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HOUSE.
Thursday, March 14.
Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Quimby of

Gardiner.

Papers from the Senate
in concurrence.

On motion of Mr. Kelley of Lewis-
ton, motion to substitute minority for
majority report of the committee on
temperance in regard to resubmission,
was taken from the table and assigned
for 3 o’clock this afternoon.

Resolve in favor of the committee ou
insane hospitals comes from the Sen-
ate read twice and passed to be en-
grossed under suspension of the rules.

In the House the rules were suspend-
ed, the resolve was read twice and
passed to be engrossed in concurrence.

The following Senate bills and re-
solves were read and assigned:

An act relating to the Maine State
Sanatorium Association.

An act to amend Section 8§ of Chap-
ier 24 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended by Chapter 269 of the Public
TLaws of 1885, as amended by Chapters
9 and 146 of the Public Laws of 1887, as
amended by Chapters 256 of the Public
T.aws of 1889, as amended by Chapter
60 of the Public ILaws of 1891, as
amended by Chapter 326 of the Public
Laws of 1897, relating to dependent
soldiers and sailors and their families.

Mr. Weymouth of Biddeford, offered
an amendment striking out the words
“in the war of 18617 in the 18th and
20th lines.

The amendment was adopted, the bill
was read a second time.

On motion of Mr. Carleton of Win-
throp, the bill was laid upon the table.

PResolve in favor of Lee Normal aca-
demy comes from the Senate amended
by Senate amendment A.

The amendment was adopted.

On motion of Mr. *Chase of Portland,
the resolve was laid on the table and
assigned for Wednesday of next week.

Resolve in favor of William J. May-
bury, surgeon general National Guard,
State of Maine.

An act to ratify the lease of the Pat.
ten and Sherman Railroad to the Ban-
gor & Aroostook Railroad Company.

disposed of

An act to regulate proceding in cer-
tiorari.

An act to cede to the United States

- jurisdiction over certain land in Au-~

gusta.

An act to incorporate the NMasonic
trustees of Fairfield.

Resolve in favor of the town of Med-
dybemps.

An act authorizing the Fryeburg
Horse Railroad Company to maintain
steamboats upon the waters of Upper
Kezar pond.

An act to authorize Warren Sawyer
to build and maintain a wharf in the
tide waters in the:town of Milbridge,
county of Washington.

An act to extend the charter of tha
Sebasticook Manufacturing and Pow-
er Company.

An act to incorporate the trustees of
Lincoln L.odge, No. 90, Knights of
Pythias.

An act to amend an act to establish
a municipal court in the town of Wa-
terville.

An act to extend the charter of the
Manufacturer’s Trust Company.

An act to incorporate the Solon
Academy.

An act to create the State depalt—
ment of agriculture.

On motion of Mr. Walker of Starks,
the bill was laid on the table pending
its second reading and assigned for
Tuesday afternoon of next week.

Bill, an act to prohibit the pursuit
and killing of duck and other water
fowl by the use of launches or other
craft propelled by other than hand .
power, comes from the Senate with
‘House amendment rejected and with
Senate amendments C and D adopted.

The House reconsidered the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
grossed and receeded and concurred
with the Senate in rejecting House
amendment A. Senate amendments C
and D were then adopted and the bill

was passed to be engrossed as
amended.
The following petitions, bills, etc.,

were presented and referred:

JUDICIARY,
By Mr. Pike of Lubec—Bill, an act to
supply the town of Lubec with pure
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water. (Received under suspension of
the rules.)
FINANCIAL AFFAIRS,
By Mr. Eaton of Calais—Resolve in
favor of Cyrus W. Davis.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. Powers, from the committee on
the judiciary, reported ought not to
pass on bill an act to prevent the use
of free passes and free service by rail-
road, street railroad, sleeping cars, tele-
phone, telegraph and express compan-
ies.

Mr. Carleton, from same committee,
reported same on bill, an act—duty of
hotel keepers, to provide fire escapes.

Mr. Parkhurst, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act to
amend Section 10 of Chapter 157 of the
Public Laws of 1895, relating to title
by descent.

Mr. Chase, from same committee, on
resolve in relation to the early York
‘deeds, reported that same Dbe referred
to the next Legislature.

Mr. Putnam, from the committee on
legal affairs, on bill, an act additional
to Chapter 53 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to telegraphs, reported that
same be referred to the next Legisla-~
ture.

Mr. Allan, from same committee, re-
ported same on bill, an act to repeal
Section 50 of Chapter 80 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to the serving of
civil precepts.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported ought not to pass on bill,
an act to amend Section 1 of Chapter
285 of the Public Laws of 1889, relating
to the construction of drains and com-
mon sewers.

Mr. Fellows, from same committee,
reported same on bill, an act to regu-
late the acceptance of sureties in
criminal recognizances.

Same gentleman from committee, re-
ported same on bill, an act additional
to Chapter 75 of the Revised Statutes
of 1883, relating to the descent of per-
sonal property.

Mr. Allen, from same committee, re-
ported same on bill, an act to amend
Section 6 of Chapter 3 of the Public
Laws of 1899, entitled an act to amend
Section 6 of Chapter 159 of the Public
Laws of 1895, entitled an act to amend

Section 6 of Chapter 35 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to intelligence of-
fices. .

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act re-
lating to the use of bicycles upon high-
ways or streets.

Mr. Kaler, from the committee on
railroads, telegraphs and expresses, re-
ported ought not to pass on bill, an
act to incorporate the Castine and
Eastern Railroad Company.

Mr. Swett, from the committee on
military affairs, to which was referred
that portion of the Governor’s mes-
Sage relating to the Bath Military and
Navsl Orphan Asylum, reported that
legislation thereon is inexpedient.

Mr. Vogell, from the committee on
claims, on resolve in favor of the town
of Island Falls, reported that same be
referred to the next Legislature.

Mr. Farnsworth, from the commit-
tee on taxation, reported ought not to
pass on bill, an act in favor of assess-
ing taxes solely upon land values and
franchises,

Mr. Allen, from same committee, re-
ported same on bill, an act providing
for the taxation of corporate fran-
chizes.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act to
regulate the taxation of corporate
franchises.

The reports were accepted and sent
to the Senate.

Mr. Webb, from the committee on
the judiciary, reported ought to pass
on bill, an act authorizing the 01d Or-
chard Water Company to issue bonds
for refunding and other purposes.

Mr. Chase, from same committee, re-
ported ought to pass in new draft un-
der same title, bill, an act to incorpor-
ate the York Beach Village Corpora-
tion.

Same gentleman,*from same commit-

.tee, reported ought to pass in new

draft under same title, bill, an act to
incorporate the <York Harbor Village
Corporation.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported ought to pass in new
draft under same title, bill, an act re-
lating to the fees of the sheriff of Cum-
berland county.
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Mr. Powers, from same committee,
reported ought to pass on bill, an act
to amend Section 6, Chapter 67, of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the ap-
pointment of guardians.

Mr. Parkhurst, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act to
legalize the organization of the Ban-
gor Kindergarten Association and to
authorize it to convey real estate.

Same gentleman, from same com-
mittee, reported same on bill, an act
to amend Sections 5, 6, 7, 17 and 18 of
Chapter 23 of the Special Laws of 1899,
entitled an act to establish a munici-
pal court in the town of Newport.

Ar. Libby, from the committee on le~
gal affairs, reported ought to pass on
bill, an act in relation to the taxing
of costs in municipal and police courts.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act to
incorporate the Bethel Sewer Company.

Mr. Paitangall, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act to
amend Section 4 of Chapter 202 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1899, en-
titled an act for the better protection
of sheep in the town of Perry.

Same gentleman. from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an act in re-
lation to political caucuses in towns.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill, an’act to
authorize BEast Machias to aid General
Hospital.

Mr. Allan, from same committee, re-
ported ought to pass in new draft un-
der same title, bill, an act to incorpor-
ate the Bonney agle Water Power
Company of Standish, Maine.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, on bill, an act authorizing the
town of Berwick to supply the village
of Berwick with water for fire and do-
mestic purposes, reported ought to pass
in new draft bill, an act to incorporate
the Berwick Water Company.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported ought to pass in new
draft under same title, bill, an act to
define the duties of harbor masters in
towns and plantations, and for the
regulation of harbors and anchorages.

Same gentleman, from Same commit-
tee, reported ought to pass on bill, an
act to amend Chapter 81 of the Public
Laws of 1895, relating to certain prop-

erty ordained for pious uses, the le-
gal custodian of which is unknown.

Mr. Pattangall, from the same com-
mitt, reported ought to pass on bill, an
act authorizing the inhabitants of
Orono to supply the town of Orono
with pure water.

Messrs. Webb, Harris, Spofford,
Parkhurst, Carleton, Weeks, Virgin
znd White, from the committee on ju-
d’ciary, reported ought not to pass on
bill, an act to change the place of hold-
ing the April term of the supreme ju-
dicial court in the county of Washing-
ton.

Messrs. Powers and Chase, from the
same commiitee, reported in a new
draft and ought to pass, bill, an act
to change the place of holding the
April term of the supreme judicial
court in the county of Washington.

Mr. Eaton of Calais, moved that the
majority report be accepted and the
bill accompanying the minority report
be printed and the matter laid on the
table until Wednesday of next week.

The motion was agreed to.

Messrs. Murchie, Whitehouse, Mayo,
Deering, Little, Mayo, Randall and
Bird, from the committee on railroads,
telegraphs and expresses, reported
ought not to pass on bill, an act to in-
corporate the Androscogggin Teleplione
Company.

Mr. Beal, from same committee, re-

ported ought to pass on same.

©Mr. Beal of Bangor, moved the sub-
stitution of the minority report for the
majority, and that the matter be laid
on the table to be printed and espec- .
ially assigned for Tuesday of next
week.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr., Farnsworth from the committee on
taxation reported ought to pass on bill,
an act relating to the duties of the board
of State assessors.

Mr. Gammon from the committee on
military afhairs reported ought to pass
on resolve in favor of the Bath \[mtary
and Naval Orphan Asylum.

Mr. Sprague from the same commzttee
reported ought to pass on bill, an act in
favor of Rev. C. S. Cummings.

Mr. Fuller of Kennebunk from the com-
mittee on banks and banking reported
ought to pass on bill, an act to incorpo-
rafe the Waldo Trust Company.

Same gentleman from same committee
reported same on bill. an act to incorpo-
rate’the South Portland Trust and Bank-
ing Company.



522 LEGISLATIVE RECORD —HOUSE, MARCH 14.

Same gentleman from same committec
reported same on bill, an act to incorpo-
rate the IXnox Trust and Banking Com-
pany.

Same gentleman from same co;—nmittee
reported same on bill, an act to incorpo-
rate the Calais Trust Company. .

Same gentleman from same committee
reported same on bill, an _act to incorpo-
rate the Hallowell Trust Company.

Same gentleman from same committee
reported same on bill, an act to incorpo-
rate the Skowhegan Trust Company.

Mr. Walls from the committee on edu-
cation reported in a new draft, resolve in
favor of an appropriation for repairs on
the Normal School buildings at Gorham
and that it ought to pass.

Mr. Deering from the committee on
railroads, telegraphs and expresses re-
ported ought to pass on hill, an act to
provide for an assistant clerk for the
railroad commissioners.

Mr, Hix from the committee on finan-
cial affairs, on bill, reported resolve in
favor of A. J. Cameron. 3

Mr, Webb from the committee on legis-
lative a=—ortionment reported a resolve
1o apportion 151 representatives among
the several counties, cities, towns, plan-
tations and classes in the State of Maine,
and that it ought to pass.

Mr. Weymouth from the York county
delegation reported ought to pass on bill.
an act to amend Section 1 of Chapter 7
of the Public Laws of 1887, relating to
the salary of the clerk of courts for the
county of York.

Messrs. Pettingill, Somes, Whitehouse,
Morrison, Webb, Merritt and Irving, from
the committee on salaries, reported ought
not to pass on bill, an act to increase the
pay of the members of the Maine Legls-
lature and to prohibit the use of railroad
passes or other free transportation on
any railroad in the State by members of
the Legislature.

Messrs. Gardner, Gilmore and McNama-
ra, from the same committee, reported
ought to pass on same.

Ar. Gardner of Patten moved to sub-
stitute the minority report for that of
the majority, and pending the acceptance
of either that the entire matter be laid
on the table and especially assigned for
Tuesday of next week.

The motion was agreed to.

READ AND ASSIGNED,

An act relating to hawkers and ped-
dlers. i

An act in relation to the annual town
meeting of the town of Boothbay Harbor.

An act to amend Chapter 279 of the
Public Laws of 1897 relating to the pack-
ing of sardines.

An act to regulate the herring fisheries
in the towns of Jonesport and -Addison.

On motion of Mr. Hinkley of Jonesport
the rules were suspended and this bill
received its three readings and was pass-
ed to be engrossed.

An act to incorporate the town of Crys-
tal.

An act to fix the salary of the register
of deeds for the county of Androscoggin.

An act to prevent the throwing of saw-
dust and other refuse matter into the

tributaries of the lakes and ponds in Vi-
enna and Mount Vernon.

On motion of Mr. Pettengill of Rumford
bill was Ilaid on the table and assigned
for Thursday of next week.

An act to prevent the catching of trout
in Tufts, Dutton and Grindstone ponds
and their tributaries in the town of King-
field, Franklin county, for sale.

An act to amend Section 2 of Chapter 16
of the Revised Statutes relating to the
construction of public drains and sewers.

On motion of Mr. Brewster of Lisbon
the bill was laid on the table and assign-
ed for Tuesday of next week.

An act to prevent ice fishing in Bonneg
Beg and “L” ponds, situated partly in
North Berwick, Sanford and Wells, coun-
ty of York.

An act relating to the Standish Water
and Construction Company. -

An act to amend Section 6 of Chapter
132 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
the issuing of warrants by magistrates.

An act to authorize the Skcwhegan
Hall Association of Skowhegan in the
county of Somerset and State ¢ Maine,
to issue bonds to the amount of $25,000 to
pay the outstanding indebtedness of said
corporation known as nreferred stock.

An act to _amend Chanter 237 of the
Private and Swvecial Laws of 1883, entitled
an act to amend an act to incorporate
the city of Auburn relating to assessors
of taxes and overseers of the poor.

.An act *0 amend Chanoter 60 of the Pub-
lic Laws of 1795, entitled an act to amend
Chanpter 21 of the Putlic Laws of 1857, en-
titled an act to amend Chapter 280 of the
Public naws of 1885, entitled an act
amendatory of Section 29 of Chapter 91
of the Revised Statutes relating to liens.

An act authorizing the construction of
a wharf or wharves into the tide waters
of the Penobscot river in Bucksport.

An aet to authorize the judge of pro-
bate for Kennebec county to grant ad-
ministration on the estate df James
Lamb.

An act to legalize and malke valid the
acts and doings of the city council of the
city of Saco pertaining to the annual ap-
propriations and the commitment of taxes
for the year 1900.

An act to authorize cities and towns to
establish manual training schools.

PASSED TO BE ENGROSSED,

An act additional to Chapter 86 of the
Revised Statutes regulating the costs of
parties summoned as trustees.

An act to amend Section 63 of Chapter
3 of the Revised Statutes, as amended
by Chapter 334 of the Public Laws of
1883, relatine to fish wiers and wharves.

An act relating to life insurance on the
assessment plan.

PASSED TO BE ENACTED.

An act to incorporate the Cumberland
Trust Company.

An act to regulate fishing in the Lower
Wllcslon Pond, Prong pond and Horseshoe
pond.

An act to-fix the salary of the judge of
probate for IKennebec county.

act to regulate the salary of clerk
of courts for Franklin county.
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An act to incorporate the Friendship
Water Comnany.

FINALLY PASSED.

. R{o]asol\'e in favor of the town of Ash-
and.

Resolve in favor of the town of BEd-
munds.

Resolve in favor of Kenneth W. Sath-
erland, chairman of the committee on
Maine State Prison.

ORDERS OF THE DAY.

On motion of Mr. Allan of Portland,
bill relating to ward lines was talen from
the table.

On motion of Mr. Allan the ™ause non-
concurred with the Senate in 1its refer-
ence of this bill to the committee on
legal affairs. 3

On further motion of Mr. Allan the bill
was indefinitely postponed.

On motion of Mr, Wallker of Starks, bil’,
an act to establish a municipal court in
the town of Pittsfield, was taken from
the takle.

On further motion by the same gentle-
man the bill was laid on the table and
assigned for Tuesday of next week.

On motion by the same gentleman, re-
solve in favor of the Farmington State
Normal School was talien from the table.

On further motion by the same gentle-
man, the vote was reconsidered wnereby
the resolve was assigned for Friday.

_The resolve was then read the first

time.

Mr., Wallker of Starks offered an amend-
ment, striking out the word “and” in the
fifth line and adding after the +word

“building” in the sixth line the words
“and the purchase of necessary sup-
plies.””

The amendment was adopted.

On motion by Mr. Walker the rules

were suspended, the resolve tool its sec-
ond reading and was passed to Dbe en-
grossed as amended.

On motion of Mr. Bennett of Hollis, re-
solve in favor of the State Reform School
was taken from the table.

Mr. Bennctt offered an amendment by
striking out all after the title and insert-
ing amendment A.

The amendment was adopted, the re-
solve was read a second time and was
passed to be engrossed as amended.

On motion of Mr. Dudley of Augusta,

“bhill, an act to incorporate the Sanford
%‘rust Company was taken from the ta-

€.

Mr. Fellows of Bucksport offered an
amendment, strikking out all after the
enacting clause and substituting amend-
ment A,

The amendment was adopted.
was read a second time an
tomorrow morning.

On motion of Mr. Wallker of Starks, the
vote was reconsidered whereby the House
assigned bhill, an act to establish a mu-
nicipal court in the town of Pitrsfield,
for Tuesday of next week, and on further
motion by the same gentleman the bill
was recommitted to the committee on ju-
diciary. e

On motion of Mr. Carleton of Winthrop,
resolve in favor of Charles H. Burbank
was taken from the table. -

the bhill
assigned for

The resolve was read a second time and
passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Carleton, bill, an act
to nrohibit the killing of deer in the town
of Swan’s Island, was taken from the ta-

le.

The bill was read once. )

Mr. Carleton offered an amendment, by
adding to Section 1 the words, ‘‘whoever
violates any of the provisions of this act
shall be subject to the same penalties as
are provided in the general law for the
illegal hunting and killing of deer.”

The amendment was adopted.

Mr. Carleton  moved to further amend
by striking out Section 2.

The amendment was adopted.

The bill was then read a second time
and assigned for tomorrow morning.

On motion by Mr. Weymouth of Bidde-
ford, bill, relating to fees and costs, was
talien from the table.

The bill was read twice.

On motion _of Mr. Weymouth the rules
were suspendeu. the bill received its third
reading and was passed to be engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Hurd of North Ber-
wick, resolve in favor of William J. Mat-
thews was taken from the table.

The resolve was then read a second
time and was passed to he engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Haskell of W'ndham,
the vote was reconsidered whereby
Thursday of next week was assigned for
the consideration of resolve relating to
salaries of assistant superintendents,
steward and matron of the insane hospi-
tal, and on further motion by the same
gentleman the resolve was assigned for
Tuesday.

On motion of Mr. Chase of Portland,
bill, relating to repair of highways was
talten from the table, and on further mo-
tion by the same gentleman . the resolve
was assigned for Tuesday of next weelk.

On motion of Mr. Morin of Embden,
bill, an act to incorporate the Sandy
Stream Dam and Improvement Company,
was taken from the table.

The bill was then passed to be enacted.

On motion of Mr. Chase of Portland,
bill, an act to abolish imprisonment for
debt except in cases of fraud, was taken
from the table.

On further motion by the same gentle-
man_the vote was reconsidered whereby
the bill was assigned for Friday after-
noon.

The bill was then read the third time
and was passed to be engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Hodgkins of Lamoine,
bill relating to killing and sale of black
duck was taken from the table.

Mr. Hodgkins offered an amendment to
Section 11, line 21, by changing the word
“‘twelve” to “fifteen,” and in line 22 after
the word “birds” by inserting ‘‘except
sand-pipers. the number of which shall
not exceed-70 in one day.”

The amendment was adopted.

The bill: was then read a second time
and assigned for tomorrow morning.

n_motion or Mr., Moulton of South
Portland, bill providing for State roads
and the improvement thercof, was taken

.from the table.

The bill was read once.
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Mr. Moulton offered an amendment by
striking out Section SIX, and inserting
“for the purpose of carrying out the pro-
visions of tnis act, the sum of fifteen
thousand dollars is hereby appropriated
for the year 1902."

The amendment was adopted.

On motion of Mr. Chase of Portland the
bill was laid on _the table pending its sec-
ond reading and assigned for Wednezday
of next week.

On motion of Mr. Allan of Portland, biil
relating to evidence of witnesses ait coro-
ners’ inquests was taken from the table.

Mr. Allan offered an amendment by
strisyng out after the word *“‘evidence’’ 1n
the fourteenth line the words “he shall
receive the same compensation as is pro-
vided for stenographers of the supreme
judicial couart.” and inserting the follow-
ing, “he shall receive as compensation
therefor the sum of six doliars per day
an ten cents per one hundred words for
transcripts of notes, and six cents per
mile actual travel.

The amendment was adopted.

The hill was then read a second time.

On motion of Mr. Deering of Saco the
bill was laid on the table pending its sec-
ond reading.

On motion of Mr, Fellows of Bucksport,
bill relating to talking_salmon in Penob-
gcot river above the WWater Works dam
{n Bangor, was faken from the table.

The bill was then read a second time
and assigned for tomorrow morning.

On motion of Mr. Carleton of W:nthrop,
order relating to the furnishing by com-
missioners of inland fisheries and ganie
a list of acts in relation to inland fisher-
fes.and game, was talken from the table.

Mr. Carleton offered an amendment, by
striking out all of the order excepting
that portion of it relating to fines.

On motion by Mr. Carleton, the order
and amendment was laid on the table.

Special assignment: Report of the com-
mittee on inland fisheries and game, re-
porting ‘‘ought not to pass’ on resolve
for an appropriation for scientific inquirv
%nd research respecting propagation of
sh.

On motion of ~r. Adams of Lagrange,
the report was referred to the next Leg-
islature.

Special assignment: Bill, an act fixing
the amount of allowance for clerk hire
in the office of the adjutant general.

Mr. Davis of Waterville offered an
amendment, by adding at the end of the
ffth line he words ‘‘and that the same
be paid .rom the militia fund.”

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

On motion of Mr. Deering of Saco, the
vote was reconsidered whereby the bill
was passed to be engrossed, and on fur-
ther motion by the same gentleman it
was assigned for tomorrow morning.

Special assignment: Resolve in favor
of a bridge across the Kennebec river at
Bingham. .

On motion of Mr. Plummer of Portland,
this resolve was re-assigned for Tuesday
of next week. .

Special assignment: Bill relating to in-

surance.

The bill was passed to be engr
bi(l:;nrglmtt'ion gf Mr. t:Allan obe%st?t?ghd
ating to constabl ; 1
fr%m the table. es was taken
On motion of Mr. Pattangall Ia-
chias, the bill was laid on the taglfe g.Ir?d
res—assgg{led for tomorrow.
pecial ass’gnmert: Resolve rrlating £
the purchase of thie Main taf Fen
Bonk and T.ezisiative B‘Ianusl.St&te Year
House amendment A was adopted.
tiggeatr"edsolve wdas tthen read a second
1 asse PNIZTOSSE ]
fime and T o be engrossed as
On .motion of AMr.
Desert,
Adjourned,

Somes of Mount

Afternoon Session.

Thursday, March 14.

On motion of Mr. Walker of Starks
bill, an act to create a department 0%
State agriculture, was taken from the
table.

On further motion by Mr. Walker the
vpte was reconsidered whereby this
hill was assigned for Tuesday of next
week.

The ©bill was then read a second
time.

On motion of Mr. Walker the rules
were suspended, the bill was read the
third time and was passed to be en-
grossed.

Bill, an act in relation to the salaries
of the justices of the supreme judicial
court, comes from the Senate passed
to be engrossed under a suspension of
the rules.

On motion of Mr. Plummer of Port-
land, the rules were suspended, the
bill received its three several readings
and was passed to be engrossed.

Mr. Minott of Phippsburg, asked
unanimous consent to introduce out of
order bill, an act establishing the sal-
ary for the sheriff of Sagadahoc coun-
ty, and moved its reference to the Sag-
adahoc county delegation.

The motion was agreed to.

An act to amend an act entitled an act
authorizing and empowering the Great
Northern Papar Company to erect and
maintain piers and booms in the west
branch of the Penobscot river, approv-
ed March 8, 1901, was passed to be en-
acted.

Resolve in favor of the Augusta City
Hospital was finally passed.

- RESUBMISSION,

The special order of the afternoon

was the motion to substitute minority
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o
[S=]
[S]3

for majority report of committee on
temperance, reporting ought mnot to
Ppass and ought to pass on resolve for
an amendment to the constitution by
annulling amendment 5,  relating to
manufacture and sale of intoxicating
liguors.

Mr. KELLEY of Lewiston: WMr.
Speaker, I ask the indulgence of this
House that I may have opportunity to
express my ideas on the very import-
ant matter now before us for consider-
ation.

At the outset I will say that I am a
temperance man—a total abstainer, a
believer in all laws and in all things
that tend to promote the cause of tem-
perance. [ am certain that the Al-
mighty would not allow this voice to
be raised in support of any law that
would tend to promote the nefarious
progress of rum.

In her speech at the hearing on Feb.
21, Mrs. Stevens placed intoxicating
liquor in the class with rattlesnakes,
and in a certain quarter it was consid-
ered a great argument for State pro-
hibition, and it was commented on as
being very bright and very applicable.
I, too, believe that intoxicating liquor
is as dangerous as a rattlesnake, and
for that reason I am forced to advise
these gentlemen to be very careful in
approaching their sideboards, for the
reptile is just as dangerous there as he
is in any other place. The interested
parties will understand the application.
(Laughter.)

The temperance question, Mr. Speak-
er, is a very important question. It
has many phases. It may be considered
in the light of an economic question,
a political question, a physical ques-
tion, but rising above all these, as the
light transcends the clouds, it is a
great moral question, It is a question
in which the State, the churches, the
courts and the homes are interested.
For many years it has occupied the
attention of some of the world's great-
est minds, all seeking for light and
hoping that some good to humanity
might come from their labors.

The only orthodox temperance people
in the wide world today, who know
too much to study the question of tem-
perance, are the supporters of the
State prohibitory law,

But, Mr. Speaker, the question of
temperance does not need to rely
wholly upon the State prohibitionists
for support, for in the language of our
eloquent friend from Vassalboro, there
are others whose interest in the cause
of temperance will compare favorahly
with theirs. There are others whose
eyes have been opened, thank God, to
the new light, and who, in character
and in patriotic interest in the moral
welfare of the people of our State will
rank well with those who cry for the
continuance of an impractical theory.

No man can overestimate in my es-
timation the havoc in lives that liquor
has wrought. No man can overdraw
the picture of misery, desolation and
horror that King Alcohol has caused.

We all know of those who, having
risen to a high place by force of their
superior ability, have overestimated
their power to control themselves in
the battle with rum and have fallen
from their high estate to the lowest
depths of degradation.

No one can tell me of the tears and
heart-break of the sorrowing mother
as she watches a loving son slowly
falling into the clutches of this demon.
Night after night she kneels at her
bedside and prays to God that the err-
ing son may reform and return again
to her heart.

No man can tell me of the mothers,
left with little children to fight the
battle of life in poverty, brought to
this condition by the curse of rum.

No man can tell me of the sad-faced
wife awaiting the return of a drunken
husband with fear and trembling.

No man can tell me of the poor-
house and its helpless inmates, of the
homeless children in the orphan asy-
lums, of the prison with its hundreds
of criminals, of the scaffold and the
chair of electrocution holding in its
grasp the victim awaiting execution.

‘While all of these pictures are true
to life, they are not arguments for
State prohibition, but rather argu-
ments . for temperance, good, pure,
wholesome temperance.

Do not those same conditions rxist
in the State of Maine as well as else-
where, and why should this kind of ar-
gument be used to support the cause
of State prohibition?
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‘What, Mr. Speaker, is the history of
the prohibitory law in the State of
Maine? Is it a history of credit to the
law? Is there any man who claims that
it has been the great success which its
fathers promised it would be?

For upwards of 50 years it has occu-
pied a place in law of our State.

In 1884 the State Prohibitionists felt
that as a statute the law was not as
effective as it might be, and they suc-
ceeded in incorporating the prohibitory
law into the constitution of Maine.

They felt, no doubt, that with this
result accomplished, happiness, har-
mony, temperance and all the other
virtues, would bloom as the fresh flow-
ers of morn in this beautiful State of
ours. ’

They thought, no doubt, that a new
paradise was created and located in
our commonwealth, and that we were
nearer to the entrance of heaven than
the rest of the states, but the sad news
came to us a short time ago that the
gates of hell were found in one of our
Maine cities.

The change of the law from the
statutes to the constitution has worked
fearful and wonderful results. Instead
of a violated statutory law we have a
sad and sorrowing constitution bearing
more than its full'measure of disgrace.

Why should that sacred instrument
bear this great burden of dishonor?
‘Why should people who love the con-
stitution and the State seek to have
this unobserved law continued as a
part of its organic law?

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us study the
effect our State prohibitory law has
had on the cause of temperance. Every
law has its purpose. The primary and
only purpose which the prohibitory law
has is to reduce to a minimum drunk-
enness in our State. We have law
enough to reach every violator of the
law and if it is not effective it is be-
cause it is not the proper law by which
to govern the liquor trafﬁc. It fails by
reason of its own weakness.

Browntree & Shirwell of London, in
their excellent work on the Temper-
ance Problem and Social Reform, say
that: “The question of the practicabil-
ity of state prohibition, it is not too
much to say, virtually stands or falls

upon the success of failure of the sys-
tem in Maine.

“It has been tried there for upwards of
50 years, under conditions, legislative or
otherwise, admittedly as favorable as any
can be reasonauly conceived.’”

Let us look at the conditions in this
premier prohibition State of ours.

To begin with, the internal revenue re-
port for the last year tells us that the
local option State of Massachusetts has
one retail revenue license for every 567 of
its population.

The same department report tells us
that prohibition Maine, the premier pro-
hibition commonwealth of the world, has
one retail liquor license for every 478 of
its population. I call your particular at-
tention to this fact that the retail dealer
is the gentleman who dispenses the liquor
directly to the people over the bhar.

Study this, gentlemen, and learn from
these figures and others that I will pre-
sent later, that there_is more temperance
sentiment today in Massachusetts than
we have in Maine under our boasted con-
stitutional prohibition.

For the year ending June 30, 1900, over
1500 licenses, one_for every 463 of popula-
tion, were issued to dealers in liquor in
the State of Maine. In this number we
find all kinds and all classes of licenses,
rectifiers, brewers, wholesalers and retail-
ers.

These are distributed all over the State
of Maine and in order that you may not
imagine that they are confined to Port-
land, Lewiston, Bangor, Augusta and
‘Waterville, T will read the list as it was
presented to the public some time ago by
the Rev, W. F. Berry, secretary of the
Maine Civic League.

1899.
Population. Licenses,
Calais ....c.oceviviiiinninnn., 7290 16
‘Westbrook ]
Saco ....... 3
Brunswick a7
Oldtown ... 29
Belfast .... 13
Skowhegan 10
Eastport .... 22
Ellsworth 4 12
Camden & Rockport ..... 4621 g
Sanford ........vieiiiiiian. 420; 2
Brewer .. 93 6
Caribou .. 4087 11
Houlton 4015 16
Fort Fair 3526 5
Fairfield . 3510 3
Waldobor 3505 4
Hallowell .. 3181 9
Lisbon Fall ..1600 3
0ld Orchard ............... 1000 12
Bar Harbor ...............2000 i9.
Norcross, two houses, a railroad sta-
tion and a StoTe ....ivviviiiiiiiiiiiiiannn 2

Only one-fourth of the population of
the State of Maine are found in villages
of less than 1000 inhabitants and we find
that in 70 places of less than 1000 inhab-
itants one or more persons have taken
out United States licenses for the sale of
intoxicating liquors, one of which had 41
inhabitants and another 66.

Out of 192 cities, towns and villages
having more than 1000 inhabitants only 79
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becomes a violation of the law and

I\S'&)x'e without a United States license in

I ask you in all candor and fairness if
this does not conclusively prove a failure
of the State prohibitory law and I ask
You again if such a condition does not
lead you to the belief that such a law is
gii detriment, rather than of benefit to the

ate.

What has been the effect upon drunk-
enness? Has this strongly entrenched
law succeeded in reducing drunkenness?
Have we anything to boast of in this re-
spect?

Here is a table that tells a tale too
plainly to be mistaken:

In 1893 tne arrests for drunkenness in
Boston were 45 to each 1000 of the popu-
latoin, but out of the total number of ar-
rests that year, of 26,157, 11,615 or 40 per
<cent. were non-residents.

New York city had 13 to each 1000.

- Chicago, including arrests for breach of
peace, hau 23 to each 1000.

Portland had 42 to each 1000.

In 1892 the total number of arrests for
drunkenness in the city of Portland were
873, in 1899 this number increased to 1549.

For the vear ending March 1, 1893, the
“total number of convictions for drunken-
ness in the city of Lewiston were 263; in
1900 this number had increased to S70.

Bear in mind that every statistical
statement which I have made was prac-
tically substantiated by the secretary of
the Maine Civic League, the Rev. W. F.
Berry, at the hearing of February 21st.

It is. hardly necessary for me to tell
you of the conditions that exist in all
parts of this State. Any man of reason
and intelligence will agree with me that
the wide-spread violation of the law can-
not be doubted.

Governor Davis of Rhode Island in his
message to the Assembly in 1888 states
the whole matter in these few words:
‘“Without the public will the way will
not be found.”

I have heard the ery that has echoed
throughout the State, *Educate public
sentiment.”” I have heard men say that
public sentiment was being educated, and
one of them, in the same breath, informed
me that he was looking for a glass of
beer in the city of Portland to quench
his burning thirst and he could net find it.

If he had wanted whiskey he would
have had no difficulty judging from what
I saw on a recent visit to that city. But,

* Mr. Speaker, there is the whole trouble.

The very people that ery out for the edu-
cation of public sentiment, fail to under-
stan. that they themselves are parties to
_}he breach of the law when they purchase
iquor.

How can you hope to educate this
public sentiment when, at a low esti-
mate five out of six voters in the State
of Maine drink intoxicating liquors
more ‘or less? .

How many men in this Legislaturs
would vote to make the purchaser of
intoxicating liquors a criminal?

And vet he is a party to the offense.
For a single sale of intoxicating liquor

why should not the purchaser be
equally guilty?

This public sentiment is a mighty
peculiar fellow; he has been to school
for upwards of 50 years and at the
present time his chances for a diploma
look exceedingly gloomy; in fact, con-
siderably worse than they were in the
beginning.

And yet, that honorable Maine gen-
tleman, Gen. Neal Dow, said to the
Legislature at the time of the passage
of the prohibitory law for which he
labored so earnestly: “Give me this
law and I will stop the rum traffic in
Portland in 30 days.” The law has
never been effective, is not, and never
will be effective.

‘We have had 50 years of experience,
50 years of failure, 50 years of disgrace
for this beloved State of ours.

It has failed simply because the npeo~
ple do not ‘want the law enforced. If
I neded further proof of this fact than
the common knowledge which you all
possess, I would ask nothing stronger
than the statement of the Rev. W. F.
Berry, when he in unmistakable terms
denounced almost every official in this
State whose duties in any way con-
nected them with the enforcement of
the prohibitory law.

Think of it, gentlemen, in this very
House, and the Speaker said he was
glad to be here to say it, this reverend
gentleman denounced in no uncertain
terms the Chief Executive of this
State. Our able and honorable Gov-
ernor, who is no more responsible for
this condition of affairs than any man
in this Legislature, was assailed and
accused of being a responsible party.

And Maine's grand old man, Judge
Peters, who so long honored the su-
preme judicial court of this State as
its presiding justice, came in for his
share of the responsibility for the mal-
administration of the State prohibitory
law. I was surprisad and pained to
hear the remarkable denouncement of
this old, noble man whose pathway, at
this period of his useful and well-
spent life, should be strewn with roses
and not with thorns.

And it was only last fall, by some
method of reasoning which I was un-
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able to understand, the Speaker of this
House was abused and accused in the
City hall at Lewiston, by two of these
wandering minstrels, of heing a re-
sponsible party.

No individual is responsible for the
conditions which confront us today.
The fault, and it is a fault, for no law
should be violated as this law has
been violated, must rest with the peo-
ple. The people, and the people alone,
are the responsible parties. i

It has been demonstrated time and
time again that they do not want the
law enforced.

It has failed in its purpose and by
its failure has caused the people to
distrust the efficacy of other laws.

‘We have in the State of Maine, to-
day, not prohibition, but rather an ir-
regular low license system which has,
to all intents and purposes, become a
recognized system. No man can denv
it and no man can see in the future a
promise of improvement.

This law is one which carries with it
disgrace and corruption. Every breeze
that blows tells us of corruption and
infidelily in officers sworn to enfore the
law.

On every street corner we hear it
discussed and only the other day
Sheriff Pearson in the judiciary room
stated that a man in the building had
offered him 835,000 if he would allow
two kinds of goods to come into the
city of Portland.

How many men can resist such
temptations?

And what is the result of the en-
forcement of the law?

Sheriff Cram, during his first term
as sheriff of Cumberland county, en-
forced the prohibitory law as no other
sheriff has enforced it in the history
of the State of Maine.

He was renominated for the office
and despite the fact that his nomina-
tion came from the Republican party
in the strong XRepublican county of
Cumberland, which he had carried by
2500 majority, he received a majority
of only 55 votes and the city of Port-
land which had given him 1500 major-
ity when he was first elected, register.
ed an adverse majority of over 500
votes.

And Mr. Cram himself, before the
royal commission in the city of Port-
land, pronounced the verdict of the
people as being unfavorable to the en-
forcement of the law.

‘What can the supporters of Sheriff
Pearson hope for in the face of these
facts? .

How can he expect re-election as the
candidate of the small minority party
when Mr. Cram, as the candidate of
the great majority party, succeded >y
such a narrow margin?

Mr. Pearson is enforcing the law as
well as any man can enforce it and yet
on a recent visit to the city of Portland
T visited a great many saloons in which
I could have procured whiskey if I
had so desired.

A police officer informed me that
there was just as much drunkenness
as had formerly existed.

Mr. Pearson stated, as I understansL
it, in the judiciary room last Thursday,
that he had reduced the number of
prisoners in his jail by 51, but this is
not an argument for the efficacy of his
enforcement, as the number of prison~
ers in the Androscoggin county jail
has been reduced 28 during the same
period, and certainly no sane man will
claim that the law has been better en-
forced in the county during that same
period.

Mr. Pearson has succeeded only in
stopping the bar-room sale of beer, the
least harmful of liquors, and I was in-
formed that at least 75 per cent. of the
patrons who formally drank beer in
these places, now called for whiskey
instead.

Pocket peddlers are numerous on Com-
mercial street, and I am informed that
their business was profitable,

Outside of each saloon stands a watcher
ready to sound the alarm on the approach
of the sheriffs.

What is the remedy for these condi-
tions?

There is but one remedy and that is to
abrogaie and annul the prohibitory law
and substitute the local prohibitory law,
otherwise known as the local option law.
This law operates in 40 States of this
Union and, according to the total absti-
nence people and the leaders of the no
license movement in the cities and towns
of Massachusetts, protects the young and
assists the cause of temperance much

more_ effectively than the State prohibi-
tory law.
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The policy of temperance organizations.
according to Browntree & Sherwell, in
Enzland, tends in the direction of a meas-
ure of permissive prohibition based on the
principle of local option.

This law as a temperance measure has
steadily gained, while State prohibitiou
has steadily lost its hold.

The youth of Maine under the present
conditions is in constant uanger of be-
coming an inebriate.

I was 1alking only the other day with
the leader of the greatest organization
in the State of Maine. A man in whom
every one of yvou would place the utmost
confidence. He said to me that after hav-
ing seen the operation of the different
systems of governing the liquor traffiz in
this country. that he had rather take his
chances in bringing up his boy to man-
hood in a license city than he would in
any of the cities of the State of Maine.
Aud he said further that the great trou-
ble with the State of Maine was that tou
many men were moral cowards, afraid to
stand up and vote as their conscience
dictated.

But, Mr. Speaker, ali of these state-
ments which I have made are not rele-
vant to the question in issue. .

I simply make them for the purpose of
showing that there is in the State of
Maine a demand for a change.

Three thousand voters of the State of
Maine have petitioned this Legislature
and have aslked that the prohibitory
amendment be again submitted to the
people.

No extra effort was made, as I under-
stand it, to get this nuiaver to sign tnese
petitions, and the number does not in any
way indicate the wide spread demand
for resubmission. I am certain that it
would be possible in the city of Lewiston
alone to get a petition with as many
names as there are in the whole lot.

In regard to the petition from the city
of Lewiston I want to say that it bears
the signatures of some of our foremost
citizens and Renublicans.

Upon that petition 1 find the name of H.
L. Pratt, the head of the Bates Manu-
facturing Company, a concern which em-
ploys 2000 hands; the name-of James A.
‘Walsh, the head of the Lewiston Bieach-
ery and Dye Worlis, a concern employing
over 1000 hands; the name of E. W. nus-
s@ll, one of the first physicians of that
City; the names of a president and an
ex-president of the best total absiinence
society in the State of Maine; the name
of M. C. Wedgewooa, a memher of ths
Governor's Council at the present time.

These are not the names of rumse lers,
my_ friend, the Grand Cn:ef Templar of
Maine, to the contrary notwi:h randins.

. These are the names of men whose man-
hood, whose position and honesty, on this
question cannot be assailed. They are
to be classed among the first citizens of
this commonwealth.

The rvesolution which has been submit-
ted simply asks that the people of Maine
be given an opportunity to express them-
selves upon the prohibitory amendment.

The question of local prohibition and
State prohibition is not in issue and I
cannot see any reasonable cause for any

member of this House voting in opposi-
tion to it. It seems to me that this is a
right which the people of the State of
Maine should have.

What right have the gentlemen from
Kennebunk, Clinton, Alfrzd, Kingfield and
Easton to refuse to the sovereign people
of M?a.ine the right to vote upon this ques-
tion?

Can it be that in these metropolitan
districts it has been decided that the peo-
ple of Maine are to have nothing to say
on any constitutional question?

Why, Mr. Spealker, the people of Boston
in old colonial days brewed tea in the
waters of Boston harbor on just such a
principle as this. It is a right which the
people have and I am proud to know that
on this proposition I am support_ed by
President Harris of the University of
Maine, one or Maine's foremost educators.

T am acquainted with the sad fact that
there are some here who, while believing
fully in the position which I take, feel
that they do not dare to vote in favor of
the resolution. I say to them that no
constituency can find fault with any rep-
resentative who does what his consclence
tells him he should do. Honesty is al-
wayvs recognized, is always at a premlum,
while hypocrisy is ever degrading to
manhood. A

T.cok at the remarkable example which

the Legislature of Massachusetts has
given.
DEvery man within the hearing of my
voice knows how _strongly _the nc)ble
statesman, Senator Hoar, worked against
the national policy of his party in the
Senate of the United States. .

No man could have done more in oppo-
sition to the policy of his party than this
man. )

He acted in accordance with the dic-
tates of his honest conscience. He per-
formed his duty as he thought in the in-
terests of his countiry, although he well
knew that his party in his State was op-
posed to his position. X

But the Republican Legislature of Mas-
sachusetts, despite all this, despite the
fact that he had opposed their belief on
this question of national policy, and al-
thiough they knew that he would cox}tlnue
as he had begun, gave him a unanimous
party vote and thus recognized and re-
warded honesty.

A short time ago in this_ House the
questions as to trusts received 2 great
deal of consideration. It was spoken of
as a great question. A very important
question. Eloguent speeches were made
in regard to it and so great was the infiu-
ence of those speeches that this House
voted by a tremendous majority in favor
of a minority report simply on a question
of principle.

But today, gentlemen, this question of
morality and social purity is before you
and I ask that you register your votes
according to principles of right, justice
and decency. For.if that question was
important, then this one.which involves
the home and fireside, which involves the
very sacredness of your constitution, the
purity of our courts, the moral elevation
of our State, is a thousand times more
important.
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Gentlemen of the House, I ask you to
vote to raise from disgrace this beloved
commonwealth of ours, this State inat
has given to the nation in time of nation-
al peril her sons to defend the old flag;
and in times of peace her sons who have
shed lustre on American statesmanship
and .American diplomacy.

In the name of justice, in the name of
the sovereign neople of the State of
Maine, who ask only that which they
have a right to demand, I hope and trust
that this House will vote in favor of this
resolution. (Applause).

Mr. PFOSTER of Oakland: Mr.
Speaker: Had I the laest doubt in my
mind, this afternoon, as to the atti-
tude of a large majority of the mem-
bers of this House on the ¢uestion now
pending, the interest I feel in the mat-
ter, and the small part I have had in
the contest thus far, would surely war-
rant me in asking your indulgence at
this time for a general discussion of
the subject. I see, however, no reason
for asking any such permission. As
we all knew, early in the session of
this Legislature the question of resub-
mission to the people of 'Maine the
matters of prohibition was introduced
by two of our members—the gentle~
man who has preceeded me and Mr.
Davis of Waterville. The same office
was performed in the Senate, I believe,
by Mr. Staples of Knox. Now for one
I fail to discover any good reason for
the action. Prohibiton was adopted
and made a part of our constitution
deliberately and after a trial of the
prohibitory laws for many years, and I
firmly believe, today, that nothing has
occurred to indicate in any sense a
change of sentiment on the part of the
voters of Maine in referense to this
law. The results of the prohibitory
law have not been entirely satisfactory
to me—T'1l frankly admit—but the rea-
son is not in any fault of the Statutes,
but as we all know in the non-enforc-
ment of the same. The fact that po-
lice permit of crime is the crying evit
under licensed rumshops as it is un-
der outlawed rumshops, should lead
reflecting men to see that there is no
remedy for social crimes in licensing
them. The only cure for unenforced
laws is the cure of public sentiment,
and the revival of pubuic sentiment
on this very subject has, I believe led
the grog shop interest in this State to
apen a raid on law and order in the

misleading name of home rule—which
as has truly been szid would give us
larger doses of misrule.

I have reference to the poor logic
that we hear so much about called “lo-
cal option.”” The license law in Boston
is nullified and those who want to re-
peal the prohibitory law because the
law in some places is made ‘‘the foot
ball of politics,” should bear in mind
that this argument would be just as
forceful, today, in Boston, for the re-
peal of license. Now the conditions,
today. gentlemen. indicate strongly a
pronounced feeling in favor of prohibi-
tion by pan-enforcement of the laws.
Hence, to bring on a needless struggle
between the majority and minority on
this question—a struggle concerning
the outcome of which I have not a
shadow of doubt—seems to me to be
the height of folly. Overwhelming de-
feat would be the result of an attempt
to repeal this law. ,

This is an- occasion when one could
digress a little and have the eloquence
at his command. Picture the evils of
intemperance but, gentlemen, as inti-
mated before, I have no desire to at-
tempt anything of this kind. To each
one of us this question comes home for
solution and I am of the opinion that
in this hour we have all made up our
minds as to the way +we shall vote.
Just remember, please, the long list of
remonstrances introduced here and re-
ferred to the temperance committee.
protesting against resubmission. They
contained the names of nearly 8000
people and represented many times
that number. The people of our grand
old State of Maine are anxiously wait-
ing to learn the result of the vote on
this question. For me, I am deter-
mined that no act or vote of mine shall
in any sense endorse or encourage an
attempt to repeal the prohibitory law
of our State—but rather—a thousand
times rather, would I be faund giving
my support and sympathy to those
who recognize in the liquor traffic the
greatest foe to our Christian civiliza-
tion. Mr. Speaker, I trust the motion
of the gentleman from Lewiston will
not prevail. (Applause.)

Mr. SPRAGUE aof Easton: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to say a few
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words and will not forget the injunc-
tion which comes to me at this mo-
ment, that we are not heard for our
much speaking.

More honest men and women in the
State of Maine are interested in what
we do, today, and how we do it, than
in any other act of this Legislature.

The time has come for us to vote and
I am glad whatever the verdict may
be.

Why is it, gentlemen in the S000 re-
monstrances against resubmition, so
far as I am able to find, not one rum-
seller's name appears, while on the
other hand the 3000 who favor resub-
mission, are the names of every liquor
dealer in the State. (Applause.)

Bighty per cent., statistics tell us, of
all the criminals in our jails and pris-
ons, from Texas to Maine, are there on
account of this curse of liquor. Look-
ing ‘across the river from this Capitol
we see the Maine JInsane Hosuital.
Many of those who are there, it is said
50 per cent., are there on account of
liquor, directly or indirectly. The peo-
ple are calling for large appropriations
for the same at Bangor and we must
grant them. Do you suppose this Insti-
tution across the river would not have
heen sufficient for this State and its
weak ones for generations only for this
liquor curse? But rum is here, you say
(and we know it to our sorrow.) Sn is
murder, and would you legalize mur-
der and other crimes?

I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, your
letter which caused the people so much
pleasure only a few weeks ago, expect-
ing at least a better enforcement of
this law. And as a life-long Republi-
can, one who never failed you, I appeal
to you, also to the governor of this
" State, to the judges of our courts, and
to the gentlemen of this House, that
unless you give the people the laws
better enforced, you will see our party
weakened as never before. The people
of this State are not bound to parties
as heretofore and if the promises made
by us are not fulfilled as best we can,
there will be such a landslide from the
party as never before. They iwill join
the party that will give them laws bet-
ter enforced, and especially the pro-
hibitory law. ’

Do you wonder, gentlemen, that Mrs.
Nation is insane when the husband of
her youth, the one she loved, the son
of her early womanhood, also the hus-
band of her sister, all died in delirium
tremens all of whom had been re-
spected. I +wonder, gentlemen, God
knows I wonder, that there has not
been something worse than a French
revolution against this curse long ago.
Nations die of their own corruption; is
it possible that this land of ours for
whose perpetuation so much blood and
treasure has beeen given, is soon to
follow? I trust there is not a man in
this House, no matter what his life
may have been, but what as a father
would desire his own children to go
right. Then let us do all we can to re-
move this blighting curse from them
by voting against resubmission and
against the petitions on which names
appear of nearly every rumseller in
Maine. Vote to resubmit today, and in
48 hours Maine will be flooded with
rum and temperance weakened for
years.

Vote no resubmission and enforce the
law, and 300 rumshops will go out of
business in one week, it is estimated.

I trust, gentlemen and comrades of
the House, we may be worthy by our
votes and acts in this House of this
heritage of glory that has through the
battle come, and when we cast our
votes® today, may they be so unani-
mous that it will forever end any
thought that Maine, the grand old
State of Maine, is still and ever
twill be a prohibitory State. (Applause.)

Mr. DAVIS of Waterville: Mr.
Speaker, the resolution for the repeal
of the 5th amendment to the consti-
tution of Maine, presented to the tem-
perance 'compnittee of this House, re-
ported as ought not to pass by a ma- °
jority of that committee, and as ought
to pass by a minority of the comwmit-
tee, and now before this body on a
motion to substitute the minority for
the majority report, brings before you
a question fraught with as much in-
terest to the moral and material well-
being of this State as any and all ques-
tions with which we have had to deal.

We rightly challenge any attack on
constitutional law, and consent to re-
peal only when we are satisfied such
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law is obsolete, abortive and injurious
to the commonwealth.

The question before us, Mr. Speaker,
is one on which it is very difficult for
members to vote impartially on, as
present conditions dictate., There has
been for many years in this State, on
the part of a few, a belief that alco-
holic liquors considered by themselves
alone, are an unmitigated evil, work-
ing only injury, and therefore mnot to
be tolerated.

That opinion is shared by but very
few members on the floor of this
House: and yet votes will be recorded
here against resubmission that are in-
fluenced solely by a desire to please
constituents instead of doing the taing
that is for their best good.

Growing out of the helief that al-
coholic liquors in themselves are an
evil, is a conviction that all attempts
to regulate the liquor trafic by law,
are the licensing of an evil; and thus
again we shall probably refuse to a
majority of the voters of the State the
right to regulate a traffic which the
constitution says does not exist, put
which we know does. The time has come
in my opinion, in the history of consti-
tutional prohibition in Maine, when we
must stand up and be counted, and in
so doing put ourselves on record. In
presenting one of the resolutions for
resubmission now before vou, it was as
I told the temperance committeg with
the perfect assurance that I had taken
t}1e unpopular side of the liquor ques-
tion in Maine; that I wwas assailing a
bosition which because of its entrench-
ment in the constitution for nearly 18
years, was considered well nigh im-
pregnable: that only by legislation
sgch as proposed could every single
city and town deal with and settle the
question in its interests, and in the in-
terests of good government.

My position on the question must not
be misunderstood, for I stand here as
the friend of temperance, but opposed
to the constitutional and much of the
special legislation now on our statute
books; believing it has failed in its
purpose, has been subversive of the
popular will and productive of moral
rottenness in the State. Admissions of
the friends of prohibition who appear-
ed in its defense before the temperance

committee all show a conviction on
their part that under constitutional
temperance and its attendant evils
have grown to alarming proportions
and demand regulation in the interests
of good government.

It is not my purpose to deal in sta-
tistics, as I fully believe this House
has thoroughly informed itself on this
side of the question, but in the brief
space I shall occupy I want to empha-
size a few of the conditions confront-
ing us and which are behind the pres-
ent demand for resubmission, coming
to you as the honest conviction of
three thousand voters and tax payers
of the State.

Prohibition as expressed in DMaine
laws has been a minority measure, and
has shared precisely the same fate of
all measures which minorities foist up~
on majorities; it has become a dead
letter and a failure, and will continue
to be a failure and a menace to the
State until repealed and something
substituted in its place that the people
will tolerate.

The famous or infamous ‘Maine
Law' passed in 1851, which enrolled the
State in the prohibition column,
had but &6 votes in the House
and 18 in the Senate, and 50
vears of this law and 17 years
of constitutional prohibition, has produc-
ed an unsavory record of law-breaking,
inebriety, perjury and outlawry, and if we
can credit statistics, we stand, after all

these years. not a whit straighter or
cleaner in point of morals than our sister
States, who regulate the liquor_traffic by
laws which are acceptable to the people,

Re-submission has another aim, and
seeks to remedy another condition. By
giving to each city and town the regula-
tion of their own domestic affairs, the
Jiquor traffic wounld once for all be taken
from the domain of polities. That the
question is and has been a political one
10 one denies, particularly one who has
seen its workings in our cities and large
towns.

Aly quotation from President Hyde be-
fore the temperance committee is to the
point. He said: *In some sections of the
State, under some officers and at some
times, the law has been fairly successful
in preventing the sale of intoxicating
liquors; at other times the violaticn has
been open and flagrant. While curing the
greater portion of the time both political
parties have been nominally in favor of
prohibition, neither of them has given the
law that consistent support <which Iis
necessary to its complete success.

The prohibitory law has not prevented
political parties when in power, from



LEGISLATIVE RECORD —~HOUSE, MARCH 14.

533

seeking to rontrol the liquor dealers in
their own political interests.” And he
mig: . have added, this is one of the le-
gitimate fruits of the system.

Re-submission recognizes and would
remedy a condition which makes violat-
ers of law of hotel proprietors, caterers,
and aruggists, who are simply meeting
your legitimate demands.

Every member in this ..ouse Lknows
full well that the drug store ani the h t=
in 1 counties of this State has supplanted
the agency and that the traffic in intox-
icating liquor by the 300,000 or more of
people in those counties is carried on in
utter disregard of law.

There are but 1§ places, gentlemen, in
this State where liquor can be had with-
out violation of law, and vet the traffic
goes on, and the law-breaking goes on
—we nearly all break it. My friead. the
gentleman from Winthrop. because e
don’t want to travel 40 miles to an agency,
patronizes his druggist and malkes him a
law-breaker. (L.aughter). Law-b-eakinz
is always a doubtful expedient. Re-sub-
mission aims to repair the injury which
attempted prohibition has wrought in the
commercial interests of the State. While
you may take a different view of this
question. T am firmly of the opinion that
since prohibition was incorporated into
the laws of Maine, millions of dollars
have been lost to the State which should
have remained here, citizens of other
States in many instances have not taken
up their abode here, and in many in-
stances have turned aside from our uni-
versity cities and towns because of the
unsavory reputations given these cities
and towns by the worse tnan useless at-
tacks on a traffic which a majority of the
people want. There is one point I want
to make, for, believe me, it is not fully
understood.

The towns in this State, if there are
such, which are free from the liquor traf-
fic, are not so by reason of const:tutionat
prohibition, nor are they the product of
any prohivitory law; but their .freedom
from such traffic is the result of their
own choice regardless of any law—and
for all such towns in Maine I can produce
similar towns in license States. Re-sub-
mission is no menace to such towns. The
public senument that is capable of main-
taining a temperance town under a pro-
hipitory law is just as potent under a li-
cense law, or local option law.

. Gentlemen, let us deal with the quesuon
in a straji~htforward way and give the
voters of this State an opportunity to
regulate a traffic wh.ch is with us. (Ap-

plause).

Mr. COOK of Vassalboro: Mr. Speaker
and gentlemen of the House of Repre-
sentatives for the year 1901--mind the
date, it is not the year 181 at all. Some
gentlemen who have spoken very need-
lessly told us that they were temperance
men. We of the House knew that before,
In all seriousness we thoroughly know
that the gentlemen who have been talk-
ing in favor of resubmission are temper-
ance men. and now I hope that they
will give to us the same generosity and
will believe me when I say that I have
been known to take a drink. (Laughter

and applause). I pose here as no temper-

‘ance crank., I never spent any consider-

able part of the spring gathering elder~
berry blossoms in order that elderberry
wine might not be made in the fall
(laughter), but I recognize that there is
a legitimate use for spirituous liquors.
Now I claim that the prohibitory law is
enforced better than many other laws
upon the statute books. Enforcement of
the law is the arrest and punishment of
the criminal, and there is no other class
of criminals that is arrested more often
or frequently and punished more often
than the liquor sellers. You may say
that the punishment is not adequate, that
it is not servious enocugh to bring ahout
prohibition. It is not always, but that is
not the fault of the law. It is the fault
of those whose duty it is to enforce it,
and perhaps in part the fault of the
courts of law. But admitting that not at
all times is the law enforced enough to
malce it prohibitory, what about the other
laws upon our statute books Is the law
which punishes perjury enforced? Every
divorce court shows that two laws have
been broken and that exhibition of the
breaking of those laws goes on day after
day throughout the year, but the gentle-
men do not come here asking us to re-
peal the law against perjury nor yet to
repeal the law that safeguards the mar-
riage contract.

You all know that those laws are brok-
en just the same and with the same im-
punity as is the law against selling in-
toxicating liquors. It is inconsistent to
some here and ask for the repeal of this
law against the sale of intoxicating
liquors and say nothing about the repeal
of other laws whica are just as often
broken. The law against murder is
scarcely any better enforced than is the
law against the sale of intoxicants, and
vet the gentlemen from Lewiston and
Waterville do not ask us to repeal the
law against murder (applause).

They tell us about this law being brok-
en so often and by inference they hold
up to us a license law. Do you believe
that the license law is enforeced in those
great States where it prevails? There is
no law in the world that is more often
broken. The license law in Massachu~
setts and New York is just as often brok-
en as the prohibitory law is in Maine.
They claim and guote statisties to prove
it—and with statistics you can prove any-
thing—that there is more drunkenness in
Maine than in those States. I do not be-
lieve it. From some experience in li-
censed States I am fully persuaded that
we have very much less drunkenness
here. . :

The right of the people to vote upon this
question has been talked of here. I be-
lieve in the initiative and referendum,
but no one who advocates that bill will
say that the thing ought to be commil-
ted to the people unless they have a larg-
er petition than 3000 people in the State
of Maine. Twenty per cent., I believe, is
the least that thev will allow to present
a petition before anything is referred to
the people. There has not been anything
like 20 per cent. of the people of Maine
petitioning to vote upon this question.
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The effect of resubmission would be tn
breali down all barriers. Saloons would
be fitted up where liquor would be ex-
posed and signs would be put out and we
would have the same kind of liguor traf-
fic at once that they have in the licensed
States. I believe that the prohibitory
law in Portland is being enforced as twell
as any law in Portland is being enforced,
and it is veing enforced with rare cour-
age and self-sacrifice by a man who has
devoted his lile at the risk of his life to
the enforcement of that law. (Applause).
And while he is doing this with all this
self-sacrifice and courage, will you Dby
your votes here today strike him in the
baclk? No, I cannot believe it.

I wish to call attention especially to one
phase of this subject, and that is the in-
terest of tfie women of Maine in this
question, that one-half of the citizens of
Maine who are so wrongfully deprived of
their right to vote are more interested in
this question than are the men. (Ap-
plause). 1 appeal to this House to let the
Dowerful interest in this matter which
they have manifested be felt in your votes
today. I suppose many of you have re-
ceived letters similar to this one from
which I will read a auotation: “In behalf
of the State W, C. T. U., as well as in
behalf and in the name of the mothers,
wives and children of our good old State,
I would most earnestly ask you to use
Your influence to protect our prohibitory
law and maintain the same upon the
statute books.” This liquor traffic injures
the home and especially injures the class
of people who make their appeal through
this letter more than it injures the men.
I wish to appeal to the young men of
this House, bright of intellect, clean of
character, strong of physique. There is
no political ambition to which vou can-
not ‘aspire. The State of Maine will for-
glve you for voting wrong upon the taritf
question, the silver issue, or imperialism,
but they will find it hard to condone a
wrong vote upon the temperance ques-
tion. It has béen said thac we snould re-
submit this question and have it settied
once for all. 1 tell you it has been set-
tled, it has been settled, it is the settled
Dpolicy of the State of Maine to go against
the liquor traffic. Disguise it as you may,
a vote for resubmission is a vote for free
rum (applause).

Mr. WHITE of Naples: ‘T have here a
few facts and figures which have, T
think, a more direct bearing on this
question than the consideration, alone,
of what prohibition has failed to do in
Maine. Mr. Kelly has given the im-
bression—unintentionally of course,
that there is more liquor sold in Maine
than in Massachusetts in proportion to
population. He fails to explain, how-
ever, that one licensed rum shop in
Massachusetts may sell, on the aver-
age, more than quite a number in
Maine. As a matter of fact one or two
licenses, only, are sometimes granted,

and, perhaps, certain officials make a

very good thing out of it. But Mr.
Kelly says, sustantially, that there is
more liguor sold and consumed in a
thinly settled town or state, than in
crowded cities. Now everyone knows
the great difference in this respect be-
tween the small towns and cities, in
Maine.

Five licensed cities in Massachu-
setts, Boston, Fall River, Springfield,
Lawrence and Worcester, exceed in
population the whole State of Maine.
It is fair to assume that in these cities,
alone, more ligquor is sold and consum-
ed than in all the country towns and
cities of Maine, to say nothing of the
surplus consumed in the other towns
and cities of Massachusetts, among
which there are 80 cities from 3000 to
70,000 inhabitants? The truth is more
likely to be that there are 10 gallons of
liquor per capita, consumed in Massa-
chusetts, to one gallon in Maine., It is
safe to say that in every thickly popu-
lated state, the consumption of liquor
per capita, is greater than in Maine.

Now let us see how the sale of liquor
increases in licensed states, as com-
pared to the increase in poorly enforc-
ed prohibition states. The facts are
taken from the internal revenue report.
The lowest percentage of increase in
the number of liquor shops in 28 li-
censed states from 1870 to 1880 was 10.95.
The highest per cent. was 558.11. The
per cent. in Maine was 6.15 in a run of
20 years. Since 1883, covering a period
of 18 years, there has been an increase
only 312 licensed rum shops in
Maine. How about other states? I have
here a statement taken from the report
of the commissioner of intermal reve-
nue for the fiscal year ending, June 30,
1900, the latest report issued, and the
report says:

During the past four years, the li-
censed groggeries have increased 17,~
313, or at the average rate of 4328 per
year, the increase for the past year
alone being 8683.

Of this great increase a total of but
165 comes from the prohibition states,
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
North Dakota, Kansas and the Indian
territory, where the dominant parties
enforce the law only when compelled
to do so. (Something like Maine, in
this respect.)
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In the state of Indiana, where such a
strong non-partisan effort has been
made to check the saloon, the increase
has been 435, or more than two and a
half times the increase in all the pro-
hibition states combined.

South Carolina, with its state system
of groggeries, needed 132 extra ‘‘tax
receipts,” an increase of about 35 per
cent. in a single year. South Carolina’s
increase is nearly as great as that of
all the prohibition states combined.

Iowa, with her mulct law and no end
of non-partisan propogandas, increases
by 450, nearly three times the combin-
ed increase in all of the prohibition
states.

Qhio, the home and seat of power of
Anti-Saloon League activity, increases
by 1131 groggeries, nearly seven times
the increase of all the prohibition
states.

Now these are all, in part, prohibi-
tion states where the attempt has been
made to find decent substitutes for
prohibition. The attempt has proved a
failure, as it always has.

Now to compare Maine with full li-
censed states. In Maine, with a popu-
lation of 691,000, there are 1502 licensed
liquor dealers, and I may here say that
if there are a number of unlicensed
dealers in Maine who sell liquor, the
same is correspondingly true of other
states, so this does not affect the com-

parison.’

In Colorado, population, 500,000;
liquor dealers, 3270. ’
Missouri, population, 327,000; licuor

dealers, 9074.
population.)

Nevada, population, 42,000; licquor
dealers, 608. (Nearly half as many as
in Maine, with 1-15 the population.)

New Jersey, population, 1,850,000;
liquor dealers, 10,484. (With two and
one-half time our population there are
seven times the number of liquor deal-
ers.) .

New York, population,7,000,000; liquor
dealers, 37,000 (With 10 times the
population nearly 25 times the number
of ligquor dealers and New York has
the wonderful Raines law, as a substi-
tute for prohibition.)

Ohio, liquor dealers, 17,688. (With
six times our population, 11 times the
number of liquor dealers.)

(Less than ome-half our

Rhode Island, liquor dealers, 1981.
(With little more than half our popula-
tion.)

‘Washington, liquor dealers, 1784
(Less than two-thirds the population.)

VWisconsin, ligquor dealers, 10,367.
(Three times the population, six times
as many liquor dealers.)

California, liquor dealers, 14,710.
(Two and a quarter times the popula-

tion, there are nearly 10 times the
liquor dealers.)
Connecticut, liquor dealers, 3736.

(With less than one-third more popu-
lation.)

Prohibition even poorly enforced has
been a partial success in every prohib-
itory state in the Union. License has
rapidly increased the sale of liquor in
every license state with a correspond-
ing increase in the demoralization of
the people and the increase in crime.
One follows the other as surely as a
poor crop follows bad cultivation. You
can find plenty of poor liquors in li-
cense states and plenty of low-down
unlicensed grog shops. Thy break one
law as they break the other. We have
tried license in Maine and it proved a
curse to our people. Poverty and de-
moralization follows in its track. We
are the same people today, of the same
character and temperament, and what
has been the cause of the change?
Poorly enforced prohibition? Here is a
report from the printed record:

Prior to 1846 Maine had tried to reg-
ulate the liquor traffic and had become
one of the most drunken common-
wealths in the world; a large propor-
tion of the farms had been sold for
debt; the state was overrun with dis-
tilleries and breweries; Portland alone
containing seven distilleries and two
breweries; every twenty years the en-
tire asssessed valuation of the state
was consumed by drink.

Governor Hill now says of the State:

‘Maine’s growth though not rapid, is
substantial and permanent in its
character, and the State never occu-
pied a stronger position in every way
than it does today.” This, after 50
yvears of much abused prohibition.

The fact that Maine has not grown
as fast as some other states is due to
other well-known causes than the pro-
hibition of rum shops. Qur young men,
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our young farmers, do not leave the
State for this reason; and it isn’t the
attraction of rum shops that brings
summer visitors and commercial trav-
elers to Maine. It is her natural re-
sources for business and recreation.
Summer travel will come where it is
best served, and capital will seek in-
vestment wherever a dollar is to be
made, whether it is in the State of
Maine or the Philippine Islands.

The only trouble with prohibition in
Maine—the only reason it has not been
a great success—quite as restrictive
and suppressive as other laws, is that
it has been used for all it was worth to
secure party majorities in the cities of
the State. Non-enforcement has not
been the fault of the law, but of abuse
of the law, and a repeal of this law,
under the wing of “local option,”
means license in every city where the
rum vote is large enough to give a par-
ty majority, and that means every
large city in the State, where liquor
can do the most mischief. And it is in
these cities alone where prohibition
has been a failure; and it is for the
benefit of these cities that a strict en-
forcemernit of prohibition—not resub-
mission—should be demanded by the
public for public good. We are here to
legislate for the whole State—the city
as well as the town—and if I under-
stand my position and the position of
other members of this ¥ouse, it is our
bounden duty to uphold the pres-
ent law—to make it stronger and l.et-
ter—to arouse public sentiment by our
generous support and not make the
matter infinitely worse by even an ap-
proach to repeal and license. (Ap-
plause.)

Mr. FARNSWORTH of Beddington:
Mr. Speaker, this matter which we are
discussing is one which deeply con-
cerns us all. And first, it seems to me,
it is well for us to remember that
Maine has not been made a prohibi-
tion State because of the law. The law
was brought about because Maine was
in favor of prohibition. Qur present is
a result and in no wise a cause. Law
cannot make the world perfect. That
has been tried repeatedly and always
with disaster. You must turn back in
the pages of history, you may tell the
development and progress of right-

eousness as you find them recorded in
the church annals and you will find
that whenever the people have at-
tempted to reform this world by law
they have had to go through the hor-
rors of the Inquisition.

(A Voice: That is right.)

Mr. FARNSWORTH, continuing:
They have been met on every hand
by rebuffs and their efforts have bheen
marked failures. Such reformatory
movements are always followed by
blood and ashes, yea, human blood and
human ashes. We cannot reform the
world by law. We may throw all the
restraints we choose about our fellow-
men, we may hem them in, we may
kecep them from being drunkards by
restraint, but the man is at heart a
drunkard just the same. If we are to
reform this world we must commence
at the other end, get down and get at
the Thearts of wmen, and when
we reach men and get hold
of their hearts and change them so
they have no desire to patronize these
hell-holes, then and not until then will
we be making true progress in the
cause of temperance. (Applausge.)

This is a case of demand and supply.
Those of us who know anything about
the business of the world understand
that when a man has a dollar in his
pocket and wishes something for that
dollar he is going to find some man in
the community who will give him his
heart’s desire. If he has a dollar and
he wishes to expend it for intoxicating
drink, someone in his immediate vicin-
ity will find a way to get him that
liquor. I do not . believe that resub-
mission will change the law. I have
studied this matter in different sec-
tions of the State. I find that there is
a sentiment, especially in the rural dis-
tricts, which says that we shall have.
tl;e law as it is, and if you go into the
cities you will find a large and power-
ful organization, the Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union, and that is
satjsfied with the present law. That
organization has done a grand work.
But-T do not believe that the Maine
law works in practice as it looks . in
theory. There is in every city a large
element of Christian men who will put-
ton their coats about them and say
that they have voted in favor of tem-
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perance and .put this law upon the
statute books and there it must re-
main—tbat they have done their duty
and now the officers of the law must
do theirs. We make a mistake right
there. Those officers are appointed as
our servants and will do only what we
demand of them. Not until we are will-
ing to do a little personal work with
them in the community can we cver
hope to change them, can we ever hope
to make them enforce the law. (Ap-
plause.)

I believe in resubmission because of
the agitation we will get from it, that,
and it seems to me that only, will solve
this problem. Just prior to 1851 when
the State law was passed, there had
been a great uprising in the ranks of
the people of Maine. They had de-
manded the temperance law and had
agitated it on all occasions. They were
enthusiastic and they said: “Let us
put an end to this wrhole thing by
passing a law forever prohibiting from
our State the sale of intoxicating
liquors.” They had an overwhelming
majority in support of that measure,
and then what? The agitation stopped
and the work has been steadily going
backward until we are now nearly as
bad off as we were before the law was
ever adopted. It is agitation therzfore
that we want, and it is agitation that
I hope to have. If we resubmit this
question you will find that there will
be scores of men speaking both for
and against the law, and the people
of- this commonwealth will be educat-
ed so they will have some intelligent
understanding of this question. A large
class of people want this law where
it is, they fight against resubmission
not because they are so anxious for
temperance as because they are in love
with the present prohibitory law. I
will not fall down and worship a
lawv. I +will fall down and wor-
ship the cause of temperance. I
will do anything I can to banish in-
temperance from our land. I am well
aware that there are members of this
House who feel down in their hearts,
as my friend from Lewiston has said.
that they would vote in favor of re-
submission if they voted according to
their own convictions, but they say
that they are representatives of the

people and they must vote as the peo-
ple demand. But I have come to the
conclusion that I would not have been
in this House, today, and that but very
few of us would be here, today, as rep-
resentatives if the people who elected
us had not faith enough in us to be-
lieve that we kneiw whether we shouid
vote in favor of an act or against it.
(Applause.)

Those people felt thar we were men
of judgment. They sent us here that
we might study into these questions.
They expect us to understand them
better, to have a fuller and broader
knowledge of them than they have at
home. I know there is a mighty in-
fluence working in certain communi-
ties of this State to force their repre-
sentatives to vote against resubmisz-
sion. I myself have not been threaten-
ed by my own constituents, but I have
been threatened by temperance people
working to keep this law where it is.
I have been told by them that there
would be a vote taken in this House
and that every member who dared to
vote for resubmission would be black-
listed, that his name would be publish-
ed throughout the State of Maine, and
that if that man attempted to run for
office again they would leave no stone
unturned to defeat him. Voting for
resubmission is not voting for rum, it
is not voting in favor of the rum ele-
ments. Their own ranks are divided,
and that man who tells me if I vote
for resubmission I am voting in favor
of rum and the rum party I simply
reoly, that that is an assertion pure
and simple. I have a right to make

an assertion that he who votes
against resubmission is voting for
rum and for the rum party.

(Applause.) Our foes are divided as
well as our friends. A strong element
of the rum party is against resubmis-
sion because any man who desires can
sell liquor and sell as much as he
chooses. We are told that we must
have a license law. Well, I do not
think it would be wise. They tell us
that if we have a license law our
young men are going to the saloon. If
I had a son I would rather have the
hell-holes of this city marked as such
so that I could teach him there was
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danger there than to have those. same
holes- bfanded' as drug stores, grocery
stores .or-dry -goods -stores.. I cannot
say that license is the greatest evil in
the world, but our presént system I be-
lieve to be as- ba.d as any system of li-
cense can be I claim that when any
man: llVlng anywhere in’ the Sta.te of
Maine can get any kind of liquor that
he chooses and just as much of it, that
liquor is about:as free as it can be if
we had’ no law.

-I believe we are here ‘not only to
vote upon this matter of resubmission
but I believe that we are here to vote
to sustain our manhood, and I hope
that ‘every man will vote according

to.. his * convictions = of what is
right' . regardless. of ' what his
enemies may say. = Whittier, Wendall

Phillips, Charles Sumner, stood by their
convictions in the anti-slavery agitation.
Shall we .not, ‘gentlemen, stand by our
convictions toda¥? If we feel that it is
right for-us to vote for resubmission, let
us vote for it and take the consequences.
(Applaase).

Mr. GARDNER of Patten: Mr. Speak-
er, I came here this affernoon with no in-
tention of sayving anything on this ques-
tion. I came here lcoking forward to hear
an able speech from the gentleman from
Lewiston. I am frank to say that I see
nothing in it but destructive criticism;
and I w'mt to take occasion to mildly re-
sent theé insinuation of the gentléman
from  Lewiston that any percentage of
this House will ndt vote as they think be-
cause thiey have not the moral courage.
(Applause). I ' also -want to say that I
see no marked evidence. of moral courage

-in the gentleman’s attack upon parties

who have no opportunity to reply upon
this filoor, namely, Mrs. Stevens, than
whom no woman in this country is to be
more respected. {(Applause.) I also re-
sent and differ with the gentleman from
Beddington,” who malkes the charge
against the organization here of bull-
dozing, when the members of that organ-
ization have no opportunity to reply. (Ap-
plause).

I wish to say briefly that I am opposed
to resubmission. The people of the State
don’t want it. The parties in favor of
resubmission have nothing better to of-
fer; and I want to say I‘l"‘ht here as a
mmember from a country town that if local
option should be the law in this State it
means that in every little town there
would be a fight eternally and continual-
lv between the rum and temperance ele-
ments, with the danger, that the rum ele-
ment have ever with them the incentive
of the almighty dollar, the most powerful
factor in force in this country today; and
I hope the members of this House will
defeat any proposition for resubmission
in this State. (Applause).

- Mr. BENNETT of Hollls '\Tr S‘Jeaher
I am reminded of a remgz k that an old
minister to whom I used tu g0 to prayer
meeting when I was a little.boy. He saiil
if we wanted to have an interesting meet-
ing we must always have short prayers
and a good many of them. My prayer
will be short. The gentleman from Bed-
dington mentioned | Whittier, = ‘Wendall
Phllhps, and Charles Sumner as being
men who always acted. true to. the1r con-
viction. .

(A voice: Louder).

Mr. BENNETT (in a louder tone) As
being men. who were always true to their
convictions. (Laughter and applause).
Now, two of those men I was personally
acquainted with, Wendall Phiilips and
Charles Summner. I heard Wendall Phil-
lips speak upon the temperance question
and a more eloquent address upon the
subject of temperance never was deliver-
ed on this continent. Do you suppose he
would come here and advocate the li-
censing or sale of liquor? (Appla:se). It
malkes me so mad, gentlemen—(Applause
and laughter). Now what arguments
have they made here this afternoon on
that side of the question? I have not
heard a single one. The first gentleman
who spoke delivered a good temperance
lecture. If we could get him up in our
back towns I think he would do_good
work for the cause. (Laughter). He de-
scribed the condition of things in Alaine
as dreadful, but there has not been one
single remedy proposed. Why don't you
come out fair and square and say thal
you are in favor of local option and higa
iicense and all those high kind of no-
tions that they have now in some of the
other States in regard to this matter? I
have lived in Boston and I know some-
thing about the license law. You go to
Boston today and you will find the doclk-
ets of their eourts full of cases brought
against those proprietors of dives anl
bootleg peddlers and such creatures as
those. (Laughter). It is one of the most
lucrative branches of the business in tlie
criminal department in Boston to defend
such devils. (Laughter). Now I am op-
posed to this resubmission question and i
want it understood that I am not atraid
to go back to Hollis and Buxton or any-
where else and say so. And I won!t make
any speech, I did not intend to speak a
minute; but I want to say this, and I
want \ou to remember what I say; that
low license and high license and free rum
are knots of the same sausage stuffed
with the same kind of meat. (Laughter
and applause).-

Mr,  FULLER of Kennebunk: Mr.
Speaker, when the vote is taken on the
motion to substitute the minority for the
majority report, I move that it be taken
by the yeas and nays.

The motion was agreed to and the veas
and nays were ordered

Mr. WEYMOUTEHE of Biddeford: Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to say
a few words.

The SPEAKER: It can only be done
by unanimous consent.

Mr. KELLEY of Lewiston:
it be granted.

Mr, WEYMOUTH of Biddeford: Mr.
Speaker, I am and have been from early

I move that
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manhood a total abstainer from intoxi-
cating liquors. I was one of those who
took the stump for the adoption of the
constitutional] amendment now under con-
sideration. That was 16 years ago. I now
say that in my opinion the adoption of

that amendment was a mistake, and that"

it would have been far better for the
cause of temperance if it had not wveen
adopted. .

Temperance work ceased at that time
and drunkenness increased. Men, womsen
and children need to be persuaded and
educated as if there were no laws upon
this subject. The Xeeley cure should
should have been and should now be sup-
plemented by this kind of work. |

Some of our people seem to think that
the temperance cause in Maine depends
entirély upon this amendment remaining
in the constitution. That its removal
would mean free rum. I do not think so.
The removal of this amendment would
not repeal the present law; that of course
could only be done by the Legislature.
Some are afraid to trust the people with
local option. OQur present law provides
for the establishment of an agency in ev-
ery town, city and plantation in the
State. This is one kind of local option.

In most of the towns and some cities
the option is against the agency, but in
most of the cities we have the liquor
without the option. If this amendment is
taken out of the constitution I shall have
no fears of the result, but high hopes for
a better condition of the cause of tem-
perance. The people of Maine would reg-
ulate the liquor business by some system
of law. It might be our present system,
or the Norwegian system, or it might be
the South Carolina system which is soon
to be tried in the Sandwich Islands. As
President Hyde would ‘say, “The best
has its attending evils,” and we must
admit that our present system has them.
Let no one be alarmed at the question of
resubmission. Neither let any one say
“Do not raise the question now just as
we are having an enforcement of the law
in some parts of the State.” Justice
Brewer of the supreme court of.the Uait-
ed States in a recent lecture at Yale, in
speaking of the present crusade in Kan-

sas, said: ‘‘Spasmodic virtue is the poor-
est that any one can have. It is next
door to intentional vice.”

Mr Speaker, I desire to see a reform in
Maine that shall mean something more
than a spasmodic enforcement of our
liquor laws. I desire to see temperance
meetings held for a better purpose_than
to vilify the officers and courts. Being
dissatisfied with the effect which (ke

adoption of this amendment has had upon
the whole question, and especially upox
the cause of temperance, and to the end
that we may be free to adopt such a pol-
icy as the people of the State think to be
for their best interest—that we may dis-
criminate in regard to the quality of
liquors—that a better temperance senti-
ment may be built up by agitation, I shall
vote for resubmission. (Applause). .

YEA—Bradford, Briggs of Hudson,
Carleton, Clark, Cordwell, Cramer, Dai-
gle, Deering, Dillingham, Farnsworth of
Beddington, Irving, Kaler, Kelley, Lali-
berte, Libby of Burnham, Littlehale,
Maddocks, McNamara, Parkhurst, Pat-
tangall, Plummer, Powers of Pittston,
rnandall, Ross, Sabourin, Shaw, Skidmore,
Sutherland, Thomas, Thompson of Bris-
tol, Trickey, Vogell, Walls, Williams—34.

NAYS—Adams, Allen of Sanford, An-
drews of Norway, Andrews of Rockport,
Ballard, Beal, Bennett, Bodwell, Booth-
by Brewster, Briggs of Harrison, Cain,
Carr, Carson, Chase, Cook, Crosby, Cush-
man, Dearborn, Dodge, Dudley, Eaton,
Farnsworth of Pembroke, Fellows, Fos-
ter, Fuller of Auburn, Fuller of Kenne-
bunk, Gammon, Gardner, Gilmore, Good-
ing, Greene, Hammond, Harris. Harvey,
Haskell of Lewiston, Hinkley, Hix, Hodg-
kins, Hoxie., Hurd, Jackson of Jefferson,
Jackson of Monson, Kneeland, Xnowlton,
Lawrence, Leathers, Libby of Poland,
Libbey of South Berwick, Little of Mon-
mouth, Loud, Manley, McDougall, Mead,
Minott, Morin, Noyes, Page, Peabody,
Pettengill, Pike, Porter, Pratt, Purinton,
Putnam of Dixfield, Putnam of Houlton,
Russ, Sanborn, Smith, Somes, Sprague,
Staples, Stevens, Sturgis, Swett, Thorn-
ton, Tornquist, Tufts, Walker, Walter,
‘Weatherbee, Webbh, White of East Ma-
chias, White of Naples—34. .

ABSENT—Boyd, Brackett. Dunn, Far-
rell, ¥'ay, Hutchings, Low, Merritt, Phoe-
nix, Powers of Fort Fairfield, Sargent—I2.

PAIRED—Allen, no Little of Lewiston,
ves; Bird, yes, Dobson, no; Burrill, yes, -
Thompson of China, no; Coffin, ' yes,
Moulton of Bowdoinham, no; Haskell of
‘Windham, no, Moulton of South Portland,
ves; Hill of Belfast, no, Hyde, yes; Hill
of Exeter, yes, Spofford, no; Scammon,
no, Weymouth, yes; Davis, yes, Mayo,
no; Frederick, no, Wilson, ves.

So the motion tg substitute the minority
report for that of the majority was lost.

The question being on the acceptance of
the majority report,

The report was accepted.

On motion of Mr. McNamara of Thom-
aston,

Adjourned.
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