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gation in relation to the Court house
matter was taken from the table and
on further motion by the same sena-
tor was assigned for second reading.

On motion of Mr. Houston of Piscata-
quis the Senate adjourned.

HOUSE.

Tuesday, Feb. 19, 1907.

Prayer by Rev. Mr. Grosvenor of
Augusta. :

Papers from the Senate disposed of
in concurrence.

On motion of Mr. Donigan of Bing-
ham the House non-concurred with the
Senate in its reference of a petition
in favor of the bridge bill to the com-
mittee on ways and bridges, and on
further motion by the same gentleman
the petition was placed on file.

Senate Bills on First Reading.

An Act to create a lien on
tactured staves and laths.

An Act fixing the compensation of
the clerk of the municipal court for
the city of Lewiston.

The House report reporting ought
not to pass on Bill, An Act in relation
to compensation for clerk hire in the
office of the clerk of courts for the
county of Androscoggin, came back
from the Senate that branch non-con-
curring with the House in its action,
and recommitting the bill to the com-
mittee on salaries and fees,

On motion of Mr. Newbert of Au-
gusta the report and bill were laid on
the table.

An Act to amend Chapter 151 of the
Public Laws of 1905 relating to the
compensation of register of probate of
Knox county, referred in the House to
the Knox county delegation,came back
from the Senate referred to the com-
mittee on salaries and fees.

On motion of Mr. Montgomery the
bill was laid on the table.

Resolve in favor of the town of
Baring, referred in the House to the
Washington county delegation, came
back from the Senate referred to the
committee on appropriations and fin-
ancial affairs in non-concurrence.

On motion of Mr. Montgomery of
Camden the House receded and con-
curred with the Senate in its action.

The following communication was
received:

To the Speaker of the House:
I have the honor herewith to trans-

manu-
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mit the county estimates for the year
1907 and 1908.
Very respestfully
Your obedient servant,
(Signed) A. I. BROWN,
Secretary of State.
On motion of Mr. Emery of Jay the

communication was referred to the
committee on county estimates.
The following petitions, bills, etc,

were presented and referred:
Judiciary.

3y Mr., Merrill of Monmouth—Peti-
tion of Hannah J. Bailey and 29 others
of Winthrop for enactment of law to
prohibit expectoration on all public
floors and sidewalks.

By Mr. Cobb of Gardiner—Petition
of Sarah G. Payne and 26 others of
Gardiner for same,

By Mr, Weld of Old Town—Bill, An
Act relating to the limitation of the
use of the word “prescription;” also
Bill, An Act to extend the charter of
the Old Town Water District.

By Mr. Cyr of Van Buren—Bill, An
Act to extend the charter of the Van
Buren Light & Power Company.

By Mr. Waldron of Dexter—Bill, An
Act to incorporate the Vassalboro
Electrie Light & Power Company.

By Mr. Chase of Waterboro—Bill,
An Act to legalize and confirm the acts
of the Free-Will Baptist Parish of
Limerick.

By Mr. Johnson of Waterville—Bill,
Au Act amendatory of Sections 67 and
68 of Chapter 79 of the Revigsed Sta-
tutes, relating to the Reporter of De-
cisions.

By Mr. Noves of Augusta—Bill, An
Act to confirm the incorporation of
the Maine Children’s Home Society.

By Mr. Knowlton of Monson—DBill,
An Act to incorporate the Monson
Light & Power Company.

By Mr. Hall of Dover—Bill, An Act
to extend the rights, powers and
privileges of the Brownville & Wil-
Hamsburg Water Company.

By Mr. Smith of Patten—Bill, An
Act relating to sales of land for taxes
in incorporated places.

By Mr, Davies of Yarmouth—Bill,
An Act to incorporate the Corporation
Guarantee & Trust Company.

By Mr, Waldron of Dexter—Bill, An
Act to provide a salary for the judge
of the municipal court of Dexter.

By Mr. Lord of Parsonsfield—Bill,
An Act to incorporate the Cornish
Water, Light and Power Company.

By Mr. Blanchard of Auburn—Bill,
An Act to repeal Chapter 137 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1903, en-
titled **An Act to amend the charter
of the city of Auburn and to provide
for a Board of Public Works,” and all

acts and parts of acts’ amendatory
thereof.
l.egal Affairs,
By Mr. Therriault of Fort Kent—

Petition of Fort Kent Telephone Comi-
pany to amend their charter.

By Mr. Gallagher of Waldoboro—Pe-
tition of the selectmen and others of
Jefferson aud Newcastle praying for
an amendment to existing statutes, so
as to allow the taking of alewives in
Dyer’s river.

By Mr. Waldron of Dexter—Petition
of A. J. Knowles and 26 others of Dex-
ter in favor of the law to prevent prize
fights.

By Mr. Newbert of Augusta—Peti-
tion of Rev., C, G. Mosher and 21 others
for same; of Rev. B. P. Hope and 27
others for same.

By Mr. Stearns of Norway—Petition
of Rev, W. T. Boyd and 16 others of
Fast Hebron and vicinity for same.

By Mr, Tolman of Portland—Petition
of Hiram Knowlton and 32 others for
same.

By Mr. Colcord of Searsport—Re-
mounstrance of Rev., Harry Hill and 32
others of Searsport against prize fight-
ing.

By My, McKinney of Bridgton—Bill,
An Act to amend Section 13 of Chap-
ter 4 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to election of road commissioners.

By Mr., Merrill of Monmouth—Bill,
An Act to make valiid the acts of the
Lewiston, Greene and Monmouth
Telephone Company. ’

By Mr. Therriault of Fort Kent—
Bill, An Act creating the TFort Kent
Village Corporation.

By Mr. Hall of Caribou—Bill, An
Act to extend the charter of the Island
Iralls Water Company.

By Mr. Pike of Eastport—Bill,

An
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Act to extend the charter of the East-
port Street Railway.

By Mr. Leighton of Westbrook—
Bill, An Act creating the office of pro-
bation officer for the city of West-
breok.

By Mr. Stearns of Norway-—Bill, An
Act to amend Sections 4 and 5 of
Chapter 508 of the Private and Special
Laws of 1885, amending “An Aect to
establish a municipal court in the town
of Norway” and to establish a salary
for the judge of said court.

Appropriations and Financial Affairs.

By Mr. Leighton of Westbrook—Re-
solve for making historical sites in
Maine.

By Mr. Allen of Mt. Vernon—Peti-
tion of Alton J. Choate, M. D., and 16
others of Mt. Vernon in favor of Maine
Sanatorium Association.

By Mr. Hall of Caribou—Resolve in
favor of Dana L. Therriault for ex-
penses in contested election.

Education.

By Mr. Lord of Parsonsfield—Peti-
tion of A. Q. Mitchell and 16 others of
Newfield in favor of an appropriation
for the University of Maine.

By Mr. Chase of Waterboro—Re-
solve in favor of Limerick Academy.

Railroads and Expresses.

By Mr. Hill of Machias—Petition of
I. A. Johnson and 16 others of Roque
Bluffs for two-cent mileage on the
Washington County Railway.

By Mr. Therriault of Fort Kent—Pe-
tition of V. M. Therriault and 2 others
to incorporate the Northern Railway
of Maine.

By Mr. Johnson of Waterville—Bill,
An Act to authorize Somerset Railway
Company to issue additional stock.

Mercantile Affairs and Insurance.

By Mr, McKinney of Bridgton—Re-
monstrance of W. M. Staples and 21
others against any change in the pres-
ent fire insurance laws,

By Mr. Lord of Parsonsfield—Re-
monstrance of A. Q. Mitchell and 5
otherg of Newfield against same.

By Mr. Hall of Dover—Bill, An Act
to incorporate the Central Maine In-
surance Company.

Banks and Banking.

By Mr, Dyer of Buckfield—Bill, An
Act to incorporate the Paris Trust
Company. (Tabled for printing pend-
ing reference on motion of Mr. Stearns
of Norway).

By Mr. Weld of Old Town—Bill, An
Act to extend the charter of the Old
Town Trust Company.

Agriculture.

By Mr. McKinney of Bridgton—Pe-
tition of Chas. R. Dodge and 79 others
of Bridgton against any change in
taxation or control of dogs.

By Mr, Tarbox of Harrison—Peti-
tion of V. J. Jordan and 47 others of
Harrison agairst same; of Geo. L.
Hancock and 24 others of Harrison
against same.

By Mr. Allan of Dennysville—Bill,
An Act to assant to the purpose and
provisions of an act of the Congress
of the United States entitled, “An Act
to provide for an increased annual ap-
propriation for agricultural experiment
stations and regulating the expendi-
ture thereof.”

Interior Waters.

By Mr. Newbert of Augusta—DBill,
An Act to incorporate the Baker and
Spencer Brook Dam & Improvement
Company.

By Mr. Johnson of Waterville—Re-
solve in favor of a breakwater in
Moosehead Lake near Kineo.

By Mr. Donigan of Bingham—Bill,
An Act to provide for damages by
flowage.

Ways and Bridges.

By Mr. Hill of Machias—Petition
for the passage of a resolve in favor
of the inhabitants of the town of
Whitneyville by Cornelius  Sullivan

and 152 others; Resolve in favor of the
inhabitants of Whitneyville,

By Mr. Harriman of Bucksport—
Resolve in favor of the town of Bucks-
port to aid in the repair and rebuilding
of Verona bridge.

Fisheries and Game,

By Mr. Gleascn of Mexico—Petition of
®. G. Child of Peru for an act to pro-
hibit fishing in Spear Stream except on
Tuesday and Thursday of each week;
Rill, An Act to regulate fishing in
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Spear Stream and tributaries in the
county of Oxford.

By Mr. Decker of Weld—Petition of
Guy M. Hazeltine and 29 others, citi-
zens of Denmark and vicinity, praying
for the enactment of a law prohibiting
all tishing in Pleasant Pond in Den-
mark in Fryeburg for a period of five
years.

By Mr. Allen of Mount Vernon—Peti-
tion of B. F. Allen and 39 others of
Mcunt Vernon in favor of an act
amending Sec. 30 of Chapter 32 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended, relating
to license for buying and selling skins
of wild animals.

By Mr. Tarbox of Harrison—Petition
of Jesse P. Scribner and 71 others of
Harrison and Otisfield in favor of bill
relating to throwing waste into certain
streams.

By Mr. Decker of Weld—Petition of
W. N. Taylor and 25 others, residents of
Fortland and vicinity, praying for the
passage of a law to regulate the taking
of firearms upon the wild lands of the
Statz in close season; of G. M. Shaw
and 33 others of Cumberland county
for same.

By Mr, Lord of Parsonfield—Petition
¢f John H. Merrill and 16 others for
close time on the Fenderson Brook in
Parsonfield; of Frank W. Towne and
12 others of Parsonfield for same; Bill,

An Act to establish a close time for
fishing in the Fenderson Brook in
Parsonfield.

By Mr. Decker of Weld—Bill, An Act
to annul the lease or contract betiween
the Fish and Game Commissioners of
he State of Maine and the Lake Au-
burn Fish Protective Association.

By Mr. Charles of Mechanic Falls—
Eill, An Act to prohibit the throwing
of sawdust and other mill waste into
Bog Brook and tributaries in the coun-
ties of Oxford and Androscoggin.

Shore Fisheries.

By Mr. Baldwin of Boothbay Harbor
—Remonstrance of E. S. Marr and 352
cthers of Phippsburg and Georgetown
agaiunst private legislation affecting the
fisheries in Xennebec River and its
tributaries; of Wm. N. Beal and 59 oth-

ersg, citizens of Phippsburg and vieinity,
sgainst same.
Claims.

_ By Mr. Hibbard of Perry—Resolve
in faver of the town of Meddybemps.
Pensions,

By Mr. Preston of Cherryfield—Re-
solve in favor of Elmira H. Dunbar of
Cherryfield.

By Mr. Dyer of Buckfield—Resolve in
tavor of Daniel R. Palmer.

Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. Emerson of Stow—Remon-
stransce of H. C. Bacon and 12 others
of Woodstock against the removal of
the State Capital from Augusta.

By Mr. Hill of Machias—Remon-
sirance of G. W. H. Watts and 18 oth-
ers of Roque Bluffs against same.

By Mr. Allen of Columbia Falls—Re-
monstrance of V, H, Trask and 24 oth-
ers of Addison against same.

‘By Mr. Waldron of Dexter—Remon-
strance of H. W. Brackett and 45 oth-
esr of Newport against same.

By Mr. Gallagher of Waldoboro—
Remonstrance of C. W. Besse and 24
others of Jefferson against same; of M.
1. Johnson and 18 others of Jefferson
against same.

By Mr. Allen of Mt. Vernon—Remon-
strance of J. Frank Hammond and 16
others of Mt. Vernon against same.

2v Mr. Reyncelds of Winslow—Remon-
strance of D, P. Foster and 19 others
against same.

By Mr. Haskell of Deer Isle—Remon-
strance of Geo. W. Redman and 29
others against same.

Temperance,

By Mr. Hill of Machias—Remon-
strance of Murray E. Bridgham and 21
cthers of Whitneyville against resub-
mission.

By Mr. Merrill of Monmouth—Re-
nonstrance of R. G. Clough and 53
others of Monmouth against same.

Labor.

By Mr. Donigan of Bingham—Bill,
An Act limiting the number of hours
of labor for river and stream drivers
on the Kennebec river and streams
amendatory thereto.

Taxation.

By Mr. Loring of Pownal—Petition
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of G, W. Dayherty and 25 others of
Fownal for law exempting young live-
stock from taxation.

By Mr. Gallagher of Waldoboro—Pe-
tition of A. J. Bond and 24 others for
enactment of school mill tax bill.

By Mr. Hall of Caribou—Petition of
C. L. Taylor and 20 others of Albion
in favor of increasing school tax fund
by one mill.

By Mr. Dunton of Belfast—Bill, An
Act to amend Sec, 24 of Chap. 8 of
the Revised Statutes relating to tax-
ation of railroad companies.

By Mr. Newbhert of Augusta-—Resgolve
in favor of the City of Augusta.

Cumberland County Delegation.

Ry Mr, Scates of Westbrook—DBill, An
Act to amend Chap. 213 of the Private
and Special Laws of 1903 as amended
by Chap. 355 of the Private and Spe-
cial Laws of 1905, authorizing the
county commissioners of Cumberland
county to erect a county building in
Portland.

Somerset County Delegation.

By Mr. Folsom of Norridgewock—
Bill, An Act to amend Sec. 1 of Chap.
117 of the laws of 1905 relating to com-
pencation of the county commissioners
of Somerset county. (Tabled pending
reference on motion of Mr, Milliken of
Island Falls,

York County Delegation.

By Mr. Lord of Parsonfield—Bill, An
Act to amend Sec. 1 of Chap. 173 of the
Public Laws cf 1905 relating to com-
pensation of register of deeds, for the
county of York. (Tabled pending ref-
erence on motion of Mr. Milliken of
Island Falls.

Placed on File.

By Mr, Gleason of Mexico—Petition
of C. H. Bonney of Sumner and 33 oth-
ers in favor of the Denigan Bridge Bill.

By Mr. Donigan of Bingham—DPetition
of John H. Pollard and 11 others for
sane,

Reports of Committees.

Mr. Milliken from the committee on
interior waters reported ought not to
pass cn bill, An Act to establish a
bench or water mark in Sebago Lake.

Mr. McKinney moved that the bill be
substituted for the report, and pending

that motion that it lie on the table for
printing.

The motion was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. Leighton of West-
brook Thursday next was assigned for
1ts consideration.

Mr. Merriman from the committee on
appropriations and financial affairs, on
resolve in, favor of the town of
Stockton Springs, reported that the
same be referred to the committee on
claims.

Mr. Smith from the committee on the
judiciary reported in a new draft bill.
An Act to incorporate the Kezar Falls
Wwater Company, and that it ought to
pass.

Mr. Smith from the same committee
reported ouglit to pass on bill, An Act
to amend the charter of the Caratunk
Power Company.

The reports were accepted and the
bills ordered printed under joint ruless

Passed to Be Engrossed.

An Act relating to the ferry across
the Penobscot river, between the town
of Orono and the town of Bradley.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Maine Water and Electric Power Com-.
pany.

An Act to authorize the American
Thread Company to erect and main-
tain piers and booms in Sebec river.

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

An Act authorizing the TUmbagog
Paper Compuny to locate, erect and
maintain piers and booms in the Ken-
nebec river. :

An Act to authorize the State land
agent to sell Little Island in Mosquito
harbor in the town of St. George.

An Act to amend Section 23 of Chap-
ter 18 of the Revised Statutes, relat-
ing to the State laboratory cof hygiene,

An Act to umend Chapter 158, of the
Private and Special Laws of 1903, in-
corporating the Brunswick and Tops-
ham Water District.

An Act to authorize John H. Walker
to extend ard maintain a wharf in
Squa Pan Lake,

An Act to set off part of the town
of Bancroft and annex the same to the
town of Weston.

An Act to enable the Sebago Lake,
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Songo river and Bay of Naples Steam-
boat Company, to construct and main-
tain a wharf at the west shore of Se-
bago lake, in the town of Sebago, in
the county of Cumberland.

An Act authorizing and empowering
the Aroostook Lumber Company to
erect and maintain piers and booms
and store lumber in the Presque Isle
stream.

An Act to incorporate the Lincoln-
ville Water Power Company.

An Act to incorporate the Carrabas-
sett Dam Company.

Resolve in favor: of Lee Normal
Academy.

Resolve in favor of the town of
Bowdoinham.

Resolve in aid of navigation of

Lewey, Long and Big lakes.

Resolve in favor of roads in the In-
dian townships, Washington county.

Resolve in favor of the Maine State
library. (Tabled pending passage to
be engrossed on motion of Mr. Scates
of Westbrook.)

Resolve authorizing the land agent
to release the interest of the State in
the islets called “The Nub” in Bluehill
in Hancock county.

Resolve in favor of Maine Children’s
Home Society, Augusta.

Resolve in favor of the Bangor Chil-
dren’s Home.

Resolve in favor of the Augusta City
hospital.

Resolve relating to the documentary
history of Maine.

Resolve in favor of The Webber Hos-
pital Association.

An Act to amend Chapter 31 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1905, en-
titled “An Act to authorize the Houl-
ton Water Co. to generate, sell and
distribute electricity.”

An Act to amend Chapter 145 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1887 en-
titled “An Act to provide sewerage in
the town of Houlton.”

An Act to repeal Chapter 6 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1891, en-
titled “An Act additional to and
amendatory of An Act granting a new
charter to Bates College.

Resolve in favor of a bridge on the
St. John river at Van Buren,

An Act to amend Chapter 227 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1880, en-
titled “An Act to supply the people of
Houlton with pure water,” as amended
by Chapter 497 of the Private and Spe-
cial Laws of 1889, and as amended by
Chapter 148 of the Private and Special
Laws of 1903, and as amended by
Chapter 3 of the Private and Special
Laws of 1905.

ORDERS OF THE DAY.

The Donigan Bridge Bill.

On motion of Mr, Weld of Old Town,
Bill relating to maintenance of bridges
by the State, was taken from the
table,

Mr. WELD: Mr. Speaker, in taking
this bill from the table I do so with
the conviction that no more important
measure to the interests of the citizens
of our State has been or will be pre-
sented to this session of our Legisla-
ture.

My object in tabling the bill was
simply to give ample time and notice
to all members of the Legislature that

‘tne measure might be fully understood

and to give it a free and impartial dis-
cussion. Permit me to state at the out-
set that this bill comes before you
from the committee by unanimous re-
port that it ‘“‘ought to pass,” and I am
informed that, although this subject of
bridges has been widely discussed and
heralded throughout our State by the
press, not one single individual of our
State has appeared before the commit-
tee to protest against it.

The committee has worked earnestly
and faithiully upon this matter and I
congratulate each and every member
upon the result of their labor and this
unanimous report,

Althcugh representing a municipality
having a large number of bridges to
supprort, T have no selfish interests or
motives in supporting this bill, and
were the measure as a whole inimical
or dangerous to the State or our citi-
zens at large I would cast my vote and
raise my voice in opposition to its pas-
sage just as earnestly as I now advo-
cate its passage.

I am deeply interested in this meas-
ure, not because of my censtituency,
but because it is, I believe, legislation
along the right line. Legislation which
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removes the burden from our already
overtaxed cities and towns and their
residents and places it ‘where in all jus-
tice and equity, as it will be my en-
deavor to show you, it rightfully be-
longs. Legislation which is along the
same lines with State appropriation for
insane hospitals, paupers and the many
similar objects, matters and things, in-
cluding and not for a moment forget-
ting, as I shall have cccasion to again
refer to the subject, the wise and bene-
ficient provisions made for State roads.

If T was going to offer any material
amendment to the bill, it would be in
substance like this, to substitute for the
word “forty” the word “ten’ so that
the measure shall include all bridges in
the State ten feet or more in length,
This may seem to some like radical leg-
islaticn, but if I cannot convince you
that we can just as well, just as easily,
just as economically take care of all
bridges from ten feet in length and up-
wards as we can bkridges forty feet and
upwards in length then, it were use-
less to make any argument whatever
upon this matter.

At the cost of considerable time and
labor, to myself, although most cheer-
fully rendered, I have prepared certain
tables of facts and figures, the sub-
stance of which I desire to place be-
fore vou at this time that we all may
act and vote intelligently upon this
measure.

I assume that every member of this
body has read this bill and is fully as
well acquainted with its provisions as
am 1.

First, you will observe that, unilike
other measures that have been présent-
ed to the Legislature in previous ses-
sious, the State is not required to ap-
propriate one dollar for the purchase of
bridges now supported by our cities
and towns. Tt is sufficient for my pur-
pose to state that the fee in these
bridges passes to the State, in consid-
eration of the assumption by the State
of all future repairs and construction of
brides.

I firmly believe that the bridges con-
stituting as they do a large and import-
ant part of the highways of our State
sheould be the property of and support-
ed by the State.

having bridges to support, have borne
the hurden long enough. No more
should our cities and towns be re-
quired unaided to construct modern and
expensive bridges for the convenience
of the general public and to meet the
ever increasing demands of our time
and rapidly developing civilization.

This is the age of electric lights, tel-
ephone, wireless telegraphy and the au-
tomobile, The vehicles of today that
are seen upon cur public highways
weigh tons where a few years ago
pounds or at the outside a few hun-
dred pounds was the limit in weight.
Steel bridges are being thrown across
our large rivers here and there
throughout our State.

Better and stronger bridges are: re-
quired to support the burdens put upon
them, and to meet the demands of the
times, among which might be noted the
ever increasing thousands who annu-
ally visit our State in search of health
cr nleasure.

Another feature of the bill is that it
porvides an adequate and systematic
bridge inspection, which in itself fur-
nishes an additional safeguard to the
prublic.

The main features of the bill, it seems
to me, and the ones likely to provoke
the most discussion, are those relating
to the cost to the State and direct tax-
ation by the State to raise the amount
necessary to meet it.

During the session of 1903 the Legis-
lature directed the State assessors to
collect “‘information in regard to the
large bridges within the State.”” The
assessors made a very comprehensive
report to the Legislature of 1905, and
using this report as a basis and the
annual reports of the State assessors,
I have prepared several tables of statis-
tics to fortify, if need be, the argument
which I am making in behalf of this
nieasure,

(Tabhle A will be found on page 277.)

In one table I have arranged by
counties the number of bridges, ap-
propriations for bridges and appropria-
tions for highways and bridges.

The total number of bridges in the
state, fifty feet or more in length at the

The cities and townstime this report was made, 1905, was
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BRIDGE STATISTICS.
TAB LE A.
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Androscoggin .47 $22,400 $11,500 $33.900 $4,780 $96,850 05
Aroostcok . 52,375 35,87 88,245 17,649 90,087 .19-6-10
Cumberland 55,693 4,550 60,243 12,048+ 229,119 .05 2-10
Franklin ...... 13,380 2,862 16,242 5,228 10,425 13
Hancock 9.100 9,397 15,497 2.699- 5541 .04 9-10
Kennebece 13,653 33.100 46,753 49,3504 107,820 .08 7-10
Knox ...... 15,760 450 16,150 3.230 46,385 .07
T.incoln 3,250 1,000 4,260 8§50 29,850 .02 9-10
Oxford 12,350 56.100 68,450 13,690 67,975 .20
Penchscot 61,922 8.082 70,904 14.180 124,294 11 4-10
Piscataquis 7,800 14515 22.315 4,463 28.100 .15 8-10
Sagadahoc 4,450 — 4,450 K90 39,325 .02 3-10
Scmerset 15,088 32,075 47.162 04324 73,448 12 819
Walde ....... 5,050 1.050 5,100 1.220 50,125 .02 4-10
Washington 18,828 9,612 28,340 5,668 42,047 .13 5-10
York ...l 22,050 18,159 40.200 S,040 103,428 .07 8-19
Totals ........... 782 $333,089 $239,113 562,202 114,417 $1,244.316 1.52 3-10

Average number of bridges per county about 49. Average
county per year for five years prior to 1904,
and bridges for 1904, $144,077. Average per cent.

.09 5-10.

appropriations per
$7151+. Appropriations for highways
of appropriations. per county.

Average cost per county for year 1904 for repairs and new bridges based

upon appropriations for that yvear and average per cent. for five preceding years

would be $7388.13.

an average per county of 49. The ag-
gregate appropriations for five years
prior to 1904 was, for repairs of bridges
$333,089, for new bridges $239,113, a total
for the five years of $562,202, or an aver-
age annual appropriation of $114,417.
The total aggregate appropriations for
highways and bridges for the year 1904
was $1,244,316. Taking this total and
the average appropriation for bridges
for the five preceding years we can ob-
tain an approximately correct percent-
age of the annual appropriations which
were used for bridges in 1904, And the
same would be true for any other year.

We find that the average per cent. of
the total appropriations for 1904, which
was raised for bridges would be 9-2-10.
The total appropriations for highways
and bridges for 1904 was $114,477 and
the average per county would be $7,154.
Note that, these figures include all
Lridges of all lengths and descriptions

that are now supported by our cities,
towns and plantations. The cost for all
bridges forty or more feet in length
would be much less than §$7,154.

(Table B and C will be found on page
278.)

I have other interesting figures,
showing entire State valuations for 1904
arranged by counties, with the total
number of polls and last population.
With these figures I expect to be able
to convince vou that the State can
easily take care of these bridges with-
out materially increasing the burden of
taxation for any municipality and can
as casily take care of all bridges as of
thiose forty -or more feet in length.

A State tax of 1-2 mill would give
on the valuation of 1904, $168,321. The
total  estimated appropriation for

bridges for 1904, as already given was
$114,477.

The State tax of 14 mill would give
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Counties.

Androscoggin  ........ 54,242
Arocstook ... o 60,744
Cumberland . 100,869
Franklin 18,444
Hancock 37,241
Kennebec 59,117
Knox ,406
Lincoln 19,699
Oxford 32,238
Penobscot 76,246
Piscataquis 16,949
Sagadahoc 20,330
Somerset . 33,848
Waldo ....... 24,183
Washington . 45,232
York ..ooooiiiiiiiiaeean 64,885
Totals ............... 694,466

TABLE B.

Polls paying
State tax 1904,

188,915

tates for 1904 exclus-
ive of wild lands, ete.

Total taxable es-

11,028,473
14,295,398

9,746,039
12,066,324
32,401,307

$336,643,050

Wild lands. and timber
and grass on public
lands as per valua-

tion of 1904,

2,312,245

erty as per assessors’

Total taxahle prop-
return for 1904,

$29,251,930
23,598,602
78,581,444
10,320,576
18,157,112
31,536,707
14,774,758
7,518,204
16,177,430

19,978.376

9,746,039
13.687,471
32,401,307

$29,870,964

Assessors’ report for 1906 gives corresponding figures as follows:
173,611, $37,559,379, $394,732,990; an increase in taxable estates of $20,530,561 and an din-
crease in wild lands, ete., valuations of $7,685,415. Estimated acreage of wild lands

of Maine, $9,000,000.
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us on the valuation of the State as-
sessors fur 1904, not dincluding: wild
lands, ete., a total of $84,161, by extend-
ing the assessment so as to include
the nearly $30,000,000 of wild lands and
according lto assessors’ valuation of
1904 would give us an additional $7465.
making a total State tax of $31,626. This
amount would, in all probability, take
care of the State bridges 40 feet ov
more in length., The assessors’ report
for 1906 shows the net increase in val-
uation of estates in cities, towns, ete.,
£20.530,561 and the same report shows
an increasc in the valuation of wilj
Iands of $7,688,415. 'This increase at the
same rate of taxation, would give us
an additional $7054, making a total. at
the rate of 33 mill on the last valuan-
tion of $98.680. By a slight increase on
the rate proposed or say the rate of 14
mill per vear, would, 1 feel certain, take
care of all bridges in the State 10 feet
or more in length. If this could be
mide to cover a period of years the re-
sults would be far better in my opinion
than to cover one or more yvears to a
time, but whether it costs 1, 14 or 1
mill it will not in the enda cost the State
one cent more than it does today. {t is
estimated that the cost to the State to
support bridges would be $150,000. 1
have shown you by figures quoted, as
near as figures can be made to show,
what the probable expense would be.
The taking over by the State of these
hridges does not increase taxation. but,
on the other hand it tends to lighten
the burden of the taxation of the aver-
age citizen of our State. It equaliz
the burden of taxation, furthermorc it
places some of the burden upon wild
lands, which at the present time do not
bhear one cent of the expense of the
maintenance of our bridges.

1 believe in the equalization of taxa-

tion. This measure if enacted will be
one step and a long step toward the
equalization of taxation and in the

right direction. Our large cities shouid
not object because the construction of
hridges in large places Is naturally
more expensive than in rural districts,
and hence an excess in  taxation s
equalized by better construction, neith-
er should the small town objert hecausn
the entire Lhurden is spread throughout
the State according to valuation ond

paopualation, and the burden upon the
smaller places, if anything, wold be
lighter, even, than at the present time.
Most of our bridges, certainly the
greater majority of the larger bridges.
are a part of the public highways and
are of a public nature and character
to such an extent that the present sys-
tem constitutes one of the most unjust
forms of taxation, of which it is possi-
bie to conceive. We are asked to do
something for good roads, to enact
legislation which will give us better
highways. Certainly the nridges in our
State constitute 2 large part of our
highways and it seems to me unwise
to expen<d large sume of money on the
extension of State roads on either end
0of a poor bridge. The arcn of masonry
is typical of the perfect form of con-
struction and the key stone 1s the most
important part in the arch. The key
stone of goeod roads is good hridges.
The key stone for the problem of equal-
ization of taxes is this measure which
is now presented for your considera-
tion, and in closing I want to say this,
that 1 feel it is wrong to appropriate
anyvthing more for good roads until the
hridges of the State have been taken
care of.

Counties where wild lands and timber
and grass on public lands are located.

Tax at

rate of 14

* of mill on

Valuation valuation

) i for 1204. of 1904.
Counties.

Aroostook 1918

Franklin 578

Hancock 221

Oxford 485

Penobscot . 601

Piscataquis . 1,834

Somerset ...... . 1,420

Washington ........ 1,631,147 108

Totals ........... $29,870,964 7,465

T move an amendment to the bill by
adding ancther section.

“Section 14. To carry out the provis-
ions of this bill, a fractional part of a
mill shall be assessed upon the total val-
uation of the property of the State, not
to exceed one-half a mill in any one year.

“Section 15. This act shall take effect
when approved.”

Mr. TOLMAN of Portland—-Mr. Speak-
er, T object to the consideration of this
bill today; and 1 do not think this Fouse
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is prepared to act on it. There is an or-
der in here for the commissioner of high-
ways 1o report information on these
bridges, and until that report is made I
ophject to the consideration of this bill.

Mr. DAVIES cf Yarmouth—Mr Speaker,
this is a matter cf serious import. I am
surprised that a bill so far-reaching in its
effects and weighted with such perma-
nent interests sheould have received only
a passing glace from some sections of
this State. My purpose is to counsel ma-
ture deliberation. If the provisions of the
bill are desirable and just, it will not be
wanting my endorsement. My mind,
however, does not resist the impression
that the hill is crudely worked out and
fll-considered. Witness—the second word
in section one, “selectmen.”’ Does it not
appeal to the membhers of the Flouse that
the words “municipal officers” would
have been better in that place? Now in
line five we find the word ‘‘approaches.”
It is naturally suggested in one's mind.
what are approaches? Does it mean that
part which is to be found between the
abutments? If not, what does it mean?
On page two, beginning with line 21, we
find: “All such bridges shall after the
first day of July, 1907, be the property of
the State of Maine, in consideration of
said State maintaining and repairing th>
same, and shall thereafterwards be
known as State bridges.”” Is that per-
fectly fair? I think it is always just to
consider a matter of a aity or of a coun-
ty or of a town as we would consider a
matter perlaining to an individual. Al
of wvou know of towns which hava
bridges that have been built by that
town or municipality, and the matter of
repairs and maintaining those bridges
would be extremely insignificant. Do you
think it is perfectly right and proper that
those bridges should be surrendered to the
State of Maine on the consideration and
for the consideration only that the State
of Maine shall maintain them and keep
them in repair?

The next item that suggests itself to my
mind is the item of expense. How much
is it to cest? 'The gentleman’s amend-
ment provides that it shall not exceed in
any single year more than one-half «
mill. Tt seems to me that that is an enor-
mous expense. It is something we should
consider ‘with extreme care. Further, is
it not true that in a great many places
where at the present time there are fer-

ries, bridges would be asked for? Is it
not true that the matter of political in-
fiuence in a question of this kind is to be
considered? I am itold that the city of
Portland pays about one-seventh of the
amount of the tax of the State of Maine.
Do you think it is perfecily right and
proper that the city of Portland should
be taxed ocone-seventh of the amount
which would@ be necessary for the bullding
of bridges in a county like Franklin, for
instance, where they have a great many
streamis and a great many bridges? And
in the event of a flood do you think that
the city of Portland, for instance, should
bear that part of the burden which
would fall to her under this bill? Now I
would like to ask the gentleman from
0O'd Town if he has consulted with thea
highway commissioner in regard to this
bill, and is the commissioner in favor of
it as drawn?

Mr. WELD—I don’t think he has any
ohjection.

Mr. DAVIES—Did he forecast at all
what it would cost? T ask the gentleman
from Old Town 2t the gentleman from
Bingham.

Mr. DONIGAN of Bingham—He could
not tell exactly. He gave an idea of it.

Mr., DAVIES—Now another thing that
it seems to me should be embodied hera
is the matter of a veto power on the part
of the highway commissioner. Under this
bill the office of the highway commis-
sinner becomes a most important one;
and it seems to me, in an office of that
kind which is to have so wide a scope.
and so many things are to come under
his jurisdiction, that it would be per-
fectly proper to lodge in that individual
some veto power,

Now providing the State is paying a
certain amount, as here indicated in the
bill, for the matter of bridges or for the
matter of expense, and the town is to
pay first and is to he recompensed by the
State, suppose a case where there hap-
pened to be some Jdifficulty over the
amount paid, and the State refused to
do so. What then? Also this point oceurs
to me, that in negligence cases which ar2
brought against the town for the purpose
of recovering certain amounts of money
for damages or for injury, does it not
occur to you that the towns might be
more liberal in dealing with its inhabi-
tants and mpersons who are well known
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there, than they would in dealing with
strangers?

My purpose was not to discuss the biil
particularly this morning; it was for the
purpose of endorsing the motion of the
gentleman from Portland,

The SPEAKER—The Chair will state
that the Chair did not understand the
gentleman from Portland (Mr. Tolman)
to make any motion. He caid he objected
to the consideraticn of the matter at this
time.

Mr. TOLMAN—I introduced an order
vesterday calling on the commissioner of
highwavs for a report on bridges of 40
feet and upwards. Now I ask that this
bili be laid on the table until .we can get
that report from. the couwmissiorer. I
don’t helieve that the people want to act
in the dark; I don’t believe this House
wants to act until they get that infor-
mation.

Mr. THOMAS of Howland—Mr.
Speaker and Fellow Representatives:

I am sure that any attempt at ora-
tory on my part would utterly fail. a
tact you will soon find out, but Mr.
Speaker, I could not sit here in this
House and listen to the opposition of-
fered by the opposers of this measure
without a voice in its favor, It seems
to me, gentlemen, that no bill that has
been offered in this House carries with
it the benevolent aid and justice to
poor towns in this State as does this
general bridge bill, and I am surprised
at the apparent selfish opposition that
is manifested by some of the gentle-
men from the richer towns and cities,
and I ask you, gentlemen, if the poor
farming towns outside yvour cities have
not directly or indirectly by the trade
you are constantly receiving from
them helped to build up your cities and
helped in the prosperity which you
now enjoy. If this is not so, gentle-
men. you are under no obligation to
help them, but, gentlemen, do you wish
to live wholly within yourselves and
could you continue to do so providing
that all these farming towns were
stricken off the map? 1 say no, for I
believe one is essential to the other.
It may be a fact that you are amply
able to take care of your own bridges,
but do you not often use ours, who
are less able to keep them in repair?

281
1 speak of this, gentlemen, showing
the selfishness there is in the opposi-
tion to this bill. We do not oppose
you when yvou come year after year
asking for appropriations for the many
ingtitutions  clustered around your
cities, We are only too glad to help
vou for 1 believe this to be right, but
I don't think it right for you to oppose
a measure which is of so much im-
portance as is this one to so many
towns in the State, There are a great
many men through the State of Maine,
and many of them are within the hear-
ing of my voice, that are continually
crying out against the wild land owner
because he doesn’t pay taxes in propor-
tion to other property owners, and all
the time asking what can be done to
reach him. Do you expect to reach
him by reducing yvour State tax which
is all the tax he has to pay? I say no,
let the State tax be a little higher and
let the State have more money to work
with and give them more to do, and I
assure you that the money could not
be expended in a more satisfactory
manner than by repairing our bridges,
thus relieving the burdened towns who
have to raise so much money for the
building and repairing of their bridges
and thus leaving them the more for

the building and repairing of their
highways, which you will all agree
with me are in a sad condition

throughout the State, and especially
in the towns where there are as many
bridges as there are in the town of
‘Howland. 7This town rajses $1200 a
vear and expends $525 a vear on its
bridges alone, over 43 per cent. of the
amount raised for its roads and
bridges. Do you think this bill would
not help-us? 1 think so.

Why, gentlemen, this bridge bill, to
my view, Is the very kev to better
roads throughout the State of aMine.
Why, I have heard it repeatedly said
by those people that if the State
would maintain our bridges, we would
raise the same amount of money as
we do now for roads and bridges, and
use it on our roads, and in this way
soon have good roads. T know this
would be the result in all the 11 towns
which I represent, and gentlemen, I



ro
b
[

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE FEBRUARY 19.

plead with you to not try to turn down
one of the most considerate and bene-
ficial measures that was ever brought
before any Legislature in this State
of Maine, unselfish in its motive and
only aiming at the best interests of
our State at large. Weigh well its
motives and let us all work unselfish~
ly as one man for the best interests of
our S'tate at large, We are here in a
common cause, and let us do away
with party lines and work honestly
and unselfishly for the best interests
of our State, so that when we go home
to our counstituents they can say of
us “well done, thou good and faithful
servant.”

Mr. FLAHERTY of Portland—Mr.
Speaker, T wish to say that it dies not
nezessarily follow that, by considering
this bill a little longer, we are opposed
to it. This matter is of vital importance
to every large city as well as every plan-
tation in this State, and I think it ‘will be
well for the members to get @ little more
light on the subject. I agree with the
gentleman from Portland (Mr. Tolman) in
hig motion and I trist that the members
will give us a chance to look further into
the matter and to get this report from
the highway commissionar. It does not
necessarily follow that we are opposed to
this bill at all but w3 would like a fur-
ther time for its consideration.

Mr. DUNTON of Belfast-—-Mr Sveaker,
I would ask if the question now hefore
the House is not on the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Island Falls
to the order introduced by the gentleman
from Portland (Mr. Tolman)?

The SPEAKER—Ths question before
the House is on the motion of the gen.
tleman from Portland (Mr. Tolman) to
lay on the table the original bill together
with the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Old Town,

The question being put, a division was
had, and the motion was lost by a vote
of 44 to 66. (Applause).

The guestion then being on the adop-
tion of the amendment offered hy the
gentleman from Old Town.

Mr. TOLMAN of Portland: Mr. Speak-
er, T hold in my hand a copy of the rules
of this House, and T claim that the pro-
ceeding is entirely out of order. I call
your attention to rule 27:

“The unfinished business in which the

House was engaged at the time of the

last adjournment shall have preference in

the order of the day and shall continue to
be among the orders of the day for eack
succeeding day until disposed of and no
motion or cther business shall be receiv-
ed, without special leave of the House,
until the former is disposed of.”

Mr. WEEKS of Fairfield—Mr. Speaker,
upan this point of order I desire to make
one or two observations. The House pro-
ceeded to the consideration of this bill
upon the motion of the gentleman from
0ld Town, and not cne word of objec-
tion was raised thereto. Now, I submit
if, under the circumstazces, we did not
proceed to the consideration of that bill
by unanimous consant; and I suggest to
the Chair and to the House that we may
proceed now properly elther to conclude
this business or dispose of it in some oth-
er way.

Mr. MONTGOMERY uof Camden—Mr.
Speaker, T hardly think the gentleman’s
position is correct. It could not have
been by unanimous consent because thera
are members who have come in sirce this
proceeding began; they could not have
been here at the commencement of it.
Nothing can be hy unanimous consent
except it so appears of record. It must
appear of record in order to be by unani-
mous consent. This is a body whera
things are recorded, and we proceed by
the records of 'what we do, consequently
it was not by consent: and when we are
out of order, as I understand it, at any
stage of the game, it Is time to get in
order; and the position of the genileman

. from Portland must be correct.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will say

that he will rule—

Mr. DONIGAN of Bingham: Just
one word. There are over 70 bills be-
fore the committee on ways and bridges
that have been waiting for a number of
weeks for the disposition of this bill,
and it seems to me that after delib-
eration here for two weeks we ought
to take some action. The gentleman
from Portland asked me at the time
when this was laid on the table by the
gentleman from 0Old Town if we could
lay it on the table over Sunday, from
Friday until Tuesday. And I want to
say that they asked us for another
continuance, and we continued it again.
We have no disposition to railroad
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this bill through, but I want to say,
with these 70 bills asking for appro-
priations for bridges and rvoads, we
ought to dispose of this bill immediate-
ly; but I leave it to the members of
the House.

Mr. TOLMAN: The gentleman from
Bingham has asked me for a continu-
ance in regard to this bill; he has
asked me and the gentleman from 0Ol4
Town has asked me to let it lie on the
table. I tried to get from them an
assigrment of some day for this bill,
and I have failed as yet to do so.

Mr. WELD: 1 take exceptions to
those statements. (Applause) The
gentleman from Portlang (Mr. Tolman)
on Friday asked me when 1 would
bring this up. I said on Tuesday or
Wednesday following the laying of it
on the table. 1 further continued it at
his request, not mine.

Mr. DONIGAN: T acquicsce in the
statement made by the gentleman from
Old Town., He also asked me to let it
lie on the table; and we daelayed it day

after day until this time, over two
weeks.
The SPEAKER: The Chair will

rule that unanimous consent means the
unanimous consent of those who are
present at the time the matter is tak-
en up. (Applause) And the Chair will
rule further that the matter under con-
stderation is the amendment offered b
the gentleman from Old Town.

The question ‘being on the adoption
of the amendment,

The amendment was adopted.

The question then being on the first
reading of the bill,

Mr. GOODWIN of Sanford: Mr.
Speaker, T am somewhat surprised and
o good deal aisappointed at the tem-
per of this Legislature that they should
attempt to railroad any bill through
the House without any knowledge of
its effect. Why, sir, there isn’t a person
in existence who can come within one,
two or three hundred thousand dollars
of the amount which will be called for
to he appropriated if this bill should be-
come a law, There is no attempt to es-
timate the number of new bridges
which will be called for. It is not for
the large cities of this State that I
plead. it is for the little towns, little
rocky road towns where they jump and

jolt over the rough roads to get to these
thoroughfares; and I submit that this
State will he more prosperous if we
would fix the country roads where our
common folks live than to fix the
bridges in the thoroughfares. As I trav-
el over main road and cross road, for
one I prefer to have a decent road and
be jostled over a bridge than to be jos-
tled for miles over the rough roads and
then go over a sand-papered and plan-
ed-down bridge. The county commis-
sioners are the tribunal which you face,
whether we shall make a bridge across
the Kennebec or thc Androscoggin or
the Penobscot. It is true that you refer
it to the commissioner of highways, but
where shall he get his information as
to whether that bridge is a necessity or
not? It is from the county commis-
sioners, I submit, of that particular
county; the people who are directly in-
terested in that particular bridge are
the ones where you get vour inforrna-
tion. Who would dare or would have
the inclination to say that he would not
bhuild a bridge in KXennebec if the
county of York paid the bills, or vica
versa? You know, gentlemen, as well
as I know that there would be no end
to the expenses which would be placed
upon the bridge commission. In this
amendment you can see the spirit of
the bill. 'This is the third bill practi-
cally which has been produced here.
Did you ever think that two vyears
herice how easy it might be to repeal
the amendment whereby half a mill
only could bhe assessed? Did you ever
hear, gentlemen, of anything being
passed by the Legislature of this State
when in future years you have it sad-
dled upen vou and you cannot get
from under it? In common fairness I
submit that we are wrong in passing
thig bhill or any other bill which carries
an appropriation of a large or small
amount unless we are in some respects
cognizant of what it will cost us. I sub-
mit for that reason and for that reason
alone that this bill should be indefi-
nitely postponed instead of passing this
House at the present time. It is admit-
ted by the members on this floor that
it will take three or four months even
for the trained commissioner of high-
ways to ascertain in any degree what
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appropriation this bill would call for for
the repairs and maintenance of bridges
other than the number of new bridges
which it must be necessary for us to
build under this bill.

Mr. BLANCHARD of Auburn: Mr.
Speaker, I am surprised at this time at
the discussion which is going on in re-
gard to this question., The date of the
introduction of this bill was January
18th. I submit to you as being compe-
tent men to judge that we have had
ample time to discuss the important
provigions of this measure. If it were
necessary for us to rely on any report
of the commissioner of highways, why
did we not earlier in the game propose
such a measure? I submit that this is
merely a form, in a stealthy manner if
you please, of delaying action and for
virtually postponing for this session
any action upon this bill.

It was my pleasure to serve as one
of the members of the committees to
which this important measure was re-
ferred. During the time that this bill
was in the hands of the committee, so
far as is known to me, no opposition
was made. Our committee have report-
ed it: and considering the great number
of bills that are row under considera-
tion by the committee I believe it is un-
fair and unjust to defer action longer
upon this measure, whether you are for
or against it. I ask only that you act
upon it at this time on the ground that
you have had ample opportunity for its
consideration.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will say
that there is a rule of this House which
says that no member shall speak more
than iwice upon a matter. We have
been quite lax in regard to the rule.
Without unanimcus consent of the
House a member cannot speak but
twice.

Mr. GOODWIN—I would ask the
gentleman from Auburn (Mr. Blaneh-
ard) if he can give us any information
in regard to the number of bridges
over 40 feet in length, the number of
toll’ bridges affected by this act and
the cost to the State, and the number
of ferries in operation at the present
time.

Mr.
data.

BLANCHARD—I haven't the

Mr., TOLMAN—MTr.
unanimous consent
House.

Objection was made by Mr. Donigan,

Mr. MURPHY of Portland—Mr.
Speaker, I do not believe that we are
sufficiently well informed on the
bridge proposition, at least in Port-
land. We have a peculiar condition of
affairs in Portland; and in talking with
the different members here I find a
difference of opinion even among those
who advocate the bill. For instance,
we have one bridge there under process
of construction which will not be fin-
ished for a few years which will cost
us §$400,000 or $500,000. What I would
like to know is, if that bridge will be
included in the provisions of this bill?
This bill sayg that all bridges shall be
taken July 1, 1907. Now, some of the
gentlemen informed me that this
bridge, partially completed, would be
included in this bill. The newspapers
of Portland, one in particular which
always knows just what is right, says
it will not be included. Every bridge
down there running from Portland to
the adjoining towns is a draw bridge
and has two tenders. We want to
know who is going to pay the salaries
of the tenders. I believe the promoters
of the bill say that the State would
pay the bills.

We have another bridge
Martin’s Point bridge.
congsider it. It is also a draw bridge,
something like 2000 feet long, which
will have to be rebuilt pretty soon. I
want to say also that we do not want
any outside help. We are perfectly
willing to take care of all bridges built
in Portland, but if this bill is going to
become a law wer want it understood
just what it means. We have another
bridge, an overhead bridge, which
some gentlemen tell us is not a bridge,
that it is a crossing; but a pamphlet
published by some department of this
State says that it is a bridge and it is
catalogued as such, and that is the
Clark street overhead bridge. Now, if
the gentlemen who advocate this bill
will make this matter plain to us we
will perhaps be satisfied with it. I no-
tice the gentleman says that each coun-
ty would pay about $7000, but accord-

I ask
the

Speaker,
to address

there, the
I want you to
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ing to his own figures the county of
Curaberland will pay about $50,000.
(Gentlemen, what we want is informa-
tion in regard to this. If you arce
thoroughly satisfied that this bill is all
right, let it go.

My. SMITH of Patten: Mr. Speaker,
T had not intended at this time to of-
fer any observations upon this Dbill.
But one thing strikes me very forcibly
as I have been listening to the views
of the people throughout the State. For
the last few months in every country
store, in cvery blacksmith shop, by ev-
ery fireside, has been discussed the
(uestion of the equalization of taxa-
tion. It is the opinion today, I be-
lieve, of the vdst majority of the peo-
ple of this State that you can best
equalize taxation not by constitutional
amendments hut by taking some of the
burdens from the municipalities and
placing them upon the State where
they belong—not the municipal burden
of building water works which are
solely  for Jocal wuse, not for the
purpose of building city halls, not for tha
purpose of building town houses, but for
those purposes which all the people of
the State are interested im in commorn.
Every bridge in the State of Maine,
whether it cresses an arm of the sea in
York, whether it crosses the Androscog-
gin at Lewiston or the Kennebec at Au-
gusta or any other point from its scurce
to its mouth

Mr. MONTGOMERY—Mr. Speaker, I
rise to ask a question. I understood the
Chair to say that, this bill not having
had its first reading, discussion of it is
not in order. I suggest that the gentle-
man is out of order.

The SPEAKER-—-The Chair will rule
that the gentleman from Fatten (Mr.
Smit) is in order. (Applause).

Mr. SMITH—As 1 observed, every

bridge whether it crosses those broad
highways to the sea or the smaller
streams throughout the State, is a public
highway over which all of the people of
the State travel. Why should not all the
people of the State support them? What
reasons can be given for not doing it?
My friends from Portland complain that
Portland will be asgsessed probably an ad-
ditional tax. If that Is true, then it fol-
lows that they have not heretofore been
bearing their equal share of the publio

burdens, because that is a public burden;
and 'If the country bridges under the new
order of things for all the people of the
State add more to their burdens, it fol-
lows that my friends from Port-
land or my friends from Bangor
or my friends from anywhera
else from whence complaints come
have not heretofore borne their just
share of the burdern. There has not
been on these subjects of public utility
an equalization of taxation. That is
what is the trouble now. We are up
against that proposition, with the
voice of the people calling for equali-
zation of taxation. Are the members
of this House and of this Legislature
going to turn down the first proposi-
tion which comes before them that has
a tendency in that direction? 1 do not
believe it.

It is said that they have not had
time. Do they ever intend to take
time? This bill in its original form
was introduced on the 18th of January.
They have had more time behind them
in which to inquire into the expediency
of it than they have before them, If
they could not inguire into it from the
18th of January to the present time,
they won’t have time to inquire into it
from this moment up to the time of
adjournment. Is it true that nobody
has given this bill any consideration?
Every Granger in the State has given
it consideration. Every member of
this House ought to have given it con-
sideration. I am speaking now of the
principle. As for the bill itself it must
have been formulated with great care
because gentlemen interested in it have
made it a study. It was heard before
a competent committee. My friend
who has just spoken upon the bill (Mr.
Weld of Old Town) has prepared
elaborate statistics. The same oppor-
tunity was open to any member on the
floor of this House; and I say now,
while I want to do all justice to my
friends who have spoken in opposition,
that if they had seriously intended to
look into this matter they would have
done it before. Many of these motions
are motions for delay; and I suggest
that the time has now come when we
should say to the people of this State
that we are going to listen to the voice
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of the people and sustain propositions

for the equalizaticn of taxation. (Ap-
plause.)
Mr. CHARLES of Mechanic Falls:

Mr. Speaker, as the time has nearly ar-
rived for our committee work I move
that we now adjourn.

The motion was lost.

Mr. NEWBERT of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, I have no intention of adding
much to this discussion. I do feel that
this House at this time is entirely com-
retent to act upon this question. It has
been before us long enough. Our ses-
sion is two-thirds on its way. It is one
of the great measures which we are
tound to consider and upon which we
shall be asked to go on record. It is a
surprise to me that the opposition to
the measure comes from the delegation
frem Portland or from the delegations
from Cumberland and York. I have fail-
ed to kear from any member from any
other Maine city who is opposed to this
bridge bill.

I live in the city of Augusta. I think
I fairly represent my constituents when
I say that we are willing that this city
should hear its additional burden of
taxation in orcer that the State of Maine
may take under its contro! these great
hridges of the State, I believe that this
idea of State control of bridges is in-
separable from the idea of good roads.
It is an injustice that the little town,
because of its geographical location,
should be called upon to maintain half
a dozen great bridges while the whole
State passes to and fro across them. I
would like to have good roads in
Maine, I would like to have good
bridges in Maine, so that all com-
ers shall go on the surface of
our roads and not be compelled
to use submarine vehicles, and when they
come to a bridge that they may pass it
in daylight in safety and in the night
time and not be afraid. I hope this bill
will have the support of this House. (Ap-
plause).

Mr. MURPHY of Portland—I want to
call the attention of the House to the
fact that the gentlemen who advocate
thig hill have not seen fit to inform me
whether it includes the bridge I have re-
ferred to in Portland. If they would be
willing to accept an amendment to in-
chide the Portland bridge which is being

built; we might agree to it. We want
an understanding in regard to it. [
would like to hear something about this.

The question being shall the bill receive
its first reading,

The motion was agreed to, the bill re-
ceived its two readings and was zssigned
for tomorrow morning.

On motion of Mr. Haskell of Deer
Isle the three petitions, tabled by him
yesterday, relating to a close time on
lobsters in Washington county insides
Boisbubert Island and Cape Split were
taken from the table and referred to
the committee on shore fisheries.

On motion of Mr. Newbert of Au-
gusta, the report of the committee on
salaries and fees reporting ought not
to pass, in relation to clerk of courts in
Androscoggin county, was taken from
the table, and further motion of the
same gentleman the House concurred
with the Senate in its reference to the
committee on salaries and fee.

On motion of Mr. Montgomery of
Camden, bill relating to Lhe salary of
the register of preobate for Knox coun-
ty, was taken from the table, and on
further nmotion by the same gentleman
the House receded and concurred with
the ‘Senate in its reference to the com-
mittec on salaries and fees.

On motion of Mr, Milliken of Island
Falls, bill relating to the compensation
of the county commisstoners of Somer-
set county, was taken from the table.

On motion of Mr. Folsom of Nor-
ridgewock the bill was then referred to
the commiittee on salaries and fees.

On motion of Mr. Milliken, bill re-
lating to the compensation of the reg-
ister of deeds for the county of York
was taken from the table.

On motion of Mr. Lord of Parsons-
field the bill was referred to the com-
mittee on salaries and fees.

Mr. Milliken moved that the order
requesting the commissioner of high-

ways to furnish information as to
bridges, be taken from the table.
Objection was made by Mr. Tolman

of Portland.

Mr. MILLIKEN: If there is objec-
tion to lay on the table I will with-
draw my motion.

The question heing on the adoption
of the amendment.

The amendment was adopted.
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The order was then given a passage
as amended.

Mr. Mayo of Foxcroft, moved to take
from the table report and bill in re-
gard to bench mark on Sebago lake.

A division being had the motion was
agreed to by a vote of 52 to 21

On further motion by Mr. Mayo, the
report and bill were re-committed to
the committee on interior waters.

On motion of Mr. Folsom of Nor-
ridgewock.

Adjourned.





