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HOQUSE.

Wednesday, March 13, 1907.

Prayer by Rev. Mr. Herrick of Hall-
owell.

Papers from the Senate disposed of
in concurrence.

Senate. Bills on First Reading.

Resolve providing for publication of
index of Private and Special Laws.

An Act to regulate the use of a cer-
tain road in the town of Readfield.

An 'Act to prevent the pollution of
the waters of Cobbosseecontee Great
pond, Jamies pond, Sanbdorn pon-,
Purgatory ponds, Pleasant pond and
Cobbosseecontee river.

An ‘Act to incorporate the Winthrop
Sprin Co.

An Act to incorporate the TUpper St.
John River Improvement Co.

An Act te incorporate the Ocean and
Northern Railroad Ceo.

An Act to amend the charter of the
Portland and Cape Elizabeth Fer-
ry Co. (Read a third time and pass-
ed to be engrossed under suspension
of tiie rules on motion of Mr. Jordan
of Portland.)

An Act to incorporate the Caribou
and Washburn Street Railway.

An Act relating to BEastport Electric

Light Co. and Pembroke Power Co.
(Tabled on motion of Mr. Pike of
Eastport, pending passage to be en-
grossed.)

An Act to extend the charter of the
Camden and Liberty Railroad.

An Act legalizing certain acts of the
town of Stonington.

An Act Lo confer additional powers
and privileges upon the People’'s Fer-
ry Co. (Read a third time and passed
to be engrossed under a suspension of
the rules, on motion of Mr. Jordan of
Portland.)

An Act to amend Section 7 of Chap-
ter 47 of the Revised Statutes relating
to corporations.

An Act in relation to public land-
ings.

An Act to provide for sewerage in
the town of Stockton Springs.

Mr, Dutton of Belfast, offered
amendmant “A” which was adopted,
and the biil was then assigned for to-
morrow niorning.

An Act to amend Section 30

Chapter 51 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended by Chapter 127 of the Public
Laws of 1905, relating to railroad
branch tracks.

An Act to provide for amendments to
articles of association filed under
Chapter 53 of the Revised Statutes, re-
lating to street railroads.

An Act to amend Chapter 1o of the
Private and Special Laws of 1905, re-
lating to I.ake Nequasset.

An Act to amend “An Act to enlarge
the powers of the Carrabassett Stock
Farms.”

An Act to incorporate the Castine
and Brooksville Ferry Co. (Tabled
pending second reading on motion of
Mr. Joy of Eden.)

An Act to incorporate the Suburban
Water District of Farmington, Me.

An Act to amend and extend the
charter of the TUnion River Water
Storage Co.

An Act to amend the charter of tha
city of Portland.

An ‘Act to incorporate
Bridgton Water Co.

An Act authorizing the payment of
an annuaity by the city of Portland
to Ann M. Burnham.

the North

An Aect granting Charles H. Scott
the right to maintain a ferry across
Eggomoggin Reach in Hancock coun-
ty, came from the Senate amended hyv
Senate Amendment “A.”

The House reconsidered the votes
whereby this bill was passed to be en-
acted and passed to be engrossed, Sen-
ate Amendment “A” was adopted in
concurrence and the bill was then
passed to be engrossed as amended.

The following bills, petitions,
were presented and referred:

ete..

Judiciary. .

By Mr. Brawn of Bradley--Remon-
strance of George H. Livermore and 30
others against the passage of an act

to incorporats the Penobscot River
Power Con.
Legal Affairs.
By Mr. Weld of Old Town—Bill, An

Act to authorize municipal corporations
to own, maintain and operate plants
and works for supplying water, gas
and electricity for municipal purposes

of and uses.
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Appropriations and Financial Affairs.
By Mr. Hadlock of Cranberry Isles
—Resolve in favor of J. Merrill Lord,
chairman of the House committee on
elections.
Labor.

By Mr. Duncan of Rockland—Bill, An
Act additional to and amendatory of
Chapter § of the Revised Statutes, re-
lating to the Dbetter assessing and col-
lecing of poll taxes.

Taxation.

By Mr. Coleord of Searsnort—Bill. An
Act to amend fection 73 of Chapter 12
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the
collection of taxes.

+ Mr. Hill of Machias—Bill. An Act
for the bhetier collection of taxes.

Placed on File.

By 3Ir. Perry of Randolph—Petition
of Bert Duuton and 23 others of Ran-
dolphh for an amendment tc Article 4
of the Coustitution of the State of
Maine, establishing a people’s veto
through the optional referendnim and 2
direct initiative through petition anit
at general or special elections.

Tv Mr. Cobb of Gardiner—Petition
of T. 8 Johnson and eight others of
Gardiner for same: of Henry W. Dodge
and 37 others of Gardiner for same.

Reports of the Committees.

Mr. Goodwin from the Committee on
the Judiciary reported “ought not to
pass” on Bill “An Act to repeal Sec-
tion 40 of Chapter 65 of the Revised
Statutes of 1903, relating to fees of
registers of probate on estates of per-
sons not a resident of this State.”

Mr. Davies from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act to pro-
vide for annual returns to the Secre-
tary of State of stockholders in cor-
porations.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Resolve pro-
posing an amendment to Section 1,
Article 11 of the Constitution of Maine,
relating to qualifications of electors.

Mr. Montgomery from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to amend Chapter 88, Section 55 of
the Revised Statutes relating to trus-
tee process.”

Same gentleman from same Com-

mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to incorporate the Corporation Guar-
antee and Trust Company.

Mr. Smith from same Committee on
petition of Sarah G. Paine and 36 oth-
ers for the enactment of a law to pro-
hibit expectoration on all public floors
and sidewalks, reported that the peti-
tioners had leave to withdraw.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported “ought not pass’ on
Bill “An Act to "incorporate Maine
Title Guarantee Company.”

Mr. Waldron from same Committee
reported same on Bill “An Act to pro-
hibit the making or publishing of false
or exaggerated statements or publica-
tions of, or concerning the affairs, pe-
cuniary condition or property of any
corporation, joint stock association or
individuals.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to authorize the selectmen of the town
of Embden to remove the bodies in an
abandoned cemetery.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to amend Chapter 89 of the Public
Laws of 1905, relative to notice to
beneficiaries under wills.”

Mr. Hall from the Committee on
Legal Affairs on petition of P. O.
Brink and 27 others, residents of Ox-

ford county, requesting that the 1aw
relative to the bounty upon bears be
so amended and changed that the
bounty be paid by the respective town
treasurers instead of as now paid, re-
ported that the petitioners had leave
to withdraw.

Mr. Dunton from same Committee
on Bill “An Act to provide for the
proper labeling of medicines contain-
ing alcohol and narcotic drugs and to
prevent the manufacture and sale of
adulterated drugs,” reported that the
subject matter is contained in another
bill and that legislation thereon is in-
expedient.

Mr. Stearns from same Committee
reported “ought not to pass” on Bill
“An Act to prohibit the use of auto-
mobiles and motor vehicles upon pub-
lic ways in the town of North Haven.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to authorize Elliottsvile Plantation to
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build and maintain its roads and
bridges and to raise money for that
purpose.”

Mr., Merrill from the Committee on
Inland Fish and Game on petition of
W. P. Mackintosh and others praying
for an act to amend Section 7 of Chap-
ter 32 of the Revised Statutes, rela-
tive to a close time on game birds, re-
ported that the same be placed on file.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee to which was referred Bill “An
Act to annul the lease or contract be-
tween the Fish and Game Commission-
ers of the State of Maine and the
Lake Auburn Fish Protective Associa-
tion,” reported ‘legislation thereon in-
expedient.”

Same gentleman from same Com-

mittee on petition of C. M, Simonds
and 41 others for a law to regulate
the taking of white perch, reported
that the petitioners have leave to

withdraw.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of E. M. Richards
and 21 others praying for a law to pro-
hibit the shipping and sale of fish to
markets out of the State of fish caught
in the West Branch of the St. Croix
River and tributaries, reported that
the petitioners have leave to withdraw.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on petition of R.
J. Shaw and 41 others praying for the
passage of a law to prohibit the sale
of trout and land locked salmon in
the county of Cumberland.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on petition of R.
A. Young in favor of a change in the
laws relating to the Killing of song
birds.

Same gentleman game Com-
mittee reported same petition of
Guy M. Haseltine and ethers praying
that all fishing be prohibited in Pleas-
ant Pond, Denmark, for a period of
five years.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on petition of E.
A, Cummings and 29 others of Bel-
grade for a law permitting the throw-
ing of sawdust into Long Pond, Ken-
nebec county.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported ‘“ought not to pass” on
Bill “An Act to open the tributaries to

from

an

Bonneg Beg Pond in Sanford and
North Berwick to fishing.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Aect
to amend Section 1 of Chapter 407 of
the Private and Special Laws, to allow
summer fishing in Jimmy Pond in
Litchfield, Kennebec county.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to amend Section 5 of Chapter 407 of
the Private and Special Laws of 1903,
relating to the throwing of sawdust
into certain streams.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Resolve for
the purpose of completing the fish
hatchery and feeding station at Ray-
mond, Cumberland county, Maine.

Same gentleman from same cone-
mittee reported same on Bill, “An Act
to amend Section 3 of Chapter 32 of
the Revised Statutes, relating to the
shooting of gulis.”

Mr. Thomas from the committee on
shore fisheries on petition of C. S.
Dunninz and others praving for an

amendment to the existing law mak-
ing the owners of the shore the owners
of the clams, reported that the peti-
tioners have leave to withdraw.

Mr. Herrick from same committee
reported ‘ought not to pasg” on Bill,
“An Act to permit H, D. Crie and his
assigns to extend a fish weir from the
shore of Castine.

Mr. Hibbard from same committee
reported same on Bill, “An Act for the
hetter protection of clams in the town
of Steuben., in Washington county.”

Mr. McKinney from the committee
on pensions reported “ought not to
pass” on resolve in favor of Rose Kel-
ley.

Mr. Folsom from same committee
reported same on resolve in favor of
Thomas Banks of Sanford.

Mr. Allan from the committee on
labor reported “ought not to passg” on
Bill, “An Act limiting the number of
hours of labor for river and stream
drivers on the Kennebec river.”

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on Bill, “An Act to
amend Section 48 of Chapter 40 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the em-



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-—HOUSE MARCH 13.

576
ployment of women and minors in
manufacturing or mechanical estab-

lishments.”

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on Bill, “An Act
amending Sections 52 and 56 of Chap-
ter 40 of the Revised Statutes, relat-
ing to the employment of children in
manufacturing and mechanical estab-
lishments.” :

Mr. Colcord from the committee on
taxation reported “ought not to pass”
on Bill, “An Act to provide for the
taxation of trust companies.”

Mr. Perking from same committee
reported same on Bill, “An Act to
amend Section 24 of Chapter 8 of the
Revised Statutes relating to annual
excise tax on railroads.”

Mr, Hill from same committee re-
ported same on Bill, “An Act to amend
Section 24 of Chapter 8 of the Revised
Statutes relating to taxation of rail-
road companies.”

The reports were ccepted and sent
to the Senate.

Mr. Merrill from the committee on
inland fish and game reported “ought
not to pass” on Bill, “An Act to amend
Section 5 of Chapter 407 of the Private
and Special Laws of 1903, relating to
the throwing of mill swvaste into certain
streams.”

On motion of Mr. McKinney of
Bridgton the report was tabled, pend-
ing acceptance.

Mr. Johnson from the committee on
the judiciary reported “ought to pass”
on Bill, “An Act to extend the charter
of the Old Town Water District.”

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on Bill, “An Act to
incorporate the Monson Light and
Power Company.”

Mr. Davies from same committee
reported same on Bill, “An Act to con-
firm the incorporation of the Maine
Children’s Home Society.”

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on Bill, “An Act to
legalize and confirm the acts of the
Free Will Baptist Parish of Limerick.”

Mr. Goodwin from same committee
reported same on Bill, “An Act to
amend Section 41 of Chapter 23 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the pow-

ers, limitations and penalties of plan-
tations.”

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on Bill, “An Act to
amend Section 1. Chapter 129 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the pollu-
tion of water.”

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on Bill, “An Act to
amend Section 144 of Chapter 142 of
the Revised Statutes, relating to earn-
ings of prisoners committed to houses
of correction.”

Mr. Dutton from the committee on
legal affairs reported *ought to pass”
on Bill, “An Act to amend Section 6
of Chapter 113 of the Revised Statutes,
to provide for the recording of assign-
ments of wages.”

Mr. Dyer from same committee re-
ported same on Bill, “An Act to legal-
ize the acts of Pleasant Ridge Planta-
tion in the county of Somerset.”

Mr. Hall from same committee re-
ported “ought to pass in new draft un-
der same title” on BIill, “An Act to
amend Chapter 352 of the Laws of
1905, relating to the Caribou munici-
pal court.”

Mr. Hadlock from same committee
reported “‘ought to pass” on Bill, “An
Act to extend the charter of the Island
IFalls Water Company.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
additional to Chapter 27 of the Revis-
ed Statutes, relating to paupers.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
amending Section 24 of Chapter 144 of
the Revised Statutes, relating to the
insane hospitals.”

Mr. Crosby from the Committee on
Mercantile Affairs and Insurance re-
ported ‘‘ought to pass” on Bill “An Act
to incorporate the Central Maine In-
surance Company,” under title of “An
Act to incorporate the Central Maine
Fire Insurance Company.”

Mr. Colcord from the Committee on
Banks and Banking reported ‘“ought
to pass in new draft under same
title” on Bill “An Act to incorporate
the Danforth Trust Company.”

Mr. Waldron from the Committee on
State Lands and State Roads reported
“ought to pass” on Resolve authoriz-
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ing the State Land Agent to sell cer-
tain lots in the towns of St. Agatha
and Madawaska in Aroostook county.

Ar. Stevens from the same Commit-
tee reported same on Resolve authoriz-
ing the Land Agent to convey to Lem-
uel H. Stover of Brunswick, Maine,
certain ledges in Casco Bay, known
as Irony Island.

Myr. Mayo from the Committee on
Interior Waters reported ‘“ought to
pass in new draft under same title”
on Resolve in favor of building a
breakwater in Mcosehead Lake, near
Kineo.

Mr. Merrill from the Committee on
Inland Fisheries and Game on petition
of C. G. Dummer and 19 others pray-
ing for an appropriation of $200 for
screening Lake Webb, Franklin coun-
ty, reported resolve entitled Resolve
to appropriate $100 to screen Lake
Webb in the county of Franklin.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of A. E. Cunning-
ham and others praying for the pas-
sage of a law prohibiting the throw-
ing of sawdust and other refuse into
Olamon Stream, reported Bill entitled
“An Act to prohibit the throwing of
sawdust and other refuse into Olamon
Stream, so called, in the county of
Penohscot.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of I. D. Hodgdon
and 16 others of Wayne praying for
a law prohibiting ice fishing in Pocas-
set Lake and Pickerel Pond in the
countyv of Kennebee, reported Bill en-
titled “An Act to regulate fishing in
Pocasset Lake and Pickerel Pond in
the county of Kennebece.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of John M. Glidden
Jr, and 53 others of Lincoln county,
relating to the open season on duck
in ILincoln county, reported Bill en-
titled “An Act to extend the open sea-
son on duck in Linecoln county.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of Charles L. Rice
and others of Litchfield, for the pas-
cage of an act closing Jimmy Pond in
Litchfield, and the stream tiowing from
it, also the streams flowing into it, to
all fishing, also to close Buker, Sand,
Long or Purgatory and Little Purga-

tory Pornds to ice fishing for five years,
reported Bill entitled *“An Act to reg-
ulate fishing in Jimmy, Buker, Sand,
Long or Purgatory and Little Purga-
tory Ponds.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of Nathaniel Hobbs
and others for a law to prohibit fish-
ing for trout and white perch in Bon-
neg Beg Pond, situated in Sanford and
North Berwick, for three years, re-
ported Bill entitled “An Act to regu-
late fishing in Bonneg Beg Pond in
Sanford and North Berwick in the
county of York.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee on petition of G. L. Smith and
others praying that Meadow Brook, so
called, snd tributaries, be closed to
fishing, reported Bill entitled “An Act
to regulate fishing in Meadow Brook.
so called, and its tributaries in the
county of Oxford”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported “‘ought to pass” on Bill
“An Act to repeal Chapter 248 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1905,
amendatory to Section 3 of Chapter
407 of the Private and Special Laws
of 1903, relating to the time and num-
ber of fish that can be taken in the
streams lying wholly or partly in the
towns of Freeman, Salem and Strong.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
for the protection of deer in York
county.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittec reported same on Bill “An Act
to regulate fishing in Spear Stream
and tributaries in the county of Ox-
ford.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to prohibit the sale of trout in Wash-
ington county.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to regulate the taking of fish in the
tributaries to Mount Blue Pond in the
county of Franklin.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
to regulate the taking of fish in Loon
Lake and in Cow Pond, so called, in
the county of Franklin.”

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An Act
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to regulate fishing in the Fenderson
Brook and all its triputaries in the
town of Parsonfield.”

Mr. Peacock from the Committee on
Shore Fisheries reported ‘“ought to
pass” on Bill “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 1 of Chapter 317 of the Special
Laws of 1901, entitled “An Act to
protect lobsters in the waters adjacent
to the shores of the towns of Lubec
and Trescott.”

Mr. Thomas from same committee re-
ported “ought to pass in new draft un-
der same title” on Bill, An Act to
amend Section 4 of Chapter 41 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to seines.”

Mr. L.ane from the committee on
ciaims reported “ought to pass’” on re-
solve in favor of Harry A. Furbish.

Mr. Merrill from same committee re-
ported same on resolve in favor of the
town of Monson.

Mr. Dondero from same committee
rerorted same on resolve in favor of
Meddyhemps.

Mr. Theriault from same committee
reported same on resolve in favor of
1. C. Morse.

Mr. Libby from same committee re-
ported same on Resolve in favor of the
town of Baring in Washington county.

Mr. Tucker from same committee re-
ported same on resolve in favor of A.
L. Dow & Co. of Portland.

Mr. Barrows friom same committee
reported same on resolve in favor of
{he town of New Portland.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee reported same on resiolve in favor
of A. F. Arbo.

Mr. Hall from the committeeon in-
sane hospitals on Bill. “An Act author-
izing the trustees of the Maine Insane
hospital to execute a contract for an
additional supply of water for fire and
other purposes, at said hespital, report-
cd resolve entitled Resolve in favor of
the Maine Insane hospital

Mr. Perkins from the committee on
temperance reported ‘“‘ought to pass in
new draft” on Bill, “An Act prohibiting
publications relating to patent or oth-
er medicines in language of immoral
tendency, or of ambigulous character,
and protecting the public against the
dangers from the indiscriminate dis-
tribution of samples of medicines,” un-
der title of “An Act prohibiting publi-

cation relating to patent or other medi-
cines in language of immoral characler,
and protecting the public against the
dangers from the indiscriminate distri-
bution of samples of medicine or medi-
cines.”

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

Mr. Merrill from the committee on in-
land fish and game reported ‘“ought to
pass” on Rill, “An Act to prohibit the
throwing of sawdust and other . mill
waste into Bog brook and tributaries
in the counties of Oxford and Andros-
coggin.”

The report was tabled, pending ac-
ceptance, on motion of Mr. Stearns of
Norway.

Majority report of the committee on
temperance reporting ‘‘ought to pass”
on Bill, “An Act to repeal Sections 14 to
35 inclugive of Chapter 29 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to the estab-
lishment of a State agency for sale of
intoxicating liquors.”

(8igned) Messrs. A. E. IRVING,

L. B. WALDRON,
F. I. BROWN,

FRED POOLER,
. E. NEWBERT.

Minority report of same committee
reporting ‘“ought not to pass’” on same
bill.

(Signed) Messrs. LIBBY,

PERKINS,
DOW,
HASTINGS,

Pending acceptance of either report,
both were tabled, and Thursday, March
14, assigned for their further consider-
ation, on motion of Mr. Dow of Brocks.

First Reading of Printed Bills and Re-
solves,

An Act additional to and amendatory
of Chapter 3 of the Private and Special
Laws of the year 1887 entitled “An Act
te supply the people of the town of
Presque Isle with pure water.”

An Aet to incorporate the Livermore
Falls Sewer District. (Read a third time
and passed to be engrossed under a
suspension of the rules, on metion of
Mr. Merriman of East Livermore.)

An Act to amend Section 2 of Chapter
46 of the Revised Statutes, as amended
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by Chapter 90 of the Public Laws of
1905, relating to interest on loans on
personal prbperty.

An Act to authorize clergymen to
solemnize marriages.

An Act to prohibit the taking of lob-
sters in Hancock county.

An Act to create a board of harbor
commissioners for the city of South
Portland.

An Act to incorporate the Waldobbo-
ro Water Company. (Read a third time
and passed to be engrossed under a
suspension of the rules, on motijon of
Mr. Davies of Yarmouth.)

Passed to Be Engrossed,

An Act relating to the Rumtord Talls
and Rangeley Lakes Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the Maine
Live Stock Insurance Company.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Old Town Trust Company.

An Act to amend Section 79 of Chap-
ter 15 of the Revised Statutes of 1903,
relating to the time within which
academies shall receive State aid un-
der Section 76 of said chapter.

An Act to amend Section 2 of Chap-
ter 15 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to pub,lic schools.

An Act to ratify and confirm the or-
ganization of the Westbrook Gas Com-
pany and to give said company addi-
tional power.

An Act to incorporate the Thomas
Brackett Reed Memorial Association.

An Act to incorporate Cornish, Light
& Power Company.
offered

Mr., Lord of Parsonsfield,
amendment “A” to the title, by adding
after the word “Cornish’ the word
“Water.”

The amendment was adopted and the
bill was then passed to be engrossed as
amended.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Cumberland Trust Co.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Bluehill Trust and Banking Co.

Resolve in aid of erecting a building
at Van Buren College for college pur-
poses,

An Act to incorporate the Mount
Abram Telephone and Telegraph Co.

An Act additional to and amendatory

to Chapter 336 of the Private and Spe-
cial Laws of 1905, entitled “An Act to
incorporate the Central Safe Deposit
Co.,” and to change the name of said
company.

An Act to encourage the compiling
and teaching of local history and local
geography in the public schools.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 381 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to the taking of cels in the Dama-
riscotta river.

Resolve in favor of Louis D. Green-
wood.

Resolve in favor of Private Hugh
Monahan of Company I, 1st Infantry,
Portland, Me. (Tabled pending pas-
sage to be engrossed for printing
statement of facts, on motion of Mr.
Milliken of Island Falls.)

Resolve to provide water supply at
State Camp Grounds

Resolve in fuavor of the town of
Frenchville, in the county of Aroos-
took, to assist in building a road in
said town.

Resolve in favor of Willilam J. Max-
well. (Tabled pending passage to be
engrossed for printing statement of
tacts on motion of Mr. Milliken of Is-
land Falis.)

Passed to Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Chapter 144 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to commit-
ment and support of the insane.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Waterville Gas and Klectric Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the Lisbon
Falls Gas and Electric Company.

An Act to incorporate the trustees
of Bridgewater Classical Academy.

An Act for the better protection of
alewives, shad and sturgeon in vari-
ous rivers in Maine.

An Act to incorporate the PPeaks
Island Water and Light Company.

An Act te amend Section 9 of Chap-
ter 158 of the Private and Special
Laws of 1503, relating to the Bruns-
wick and Topsham Water District.

An Act to athorize the Auburn
water commissioners to make a further
issue of bonds to be used for the pur-
poses of ils incorporation.

An Act to incorporate

the Baker
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Specer Brouk Dara and Improvement sionist. I wonder what you would
Co, have been if you hadn’t been a resub-

An Act to revise the charter of the
city of Westbrook.

Orders of the Day.

On motion of Mr. Dow of Brooks. the
riules werz2 suspended, that gentle-
man introduced the following order:

Ordered, That a committee of seven
on the part of the House, with such as
the Senatc may join, he appointed tn
consider and to report the order of
proceedings to be observed upon the
hearing »roposed by the resolve of the
two branches upon the alleged causes
of removal in the case of Xarry J.
Chapman, judge of the municipal court
of the city of Bangor: and that the
clerk of the House he directed to issue
due subpocnacs for the summoning of
witnesses 1o he present and testify at
such hearing upon application of either
prosecution of defence: and that coun-
sel be furnished either party.

The order received a passage.

On motion of Mr. McKinney of
ridgton, the vote was  reconsidered
whereby the House adoupted the report
of the committee on bill to amend Sec-
tion 5 of Chapter 407 of the Private
and Special Taws of 1903, relating to
the throwing of mill waste into certain
streams, and on further motion by Mr.
McKinney the bill and report were ta-
bled.

Resubmission.

Srecial  assignment: Majority and
minority reports of committee on tem-
perance reporting resolve to abrogate
the 5th amendment to the Constitution
“ought not to pass” and “ought to
pass.

Mr. NEWBERT of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker and Gentlemen: In the clos-
ing days of the 73rd Legislature we
are to consider a question of far
reaching importance. Resubmission is
a paramount issue in Maine politics,
and will continue to be such until set-
tled and settled right. The story is
told of an Irishman in Bangor, an in-
tense fellow, and a resubmissionist.
During the September campaign he
talked the issue by day and dreamed
of it at night. A Republican neighbor
met him one morning and said: “Pat,
you are intense. Always absorbed in
some issue, you are now a resubmis-

missionist.” “And is it what I would of
ben,” Pat replied. “Well, sir, I'm tellin’
of ve, sir, wan thing I can tell ye, I
would of ben ashamed.”

1 have no desire to discuss this great
question in any narrow spirit. I do not
advocate it for partisan ends. That
parties gain or lose because of the is-
sue interests me not. There are a few
questions which rise above mere parti-
son purposes and cheap political aims.
Resubmission is such a question, and
we should approach its consideration
actuated only by disinterested and
patriotic motives. 1 have little sym-
pathy with any man who would argue
this moral problem, a problem which
s0 vitally concerns us as a people and

~has such moral and economic signifi-

cance, from the low plane of mere
party expediency. This Legislature has
hefore it matters of grave moment,
but none more grave than this. Indeed
so great is this issue that other mat-
ters might well wait on its solution.
We are met here by a question which
touches our moral life, our economic
well-being, our reputation, our public
and private honor, our social virtues.
There must be good reasons for re-
submitting this question to the people.
¢lse we have no right to tamper with
the constitution of the State. The rea-
sons whieh I shall give are the results
of vears of study and observation. I
shall go too far for many on this floor,
and if I am in error, you will charge
it against me only as an error of judg-
ment. After half a century of Prohi-
bition, it is time that this question was
frankly discussed. It has been said
that resubmission means a condemna-
tion of the prohibitory law, and I agree
that this is so. It can not be other-
wise. Did I believe that prohibition is
right in theory and worked well in
practice, I should want no other sys-
tem. Did I think that prohibition is
the best solution of the UHguue traffic
and did I know that it makes tem-
perance and sobriety, I should be un-
willing ‘o take it out of our constitu-
tion. Jt is a deep seated conviction
with me that prohibition as a State
policy is radically wrong in theory, a
failure in practical application. Owur

£
ior
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liquor legisiation is all wrong, and for
more than fifty yvears we have blun-
dered and bungled in this matter. We
have been neither wise, consistent nor
honest, and have deluded ourselves
but we have not deceived the world.

Resubmission can not be discussed
without a discussion of the prohibitory
law. I believe the demand for resub-
mission is justified in the light of the
history of State prohibition, and I
might preface this reference to the
history of the question by quoting the
words of Bishop Potter. Speaking of
prohibition in all its phases Bishop
Potter has referred to it as ‘“‘tainted
with falsehood, dishonored by essential
unreality and discredited by wide
spread and consistent failure.”

In all 17 states have (at some time,
experimented with prohibition. Of the
17 Kansas, North Dakota and Maine
are left. The State of Maine led in the
prohibitory movement, the first pro-
hibitory law having been adopted in
1851. Between 1851 and 1854 a wave of
prohibitory sentiment swept New Hng-
land reaching out to other states.
Within those years all of the New
England States adopted prohibitory
lawsg, Today Maine stands alone among
her sister New England Stateg in this
matter. Prohibition was adopted in
Connecticut in 1854, and license and
local option substituted in 1872. In
1889 a prohibition amendment to the
constitution was defeated by popular
vote. Rhode Island adopted prohibition
in 18532, In 1875 a license and local op-
tion law was passed. In 1856 a prohibi-
tory amendment to the constitution
was adopted by popular vote. Three
vears later this amendment was re-
submitted to the people and was an-
nulled. Massachusetts adopted in 1852
a prohibitory law similar to the Maine
law. The law, however, was repealed
in 1874. In 1889 a prohibitory amend-
ment to the constitution was defeated
by popular vote. Prohibition in New
Hampshire dates from 1855. An at-
tempt to write the law into the con-
stitution was defeated by the people in
1889. New Hampshire has had license
and local option since 1903. In Ver-
mont the prohibitory law went into
effect in 1852. After fifty years of dis-
astrous experiment Vermout repeaea

the prohibition law and substituted li-
cense and local option in 1902. In all
the states that have had prohibitory
laws and repealed them the policy is
admitted to have been a failure. Mas-
sachusetts widely known for its laws,
its great men, its marvelous prosper-
ity and its magnificent institutions, the
vigor of its manhood and the peace of
its homes, knew enough to stop the
great farce in 1874. ¥or a third of a
century Massachusetts has prospered
and imoproved under license and local
option. At the end of this half cen-
tury of statutory and constitutional
vrohibition the people of Maine who
have carefully observed and who think
deeply come to sit in judgment upon
this prohibitory policy. The history is
one to make us blush with shame.
Nullification far from being the ex-
ception during all these vears has been
the rule. The law has plaved into the
hands of the more vicious class. It
has corrupted men in politics. It has
confused the judiciary. It has blunted
our conscience. No man has plaved
with it for political purposes who has
come forth with eclean hands. Tt has
made possible an alliance between the
liquor interests and the machine poli-
tician. It never made for sobriety
and ir all these wvears it has
rtaced a preminm upon political dishonor
and made periury safe, popular uand
profitable. Viewed in the light of its hia-
tery, T submit that the prohibitory policy
of the @tate of Maine is unworthy thao
suppert of the people of our State an:
should he done away with.

And I believe further that tho demand
for resubmission is justified by the fact,
well known and generally admitted, that
the prohibitory law is not a temperance
measure. In the very nature of things
it rever can be such. Men are not made
righteous by law, and the very principle
of prohibition runs counter to human na-
ture, Sumptuary laws not oniy have
never been popular with a free people,
but nec state is successful in their en-
forcement.

Dr. Archibald Reed of the London Lan-
cet, foremost among the medical journals
of the woorld, has recemtly slated in an
address in London: ‘“As to prohibition,
Lordon, New York and Chicago, which
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are without it, have respectively 7, 23 and
13 drunkards per 1000, while Poriland in
Maine, the classic prohibition State, has
42’ 1 have lived in Massachuselts cit-
ies, T have lived three years in the cen-
tral West, and I am prepared to say
that I believe there is more druankenness
in the cities of Maine in proportion to
their population than in other cities
great and small in this country. I have
gonce to some pains to get certain stawis-
tics 'which I desire to go into the record.
Taka a few of the cities of Maine for
illustration and comparison. Let me tak:
the figures for 1906 when, if at any tima
in our prohibitory history, there has been
something like enforcement in the State.
The arrests for drunkenness in the fol-
lowing Maine cities for the year 1906 is
valuable for study: Waterville 344, or 3
per cent. of the population; Biddeford
480, or 3 per cent. of the population;
Rockland 349, or 4 per cent. of the popu-
lation; T.ewiston 719, or 2 per cent. of
the population; Calais 311, or 4 per cent.
of the population; Portland 2173, or 4 per
cent. of the population; Old Town 2535, or
4 per cent. of the population; Rumford
Tralls 180, or 5§ per cenl. of the population;
Dangor 2346, or 11 per cent. of the popu-
lation. Compare a few cities in licemnse
and local option states. The arrests for
drunkenness in the city of Portland for
the past 10 years average 35 per ouu
thousand people, or 3z per cent. In the
cities of Milwaukee, Louisville and Cin-
cirnati the arrests for drunkenness for
the same period average 10 per one thous-
and inhabitants, or 1 per cent. It is said
that but one city in the country exceeds
the record of Portland and not oro
enuals that of Bangor. Take a few Mass-
achusetts cilies whose inhabitants havs
much the sarae temwperament as the peo-
ple of Maine. There is no city in Mass-
achuselts that even approximates the
record of arrests for drunkenness in
Bangor. Little Rumford Falls is worsa
than Boston. In 1905 its arrvests for
drunkenn=ss amounted to § per cent. of
its population, while the records of Bos-
ton with its great foreign population
was only 5 per cent. The manufacturing
city of Brockton with a population of
nearly 50,600 has a record of arrests for
drunkenness ¢f only 3 per cent. The city
of Canibridge with a population of nearly
100,000 has a record of only 1 per cent,
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The great industrial city of Fall River
with a population much exceeding 160,000
shows only 2 per cent. The city of
Fitchburg with a population of nearly
40,000 is the same. Lawrence with a pop-
ulation of over 70.000 the same, The only
city in Massachusett® which equals Bos-
ton in its arrests for drunkenness is that
cf Lynn, given over to manufacturing
purposes, a city of more than 80.000. Mal-
den, a city of 40,600, has a record of only
three-fourths of 1 per cent. Medford,
which gives its name to an honest brand
of New England rum, practically as
large @s Bangor, has a record of only
% of 1 per cent. New Bedford, the
great colton centre, with a population of
nearly 80,000, shows but 2 per cent. Tha
city of Newton shows but 1 per cent. The
city of Somerville, with a population ot
rearly 7,000, but 1 per cent. Springfield,
a city of nearly 80,000, only 2 per cent.
Waltham, a manufacturing city larger
than L.ewiston, only 1 per cent. The city
of Worcesler, second in size to Boston,
has & record for the year of only 2 per
cent. These stubborn facts should teach
us something. Just keep the per cent.
in mind. Milwaukee, far-famed for her
breweries, a city of 300,000, whose peopia
look upon malt liquors as we do upon
milk and water, with arrests for drunk-
enness in 1906 of only 2700, or less than
1 per cent. of the inhabitants. On the
other hand Bangor, with a populstion of
only about 22,000. Consider the arresis
for drunkenness in Bangor for the past
12 months, aggregating 23%. or only 300
less than the great city of Milwaukee.

Less than 1 per cent. of arrests for
drurkenness where malt liquors flow like
water, and Bangor 11 per cent. of the
population. Ten persons to every one
thousand in Milwaukee arrested for
drunkenness, 110 persons in every one
thecusand in Bangor. Last summer the

Bangor Sunday Republican reported that
Tor seven days in the latter part of Au-
gust there were 134 arrests in Bangor, 133
of 'which were for drunkenness. And here
are more figures that argue for them-
selves: TIncrease of arrests for drunken-
ness in Massachusetts for 1905-1906: Bos-
ton, decrease of 1 per cent.; Cambridg>,
decrease of 14 per cent.; Somerville, de-
crease of 1. per cent.; Wircester, in-
crease of 6 per cent.; Taunton, decreasa
of 315 per cent. Compare this with the
cities of Maine.
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‘
We should remember that this increase
as given for Maine covers the period
when the enforcement commission was
doing business and when Maince cities
were supposed to be dry.

Increase of arrests for drunkenmness in
Maine, 1905-1906: Biddeford, increase 32
per cent.; Portland, increase 36 per cent.:
Bangor, increase 31 per cent.: Bath, in-
crease 37 per cent.; Calais, increase 6
per cent.: Saco, increase 37 per cent.;
Brewer, increase 75 per cent. Or an-
other comparison: Commitments for all
causes in Massachusetts for ten years
endmg 1905 increased less than 4 per cent.
Commotments for drunkenness during
the same period increased 12 per cent.
Commitments for all causes in Maine for
ten years enrding 1901 increased 45 per
cent, Commitments in Maine for drunk-
enness far same pericd increassd 94 per
cent.

Arguments are often made in defence
of prohibition on the ground that it is a
measure of great economic value and
that it promotes industry and thrift. Qur
savings banks are pointed to. ‘As a cit-
izen of Maine I am proud of the fact
that our people have wrung rrom adverse
conditions savings on deposit in our sav-
ings banks $80,000,000. This splendid sum.
hiowever, is no argument in favor of
prohibition. It is true that we have in
our favings banks what amiounts to $1i4
per capita, But let us not forget that
New York has $180 or that Massachusetts
has $221. Maine has a deposit for every
four persons in the State, but Massachu-
setts has one for every two persons. In
1905 New Hampshire increased ber sav-
ings bank deposits by nearly 36,000,000:
Maine, a little less tham half the popula-
tion of Maine, about $2,500,000.

Our cnimeinal statistics, too, are all
against us; our insane statistics nothing
to boast. The reports of the attorney
general for 50 years are valuable for
study. That crime has increased in Maine
during the last half century all out of
proportion to the slow growth in popu-
lation is a question beyond dispute. Com-
pare the decade ending 1898 with that
ending with 1868, and you will find that
sentences for crime in the higher courts
have increased 400 per cent. Or study the
period of six years following 1898 and

& still greater increase for the ten years
ending 1908. An authority has recently
sald that if Maine would repeal her pro-
hibitory law her criminal statisties would
be cut down one-half,

In New York under the operation of
the liquor tax law of 1898 the commis-
sioner of excise reports in 1904 a decrease
of 18 per cent. in crimes against per-
son and property in eight years. He also
reports a decrelase for the same time in
the prison population of 8 per cent., or,
based on the growth of population, a de-
crease of 23% per cent. Our insane sta-
tistics for what they are morth. On the
bagis of those under treatment in 1840
and 1805, the difference is expressed by
an increase of %00 per cent.

Th= opponents of resubmission have
argued thatl resubmission means the sa-
loon in Maine.

I am not speaking in the interests of
saloons or in behalf of the liquor inter-
est. I assume that the gentlemen to
whom I speak are sensible and practi-
cal men in touch with life. I maintain
that Maine has had the saloon and had
it in its worst form, whether open or
ccncealed, for it has been undirected,
unlimited and unrestrained. Who in
this House does not know that for 50
vears the liquor traffic in Maine has
found a most fertile field? Who does
not knew that the saloon has flourished
here? Who does not knpw that the li-
quor traffic has been practically unre-
strained? Who does not know that the
saloon has been a debauching influence
in our politics, a debaser of the morals
©of our pecple and a stench in our nos-
trils ¥or all these years?

I will not take you into ancient his-
tory, but I will call your attention to a
state of things which existed in Maine
according to the very bhest authority,
in 1893. I quote this record of an earlier
date because I know it is reliable. In
1503 Portland had 182 liquor shops, or
one to every 219 inhabitants; Lewiston
had 200; Augusta had 62, one to every
170 inhabitants; Gardiner a drinking
place for every 274 people; Waterville
had one to every 200 inhabitants; Rock-
land one to every 171 inhabitants; Ban-
gor had 185, or one to every 100 inhab-
itants. Under the Massachusetts laws

you will find that the ratio of gain meanssaloons outside of Boston are limited
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to one to every 1000 inhabitant. In com-
parison with this limit compare these
records of the cities of Maine in 1893. T
cali to your attention certain other
facts which tend to show that the sa-
loon in Maine is not a novelty. In 1905,
about July 1, when the Sturgis commis-
sion was in full swing and when li-
quor dealers were afraid, and hundreds
were giving up their United States li-
censes, there were in Maine 1051 Unit-
ed States liquor dealers’ licenses, or
one to every 70C inhabitants. At the
same time the state of Vermont, under
local option, had but 354, or one to ev-
ery 980 inhabitants. North Dakota, a
prohibition state, had TUnited States
taves for every 340 persons. South Da-
kota is a local option state and it had
one [United States tax only to every 884
persong, Kansas is prohibition, yet
Kansas had United States tax for ev-
erv 517, Arkansas is local option, yet
Arkansas had only one such tax to ev-
ery 1226 of the population. With all its
large negro population the South is far
ahead of us in its handling of the ligquor
traffic. For the 12 months covering the
ahinve, Mississippi, a local option state,
had only 611 United States liquor li-
censes, or ohe to every 3240 eople. Ken-
tucky, associated in our minds with
blue grass and whiskey, makes a far
better showing than either North Da-
knta or Kansas,

Again 1 believe the demand for Re-
submission is justified on the ground of
ihe inability of the State to enforce the
prohibitory law. The law has never
been enforced in Maine. It is not en-
forred today. We have had spasms and
periods of hysteria when, over irritated
the people have demanded that officials
snould no longer wink at nullification,
but we have had no enforcement. The
constabulary law of 1867 died in infan-
cy. The Sturgis law of 1905 has few sup-
porters and no friends., Yet if the peo-
ple of Maine helieve in prohibition. why
should they object to enforcement?
Or if they believe in enforcement, why
ohject to the Sturgis commission? In
times of spasmodic enforcement scandal
and failure accompany the effort.
Whether in city or country, people rebel
against an invasion of their individual
rights and liberties. They refuse to

have guardianship thrust upon them.
Nothing has so corrupted society in
Maine as nullification. On the other
hand the people are irritated beyond
telling with prohibition enforced. The
self-righteous citizen takes it as a per-
sona! rebuff if his druggist refuses to
sell him a pint of alcohol or gin. Uulli-
fied, the prohibitory law is a menace
tu the good order of society. Nullifica-
tion imperils our reputatfon as a
state; it invites perjury; it corrupts
county and state officials. Yet enforc-
ed prohibition is tryanny. The story
is told of an Irish hod-carrier who
came into Portland last summer. The
poor maun fell with his hod from a six-
story brick building, and struck on his
head on the pavement. When he came
to himself he was in the hospital and
he began to move his lips as if tasting.
He did it several times and then his
eyes opened and he feebly said: “An’
whats in me mouth?’ The doctor re-
plied: “We have wet your lips with
water.” Again he tasted and a look of
disgust grew on his bandaged face.
“An’ weater is it?” he murmured. “In
the name of hiven how many stories
must a poor man fall in Maine till he
have his bleeding lips wet with wan
drap of whiskey?”

That the law has not been enforced
under the Sturgis Commission is ad-
mitted by everybody. If the intention
was honest, then somebody has failed
in his duty. Why did no deputies go
into Penobscot? Or who denies that
Biddeford and Bangor were open?
With 2400 arrests for drunkenness in
the past year, who dares to say that
Bangor is not the Bangor of old? Can
it be said that prohibition is a success
in Bangor or Portland? The Finnish
gentlernan who observed conditions of
our liquor traffic last summer said that
he saw more drunkenness in Portland
that in his travels from Baltimpre to
Maine, and his tour of inspection in-
ciuded PRoston. He remarked while in
Maine. he liked Bangor better than
Portiand. ‘“In Portland the saloons are
hidden,” he says” and there is wrbng
doing there. In Bangor they are all
open. I have seen much liquor sold
here.’” The impossibility of enforce-
ment of prohibitionis so well in evi-
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dence that little need be said on this
point. Records in the Sheriff’s office
in Cumberland county show that with-
in a few vears liquor was seized in
Portland on 72 streets and in 300 places.
Some man may tell me that Portland
is dry teday. And vet the liquor tratfic
has only been driven out of the hotels
and away from the main streets. A man
may tell me that his boy is now safe
in Portland. 1 am not so sure. At any
rate T would ask him if there are no
other boys in that city? It his boy is
safe, let him think of the sons of the
poor who are being lost. Portland does
not sell less liquor because the law is
ernforced. Certainly she dbes not drink
less because of enforcement. The traf-
fic is simply run to cover. You simply
take it out of the best hotels and put
it into the lowest dives. You hand the
tratiic over to the prostitute class or
drive it into the homes of the poor. A
school teacher in Portland is reported
to have said that 1000 school children
in that city were identified with the 1i-
quior traffic. What an arraignment of
the prohibitory law. Is it better to have
the homes of the poor turned into bhar-
rooms, with little children runners on
the streets at night, or does sober
thought devise some better way?

Is there any hope that conditions
which have beconie intolerable will im-
prove? Admitted to he a farce and a
failure, shall prohibition continue to be
the policy of the State? If we ever are
to adopt a rational and cosmapolitan
attitude towards the ligquor question,
action en this great issue of resubmis-
sion can not he taken too soon. It is the
one necessary step for which all others
wait. Will this Legislature take it?

It is my firm belief that a radical re-
vision of our liguor laws is imperative-
1y necessary in the interest of law and
order. Let the citizens of Maine de-
mand resubmission until the popular
will is obeyed and the old corrupt alli-
ance of nrohibition and machine poli-
tics is forever done away. Once let all

our people know all the truth of fail-
ure, diseredit and dishonor, and the

past in Maine politics will be past, and
the future will be full of the promise
of better measures and better imen.
(Applause))

Mr. DOW of Brooks: Mr. Speaker, 1
nave been very much intevesterd in the
remarks of the gentleman from Awn-
gusta bhut I cannot agree with what he
say= In {he last part of the address.
I am one of those who arc opposed o
resubmission and { am not ashamed of
it. I am not prepared to reply to him
in a way that I should like, but as a
temperance man and one who believes
in the prohibitory law of the State of
Maine, who has faith in the honesty
of the people of the State of Maine and
their opinions on thiz subject, I wish
to stand here and protest against re-
submission of this amendment to the
penple at this time.

We believe that the question of re-
submissgicn ons very vitally im-
portant to the great and varied inter-
ests of our State. It introduces an el-
cement of uncertainty into the consid-
eration o. a question that was suppos-
ed to have been settled for all time.
The distinct understanding of the peo-
ple wihen prohibition was made a part
of the constitutional law of the State,
was., that the matter had been taken
out of p:lities forever. If I remember
rightly the law was adopted by over fif-
ty thousand majority. It was prac-
tically the unanimous sentiment of
the State that the correct thing had
heent done. Evervbody seemed satis-
fied. The courts acquiesced in the opin-
fon that the Iaw was constitutionaliy
correct aad fust, and undisputed conli-
detice seemed established. But now af-
ter the lapse of a score of years we
find it asserted that some of the peo-
rle are discontented with the fact that
they did not have a chance to vote on
the subject. Soma of them were not
horn early enough to get into the Pro-
hihition hand wagon. and they de-
mand the right, it is said, to have the
whole thing done over again., so that
thev may give the matter their per-
conal endorsement. In addition to the
personal gratification it would give
them. they desire to strengthen this
law by giving it the honor of their
well-considered approval. Why do
they select this one phase of our
constitutional law and omit all the
rest. We becames a state over eighty
vears ago and not a man is living who
voted on the Constitution when it was

is
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originally presentsd to the people. Why
not have the whole Constitution re-
subbmitted to the people that they may
vote on it to make sure it is all right.
QOur resubmission friends, who wish to
undo the work of yvears of honest en-
deavor, Tor the simple reason, as they
say, that they wish to have a chance
to vote on it, do not, it seems to me.
to appreciate the difference between a
simple proposition for their considera-
tion and a well established constitu-
tional law. It is a well establishedd
principle which has come down to us
from the nations of antiquity that con-
stitutional law should not be disturbed
for light and trivial reasons. It should
be most carefully considered before
enactment, and when once it has be-
come a part of the fundamental law of
the State or nation it should be difti-
cult but not impossible to repeal it.
The fact, as it seems to me, that this
supposed demand of the people that
they should have an oppourtunity to en-
dorse the prohibitory law Dby their
votes is an entirely fictitious proposi-
tion. We must throw discredit on the
law Dby voting to resubmit. It is al-
rnost entirely the result of supposed
political exigency. Our Democratic
friends wanted an issue to make votes
with, and they very sagaciously so-
lected this as one that would win them
at least temporary strength. And it is
a credit to their ability that they
handled il skilfully during the cam-
paign and won votes on it, If you want
to attract attention all you have got to
do is to get out and holler. It makes
no difference whether you have a suh-
Ject of merit or not, if you only holler
loud enongh and long enough some-
body will come your way. And our
friends in their zeal for resubmission
hollered for all they were worth. In
fact they hollered so hard that some
of the people began to sit up and take
notice and to feel that they had heen
terribly imposed upon by not having a
chance to endorse the constitution bv
their personal vote. It was practical-
ly the same thing that happened in
New York when the laboring men who
were earning more wages than they
ever earned before, who were having
more home comforts than they eve»
had hefore, were deluded by the cry

of the politicians who said you have
no right to be contentea while any oth-
er men are better fed and have better
homes than yourselves. They listenel
to the noise but did not consider th=2
reason. And here in Maine as the elec-
tion returns came in after the battle
had ceased and the smoke cleared
away, w2 find «ome of the Republican
politicians aghast at some of the poli-
tical changes, and they were all as-
cribed to the resubmission. And thew
began to hLoller for all they were worth
that the people demanded re-
submission and we must have it. In
fact a general panic seemed imminent.
But while we question the honesty of
the men who are so intensely earnest
to add their own personal vote to the
endorsement of the law, and have lit-
tle respect for the men who wouil
advocate resubmission that they might
have the pleasure of voting on it, there
is a class of men who advocate re-
submission for whom we have a high
regard. It is those men who would
favor resubinission on the ground that
the people demand it, and that the
people should he heard. That is good
sound doctrine. We are a government
of the people, by the people, and for
the people, and the people must he
heard. But are those gentlemen right
in the supposition that the people de-
mand resubmission? It is a well es-
tablished principle in this county that
the wishes of a majority of the people
shall be the law, and unless it is a
matter of great wrong or injustice
this principle should be cheerfully
acquiesced in. Tt is not supposed that
every one shall be satisfled, or every-
body believe the same way. In 1854
the prohibitory party was defeated in
Maine, Did they say “It is no use.
there is opposition and we will go back
to license.” By no means, they said we
are morally right and we will stand
hy our principles, and in 1856 prohibi-
tion won and has since that time in
some torm been in force in our State.
Within the memory of gentlemen
present the greenback c¢raze swept
over the country. At the last moment
the result of the clections were much
in doukt, and a civil war

the State.

was imini-

nent in This capital was
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guarded by armed men ani bloodshed
was narrowly averted. Did the Re-
publican party say the people demand
the present inflated system of cur-
rency and we will give it up? No in-
deed, they stood for a sound currency
and they conguered on the issue. How
plausable the theory of the purity of
silver with gold as a basis for our cur-
rency seemed to many as the issue wa.
suddenly sprung upon us, but the Re-
publican party made gold their stand-
ard and they wona out in spite of the
large wminorily which opposed them.
Now, we claim that because in some
cases the ¢lection may have gone
against the party who has opposed re-
submission it was no reason why they
should go back on this issue.

I submit there is no call by the peo-
ple of the State for resubmission.
There is no demand sufficient for peo-
ple to leave their old-time doctrine
and vote for license. Whe is backing
this call for resubmission? The Rev.
Smith Baker said before our commit-
tee, “You find 99 per cent. of the min-
isters of the State of Maine against
resubmission. You find 90 per cent.
ot the church membership of Maine
against resubmission.”” I have in my
desk here a petition which came too
late to introduce, from the District
Lodge of Good Templars of Portland,

representing 800 people, opposed to
resubmission. I have a petition
from the Friends of Kennebec

county representing 425 names pledg-
ed against resubmission. We have large
petitions from Biddeford, Bath, Bel-
fast, Rockland and a petition from
Bangor. There are those among the
most Intelligent and the best citizens
of the city of Bangor who do not be-
lieve in the liquor business. Almost
20,000 names have come to us in oppo-
sition to resubmission. Those petitions
have come voluntarily. We have not
had a single petition in favor of it. I
do not believe that the people of the
State of Maine believe in resubmission
—not because they are afraid of the
people, not because they believe that
a majority of the people of the State
will vote against them, but because
they see that this matter of resubmis-
sion is just a trap to draw in some of

the moral, temperance people of this
State, and that resubmission is backed
by the rum element of the country.
The gentleman from Augusta has
plainly taken the position that resub-
mission means license for the State of
Maine. Do you wonder that the intelli-
gent temperance people of the State of
Maine, understanding that matter as
they do, object to come out from the
intrenchments of statutory prohibition
to fight this matter? No, they are
going to stand where they are, in the
first intrenchment where they are
backed by constitutional law. I submit
that prohibition has been a success in
the State of Maine to a greater or less
extent for the last fifty years. I sub-
mit that this rum trust is one of the
most dangerous trusts that exist in
our country today. The gentleman
speaks of states that have gone back
to license. He says that in Vermont
there are but 25 cities now that vote
for license whereas in 1903, 92 voted
for it. That goes to show that the
people are being educated toward pro-
hibition— not that license is a success
but that it is a failure and those peo-
ple are going back to prohibition. It
is so in New Hampshire, it is so in the
states of the West. We have a duty not
only to ourselves. For fifty years we
have had prohibition and other states
are looking to us for the influence that
we may give to them; and we say that
a vote for resubmission by a Democrat
or a Republican here today means
that you put yourselves in the position
of saying that prohibition in Maine
has been a failure, and thus do an
injury to the people of other states
who are looking to us for our influ-
ence and support.

I wish to put myself on record as
opposing resubmission in Maine. They
say that the Republican party today is
between the Devil and the deep sea.
When they vote on this matter I sub-
mit that the Republican party had bet-
ter stand straight on this question
and place their backs to the sea and
their faces to the Devil and fight the
Devil of license to the ragged, gilt-
edged pit of Hell, or else turn up their
faces to the deep sea and plunge be-
neath the ocean of oblivion to be heard
of no more forever. (Applause.)
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Mr. DAVIES of Yarmouth: Mr. into our political life, and we must
Speaker, The importance of the pend- deal with it as we find it; and con-
ing measure cannot be overestimated, ditions, circumstances and experi-

for, in my opinion, the day that the
Republican party renounces its alleg-
iance to the principle of prohibition,
that day’s close will witness a wan-
ing of power in the dominant party
in the State of Maine. This measure
urges us to take the first step. I
solemnly protest against its enactment.
Who does not believe in self-preser-
vation? Who cares to surrender to our
political opponents the enviable posi-
tion so long held by us, and held with
so much credit to ourselves, and with
so much advantage and profit to the
State’s inhabitants? ’

Men honestly differ in their opinions.
The avenues through which their re-
spective social environments lead them,
look on to conduct aims and ideals
which are marked with inherent per-
sonal qualities peculiar to themselves.
I have no harsh and furious epithets
to apply to my political opponents,
who do not endorse my sentiments,
or who do not approve of my methods.
I can believe that they love truth as
passionately, they desire to fulfiil duty
as amply as we do. I impute to them
no mercenary motives of action, no
disloyalty to a cause. They are not
necessarily rummies, or men who know
no honotr but expedience, no law but
prudence. Some of them are my in-
timate acquaintances, some my firm
friends, and only when love has gone
out from the heart's altar, and when
memory has emptied its urn into for-
getfulness, can I fail to realize the
the many quaities which bind me to
many of them.

Political parties exist to bear
regpongibilities  of government.
responsihilities of government
all things necessary
crease the prosperity of the people,
and develop them in knowledge and
wisdom, co-operating with such meas-
ures and restrictions as will promote
a higher standard of citizenship. Even
keeping this purpose of government in
view, my mind does not resist the im-
pression that the liquor question is one
which is more moral than political,
but it has become inextricably woven

the
The
include
and just to in-

ments in states other than ours will
be valuable only when their topogra-
phy, population, industry and stand-
ards of living are similar, unless it
is in a general way.

Legislation prohibiting the manu-
facture and sale of alcoholic ligquor
has long been identified with this com-
monwealth. It has bccome the warp
and woof of many of our institutions,
enriching them in memories of purity
and strength. In considering projects
and enterprises, unconsciously our peo-
ple have failed to realize its influence
upon other branches of industry and
weigh its importance as a factor in
failure and success.

All laws are enacted for the pur-
pose of protection. It is the state’s
duty to keep the peace, maintain or-
der, and guarantee rights, ‘and do all
things within its sphere which are
requisite and necessary for the wel-
fare of the people. Does the ligquor
store impede or advance the develop-
ment of good citizenship? It is al-
ways located in the largest numbers
where the poorer classes live and takes
a well recognized place in community
life and has a marked effect upon so-
cial problems, character and the tone
¢t our political and domestic life. Who
says it discharges an uplifting func-
tion? Is it uplifting to inflame the
passions? If so, by whose standard
of rectitude? Is a cause of poverty
to be encouraged? Is it uplifting to
convert the potentialities of honest la-
bor into crime. Is it uplifting to cre-
ate a distaste for steady industry?
Who denies that these are not the
functions of the saloon? 8o, then, the
purpose of the prohibitory law was
primarily to keep the liquor store out of
Maine and restrict the use of alcoholic
liguors. My mind does not resist the im-
presgsion that the more attractive you
make vice the more powerful it will be.
I feel it to be my duty to myself and
to the people whom I represent to give
my reasons why I shall vete against
resubmission. A political party exists
for the purpose of disseminating cer-
tain principles. It does not exist en-
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tirely for the purpose of catching
votes. That is a Democratic doctrine.
Prohibition was written into our con-
stitution a great many years ago. It is
one of the cardinal principles of the
Republican party of the State of
Maine, and it cannot be made waste
paper either by education or by con-
struction. That is one reason why as
a Republican I shall not vote for re-
submission. Another reason is that the
people have passed on that question,
and they did so at the last election,
and the Republican vote was nearly
as large as it is every year, and resub-
mission was the issue from Fort Kent
to Kittery. Another reason is that a
vote for resubmission is a condemna-
tion of the prohibitory law. From my
point of view I can see absolutely no
reason for it, and we as a party should
not be driven into it by agitation and
for the purpose of making campaign
capital against it. My advice is to
stand true to the principles that we
have always advocated and that we as
Republicans have always believed in,
nd not be diverted to a chase after
false gods by our good political friends
on the other side.

Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded
against the substitution of the minority
for the majority report. (Applause.)

Mr. McKINNEY of Bridgton: Mr.
Speaker, the issue today is whether we
shall resubmit the prohibitory amend-
ment to the people or not. We are not
here to vote upon the prohibitory law,
we are not here to vote for free rum,
nor for high license nor for local op-
tion: and I regret exceedingly that we
could not have followed out the sug-
gestion of our honored Governor in his
inaugural and make it possible to dis-
cuss this question plainly and fairly by
itself disconnected from the question
of prohibition or license. I do not favor
this question because I am a Demo-
crat. I favor resubmission as a matter
of principle. The reason why I am in
favor of resubmission is simply from
the fact that there is such a large
class of the voters of the State of
Maine that are in favor of it. It was
stated during the campaign by a Re-
publican paper that where 20 per cent.
of the voters of the people of the State
were in favor of resubmitting any ar-

ticle in the constitution, it was their
right to have that privilege. The Dem-

ocratic party in their convention
adopted a plank in favor of resubmis-
sion. The Republicans bpractically

dodged the question. Forty-five per
cent. of the voters of this State voted
the Democratic ticket. Many Demo-
crats in the State are not in favor of
resubmission, but for every Demorecat
who is opposed to it there is more
than onz Republican who is in favor
of it; and I believe today that one-
half of the voters of the State of Maine
are in favor of the resubmission of this
question. I have been called a rummy
since my election to this House be-
cause I was in favor of resubmission,
but I defy any man of my age to stand
here and proclaim himself a better
temperaince man than I have been; and
I shall continue to work for temper-
ance while I have breath and the little
voice that God has given me. (Ap-
plause.)

Both the Democratic and Republican
parties put a plank into their plat-
forms referring questions to the voters
of the State. The Democrats made
their plank straight in favor of the
referendum. The Republican platform
contained a plank in favor of the ref-
erendum as regards the statute law
but no referendum for the constitu-
tion. There is only one way in which
voir can change the constitution and
that is by referring it to the people.
If this Legislature should grant resub-
misgin, this question must go before
the people before the constitution can
be changed. And I ask you why you
are not willing to give the people the
right t¢ vote upon a constitutiona.
guestion as you are upon the statutes
of this State? Now, when i* comes to
a question of prohibition, let us vote
upon prohibition. When it comes to a
question of license let us vote upon li-
cense. The gentleman from Brooks is
not willing that the people should
have a voice in this matter of the con-
stitution. Why not? If you are not
afraid of the people, if a inajority of
the voters of the State of Maine are
in favor of the amendment, in Heav-
en’s name why don’t you let them say
s0 once more and eliminate this ques-
tion from politics for the next twenty
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vears? T believe you are afraid to
submit it to the people and that 1s the
reason why you are opposed to it. I
know I should never vote for a rum
shop, but I am in favor of resubmis-
sion because I believe there is a de-
mand sufficient so that the people
ought to have that right. The gentle-
man from Brooks says that there are
no petitions here in favor of resubmis~
sion. Why? Because we have taken
no action towards getting petitions. I
could go to my town today and 1 could
bring you a petition of 100 as good
Republicans as there are in the State
of Maine in favor of resubmission.
Let us be honest on this question. I
am opposed to rum in all its forms,
but 1 believe in the people ruling, and
if they are in favor of resubmission
let us give them a chance to vote
upon it and settle this question for the
next generation., I am getting to be
an old man, I have seen a good deal
of this world, and as true as the sun
is in the heavens today, if we don't
get resubmission this year the day will
come when yvou will have a Legislature
that will carry out the volte uf the
majority of the people of this State
and will resubmit this question to the
people. Remember my provhecy. (Ap-
plause.)

Mr. THOMAS of Howland—Mr. Speak-
er and fellow representatives, I would
not feel that T was doing justice to my
constituents, to my party or to myself
to sit here and listen to the arguments
upon this great question without a voice
in the matter. First, my constituents
who, knowing my sentiments and hav-
ing placed the utmost confidence in me
as a temperance man, would turn in
scorn from me if they should know I
did not stand by the principle they know
I so firmly believe in. Second, my own
convictions din this maitter would be
enough to arcuse my feeling on this
great question. Gentlemen, to me this is
one of the mest important questions that
could possibly come before this ILegis-
lature-—one that touches the hearts of
tens of thousands of fathers, mothers.
brothers and sisters, who are today look-
ing with earnest hearts and ecager
eyes to the doings of this Legislature,
and I hope and pray that we shall be
guided honestly and unselfishly in this

matter locking forward to the Dbetter-
ment of the moral conditions of human-
ity and never losing sight of the fact
that this noble temperance principle was
established in the platform of the Re-
puhlican party when first that party had
its birth; and I tell you, gentlemen, if
there igs one thing that would cause ma
to depart from the Republican party it
would be the drawing of one single nail
from that temperance plank thal was so
firmly nailed into the platform so many
years ago.

It is said by the friends of resubmission
and it seems to be one of their strong
points, that if we had high license sa-
loons we would hold the money in tha
State that is now going out of the State.
We will allow this to be true; but what
are we offering in exchange for this
money? Are we not offering up the
precious souls of our noble young men,
and are we not taking the daily bread
from the mouths of thousand of poor
children and breaking the hearts of
many a poor mocther? Men depriving
their children of the common school ed-
ucation all for the sake of that vile pois-
on. I tell you, gentlemen, it is time ws
throw off this delusion and wake up to
the realization of our condition. Do you
not know that the best interests of so-
clety are at stake? Must we sacrifice
all that is good and noble to satisfy
the rumseller? God forbid that we in
this enlightened country shculd come to
this,

They say we under the prohibitory law
can’t stop the sale of liquor. My answer
to this, gentlemen, is that if you can’t
stop a man from stealing horses is it
necessary 1o make horse stealing legal?
1 agree with you, gentlemen, that the
sale of intoxicatirg liquor has not been
successfully prohibited under our pro-
hibitory law, and why is it? 1s it the
fault of the law? Have the cfficers at
all times and under all circumstances en-
forced the law? Have the people in the
communities where liquor has been sold
tried to help the officers enforce the law?
Gentlemen, you know they have not, and
I tell you, gentlemen, If there was ona
man in a town where liquor is soild that
would help the cofficers enforce the law
where there are 10 to help the man who
violates law, the conditions would be far
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different than they are tioday. Gentle-
men, we have got all the law that is
needed to stop the sale of intoxicating
liquors in this State. All we want is
honest officers and honest people.

Our opponents tell us if we don’t re-
submit this question to the people that
we will go down In defeat in two years
frori now. Gentlemen, I stand for prin-
ciple, and if we must go down by not
granting the rumsellers the privilege of
selling that most of all ruinous poison,
let us go down in defence of the right
with our flag at the topmast; for I had
rather die fighting for the right than to
live and foster a wrong. (Applause).

Mr., STOVER ot Brunswick: Mr.
Speaker, as this is the last titne proba-
bly that I shall ever address this ov
any other legislative body I ask thein-
dulgence of the House to express a few
crude thoughts on the burning ques-
tion of resubmission, and to say a few
kindly words to my Republican friends
on standnatism both State and nation-
al. I do so with hesitation knowing
that I am incapable of treating the
subject in & manner its importance de-
mands. But having been sent here
by the aid of many Republican votes
without instructions from anybody 1
take it for granted that the sole reason
for sending me here was my known
views on this question. therefore I do
not feel that T can conscienciously

shirk the obligation of adding my
might to the discussion. There is cer-
tainly danger to cur free institutions

when it becomes a fact that a few fan-
atics however conscienscious they may
be, are allowed to either hinder
or promcte legislation and force their
fanatical ideas upon the =overeign
people of the State. Their assumption
of superiority is an affront to the peo-
ple of Maine.

If T thought that the prohibitory law
promoted temperance, as much as I
disappdove of the law itself, I should
hesitate before ecasting my vote, but
believing as I dn that in eities. vil-
lages and thickly populated places it
actually promotes drunkenness. and I
shall certainly vote for resubimission.
Even in the rural districts it is becom-
ing popular to have brush camps in
the woods furnished with bottles of
beer and a pack of cards where young

men meet to show their contempt for
the law.

I do not feel that there is any great
hamn in a pack of ecards or even a
glass of beer, but it shows the tendency
of this law, and if the friends of the
law are satisfied with its workings it
shows that they are wedded to a the-
ory and not a condition.

It seems to me that it is time this
matter be taken out of politics and
these meddlesome agitators should be
sent to the rear. It is my opinion that
the law would have been more satis-
factory had it not been for the poli-
ticians. :

Is there anybody so fresh as to be-
lieve that such a law would prohibit
or even diminish the use of ligquor?
Does anybody think it promotes tem-
perance? A law that establishes cityv
and town agencies to sell liquor for
medicinal and mechanical purposes.
and express companies bountifully
suppressing all other needs.

When liquor can he bought at whole-
sale in other states and landed at your
door and no one can touch it unless it
can be proved that it was intended for
sale. Now I want to ask if men are
foreed into buying their whiskey by
the wholesale if it is not quite ‘ikely
they will eventually drink it by the
wholesale? This “so-called” orohibi-
tory law in any way you look at it, is
not a jewel or consistency. The legis-
lators di:l not pass this law (o hind
themselves but their more humble con-
stituents, they discussed this measure
over a Dbottle of whiskey, and in my
hearing said it would not hinder them
from getting all they wanted. thus ad-
mitting it was class legislation intend-
ed to put what they called the lower
classes under guardianshin.

This was done in what was supposed
to be a free country, a country whose
Declaration of Independence declared
that all men were born free and equal.
I have a decided opinion in this matter
and am going to express that opinion
fearlessly and without reserve in spite
of what others may think, and strive to
fieht manfully the monstrous wrongs
the majority party are trying to fasten
upon us indefinitely. denounce this so-
called prohibitory law as fanatiecal, un-



592

LEGISLATIVE RECORD —HOUSE MARCH 13.

American and dangerous. Dangerous
bzcause if one set of cranks can take
away one of our personal rights anoth-
er set can rob us of another, and in
provortion as cranks increase our lib-
erties will decrease having in a meas-
ure arisen above the incubus of the
priesteraft and ignorance of the past,
let us not e dragged into a worse con-
dition than the one we have left. I fear
for the stability of the government if
we continue to legislate for the benefit
of the rich and the strong against the
roor and the week.

This 1ooking down of one class upon
another, is getting too common and is
disturbing the relations which once ex-
isted. During the last few weeks I have
heard the poor man discussed and
measures proposed to bhetter his con-
dition. It is thought by some that the
parks which the electric railroads are
establishing to amuse the public should
be discontinued bhecause some poor,
hard working man had actually been
known to spend 10 cents in car fare to
go to a free show, that he ought to
saved his 10 cents toward paying his
dog tax. Ancther says he ought not to
be allowed to own a dog. He ought to
give his 10 cents to the King’s Daugh-
ters to help them make paupers for the
town to support.

Though perhaps his dog is the only
thing in the world that he loves or that
loves him. Jeremiah Hacker, a free
thinking Quaker, who once edited and
published a paper in the city of Port-
land, called the Pleasure Boat, made
this prediction which it seems is near
coming true. In denouncing a city ordi-
nance that affected the poor, he said
that they soon would not allow a poor
man to have the itch for fear he would
tnke some comfort scratching.

We have in this country as near as
possible compulsory education and
where there is education there will be
thought and where there is thought
there will be seeking after truth and
i{ruth makes us free. It is gratifying to
know that some of our higher institu-
{ions of learning are seeking after the
truth and are giving our sons and
daughters the benefits of their research.
Let us not heed the hypocritical snivel-
ings of these pinchkback reformers, but

seek after truth and follow it, and by
precept and example strive to save our
country from the dangers that threaten
it. The same causes that caused the
downfall of Greeece and Rome and
brought on the revolutions in England
and France will do the same bloody
work here, if this kind of legislation is
centinued until it becomes unbearable.
‘We have as a nation proved to the
world we were capable of gaining our
liberty and independence. Let us show
to them that we are able to retain it
without bloodshed. You may think me
a pessimist, but in sincerity I believe
the signs of the times betokens ill to
our country, and I make this as a
prophecy and hope you will remember
it as T don’t exvect to be here when the
crash comes to say I told you so.

I have voted against prohibition and
in favor of resubmission at every op-
portunity that has been afforded me,
I voted against it in the first place be-
cause it seemed to me it interfered
with the personal rights of free Amer-
ican citizens, believing that all persons
however humble had an inalienable
right to eat and drink whatever they
pleased, even toad stools and wood al-
cohol if they wanted to. I take it for
granted that all Democrats will vote
for resubmission, it is more uncertain
how the Republicans will vote as they
seem to be in a quandary. The cranks
are telling them that if they vote for
resubmission their party will go to the
wall, and the sane sensible men in
the party tell them they are lost it
they don’t. There are two horns to
the dilemma, gentlemen take your
choice, I await with equanimity your
choice as it seems by your own show-
ing that either heads or tails wins for
the Democrats.

I have been called down by some of
my friends for calling this, so called,
prohibitory law, a humbug, but until
I find a more fitting name I shajl con-
tinue to call it the monumental hum-
bug of the age, and the fanatical men
and women who clammer for its re-
tention after it has proved to be a
complete failure are not only humbugs,
but disagreeable nuisances and a men-
ace to a republican form of govern-
ment. T deny the moral right of the
legislator to refuse the resubmission



of this or any other law to the people
for their approval or disapproval. As
a law abiding citizen I am willing to
be governed by the majority of the
legal voters of the State, but I am not
willing to be forever kept in doubt as
to whether it is the will of the ma-
jority or not.

‘We have seen this House crowd-
ed to overflowing with men and
women who think they have been
commissioned of God to regulate other
people’s affairs, striving to influence
the members of this House to prevent
this matter going to the people, tney
aquote Scripture and tell us that Adam
and Eve ate of the forbidden fruit of
the Garden of Eden and became wise
knowing good from evil, and for that
reason were driven from their Para-
dise and became the progenitors of all
the human race. Now admitting this
to be the fact, let us examine this
matter, God being all wise, all pow-
crful, and having fore knowledge, must
have known just what his own created
beings would do. He placed in the gar-
den a tree of knowledge of good and
evil, intending they should eat of its
fruit and become wise, and to make
sure they would eat of it, He put a
prohibition tag on it and proclaimed
it prohibited and that did the husiness.
Tell any of Adam’s race they shan’t
do a thing, and that is about the first
thing they will want to do.

These modern self-styled reformers
have discovered that God made a mis-
take in creating man a free moral
agent, and are trying to improve upon
His plan by placing sheriffs and Stur-
gis commissions around their forbid-
den fruit, to prevent people from ex-
ercising their God given rights as free
moral agents.

God is the same yesterday, today
and forever, and human nature is the
same as it was in the beginning, and
prohibition fruit is just what the ordi-
nary man wants and what he will get,
and no law will prevent it. The old
Washington societies did all the good
that was ever done in this State to-
wards promoting temperance, and
when moral suasion was dropped and
the law depended upon to do the work
the good work stopped. Now the same
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spirit that influenced Adam is influ-
encing his descendants to drink the
juice c¢f the forbidden fruit and they
are bound to get it law or no law, you
may bz able to make it cost them a
little more, if that is an object, desir-
able, but they are sure to get it, and
it is up to us to decide what is best,
under natural conditions, to do with
the matter.

Nobody denies that drunkenness is
an evil and a curse. And a man who
drinks to excess injures himeelf his
family nd the community in which he
lives. But the man that has an un-
quenchable thirst for liquor whether
that thirst is inherited or acquired is
an object of pity rather than one to be

despised and outlawed. Some of the
finest intellects in our country have
been cursed by this uncontrollable

thirst for drink. As a gencral rule you
will find these men remarkable kindly
and generous, and that in most cases
is what made them drunkards, there
are many temperate people who would
have been drunkards if somebody else
had bought the rum. Now don’t let
us imagine that we are so much above
the drunkard because our meanncss
or some other nobler gift of Gol has
preventad us from being drunkards.

Why should we longer authorize and
arm with clubs broken down ministers
and their unthinking followers to try
to pound religion or temperance into
their less fortunate but more worthy
brethren?

It cannot thus be accomplished the
plan has been fairly tried and has fail-
ed. Reformation must proceed from
within it can never be forced into a
man by arbitrary course.

This prohibitory law has almost de-
stroyed the law of love and kindness,
and weakened the respect for the law,
and law makers, while these gouhs are
still on the war path chasing a myth
and squandering the peoples hard
earned rmoney worse than uselessly.

God save us from the curse of fana-
ticism in all its forms.

The doings of nne set of crunks nest-
ed on a sand hill in the town of Dur-
ham, has been brought to the notice of
the Governor praying that if it is with-
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in his province to to abate the nuisz-
ance.

I have no doubt of its being a
nuisance, but they do not meddle with
other peonle’s business as these Prohi-
bition nuisances do, and they do not
come here to ask us to legalize and aid
them in their nuisance. There seemns
to be no linmit to the arrogant audacity,
and folly of all fanatical cranks.

I have had the opportunity to visit
the Soldiers’” Home at Togus. 1 saw
those old men sitting around with
bowed heads, their bent forins, gray
hairs and 'wrinkled faces seemingly
awaiting the end. Some crippled in
the War of the Rebellion, I thought to
deprive them of the innocent pleasures
of the canteen, was the refinement of
cruelty, and about the limit of unrea-
soning fanaticism. Tt seems to me
that it is time that these meddlesome
cranks should stand aside and let the
people manage their own affairs, but
some of then won’t stand aside when
cripples can get §3 a day for being
cranks and spies, making false arrests
for the small fee, and acting as swift
witnesses.

In my opinion, a majority of the peo-
ple including many Prohibitionists de-
sire to huave this matter resubmitted,
and the persistent refusal of the Re-
publican party to resubmit has produc-
ed a feeling among the people that
that somebody is trying to force upon
them an obnoxious sumptuary law
against their will.

I know of some life-long Republi-
cang being dissatisfied with the ring
who manage affairs and refused to go
to the polls last fall to vote what they
called the Prohibition ticket and petti-
coat government. Now my Republican
friends I perfectly understand your
predicament and sympathize with you.
You have been playing the game of fol-
low your leader and he has led you into
a bog from which you have barely es-
caped, and if you follow him two years
more you will be mired beyond extrac-
tion. You have Been dabbling in Pro-
hibition stocks and have sold short on
a ‘bull market, my advice to you is
bolt your leaders ans? vote for resub-
mission. 1 know not how they will de-~
cide the question, neither do 1 care
but we should all of us accept the voice

of the people as final,
season.

The tendency seems to be to becom~
our bhrothers’ keepers. We take it upon
us to look after other people’'s morals
while our own need looking after. We
were all born free and equal in so far
as ithe pursuit of happiness is concerned.
If some of us were not born with a gold
spoon in cur mouths, the world is sup-
posed to be grnowing better, people are
beginning to think for themselves, and
are not so much as formerly bound down
by sectarianism and led by office-seeking
politicians and I certainly think this
standing pat on resubmission and protec-
tion with trust subsidies added will be tha
last straw that will straighten the back
iof the Republican camel.

Demccrats are not office seekers. All
that kind of Democrats went over to tho
Republican party and got what they
went after; and I admonish my fellow
Democrats stand to your guns and boldly
face the enemy. Never let it be said that
we were wounded in the back. Never
mind their calling you rummy and other
pet names, as I have an encouraging
message from the Master for you. And
here it is:

at least for u

‘“Rlessed are ye when men shall revila
you and persecute you and say all man-
ner of evil against you falsely, for great
is your reward. Ye are the salt of the
earth, Ye are the light of the world.”

If you Democrats are mot in line for
that blessing I don’t know who are. So
stand fast for justice and equal rights,
and if you fail let it be said of you as
was said of the woman of old:

“She hath done what she could.”

The Medes and Persians of the Re-
publican party claim great credit for
standing pat against resubmission
claiming that the last generation had
a right to make laws to bind this oue
and this one has a right to keep them
intact to hind the next one they seem
to think that this obnoxious law is of
Divine origin too sacred to be submit-
ted to the sovereign people. I happen to
know something about its origin, and
vou may take my word for it that it
was anything but a Divine inspiration
that put it on the statute books. The
Republican party is standing pat on
many vital questions. Standpatism if
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persisted in is the rock on which the
Republican ship will be foundered. We
live under a Democratic government
where the majority are supposed to
rule and onc generation has no right
to pass laws to bind the next genera-
tion. Moses was the only law giver
whose laws were supposed to he un-
changeble but these modern Moseses
and Elijas that are springing up like
toadstools in @ night, claiming that
the mantle of one or the other has fal-
len on them makes us almost doubt
the genuineness of the original.

We have got to take man as we find
him today. It is useless to speculate
about his origin or his destination.
We find him endowed with appetites
and desires common to all, and the
same intelligence that causcd his ex-
istance and gave him thesc appetites,
dlso provided abundantly the means
for their gratification.

Man is a free moral agent and has
a common right to all the provisions
that nature has made for his comfort
or pleasure. The abuse of any and all

these natural gifts carry their pun-
ishment with them. If he is deterred
by the sure punishment of natural

laws he will not be restrained hy hu-
man laws intended to rob him of his
personal rights, Such legislarion only
strengthens his determination to throw
off the injustice.

The Republican party is with diffi-
culty, dragging around after it an ab-
normal protuberance which may prop-
erly be called a tail; an appendix of
prchibition ard protection. This promi-
nent member has been pierced by the
enemy and the wound has matterated
and discharging profusely its cor-
ruption and if a skillful operation is
not performed and that right quickly
the wound will prove fatal.

Now I am going to tell yvou a little
story to illustrate the danger of too
much tail. Many years ago there was
an old-fashioned minister that used to
tramp through the towns of Cumber-
land county.

He had but little acquaintance with
books but claimed he had had a call
from God to preach the everlasting gos-
pel.

He would hold forth in the

is
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houses and the small churches in the
districts wher= the people believed that
the less a man knew ablout this world
(if he had been called) the more he
knew apout the next and believed he
had nec need of writing his sermons;
itideed it was sinful to do so, as he had
only to open his mlouth and God would
fill it.

All his sermons were practically the
same. and always told with great ap-
parent satisfaction the story of the dog
and the rabbit. On one of these occa-
sions he had progressed to the part
which he evidently thought to be the
climax." He with great unction de-
scribed the blessedness and safety to
Le found in the “hole in the rock yon-
der.”” He depicted the dog pursuing
with murderous intent the rabbit which
was fleeing for his life, and the rabbit
discovering a hole in the rock, made
for it in hot haste, the dog close at his
heels, Then the preacher raised his
voice and shouted: “Just as the dog was
going to grab the rabbit by the tail the
rahbit dodged into the hole in the rock
and was saved, yves saved brethren.”
Then with an extra pound on the Bible
exclaimed: ‘““Blessed be God for that
holc in the rock yonder.” Stopping to
mop his brow with his big bandanna,
and while his audience were trying to
apply the simile to their own condition,
an old man in one of the back seats
arose and shouted: “Elder that air rab-
bit had no tail. and that is what saved
him.”

Now 1iny Republican friends, I ad-
vise yvou to get rid of your tail some-
how. It hinders your running and is a
fine handle to grab hold of, and then
vou may possibly gain that hole in the
rock and be saved, instead of going to
the dogs. (Applause.)

On motion motion of Mr. Johnson of
Waterville,

Adjourned to 4 o'clock in the after-
nootu.

Afternoon Session.

The Speaker appointed on the com-
mittee under the order relating to the
procedure in the matter of the investi-
gation of Judge Chapman of Bangor,
Messrs. Smith of Patten, Johnson of
‘Waterville, Hadlock of Cranberry
Isles, Dver of Buckfield, Dunton of
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Belfast, Stearns of Norway and Dow
of Brooks.

Mr. KNOWLTON of Monson: Mr,
Speaker, in the discussion this fore-
noon there was a wide range of
thought. We were led all the way from
the Garden of HKEden to Bangor. The
question before us is simply the sub-
stitution of the minority for the ma-
jority report, and 1 cannot see how
we can really act right without under-
standing the conditions. T am here as
a member under this condition—in the
caucus that nominated me I stated be-
fore the vote was taken that 1 was
opposed to resubmission. Under those
conditions I received 140 votes and
there were 28 against me; so that T
am sure in my vote against resub-
mission I represent the people that
sent me here.

The remarks made hitherto have
been mostly in reference to cities.
There is something more in this great
State than the few comparatively
small cities. The people living on the
hills and in the valleys constitute the
great portion of the State of Maine;
and I want to refer briefly to the peo-
ple that I know.

I live in the county of Piscataquis,
I have taught school the most of my
life in the county of Aroostook, and I
know those people, and I know that
when I stand before you and say that
I am opposed to resubmission I repre-
sent on the whole the sentiment of
the people of Aroostook and of Pisca-
taquis counties. It is 2n unmistakable
fact that the country towns in the
State of Maine are in favor of this
law, and because they believe that it
is for the best interests of the State,
because they know that prohibition is
a virtue and a success. In the county
of Aroostook there is not a hotel today
that is selling liquor. There are no
rum shops up there. The people are in
favor of the enforcement of the law
and they want it to continue. A year
ago especially it became known all
over the State of Maine that the Dem-
ocratic party were to change the pro-
hibitory law if they came Into power,
and the Republican party was sup-
posed to stand by it. At the last elec-
tion a vote for the Republican party
was a vote for prohibition. It was

not resubmission or non-resubmission.
The essence behind it all was prohibi-
tion or license. 8o that today there
is no dodging the question. Today we
stand facing just the problem put be-
fore us by our Democratic friends. We
come to the simple problem, is it li-
cense or is it prohibition? There is no
dodging it, and I am ready to meet
that issue by a straight-out vote.

The first thought that should ani-
mate this Legistature is what is best
for the whole of the State—not one
man but the whole people of Maine,
our boys and girls and every individ-
ual in this great State of ours. I sub-
mit that there is no way to have civi-
lization unless there be sacrifice on the
part of somebody. Society is a com-
promise, the State is a compromise,
and the only way a State can live and
prosper is by compromise, by sacri-
fice, by one giving up something that
another may be blessed. We only reach
our higher civilization by sacrifice, and
if individual man won’t make it it
must be made by the concensus of
the better class. 1 stand before you
with this proposition, what is best for
the State of Maine, what is for the
best interests of our boys and girls;
and on that subject 1 feel as deeply
as anyone possibly can. Associated all
my life with these young people I can
but feel that any vote on my part
which would endanger the condition of
things now existing would be a wick-
ed thing. I wish simply to say to my
own conscience and say to the people
who sent me here that I propose to
vote as I think it is best for the State
of Maine. I propose to vote as my peo-
ple want me to vote. I propose to vote
so that T shall feel hereafter that I
have done right. And while I believe
in the people of Maine and would trust
them to vote on any subject properly
before them, I do dread to have the
influence that would be brought to
bear upon our State if we allow a free
canvas of ‘this matter. You know that
there will be floods of money and rum
poured into this State before that vote
is taken by the people. I dread to see
it. If the subject of simply referring
this to the people could come up in its
own virtue, without anything else as-
sociated with it, T would vote for re-
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submission tomorrow. But our Demo-
cratic friends have put us in this con-
dition, that it is virtually license or
prohibition; and I for one, instead of
taking one horn of the dilemma, pro-
pose to take the bull by both horns and
hold him therv. (Applause.)

Mr. MONTGOMIERY of Camden:
Mr. Speaker, I was sent here by a con-
stituency made up largely of the dom-
inant party, and about the last thing
that they said to me before I came was
that I would carry out their purpose
in electing me and do what I could to
bring about a resubmission of the pro-
hibitory amendment. We all know that
this matter has been a very vexatious
one. The matter of prohibition started
in 1837. The agitation began with Gen-
eral James Appleton. When that dis-
cussion started Maine was a growing
and a coming State in all the depart-
ments of agriculture and industry.
The people of Maine were a strong
people, a resolute people, a brave peo-

ple. That discussion started. How
much it agitated the people we are not
able to say now, but in 1845 it had

progressed so far that a petition was
addressed to the Legislature for pro-
hibition. Tt did not meet with success
that ycar but the next year it did.
Here is the first prohibitory law, of
1846: “ixo person shall be allowed at
any time to sell, by himself or his
clerk, servant or agent, directly or in-
directly any wine, brandy, rum or oth-
er spirituous ligquors, or any liquors a
part of which is spirituous.” Now,
with that prohibition, like the present
constitutional amendment, there was
yvet the feeling and the knowledge that
liquors were necessary for humanity

and they put into that law a
provision that certain persons in
town were to be licensed to sell
it for medicinal and mechanical

purposes—just as our constitutional
amendment is now. It was a law of 26
sections covering all the things that
would be mecessary to carry it into ef-
fect. In 1851 additions were made to the
law. In 1853 all the laws were added to
and fines and penalties of the severest
kind were imposed. In 1855 still miore
stringent laws were passed in relation to
it, 383 sections dn all. Tt forbade patent

gredients in them. Druggists could only
keep it for compounding medicines. It
went farther even than our own present
law. In 1856 23 sections were added to tha
law. Physicians and druggists could
compound medicines with spirituous Ii-
quor but not to contain enough for a
drink. All these statutes from 1846 to 1836
were stringent laws., They comprised
over 100 sections, more than our pres-
ent law. Now, what was the result at
that time? Men got liquor just as they
doc now. People were dissatisfied after
they had tried all those laws. They
found then that they did not have a pro-

hibitory law, and in 1858 the present law

was passed, or the foundation of the

presenit law; and since that time it has
been strengthened almost every year. In
the past 25 years there have been 48

amendmonts to the law and the prohibi-
tory amendment {0 the constitution.

That has heen the history of prohibi-
tion. In all those years there never has
been a vear when the people of this
State thought that they had prohibition.
Talk about nullification of law—it is not
the people who have nullified the law.
The law has nullified itself. And what
has heen the result of it all? In 1883 tha
historian, -writing on the history of pro-
hibition, says the law had been a fail-
ure. That is tha recoraed history of the
State of Maine in 1883. A more recont
authority is the Gowvernor of the Stato
himself in his Pertland speech last year
when he said that for tne 1ast 25 years
the law had been nullified. There iz tha
histery wof it after ali the time that has
passed and with all this amount of law
and prohibition, the historian in 1883 de-
claring ithat it had been a failure and
the Goverror of the State after doing all
that was possible for mortal man to do,
gaying that for the last 25 years the law

had been nullified. Isn’t it time that
something else should be tried? It is
the part of wisdom to look for some-

thing else, and it is noticeable that at
different times we have had practically
the same law. Look over these laws and
you will be surprised to see how gener-
ations have taken the same laws that
have béen repealed and considered of no
use in the past. This is true with regard

medicines which had any intoxicating in-to the Sturgis law. The State constabu-
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lary law was passed in 1867 and they
were given the same powers In almost
the exact language of the Sturgis law.
That only lasted one year; it was plain
to the people that it could not be exe-
cuted in that way and it was repealed.
In 1880 a law was enacted like this, that
upon petition of thirty taxpayers in any
county where the laws were noi being
faitbfully enforced, the Governor should
appdint two or more conslables to en-
force the law with like powers and duties
as sheriffe and deputies. On simply the
application of thirty citizens that could
be done. Is there anyone here who can
say that it was ever possible to get thirty
people in a town to ask for that? And
would vou say that if it had heen left
to the people of the towns, they coculd
have got ten people to ask for a Sturgis
commission? Now that law was on the
statute books from 1880 to 1901, and if
those who enacted the Sturgis law had
searched the statutes they would have
found that this one had existed and that
it was of no use and that it was impos-
sible of enforcement. Then we had the
Sturgis commission of 19056 and that has
been a failure.

With that history in my mind I am
ready to wvote to resubmit this matter
to the people, and with that in view [
have no doubt that a discussion before
the people if this can be submitted to
thermt will bring about good results. It
will ostablish a bhetter feeling whichever
way it goes, and men will unite to make
the laws of this State such that people
will he proud of them. (Applause.)

Mr. KENDALL of Bowdcinham: Mr.
Speaker, The Dbest  centiment  of
the State of Maine strongly
against resubmission because of
the fact that prohibition in Maine
has been such a success in the rural
gections, In the past 20 years the news-
papers in Boston especially would oec-
casionally send a representative into
the State here to write up prohibition,
He would first strike Biddeford, and
we know what he would find there,
and then Portland, and then Gardiner,
Augusta, Waterville and Bangor, and
with the material that he woutd e
able to get in favor of the failure of
prohibition he would start for home,
and that same routine would be fol-

is
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lowed year after year, without any in-
vestigation of the success of prohibi-
tion in the rural portions of the State.
We have about 20 cities in Maine and
480 towns, and it would seem as if the
towns ought to have something to say
in this connection. The conditions in
Bangor have been referred to. It must
not be forgotten that Bangor is the
centre of a very large population. It is
a clearing house, a distributing point.
It is the largest city within five coun-
ties, comprising 250 towns and planta-
tions. 213,000 people live within a
radius of Bangor. If the country kicks
violators of the law to the city, it is
up to the city to kick them somewhere
else. The same is true of Rumford
Falls. The same thing applies to all
the rest of our cities.

The gentleman from Bridgton asks
why we have any objection to submit
this question to the peonie. My an-
swer is that we have no right to sub-
mit & moral question, and if the sale
of liguor is not a moral question, what
ig? It this House should vote to resub-
mit how long do you suppose it would
be before the organized liquor inter-
ests in New York city would know of
it? And if we throw down the bars
what is going to be the result? Demor-
alization, corruption, every purchasabie
vote in the State is going to be bought.
Now for fiftv years we have talked in
relation to this particular matter. We
are better known from the Atlantic to
the Pacific on account of our prohibi-
tory effort than from any other thing.
It is true chat the law has not been
properly enforced. But it is always
darkest just before day. In every walk
of life a man has got to persist and
to fight before he comes out victori-
ous, and the harder he fights the more
glorious will be his success when suc-
cess comes. I firmly believe if this
question is not resubmitted that be-
tween now and two years from now
the clouds will break away, because no
man and no people and no nation ever
failed to be successful that followed
the handwriting on the sky when there
was a question of moral right involved,
and held right sharp straight cut, for
that point; but the person or the na-
tion that cowers before any moral ques-
tion and talkes any hackward steps,
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“mene, mene, tekel, upharsin,’ ’is writ-
ten over their doorway.

It is said that prohibition does not
prohihit. The State of Maine has
about the same population as the
city of Boston, and let anyone take the
area in square miles and the popu-
lation of Maine as against the popu-
tation of Boston and then let him say
wihether prohibition here is a success
or not as against license there. Therne
is an mmense amount of material to
be considered in relation to this mart-
ter, but I return to this, that in com-
pany with my friend from Monson (Mr.
Knowlton) I want to reiterate that
this is a great moral question, and how
we, as intelligent legislators, caun view
a great moral guestion in any way ex-
cept to enforce it and to follow it up
and never surrender, is meore than I

can understand. (Applause)
Mr. JOHNSON of Waterville: Mr.
Speaker, it seems to be in order for

gentlemen who rise to address you to
annournce the obligations they are un-
der to their constituents who by
their votes have elected them to this
House. I do not deem it necessary for
me to follow the custom in this re-
spect, but for a moment I will allude
to 1t. I represent what we call and
what to me is indeed a beautiful city,
a city of a college of learning, a city
of manufacturing, a city where the
whirring spindles give imployment to
thougands of laborers, a city of as in-
telligent people as can be found any-
where in the confines of the State of
Maine or anywhere within this Union,
citizens who are capable of passing up-
on moral questions. That city—and it
has operated for her prosperity—is
evenly divided between two political
parties, although that city was so close
that two years ago when I came 1o
this House I came with a Republican
representative from that city, and 1T
coming here by but a few notes over
my competitor, this last fall I came
here with a majority of over 500 from
that city of Waterville due largely to
the position which I had taken upon
this very aquestion: and my support
did not come from the liguor inter-
ests of the city of Waterville. 1T agree
with my friend from Bowdoinham that
this is a great moral question. It is too

large a guestion (o be made a ques-
tion of party politics. It Is a question
wihiich ought to be considered broadly
and - wisely. But as a moral questioa
we are in the same position upon this
28 upon many others in the history ot
the world., Did you ever know of any
great question which is a live question
being discussed as this liguor question
is in every state in this Union, demand-
ing a solution of the evils which follow
the use of liquor and its sale—did you
ever know it to be settled right by
shutting it up and putting it away in
a, constitution or anywhere else and
saying to the intelligent people 01 a
State, “You shall not deal with it, you
shall not discuss it?” (Applause.) You
cannot settle it that way because it is
a moral question and one that is ap-
pealing for solution. The Pharisee in
the past drew his cloak about him and
said “Thank God, I am not as other
men are.” He had settled the question;
it was not open for discussion. And so
others have tried to settle the question
and have said there shall be no future
discussion. Isn’t that the attitude in
which we are forced here in this State?

I am no sudden convert from the
city of Waterville to the question of
resubmission. In 1888 in old Granite
Hall in this city I attended my first
political convention. Being appointed
upon the committee on resolutions I
advocated then a resubmision of this
constitutional amendment. I had voted
against it in 1884 when it meant some-
thing of ostracism at the time. I know
how that constitutional amendment
went into the constitution, and so do
many of you, gentlemen,—when the
temperance people and the ladies
crowded the polls and it was almost an
impossibility for a man to get a *no”
ballot to vote against it, and if he did
vote against it he was put down as a
rummy, or ostracised. It was that
feeling that kept many from recording
their votes at that time. Now when I
went into that committee on resolu-
tions in 1888 1 offered there a plank
in favor of resubmission. That plank
was voted down by a vote of nine to
seven, I remember the majority of
that committee announced the plat-
form of the Democratic party and it
began with these words, “We denounce
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the Republican party for its hypocrisy
in dealing with the liquor question.”
I presented a minority report and I
said these words, when I opened, “Gen-
tlemen, before we denounce the Re-
publican party for its hypocrisy hadn’t
we better look around our own house-
hold and commence here and set our-
selves right upon this question?” I
need not say here that for the great
Republican party in the State of Maine
I have unstinted admiration, and yet
speaking to you not as members of
the Republican party or any other but
as members of the 73rd Legislature,
you know that the Republican party
have put into their platforms that
same statemeut, their advocacy of the
prohibitory law, and then openly coun-
tenanced its violation and nullification.
It was that which called my attention
chiefly to the need of having the peo-
ple take up this question again. In
1892 the Democratic party inserted it
in their platform, and I ascribe to my
friends and myself something of the
credit for having pilaced it there, be-
cause I felt as I do now that this was
a question which ought to be submit-
ted to the people of the State of Maine,
that it had no business in the consti-
tution of a State, that it had nothing
to do with organic or fundamental law,
that a great moral question like this
should be left where it could be dealt
with by the Legislature of a State, by
the people, and regulated; and it will
have to be, Gentlemen, sometime.

I am not here to discuss license ver-
sus prohibition. If you submit this
question to the people and if it were
adopted you would have behind the
prohibitory laws of this State all the
numerous statutes which have been
enacted. You would not have voted for
license. You would have voted simply
that it has no place in the constitu-
tion of the State. Who is there in this
House that does not reverence and
revere the constitution of the State?
We ought to revere and love it. There
should not be in it a law which will be
violated; and none of you, gentlemen,
and my prohibitionist friends, will tell
me that in the future any more than
in the past you can promise me that
the prohibitory law will be enforced.
The most tha~ you can say to me is

the best way to regulate it., We cannot
stop it, it is going to be here. We are
only going to regulate it in this way—
just keep it in the constitution and
nave the constitutien of the State of
Maine trampled in the mud and mire
of being violated as you know it is go-
ing to be. You know it from past ex-
perience and you don’t expect that it
will ever be enforced. (Applause.)

It is idle to talk about confidence in
the people when you say that they shall
not have a part in the solution of a
great question like this. You cannot
say that we settled it in 1884 when we
tucked it away in the constitution and
you told us that it was all settled, that
we had done away with it at once and
forever. I believe it is a question that
should be left to the Legislature to
the I.egislature to handle. And I am
free to say that T don’t know how I
should vote if T came to a Legislature
charged with the duty of regulating the
liquor traffic. I should look the ground
over carefully, learn the experience of
other states and cities and see what
could be done. But for what we have
had in this State of Maine I can only
blush—the trampling upon the consti-
tution of the State, keeping it there
when you know and will admit that it
will not be enforced. I say there is a
demand for its resubmission. Take the
vote in this county of Kennebec last
fall, not only in Waterville and in Au-
gusta, but outside in vour farming
towns where the issue was largely this
very question. And again is it a law
that is satisfactory when you are com-
pelled to create a special commission
and say that vou cannot trust the duly
elected officers o a State to execute
this law; that you cannot trust the
mavors of cities and the police wofficers
of the cities of Maine?

If it has been working well, if it is
what the people of the State of Maine
want, why the necessity of that unus-
ual machinery to execute it? Take that
alone as a demand. The way the Re-
publican voters regarded the Sturgis
commission and the votes of the cities
where they operated show that you did
not have hehind this law the public
sentiment that a law should have be-
hind it to make it a successful law.



That is sufficient to my mind to show
ithe necessity of having this question
submitted to the people, and 1 will say
to 1y friend from Bowdoinham that I
have faith that the people of the State
of Maine will withstand any importa-
tion of the liquor of rum trusts or of
money. I have faith in the intelligence,
he virtue, the patriotism of the citi-
zers of the State of Maine that makes
me confildent of the triumph of their
wishes and that they will see that they
are not overcome and that their virtue
is not debauched. (Applause.)

Mr, STUART of Belgrade: Mr. Speak-
cr, There are a few I believe of the Re-
publican members of this House who
will vote to substitute the minority re-
port of this bill for the majority. I wish
there were more. Now in this House
thig morning. The few of us who will
vote for resubmission were called any-
thing but good fellows by the gentle-
man from Brooks. Mr. Dow. Now I
would like to inquire what the funda-
mental principles of the grand old Re-
publican party were when it was or-
ganized more than a half century ago.
Did those principles stand for a minor-
ity rule by the few, or did they stand
for the rule of the people by ihe pen-
ple. We believe they did and do today.
the gentleman from Brooks notwith-
standing. Mow, Mr. Speaker and gentle-
men, you can fool some of the people
gome of the Zime, but you cannot fool
all the people all the time.

Now then inasmuch as we believe as
a sufficient number of the voters of the
State have signified their desire to vote
on this question ave we 182 members of
this House and Senate elected.

By the voters of this State coming
to this Legislature and saying to the
voters of the State. you go back and sit
down, we cannot trust you to vote on
this important question, we and we
alone know what ig best for you. Is
this in accordance with the principles
of the old Republican party. I deny it.

I believe the temperance party is not
working for the best interest of temper-
ance in this State. TIf we stop to read
between the Jines, to read the hand-
writing on the wall, we shall see that
resubmission is and has been for
some time gaining  ground and
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is sure to come and that the
sooner it comes the better it will be
for the prohibitory law. In other words,
if this question had been submitted to
the people two years ago they would
have endorsed the present law, but the
longer it is put off the less the chances
will be to retain it, Now I am a Repub-
lican and have always been one. I be-
lieve in the principles of the old Re-
publicarn party. I also believe as did one
of the greatest statesmen of his day
and the greatest statesman this State
has ever raised, a man who lived under
the shadow of this very building, the

late James G, Blaine, in discussing
this question, he says, keep close to
the people; let them by their legisla-

tive representatives deal with subjects
of this kind, and not tie them up by
the constitution. (Applause.)

Mr. POWERS of Houlton: Gentle-
men of the House, I should feel that I
was nol exactly doing my duty tc my
constituents did I allow this occasion
to pass without recording something
besides my vote in favor of the pro-
hibitory law. (Applause) The geutle-
man who moved to substitute the mi-
nority for the majority report has
placed the question clean cut for ev-
ery Republican in this House when he
said theat a vote for resubmission meant
the condemnation of the prohibitory
law, And I agree with him that a vote
for resubmission here today means the
condemnation, as he puts it, of the
prohibitory law. Gentlemen, I believe
in the prohibitory law. I believe that it
is the best law that was ever placed
upon our statute book for the restric-
tion of the liquor traflic, and T *verid
keep it upon the statute bocks of Maine
forever. (Applause) But, gentlemen, on
this question I want to address myself
to the Republican members of this
House. I do not expect to win over one
veter who is here elected by the Demo-
cratic party; but I should feel badly to
see Republicars, who are sent here by
Republican votes, go back on the men
who sent them here. (Applause) Dick-
ens makes one of his characters say, I
think it was Captain Cuttle, to little
Walter: “Don’t go back on them as
brought you up by hand.” I say to you
Republicans, don’t go back on the men
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wlio sent you here and vote against re-
subrission. It has been said that
there was mnothing that occurred
in the convention held at Port-
land which would require Republi-
cans to vote against resubmission.
I was a member of that convention.
'There were present 1301 delegates out
of a possible 1440. There were no con-
tests on. No man came there the hire-
ling of anybody. His bills were not paid
except by himself. and they came from
all over this State of Maine, from Fort
Kent to Kittery, and, gentlemen, they
came there for a purpose. And what
was it that brought them there? Was it
to see Governor Cobb re-nominated?
No. Tt was as well known that he
would be re-nominated before the con-
vention as it was afterwards. It was
this: It had been reported by the Dem-
ocratic press that there would be an at-
tempt to put into the platform a plank
in favor of resubmission. The Republi-
can press also had hinted at the same
thing, and all along thig Maine Central
Railroad, starting at Rangor and stop-
ping at Portland, through this valley of
the Kennebec, in all the cities and all
the hotels, at Lewiston and Auburn,
everywhere this same thing was tallked;
and those men were there for a purpose,

and that purpose was to vote against

resubmission. (Applause) We were
there assembled in that convention and
after listening to three able speeeches,
one from a gentleman from Augusta,
ainfother from a gentleman from An-
droscoggin county and another from a
gentleman from Bangor—after listen-
ing to three able speeches in favor of
resubmission and one short speech op-
posed to it a vote was taken in that
convention and about 60 men voted for
resubmission and between 1200 and 1300
stood up like a wall opposed to it. (Ap-
plause) Something was done in that
convention to say to the peopnle of
Maine that we were opnased to resub-
mission. Would it have been any
stronger had we put a plank into that
platform that we were opposed to re-
submission? No, gentlemen, it would
have been no stronger. We voted there,
and there was enthusiasm in that con-
vention. Hats went into the air, canes
were swung and cheers were given at
the time that vote was taken. It was

not & cold, perfunctory thing. It was
something to be proud of to be present
on that occasion; and yet I have heard
it stated in this House, I have read it
in the papers, that there was nothing
which occurred in that convention
which required us to vote against re-
submission.

The gentleman who moved the sub-
stituticn of the mineority for the ma-
Jority report says that the law cannot
be enforced. Six years ago in my coun-
tv there were 57 licensed rumsellers,
besides all the others who were not
raying any United States licenses. In
1902 we elected a sheriff who said he
would enforce the law and he went at
the business of enforcement; and while
I Jlive in a ecounty 200 miles long and
almost as wide, a dounty where en-
forcement of the law is difficult, at the
time we voted for Governor in 1904 there
was not a United States license in
force in the whole county of Aroostook.
Will you say to me that you cannot
enforce the law? I say, gentlemen, that
you are mistaken—honestly mistaken.
And let me say that in 1905 there were
only two TUnited States licenses in that
great county, and in 1906 there were
only two. That ig the way we have en-
forced the liquor law there. When I
went te the village of Houlton to set-
tie, there were more than 20 open sa-
loons upon our streetg, every hotel
wasg zelling rum and had an open bar
and the drug stores were all selling
rum. And how did it work? There were
many poor children there. The ladies
formed a scciety, and the men who had
property furnished money to help
clothe  those childrern. Today
that society has gone out of existence.
There is no longer any call for one;
there isn't a child there but what is
properly clothed in that large village
of ours, and is now att'nling school.
That is what prohibition has done for
us. Men who spent their earnings in
saloons have saved money and have
expended it upon their children and
homes, and prohibition is what we
want; and if resubmission means the
destruction of the prohibitory law,
God save us in that county. If re-
submission means that, then I ask you
who have said that yvou wanted to sub-
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mit this question for the purpose of
re-afirming the law, to vote against
resubmission. (Applause).

All the counties of the State but five
are here almost with a united Repub-
lican delegation because in my county
and in those counties we have not been
talking resubmission, we have not been
talking against the prohibitory law,
we have not said that it was a hypo-
critical law and that we were hypo-
crites, but we have been opposed to
resubmission and in favor of the pro-
hibitory law, and the result is that
my county gives from three to five
thousand Republican majerity and
these other counties are the same. (Ap-
plause). Are you going back to your
constituents who sent you here with
the understanding that you would op-
pose resubmission—for there was that
understanding through this entire
State that we as a party stood opposed
to resubmission—are you going back
and tell’ your constituents that you
voted with the Democratic party upon
this question? Why vote with them?
It reminds me of the boy who was
sent down to drive up the calves and
got them all up but one. There was
one calf that insisted upon following
a steer and the boy tried to detach
him frem the steer, but every time
the steer would turn the calf would
turn also. And finally after the boy
had run around the pasture three or
four times, tried, disgusted and mad
he said, “Gol darn ye’ for a fool, you
follow that steer if you want to but
vou will find out the difference when
you come to want your supper.” (AD-
plause and laughter). I say to you,
Republicans of this House, don’t be
misled on this question, Look around
over this State and see how these
counties stand. They are the counties
which have not been discussing and
talking resubmission. You hear that
same talk in all these cities. Where
are you going? Are you voting with
the Democrats or are they voting with
you? The Democrats have a plank in
their platform that they are in favor
of resubmission nad they are stand-
ing by it, and you men are going, you
don’t know where. It reminds me of
an incident that occurred when I waso

a boy on the farm in Somerset county.
My fatherr had a very unruly bull
There was a good old deacon there
who allowed he could tame any ani-
mals but the Powers animals and so
he came up one day to do it. I c.imb-
ed a tree to see what was going on
The old deacon tied a rope around his
waist and the other end arounl the
nose of the bull and started in to chas-
tise him. Pretty soon the bull s:arted
and the natural consequence was the
deacon followed, and he was in the
air about two-thirds of the time, and
my father said to him, “Deacon, whe:e
are you going?” The deacon said.
“Pamned if I know, ask the bull”
(Laughter and applause). I want to

going.
you

know where are
to where

going, you want to know where you
are being led. The path marked
out by our opponents will lead where
it has always led, into the swamp and
the jungles, it will lead to political
dishonor and loss of self-respect. I
want to feel, gentlemen, that where-
ever the Republican banner floats,
there honor will follow and promises
will be kept and platforms lived up to.
(Applause.)

(At this point the Speaker resumed
the Chair.)

Mr. Davies of Yarmouth, moved that
when the vote is taken it be taken by
the yeas and mnays.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER: The question is on
the motion to substitute the minority
for the majority report. All those in
favor of resubmission and in favor of
the minority report will say yes as
their names are called; those opposed
to resubmission will say no. The Clerk
will call the roll.

YEA—Allan of Deuanvsville, Allen of
Mt. Vernon, Allen of Richmond, Brawr,
EBrown, Copeland, Cyr, Davidson, Don-
derno, Donigan, Duncan, Dunton, Ed-
wards, Farnham, Flaherty, Frost, Galla-
gher, Harriman, Harris, Harthorn of
Milford, Hibbard, Higgins,. Johmson of
Waterville, Jordan, Xelley. Lane, Leader,
Leighton, Lowe, Lynch, Martin of Ban-
gor, McClutchy, McKinney, Michaud,
Minahane. Montgomery, Moore, Mornean,
Mullen, Murphy, Newbert, Noyes, Perry
of Randolph, Pike, Piankham, Pcoler,
Preston, Scates, Skidmore, Skillin, Smith
f Lisbon, Snow, Spear, Stevens of Jones-

you You

want know are
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port, Stover, Strickland, Stuart, Tarbox,
Thomas ol Harpswell, Tclman of Glen-
burn, Tolman of Portland, True, Tucker,
Waldron of Fortland, Walker, Wardwell,
Weld, Witham.

NAY—Allen of, Columbia. Falis, Bald-
win, Barrows, Brackett, Charles, Chase,
Ciark, Cobb, Colcord, Crosby; Davies,
Davis, Decker, Dow, Dyer, Emery. Far-
rar, Folson, Fulton, Giddings, Gleason,
Goodwin, Gordon, Hadlock, Hall of Car-
ibou, Hall of Dover, Raskell, HHathorn
of Detroit, Havey, Hawkes, Herrick, Hill
of Machias, Hill of Monticello, lIrving,
Jacobhs, Johnson of Calais, Joy, Kendall,
Knowlton, LaBree, Liungley, Labby, Lord,
Loring, T.ovejoy. Martin of Rumford,
Mayo, Merrimau, Merrill, Merry, Milli-
ken. Newcomb, Oram, Peacock, Perkins
of Alfred, Perkins of Kennebunkport,
Perry of Fort Fairfield, Powers, Rey-
nolds. Saftford, Smith of Patlten, Sprague,
Stearns, Stevens of Portage Lake, Stubbs,
Theriault, Thomas of Howland, Titoomb,
Waldren of Dexter, Whitehouse, Wight.
Wood, Young.

ARSENT—Barker, Blanchard, Emerson.
Horigan. Newton, Putnam, Weeks.

Yeas, 68; nays, 73; absent, 7. Paired:
Grinneil, yes; Danforth, no.

So the motion was lost. (Applause.)

On motion of Mr. Milliken ot lslane
Falls, the majority report was then
accepted.

On motion of Mr. Murphy of Port-
land, bill, to incorporate Cumberland
County Power and Light Company,
was taken from the table.

The bill was then passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion of Mr. Skidmore of Lib-
erty, bill, relating to lime casks was
taken from the table.

On further motion by Mr. Skidmore
the vote was reconsidered whereby
the bill was passed to be engrossed.

Mr. Skidmore offered amendment
“A” which was adopted, and the bill
was then passed to be engrossed as
amended.

On motion of Mr. Pike of Eastport,
bill, relating to Fastport Electric Light
Company and Pembroke Power Com-
pany, was taken from the table.

The bill was then passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion of Mr. Sprague of Drew
Plantation, resolve in favor of Maria-
ville was taken from the table.

Mr. Drew offered a statement of
facts to accompany the resolve.

The resolve was then passed to be
engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Skidmore of Lib-

erty, bill, for the protection of grey
squirrels and black squirrels, so called,
was taken from the table.

Mr. Skidmore moved that the bill be
indefinitely postponed.

Mr. Knowlton of Monson, Mr. Mer-
rill of Monmouth, Mr. Dunton of Bel-
fast and Mr. Stevens of Jonesport op-
posed the motion. .

The question being put, the motion
was lost. ’

Mr. Allen of Mount Vernon, offered
amendment “A,”" by adding in the
third line after the figures “1907" the
words “except Kennebec county.”

The amendment was lost.

Mr. Allen offered amendment “B” by
inserting after the word ‘possession”
in the fourth line the words ‘“except
alive.”

The amendment was adopted, the
bill was then read the second time as
amended and was assigned for tomor-
row morning.

On motion of Mr. Wood of Bluehill,
bill, requiring steam plants in school
buildings, churches and other public
buildings to be in charge of competent
persons, was taken from the table.

Mr. Wood moved that the bill be in-
definitely postponed.

The question being on the indefinite
postponement of the bill,

On motion of Mr. Flaherty of Port-
land,

Adjourned.





