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HOUSE

Thursday, March 22, 1917.

The House met according to ad-
journmernt and was called to order by
the Speaker.

Prayer by the Rev. Mr.
‘Gardiner.

Journal of previous session read and
approved.

Smith  of

Papers from the Senate disposed of
in concurrence.

From the Senate: Resolve in favor of
N. J. Hanna for services rendered and
for money expended while performing
his regular duties as a fish warden for
the State of Maine.

In the House this resolve had its two
several readings and was passed to be
engrossed.

In the Senate it wasg indefinitely post-
poned.

On motion by Mr. Rounds of Port-

land, tabled and specially assigned for
consideration on March 23.

Froni the Senate: An Act to amend
Paragraph 15, Section 43, Chapter 117,
of the Revised Statutes, relating to
clerk hire in the office of the register
of deeds of Waldo county.

In the House, the bill was substitut-
ed for the report of the committee, and
given its three several readings and
rassed to be engrossed.

In the Senate, the report of the com-
mittee “‘ought r:ot to pass’” was accept-
ed in non-concurrence.

On motion by Mr. BRuzzell of Belfast,
the House voted to insist on its former
action and asked for a committee of
conference.

The Chair aprointed as such com-
mittee Messrs. Buzzell of Belfast,
Stearns of Hiram and Larrabee of
Bath.

Froin the Senate: Resolve in favor of
the State School for Girls for furnish-
ing equipment for the new central
building for the year 1918,

On March 17, this new draft and one
other were reported into the Senate
and one new draft in the Senate was
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laid on the table for printing. The oth-
er one was separated and tabled. One
new draft came to the House inside the
report and the House acted on it and
passed it to be engrossed. Yesterday,
in the Senate, the second new draft
from same committee was passed to
be engrossed and now comes defore
the House this morning.

‘The SPEAKLR: The pending ques-
tion would be the suspension of the
rules in order that the Xouse may
give the resolve its several readings
and pass it to be engrossed.

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to inquire what
the difference is between the two
drafts, the onc which we engrossed
and the one which came from the Sen-
ate.

Th SPEAKER: One is for the boys’
school and the cther the girls’ school
and one was lost in transit. This is
the one which was lost.

On motion by Mr. Allen of Sanford,
the rules were suspended and the re-
solve given its two several readings
and passed to b engrossed in concur-
rence.

From the Senate: An Act to regulate
the payments of appropriation for the
care, treatment, support and education
of persons in charitable or benevolent
institutions not wholly owned or con-
trolled ky the State.

In the Senate, Senate Amendment A
was adopted. N

The bill was then passed to be en-
grossed as amended by Senate Amend-
ment A.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will read
Senate Amendment A:

“Strike out in Section 2 in the sixth,
seventh, eighth, ninth and tenth lines
the words ‘have not received any pauper
supplies within one year prior to the
receipt of such assistance; that neither
they or their responsible relatives as
defined by Section 18, Chapter 29, Re-
vised Statutes, 1916, are,’ and insert
in lieu thereof the words ‘were not, so
that said section as amended shall read
as follows:

“‘No such bill shall be allowed by
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the State auditor unless it bears a cer-
tificate of the State board of charities
and corrections or its secretary, show-
ing that satisfactory evidence has been
filed in its office by the institution fur-
nishing the service that the persons re-
ceiving care were in nced of such treat-
ment, support or education; that they
were net able to pay for the same, that
the rates charged are not greater than
those charged to the general public for
the same service, and that the rates
charged to those who are ablie to pay
are not less than the cost of the ser-
vice rendered.””

On motion by Mr. Rounds of Port-
land, Senate Amendment A was tabled,
pending its adoption.

The SPEAKER:

Will the gentleman

from Portland, Mr. Rounds, assign a
time for its consideration?
Mr. ROUNDS: Next Tuesday would

be satisfactory to me.

Mr. NICHOLAS of REastport: Mr.
Speaker, perhaps I migat explain to my
friend, Mr. Rounds, that does not alter
to any appreciable extent the present
organic law of the State. Tt simply
clears up some of the technicalities
that hamper such a board as considered
and Amendment A was put in at my
suggestion. I hope this matter will not
be delayed.

Mr. ROUNDS: I am willing to with-
draw if the gentleman from Eastport,
Mr. Nicholas. zays it is all right.

The House then voted to give Mr.
Rounds of Portland leave to withdraw
his motion whereby the amendment was
tabled.

On motion by Mr. Rounds of Port-
land, the House adopted Senate Amend-
ment A in concurrence.

The bill then had its three several
readings, under a suspension of the
rules, and was passed to he engrossed.
as amended by Senate Amendment A.

I'rom the Senate: An Act relating to
the term of office of bank commis-
sioner.

In the Senate, the bill was passed to
%e¢ engrossed as amended by Scnate
Amendment A,
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On motion by Mr. Descoteaux of
Biddeford, Senate Amendment A was
adopted in concurrence.

The rules were suspended and the bill
given its three several readings and
passed to be engrosscd as amended by
Senate Amendment A in concurrence.

Senate Bills on First Reading

Senate 238. An Act to amend Section
22 of Chapter 52 of the Revised Statutes
of 1916, with reference to deposits in
savings banks and institutions for sav-
ings.

Senate 274. An Act to amend Section

30 of Chapter 16 of the Revised Statutes
of 1916, and providing for kindergartens
as part of the common school course.

Senate 337. An Act to confirm and
make clear certain powers of the Ban-
gor Railway and Electric company.

Scnate 346, An Act to establish the
Mount Desert Bridge District for the
purpose of acquiring, freeing and recon-
structing the Mount Desert toll bridge
in the town of Trenton, in Hancock
county.

The rulecs were suspended and the
bills were given their third readings
and passed to be engrossed in con-
currence.

Scnate 328, Resolve in favor of the
Gencral Knox Chaptcer of the Daughters
of the American Revolution of Thomas-
ton, Maine, and the Knox Academy of
Art and Science.

The rules were suspended and the re-
solve was given its second reading.

On motion of Mr, Farrington of Au-
gusta, the resolve was tabled pending
its passage to be engrossed.

Senate 349, An Act to require auto-
matic signals and the removal of ob-
structions at certain grade crossings
not protected by gates or flagmen.

Scnate 350. An Act to regulate the
sale of milk in bottles or jars within
the town of IEden, Hancock county.

Senate 262, An Act to amend Chap-
ter 67, Section 26 of Chapter 70, Section
44 of Chapter 68, Sections 9 and 10 of
Chapter 72, Section 95 of Chapter 886,
and Scctions 14, 15, 20 and 21 of Chapter
92; and to repeal Scections 42 and 43 of
Chapter 68, and Sections 16 and 21 of
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Chapter 92, relating to the notice of ap-
pointment of executors, administrators,
guardians of adults, and conservators;
and to limitation of actions against the
estates of deceased persons.

The rules were suspended and the
bills were given their third readings and
passed to be engrossed in concurrence.

Senate 296. Resolve in favor of the
reformatory for women for permanent
improvement of the grounds and other
purposes for the year 1917.

The rules were suspended and the re-
solve given its second reading and
passed to be engrossed in concurrence,

From the Senate: An Act to punish
the giving of checks or drafts on any
bank or other depositories wherein the
person sgo giving such check or draft
shall not have sufficient funds for pay-
ment of same.

Came from the Senate and that body
recconsidered the vote whereby it pass-
ed the bill to be enacted.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
explain that cencurrent action is neces-
sary to reconsider the vote whereby
this bill was passed to be enacted in
order that some correction be made in
the engrossing of the bill and that it
might be signed by the presiding offi-
cers of the two bodies.

On motion by Mr. Farrington of Au-
gusta, the House voted to reconsider
its action whercby it passed to be en-
acted the above bill.

The following bills, resclves and re-
monstrances were presented and, on
recommendation of the committee on
reference of bills, were referred to the
following committees:

Mr. Coffin of Freeport presented bill,
An Act relating to the registration of
information concerning aliens, and the
bill was given its three readings, un-
der a suspension of the rules, and was
passed to be engrossed without ref-
erence to any committee.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will read
the act introduced by the gentleman
from Freeport, Mr. Coffin.

“An Act relating to the registration
of information concerning aliens.
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“Whereas, in the event of a state
of war existing or imminent between
the United States of america and any
foreign country, full information con-
cerning the activities of aliens who
are subjects of said foreign country is
necessary for the preservation of the
public peace and safety;

“And whereas, such state of war
may be imminent before the expiration
of 90 days after the adjournment of this
Legislature;

“And whereas, unless this act is
passed as an emergency act, it cannot
take effect urntil approximately July
1, 1917;

“And whereas, therefore, an emer-
gency exists within the contemplation
of the Constitution of the State of
Maine, and the public peace and safe-
ty will be preserved py the enactment
of the following act:

‘“Now, therefore, be it enacted by the
people of the State of Maine as fol-
lows:

“Section 1. Whenever, between the
United States of America and any
foreign country a state of war shall
exist or shall be imminent the Gover-
nor may by proclamation direct and
require every subject or citizen of such
foreign country within this State to
appear within 24 hours after such proc-
lamation, and from time to time ‘here-
after within 24 hours after his arrival
in this State, before such public au-
thorities as the Governor may in such
proclamation direct, and then and there
such subject or citizen of such foreign
country shall personally register his
name, residence, business, length of
stay and such information as the Gov-
ernor may from time to time in such
proclamation prescribe. The person in
control, whether owner, lessee, mana-
eer or proprietor of each hotel, inn,
boardineg house, rooming house, build-
ing and private residence, shall, with-
in 24 hours after such proclamation
notify such public authorities of the
presence therein of every such subject
or citizen of such foreign country, and
shall each day thereafter notify such
public authorities of the arriva: there-
at and departure therefrom of every
such suhiert or citizen. A failure to
comply with all the requirements of
any such proclamation, or to do or per-
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form any of the acts herein provided,
shall be a misdemeanor and shall be
punished by a fine not exceeding $1000
or by imprisonment not exceeding one
year, or both.

“Secticn 2. This act, by reason of the
emergency set forth in the preamvle
thereof, shall take effect when approv-
ed.”

The SPEAKER: The Chair will state
in addition to the remarks of the gentle-
man who introduced the bill, that this
action is in line with action that is being
taken in every state in the Union and
has the weight and authority of the na-
tional government behind it.

Mr. Nicholas of Eastport presented bill,
An Act to appropriate moneys for tne
expenditures of government and for other
purposes for the year 1917.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will state
to the House that this is from the com-
mittee on appropriations and has to do
with moneys that are appropriated for
carrying on the government in its various
branches—a general appropriation bill—
and it is very desirable that the same
course be taken with this bill that was
taken with the preceding bill.

On motion by Mr. Barnes of Houlton
the bill was given its three readings un-
der a suspension of the rules and was
passed to be engrossed without reference
to'any committee.

Appropriations and Financial Affairs

By Mr. Berry of Waterville: Resolve
in favor of the stenographer to the com-
mittee on military affairs.

Placed on File
By Mr. Babb of Sebago: Remonstrance
from E. M. Swift and 75 others of Bux-
ton against the passage of the law mak-
ing Sunday an open time for hunting.

Legal Affairs

By Mr. Garcelon of Auburn: An Act
to amend Section 13 of Chapter 7 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the duties
of election clerks.

By the same gentleman: An Act relat-
ing to qualification of judges, clerks and
recorders of municipal and police courts.
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By Mr. Packard of Newburg: An Act
to amend Section 23 of Chapter 103 of the
Revised Statutes of Maine, relating to
cigarettes and tobacco.

By the same gentleman: An Act to
amend Sections 1 and 2 of Chapter 128 of
the Public Laws of 1909, relating to Maijhe
labor and Maine contractors upon all
work for State, municipal, charitable and
educational institutions, buildings or pub-
lic works, or any building or institution
supported or aided by the State or mu-
nicipalities.

Unanimous consent being given, Mr.
Hart of Holden introduced out of order
without reference to any committee, bill,
An Act to make legal and valid the an-
nual town meeting of Clifton, in the
county of Penobscot, held March 19, 1917.

Under a suspension of the rules, the
bill was given its three several read-
ings and passed to be engrossed.

(Mr. Farrington of Augusta in the

chair.)
Reports of Committees

Mr, Cushman from the committee on
interior waters, on Resolve in favor of
improvement of the navigation of the
Fish River lakes in the county of Aroos-
took, reported the same in a new draft,
under same title, and that it onght to
pass.

Mr. Cole from the committee on judi-
clary, on bill “An Act to prohibit the
selling or giving away of air rifles to chil-
dren under 16 years of age,” reported the
same in a new draft under title of “An
Act to prohibit the selling or giving away
of air rifles to children under 14 years
of age,”” and that it ought to pass.

Same gentleman from same committee
reported ‘‘ought to pass” on bill “An
Act to amend Section 10 of Chapter 102 of
the Revised Statutes providing for the
discharge from imprisonment.”

(The rules were suspended and the bill
given its two several readings.)

Mr. Gurney from same committee on
bill “An Act to amend Chapter 117, Sec-
tion 5, Revised Statutes, relating to the
expenses of the justices of the supreme
judicial court,” reported the same in a
new draft, under same title, and that it
ought to pass.
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Mr. Anderson from the committee on
legal affairs, on bill ““An Act to amend
Sections 4, 5 and 7 of Chapter 95 of the
Revised Statutes of Maine, in relation to
mortgages of real estate,” reported same
in a new draft, under same title, and that
it ought to pass.

Mr. Chaplin from same committee on
bill “An Act authorizing the Biddefora
and Saco Water Company to increase its
capital stock and to hold wecurities In
other corporations,” reported same in a
new draft, under same title, and that it
ought to pass.

Mr. Wilson from the committee on mer-
cantile affairs and insurance, on bill “An
Act to provide compensation for injuries
received by State employes,” reported
same in a new draft, under title of “An
Act to provide compensation for injuries
received by State employes,” and that it
ought to pass.

Mr. Allan from the Portland delegation,
on bill “An Act to create a board of
harbor commissioners for the harbor of
Portland and define their powers,” re-
ported same in a new draft, under title
of “An Act to create a board of harbor
commissioners for the harbor of Port-
land and define its powers,” and that .t
ought to pass.

Mr. Redman from the committee on
public utilities, on bill “An Act to incor-
porate the Summer Harbor Water Com-
pany,” reported same in a new draft, un-
der same title, and that it ought to pass.

Mr. Knight from the committee on rail-
roads and expresses, on bill “An Act to
prevent injuries to persons and property
at grade crossings, reported same in a
new draft, under title of ‘“An Act to
amend Section 79 of Chapter 57 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to railroad
crossings,” and that it ought to pass.

Mr. Purington from the committee on
State lands and forest preservation, on
bill “An Act in relation to the sale of
timber on reserved lands in all townships
or tracts,” reported same in a new draft,
under same title, and that it ought to
pass.

Same gentleman from same committee,
on Resolve in favor of the land agent, re-
ported same in a new draft, under title
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of “Resolve in favor of the land agent,”
and that it ought to pass.

Mr. Andrews from the committee on
temperance, reported ‘“ought to pass”
on bill “An Act to amend Sections 70
and 71 of Chapter 57 of the Revised
Statutes authorizing persons in charge
of railroad property to arrest offenders
and for other purposes.”

(The rules were suspended and the
bill given its two several readings.)

Mr. Bragdon, from the same com-
mittee, reported same on bill, “An Act
to amend Chapter 127 of the Revised
Statutes to make plain the penalties
imposed under certain sections there-
of.”

(The rules were suspended and the
bill given its two several readings.)

Mr. Langley, from the same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Sections 1, 2.and 4 of Chapter
23 of the Revised Statutes relating to
nuisances.”

(The rules were suspended and the
bill given its two several readings.)

Mr. Pattee, from the same commit-
tee, reported same on Lill, “An Act
providing for sentence at the term of
conviction and to give the court dis-
creticn in the matter of sentence.

(The rules were suspended and the
bill given its two several readings.)

Mr. Welch from the same commit-
tee, repcrted same on bill “An Act ad-
ditional to Chapter 127 of the Revised
Statutes relating tc the enforcement
of the law against the sale of intox-
jeating liguors.

(The rules were suspended and the
bill given its two several readings.)

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

Mr. Flint. from the committee on in-
land fisheries and game, reported
“ought not to pass” on bill “An Act
malking fire wardens game wardens.”

Mr. O’Connell from the same commit-
tee, on petition of O. F. Gooch and 23
others, residerts of Bar Harbor, in fa-
vor of the enactment of a law chang-
ing the present open season on various
game birds, reported that same be
placed on file, as the subject matter is
covered by another report.
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Mr. Chaplin, from the committee on
legal affairs, on bhill “An Act to amend
Section 1, Chapter 141, of the Revised
Statutes, relating to appointment of
medical examiners,” reported that
same ought not to pass, as subject mat-
ter is covered in another bill

Same gentleman, from same com-
mittee, on bill “An Act to increase the
number of medical examiners in the
several counties,” reported that same
ought not to pass, as subject matter is
covered in another bill.

Mr. Holt, from the committee on sal-
aries and fees, reported ‘“ought not to
pass’’ on bill “An Act to amend Section 12
of Chapter 117 of the Revised Statutes
of 1916, relating tc the compensation
of the members of the Legislature.”

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Chapter 337 of the Public Laws
of 1915, relating to the amount to be
paid for clerk hire in Knox county.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Section 27 of Chapter 117 of the
Revised tatutes of 1916, relating to
wages of employees of the State serv-
ing under the superintendent of build-
ings.”

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Chapter 117, Section 33 of the
Revised Statutes of 1916, relating to
the Industrial accident commission.”

Mr. Howard, from same committee,
reported same on bill, “An Act to amend
Section 1 of Chapter 204 of the Public
f.aws of 1915, relating to the salaries
of registers of probate in Piscataquis
county.”

On motion by Mr. Ryder of Brown-
ville, the bill was substituted for the
report.

On further motion by the same gentle-
man, the rules were suspended and the
bill had its three several readings and
was passed to be engrossed.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Section 38 of Chapter 117 of the
Revised Statutes of 1916, regarding the
compensation of the judge of probate
for Somerset county.”
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Mr. Jenkins, from same committee,
reported same on bill “An Act to amend
Section 42 of Chapter 117 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to the salary
ol the county commissioners of Cum-
berland county.”

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
fix the salary of the clerk of courts of
the county of Lincoln.”

Mr. Leavitt, from the same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Section 21 of Chapter 117 of the
Revised Statutes relating to salary of
the commissioner of agriculture.

Same gentleman, from same com-
mittee, reported same on bill, An Act
to amend Section 42 of Chapter 117 of
the Revised Statutes of Maine, relat-
ing to the salary of sheriffs.

Mr. Langley from same committee
reported same on bill, An Act to fix the
salaries of the chairman and secretary
of the Industrial Accident Comimssion.

Mr. Rounds, from same committee,
on bill “An Act to amend Chapter 117
of the Revised Statutes of 1916 relat-
ing to salaries of public officers, re-
ported that the same ought not to pass,
as the subject matter is covered in an-
other bill.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported “ought not to pass” on
bill “An Act to amend Paragraph 2 of
Section 23 of Chapter 117 of the Re-
vized Statutes relating to the salary of
the assistant librarian.”

Mr. Welch, from same committee,
reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Chapter 59, Section 16, of the
Revised Statutes of 1916, relating to
compensation of steamboat inspectors,
fees for inspection and licenses.

Mr. Gannett, from the committee on
taxation, reported same on bill “An
Act relating to the taxation of savings
deposits in national banks.”

The reports were accepted.

of
re-
re-

motion by Mr. Sawyer
the House voted to
consider its vote to accept the
port “ought not to pass” of the
committe on salaries and fees on the
salary of the judge of probate for the
county of Somerset and on further mo-

On
Madison
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tion bv the same gentleman, the re-
port was tabled pending acceptance,

On motion by Mr. Grant of Hope,
the House voted to reconsider its ac-
ceptance of the report ‘“ought not to
pass” on bill relating to clerk hire in
Knox county and on further motion
by the same gentleman, the report was
tabled pending acceptance.

First Reading of Printed Bills and
Resolves

House 625. An Act to enable the
town of Mexico in the county of Ox-
ford to free the Mexico toll bridge to
public travel.

(Tabled, on motion by Mr. Eaton of
Rumford, pending its second reading,
and especially assigned for Tuesday,
March 27.)

House 627. An Act to authorize the
town of Caribou to acquire property
of the Caribou Water, Light and Pow-
er Co. and to construct and maintain
for itself and for persons and corpo-
rations a system of water works with-
in said town.

House 639. An Act to amend Chap-
ter 35 of the Revised Statutes of 1916,

relative to the live stock sanitary
commissioner.
House 626. Resolve to reimburse

certain cities and towns for money ex-
pended for the support of dependent
families of members of the National
Guard.

House 641. An Act for better protec-
tion against adulterated, misbranded or
inferior commercial fertilizers.

House 642. An Act to amend Chapter
4, Section 110, Revised Statutes of 1916,
relative to damage done to domestic ani-
mals by wild animals or dogs.

Mr. ALBERT of Madawaska: Mr.
Speaker, I am opposed to this bill. I
do not know whether the members of
this body think that this is a good bill
to go through at this time. I make the
motion that the bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, if the gentlemen of the House
would give their attention to House
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Bill 642, or if you will listen to me &
second you will not need to look it up. It
is a bill attempting to amend the stat-
ute whereby if an owner of domestic
animals losing them by the mutilation
by wild animals or dogs, they are reim-
bursed, and all owners of neat stock,
sheep or poultry are familiar with it.
Now the attempted amendment is to
strike out poultry, and the House
should seriously consider it before tak-
ing it as a joke, and they should be
assured in the first place that it is not
any attempt to recover value for hens
that might be killed in the road by
being run over by automobiles. The
only persons this would seriously affect
are those people, most always women or
women and children, who are raising
valuable poultry such as turkeys. The
red fox that men love to hunt is pro-
tected and breeding four to nine kits at
a season. They do not need a great
deal of protection. The red fox has in-
creased and multiplied, and no animal is
more ready to take advantage of what
man leaves undone than the fox, be-

cause it is very intelligent. You un-
doubtedly will have in mind some old
ladies, some widow women, some

children in Maine, who make quite a
little bit of money in a year by the
raising of turkeys. The rule is, you
know, that a flock of nice turkeys at
Thanksgiving time is worth almost as
much as a flock of sheep of the same
number; and, if these turkeys which on
the foot running around are worth 30
cents a pound are killed by foxes, the
owner making a claim to the municipal
officers of the town is reimbursed just
the same as though lambs were Kkilled
by dogs or bears. I agree with the gen-
tleman from Madawaska (Mr. Albert)
that the people who suffer from the
slaughter of their turkeys, or other
valuable poultry like geese, are more
needy and should be reimbursed rather
than the men who are breeding sheep. I
hope the motion of the gentleman from
Madawaska will prevail This will
leave the law as it has been that a per-
son breeding poultry and having them
killed by dogs or wild animals, can re-
cover just the same as the person
breeding sheep or neat stock can recover
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when they are killed by dogs or wild
animals. It does not change the law in
any other respect.

A viva voce vote being taken,

The bill was indefinitely postponed.

House 628. Resolve in favor of Home
for Aged Women, Belfast.

House 629.
Hospital.

House 630. Resolve in favor of Sisters
of Charity of Waterville, Maine.

House 631. Resolve in favor of Anson
Academy.

(Tabled by Mr. Rounds
pending first reading.)

Resolve in favor of Calais

of Portland

House 632. Resolve making an appro-
priation for co-operative agricultural
work between the College of Agriculture
of the University of Maine and the Uniz-
ed States department of agriculture.

House 633. Resolve making appropria-
tion to support the bureau of horticulture
for years 1917 and 1918.

House 634. Resolve appropriating money
for the protection of trees and shrubs
from the ravages of dangerous insects
and diseases.

House 635. Resolve making appropria-
tion for support of bureau of weights
and measures for years 1917 and 1918.

House 636. Resolve making appropria-
tion for New England Fruit Show to be
held in year 1917.

House 637. Resolve in favor of the live
stock sanitary commissioner for the con-
trol of contagious diseases among domes-
tic animals.

House 638. Resolve making appropria-
tion to assist, encourage and develop the
poultry industry in Maine for 1917 and
1918.

House 640. Resolve making appropria-
tion for the Maine Seed Improvement
Association for 1917 and 1918

Passed to Be Engrossed

House 620. An Act to appropriate
moneys received by the treasurer of
State and credited by him to the public
administrator’s fund.

House 621. An Act to incorporate
Maine Fire Insurance Company.
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House 616. An Act amending Sec-
tion 124 of Chapter 87 of the Revised
Statutes relating to competency of wit-
nesses in court.

House 614. An Act confirming the
official acts of the officers of the Plan-
tation of Chapman, acting as officers of
the town of Chapman, and of the pro-
ceedings of the special town meeting
of the inhabitants of the town of Chap-
man held December 27, 1915,

House 605. An Act to define certain
terms used in Section 58, Chapter 64,
Revised Statutes, in relation to licens-
ing children’s homes and maternity hos-
pitals.

House 607. An Act to amend Section
1 of Chapter 141 of the Private and
Special laws of 1887, entitled “An Act
to amend An Act creating the Phillips
Corporation.”

An Act to
Stream Dam
pany.

House 451. An Act to provide for the
improvement and certification of seed
produced in the State.

House 119, An Act to provide for
conducting scientific investigations bear-

ing upon the agriculture of Arocostook
county.

incorporate the Brassau
and Improvement Com-

House 569. An Act to amend Chapter
213 of the Private and Special Laws of
1915, relative te the granting of -
censes for certain businesses and pur-
poses by the municipal officers of the
city of Portland.

This bill was given its third reading.

Mr. Gurney of Portland offered
House Amendment A and moved its
adoption, to amend Section 1 by strik-
ing out from the 18th line the words
“‘excepting telephcne and telegraph
poles” and inserting in place thereof
“excepting temiporary and permanent
structures of public utilities corpora-
tions."”

The amendment was adopted and the
bill as amended by House Amendment
A was passed to be engrossed.

House 617. An Act to legalize and con-
firm the incorporation and doings of
the Congregational parish of Weld,
Maine, and to authorize the convey-
ance of its real estate.
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(Tabled on motion by Mr. Stubbs of
Strong, pending its third reading.)

House 622. An Act to amend Section
34 of Chapter 55 of the Revised Statutes
reiating to public utilities and free
transportation of same.

(Tabled on motion by Mr. Wilson of
Portland, pending its third reading.)

House 608. Resolve in favor of Otto
Nelson.

House 609, Resolve reimbursing the
town of Presque Isle on account of a
certain pauper.

House 610. Resolve in favor of Fred
R. Smith of Pittsfield for expenses in-
curred as a member of the hospital
trustees in investigating conditions at
the Augusta State hospital in 1613,

House 611. Resolve for laying
county taxes for the year 1918.

House 623. Resolve for the payment
of expenses of last sickness and burial
of Allan Shenneck, formerly a private,
Co. L, Maine Infantry, N. G. S. M.

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act to amend Chapter 215 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1867, and au-
thorizing the city of Saco to provide,
equip and maintain a hospital.

An Act to authorize Blaine S. Viles and
Guy P. Gannett to erect dams and de-
velop water storage basins on Bog brook
in Dead River plantation for the storage
of water for driving logs and manufac-
turing.

An Act to amend Section 176 of Chapter
16 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the
appropriation for teachers’ pensions.

An Act to amend Section 19 of Chapter
117 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
the banking department.

An Act to amend Chapter 147 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the State
Board of Charities and Corrections.

the

Finally Passed

Resolve making an appropriation for
the purchase of steel lockers for National
Guard armories.

Resolve appropriating money for neces-
sary repairs on the State Armory at
Portland.

Resolve for the purpose of operating
the fish hatcheries and feeding stations
for fish, for the protection of fish, game
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and birds, and for printing the report
of the commissioners of inland fisheries
and game, and other expenses incident
to the administration of the department
of inland fisheries and game.

Resolve in favor of the reformatcry for
women for maintenance and other pur-
poses for the years 1917 and 1518.

Resolve providing for the payment for
steel filing equipment in the office of the
secretary of the Senate.

Resolve in favor of the TUniversity of
Maine for the purpose of refunding a cer-
tain unnegotiable registered bond of the
State of Maine.

Mr. BAXTER of Portland: I move,
Mr. Speaker, that we reconsider the vote
whereby An Act to authorize Blaine S.
Viles and Guy P. Gannett to erect dams
and develop water storage basins in Bog
brook in Dead River Plantation for the
storage of water for driving logs and
manufacturing was passed to be en-
grossed.

Mr. DUTTON of Bingham: Mr.
Speaker, before I would be willing to
consent to that motion I would like to
know the reason for reconsidering the
vote.

Mr. BAXTER: I would inform the
gentleman from Bingham that I propose
to offer an amendment which is agree-
able to those interested in the bill. The
bill got by me the other day when I
was presiding and, consequently, I was
not able to table the bill.

The pending question being on the
motion of the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Baxter, to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
acted,

A viva voce vote being had,

The motion prevailed.

On further motion by Mr. Baxter of
Portland, the bill was tabled and as-
signed for consideration tomorrow
morning, March 23rd.

Orders of the Day
The SPEAKER pro tem: I will state
that the matters which came over from
vesterday and which were not taken up
are the first in order as unfinished
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business. The matters will be taken up
in the order in which they come on the
calendar.

Mr. RYDER of Brownville: I would
like the unanimous consent of the House
to introduce a bill out of order. I would
state that the bill has some connection
with another bill before the committee
and it will not take any of the time of
the legislature, as the committee is
ready to act upon this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The gen-
tleman from Brownville, Mr., Ryder,
asks at this time the unanimous con-
sent of the House to present out of or-
der adbill to authorize the county of
Piscataquis to reimburse the town of
Brownville to the extent of 30 per cent.
of its disbursements in the construc-
tion of a bridge across Pleasant river.
I will state to the House that there is
a matter already before the commit-
tee which embodies this bill and it is
not placing before it any new matter,
It is simply at the request of the com-
mittee, as I understand it, that this is
to go in, as it is a complement or sup-
plement of a resolve already before
the committee. Is it the pleasure of
the House that under a suspension of
the rules we take this bill up at the
present time and refer it to the com-
mittee on ways and bridges?

On motion by Mr. Ryder of Brown-
ville, the rules were suspended, the
bill was presented and, on further mo-
tion hy the same gentleman, was re-
ferred to the committee on ways and
bridges.

The SPEAKER pro tem: The Chair
lays before the House, House reports
of committee on education, Report “A)”’
reporting “ought to pass,” and Report
“B,” reporting “ought not to pass” on
House Document 321, An Act to pro-
vide for the distribution of State
school funds available for the support
of common schools, the pending ques-
tion being the acceptance of either re-
port.

Mr. BREWSTER of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I wish to move that this
House adopt Amendment B, *“ought
not to pass,” upon this bill, and in
support of that motion I wish to dis-
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cuss as briefly as I may the proposition
which is presented. We have spent
two hours here at various times in
discussing the disposition of a four
hundred dollar appropriation or there-
akouts. We are now concerned with
an appropriation affecting over one
million and a half dollars and chang-
ing the principle by which this fund
has been administered for over one
hundred years. It seems to me that
we may well, then, pause for a mo-
ment in the present rush of business
and consider this seriously.

There are complaints as to the pres-
cnt system. We must first decide
whether those complaints are justified,
and, secondly, what will be the result
and the effect of the proposed change.

In order to decide about the criti-
cisms of the present system, it seems
to me we must consider what is the
proposition based upon that we gen-
tlemen have offered to us. They con-
tend first that we have here a school
fund and, second, they say its method
of distribution is unjust. That is the
first premise upon which every argu-
ment in this matter must rest. Are we
concerned solely with a school fund in
this matter? These gentlemen wish

you to forget the past—wish to Dblot

that out of your memory—and then,
putting this merely in the present
without regard to what has gone be-
fore, they would say we have here a
school fund and it is only with its ad-
ministration that we are concerned.
Many of you heard the discussion be-
fore the committee on education, and

many others are familiar with this
probhlem in the past, but there are
doubtless several here who do not

know the history of the development
of this so-called school fund, and I
want, therefore, to call your attention
to what has gone before in order that
you may make up your minds to do
that which is just and fair toward
every section of this State.

Now, first, when did this fund origi-
nate? In 1828, eight years after the
foundation of this State, they took up
the question of helping schools and
certain funds which came from the
sale of land and certain other fran-
chises were turned into a so-called
school fund, and it was distributed on
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the basis of school census; that is,
they took a census each year of all the
schools in every community—and by
“scholars” they denominated those
children between the ages of five and
twenty-one, as they felt that every
one of them was entitled to equal ad-
vantages—and then they distributed
that in that way. That went along,
with various increases, to 1872, when
the first mill tax was raised, This was
a tax of one million, and in 1876 it
was increased to one million and a
half, and still the school census was
the bhasis of distribution. That con-
tinued along for forty vyears more.
Then we come to the time when a
change was made—when a vital altera-
tion came about in the character of
this. fund—and it is that change which
tiie proponents of this bill would wish
us to forget.

From 1900 to 1910 you will all of you
remember that considerable agitation
took place over the taxation of wild
Ivnds. Many felt, and probably justly,
thatl they were not bearing their fair
share of the burdens of taxation. This
came from all sections of our State,
and after a long discussion extending
over that decade, the legislature in
1909 took up this question of taxation

of wild lands and gave it the most
careful consideration, There had
been various criticisms as to its con-

stitutionality. They, therefore created
forest districts and said that all ex-
penses of administering the forest dis-
tricts should bear solely on wild lands,
since the supreme court had declared
that so far they might go on wild lands
for a special tax. But they said that
there could be no other special tax on
wild lands—that the only legal, con-
stitutional tax must be laid on all the
property of the State alike. The valu-
ation of the wild lands was approxi-
mately one-tenth of the valuation of
ihe entire State-—in 1909 it was $45,-
000,000, and $450,000,000 approximate-
ly, one-tenth. It meant, you see, if
they would lay a tax of one mill on all
the property of the State, that they
would get $400,000 from the property
in the villages and towns and cities;
they would get $4000 from the wild
lands, and in order to reach them, they
must lay it on all alike. One-tenth of
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that fund would then remain there to
bhe distributed back to the villages and
tewns, The proposition, you see, as it
lay in their minds, was simply this:
that they would lay the general tax
and that $1.10 would be paid back to
every city and town for the dollar they
had to pay in. You see how simple it
was. They simply got ten cents back
for every dollar they put in, and that
was to come out of the wild Ilands.
They considered what they would do
with this money thus raised. They
talked of highways as a method of
distribution of it. They couldn’t seem
to agree on any satisfactory basis.
They then considered the matter of
schools, and the school authorities at
that time viewed with regret, and al-
most with alarm, the creation of such
a tremendous fund for schools and
said that it would be unwise and im-
politic to do that.

This report which we have here and
this bill which we have to consider
come from the Committee on Iduca-
tion. Do you know, gentlemen, where
this bill was considered in 1909? Not
by the Committee on Education—be-
cause there was no color of education
concerned in its inception. It came
solely before the Committee on Taxa-
tion, which was one of the most im-
portant committees of that session. The
chairman of that committee at that
time came before this committee, when
we had our hearing here some weeks
ago, and stated the history of this mat-
ter just as I have given it to you. He
read in addition from his statement in
the Senate submitting that proposition
to the Senate and to the House, and T
want to read tec you, just briefly, from
his statement at that time. He had no
idea of the future of this measure; he
had no conception of what was to
come hereafter, ut his words could not
have been phrased more exactly fto
state the position which we claim is the
only just position to take in this mat-
ter.

In hLis opening speech in the Senate,
Mr. Wheeler said: ‘“Mr. President: 1In
order that we may consider this
amendment intelligently, it is necessary
for us to consiéer the bill which is
before the Senate. This bill has been
reported by the Committee on Taxation
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for the purpose of imposing an addi-
tional tax upon the wild lands of the
State. It is intended to satisfy, in part
at least, th:e popular demand that the
wild lands should contribute a larger
sum to the expenses of the State, and
that the wild lards should be taxed at
a rate more in proportion with their
valuation than is the case under the
present law. "i'he bill has no other
purpose and it has no other intention.
If it had been designed solely to create
a larger fund for distribution among
the cities and towns of the State for
school purposes, I at least would not
advocate its passage.”

And he came, not from one of our
cities, but from a town. It was de-
signed solely to create a larger tax up-
on the wild lands of this State, and
various communities in this State
which would he affected adversely by
this matter co-operated with the other
sections to impcese this tax upon the
wild lands. The distribution of this
fund if it had been solely on this plan.
would have been on the basis of valu-
ation. The Grange then came in with
the proposal that the proceeds from
tte wild land tax, which was one-tenth
of the whole, shculd be distributed as a
school fund, that is, trat one-tenth
should be distributed on the old basis
of school census. Various other com-
munities, which would suffer by that
proposal, nevertheless recognized that
we might properly regard the fund re-
ceived from wild lands as a purely
State fund and, without being plcayun-
ish in the matter, instead of disposine
of one-tenth of it in that fashion, they
agreed and thev voted to distribute
one-third of that fund upen a school
census bagis, the remaining two-thirds
to go hack to the cities and towns sole-
1y on the basis of valuation.

So. when thev come here today and
say that it is an anomaly and that it is
unjust and unscund to distribute a
school fund on the basis of valuation,
they are entirely misconceiving the en-
tire purrnse of the law and they are
disregarding every consideration which
concurred in its passage,.

So the matter went along, and this is
no novel proposition that we have here.
In 1911, the agitation came to get more
of that fund. The grass began to be
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made. The legislature accordingly cre-
ated a committee to study that matter
and to give to it the consideration
which it deserved. We all know that
with the press of business and all that
we have huad to do in the past ten
weeks that we have been here, that
little time is given us to study the ac-
curate method of distributing and
gathering a fund of a million and a half
which has grown up from the develop-
ment of a century. They accordingly
appointed that committee as a recess
committee of five men to spend two
years in the careful study of that prob-
lem and to recommend what if any
changes should be made.

I want to call your attention first to
the composition of that committee of
1911 of the legislature then assembled.
The chairman of that committee, the
man who directed its gatherings and
picked out who should appear before

it, and directed the study of this
thing, not only over the State of
Maine, but over the entire country,

was Carl E. Milliken. The other mem-
bers of that committee were Charles
W. Mullen, a present public utilities
commissioner; Edward W. Murphy,
who has been a member of the educa-
tion committee during the last two
sessions as a senator from Cumber-
land; Mr. Wilson of Auburn, and Al-
ton C. Wheeler of Brunswick. That
committee represented all classes, all
sections and all ideas, and at the end
of two years, in 1913, it brought in a
unanimous report.

Conditions have not changed since
then. They heard everything of which
we now hear. They heard superin-
tendents, teachers of the various as-
sociations, the Maine %State Grange,
the National Education Association
and educational authorities from all
over this country, and they unani-
mously reported that no change should
be made. They reviewed the history of
this fund, and they said that it could
never be considered as a school fund
and they never could forget its incep-
tion and origin as a wild land tax,
and that it could not be justly con-
sidered on any other basis.

You may read in that report, which
was printed and is now in the files of
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the legislature, their careful and ex-
haustive discussion of this matter
from every angle. They had this
present proposal before them; they
had various other plans that have been
proposed presented from every angle of
the question, and they regarded any
change as inexpedient and unjust.
Now, gentlemen, 1 submit that those
men, representing all classes, all po-
litical parties and all factions, knew
what they were talking about, and I
submit that their findings are entit-
led to the greatest weight and con-
sideration by this present legislature.
I want you throughout the discus-
sion of this measure here this morn-
ing when any man comes to you and
asks you to change this measure and
with the premise that this is a school
fund asks you if the distribution is
just—I want vou to put to him just
this question: Can you honestly say
that this fund was ever or can now
be regarded solely as a school fund?
That is the fundamental question that
goes right to the depth of this entire
matter. Keep that question constant-
ly before you in your consideration
of the justice of this proposed plan.
Now, gentlemen, forgetting for a mo-
ment the past, they say that at pres-
ent there are complaints as to the
present system. We held a hearing
which was properly advertised here
after the legislature had been in ses-
sion eight weeks, and three men ap-
peared before us, every one of them
state officials of the State Grange.
We have had introduced here a vo-
luminous petition from Grangers. The
first day that those petitions came in
I think there were ten. Out of those
ten, five came from towns which would
suffer a loss of from $50 to $50,000 by
the proposed change. That is pretty
good, if those people knew what they
were petitioning for. Is there any
man in this hall that thinks they did?
We asked those representatives of
the Grange who were before us
whether they had stated this case
fairly and squarely to every Granger
to whom they sent those petitions as
to the effect upon their town and as
to the past history of this measure,
and they did not answer. They cited
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one instance of a town which lost a
small amount by this measure and
stated they had told the Grange of
the fact as they happened to be at
the meeting, but they did not say
whether the history of this fund as
a wild land tax was presented and
they did not state what they presented
to those Grangers as to facts in re-
gard to this entire matter, or to the
other Grangers in this State. And this
morning there were handed to me, as
I came into the hall, three petitions
from Grangers against this measure.
They are gradually finding out what
the ramifications of the problem are.

But there is somiething more to it than
that. They say there are hundreds o¢f
towns in this State that are complaining
that the present system is unjust, but
there was not a man who appeared be-
fore us to complain. Tve asked them as
to that, and they said there was not a
general agitation.

Now, what about their proposal? Re-
member that they are changing the sys-
tem which has been in effect for nearly
a hundred years! Remember that they
are proposing a plan which has nowhere
else in this country ever had a trial!
‘Why, of the state of New England there
is not a state which has over 10 per cent.
of its school fund through state sources,
We have 75 per cent. And when you
come to the method of distribution,
there is not a state in the TUnion which
has a system which approximates their
proposal. They are embarking upon an
unknown sea at a critical time in our
history when our finances are greatly dis-
organized. They know not where they
will come out. They say that what they
want is simply justice. Considering their
proposal, they say, Let's take the aggre-
gate attendance in the common schools.
Mark you, they say ‘“‘common schools.”
They say, first, it is unjust that anyv
child who is not in school should have
any share of the funds, forgetting that
there are thousands of children in all
these communities in schools which are
not reckoned within that common school
denomination. You know whak fi"com-
mon schools” means. It does not mean
“high school.” That is a sort of joker in
the proposition, because every town in
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the State which has a high school or an
academy is penalized by that proposition.
It costs more to educate a high-school
child than it does to educate any other
class in the community, and yet they
will not allow them a share in this so-
called school fund. Is twhat just? The
community from which I come has over
2000 pupils in its_high school, and yet,
not one of them can be figured in this
equitable distribution. We are obliged
this yvear to spend nearly $1,000,000 on our
high school, and yet it is not regarded as
the right, apparently, of a child in this
State to go to a high school and share

under that denomination.
There is another consideration which
must be remembered. In 1872 the ques-

tion of the constitutionality of this mat-
ter came up, and it was referred to the
Supreme Court justices, and the method
was upheld. In 1509 the (uestion was
again raised and carefully considereq.
Meanwhile, all distribution of funds was
to be delayed until that question was
settled. Now, again you come to a radi-
cal innovation, with the consideration of
the constitutionality different. Agam
must you delay while that problem i3
settled by the highest court in our State.

But, forgetting all those things—forget-
ting its history—forgetting the question
whether there is any widespread com-
plaint against the present system—let's
come right down to the effect of the
proposed method.

We have got an equalization fund un-
der the present system. That equaliza-
tion fund was founded largely on the re-
port of the committee which investigatea
this matter. They said that there 1s no
system which can ever give an exact
division, that that has been found I
every state in the TUnion that has tried
it, and that the recognition of all educa-
tional authorities was that you shoull
have an equalization fund under admin-
istration of the State superintendent to
help out those communities which did
not seem to share as well as the others.
That fund of $50,000 was created, and it
has ever since been administered on that
matter. That equalization fund, we will
admit, and it is certainly true, goes to
the towns which suffer most under the
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present system. I think it is a fair con-
clusion that it has satisfied them. Tt is
administered solely by the State superin-
tendent under directions, and yet, wa
find the strange fact that out of those
towns which are now receiving aid from

the equalization fund, under this pro-
posed system 75 of those towns lose.
That is rather curious, isn’t it? Seventy-
five per cent. of them lose!

They have attempted to make this

an issue of city against country, and
the proponents of this measure, when
they appeared here, stated on their
own figures that 163 towns in this
State lose by their proposal. That is
rather strange! Of the remaining
towns in the State over half make no
appreciable gain. They make no gain
which will put them in a zone where,
with the fluctuation that will inevit-
ably come with a new proposition,
they will be sure that year after year

they will gain rather than lose; that
is, they are in a margin where this
yvear they may be up and next year
they may be down, because, while the
pregent system is certain and con-
tinues approximately the same from
vear to year, the proposed system

fluctuates most violently because it is
affected by all the considerations of
weather, epidemics, and length of
school year. While they have a cer-
tain minimum to cover those possi-
bilities, that minimum is far from suf-
ficient, and it must necessarily be, to
cover all of the chances that may arise
during the application of the plan.

But now coming right down to a
few specific illustrations of the effect
of the law—and then I am done—there
are towns, in a few of which I want to
give you illustrations of how it works
—they are not especially large towns
cither. The committee which report-
ed on this matter four years ago found
that there were very few towns which
were getting more than they used on
common schools, at that time, you un-
derstand. But there have been com-
plaints In one or two instances of
towns that arc getting more than they
expend on common schools. What
ahout the proposed plan? For every
onc of those towns, under the present
system, we can show you sixteen
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towns under the proposed system that
will get more from the State fund
than they expend all together on their
common schools. Now, what are you
going to do with it?

Take, for instance, the town of
Kingfield. That is at present raising
locally $500.00 for common schools.
Under the proposed plan here, it will
get $543.00. What will you do with
the balance? That is not the most
glaring instance, but it is an impres-
sive illustration of how the plan works.

On the other hand, take the town of
Durham here, which is now putting
up $1200.00 for the purposes of com-
mon schools. That is not what you
would call, T suppose, a rich town or
anything of that sort. They take
away from them $415.00.

Take the town of Shirley, which is
now raising $400.00. They give them
$530.00. There will be $130.00 that
they will have nothing to do with in
their common schools; yet, it is com-
mon school fund.

On the other hand, the town of
Turner, which is now raising $2200.00
for common schools—they take away
from Turner $618.00.

The town of Eastport 1is raising
$2600.00 for common schools, and they
give to Eastport $3600.00. Now, what
will they do with the thousand?

The town of Montville, on the other
hand, is now raising—one of those rich
towns—$%$1000.00 for common schools,
and they take away from the town of
Montville $243.00.

The town of Lubec, which is raising

$3000.00, they give $4082.00. They
will have a thousand dollars in their
pocket.

The town of Northport, which is now
raising $900.00 for common schools,
they take away $318.00 from.

Is that equalization?

They say nothing in this bill, gen-
tlemen, about the principle of equali-
zation—what they are going to do
with the fund or how the results are
going to be improved. We have not
seen it on the desks here, but they pre-
sented to the committee a printed
sheet which had what they called in-
stances of injustice under the present
system. 1 presume that it is safe to
say that those are the most glaring
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instances, comparing various com-
munities with the amount they re-
ceive per pupil. We could not find
those statistics in the State School
Reports. Besides those statistics,
there were I think something like
fifteen illustrations that they gave of
poor towns that were suffering under
the present system, the most glaring
instances, and ten out of the fifteen
did not gain in any degree whatsoever
by their proposed change, and two of
them actually lost money, and the
only one that profited to a degree that
would make it any practically different
from the present, was the town of
Lubec, which at present pays a State
tax of $4700.00 and receives back
$6700.00, that is, $2000.00 more than
its entire State tax; and there are
over half of the towns in the State
that are in that position today. The
town of Lubec which today gets back
$2000.00 more than it pays into the
State Treasury all together, is going
to get, instead of $6700.00 as at pres-
ent, $10,700.00, $4000.00 more, or all to-
gether $6000.00 more than it pays in for
its entire State tax.

I do not want to burden you gentle-
men any further with illustrations. We
could go on through hundreds of towns
and show you the same discrepancies
vnder their proposed method.

I do not want to leave this as a sec-
tional matter, or a local matter, or a
matter where you are going to consider
wholly your own pocket, because under
the proposed system, while it may look
good for 1916, ycu do not know, and
nobody'knows, where we are going to
he in 1917 or 1918 under their proposed
rlan.

Laying that aside, the history of this
thing shows it tc have been conceived
as a wild land tsx to be distributed,
one-third, on the basis of wvaluation.
They would have us forget that. It
seems to me that the community which
consented to have that system in-
stalled, is entitled to consideration at
your hands, and before you embark on
a policy at this critical time which is
going to radically change the disposi-
tion of a million and a half dollars of
our State funds and alter the estab-
lished pclicy of a hundred years cf our
State in regaré to this matter, you
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should give at least the consideration
which previous iegislatures have given
to this problem; and I ask you, there-
fore, gentlemen, out of consideration
for the past and out of regard for the
future, to vote upon this report that it
ought nct to pass. (Applause)

Mr. WASHBURN of Perry: Mr.
Speaker, T desire to oppose the motion
of the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Brewster, and to state to the House
Just as briefiy as I can the position
taken by the prcponents of this meas-
ure.

I believe it is not necessary for me
to go in detail into the history of the
State school fund. That has been done
very fully and very fairly by the
gentleman who has preceded me. 1
think we can &ll agree that the State
of Maine does more for its common
schools through general taxation than
does any other State of ils size in the
Union, and it is not surprising that
certain differences of opinion arise as
to the most just and equitable method
of distributing this very considerable
fund.

The method which we are advocating
in this bill is the so-called aggregate
attendance method. By that method it
is meant that the common school fund
of the State shall be distributee among
the various cities and towns of the
State according to the total number of
days of actual attendance of all the
scholars in the common schools. Cer-
tain holidays are provided for in the
act and an allowance is made for those
towns which are unfortunate in the
way of fire or epidemic, and a minimum
aggregate attendance of 1,500 days is
provided for.

In advocating a change so radical
and of such State-wide interest, it is
incumbent upon the proponents to
show a certain degree of reasonable
dissatisfaction with the present ar-
rangement.

For several years complaints have
teen coming to us from all sections of
the State, and particularly from the
rural sections, that a method of dis-
tribution which gives to one town two.
three, or even four times as much mon-
ey per scholar as is given to another.
is not equitable, and for at least five
vears the State Grange has advocated
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the passage of the act which is now be-
fore us.

I belicve that even the most ardent
opponent of this measure will agree
with me that there are some conditions
existing in the rural towns of the State

of Maine today that are not as they
should be and that we have in our
midst a vital farm problem. And that

problem is not the inecrease of fertility
of the soil cr the conserving of the
food supply or the natural resources.
The most serious condition existing
there is the silent but startling migra-
tion of the better element of the rural
population towards the cities. The
problem of keeping the young men and
young women on the farm and con-
ducting them toward the country, rath-
er than away from it, is one of State-
wide importance, and that problem can
only be solved through the improve-
ment of the rural schools. The various
foundations anc other associations for
rural uplift have done much, but the
course of their investigations will lead
them all in the final hour to the door
of the country school house, where
there will be found conditions which
only those of you who are familiar
with them can understand. There they
will find no imyroved appliances for
heating, lighting or ventilation, no
special covurses, rio libraries nor labor-
atories, but sanitary conditions which
are unfit and a teaching force which is
ill-fitted for its duties, and general
results which are unsatisfactory.

The strong country school of a gen-
eration ago is gone, and in its place
we have a primary school, weak in
numbers and unsatisfactory in its re-
sults. The greatest need of the coun-
try schools of today is a better fitted.
better prepared teaching force, and
that need cannot be supplied within
the present financial means of the
smaller towns.

As a member of the committee on
education, it has been my great priv-
ilee to visit several of the normal
schools of the state. T cannot say too
much in praise of the work which has
been done there. T am proud to call
myself a citizen of a state which sup-
ports such institutions. T am told that
they egraduate annually some three
hundred teachers who go to schools of
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the state requiring only experienced
teachers, anr:d out of a thousand schools
I want to ask you the question, who
gets the three hundred experienced
teachers trained at the expense of the
entire state, and who gets the seven
hundred that are young, inexperi-
enced, and often inefficient.

Now a vast amount of statistics has
been prepared by both the opponents
and proponents of this measure, and
it is not my purpose to go into that
at any length, but I would simply state
that under the provisions of the act
which we have proposed, 167 towns
would lose and 355 would gain accord-
ing to the returns of 1916; that in
these 355 towns that gain will be found
practically two-thirds of all the
scholars in the common schools of the
state. The tax rate in the 167 towns
that are scheduled to lose averages
21 mills, while in the 3855 towns that
are scheduled to gain it averages 25
mills, but the tax rate for educational
purposes alone bears the proportion
of two and one-tenth mills to three
and two-tenths mills. That is to say,
those towns which are scheduled to
gain under our proposed act, are today
paying a 50 per cent higher local rate
of taxation for school purposes than
are the towns which are scheduled to
lose.

I have certainly no desire to go into
a detailed list of those towns and rep-
resentative classes which would gain
or lose; T should much prefer to see
every member of this House decide the
question as a matter of principle
rather than as a question of the loss
of a few dollars and cents, but T do
want to analyze briefly the list of
towns which would be adversely af-
fected, which list has been extensively
circulated in the presses of the state.
And in this connection let me say %hat
immediately after the appearance of
this list of towns adversely affected
in at least three of the great daily
papers of the state, T wrote to the
editore of those papers and asked
them if in the interests of fairness
and justice they would print also a
list of the towns favorably affected.
Only one of those periodicals extended
to me the courtesy of a reply. One
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paper promised to print the figures.
We supplied that paper with copy two
weeks ago, and so far as I know, it

‘has utterly failed to keep its promise.

To my mind this list of losing
towns resolves itself into four general
classes; first, the large cities; second-
ly, the rich summer resorts; third, the
wild land townships, and finally, those
towns which have allowed themselves
to maintain a very low average at-
tendance for a short school year,

Of course the greatest losers are
the three large cities, Portland, Lew-
iston and Biddeford. Let's see what
each has done through local taxation
for its common schools.

In 1916 the city of Lewiston raised
by local taxation $10,256.00, received
from the state $68,007.00, expended for
common schools $65,588.00, leaving an
unexpended balance of $12,675.00. If
that balance is to go on piling up,
how long will it be before the city of
Lewiston will come to this legislature
asking for permission to expend that
balance in some other manner that
as provided by law.

The city of Portland taxes itself at
a rate exactly equal to one-tenth of
the average school rate throughout the
state.

Biddeford raised by local taxation
not a dollar, received from the state
$37.275.00 and spent it all.

Certain specific instances of injus-
tice are quoted in this publication
which appeared which T want to speak
of briefly.

Mayfield Plantation! A startling
example of the injustice of the act!
No mention is made of the fact that
the average attendance in Mayfield
during 1916 was less than six scholars,
and it would be absolutely provided
for in the 1500 days clause in the act.

North Kennehunkport! Maine’s
baby town! A horrible example! North
Kennebunkport was created by the
last legislature and only had one short
term of school during the municipal
vear from which these returns were
taken.

Jackman Plantation! Another hor-
rible example scheduled to lose consid-
erable. Jackman Plantation has an
unexpended balance today of school
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money of nearly $3000.00 and has al-
ready asked the department for per-
mission to spend it in some other way.

I want to reply very briefly to some
of the arguments that have been pre-
sented by the able gentlemen who
opened the case for the opponents (Mr.
Brewster of Portland). ‘We have
heard the argument many times be-
fore that this third mill which we con-
sider the vicious feature of the pres-
ent law, and which is distributed upon
the valuation basis, was in no sense an
educational fund, but that it was some
sort of a makeshift taxation method
to get rid of certain money coming to
the state from the tax on wild lands.

I have asked myself the question, Is
this a valid cbjection to ocur plan? Is
there here some deep legal obstacle
which my mind, that of a layman, is
incapable of comprehending? And I
have asked the opinion of some of
the ablest attorneys connected with
this legislature, and they have told
me what I already believed to be the
fact, that however much of a make-
shift measure of expediency that may
have been in 1909, it is today, after
eight years active operation as school
resources, to all intents and purposes
a part of the common school fund of
the state and capable of distribution
under any plan which the legislature
may direct.

Tt is also asserted that while the pro-
posed act would relieve certain inequali-
ties, it would create others, and that
certain towns would receive more moneyv
than they know what to do with. A
person making such an assertion, lcses
sight of the fundamental principle of it,
that the money shall be distributed ac-
cording to the number of children that
are being educated by it. HHow can there
be any surplus? But, supposing or al-
lowing for the sake of argument that cer-
tain towns will receive more money than
they have been accustomed to, will that be
any worse than for the great cities to go
on piling up thousands and thousands of
dollars unneeded, unused and unex-
pended?

They tell you that some of the pocr
towns we are seeking to protect will
guffer, and it is so on the face of the re-
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turns, but look farther into those returns
and in absolutely every instance you will
find that they are towns which have al-
lowed themselves to maintain either a
very low average attendance or a short
school year., Just so soon as any town
allows its average attendance to drop to
a point around the 60 per cent mark, just
so sure does that town begin to lose
under the aggregate attendance method,
and I submit to you whether a town
which allows such a condition as that to
occur ought not to lose. From a careful
observation of the figures at hand, T am
led to believe that no poor, small town
will suffer under the provisions of this
act provided it has no large non-resident
property ownership and provided its chil-
dren are in school where they ought to be.

This brings us to one of the strongest
arguments in favor of the bill. It pro-
vides a direct financial reward for those
towns whose children are in the schools
and not in the workshops or in the potato
flelds. It will lend a new interest to edu-
cation in those towns which now are
maintaining a low average or a short
school year, and it will provide in Itself
some incentive toward the enforcement
of our much evaded truancy law.

We may be asked to cite examples and
precedents for such legislation. It was
peinted out at the hearing that very few
states have as yet attempted a distribu-
tion on the basis of aggregate attendance.
It is also true that one other state in the
Union still clings to a method of distribu-~
tion based upon valuation, and no lessz
than eight states in the Union distribuce
their school fund wholly or in part ac-
cording to the number of teachers, «
proposition eminently more favorable to
the rural disiricts than anything we
have ever proposed. Prominent educa-
tional writers are agreed practically that
we are all tending toward a system of
distribution based upon attendance.

I want to ask your indulgence while I
read briefly from a book written by the
professor of education of I.eland Stan-
ford University, a map of eminent au-
thority. This is a work of very recent
date, and in it he says: )

“A gtill further step in the evolution of
a broader conception of the need and



756

purpose of a system of public education
is taken when the people of a whole stats
agree to pool their efforts in the mainte-
nance of what the people of the whcle
state have come to recognize as for the
common good of all, the wealthier coun-
ties and cities helping the poorer opes to
carry the burden of maintaining the bet-
ter quality of schools now required c¢f all
and for the common good of all.

“The great equalizing eifect of a sub-
stantial general State tax, or appropria-
tion from corporate revenue, and espec-
jally if coupled with a system of distribu-
tion which places an emphasis on units
of cost and effort and need, will be evi-
dent if the reader considers the condi-
tions in his own State. Nowhere is
wealth even approximately evenly dis-
tributed, yet everywhere future citizens
of the State are in need of training and
guidance. The best schools of today are
in the cities, and partly because the cit-
ies can do with ease what rural com-
munities cannot even attempt. Rural
taxpayers probably pay more than an
average rate for education today, as the
burden of support is much greater when
six or eight taxpayers maintain a $300
school than when 40 or 60 taxpayers sup-
port a $1000 school.

“After adequate taxation has been pro-
vided for, a wise system for its distribu-
tion needs next to be devised. To appor-
tion money to school districts on the
basis of the number of children reported
as between certain ages (school census),
and without regard to local needs or edu-
cational efforts made, is almost the poor-
est plan that could be devised. The real
unit of cost in the maintenance of a
school, whether it have 10, 20 or 50 chil-
dren, is the teacher needed to teach the
children, and the chief items which
should interest the State in the apportion-
ment of its funds, after the unit of cost
for the teacher has been set aside, are
length of term and daily attendance.”

As has been pointed out by the gen-
tleman who preceded me, the 75th Legis-
jature did appoint a commission to in-
quire Into a report upon the expediency
of a change of method of distribution.
and that commission was composed of
five of the most eminent cltizens of the
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State, but when we consider the makeup
of the commission and the various inter-
ests which they represented, it is not sur-
priging if they could not agree upon any
particular change. But they were agreed
upon certain general propositions, and
those propositions appear in their report
over their signatures as the unanimous
opinion of the commission. Here are
some of them.

“Regarding the State school fund as an
educational fund, the valuation basis is
indefensible. Of the proposed methoas,
the school census plan would be least
likely to remove exisung difficulties.”
Both of the present methods of distribu-
tion condemned.

I am not seriously concerned over
the threat which comes from certain
sections that they will place their par-
ochial school scholars under the gener-
al registration. If they desire to do so,
it is clearly within their rights. It
does not affect the justice of our prop-
osgition in the slightest.

Let's not lose sight of the main is-
sue. The objectionable feature in the
present method of distribution is the
valuation feature, and when that val-
uation feature shall have been Te-
moved, we shall have a more eguitable
distribution of the school funds of the
State among ali the schools of the
State, no matter where they are or who
they are.

Let me call your attention to the fact
that in no other department of our
State de such inequalities exist as in
the educational department. If we
take the highway department—and
right here let me say I believe in the
distribution of the highway funds and
the State has been entirely fair and
generous to the pcorer sections—we
ought to bear in mind when we enact
highway legislation we are only pro-
viding for our comfort, profit and con-
venience, and when we touch upon the
educational system we are dealing
with the future moral and mental wel-
fare of a generation. In all of our
hizhway legislation passed and pend-
ing, the state recognizes the inability
of the little fellcw to keep up with the
procession, and it grants him all sorts
of favors, but when we approach this
educational fund and ask for an even
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distribution, the proposition is heralded
in certain sections of the State as
closely akin to robbery.

A whisper flashed to my ears across
the corridors of the State House only
day hefore vesterday from the lips of
one of those genial gentlemen who are
tLiere from Portland lobbying in opposi-
tion to this measure, that country
towns are ncthing but State paupers. If
that is true, the gentleman will admit
it is up to the State to take care of us.
(Applause)

Let me disclaim, as I believe all other
friends of this project will, any desire
to injure those whom fortune has
gathered together in the Dbeautiful
cities. They are as necessary to us as
we are to them. For one, I sincerely
wish that the changes we desire might
be brought about without any injury to
them or any curtailment of their
beautiful and efficient school system,
even that they might be added to and
still further improved, but the time has
come when some further encourage-
ment should be granted to those poorer
communities where high tax rates of
forty to forty-five mills are the rule
and where the educational advantages
are so poor that the farmer of today in
Maine with a family of children must
either denv them such advantages or
move to the city or large town. Either
alternative is detrimental to the best
welfare of the State.

The schools of the State are clearly
established and maintained for all the
people of the State. Tgnorance or in-
efficiency in a single community re-
flects upon the entire commonwealth.
It is not just that one district should
tax itself two, four and even ten times
as much as another in order to carry on
a burden which primarily belongs to
the State.

The country child has just as good a

right to thorough preparation for in-
telligent citizenship as has his more
fortunate cousin in the city, and the

State, if it is wise, will no longer dis-
criminate in favor of one and against
the other, but will so adjust its bounties
as to enuitably meet the needs of hoth.

T shall violate no confidences when I
tell you that this principle of aggregate
attendance has grown in favor more
rapidly than even its most ardent sup-
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porters helieved possible, when only
four years ago it was denied a vote or
even a discussion in either House of the
legislature. I acknowledge that we
have carried or the present campaign
under some difficulties and have been
entirely lacking in that faithful and
efficient system of lobbying which
even in this enlightened hour some-
times seems necessary to the passage
or defeat of any great measure. We
have been opposed by a hostile press
which has not always confined itself
strictly to the truth. But we have en-
deavered to fight a square fight. We
hold a whip over no man’s head, and
whether we win or lose, the principle
of aggregate attendance will continue
to occupy the attention of the people
of the State, and other and abler ad-
vocates will champion the cause as we
have done, because it is a just cause—
because it provides some encourage-
ment for those tcwns that are trying to
do something for themselves—because
it provides that all the educational re-
sources of the state shall be used to
educate all the children of the State—
hecause it provides a square deal for
the boys and girls in the country towns
of Maine. (Applause)

Mr. BOMAN of Vinalhaven: Mr.
Speaker and Gentlemen of the House,
I will not attempt to take the time of
the House at any length, but I will on-
ly read these figures taken from the
School Repert of 1915, and while I read
these figures I request the gentlemen
of the House to observe what they
mean. The gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Brewster, has said that there will
he inequalities providing the bill
passes as introduced and reported by
the committee. I will say that I am
one of the committee and I am in fa-
vor of the bill. T have looked the re-
port over carefully, but I fail to dis-
cover where any small towns receive
from the State six or seven times more
than they raise. Of course, no system
can he adopted which is entirely satis-
factory, burt T believe the proposed
measure is far more equitable, and I
am in favor of its passage.

Education should not be measured by
dollars, but should be granted to every
child alike, whether he lives in the city
or in the small town.
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These figures, gentlemen, are taken
from a report which I presume is correct.
I have no doubt that they are correct.

The city of Lewiston, referred to by
the gentleman from Perry, raised in 1915
the sum of $5000 and received from the
State §$65,082, or 13 times as much as was
raised by the city. The tax per scholar
in that city that year was 48c.

The city of Auburn raised the sum of
$5000 and received from the State $34,000.
The rate per scholar was $1.08.

The city of Bath raised $6052 and re-
ceived from the State $20,000, or three
times as much as they raised by local
taxation.

Calais raised $1650 and received from the
State $13,000 or eight times as much as
they raised in that city. The tax rate in
that town per scholar was 74 cents.

Eastport raised $2000 and received $10,622,

or almost five times as much as they

raised by loecal taxation.
Biddeford—what did Biddeford raise?

Nothing. It received from the State

$40,000, and the report shows an unex-
pended balance of $8573 that they didn’t
use.

Portland raised $41,000 and receéived

$159,000.
Brunswick raised nothing and received
$14,243.
Westbrook raised $3176 and received
$19,465.

Eden raised $8000 and received $18,000.

Winslow raised nothing and received
$8053.

Now, gentlemen, I will bring it nearer
to my own town. The city of Rockland
raised $2952 and received from the State
$15,239, the tax rate per scholar being
$1.58.

Vinalhaven raised $2000 and received
$4165, the tax rate per scholar being $2.78.

These figures are taken from the re-
port of the superintendent of schools ani
I have reason to believe that they are
correct. Now, is there any man in this
House who would say that these condi-
tionsg are equal? I think not. I hope that
the bill will pass.

Mr. HARMAN of Stonington: Mr.
Speaker, T am impressed with the fact
that when we consider this bill we shoul®
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take into most careful consideration the
welfare of all the pupils of the whole
State of Maine,—mot the small group of
towns or one city or group of cities.
There is taxable property in the State
of Maine on which the tax appropriatea
for benefit of schools at three mills gives
$1,843,241.57, from which is deducted $318,-

500, leaving the sum available for the
pupils of the common schools a little
over $1,500,000. Now this money is cur~

lected by the State of Maine and goes
into the State treasury. Is it fair, Mr.
Speaker, that this money should be dis-
tributed to the different towns throug:c-
out the State in such way that some
towns only receive $6.00 per scholar while
other towns or cities receive as high as
$26.00 per scholar? This present bill dis-
tributes the money according to the ag-
gregate attendance and this is the only
fair way. It serves every pupil in the
whole State the same. According to the
aggregate attendance, if a scholar at-
tends the common schools 30 weeks, the
town will receive about $13.40, while ir
the scholar attends the common schools
35- weeks, the town or city will collect for
that scholar $16.10. I claim that this is
a very fair and just way of distributing
the money for the common schools. Un-
der this bill the poorest scholar in the
poorest town in the State will draw from
that town the same amount of money as
the richest scholar in the richest town
of the richest parents will draw. it
seems to me that this is very fair and
very equitable. The cities claim that it
is unjust for them +to pay more than
their share for the poorer towns in the
State. A bachelor might claim that he
had no right to pay any part of educat-
ing the scholars because he had no chil-
dren. I have been strongly impressed
with the fact that in and through the
halls of this State House there have
been many paid lobbyists working against
this bill. One has to steer pretty straight
to run clear of them. Now if this bill
was not very fair, there would be no
call for these gentlemen to come here
and fight this bill. The towns that re-
ceive the most benefit from this bill
would be those that are struegling along
and paying a very high local tax rate and
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hiring the cheapest teachers. These are
the towns which receive the greatest
benefit from this bill. Under this bl

even, if it is passed, the large cities will
have a decided advantage for their
schools over the smaller towns. Large
groups of scholars can be educated and
better teachers furnished, and have bet-
ter schools, than the smaller towns,
even under this bill. I believe the time
has come when the school fund of right
ought to be made in practice as well as
name a fund to equalize the school privi-
leges of the State. Mr, Speaker, I trust
that the motion of the gentleman from
Portland that Report B should be ac-
cepted will not prevail.

Mr. CATES of <Vassalboro: Mr.
Speaker, as a2 member of the commit-
tee on education, since I have been
down here T have been deeply interest-
ed in this question. It has been
brought out by the gentleman from
Perry, Mr. Washburn, that the injus-
tice of the present method of distribu-
tion lies in the distribution of the third
mill of the school funds on the basis
of valuation. I do not want to be
fooled by any talk about getting money
away from cities or even that my town
is going to be Dbenefited. Gentlemen,
if we have three dollars to use for
schools, and we turn over two to the
State and allow them to distribute it
under the best method that they can
devise, and then they want us to let
them have the use of the third dollar
in order to get an added tax from the
wild lands, and we are willing to do it
if you will return it to us on the valu-
ation basis, is it unfair, when we are
only asking you to return money that
belongs to us? Justice works both
ways. The city may have met almost
any reasonable proposition half way,
and while T admit that you have a
right to some of my money, if you are
not willing to allow me my own say as
to the limit which shall be imposed,
then I shall not merely protest, but I
shall fight to keep what belongs to me;
and I hope the cities will do the'same.

It has been brought out in the re-
marks of the gentleman from Portland,
and T shall try to be brief in my re-
marks, that this is a taxation measure
pure and simple. In talking with one
of the lawyers, I am told that any
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revenue measure is a taxation meas-
ure. I do not argue this point. Letus
grant that any measure is a taxation
measure. We are not concerned with
that. What concerns us is the pur-
pose back of any taxation measure,
and we find that the purpose back of
this measure was not to get more
money for schools, but merely to get
an added tax from the wild lands,

This last mill being returned on a
valuation basis would not have been so
returned unless it had been considered
a municipal fund and nothing else. If
you will look up your school laws, you
will find under Section 16 the state-
ment that every town shall raise an-
nually eighty cents per capita for the
support of common schools. Section
164, which deals with the distribution
of the common school fund, says that
this eighty cents per capita shall be
deemd as raised by such city, town or
plantation within the meaning of Sec-
tion 16 of this chapter. You cannot
get back of that, gentlemen, and hav-
ing this as absolute proof that this is
a municipal fund, have we any right to

distribute it as a State fund to the
State as a unit?

There has been established an
equalization fund of $50,000, and in

addition to that there is approximate-
ly $75,000 more which is distributed to
the towns and from which the cities
receive no benefit. Finally, gentle-
men, let us consider this new theory
of aggregate attendance! TUnder this
theory the bill proposes to pay a
definite sum for each day of attend-
ance of each pupil in the common
schools. In other words, a town re-
ceives pay each day for the child when
in school and loses that pay when the
child is absent. Why pay for a child’s
education when he is not present to re-
ceive it? There may be gome justice
in the why, but unfortunately we must
pay for a child’s education whether he
is able to be present every day or not.
We must provide schools for pupils of
school age resident in our towns, and
I submit, gentlemen, should we re-
ceive back from the State a fair share
of our expense which remains practi-
cally stationary so long as the schools
are running or an unfair share because
the pupils are not able to be present
every day?
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Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to say just a
word on this proposition. I feel that
my position at this time on this ques-
tion is like that of a great many oth-
ers in this House. 1 feel that this is
one of the greatest propositions that
we shall have to consider during this
session of the 78th IL.egislature. Now
just what is our true position, and our
true condition as individuals, here at
this time? This matter was heard be-
fore the committee on education., I
am not a member of that committee.
There are only ten, as I understand it,
from both branches who are members.
A very few people interested for and
against this proposition appeared be-
fore that committee. It might be said
that it was threshed out behind closed
doors so far as the most of us are
concerned, though it was an open
hearing and no one opposed our pres-
ence. How many of us have an abso-
lute knowledge of this proposition?
I recognize the grand work done by
the Grange; I recognize their interest
in this proposition and I have the
pleasure of saying that I am a member
of that organization. Of the ten on
that committee, five report one way, as
I understand it, and five the other.
They are supposed to know something
about this question and I respect the
judgment of every one of them. Now
which five's judgment shall I respect?
If somebody can tell me for a certainty
what I should do, I would like to do
it. We have had one of the most able
speeches in the House this morning
that I ever listened to by my colleague
from Perry (Mr., Washburn), a grand
effort. He attempted to tell me what
they did there, some of them. I am
not exactly satisfied with that proposi-

tion. I am not going into details; I
am not going to take the town of
Vinalhaven for it, or Eagle Pass, or

Eel River, or Musquash Road or East
Benton; but I would like to have
somebody tell me, if they know, just
what one hundred and fifty of us ought
to do on this proposition. I do not
know, and I do not believe any of the
rest of you know. What other states
are there in the Union that have a
similar law for distributing their
school money like that which we are
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about to enact here? What precedent
have you for this proposition? While
I am a member of the Grange, while I
have attended Grange meetings, and
while T have heard some tremendously
strong arguments there, they have not
at all times satisfied me perfectly. I
am not going to say how this particu-
lar law affects my city of Belfast other
than to say that it is against me; and
whatever is against Belfast is against
me, I am going farther than that and
say that it affects my county about
three thousand dollars. I have looked
those figures over in the last few
hours, As I said before, I did not
have the opportunity of hearing this
matter threshed out in committee; but
since I have had an opportunity to
look those figures over, I have availed
myself of it. I have even gone so far
as to figure up those columns to see
what counties in the State of Maine
are going to benefit by it and what
counties are going to lose by it. I
have not carefully prepared any speech
on this proposition; I have not gone
into the details of it as well as I wish
I had. How many of you have? How
many of you, gentlemen of this House,
are prepared to say just what you
ought to do for the best interests of the
whole State of Maine? If you are not
fully satisfied as to just what vyou
ought to do, is there but one course for
you to pursue, namely, to let well
enough alone? I submit that that is a
fair proposition. While my county
loses $3000, I see the equity of the
gentleman’s argument from Perry (Mr.
‘Washburn), arguing for the poor
towns in the State of Maine; and this
takes me to the condition that will ex-~
ist in Aroostook that they will make
$30,000. Poor Aroostook! If they
need to have the hat passed around up
there, T move that we start in as soon
as possible.

The argument that there will be
more children in the rural districts,—
how much is there to that? Now just
what shall we do? Are we going to
let well enough alone or are we, as
a conservative body, going to take
more time to think this thing over?
My colleague from Perry (Mr. Wash-
burn) says that their strength as an
organization is increasing daily. It is
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not a long time to wait; two years is
not far away; and if that strength
grows, if the proposition is right, as
fast as it ought to grow, they will
come here in two years from now, and
in the meantime every one of us will
be satisfied of the equity of this prop-
osition, and those of you who do come
back can all vote for it and we will
lend our moral support at home. I
thank you. (Applause.)

Mr. REDMAN of Ellsworth: Mr.
Speaker and Gentlemen: 1 am a tax
payer of Ellsworth, and I think Ells-
worth would only be affected to the
extent of about $100 by the Dpassage
of this law; so that while we do not
throw $100 bills away down there, we
are not materially affected. The coun-
ty of Hancock would not be materially
affected by the passage of this law in
dollars and cents; but I represent
several small towns up in the northern
part of Hancock county, and I told
them last September when I came
over here I would fight for it, and I
am going to tell you how the enact-
ment of this law will affect those poor
towns up in the northern part of
Hancock county along TUnion river.
If this proposed law is enacted it will
cause the town of Aurora to increase
her tax rate one mill because of the
money it would take away from it. If
this law is enacted, it would cause
Great Pond Plantation, a small town
to be sure, to increase its tax rate one-
half a mill because of the money you
take away from it. It would cause
Waltham for the same reason to in-
crease its tax rate three-eighths of a
mill. It would cause Mariaville to in-
crease its tax rate one and one-half
mills, and it would cost the town of
Otis to increase its tax rate three and
one-half mills.

Now I supposed when I heard this
law had been proposed here that this
was a law which would calculate to
help out the poor, small towns of the
State and perhaps lessen their bur-
dens a little, and at the same time
make the larger centers, which could
afford to pay a little more, share a
heavier burden; but in spite of the
fact that it hurts these small towns
up there that I represent, I find from
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an examination of figures that a
town or a city like South Portland,
for instance, will gain about $6000 if
this law goes into effect. I find from
these figures which have been pre-
sented, and which I do not guarantee,
but which I believe to be correct, that
the city of Bath, if this law goes into

effect, would gain something like
$3500; that the city of Gardiner
would gain $2400; that Hallowell

would gain $2100; that Brewer would
gain $3700; that Orono would gain
$2700; that Dover would gain, that
Foxcroft would gain, that Calais
would gain, Eastport, Machias, Kit-
tery and Lisbon would gain. So this
is not in effect a law which is going
to help out the poor little country
town and put the burden on the more
prosperous community, is it, gentle-
men? Is it? Let’'s go into the figures
a little further! T find that Aroostook
county, as a county, will gain between
$50,000 and $60,000. Am I right? Why,
gentlemen, they had their automobile
show in New York and Boston, they
came down to Houlton, and if cur-
rent reports are correct, they sold
half a million dollars’ worth of au-
tomobiles up there in Aroostook coun-
ty in one week. I do not mean that
I envy my brothers of Aroostook,—1
congratulate them; I admire them. T
think Aroostook county is one of the
finest counties in the land and there
is no one who doffs his hat any more
to the gentlemen of Aroostook, to
their initiative, to their business en-
terprise, than I do; but 1 do not be-
lieve that they need school funds up
there any more than we need them
right in the northern part of Han-
cock county. Why gentlemen, we can-
not raise potatoes down there, the soil
is too rocky. We cannot even raise
turnips. (Laughter.) Our lumber was
cut off years ago, and about all that we
can cut now is heoop poles. Why,
gentlemen, you know they came over
here and tried to get some money for
Chick Hill, to cut it down—you have
all heard of Chick Hill— and the com-
mittee on ways and brideges could not
give it to us. T know, of course, why
they could not, I understand it per-
fectly; but I have got to go back there
and break the news to them about
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Chick Hill, and if, at the same time
I have to tell them that their school
fund money is going to be taken away
from them, honestly I had rather go
to my own funeral. (Laughter.)

I will tell you, gentlemen, this is
not a bill which is going to help out
the poor town and place the burden
on the rich; at least that is not the
way it looks to us down there. How-
ever, we are good losers, we are good
sports. We believe in the State of
Maine and in the children of the State
of Maine, and if the enactment of this
law will react for the benefit of the
school children from one end of this
State to the other, every one of us hope
it will receive a passage. But I ask
you, gentlemen, when you vote on this
question to hold that issue before your
minds, hold the issue before you,—
will this bill if enacted into law help
the children of the State of Maine from
one end to the other, and cast aside
the question what will be the finan-
cial loss or the financial gain to your
own individual town. I thank you.
(Applause.)

Mr. SNOW of Mars Hill: Mr. Speaker,
I would like to say just a word on this

measure. Poor old Aroostook! It was re-
ported that the register of deeds 1n
Aroostook county canceled 1000 mort-

gages this winter. What do you suppose
we had those mortgages on those books
for,—for fun? Did we put them there
because we simply wanted a record and
wanted to pay interest on those mcri-
gages? Not by any means. We placed
them there because we had to do it. You
know that two years ago we sold our
crop for less than it cost to produce it;
and if, in the history of Aroostook coun-
ty, we are getting an unheard of price,
and because of that we can wipe those
mortgages off, it seems to me that the
gentlemen need not be greatly exercised
over it.

A child of the town or the city is not
the child of the town or city alone, but
is the child of the State. They come to
the larger towns and cities because of
the opportunity that is held out to them.
They make your physicians, clergymen
and lawyers and business men. They
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come there and build up industries. I cee
no reason why the boy in the country
town should not receive the same consid-
eration with regard to the school fund
as the boy of the larger town whers
there is a great aggregation of wealth.
A gentleman said upon this floor once
this winter, “Let us alone,”” he was a gen-
tleman from the city. The same might
be said of the wealthy man in your city
when you come to tax- him for school
purposes. He might say ‘I have no chil-
dren in the schools; I have no interests
there.”” He could say equally with your
city man “Let mé alone.’” The farmer
on the farm who has no children to send
to school could equally as well say ‘“Let
me alone, I have no children to send to
school, T have no interest there.”” The
wild land owner might also say when you
come to tax him for schools or anything
else, “Let” me alone, I want no school-
houses and have no interest in them.’
Much has been said about statistics that
one town will lose and another town will
lose; but it is evident under the present
distribution that some cities and towns
do not have to raise any more money
than théy raise under the present law
which comes into the State Treasury. My
own town had to raise this last Monday
a sum equal to seven mills on the dollar
to meet the demands of the State in ref-
erence to its schools, because the state
has said, ‘“You must have a certain num-
ber of weeks of school or you cannot get
the State stipend,” and it takes seven
mills on the dollar in that town to meet
that demand to pay for our schools.
That coupled with the three mills of
State tax, means 10 mills raised by that
town for school purposes.

Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen, I Thope
the motion of the gentleman from Port-
land (Mr. Brewster) that Report B be
accepted will not prevail.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr. Speaker
and Gentlemen of the House: Strange, is
it not, that in all of this discussion the
welfare of the children of Maine has not
appeared above the surface! Now I want
to speak just a minute for the children of
Maine, the best crop Maine produces and
the crop that can be set up and com-
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pared with the crop of any one of the 48
states of the Union, as has been its rec-
ord for 100 years. Now this morning you
will grant that Barnes must be disingenu.
ous Dbecause, forsooth, his towu Iose:
$2200, following out the figuring that these
gentlemen have given. I am proud =tu
represent Houlton. You are all coming
up to see us next winter when the Staiec
Board of Trade meets there., You wil
find we have no cloven hoofs, and you
will find we have not the Midas touch.
Everything we touch does not turn into
gold. If it did, when we held out the
glad hand to you, some one or two might
come back home of better metal than
they left. We want to see you up there
and we want you to see us. This town,
numbering 500 and odd voters, met last
Monday as 500 towns of Maine have met
and are meeting on the Mondays of
March to raise the revenues for their
town business; and, while the * business
was at its height and all were there, a
gentleman actuated by just the motives
of all these my brethren who have my
sincere sympathy, arose and made the
motion that the town vote on how they
would instruct their representative to
vote on the question of distribution of the
school fund, and he made an elegant
speech. Now Barnes has not yet had o
single letter from a voter in Houlton,
neither has he had a single request from
a voter in Houlton as to how he should
vote on any subject that was coming up
here. At that town meeting, a gentle-
man of mature years and sound discre-
tion, a gentleman whom we all look up
to, simply said: “During the old days,
when we were poor and needed assistance
to educate our children, the wealth of
the State of Maine aided us. Now that
we are in a position where we can edu-
cate our own children, we will not re-
verse the rule,” and they did not even
vote on the proposition.

Now I want to address myself
to just one or two propositions
that have been industriously circu-
lated through Augusta for now

these three months. One of them is the
famous bugaboo, labeled and entitled
“Money for school purposes is the re-
sult of a tax”., Heavens! Was there
ever a legislature before whose mem-
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bers to one hundred per cent. did not
know that any money that gets into
the Treasury of the State of Maine
gets there through a tax? Some young
fellow discovered that, that the money
that gets into the Treasury of Maine is
the result of a tax. Then another
young man discovered that one-half of
this fund@ which they had dubbed some-
thing, to wit, a mill and a half, was
raised for one purpose and another mill
and a half was raised for another pur-
pose; and that gives you a chance to
get in. You trust a lawyer for finding
a crevice through which he can get in,
and the statutes are plain to every-
body. We have not the 1916 version of
the statutes yet, but probably every
man in this rocm has received the
school law. A tax of one and a half
mills can be assessed and collected and
paid into the State Treasury and des-
ignated as the School Mill Fund. It
shall be expended for the support of
common schools. That is the oid stat-
ute. Cne of the young gentlemen says
it is over one hundred years old. If he
would spend a few minutes looking it
up, he will find it is not so old as that.
but is all very recent language. Many
a man here remembers when it was
first enacted. 'There is no sanctity or
antiquity about it. It is not a vener-
able antique One is for the supporet of
the common schools and the other one
enacted in 1909—and quite a few of us
were here then, and that was not so
long ago. T notice here in the hall the
astute and wise gentleman who enact-
ed that statute. He had. a definite
mission in life and I am going to say
that he has come nearer to fulfilling
that missien than the mest of us can
hope to do. He aimed at getting even
with a certain part of the wealth of
Maine which did@ not bear its propor-
tionate share of the tax, to wit, the
wild land owners. The wild land own-
ers had grown fat at the expense of
Maine and he assumed to have had in
his hand the goad and he applled it and
it kicked mightily. You could hear
the roar through the State House in
1909 when the goad was applied and he
was commanded to bow his head to the
yvoke and get to work. Remember that
one is for the support of common
schools and this one is for the support
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of THIE common schools. That is all the
difference. That is the statute. Put
vour microscope on and split that hair
a little further. The antiquity has gone
out of it and row the sanctity has
gone. The money is raised for the
support of common schools or of THE
conmmon schools.

You will choose between them, and
for what purpose, For Town A and
City B. Was there ever such an argu-
ment advanced before? It would ap-
pear that the city after expending what
they choose of it for common schools
can expend the rest for police, lighting,
streets or buildings. No, no! All of
the State fund not distributed or ex-
pended during the financial year shall
at the close be added to the permanent
school fund. I doubt much whether
the voters of the cities of Maine would
agree to that. The Treasurer of Maine
must obey the law when his aticu.won
is called to it and this surplus which
they get, $10,000, $12,00%, $15,000, cannot
be expended for ways and bridges nor
for the support of the poor, nor for the
keeping up of the police department,
nor for the fire department, but must
g0 back to the Treasury of Maine and
be added to the permanent school fund.

The theory of this law is this, that
the wealth of the State shall contrib-
ute to the education of her youth. Oh,
we had so much and we gave it away!
We had such a patrimony and we
squandered it! We had such an her-
itage and we swapped it for a mess of
pottage! Had we been wise in our day
and generation, this State would not
have been taxing its property for the
support of schools any more than the
western states of this Union which set
apart even as high as cne-eighth of
their entire land for the support and
the education of their youth, and these
little petty questions would not come
un. Why in every town meeting in
Maine these Mcondays the question of
the moneys you shall raise for ways
and bridees, the support of the poor
and the education of the vouth are the
three burning questions. The city boys
know nothing obout this, because un-
fortunately they never had the oppor-
tunity of attending a Ms}ine town
meeting. In every town meeting in
Maine there is the man who rises to
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move o pass over the article when the
matter of apyropriation for schools
comes up. He is the same old fellow
who goes home and makes his wife
drink skimmed milk in her tea. He is
the same old codger who refuses to
give his daughter a five-cent car fare
to 8o to school when her head is aching
fit to split in the morning. He is the
same old recreant who retuses to con-
tribute one cent to the expenses of the
church and the upkeep of all that sort
of thing, and over whose grave when
he dies that poor wife, who saved a
little something out of the butter that
she ought to have drank in her tea,
expends fifteen dollars for a wreath to
lay on the casket of the old wretch.
(Laughter and spplause.)

Now if we dispose of the idea that
vou cannot expend the money that is
in the Treasury of the State of Maine
because it was raised as a tax, if we
have got that out of our heads, let us
go a step further. Over on the banks
of the Volga in Russia today there is

a soldier pacing back and forth, a
beat of sixty paces. He and his
predecessors, since the days of Alex-

ander I, have paced that beat back
and forth in reliefs for twenty-four
hours a day, year in and year out,
summer and winter. Why? Because
it is the law. Investigation disclosed
that at the time of Alexander 1
his wife one day mnoticed a tulip
growing at that spot on the banks of
the Volga, and because she expressed
such pleasure at seeing it, a guard
was placed to pace back and forth
there lest anybody destroy the tulip,
and it became the law in Russia; and
law, according to these young gentle-
men, cannot be changed despite the
fact that we are the general court and
make such laws as we see fit. So all
through the years, summer and win-
ter, that soldier, in full panoply of war,
has paced back and forth Dbeside
the frozen Volga because, forsooth,
somebody somewhere enacted a sta-
tute, passed a law. Why, according to
the argument of all these people, we
should still be contributing a portion
of our earnings in order that fagots
and a hempen rope might be ready to
burn witches as was done in Salem a
few years ago. Time moves on. Men
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know more than their fathers did—
some know more. Men progress and
move along and today we grant more
to the children that God has given us
than our ancestors did. Oh, they say,
this law was perfect in its enactment!

Anybody who was here knows better
than that. The most of us were not
here and the most of wus have not

ecared to look at it. Minerva, the God-
dess of Wisdom, was the only thing I
ever heard of that ever sprang to life
perfect. Something cracked old Zeus’
head and she sprang forth perfect.
You might say that heads that are
cracked now do not turn out Minervas.
The cracked heads that we see now-a-
days give forth nothing but hot air.
But here this law was not a perfect
educational law., The money was for
the education of youth—just for that
thing alone. The ox being goaded
would not submit unless they put up
some pleasing and specious argument
for making them come down with the
tax, and it was decided that it should
be expended for the education of
youth. As I say, this was eight years
ago. That is not such a long time ago,
and some of us were as much as forty
yvears old then. We had to go a little
bhit further. The wealth of the State
outside of the wild lands was repre-
sented here at that time, and they said
“We will not vote for your measure,
we will stay with the land owners
unless we get some of the plunder.”
So some fine figuring again was done
by that master mind with the pen or
tongue, and he figured out how he
could throw a sop to the hungry gen-
tlemen from wealthy centers and still
get what he advocated from the wild
lands of Maine. 8o, he said, “We will
distribute some of it according to the
valuation.” Now gentlemen who have
to do with figures will bear in mind
that figures do not arrange themselves
involuntarily, that figures are always
arranged, and gentlemen here who have
been reading figures have said “This
town wins,” or “This town loses.” My
town loses $2200 per annum according
to their figures. Is it not too bad that
when we are trying to interest you in
the policy of the education of the boys
and girls of Maine that every man
thinks of his pocket and figures on
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how much he can hang on to of what
he has got down there? Why, we are
talking about giving the future men of
Maine an outfit by which they can get
their living and take their stand
among people. We asked in the legis-
lature for a distribution according to
the attendance and the enrollment in
schools. You think of the proposition
that all the people in your towns and
cities, whether married or single,
between 5 and 21 years of age,
shall be counted and on that basis
the city or town shall get its
share from the State. What rea-
son is there why my town should get
money for the support of the common
schools for those boys and girls who
have gone through the common schools
and high school and gone off to col-
lege? Why in the world should my
town get money according to the num-
ber of polls of those who are married
and set up housekeeping and never
g0 near school? ‘Why, gentlemen,
should you ask the man who takes the
census in my town to take the name
of every person in the town up to 21
vears of age and include every one
whether they belonged in that town
or not? Why is it that we have had
this cry of padded census rolls, and
why was it that there was one town in
this State that was forced to ac-
knowledge her wrong in that regard?
Let us do away with this incentive to
evil. Let us take away from these
good fellows from the city that op-
portunity to take $10,000 in any one
city away from the education of our
boys and girls and expend it for any
other city purpose. Let's fix it so
that a million and a half shall be ex-
pended for the education of our chil-
dren in our common schools.

Now they forget the equalization feat-
ure entirely. No one can say what will
come to the plantations in Northern
Hancock by this bill for this reason:
The equalization system is put in there
so that if there is a school anywhere
with less than ten pupils maintained
that town shall receive for the educa-
tion of those pupils, because it costs
just as much to educate eight in a
country school as 28-—that that town
shall receive just as much as though
there were ten in that school continu-
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ously. The equalization feature is its
strong feature. Now if there is a sec-
tion of Maine that will get more money
according to the per capita of the grown
people in that section of Maine under
this new bill, it will be because there
are more children there going to the
common schools, and if there be a town
that will lose money, it will be because
there are less children there of common
school age going to school. Now some
of us have served as members of school
committees and as teachers and some
have children ourselves. Let me tell
you where my town loses. It is be-
cause only forty-three per cent. of her
school population is in her schools. Let
her get where she ought to be, bring
her attendance up to 62 per cent., which
would be about right, and she won’t lose
a penny. Another thing! What is the
danger to the State of Maine today? Is
it in the ©boys in your family
and mine who are being kept in school
and taught the principles of American
citizenship and patriotism? No! The
danger to Maine today is in these little
urching who are racing around the
streets, who are staying out of school,
with nobody to put them into school
This law will require the truant officer
—+truant in more senses than one—to
force those children into school until
they can read, write and cipher, and
why? Because the voters of the cities
and towns care anything about the edu-
cation of the children? My, my! When
you compare 2,000 children in the town
of Houlton against the possible loss of
$2,000, the old story of Shylock, the Jew,
comes to mind f{My ducats, O, my
daughter! which has been an enigma
ever since Shakespeare wrote it. You
understand the allusion and you under-
stand the application. The point is that
the boys and girls who go to school and
learn to read and write and cipher in
the country schools shall stand on a
footing of equality with the towns
which let them go or let them run.
My town with only 43 per cent in school
is radically wrong; it should be righted.
We want to bring it about so that the
town or city which struggles the hard-
est to carry out its civiec duties shall
receive the greatest aid. Now yvou think
of the confession that is made here that
certain cities and towns do not raise a
cent! The law here provides that every
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city or town shall raise eighty cents
per capita unless that amount is made
up by this money coming back by the
State. That was done in 1909 and that
little bit of legislation was drafted in
a room where I happened to be sitting.
There are towns and plantations today
that have to tax themselves for large
sums for common school purposes and
there are cities that do not vote a cent.
Now here is another feature that is of
interest to my mind. In my town there
are two institutions which are not com-
mon schools but which will give com-
mon school education. If I wish to
place one of my sons or my daughter
in the preparatory department of Ricker
Classical Institute for instance, I would
be obliged to pay tuition. If I wanted
to send my little girl, as I quite likely
may, down to St. Mary’s, where in ad-
dition to teaching the rudiments, they
teach music and some of the arts—as
some of my best friends of Houlton
have done—that is a parochial school
and I will pay the tuition. Now is there
any rightful reason why, if I had to set-
tle the bill, that Houlton should call on
the State of Maine to reimburse Houl-
ton for it? What a confusion of terms
it is! Reimburse Houlton where she
has not lost a cent! If I say that the
public schools are not for my children
and I send them elsewhere, where is the
harm in my paying the bill and why
should my town or city participate in
this money that comes here? Now re-
member the equalization feature of it!
Think of what it will do for the little
boys of the country schools that you
are not interested in, that you do not
care anything about, but from whose
doors come the men that go into your
cities and build them up and make
the men of your cities; for, if you take
the roll of the men of the city of Port-
land, you will find ninety out of one
hundred of them come from the coun-
try districts of the State of Maine. No
man will stand here and deny it for it
is true. We may assist in the education
of the children by giving an incentive
to the towns and cities to force those
whose parents won’t look after them to
go to school until they can read, write
and cipher. - All this million and a half
will be divided and distributed accord-
ing to the children and their attendance
in the schools—aggregate aftendance of
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children—with the equalization I have
added and there won't be any surplus
to dispose of.

Let me tell you another thing! The city
that has school 36, 38 or 40 weeks will get
more than its share compared with the
country town that maintains school for
28 or 30 weeks and that will be fair and
right. Why? Because it is raised for the
support of common schools and it cannot
be expended for anything but the sup-
port of common schools; if she gets all
the children at school and maintains
them for that length of time, she is en-
titled to more money than the smaller
places with shorter terms. If the gen-
tlemen from the city will give us a chance
to try it as they tried it in New York,
New Jersey and Vermont, if they wil
give those of us who have thought this
thing over for years and years a little
time to build up the public schools of the
State of Maine, if they will give us a
chance to try it, they will not suffer.
J.et me tell you what the country people
will gain in addition thereto and the cit-
ies as well. Think of Maine starting with
every child in the public school and every
child that can go to college, say at Orono,
—and there is nobody here who will say
anything against Orono. It used to be
the fashion for certain gentlemen to
come here and decry Orono. We have
moved along. We are not facing the
banks of the Volga two centuries ago.
Think of the boys going to the common
schools of the State of Maine who never
would get money enough together to go
away and pay their board and buy their
books. Give this law a trial. There won’t
be 10 of you come back and complain of
it two years hence. It is no experiment
and no new thing. Give it a trial and
where there is one high school today, 20
vears from now there will be five ani
more and every boy born on Maine soil
can go from the primary school to the
University of Maine without ever having
to pay tuition or leave his home to at-
tend school except in certain of the
back woods sections of the State which
we are taking care of now under the
Equalization Fund. So far as I am able
to study this question and so far as my
experience as a school man goes—which
experience ended in 1911 officially—I am
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able to speak as the father of boys in my
own family—I know and am firmly con-
vinced that this is the best method that
the brightest minds have discovered.
The only objection which can be raised
to it here is by the avaricious, miserly
person, who, seeing a dollar, holds it too
near the eye and can see nothing that

God has painted out beyond it. (Ap-
plause.)
Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.

Speaker, as the hour is getting late I will
not take but a moment of time. In mat-
ters of importance which are elementally
important, and in others which may not
at the time seem so important, it is a
pretty good rule of conduct to make no
changes unless the advantage gained 1s
perfectly clear and well defined. Now the
argument of my brother from Houl-
ton is that if this bill were passed it
would certainly, and beyond question,
mean that all the towns and cities of the
State would L& benefited by it. Now 1
do not come from the section which has
been characterized as the miserly section
—TI regret the word. I come from Au-
gusta, which has been shown to me by
the proponents of the measure as gaininz
under this so called Grange law. Other
figures show that it loses a little. 'The
difference is very slight and 1 am not
approaching this in what few remarks 1
make. The sanctity or the antiquity of
the present method of distribution has
nothing to do with it. Neither can it be
claimed that the law cannot be changed.
It is simply a question. Gentlemen of
the House, whether it ought to be
changed and whether it is a wise thing
to change it. Now when I was told that
Augusta won on the Grange bill rather
than lost, T did not propose to take the
figures that were submitted to me, but
I looked it up myself—not in relation to
Augusta but taking blocks of towns in 10
and 15 and over other years and T found
to my surprise, gentlemen, that some of
the towns that gained in one vear lost
in another, and on the whole it was im-
possible for me to say where the propn-
sition landed. Now there is nobody whno
would yield to the sentiments of the gen-
tleman from Houlton (Mr. Barnes) in hig
desire to see the youth of this State pro-
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tected more quickly than I. It is simply
a question—and we do not want to forget
it when we vote—as to whether or not it
has been clearly established to us that
this is a wise course to pursue. There is
nothing of sanctity, nothing of antiquity,
nothing of unchangeability. The only
question is the wisdom and propriety of
making the change.

Mr. SISSON of Island F¥alls: Mr.
Speaker, I want to talk for one hour, but
I won't.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would state
to the gentleman from Island Falls that
he can do that with the unanimous con-
sent of the House. (Laughter.)

Mr. SISSON: Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to hold forth to the great delight of the
House in agreement with the gentleman
from Perry, Mr. Washburn; but I will
deny the House the great privilege cf lis-
tening to me and at this time move the
previous question. (Applause.)

A division being had, the previous ques-
tion was ordered.

The SPEAKER: The question before
the House is shall the main question be

put? As many as are in favor will say
aye.
Mr. BREWSTER of Portland: Mr.

Speaker, I would ask that the vote bhe
taken by the yeas and nays, and I want
to have everyone clearly understand, and
I want to be sure that I understand, that
a vote of yes on this question means to
leave things as they now are.

The SPEAKER: The motion of the
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Brewster,
was that report B be adopted. A vote
of yes means that the conditions will re-
main as they are as far as distribution of
the money is concerned. The Chair will
state the question to make it plain. The
question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Portland, Mr. Brewster, that
Report B, ‘“‘ought not to pass,”’ be ac-
cepted. Those who vote yes vote to keep
the law as it is in this State. Those who
vote no vote in favor of the bill.

Mr. COLE of Eliot: Mr. Sipeaker,
has it been determined that this mat-
ter shall be decided by roll-call, abso-

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE,

MARCH 22, 1917

helieve

Iut=ly? I do not there is any
member here who doubts that every
member will vote as he sees fit. On
account of the lateness of the hour, it
seems to me that a division of the House
would settle this matter just as well, and
that everybody would be just as well
satisfied. 1f it is simply the intention of
the gentlemen on either side to put
men on record, I have no dbjection to
that but it seems to me that a man
can vote by a rising vote just as well
as by roll-call. We are all tired and
we are going to have a late session and
it seems to me unwise and useless to
sit here and take the time In this way.

Mr. WASHBURN of Perry: Mr.
Speaker, I should like to have the yeas
and nays.

A sufficient number having arisen,
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER: The clerk will call
the roll and those in favor when their
names are called will answer yes and
those opposed will answer no.

YEA—Albert, Allan of Portland, Allen
of Sanford, Anderson, Baxter, Berry,
Boldue, Boynton, Brackett, Bragdon,
Brewster, Brown, Buzzell, Cates, Chaplin
of South Portland, Clement, Cole of Eliot,
Cushman, Daigle of New Canada Pl.,
Dearth, Descoteaux, Dow, Drisccl]l, Eaton,
Ellis of Gardiner, Ellis ot York, Emerson,
Farrington, Fleming, Fletcher, Gannett,
Garcelon, Goldthwait, Grant, Gurney,
Harris, Hartwell, Holbrook, Holt of
Skowhegan, Hunt, Jordan of Baileyville,
Jordan of Cumberland, Langley, Largay,
Larrabee, Levesque, Lewis, Merrill, Mo-
rin, Morison, Murphy, Murray, Newcomb,
Neilon, Packard of Newburg, Packard
of Rockland, Picher, Redman, Reed, Rich-
ards, Rounds, Russell, Sawyer of Eden,
Sawyer of Madison, Snow of Bluehill,
Speirs, Stubbs, Tate, Williams, Wilscn—
7

0.

NAY—Alden, Ames, Andrews of Nor-
way, Andrews of Warren, Averill, Babb,
Barnes, Besse, Billings, Boman of Vinal-

haven, Bowman of Detroit, Burbank,
Bussabarger, Chaplin of Bridgton,
Charles, Clark of Harrison, Clarke of

Randolph, Clason, Clifford, Coffin, Ccle of
Etna, Conary, Corliss, Crediford, Cum-
mings, Daigle of Wallagree, Day, Drisko,
Flint, Frost, Greenlaw, Hall, Hammond,

Harmon, Hart, Hill, Holley, Holt of
Gouldsboro, Hooper, Howard, Hutchins,
Jenkins, Jennings, King, Kneeland,

Knight, Leavitt, Lenfest, Libby, Longley,
Lyford, McNally, Meserve, Messer, Nich-
olas, Pattee, Pendexter, Phillips, Powers,
Purington, Ranney, Rowe, Ryder, Sisson,
Snow of Mars Hill, Stearns. Stanley, Tur-
ner, Tuttle, Wagg, Washburn, Watson,
Watts, Welch, Webb—T5.
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ABSENT—Dutton, Hanson, Mutty—3.

PATRED—O’Connell (no) and Law-
rence (yes).

Seventy having voted in the affirm-
ative and 75 in the negative, the mo-
tion of the gerntleman from Portland,
Mr. Brewster, was lost.

On motion by Mr. Washburn of Per-
ry, Report A was accepted.

The bill was given its three several
readings, under suspension of the
rules and was passed to be engrossed

769

On motion by Mr. Farrington of Au-
gusta, the rules were suspended and it
was

Ordered, that when the House ad-
journs, it adjourn to meet Friday
March 23, at 9 o'clock A. M,

On motion by Mr. Farrington of Au-
gusta,

Adjourned wuntil 9 o’clock tomorrow
morning.



