

The following order came from the
House: “Order,—that when the House
and Senate adjourn it be to meet on
Tuesday, March 7, at 4.30 P, M., 1905."

Mr. Pierce of Aroostook thereupon
moved to amend the order so that it
would read, “At 10.30 Tuesday morn-
ing,” instead of 4.30 P. M.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent, I am informed, and I think it is
correct that the town meetings in the
several towns of the State will be
held on Monday, and a great many
of the Senators and Representatives
will desire to attend such meet-
ings, and it will take about all
their time on Monday, and it would
be difficult for the Senators and Repre-
sentatives to get here any sooner than
four o’clock on Tuesday. I hope that
the motion of the Senator from Aroos-
took will not prevail.

Mr. PIERCE eof Aroostook: Mr,
President, my only reason for offering
the amendment is that nearly all of the
coinmiltees are pressed with work for
next week, and there are many hear-
ings for Tuesday afternoon. If we
have a meeting of both brancheg in the
afternoon it will interefere with the
work of the committees. I think that
nearly all the members can be here on
the early train Tuesday morning and
be able to take part in the session at
10.30, It seems to me that the busi-
ness of both branches would be for-
warded by convening at 10.30 insteaq
of 4.30.

Mr. MORSE of Waldo: Mr. President,
the town meetings are quite generally
held on Monday. In my individual
case I have to travel fifteen or sixteen
miles to get a train, and if I have to
be here at 10.30 it means quite an early
start. Why could the session not be
postponed until evening? 1 hope the
gentleman will not insist upon his mo-
tion to amend.

Mr. GARDNER of Penobscot: Mr.
President, a large number of the towns'
in the northern part of the State do not
hold their town meetings on Monday,
and I think that the committee meet-
ings of the present Legislature will
take more members out of joint session
that will be absent to attend town

Messrs.
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meetings. I trust the motion of the
Senator from Aroostook will prevail, in
order that the business of the session
may be hurried up. We have just
stopped private legislation because we
are in a hurry to get through; now let
us hurry up.

The question being put the motion of
the Senator from Aroostook to amend
by inserting “10.30 A. M.,” in place of
“4,30 P. M.” prevailed.

The order as amended received a
passage, and was sent down for con-
currence.

The following order was received
from the Tlouse, “Ordered, the Senate
concurring, that no bill shall be con-
tracted to be paid for by the State by
any committee, or member thereof,
unless the same has been ordered by
both branches of the Legislature,
This shall not apply to the actual,
necessary expenses of the committee it-
self in visiting State institutions com-
ing under its charge.”

On inotion by Mr. Morse of Waldo,
the order, together with House amend-
ment thereon, was tabled.

On motion by Mr. Brown of Kenne-
bec, the Senate non-concurred with the
House in its reference to the commit-
tee on agriculture ‘petition of O. A.
Emery and 46 others of Carmel for
bounty on crows,” and on further mo-
tion by the same senator the same was
placed on file, the committee having al-
ready reported.

On motion of Mr. Morse of Waldo
“resolve that the State accept the
property known as “Widows island”
which came from the House, received
in that branch under suspension of
the rules, and referred to the committee
on Insane hospitals, was tabled.

The order relating to adjournment
was returned from the House, the Sen-
ate amendment being non-concurred in
by that branch, and a committee of
conference being requested by the
House,

On motion by Mr. Stetson of Penob-
scot, the Senate voted to insist and the
following committee of conference was
appointed on the part of the Senate,
namely, Messrs. Stetson, Pierce and
Pike,

House Bills Read and Assigned.

An Act to authorize the Farmington
Village Corporation to take water for
municipal and domestic purposes.

Resolve for an appropriation for the
use of the commissioner of sea and
shore fisheries.

An Azt to amend Chapter 15 of the
Revised Statutes of Maine relating to
education.

Resolve in favor of the Liee Normal
school.

Resolve in favor of the Waestern
State Normal school at Gorham.

Resolve in favor of repairing Matta-
wamkes.g bridge.

Resolve providing for repair of a
roadway in Townships five and six in
Piscataquis county.

An Act relating to fishing in the
tributaries to Anonymous pond.

Resolve providing for the screening
of Sabattus pond in Androscoggin
county.

An Act relating to the taking of
scallops in the Bagaduce river, so-
called, between the towns of Castine
and Brooksville, in the county of Han-
cock, from March 1 to Nov. 1 in each
year.

An Act to prohibit scallop fishing in
Bluehill bay from the 1st day of April
to the 1st day of November in each
year.

An Act relating to the bills of ex-
penses of State and county officers.

An At relating to compensation of
trustees, visiting commissioners, or
county commissioners. This bill came
from the I¥ouse reported by the com-
mittee cn salaries “ought to pass.” The
report was accepted, and on motion of
Mr. All:n of York, the same was ta-
bled pending the first reading.

An Act relating to compensation of
examining boards. This bill also came
from the House reported by the com-
mittee on salaries that the came
“onght to pass’”; report accepted. On
motion by the same senator the same
was takled pending its first reading.

An Act to amend Section 11 of Chap-
ter 166 ¢f the Revised Statutes relating
to compensation of executive council.
This came from the House, reported by
the rcommittee on salaries ‘“ought to
pass’’; report accepted. On motion by
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the same senator the same was tabled
pending its first reading.

Myr. POTTER of Cumberldnd: Mr.
President, I ask to be allowed to make
a report for the judiciary committee on
a bill referred to it, and I desire to
move immediate action upon it. On
the 9th of Iebruary last, a bill was
approved by the Governor in relation
to the assessment of taxes on the es-
tates of deceased persons, before the
appointmnt of executors or adminis-
trators of such estates. Prior to the
passage of that act the law did not
permit an assessment of taxes upon the
estate of a deceased person, if there
was no executor or administrator in
existence to be assessed.

In court the case of the great Chand-
ler estate in New Gloucester on the 1st
of April, 1904, there was no executor or
administrator to be assessed and the
result was that the town of New Glou-
cester was not able to make a valid as-
sessment against that estate.

The tax amounted té $7000 or $8000,
that being about half the total tax of
the town.

The judiciary committee reported fa-
vorably on a general law designed to
cure that defect, and the bill became
the law of the State by the approval of
the Governor on the 9th of February
last. But that Act did not go back so
as to apply to the New Gloucester case.
Tt did not permit a reassessment by the
assessors of New Gloucester, so they
could validly assess the Chandler es-
tate for 1904, This bill which I hold in
my hand was referred to the judiciary
committee; and while it is general in
its terms it was intended to cover the
New Gloucester case, and cases like
that, so as to permit such a reassess-
ment by the assessor to cover the tax
for 1904, The proposed amendment is
as follows: “This Act shall apply not
only in the future, but also to the per-
sonal estate of all persons who have
dird since the first day of October, 1903,
upon whose estate no appointment of
executor or administrator has been
made prior to the 1st day of April, up-
on whose estate no tax had been paid
since the death of such person.”

If this amendment becomes a law it
allows the assessors of New Glouces-
ter to collect a tax of about $38000,

amonunting as I have said to about half
their total tax. The passage of the bill
is not objected to by representatives
of the Chandler estate, but they do
not wish to pay the tax until they are
legally liable for it.

One thing further,—-as I am informed,
in order for this Act to avail anything
for the town of New Gloucester, and
other towns similarly situated, the Act
must be passed immediately, in order
that the assessors whose term of office
expires next Monday, can make this
reassessment. It is therefore, necessary,
provided this thing is proper at all—
as I assume it is—that it should be
done at once,

I move that the report of the com-
mittee be accepted and that the bill
take its two several readings at the
present time under suspension of the
rules, and that it be passed to be en-
grossed.

The motion prevailed, and the bill,
“An Act to amend an Act approved,
February 9, 1905, in relation to assess-
ment of taxes on the estates of de-
ceased persons, before the appoint-
ment of executors or administrators of
such estates,” took its two readings,
and was passed to be engrossed.

The following bills, petitions, etc,,
were presented:
Mr. MILLS of Hancock. Mr. Presi-

dent, T have here a resvlve which has
been only recently put into my hands,
guggested by the trustees of the nor-
mal schools. It relales to an appropria-
tion for the Gorham Normal school.
Out of respect to them I should be glad
to have it introduced. It is accompanied
by a statement of facts. In the month
of June, 1904, Ex-Governor Robie gave
the sum of $2000 for the purpose of
huilding a house for the principal of
the institution.

Mr. Mills thereupon presented “Re-
solve to provide for the completion of
the residence of the principal of the
Fastern State Normal School at Gor-
ham,” which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Education.

Mr. Sturgis of Cumberland presented
petition of Frank W, Stanford of Port-
land, and 35 others, asking for the pas-
sage of the Sturgis bill. The same was
placed on file.



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE, MARCH 3.

399

Also petition of F. H. Johnson and
ten others of Fortland:

Also petition of Freeman Gowan and
41 others for same;

Which were aiso placed on file.

Mr. Allen of York presented petition
of Geo. W. Newell and 56 others, and
the same was placed on file.

Mr. Staples of Knox presented peti-
tion of Leonard B. Wingbury and 23
others for a law properly labelling
proprietary medicines containing alco-
hol or narcotic drugs, and the same
wasg referred to the Committee on Tem-
perance.

The same Senator presented the peti-
tion of Willinm Gowe and 150 others
against any change in the law relat-
ing to clams, and the same was refer-
red to the Committee on Sea and Shore
Fisheries.

Orders.

On motion by Mr. Morse of Waldo
that Senator was given permission to
withdraw the order rassed yesterday
by the Senate, namely, “Ordered, the
House concurring, that the Act for the
portection of deer in the counties of
Knox, Kennebez, Lincoln and Waldo,
be taken from the files, and referred to
the Committee an Inland Fisheries and
Game.”

On motion by Mr. Morse of Waldo it
was ‘“Ordered, the House concurring,
that the Commissioners of Inland Fish-
eries and Game be requested to return
hill entitied ‘An Act to amend Section
1 of Chapter 301 of the private and
special laws of 1003, relating to the pro-
tection of deer in the counties of Ken-
nebee, Knox, Waldo and Lincoln, re-
ferred to them Feb, 23, 1905, and that
the same be referred to the Commit-
tee on Inland Fisheries and Game.”

The reports were accepted and the
bills and resolves ordered printed un-
der joint rule,

Read and Assigned.

An Act to fix tne salary of the Gov-
ernor.

Resolve in
Sanford.

An Act to incorporate the Mt. Desert
Trust Co. On motion of Mr. Clark of
Hancock the rules were suspended and
this bill took its second reading, and
was passed to be engrossed.

favor cf F. J. Allen of

Resolve in favor of I. K. Stetson of
Bangor, Maine.

An Act to extend the power of the
Trustees of the Bangor Thelogical
Seminary.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Patten "lelegraph and Telephone Co.

An Ac¢t to prevent sales of merchan-
dise in tulk in fraud of creditors.

An Acl to incorporate the Eagle Lake

Iantation Co.

A~ Act to incorporate the Harmony
an-i Wellington Telephone Co.

Arn Act to incorporate the St. Francis
Telephore Co.

An Ac: to cnable William G. Barter
to construct and maintair wiers near
Whitmore’s Cove in the waters of Pe-
robscot Bay.

Raports of Committees.

Mr. Staples for the Committee on
Legal Atfairs on bill “An Act to amend
fection 57 of Chapter 29 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to inloxicated per-
sons brought bhefore a court” reported
same “ought not to pass.” Report ac-
cepted.

Mr. Irving for the Committee on
Education on “Resolve in favor of the
Central Maine Normal School,” report-
ed that same be referred to the next
Liegislature. TReport accepted.

Mr. Shaw for the Committee on in-
terior Waters on bill “ An Act author-
izing the use of boats on Sebec river
between Milo Village and the rips or
falls in said river, and for the purpose
of transporting passengers,” reported
the same ‘“ought not to pass.” Report
accepted.

Mr. Owen for the Committee on In-
land Fisheries and Game in bill, “An
Act to prohibit the taking of fish in all
ponds in the town of York,” reported
that the same be referred to the Com-
missioners on Tnland Fisheries and
Game as the subject matter of the Act
comes under their jurisdiction. Report
accepted.

The sarne Senator for the same com-
mittee on bill, “An Act to re-enact Sec-
tion two of Chapter 407 of the private
and special laws of 1903, in relation to
fishitng in the tributaries of Bonnybec
Pond,” reported the same ought not to
pass. Report accepted.

The same Senator for the same Com-
mittee on bill, “An Act to incorporate
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the I.ong Pond Fish and Game Associ-
ation, and resolve in favor of same as-
sociation,” reported that same ‘‘ought
not to pass.” Report accepted.

The Committee of conference on the
disagreeing action of the two branches
of the Legislature on the order relat-
ing to time of adjournment, reported
that they failed to agree. .

Mr. GARDNER. I movs that the Sen-
ate adhere, and request a further Com-
mittee of Conference.

The motion prevailed.

The PRESIDENT. The Chair wishes
10 state to the Senator from Penobscot
uron the report of the Committee on
Conference the following endorsement
on the part of the House, “Voted to ad-
here, Thompson, clerk.” The Chair
thinks that means on the part of the
House that they do not ask for any
Committee of Conference. If the pur-
pose of the Senator froim Penobscot is
to ask for another such committee, the
Chair thinks that the motion should
be “to insist,” instead of to adhere on
the part of the Senate. The Chair put
the words into the Senator’s mouth,
and it is the Chair’s mistake.

Mr. GARDNER. That was my pur-
pose, Mr. President,

The PRESIDENT. 'The Chair begs
the Senators pardom for putting the
words into the Senator’s mouth.

On motion by Mr. Gardner of Penob-
scot the vote of the Senate to adhere
was reconsidered, and on further mo-
tion by the same Senator the Senate
voted to insist, and to ask for a furth-
er Comrmittee of Conference.

The Chair appointed as a further
Committee of Conference on the part
of the Senate Messrs. Puinam, Clark
and Sturgis.

The PRESTDENT. The Chair has his
attention called to ths fact that Sena-
tor Garduner was not on the Committee
before, and by all rules of parliamen-
tary procedure he should be upon this
committee.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, T
have no desire whatever for the posi-
tion, besides I have to leave shortly
upon the train.

The PRESTDENT. The Chair under-
stands that the Senator has no desire
for the position, but it was an inadver-
tence on the part of the Chair in not

appeinting the Senator. Will the Sena-
tor serve on that Committee?
Mr. GARDNER. I will if there is a
chance of my getting an early train.
The PRESIDENT. I think, as the
matter stands, the Chair would better
allow the Committee to remain as it is.

Mr. Mills for the Committee on
Legal Affairs on ‘“Petition of F. I.
Brown for administration of the estate
of John 1. Brown, more than 20 years
having elapsed since his death, and
there being no administration made on
his estate” reported bill “An Act to
grant administration on the estate of
John A. Holmes late of Readfield. Re-
port accepted.

The same Senator for the same Com-
mittee on bill “An Act to incorporate
the Union Light and Power Co. of
Searsport, Maine,” reported same
“ought to pass.” Report accepted.

Mr Pierce for the Committee on Le-
gal Affairs on bill, “An Act to author-
ize the inhabitants of York to give the
York Hospital a certain tract of land,”

reported same ‘“ought to pass.” Re-
port accepted.
The same Senator for the same

committee on bill, “An Act to incorpor-
ate the Jackman Water Co.,” reported
“ought to pass.” Report accepted.

Mr. Staples for the same cominittee
on bill, “An Act to extend the charter
of the Blue Hill Water Co. reported
same ‘“ought to pass.” Report ac-
cepted.

Mr. Mills for the same committee on
bill, “An Act for the better protection
of sheep on uninhabited island,” re-
ported same in new draft under title of
“An Act to amend section 51 of chap-
ter 125 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to cruelty to animals,” and that it
“ought to pass.” Report accepted.

Mr, Irving for the Committee on
Railroads and Expreses on bill, “An
Act to extend the charter of the Ells-
worth Street Railway Co.” reported
same “ought to pass.” Report ac-
cepted.

The same Senator for the same com-
mittee on bill, “An Act to extend the
charter of the Houlton and Danforth
Electric Railroad Co.” reported same
“ought to pass.” Report accepted.

The same Senator for the same
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committee on bill, “An Act to extend
the charter of the Hancock County
Railroad Co.” reported same “oughtto
pass.” Report accepted.

Mr. Owen for the Committee on In-
land Fisheries and Game on bill, “An
Act providing for open season for
white perch in Lake St. George In
Waldo County,” reported same “ought
to pass.” Report accepted.

Mr. Sturgis for the Committee on
Interior Waters on bill, “An Act to
authorize the Mainstream TLumber
Co. to erect a dam across Mainsteam
in the town of Harmony,” reported
same in new draft under same title,
and that it “ought to pass.” Report
accepted.

The same Senator for the Committee
on Ways and Bridges on bill, “An Act
granting permission to John L. Goss
to construct and maintain a bridge
across Moose Island bar in the town
of Stonington,” reported same in new
draft under same title, and that it
‘“ought to pass.” Report accepted.

Mr. Morse for the Committee on
Pensions on ‘“Resolve providing means
for examination of claims for State
Pensions,” reported “ought to pass.”
Report accepted.

The Committee on Taxation on bill,
“An Act relating to the taxation of
mortgages on real estate,” reported
tha the same ‘“ought to pass” in new
draft under same title; the report be-
ing signed by Messrs. Gardner, Bel-
leau, Lanigan, Josselyn and Mullen.
Accompanying the report is a minor-
ity report, containing an expression of
the views of the minority that the bill
“ought not to pass,” signed Hastings,
Irving and IL.eonard,

M. GARDNER of Penobscot: Mr.
President, T move that pending the ac-
ceptance of either report both be
tabled for printing, and that Thursday
of next week be specially assigned for
their consideration. I suppose it is
the new draft only that would be
printed.

The motion prevailed.

Mr. Philoon for the Committee on
Counties on bill, “An Act to set off the
Isle au Haut, and all islands within
the limits of said town in the county
of Hancock, and annex the same to

the town of Knox,” reported that same
“ought not to pass.” Report accepted.

Mr. Morse for the Committee on
Labor on bill, “An Act to create a
State Floard of Arbitration,” reported
that came ‘“ought not to pass.” Re-
port aceepted.

1Passed to be Engrossed.

An Azt to amend section 26 of chap-
ter 3 o1 the Revised Statutes in rela-
tion to printing of the different De-
partments.

Resolve in aid of navigation on
Moosehead Lake,

Resolve in aid of mnavigation on
Schoodic Grand Lake.

An Act to amend section 97 of chap-
ter 15 of the Revised Statutes in rela-
tion to schooling of children in unor-
ganized townships.

An Act to set off a part of Planta-

tion No. 7 and annex it to the town
of Gouldsboro.
On motion by Mr. Putnam of

Aroostcok, certain bills which came up
on their passage to be enacted were
tabled.

Passed to be Enacted.

An Act to amend An Act approved
February 9, 1905, in relation to as-
sessment of taxes on estates of de-
ceased persons before the appointment
of executors or administrators on such
estates.

Onrders of the Day.

Mr. Plummer of Androscoggin moved
to reconsider the vote whereby the biil
relating to the codification of the Sea
and Shore Fisheries Laws was recom-
mitted.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair will in-
quire if’ the Senator voted with the ma-
jority in its recommitment?

Mr. PLUMMER: I did.

Mr. "UPPER of Lincoln: Mr. Presi-
dent: This matter was discussed yes-
terday and a vote taken. I suppose if
the vote is to be reconsidered, it is open
for discussion again. This is a matter
that came before the Fisheries com-
mittee, and instead of notice being giv-
en for a hearing it was acted upon tha
same c¢ay that it reached the commit-
iee. 'The Chairman of the Fisheries
Committee, Mr. Shackford, stated to
this Senate yesterday that, when that
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committee acted upon this bill, he sup-
posed that notice had been given. The
Chairman of the committee knew
mnothing about this being opposed; so,
without notice, so far as T am able to
learn, there was but one member of
the Fisheries committee but did know
that that notice had been given. Now
this act is to revise, correct, codify and
compile the Shore Fisheries Laws of
the State. It is for the Commissioner to
40 this who shall recommend necessary
and proper changes, repeals and
amendments. Now, it seems to me that
if the Commissioner wers to he ap-
pointed to do this work, that it should
have been done earlier in the session.
The people who introduced this bill
must have known before the eighth
week in the session, if 1hey wanted
these laws revised—if it was necessary
to have a gensral revision. The laws
were revised in 1901 by a commissioner
appointed by the Legislature, and $500
was appropriated by the State for the
purpose of that revision. Two years
ago the whole statutes of the State
were revised, including these fisheries
laws. There are but 61 sections in this
chapter, I think. It scems to me if any
changes were necessary, the Commis-
sioner could easily have pointed out
those changes, and could have recom-
mended those ¢hanges to the commit-
tee on fisheries, and the committee
could have attended to all the changes
that were necessary jn those 61 sec-
tions of the statute. I hope that the
motion to reconsider will not prevail.

Mr. PUMMER: Mr. President, T
want to say that I did this at the re-
gquest of a Senatlor who could not be
here yesterday; and we hardly had a
quorum vyesterday when the matter
wiag taken up; and I think the matter
should be laid upon the takle until next
Tuesday.

The question being put upon the mo-
tion to reconsider, the mction prevail-
ed, 12 senators voting in the affirma-
tive and five in the negative.

On motion by Mr. Plummer of And-
roscoggin, the report and bill were
tabled and Tuesday next assigned for
consideration.

Mr. PUTNAM of Avccstook: Mr.
President, by agreement with the
Senator from Hancock, I move to take

from the table Senate Doc. No. 93 “Re-
solve authorizing the compilation and
publication of tne Insurance laws of
the State of Maine.”

The motion prevailed. On further mo-
tion by the same Senator, the same
was referred to the committee on ap-
rropriations and financial affairs.

On motion by the same Senator,
House Doc. 113, Report of Committee
on Claims ‘“ought to pass” on ‘“Resolve
in favor of Jackman Plantation.” was
taken from the table. On further mo-
tion by the same senator, the same was
tabled, and Tuecsday next was assigned
for its consideration.

On motion by the same Senator,
House Doc. 116 ‘“Repert of committee
on Claims ‘ought to pass’ on ‘Resolve
in favor of Moose River Plantation,” ”
was taken from the table; and on fur-
tner motion the same was tabled and
assigned for Tuesday next for consid-
aration.

Mr. STETSON of Penobscot: Mr.
President, I desire to present an Or-
der out of order; and I desire to say
that the order, introduced by me as
Chairman of the committee on salaries,
is'at the request of the Committee on
Salaries; and I wish to move that it
ha referred to the committee on ap-
propriations and financial affairs. The
Order is as follows: Ordered, the House
concurring, that tha sum of $600 be
paid to George G. Weeks of Fairfield,
for services nn the committee on sal-
aries, attending hearings, examination
of officers, and the expense of the re-
port of the special committee on sal-
aries and fees of which ho was Chair-
man.

The order was passed, and referred
in accordance with the motion.

Mr. Clark of Hancock presented bill,
“An Act additional to Chapter 27 of
the Revised Statutes relating to alien
raupers.”

Also: bill “An Act relating to corpor-
ations, in reference to the payment of
the franchise tax.” On motion by the
same senator, both these bills were re-
ferred to the committee on Judiciary.

On motion by Mr. Sturgis of Cumber-
land, hill “An Act to incorporate the
Peaks Island Railroad Co.” was taken
from the table. On further motion by
the same senator, the same was refer-
red to the committes on railroads and
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expresses.

The PRESIDENT: The conference
report on the disagreeing action of the
two houses in regard to the time of
adjournment has come back from the
House with the endorsement that the
House adherss; which means, simply
that the House will not grant any fur-
ther committee of conference and in-
sists upon an adjournment to 4.30
o’clock on Tuesday afternocon. Without
any further action, both the House and
the Senate will have to return tomor-
row morning at 10 o’cleck.

Re-submission.

Majority and minority reports on
“Resolve for an amendment to the con-
stitution by abrogating and annulling
amendment five adopted on the §th day
of September, in the year of our Lord
1884, relating to the sale and manufac-
ture of intoxicating liquors,” came up
by assignment. Majority report “ought
not to pass.” Minority report “ought
to pass.” The pending question being
the acceptance of the majority report,
“ought not to pass.”

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent, I move you that the minority re-
port be substituted for the majority re-
port, and upon that question I desire
to say a word to this honorable body
in regard to this matter.

I have spoken upon this matter be-
fore, anl do not anticipate that I can
say anything that will be new or in-
teresting to this Senate, Mr. President:
but it is a matter that concerns me as
a temperance man more than anything
else that has ever come before this
body.

Four years ago I asked that the same
thing be done—that a minority report
be substituted for a majority on this
question, and I was turned down. I
may be turned down today. But I
want to say that T am perfectly sin-
cere in what I have to say upon this
question of temperance. T am going to
speak nol from any partisan stand-
point; it ig too important a matter, it
seems to me, to be discussed in any
such narrow way as that; it is one that
concerns us both in the economical and
the moral view mors than any other
measure that has ever come before the
people, In fact, it is a question that in-
terests more people in this country, to-

day, than any other question that is
being sgitated.

I was glad to see yesterday, the ac-
tion of the Senate in another matter,
because through the thick gloom of the
present I think I discern the bright-
ness of the future. I say. that four
yvears ago it was my pleasure to intro-
duce into this honorable body an or-
to strike out the arbitration clause, the
greatest thrust that was ever made
against the common people of this
State, and I was turned down by the
committee and the Senate. I introduced
it two years ago, and we were turned
down again, but yesterday it was
dsimonstrated that we have returned to
that grand fundamental principal of
the trial by jury that our forefathers
fought for for so many years; and
when 1 saw the light of dayv shining
orice again on this question I said—*I
won't ¢ispair as to the question of the
resubmission of the prohibitory liguor
law.”

There has been much said which has
been mnisunderstood by the people. I
speak &s a temperance man. I yield to
no man in favor of temperance. I would
vield t¢ no man in doing all I can for
the uphuilding of this cause of tem-
perance in the State of Maine. I have
seenn the prohibitory law for 50 long
years, resolving time and time again,
doing this and doing that in favor of
temperance, and still it does not pro-
hibit. We are going from bad to worse
all the time in the State of Maine, and
I deny that the prohibitory liquor law
has the desired effect. If anyone will
convince me that it does prohibit I will
vole with him, and do not care which
party he represents.

But when they say the only men in
favor of prohibition are the “‘rum guz-
zlers™ I take issue with the statement.
I am a total abstainer, and I wish ev-
ery man was an abstainer from that
evil which is the greatest curse that
ever atflicted the American people.
Therefore T beg of you that you will
cast aside all partisanship, and no long-
er play with this prohibitory liquor law
that is making drunkards every day in
the State of Maine, filling our jails, and
showing that afler 50 years of test that
yvou carinot prohibit under it. You can
pass the Sturgis and Oakes bills,
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but the more law you have on the stat-
ute hooks makes the people all the
more disgusted with the prohibitory
law.

You have had it enforced in the
county of Kennebec as well as in any
other county in the State of Maine;
your officers are faithful, but today, it
is sold in Augusta, and you cannot pro-
hibit it. You have simply turned it
out of the more respectable places into
the kitchen bar-rooms and dives of Au-
gusta—and so it is in every other
county in this State wherever you have
undertaken to enforce the prohibitory
law.

They tell us—I believe my friends do,
today—that the majority of the people,
if they would throw away all prejudice,
are in favor of resubmitting this mat-
ter to the people. We can trust the
people in this matter. The referendum
is one of the grand principles upon
which our government was founded,
and yet vou have for 10 long years been
trying to enforce the prohibitory ligquor
law, and all we ask is that you will
submit it to the people; and if the peo-
ple then say they want it on the stat-
ute books T will go with them and do
all T can to enforce it. But I do object
to the way this matter has been man-
aged; it has been a hobby horse for
politicians to ride on into office.

I believe if you will follow your own
consciences you will submit this to the
people, and let them vote upon it. Why,
it wa® said in the House the other day
that there was nobody in this State
in favor of resubmission but the lowest
classes of men.

I repell that attack. I belong to the
party of 50,000 men in this State, and I
am glad that party is willing to come
out and say it is in favor of resubmis-
sion to the people, because we claim it
is the right of any people to vote upon
this matter whenever it is necessary.

Are you not willing to trust the peo-
ple? Why are ail these petitions com-
ing in here? And yet you tell us, on
the otner hand, that if resubmitted it
will be buried by 30,000 or 40,000 votes
in September. Then why are you afraid
to submit it to the people of the State
of Maine?

Now 1 tell you that somebody is re-
sponsible for the young men of this

State who are being ruined by this
prohibitory liguor law, kecause it dozss
not prohibit. Aud what d¢ you do? You
drive the sale of liquor out of the fair-
ly respectable places, and force those
voung men to go into those dens of
infamy.

Can you reform the appetite of any-
body by law?—not by any means. If
we must have the curse among us let
us have it regulated in the best possi-
able manner; that is all I ask for. It
means local option. If the city of Au-
gusta wants to license the means for
selling rum, why, then, the people
should be permitted to vote for it if
rublic sentiment here is that way. If
they don’t want it, why, then, they
vote against it—and that will apply to
every city and town in the good old
State of Maine.

Now what can be the objection. Oh,
I know that this prohibitory liquor law
has been a foocbhall for the politicians.
That is the situation; you proclaim in
your platform that you are in favor of
the prohibitory law. Oh thc hypocrisy
of it—and how it demoralizes the youth
of this State; for as the young man
grows up he sees the hyocrisy of the
neople on this !aw, and he learns to be
hyperitical and dishouest because it
has been exhibited before him, and has
for the past 50 vears—because the ma-
jority of the people of the State of
Maine are not, if they approach the
aquesticn like true men, in favor of pro-
hibition.

I am called a rum guzzler if I favor
resubmission. Well, call me anything
hut that, for [ am a total abstainer,
and would like to see the stuff anni-
hilated from (God’s green earth. You
tried it as we see the gitvation today
for 50 years; I have seen the young
men go down to ruin, and I have seen
so much of it that I say lo you some
one is responsible for the wrong. For
that reason T say let us object.

Why, they say, a thousand women
have petitioned to this Legislature for
the purpose of not resubmitting this
matter to the pcople. I do not deny
that; T believe that those women are
honest in it, but they are mistaken—
they know nothing about the effects
and the working of the prohibitory
liquor law, and I would mnot say one
wnrd against ihem, because I believe
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they are entirely sincere when they
sign these petitions. Fut let me tell you
there are 15,000 or 20,000 more women
who have not expressed an opinion
about this. You know how ihose things
come by petition, There ir the Com-
monwealth of Massachuselts with her
Harvard college, and Connecticut with
her Yale, and don’t you suppose the
women of Massachusetts are just as
moral, have just as gord ideas, have
just as much fe2ling for the upbuilding
and the benefit of the ycung men of
that commonwealth as the women of
Maine have?

She has local »ption in the common-
wealth of Massachusetts, and take New
Hampshire and Vermont, why, there
are 40 states in this Union that have
local option in one way or another. Has
Maine got all the virtue? don’t you
suppose lhere are just as good women
in Massachuse:iis 1s in the State of
Maine? I admit there are no better
women in this world than we have in
the State of Maine, § admit it, but at
the same time I believe there are just
as honorable people in other states.
Ar we to atribute all the virtue to the
State of Maine? TForty states of the
Union are having local option today.
New Hampshira, only just over ths
porder, tried rwrohibition for quite a
long period, but when she found it did
not prohibit she went over to local op-
tion and high license; and it was my
good fortune to be in New Hampshire
last December, and I wen' into a sa-
loon to inquire kow this matter work-
ed, and I found i1. Laconia, with a pop-
ulationn of 38,u%9, they had only 11 sa-
loons in that c¢ity under the most
stringent license they could have; and
trtey 1old me,—the clergyn en, the law-
yers, and the unctors, that the matter
worked admirably, and that they had
much less drunkenness under local op-
tion than under prohibition.

Go into Tenmnesee, eénd you will find
the same state of affairs. I happensd
to be in Vermont a year agce last June,
and T found there that while that staid
old State for a large number of years
hud prohibition on *he statute books,
just the same as we have here, all at
once they changed over to local option
and high license; and the best men I
could consult 1liere, because 1 was hon-
estly endeavoring to get at the facts,

testified that ithe ligquor traffic wag be-
ing regulated tnuch better under| the
new order of things.

But o tell you it strikes hard for us
to see the scalding tears shed on ac-
sount of this iaw, anl to know of the
aching hearts of mothers and daugh-
ters, tte women of Maine; and we have
something to Le responsible for if we
vote for the prohibitory liquor law sim-
ply for political effect.

If we have saloons under high license
or lecal option you ask ‘“Won't we
have just the game resulie?” No; be-
cause you will have such stringent re-
strictions placed upon it that if a man
wants to get a z'ass of beer he can go
and get it, without going into one of
those dives whare infamy abounds;
though when it puts the stuff into his
stomech it will nrove a <¢urse to him,
and he will g9 home to his family and
likely as not coinmit some outrage up-
on them.

Now, Mr. President, we are asking
this it behalf of the true principal of
temperance. We are today the laugh-
ing-stock of every state in this Union,
upon this question of prohibition, It
seems that rhe people have run wild
over it, and every Legisiature, and
everyhody that comes hera tries to do
the other fellow cne better to see what
kind of a law c¢an be put upon the
statute books, until you hove so much
law nobody respects it, and conse-
quently you cannot enforce it any bet-
ter than you do.

Mr. President, you cannot enforce a
law until public opinion is willing to
have it enforced. Does anybody under-
take 0 tell me {hat we have lessened
the sale of intoxicating liguors in the
State of Maine today under the pro-
hibitery liquor low? I kEnow better. It
is sold everywhere. I will tell you what
iz donre., In many towns it is mot sold
openly, but what do they do? You find
the young men clubbing together to
send away for it, and they thereby be-
come debauched throagh the prohibi-
tory law. Well, if you must have it,
regulate it in the best possible way,
and that is by local cption.

Why, the gentleman who stands-Ef)on
my lcft said the other day in the House
that there was nobody but ‘“‘rum-guz-
zlers” in favor of high license and lo-
cal optionn. That man will know mcre
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than he does now in 20 years, and
sooner than that if hs gees from this
Qtate and talks with people in other
places.

All the ministers of Maine are not in
favor of this vidiculous law which you
nhave been trying so long to enforce,
and wich yvou are further from enforc-
ing than you when Neal Dow first tried
10 enforce it.

Now, gentlemen, I do not expect in
this time of frenzied prohibition that
the people of Maine will dare to act
upon their convictions, but I stand
here today in behalf of our temperance
people. 1 do not stand here in behalf
of the rum-sellers or the rum-guzzlers,
for the rum-sellers do not belong to
the same political organization that I
do. How is it, my dear sir, that two-
thirds of the rum-sellers in the State
of Maine vote the Republican ticket?
There is nobody that can deny it. But

. the party to which I belong believes in
temperance; we believe in regulating
this matter in the best possible way.

Mr. President, go to any state in this
union— I spoke of Tennessee because
I was in that state three weeks last
year, but I found no drunkenness.
There is less in Tennessee, where they
have high license, according to its pop-
ulation, than there is in the State of
Maine today by the last census statis-
tics.

Do you think you know more about
it, and that there is more virtue down
here than there is in Tennessee? Let
me give you an object lesson.

I came home from that state and I
struck a city in Maine,~the Prohibi-
tion State of Maine!—with her drastic
laws upon the statute books! I
stopped at a hotel in that city, and it
was Sunday night. What did I find
there? 1 found there at ten or eleven
o’clock at night twenty-five young,
men residents of that city, intoxicated
round about that hotel—on a Sunday
night— and I said to myself, is it pos-
sible that I have come from a local op-
tion state down here into Maine?

But the time is coming when the light
will shine upon our beloved state, and
we shall protect the young man, the
flower of our citizenship. Let us, Mr.
President, try something else than the

prohibitory ligquor law, and if that don’t
do any better, why'! then we will re-
peal it. Let us try local option, for I
believe that to be the best doctrine
that we can espouse. If we must have
the curse amongst us, let us regulate
it in the best possible manner for the
interests especially of the young men
of our State.

Why, you tell us we must not legal~
ize a crime. The same party that put
the prohibitory law on the statute
book put that law for licensing towns
through a state liquor commissioner. I
have right here an affidavit of a state-
ment from a deputy sheriff of Lin-
coln county, and he says that they had
the worst liquor shop run by a liquor
agent that they had in the town of
‘Waldoboro. A year ago last April that
state liguor agent was indicted before
the grand jury for selling liquor il-
legally, and still you say you must not
license it.

I would do away with the State li-
quor comissioner; I would not have
any law on the books unless that law
were surrounded with such safeguards
as to prevent minors from buying in-
toxicating liquors; that we should reg-
ulate it with such restrictions as they
have in New Hampshire and Vermont,
and many other states of the Union.
Then you take it out of politics and get
public sentiment in favor of enforce-
ment! then you will see the darkness
pass from the State of Maine, and the
sunlight of decency takes its place. I
feel today that the dark clouds are lift-
ing and T expect soon to see in the
grand old State of Maine a great re-
form in this matter.

The prohibitory liguor law has been
a laughing stock, but I care not for
that if it would do good. In the absence
of good—in the absence of enforcement,
I would have it abolished. And, fellow
senators, I am willing for one to stand
up and be counted. You may call it
what you please, but there is one thing
certain—nobody will accuse me of un-
fairness in the matter; I do not believe
there is anybody in this Senate who
will believe but that I am honest in
what I say. There is no public matter
I am more interested in than I am in
this matter: there is no person who be-
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lieves in the prohibitory law-——there is
no pergonh who espouses it that is more
anxious than I am to have it regulated
in the best way. That is my sole object
in this matier. I cannot be a party to
the prohobitory liquor law when I see
the injury that is being done by it.

All T disagree with you is in this—
the methnd you will take to do away
with it. If you will introduce a bill into
this Senate that will prove to me that
you can do away with the dire curse of
intemperance I will stand here and
fight it together with you, but I am
thoroughly convinced that you cannot
prohibit by the present law,.

I bhelieve that the people of the State
of Maine are ready for this question,
and I -believe it is our duty to give
them the referendum and let them vote
upon this matter, If we do that we
shall have done our duty.

One thing more. You cannot prohibit
by law. You cannot regulate a man’s
appetite by law, ard you cannot reform
a man by law.

I recollect way back the old Wash-
ingtonian Society, which did more
good, Mr. President, to reform the peo-
ple of this State in the direction of
temperance than all the prohibitory
law that has been promulgated for 50
yvears. If the same amount of money
had been expended to reform the peo-
ple by going to a man when he was
down, and taking him by the hand to
lift him up—teach him higher ideas, a
higher manhood, which was the meth-
od of that society the history of our
refornis would occupy a place alongside
of the Washingtonian movement. Don’t
you suppoese these thousands of women
that came here with their petitions, if
they had employed their moral influ-
ence among the people in this way
you would find it would do a good deal

more good than to sign petitions
against the resubmission of this
amendment.

Then fellow senators, send it to the
people; let them vote on it; and I be-
lieve the time has come when they are
demanding it,

Mr. President, T move that the mi-
nority report be substituted for the
majority revort, and ask that a yea
and nay vote he taken.

Mr. MILLS of Hancock: Mr. Presi-

dent and Senators, the large number of
empty seats in the chamber at this
time are a clear indication to me of
ack of interest in a matter which they
know is already practically settled. I
have listened with a great deal of ex-
pectancy to the honored senator from
Knox, hoping to hear some new truth
on this great question of resubmission.
I have before me a volume of the Leg-
islative Ttecord of 1903; and, while he
has been speaking, I have scanned
with my eyes, the report of his speech
made t.wo years ago on this same ques-

tion; and 1 find, Mr. President, that
he has followed the same line of ar-
gument. He has employed the same

beautirul figures of speech, I as-
sume -hat he has used the same ges-
tures, and I should not wonder, Mr.
Presidant if his tears have been drawn
from the same exhaustless fountain.

I have no intention of taking very
mtch time of the Senate. I do not pro-
pose to unload a lot of statistics on this
question. T was in the House, last Fri-
day, and listened to the speech of the
honor:sble gentleman from Lewiston,
(Mr. C’Brien). I heard him give a bio-
graphical sketch of statesmen, sol-
diers, ‘writers, philanthropists and phil-
osophers who have made this nation
famous. He commented on the Pil-
grims. He spoke of the courage of the
O’Brien family. He pictured in glowing
languzge the work of Jefferson, the
bravery of Warren, the eloquence of
Webster and the muse of Longfeliow.
FHe then mentioned Houston at Santa
Anna, and wound up by telling us that
Jackson once upon a time, captured
New Orleans. He then intimated that
there were a lot more of these fellows
in his Iincyclopedia Britanica, but he
hadn’t had time to dig ’em out. What
these men could possibly have to do
with :he resubmission of the fifth
amencment, is beyond my comprehen?
sion. I think the gentleman was try-
ing to show in some far-fetched, round-
about way that we ought to have con-
fidence in the American people. In fact,
he stated that was his purpose; and I
trust, gentlemen, we do. I trust we
have such confidence in their sincerity
and good judgment that, when more
than 50,000 voters in the State of Maine
remonstrate against the resubmission
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of the fifth amendment, or against any
other legislation, we shall listen to their
protests and harken to their petitions,
‘Why not discuss this question itself?
Why is it necessary to rake the coals
of ancient, mediaval and modern his-
tory, credit the law with a few things
and charge a lot of things against it?
The question is not on the merits or
demerits of the prohibitory law, as
the last speaker hag gone into so elo-
quently and to such great length. The
question is simply whether or not we
shall compel the people of Maine to
vote on the retention of the fifth
amendment in the constitution. It is
noi, as it is so often put, whether we
shall allow the people to express their
opinion on this matter. You cannot,
properly speaking, allow people to do
a thing which they do not want to do,
The question is whether we shall com-
pel the people from Aroostook to Ox-
ford, and from Casco bay to Quoddy
Head to come to the polls and vote on
a matter which they have no desire to
vote on, and which it is generally ad-
mitted, would remain unchanged by
their vote.

Mr. President, the title of this resolve
is wrong, I believe. It ought to be enti-
tled a resolve of proscription compell-
ing the lumbermen of Washington
county, the farming people of Aroos-
took and the fishermen of Knox and
Lincoln and Hancock to get into the
ranks and fight for a cause which they
have already won, and for a victory
which is already theirs. They might
win. I believe they would. But I be-
lieve it is needless and wrong to sub-
mit them to such a trial. This question
means more than mere voting. It
means that from the time this resolve
passes these two branches of the Legis-
lature, a continual campaign will be
carried on by the temperance people of
the State, until the votes are counted in
the September election of 1906. It
means that at the request of a hand-
ful of petitioners of this State, and in
face of more than 5000 remonstrances
coming from legal voters we shall com-
pel the temperance people to carry on
a fight against all the liquor interests
of this country for those people are
concerned in this matter and judging
from the interest they have already

shown, they will exert every influence,
and will furnish unlimited funds to
wipe from the constitution that outer
line of defence which was put there by
the temperance people in 1884, For that
reason I believe it is wrong to compel
these people to engage in such a con-
fiict.

Senators, there have been some very
peculiar kills introduced into the Legis-
latures of the several states of the
Union during the past winter. Out in
Kansas a bill has been introduced mak-
ing marriage a limited contract. It is
proposed to put a five, ten, 15 or 20
years term into the marriage certifi-
cate, withi an option of renewal at the
expiration of that time. In Connecticut,
the prosecuting officer of Hartford has
introduced a hill providing that wife-
beaters be stripped in the jail and flog-
ged in the presence o5f the clerk and a
physician. In Missouri, not long ago a
bill was introduced prohibiting the pro-
duction of Uncle Tom's Cabin on any
stage in the State, claiming that it
causes class natred and sectional feel-
ing. But this Resolve compelling the
temperance people of Mauine to fight
against the allied liquor interests of the
world is the wmost monstrous and un-
reasonable proposition of them all;
and, Mr. President, the most surpris-
ing thing to me is the attitude taken
by the Senator from Knox, he who, as
was said in this chamber yesterday,
who often poses as the friend of the
comiron peopie. who so often stands
here and advocates legislation for the
welfare of the widow and the orphan,
he ought to Le called the great Com-
moner of America. I am surpris-
ed, Mr. Presidznt, that he should take
thig inconsistent stand on this questiom
of resubmission.

I have, in this volume Mr. President,
a report of the speach made two
yvears ago on the woman suffrage ques-
tion by the Senator from Knox. In that
speech over and over agein he made
the stitement that women are better
able than men to solve the great moral
and political anestiong of life. He says
that, Mr. President, ‘n his speech in
this report. He then goes on and mag-
nanimously admits that women konw
just as much 28 men. Now that sounds
very good when it comes from the elo-
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quent lips of the Senator from Knox;
and it sounds especially good when the
galleries are filled with ladies; but, to-
day, when these same ladies come here
from all parts of the State of Maine
and protest aguinst the resubmission
of the Fifth Amendment, the Senator
{irom Korix has no ear for their protest,
and no eye for their petitions. He then
goes ol in this speech today and speaks
of Maine as being the laughing stock
of the Union. I cannot see what ground
he has for such a statement. It touch-
es any man who has any patriotism in
his heart to hear suczh a speech from
a man in the position of the Senator
from Knox—Maine, which furnishes
Magssachusetts mnre than 40 per cent.
of the teachers of that State! Maine,
from which young men, when they go

to Massachusetts are gought by the
employers, meorchants and business
men -of that great commonwealth!

Maine the laughing stock of the Union!
I cannnt see his ground for such a
statement and I do not admire his pa-
triotism in making it. Moreover, Mr.
Presicent, the ground for two-thirds of
the statements he has made here, are
lacking. 1 have before me statistics
which are exactly cortrary to the
things he has stated on tiis floor in re-
gerd to others states of the Union. If
thi: whole of his speech is no more ac-
curate or correct than those statistics
stew that those particular parts of his
speecn are, ynou will attribute no great
werih to it. I will not take the time of
the Senate to any greater extent. I only
hope, in voting on fhis question, we
shall vote as the people expect us to
vote, as we have promised the people
to vote, and as we ought to vote.

The question being upon the substi-
tution of the minority for the majority
report, the Y«as and Nays were called
for and ordered, and the vote being
taken, resulted as follows:

Those voting Yea were Messrs, Phi-
loon, Shaw, Staples (3) Those voting
Nay were Mesurs., Allen. Baiiey, Brown,
Clark, Irving, K¥nowlton, Mills, Morse,
Pierce, Pike, Piummer, Potter, Stetson,
Sturgis, Tupner (15).

Mr. STETSON: As a matter of re-
cord, 1 desire 1c »ay that my colleague,
Mr. Gardner, if present, would vote
Nay. I desire it to appear as a part of
the record.

The President stated that if Senator
Bartlett were present, he would vote
Nay.

So the mof'on to substitute the min-
ority for the majority report was lost.

The majority report was thereupon
adoptel.

Mr. POTTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President, My attention has been call-
ed Lo :he fact that the man-slaughter
bill never has been printed in any way.
T would move that it be taken from the
table merely for the purrose of having
it printed.

The bill was taken from the table,
and on further motion by the same
sepator the bill was tabled for printing.
The consideration of the same is as-
signed for Wednesday.

On 1motion by Mr. Stetson of Penob-
scot, the Senite went into Committee
of the whole fer the purpoese of consid-
ering the order relating to adjourn-
ment. The Committee having arisen,
Mr. Stetson of Penobscot moved that
the Se¢nate adhere to its aclion adopt-
ing the amendment.

The motion prevailed.

On motion by Mr. lrving of Aroos-
took the Senste adjourned to meet on
Saturday, the fourth day of March,
1905 at 10 o’clock in the forenoon.



