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SENATE.

Wednesday, March 22, 1905.
Senate called to order by the Presi-

dent.

Prayer by Rev, Mr. Joscelyn of
Gardiner.

Journal of yesterday read and ap-
proved.

Papers from the House disposed of in
concurrence.

An act to abolish the common coun-
cil of the city of Augusta and other-
wise to amend the charter of said city.
(In new draft.) Report=d to the House
by the committee on judiciary “ought
to pass’”’ House amendment A adopted
in the House. On motion by Mr. Gard-
ner of Penobscot the bill and accom-
panying amendment were tabled, pend-
ing the acceptance of the amendment
in concurrence.

An act to amend section 73 of chap-
ter 10 of the Revised Statutes relating
to collection of taxes. On motion by
Mr, Staples of Xnox this bill was
tabled together with House amend-
ment A adopted by the House, pending
the adoption of the armendment in con-
currence,

Resolve to amend chapter 194 of the
resolves of 1893, relating to industrial
exhibits. (IJn new draft.) Had its first
reading, and, on motion by Mr. Staples
of Knox tabled and tomorrow assigned
for its consideration.

An act providing for a bounty on
bears in Franklin county. On motion
by Mr. Furbish of Franklin this bill
took its second reading under suspen-
sion of the rules, and was passed to be
engrossed.

Bill, an act to amend an act entitled
an act to set off a part of Plantation
No. 7 and annex it to the town of
Gouldsboro, of the private and special
laws of 1895, relating to the adjustment
of valuation. This bill received in the
Housge, under suspension of the rules,
read three times and passed to be en-
grossed without reference to a commit-
tee. House amendment A adopted in
the House. On motion by Mr., Staples
of Knox, the bill was tabled.

RBill an act to amend an act approved
March 15, entitled an act to amend
chapter 9 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to assessment of taxes on lands in
unincorporated places. Received in the

House under suspension of the rules,
read three times and passed to be en-
grossed without reference to a com-
mittee. On motion by Mr. Gardner of
Penobscot, the bill was tabled.

Resolve in favor of Moses Moon a
Civil War veteran. Received in the
House, had its several readings and
passed to be engrossed without refer-
ence to a committee. On motion by
Mr. Plummer of Androscoggin, tabled
for printing.

House document 477, “An act to
amend section 22 of chapter 6 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the regu-
lation and conduct of elections,” This
bill was passed to be engrossed by the
Senate as amended, and went to the
House, and in the House the Senate
amendment was amended. House
amendment adopted in the Senate by
concurrence. As amended the bill was
passed to be engrossed.

An act to amend section 1 of chapter
301 of the private and special laws in
1903, relating to the protection of deer
in the counties of Kennebec, Knox,
Waldo and Lincoln. In the House,
House amendment A was adopted. In
the Senate the vote whereby the bill
was passed to be engrossed was recon-
sidered. House amendment was adopt-
ed in concurrence, The Chair called the
attention of the Senate to the fact that
the title should be amended, and on
motion by Mr. Morse of Waldo the bill
was tabled.

Bill “An act in relation to the taxa-
tion of mortgages on real estate,” which
was passed by the Senate, went to the
House, and the minority report “ought
not to pass” was accepted in that
branch.

Mr. GARDNER of Penobscot: Mr.
President, I do not wish to occupy the
time of the Senate but a few moments,
and I hope the Senate will bear with
me. This measure 1is introduced
largely at the suggestion of members
in the House who voted against the
bill which the committee on taxation
reported. There has been a new bill
drafted, which I hold in my hand,
1,500 copies of which have been print-
ed, and which will be distributed; and
I am going to ask the Senators here
to reconsider our motion whereby we
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passed this matter to be engrossed,
get it back here together with the
committee report, lay it on the table,
and submit this printed bill to the Sen-
ate until tomorrow morning, in order
that they may read it.

The suggestion in this bill is that it
is practically the Massachusetts law
revised according to our statutes, so
that the mortgagor and mortgagee will
be taxed on the land according to their
interest, and the borrower of money
will pay on his equity only. It also
provides that the mortgagee's interest
in real estate shall be taxed as real
estate in the town where the land lies.
It also provides that this shall affect
no savings bank, trust company, in-
surance company or building and loan
association, who pay a franchise tax.

It also provides that this act shall
not apply to existing mortgages, and
that this act shall not take effect until
January 1, 1906.

The substance of it is that we shall
do away with double taxation, and
that the mortgagor and mortgagee
shall pay according to their interest in
the particular piece of property, and
pay where the land lies.

I will say that in explanation that
the result of this law will probably be
that there will be one tax on the land
paid by the mortgagor, and that we
shall do away with double taxation.
The mortgagee will be assisted, and
will be called on to pay for his inter-
est, and the mortgagor for his equity.
It will certainly be fair and right, and
I ask the Senate to reconsider the vote
whereby we passed this to be en-
grossed and lay the matter on the
table, and I will submit this printed
bili for your consideration, and then it
will be for the Senate to digest it, and
if they see fit, to consider it.

Mr. POTTER of Cumberland: Just
one word. I voted last week when
this proposition was submitted to the
Senate by the Senator from Penobscot
against the motion which prevailed
here. The proposition which the Sen-
ator now makes is an improvement on
that one to my mind, and I hope very
much that his motion will now pre-
vail.

Mr. PUTNAM of Aroostook: Mr.
President, I move that we recede from

our former position, and that we ac-
cept the majority report of this com-
mittee and concur with the House.
Mr. GARDNER: I trust the Senate
will stand by their original action on
the sudject matter, and that at least
the privilege shall be granted here that
we start with that committee report,
and lay this document on the table

and allow the Senators to look this
over.

I am making no argument on the
subject, matter; I say here is some-

thing of vast importance to the people
of tha State; the subject matter has
been thoroughly threshed out; I see
no objection to allowing this matter
to be reconsidered, and that it lie on
the table until at least the Senator
from Aroostook, who, I assume, has
not even read the bill, shall be given an
opportunity to examine it. I trust my
motion to reconsider our vote will be
considered.

The PRESIDENT: The Senator from
Penobsicot has moved to reconsider the
vote whereby the bill was passed to be
engrossed. The Senator from Aroos-
took has moved to recede and concur.
The motion of the Senator from Aroos-
took takes the precedence.

Mr. JARDNER: I trust the Senate
will not recede and concur until they
have had an opportunity to look into
this matter.

Mr. PUTNAM: I will say just a word
in relation to this matter. This bill,
ag near as I can. discover from what
the Senator from Penobscot has said,
is very near the original bill. Now,
after 1the committee has turned that
down he comes in and tries to sub-
stitute at this time this present bill,

and he offers it in the form of an
amendment.
1 trust that my motion will pre-

vail.

Mr. FARDNER: The Senator from
Aroostook is entirely wrong. This
proposition was not turned down by
the committee on taxation. T think
the Senator from Oxford will bear me
out that the reason why we allowed
the substitution which went before the
Senate and House wag because at that
time we had serious doubts about the
machinery of evading or getting away
from double taxation.
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This bill has been carefully drafted,
and does away with these technical
objections. I don’t propose to argue
this matter, but I do ask the Senate
to reconsider the vote in order that
they may have an opportunity to read
this bill, and I hope the motion of the
Senator from Aroostook will not pre-
vail.

The question being put, upon the
motion by the Senator from Aroos-
took, Senator Putnam, that the Senate
recede and concur. The motion was
last, 6 voting in the affirmative and 15
in the negative.

On motion by Mr, Gardner of Penob-
scot the Senate voted to reconsider the
vote whereby the bill was passed to be
engrossed. On further motion by Mr.
Gardner the bill, together with an
amendment offered by the same sena-
tor, was tabled, and tomorrow assigned
for special consideration.

Bill “An act recognizing the Pepper-
ell Manufacturing Company as a cor-
poration legally organized, and grant-
ing to it additional powers.” This bill
came from the House, that branch
having indefinitely postponed the same.
On motion by Mr, Simpson of York, the
bill was tabled.

On bill “An Act relative to moving
buildings through the streets, the
Chair appointed as conferees on the
part of the Senate Messrs., Staples,
Clark and Philoon.

Bill relating to Monterey Association,
which was passed to be engrossed by
the FHouse, indefinitely postponed in
the Senate, and reconsideration of that
vote refused, comes back from the
House, that branch insisting upon its
action, and appointing conferees on the
part of the House. On motion by Mr.
Staples of Knox the Senate voted to
adhere.

The following petitions were received
and placed on file:

Ry Mr. Sturgis of Cumberland peti-
tion of Acorn Grange, 118 for the ref-
erendum.

Also petition of Creoked River
Grange, 32 for same.

Also petition of H. T. Choate and
others of Fairfield Grange for same.

Mr. Owen of Piscataquils presented
bill “An Act relating to the Northern
Gas and Electric Company, ratifying
and confirming its organization, and
on that senator’'s motion the same
was received, and without reference to
a committee took its two several read-
ings under suspension of the rules, and
was passed to be engrossed.

Mr. Heselton of Kennebec presented
a bill, “An Act to incorporate the Au-
gusta. Board of Trade,” and on motion
by that senator the same was received
and without reference to a committee
had its two several readings under
suspension of the rules, and was
passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Gardner of Penob-
scot it was ordered, the House concur-
ring, that bill entitled “An Act to
amend Section 43 of Chapter 6 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the rejec-
tion of other than official ballots at
elections, which was ordared placed on
file, be taken from the files, and be re-
ferred to the Committee on Legal Af-
fairs.

Bill “An Act to establish the Linccln
county municipal court,” came up on
first reading. On motion by Mr. Potter
of Cumberland the bill was amended
by Senate amendment A, and on mo-
tion by Mr, Tupper of Lincoln the rules
were suspended, and the bill took its
second reading and was passed to be
engrossed.

Resolve in favor of clerk to the Com-
mittee on Temperance caine up on first
reading, and under suspension of the
rules took its second reading, and was
passed to be engrossed.

Resolve in favor of the clerk of the
Committee on Telegraphs, Telephones,
Pensions, State Prison, and Manufac-
tures, came up on its first reading, and
under suspension of the rules took its
second reading, and was passed to be
engrossed.

Reports of Committees.

Mr. Allen for the Commitltee on Judi~
ciary on bill “An Act relating to cor-
porations, as to the payment of fran-
chise tax,” reported same in new draft
under same title, and that it “ought to
pass.” Report accepted.

Mr. Simpson for the Committee on
Appropriations and Financial Affairs,
on Resolve in favor of Albert M. Buck,
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messenger to the President of the Sen-
ate, reported same “ought to pass.” Re-
port accepted.

Mr, Pike for the same Committee on
Resolve in faivor of William C. Marshall
reported same ‘“‘ought not to pass.” Re-
port accepted.

Mr. Potter for the Committee on Ju-
diciary, on Order of the Legislature re-
lating to the expediancy of enacting a
general law classifying municipal and
police courts of the State, etc., repori-
ed that same be referred to the next
Legislature. Report accepted.

The joint standing Committee on Ju-
diciary submitted its final report, and
the same was accepted.

An Act to amend Sections 116 and 117
of Chapter 6 of the Revised Statutes re-
lating to caucuses in cities of over 35,-
000 inhabitants took :ts second reading,
and was passed to be engrossed.

Passed to be Enacted.

An Act to prevent the pollution of
the waters of Carleton pond.

An Act to empeower the county of
Arcoslook to purchase and acquire ti-
tle to lands adapted to agricultural
purpcses in said county,

An Act relating to the description of
unincorporated townships and public
lands for the purpose of valuation and
assessment.

An Acl to incorporate the Waterville
Gas and Electric Co.

An Act to amend Section 2 of Chap-
ter 117 of the Revised Statutes in rela-
tion to fees of trial justices in the trial
of an issue in a criminal case.

An Act to amend Section 3 of Chap-
ter 50 of the Private and Special Laws
of 1821, as amended by Chapter 161 of
the Private and Special Laws of 1848,
as amended by Chapter 171 of the Pri-
vate and Special Taws of 1862, as
amended by Chapter 413 1elating to ex-
tending the time of controlling the wa-
ter at the alewife fishery at Damaris-
cotta Mills.

An Act to change the name of the
Dover Gasg Light Co.

An Act to amend the city charter
and city ordimances of the city of Gar-
diner in relation to the election of the
city marshal and the street commis-
sioner.

An Act to amend Section 23 of Chap-

ter 114 of the Revised Statutes relating
to disclosure commissioners.

An Act to amend Section 23 of Chap-
ter 114 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to relief of poor debtors.

An At to amend Chapter 213 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1903, au-
thorizing the county commissioners of
Cumberland county to erect a county
building in Portland.

An Act to amend the charter of the
Sebago Lake, Songo River and Bay of
Naples Steamboat Co.

An Act to amend Section 10 of Chap-
ter 8 ard Section 12 of Chapter 6 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the reg-
ulation and conduci of elections.

An Act relating to Milo Electric
Light and Power Company, ratifying
and coriffirming its proceedings.

An Act to amend Section 9 of Chap-
ter 108 »f the Revised Statutes relating
to the service of venires.

An Act to extend th= close time on
caribou and amend Chapter 32 of the
Reviseé Statutes, relating to inland
fisheries and game.

An Act to amend Sections 24 and 5
of Chapter 3 of the RNevised Statutes
relating to State printing.

Finally Passed.

Resolve in relation to extra pay of
Maine volunteers in the war with
Spain.

Resolve in favor of the c¢lerk and
stenographer and the niegsenger to the
judiciary commiittee,

Resolve in favor of the clerk and
stenographer and the messenger to the
legal alfairs committe=,

Resolve of the Legislature of Maine
requesting the repeal by Congress of
Section 20 of title 33 of i{he Revised
Statutes of the United States, admit-
ting certain lumber manufactured in
New Brunswick into the ports of the
United States free of duty.

Resolve in favor of the inmates of
the Maine Insane hospital at Augusta.

Resolve relating to the documentary
history of Maine.

Resolve in favor of George M. Bar-
rows, chairman of the committee on
State School for Boys.

Resolve in favor of 8. T. Kimball for
services of clerk and meesenger to com-
mittee on railroads and expresses.

Resolve in favor of C. Bradstreet,
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clerk to the banking committee.

Resolve in favor of Charles Knowl-
ton.

Resolve in favor of William B. Webb.

Resolve in favor of the city of Lew-
fston,

Resolve in favor of M. H. Hodgdon,
clerk, stenographer and messenger to
the comumittee on inland fisheries and
game,

Resolve in favor of George G. Weeks.

Resolve in favor of George E. Mor-
rison.

Resolve in favor of the city of Rock-
land, Maine.

Resolve in favor of Joseph Archam-
bault.

Resolve laying a tax on counties of
the State for the years 1965 and 1906.

Resolve in favor of the clerk and
stenographer of the Committee on In-
terior Waters.

Resolve in favor of Henry B. Con-
way.

On motion of Mr. Heselton of Kenne-
bec, Resolve in favor of a feeding sta-
tign for the Sebago Lake fish hatchery,
was tabled and assigned for tomorrow
morning.

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
House document 563, being ‘“An Act
to amend an act entitled An Act to
set off a part of Plantation No. 7, and
annex it to the town of Gouldsboro, of
the Private and Special Laws of 1905,
relating to the adjustment of their val-
uation, was taken from the table, and
on further motion by the same sen-
ator, Senate amendment A was adopt-
ed, and the bill took its first reading.
On further motion by the same Sen-
ator the bill took its second reading
under suspension of the rules, and was
passed to be engrossed,

On motion by Mr. Gardner of Penob-
scot, House document 569, relating to
assessment of taxes on land in unin-
corporated places, was taken from the
table. On motion by the same Senator
this bill took its second reading un-
der suspension of the rules, and was
passed to be engrossed.

On further motion by the same Sen-
ator bill relating to the taxation of
mortgages on real estate was taken
from the table, and an amendment to

the same submitted by the same Sene
ator, who moved its adoption; and
pending that motion, on motion by
the same Senator, the bill was tabled
and assigned for tomorrow morning.

On motion of Mr. Pierce of Aroos-
took, Senate document 146 was taken
from the table, and an amendment
offered by the same Senator, and pend-
ing its acceptance, on his further mo-
tion, the bill was tabled, and assigned
for tomorrow morning.

On motion by Mr. Gardner of Penob-
scot, House document 557, being bill for
better protection of lobsters, assigned
for today, was taken from the table.

Mr. GARDNER of Penobscot. Mr.
President, my contention yesterday,
which the Senate upheld by a narrow
majority, was that this matter be laid
on the table for congideration today,

I now wish to state to the Senate that
after investigation I ind that while in
the main my contention that lobsters
are high, and that we do not get any
inland, the claims of the opposition
that this matter will be injurious to
the fishermen appeals to me, and I
have no desire at this time to urge the
passage of a bill which did not go be-
fore a committee and have a proper
hearing. Consequently I shall with-
draw my strenuous efforts in behalf of
the bill, and leave it to those more
particularly interested to take such
action as they may deem necessary.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
the bill was indefinitely postponed.

Mr. MILLSof Hancock. Mr. President.
I trust that the motion will prevail. I
know that this morning there is a great
deal of Dbusiness and some very im-
portant matters to come up, and I do
not desire to take the time of the Sen-
ate in discussing a Dbill, the fate of
which I trust is already settled.

However, it seems only fair that the
fishermen who never have had a chance
to wutter a word for or against thig
measure should be represented, and I
beg to assure you I will only take a
few minutes of your time in represent-
ing the opposition of the lobster fisher-
men on this matter.

Perhaps if I read some of the tele-
grams forwarded to me and to my hon-
orable neighbor from Washington
county, that will express their opinions
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pretty accurately. Here is one ad-
dressed to myself:

‘“Should the lobster bill become a law
it must be the ruination and almost the
starvation of almost two hundred
fishermen. It must not pass the Sen-
ate. Appeal to the Governor for the
protection of our fishermen, and do not
allow such an outrageous bill to be-
come a law and disgrace the law-
makers of the State of Maine.
(Signed) Fishermen of Stonington.”

‘“Do all you can to prevent the pass-
ing of the lobster bill. (Signed) Charles
L. Knowlton, Stephen E. Allen and 200
others.”

‘“To Hon. E. W. Shackford: Kill ithe
new lobster bill if possible. (Signed)
B. L. Coffin and others.” “Do every-
thing possible to defeat the anti-shipping
lobster bill.” ‘“Do everything possible to
defeat the lobster biil.”’

And ithen, Mr. President and Gentle-
men, there are 500 signatures to these re-
monstrances which have been sent in here
during the past two days against the
passage of this bill.

Now in these itwo days I have looked
into this matter a little, and I have tried
to find out something about the authors
of this bill, and I have been unable to
find any man who is willing to father the
measure; no man is willing to be responsi-
ble for its being initroduced into the
House, so far as my investigations go.
It has no father. Like ‘“Topsy,” in the
greatest American novel, it was ‘never
born but simply ‘“‘growed.”

Last Saturday ithe House of Represen-
tatives had a short recess. Immediate-
1y after that recess this bill was called
up and had its three several readings and
was passed to be engrossed, and was senit
to this chamber. It appears from what
I am able to learn that during that short
intermission the method of the birth of
ithis bill, and the method of its whole
growth was planned—conceived by a few
men in the House, when only 30 members
were present. It was a thrilling and
wonderful conception of the fertile minds
of a few brilliant—one or more brilliant—
members of the other branch of this
{egislature.

Now, what does it mean? Very briefly
let me tell you. I wish for only a mo-
ment or two of your time.

people ure engaged along the coast of
Maine. During the year 1904 more than
$1,000,000 was broaght into this State di-
rectly from foreign markets,—from Bos-
ton and New York, chiefly through ithe
catching: of lobsters. This substantial
income was carried directly to the fisher-
men. It was not like many other in-
dustries; it didnt come in a round-
about way, but this income to the State
of Maine came from Massachusetts and
New York, and the large cities in other
states, and went straightway to the fish-
ermen, and into their pockets, and helped
ito support their families.

If this bill is passed, Mr. President ana
Senators, it would throw these lobster
fishermen owt of business during six
months of the year; during April, May,
June, Jaly, August and September the
lobster fishermen along the coast of
Maine would be practically out of busi-
ness.

The bill reads from the 1st of June,
but as a matter of fact lobsters caught in
April and May are not shipped wuntil
June and July. .uais bill would prevent
itheir be.ng shipped then, and consequent-
ly fishirg would have to stop the 1st of
April or thereabouts. As a matter of
fact the markets of our states are open
ito lobstars from Nova Scotia during the
months of April and May, and during
that tirie the price of lobsters is very
low. It is impracticable for our buyers
to ship lobsters while they are being
brought in from Nova Scotia. They buy
them of the fishermen, put them into the
pounds, and keep them wuntil the price
goes up in June and July, when the Nova
Scotia lobsters are cut off from, the mar-
ket, ankl then ship them to Boston and
New York; and if ithis bill were passed
they would be absolutely prohibited from
buying in April and May.

Now it would be just as reasonable to
pass a bill preventing the shipment of
eggs during the months of summer—just
as reasonable exactly, and what would
the farraers in Oxford county say, where
I understand this bill originated, if such a,
bill as that went through this Legisla~
tture?

As there are many other matters to
discuss this morning, and as I am not in
very gond condition for speaking, I trust,

In sthts {obster industry more than 2000 gentlemen, the bill will be defeated, and
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that the motion to indefinitely postpone
will prevail.

On motion by Mr. Irving of Aroos-
took, the vote whereby House doc-
ument 552, “An Act to amend chapter
24 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
registering and regulating the speed of
automobiles and motor vehicles, and
for licensing the operators thereof,”
was passed to be engrossed, was re-
considered.

The same Senator thereupon moved
that the bill be indefinitely postponed.

- Mr. IRVING of Aroostook. Mr. Presi-
dent, in explanation of why I make this
motionr I wish as briefly as possible to
say that 1 assume the aittitude of citizens
of this State, as well as the attitude of
members of this chamber, and of this
Legislaiture, is that the automobile as a
means of travel has the same right as
any other form of locomotion, with this
exception—that certain laws and regula-
tions be placed about them to guard the
safety of the public.

In the Acts of the last Legislature cer-
tain regulations and restrictions were
placed upon the statute book of our
State. As I understand the law now
existing—and I understand it from the
very standpoint of the operator of an
automobile who realizes that he is con-
fronted by the penalty of a fine or im-
prisonment if he violates that law. I as-
sume my understanding on this point
may be as clear as that of a man who
may be practising at the bar. The law
provides, and is concurrent with the city
and village ordinances, that automobiles
shall be reduced in speed to a certain
limit per mile. That takes care of ‘the
congested traffic of the cities and towns.
I understand that in the country a
provision is made whereby a person
driving his iteam, or riding in a carriage,
whether the driver of the team or not—
by the raising of the hand may compel
the driver of an automobile to bring his
machine to an absolute standstill, and
remain in that position until all danger
from fright to ithe team has passed.

I submit, gentlemen, are not automo-
bile operotors sufficiently restricted,
and the safety of the public properly
cared for?

The point upon which this bill comes is
upon the matter of registration. What
does it mean? It means simply this. The

matter of registration does not prevent
the violation of the law, but the matter
of registration, and the law compelling
the carrying in a conspicuous position
of a certain number, which lead to the
registration, and which may lead to the
detection or recognition of a violation
of the law, is all that registration can
amount to as to guarding the safety of
the public against accidents from auto-
mobiles?

I wish to state here and mow that I
am: more than willing--I am even anxious
as an automaobile owner—to register, not
every automobile that I may have in my
possession, but to register myself and
an automobile as an operator. I am will-
ing to pay the amount laid down in this
or any other bill for thait purpose; but
I want this registration and the restric-
tions to be laid down by the proper
parties, and to emanaite from the proper
source. I am willing to bow ito the will
of this Legislature in any enactment
which may affect my privileges, but I
resent ithe necessity of going to any one
individual and leaving it to his discretion
as 'to what restrictions there may be that
relate tto that registration.

Let me read from the bill,—“The appli-
cation shall, in addition to such other
particulars as may be required by said
secretary,”’—you understand that you are
ito apply to the secretary of State for the
registration of your automobile and
yourself as an operator—‘‘conitain a state-
ment of the name, place of residence and
address of the applicant, with a brief
description of the automobile or motor
vehicle, including the name of the maker,
tthe number, if any, affixed by the maker,
the character of the motor power, and
the amount of such motor power staited
in figures of horse power; and with such
application shall be deposited a registra-
tion fee of two dollars.”

I submit, gentlemen, fthat while it is
proper that we should apply to the secre-
tary of State for registration of our au-
tomobiles or motor vehicles, it is emi-
nently proper Ithat this Legislature
should dictate the terms and conditions
under which thait registration is granted,
and thalt we be not subject to the will or
wish of the secretary of State.

I submit again that this matter of reg-
istering in the secretary of State’s office
the nature of your machine, the make of
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your machine, the number thereof, and
all ithose conditions, is superfluous, and
of no importance whatever.

I do notice thait they omit in this com-
pilation of conditions and restrictions as
to the kind of gasolene and ithe amount
of odor that may be allowed to come
from the machine, but this can be taken
care of in the article which provides tthat
such other particulars as may be mre-
quired by the secretary of State shall be
furnished; so that we may not be able
to escape even from that.

Now are these conditions necessary in
the judgment of the framers of this bill?
Let us see,—Section 18. ‘““Every manufac-
turer of or dealer in automobiles or
motor vehicles, may instead of register-
ing each automobile or motor vehicle
owned or controlled by him, make appli-
cation upon a blank provided by said
secretary of State for a general dis-
tinguishing number,” etc.

For ithis consideration, which on the
face of it comtradicts the fact that they
believe it was necessary for this long
description ito be incorporaited in the
records of the ‘State, they say you may
eliminate all this for a further considera-
tion of $10, license-fee.

Now a point fthere. I condemn this as
a discrimination against parties. I sub-
mit, gentlemen, is it fair that a dealer
in automobiles should be taxed $10 a
vear for ‘the sole sake of another dealer
in carriages who is allowed to sell with-
out a tax? It appeals to me as class
legislation in that section of the bill.
Now, again, ‘these are of minor import-
ance. The question of license comes in—
license to \t};e operator.

This bill provides, if I understand it—
and I confess I do not—I do not believe
the framers of the bill fully understand
it—but as far as T am able to understand
this bill, this provides that if you, fellow
senators, should chance to have in your
family two or three who are capable of
operating an automobile, you must take
out a license for each one and every
member of your family that may oper-
ate it; else you are liable to a fine of
$50 or imprisonment. I submit it to you,
gentlemen, as to its being a fair propo-
sition.

Now as to this matter of taking out a
license it is provided in Section 19 of this
bill that application shall be made upon

blanks prepared by ithe secretary of
IState for this purpose, and the license
issued t¢hall be in such form, and contain
such provisions, as the secretary of State
may determine.

Gentlemen, you who may own a good
team, and I have no doubt that many of
you ow:v good teams,—do you wish to be
put into the position that if you are go-
ing from Bangor to Aroostook through
ithat long stretch of beautiful wooded
road, where you may travel from day to
day, urless you meet someone who is
making the trip as you are, and making
it looking over ithe beauties ef that
wooded country of Aroostook—remember
that you will meet no teams—do you wish
to be put in the position of submitting to
the power given into one man’s hands to
restrict the speed of your horse through
ithat woodland along those level roads?
I ask you, gentlemen, to support me in
my endeavor ito defeat amy effort on the
part of any individual or class of indi-
vidualg in tthis State, who would seek to
prevent you and me from increasing the
power upon our machines when coming
upon these long stretches where no one
can be in danger, and there can be no
possible damage to any individual.

Now there is still another objectionable
featture to this bill. The bill says that
this applicant must submit to the secre-
tary of State evidence of qualification to
drive an automobile. I wonder how
many men in ithe State today, who are
owners of automobiles, can submit con-
vincing evidence to an expert of their
qualifications to run an automobile.
And even if they could submit such evi-
dence, the question is for the Legisla-
ture and not for the secretary of State.
The maar who is an expert in the matter
of 'the manipulation of an automobile
should e an expert engineer.

There is still another objectionable fea-
ture to this bill. ‘‘Automobiles or motor
vehicles owned by non-residents of this
Sitatte, driven by persons licensed in this
or some other state may be operated on
roads and highways of this State,” etc,
without taking out a license in this State.
Is not that legislation against legisiation
in the State of Maine as ito those owning
automoliles. Is mot that giving Maine,
Massackusetts and New Hampshire the
right to come up behind you and I on
ithis streitch of road which I have referred
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to, and@ of so many other roads which
extend through our State, in direct vio-
fation of the law as applied to us be-
cause we are restriated on our country
roads. Is it fair legislation?
discrimination against the citizens of
this State?

There is still another thing which they
have incorporated here,—that the secre-
tary of State under the provisions of the
preceding sections shall not prevent the
licensing of persons for riding, if they
are accompanied by a licensed operator.
Had not that been in this bill I should
have been afraid to have gotten into an
automobile to ride with anyone, for fear
that in his special license premission had
not been given to him to take someone
to ride who was not licensed as a chaf-
feur. I am glad it is in. It seems to be
the only section in thait entire bill, from
the enacting clause to the last article,
thalt. gives to the automobile owner any
protection—any of the benefits that come
from the ownership of an automobile;
and it leaves to him but one thing to do,
to keep his automobile, if, under the
passage of that law, anyone should ob-
ject to it.

Now, gentlemen, I hope that ithe mo-
tion to indefinitely postpone this bill will
be sustained.

Mr. POTTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President, I have not been fortunate
enough to hear all the senator from
Aroogtook has said, although I am a. near
neighbor of hisl If I had heard all he said
it might not have been necessary for me
to reply in detail to it.

Two years ago a request came to ‘the
last Legislature to regulate the matter of
automobiles, and the brief and simple
statute which is now on the books was
passed to meet that demand.

At the present session of ‘the Legisla-
ture an order was introduced in the
House asking for same legislation in
respect to automobiles for the better
protection of the rural districts, and that
order was referred to the judiciary com-
mittee and was considered; and the com-
mititee also had before it a bill from the
House asking for registration, and the
bill before the Senate is the result of
that order and thait biil.

The theory of the committee was that
‘the automobile has the right to use the
highways of he State, subject 'to reason-

Or is it.

able and proper regulations. It seems
to be the opinion of some members of the
Legislature that the existing law did not
give sufficient protection to the public. A
registration bill was asked for, and the
present bill included a registration fea-

ture and also a license feature; and
the provisions to which the senator
from  Aroostook objects are the

ones taken from ithe law of Massachu-
seits, and the law of Vermont, and the
law of New Hampshire,—a brief sum-
mary of some of the provisions of the
laws of those three states in respect ito
registration.

Now registration must be made by
some official, and it is provided in ithis
bill, as in ithe Massachusetts, Vermont,
and New Hampshire statutes, that regis-
tration shall be through the office of the
secretary of State. That provision, I
understand, has worked well in the other
states, and matters of detail can safely
be left to such an office as that of the
secretary of State. And so in the matter
of licensing.

If it is the opinion of the Senaite thait
there is no demand for further regula-
tion of the automombile, then I imagine
the judiciary committee won’'t be very
insistent upon this bill. If the gentle-
man from Aroostook thinks, and a ma-
jority of this body considers the present
law sufficient let it stand. I am not the
father of this law. I happened to be on
the sub-committee which framed it, but
the members of the House did the bulk
of the work.

I thoughit I heard the iSenator object to
the provision in Sedtion 21 in regard to
automobiles owned out of the State. The
registration bill that came from the
House had no provision whatever in re-
gard to non-resident owners of automo-
biles. It was thought proper ithat ‘there
should be some restridtions upon them;
it was thought if the owner of an au-
tomobile was registered in his own state
—required by his own state to exhibit a
number, it would be sufficient in this
State. The purpose of registration is
indentification of the machine, nothing
more. That is accomplished by our bill,
and not by the original bill.

It does not discriminate against the
resident owner. I am mnot familiar
enough with the bill to go further, but I
do know it was carefully drawn by mem-
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bers on the part of the House, and it is a
summary of provisions borrowed from
laws ‘that have worked well in other
New England states. :

Mr. IRVING. I wish to call the atten-
tion of the senators to the fact that if
the rural districts are protected under
the general law what better protection
they have than by simply raising their
hand, by which they compel the driver
of an auwtomobile to bring it to a stand
and keep it there until the danger ig past.

Now it has been said the point is simply
a matter of indentification; and I may
state that I am in favor of registration,
but of 1uentifying—mot the automobile
but the owner of it, so that if damasge
is done redress may be had.

Mr. PLUMMER of Androscoggin: Mr.
President, I centainly hope that this bill
will not be indefinitely postponed. In the
words of ithe senator from Knox, I hope
the “‘inherent rights of the people” will
be respected here.

They have come here asking for this
bill, but I hope the owner of the horse
has some rights here; I believe ithe man
who owns a horse has some rights. I
want you to understand thait you do not
have time 4o put your hand up some-
times; they will run over you before you
have an opportunity to put your hand up.

‘While a great many, and I may say
most owners of automobiles do respect a
team and are very careful, a great many
do not.

I do not own an automobile, and do not
ever expect to. I do own a cheap horse,
and have a wife and three girls who drive
it. What is the result now? They do not
dare to go out. I have a safe horse, but
when one of those reckless fellows comes
along they are likely to get tipped out,
as many have in the State of Maine.

Therefore I hope, gentlemen, that the
bill will not be indefinitely postponed.

The question being put, and a rising
vote had, five Senators voted in the
affirmative, and fifteen in the negative,
and the motion to indefinitely postpone
was lost. On motion by Mr. Potter of
Cumberland, the bill was passed to be
engrossed.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair wishes
to lay before the Senate the action of
the House in regard to the Bangor Hos-
pital appropriation which was yester-
day killed in the Senate. The House

has passed the Resolve, and the matter
has now come back to the Senate for
action. The Chair recognizes the Sen-
ator from Waldo.

On motion by Mr. Morse of Waldo, the
Senate voted to adhere.

The senator from Waldo thereupon mov-
ed to reconsider the vote whereby the
Senate voted to adhere.

. Mr. STETSON ot Penobscot: Mr. Pres-
ident, may I ask what the pending mo-
tion is before the question is put?

. The PRESIDENT: The pending motion
is a motion to reconsider the motion to
adhere, the senator from Waldo having
moved to adhere, and the motion having
prevailed, and the Chair has already an-
nounced the vote, ,

Mr. STETSON: I did-not hear it.

The PRESIDENT: Did the senator
really not understand the question?

Mr. STETSON: I did not.

The PRESIDENT: 1 think the expres-
sion of the Senate should be fairly un-
derstood.

Mr, STETSON: As a matter of courtesy
I think I have a right to undersiand the
pending motion, as 1 was on my feet be-
fore the Chair finally declared the vote.

The PRESIDENT: The senator from
Waldo moves to reconsider the motion to
adhere.

The question being put the motion pre-
vailed.

The PRESIDENT: The pending question
is now upon the motion of the senator
from Waldo to adhere.

Mr. STETSON: I move that the Sen-
ate insist, and that a committee of con-
ference be appointed.

The question being put, upon ihe mo-
tion to insist, the Yeas and Nays were
called for but a sufficient number failed
to vote, and the Yeas and Nays were re-
fused.

The question being put, a division was
cailed for and had, 13 senators voting in
the affirmative, and 11 in the negative,
and the motion to insist prevailed.

On motion of Mr. Sturgis of Cumber-
land, the Senate voted to reconsider the
vote whereby the Senate indefinitely post-
poned Resolve in favor of Widows Is-
land. The pending question was upon the
indefinite postponement of the bill

Mr. STURGIS of Cumberland: Mr.
President, upon that question I desire to
say a few words. This matter, like many
other matters which come before ithe
Legislature at the close of the session,
has received but little consideration—
not that consideration is really due ‘the
matter. I thought yesterday that when
the Senate voted to indefinitely post-
pone this resolve but few members of
the Senate had any real knowledge of
Widows Island, and what the intent of
the resolve was.

Widows Island was deeded

to the
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State of Maine by the U. 8. government
under an Act of Congress approved
March 2, 1903. It was secured through
the efforts of Congressman Littlefield,
and was accepted by the State of Maine
in the special Act of 1903, Chapter 383.

(The senator thereupon read the act
referred to.)

I have here a copy of the deed.

(The senator also then read the in-
deniture.)

Now we accepted that gift from the
U. 8. government two years ago, and it
was supposed that at this session of the
Legislature something would be done.
The government appointed two members
of the Council to go and look the island
over and see what the State of Maine
could do with it. The U. 8. government
built the building on the island for a
Marine hospital, to be used for sailors
and marines of the war with Spain; but
as thait war came to a very sudden end
it was never used at all, and when the
property was given to Maine the furni-
ture was removed.

The property consists of an island of
about six acres, and there is a substan-
itial wharf, at which landings may be
made by steamers from half to full tide.
The building is of brick, with slate roof,
three stories high, and built as the U. 8.
government builds all its buildings., The
floors are of hard pine; there is an arte-
sion well on the island, with a gasolene
engine for pumping purposes. Ewvery-
ithing is there except the furniture neces-
sary to make it habitable.

Now, if the State of Maine does not
very soon use this property it will revert
to ithe United States. The building was
constructed at an expense—as I think—of
about $75,000. The island is 12 miles from
Rockland, and is said by those who have
visited it to be one of the best situated
for certain purposes, which I shall men-
tion later on, on the coast.

‘When the committee of 'the Council
went there and looked the matter over
they found a care-taker who had been
paid by the U. 8. government some $300
a year, and they secured his services for
$300 per year, and he has since been
looking after 'the property. They paid
him for two years of care-taking.

We hear a great deal about the con-
gested condition of our Insane asylums

at Augusta and Bangor.

of ithe Governor and Council, who went
there to look the matter over, thought it
would be an admirable place for con-
valescing patients of the two Insane Hos-
pitals, where they might be taken for
the summer. They had 'the members of
the board and the trustees—with the ex-
ception of one member—come down there
and examine the property, and I think
they all endorsed ithe proposition to use
this island as a summer home for con-
valescing patients of the Insane Hospi-
tals, where easy cases from Bangor and
from Augusta might be brought.

In the trutees’ report I will read you
the section with reference to Widows
Island. (Senator reads from report.)

Yesterday we passed a bill which au-
thorized the improvement of the Arsenal
near the Hospital bulldings here for the
insane, which in all probability will be
completed in the early fall. From now
unitil that time—within a short time when
the summer season is open—75 patients
can be accommodated at Widows Is-
land in the building by simply buying
furniture for it. One of the doctors can
be taken from one of the hospitals to at-
tend the patients, with no increase of ex-
pense to the State, except ithe bare
furnishing of the buliding, and those
furnishings can later be utilized at the
Arsenal building here, or in the new wing
at Bangor, which probably will be built
some time.

Now I agree that the insane should re-
ceive the best treatment possible, and it
is the opinion of the people who conduct
this Hospital across the river that ithe
trip to ‘the seashore is beneficial, and two
or three times in the season they do take
certain of the convalescing ones to the
seashore by the aid of what is called ithe
Coburn fund. If one day is beneficial,
with the excitement of that day’s travel,
a season down there would be of very
great benefit to a certain class of pa-
tients; and if they did not stay there ithe
whole season certain of the patients
could be transferred there for from three
to six weeks at a time, and others enjoy
the privilege later.

It seems to me that the action of the
Senate was unwise and unjust in in-
definitely postponing this resolve, which,
as I understand, provides an appropria-
tion of $6000 for furnishing this building.

The committee It would be by no means wasted, because
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it can be used in another building which
may be later constructed ito take care of
the congested condition of the itwo hos-
pitals. The Arsenal cannot bhe made
ready before fall, and during the mean-
time the advantages of Widows Island
would be decidedly beneficial to the two
hospitals, and it seems to me it would be
a wise investment of the $6000. It is a
valuable property, worth from $75,000 to
$100,000, and I hope the motion to in-
definitely postpone will not prevail.

Mr. MORSE of Waldo: Mr. President,
there are some matters connected with
this property down there that I fear the
senator from Cumberland does not fully
understand, and I would like to talk the
matter over with him; and in the mean-
time would move that the matter lie upon
the table.

The motion prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Clark of Hancock,
the report of the committee on judiciary,
majority “ought not to pass,” minority
“ought to pass in new draft,”” on ‘“Re-
solve proposing amendment to the con-
stitution establishing the people's veto,””
was taken from the table. The same sen-
ator moved to substitute the minority re-
port for ithe mmjority report.

Mr. CLARK of Hancock: Mr. Presi-

dent, 'this is the bill, which has been
styled the Initiative and Referendum. It
contains two sections which cover ap-
proximately about one sheet of ‘the size
I hold in my hand. In addition thereto
there is some other printed matter, but
that pertains only to how the constitu-
tion shall be changed.

As you all know, in the changing of
the constitution it is necessary thait some
resolve shall be enacted in the mode of
presenting it to the voters in the next
election, in order ithat they may vote on
it; because this resolve has not omly to
pass this ILegislature, but has to be
voted on by the people before the con-
stitution can be amended.

And the last section beyond Section 17
provides a method of carrying that re-
solve into effedt. So I say that Sections
16 and 17 of Senate document 244 is the
Initiative and Referendum.

Now without reading it over in detail
I will simply explain what it means. It
means simply thait the initiative is to
initiative. Ten per cent. of the voters of
the State of Maine which is approximate-
ly 10,000 voters petition ‘this Legislature
asking us ito pass a law. We pass that

law as they ask it by a majority of this
Legislaiure, as we would be bound to
do. That law does not become 3 law un-
til 90 days after the adjournment of this
Legislature, and in ‘the meantime if the
people of this State care to vote on it it
is submitted to them for itheir approval;
and if they approve it by a majority of
the voters of ithis State it then becomes

a law. That is the Initiative; they
initiate that law.
The F.eferendum is simply this. No act

of the Legislature ‘takes effect until 90
days after we adjourn this Legislature.
In the meantime if there is a petition of
ten per cent. of the people filed in the
Secretary of State’s office, asking that
that law be referred to them, the secre-
tary prepares the necessary blanks, and
at the ext election that law is referred
to the people; and ithen if they vote that
that law shall be a law, it becomes so by
a majority vote.

That is the referendum, and that, gen-
tlemen, is ithe whole of this bill—with one
exception, which is that any Act of this
Legislature passed by a two-thirds ma-
jority of both branches is not subject to
the referendum, and can become a law
without the people’s approval.

Now in addition ito that I shall propose
an amendment ito this law when the
proper time comes, which was in the
original draft. This bill went before the
judiciary committee and was cut down,
s0 to speak, and this law grew out of it,
which is not the law presented by the
petitionar. But in that law in cases of
emergercy appropriation we could pass
a law by a majority vote of both
branches, and provide whait emergency
matters were.

It strikes me as wise legislation that
that provision should be enacted into
this lavr, and the proposers of this bill
are perfectly willing it should go in. I
shall offer it at the proper time, and there
is one change in the law, which is merely
clerical, which I shall also suggest at the
proper {time.

Now, in the first place, it seems to me
thait .uis is a perfectly safe provision
for us to pass here today, because we
are not changing the constitution of our
State, or changing any existing laws in
one respect. We are simply passing an
Act which will allow ithe people at the
next election ito pass upon this and say
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whether they care for such a chafige or
not.

We arg mnot arbitarily forcing that
upon them in any shape or manner, but
leaving it to ithem to say whether they
want such a law or not; and I ask you,
fellow senators, if that is not a perfectly
fair proposition at the outset on this
referendum,—leaving it to them to say
whether they will adopt or reject it by a
majority vote of the people of this State.

Now this is not new legislation in the
United States. South Dakota has this
law today, and one or two other Western
States, and the commonwealth of Massa-
chusetits is today considering a bill drawn
upon the same lines. It is no innova-
tion with us, because there has not been
legislation for a great many years in
Maine but what we are constantly pass-
ing bills with the referendum upon them.

For example, the bill abolishing the
common council of the city of Portland,
passed this Legislature with tthe referen-
dum attached to it after a hot debate, in
which my friend from Portland cham-
pioned ithe cause of the people.

So, it seems to me, it is not an innova-
tion in the Legislature of this State. The
judiciary committee have this winter
passed several Acts with the referen-
dum attached to them, leaving it to a
certain locality whether a certain Ac
shall become a law or not; so I say it
is not an innovation with us here.

Why, when greater New York adopted
its charter, it was done under the refer-
endum from the Legislature, and it is a
common thing for the legislatures of
many of the states. It is a perfectly
safe proposition ito leave a matter of this
kind for the people to vote on.

This law originally came from Switzer-
land, where they have conducted their
government under it for a great many
generations, and in that country it has
never been taken advantage of except in
a few cases. In South Dakota, where
they have had the law for eight years,
there have been only two cases where a
matter has been referred to the people,
and in some other staites it has heen only
rarely called for. And if it becomes a
law in this state I have faith that it will
not be used except in extreme cases.

There has been and #there is today
strong influences in the hall of this Leg-
islature working against this measure of

ithe people. In the first place, gentlemen,
I will itell you who ask for this legisla-
tion. It is not a small handful of people;
it is not asked as class legislation; it
comes here on the petitions of the
Federation of Labor for the entire Sta e
of Maine—upon the endorsement of the
Civic I.eague, and of the Grangers.
There has been presented to this Legisla-
ture ithis term petitions with the names
of 16,000 individuals of our State, asking
that we pass this law that they may vote
upon it.

I ask you if that is not a fair repre-
sentation of the people of our State who
ask for this law. The only people op-
posed to this legislation are ithe great
corporations of this State, and I am sur-
prised that after all the legislation fhat
has been granted to them during this
session of the Legislature—and I think
quite a little has been granted to them—
sthat they should come in here and oppose
the common people in their endeavor to
get equality with all men; and that is all
they ask, the right of suffrage.

In the lobbies of this Legislature and in
tne hotels this has been styled every
kind of legislation possible, although the
same people have gone out of here with
legislation that they never could have
got if the referendum had been attached
to it. I ask you, gentlemen, why they
are opposed to it? Because they know
that a hundred bills we have passed in
itinls Legislature would never have stood
the test had the bright light of day been
turned upon them, and they had been
compelled to be accountable to the peo-
ple for such legislation.

I ask you, fellow genators, if you think
the wild lands of this State would have
been given away for a mess of pottage
if you could have had the referendum
to see what ithe prices of those lands
should have been? I ask you if the great
water rights of this State would have
been under the control of the Legisla-
ture, and given away, if they could have
been disposed of under the referendum?
I ask you if the thousand and one bills,
similar to the porcupine act, could have
passed under a referendum. I ask you if
many of the things we have voted for
today—if we would not have been more
careful if we thought the subject matter
of them had got to go before ithe people?

I do not wish to say that I impugn any
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senator’'s motives in opposing legislation.
What has been done in ithe hurly-burly of
swift legislation this morning, when mat-
ters came in here without reference to a
commitlee, and the President upon ask-
ing if any man in the Legislature knew
about this or that found us sitting here
as dumb as anybody could be—yet we
voted away somebody’s rights as likely
as not. It is apathy on our part and not
intentional wrong, that so many of these
matters get through this legislature.

Now, as I say, it will make us more
cautious, it will make us more careful in
what we are doing in matters of this
kind.

And again, it win strike the greatest
blow to the lobby that has ever been
struck; and while I do not intentionally
mean them any harm, I say that legis-
lajtion that goes through here without
being lobby-ridden is safer than legisla-
tion that nas passed three branches of
this Legislature. And that is why we
find certain people who say they are not
appearing here as lobbyists, but they
have employed a new term,—“1I am ap-
pearing here as a citizen.” All ithe im-
portant lawyers have appeared here in
this manner in their private, individual
capacity—as citizens and not lobbyists,—
a term which originated with the emi-
nent Judge Foster of Portland; and it
took so well the rest of the lobby adopted
it.

Do you suppose the people’s rights on
the insurance matter would have been
given away ‘ten years ago by the Legis-
lature of the State if that had to be re-
ferred to the people? Do you suppose
they would have given away tne dearest
right we have in this grand old State,
which is 'that of itrial by jury? and even
the members who gave it away knew not
what they did, because they have told me
so, several of them,—some of the bright-
est minds in this State, members of this
Legislature, tell me they mnever knew
ithat the thing passed. Do you suppose
that right would have been given away
if attached to it was the referendum?

In Massachusetts they are considering
this very same act we have before us.
Gov. Douglas, who was elected in a Re-
publican state by a big Democratic ma-
jority in a year when a Republican had
a right to be elected—in a year in which
almost everything went Republican—Gov.

Douglas, who poses as the friend of the
common people, was elected, and this is
what e says to the people of Massachu-
setts cn the referendum: “It is a com-
mon complaint ‘that our legislatures are
not always responsive ito the people’s
will, and it would be quite within the
principles of a Democratic government
that b:” convenient means the will of the
pcople be made effective when legisla~
tive measures prove unsatisfactory.
Such raeasures have always been put to
the test elsewhere with results uniform-
ly gooc, and it ig difficult to see what ob-
jection there can be to such granting of
power over their legislation. As the
members of the Legislature are repre-
sentative of the people they should not
object if their constituents be given the
power to reverse or approve their acts.
If the objection be made that ithe people
cannot be trusted, such an objection is a
denial of the success of popular govern-
ment, as shown by the history of town
meetings for more than two centuries.”
Now this is no innovation. This same
principle has built up New XEngland.
This same principle has influenced 400
towns in the State of Maine today.

You, sirs, who do not live in the cities,
but like myself live in a town where we
have a municipal government and a
board of selectmen, will admit the value
of the New England town meeting. In
the town of which I am a citizen wie have
that o!d town meeting, which meets and
continues for four or five days sometimes,
and we appropriate anywhere from $150,-
000 to $200,000 under this same government
that I am advocating here.

Any ‘ten people of the State of Maine
can compel the selectmen to put an arti-
cle in the warrant, asking for an appro-
priation or any other matter that they
see fit, and the selectmen are obliged to
do it. That is a much lower per cent.
than this bill provides for, which is ten
pen cent. of all the voters; while the
statute: provides that ten voters can com-
pel the insertion of an article in a war-
rant for anything they desire, and it is
compu.sory upon the selectmen to insert
such an article. ’

Ther2 is your initiative, such as we
have in ithis draft. When that matter
comes up in a town meeting it is referred
ito the people by a popular vote, and there
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is your referendum—and exactly as you
have it in that biil.

I know that ithe people, whenever a
constitutional amendment is proposed are
slow to adopt it. I myself would not
jump in haphazard to change our form
of government if I did not deem it was
wise. Our forefathers in framing that
constitution undoubtedly had exceptional
wisdom, and in the framing of that ithey
drafted such a law as they thought
would meet the exigencies of most any
case; and foreseeing that as ‘time went
on, and as different conditions came up
in the country it might be necessary to
change or modify that form of govern-
ment in our constitution, they provided
what I shall read to you:—“All power is
inherent in the people’—the genial sena-
tor from Xnox is certainly familiar with
that—‘all free government is founded on
their authority, and instituted for their
benefit. They have, therefore, an in-
alienable and indefeasible right to insti-
tute government, and to alter, reform,
or totally change ithe same when their
safety and happiness require it.””

So I say, in that one provision they
foresaw that such changes as this might
be necessary in the future, and provided
for it.

Now we have made the most wonder-
ful strides in most everything since that
constuiew..On went into effect. Why, the
men who framed that constitution could
not see the great developments that were
coming for this generation; ithey could
not see the wonderful developments of
elecitricity, orthe advancement to be made
in every element of progress,—history,
literature, science, art, maiteria medica—
everyithing!—or the changes made in gov-
ernment in order to meet those require-
ments. They could not see the organiza-
tion of million dollar corporations. They
could not see that in every Legislature
there was to be a lobby that was to con-
trol legislation in a great many cases;
and for that reason they could not pro-
vide for the exigencies of the present
time. These are new conditions which
confront us, ithat it is necessary for us
as a 'people, guarding and looking afiter
the rights of our fellow citizens—it is
absolutely necessary for us to meet these
new conditions and theories.

Gentlemen, we have all
Lawson’s “Frenzied Finance”

of us read
and the

denunciations he has made of the differ-
ent corporations, and we believe them.
And I say to you if half of the accusa-
tions made in those articles are true, is
it not necessary to have some form of
government to check and ithrottle their
various schemes?

Now it has been said to me by a great
many people through this ILegislature
and in Augusta this winter,—“Who is
asking for this Legislation?”’ I have told
who it was. It is the common people of
the State of Maine,—the people who,
when election-day comes, we are all of ug
glad to see,—the people who hold the des-
tiny of this State within the hollow of
their hands, and the people we have got
to recognize. When 15,000 people ask to
have a matter submitted to them, to see
whejuier they will pass it or not, and you
subvert this Legislature and say them
nay, we are disregarding the rights of
the common people who sent us here;
because in the State of Maine we have no
aristocracy—we have the common people,
and those are the ones we should legis-
late for, because the other class will care
for themselves.

This, gentlemen, does not in any way
provide that any provision of the consti-
tution can be submitted to the people.
It only provides thait acts of the ILegis-
lature shall be submitted to the people,
and therefore there is no danger of the
resubmission of the liquor law to the
people under this provision.

We have got ito go a step farther with
another provision for the resubmission of
constitutional questions to them, so I
say you are perfectly safe in adopting
this matter.

Now it seems ito me from what I have
learned this winter in regard to these
matters and petitions that we have ar-
rived ait the point in our history when it
is necessary to stop and consider, and
take soundings, or else we may fast drift
upon the shoals that other great repub-
lics have drifted upon when ithey have
not heeded the voice of the common peo-
ple. We may drifit where Russia is to-
day in its disregard of the common peo-
ple of (that nation.

Do you not think it is safe, fellow sena-
tors to allow the people to say whether
they shall have a law or not,—the com-
mon people who work, and who by the
sweat of their brow get their own dalily



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE, MARCH 22.

779

bread; for I assure you that the humble
day laborer who works with his hands
has a soul within him, and is entitled to
ithe same privileges as the great captains
of indusitry, who have been the light
and the wonder of the world.

On the other hand, there has been no
occupation or mechanical labor so exact-
ing that does not employ the exercise of
appreciation, refledtion, memory and
judgment.

On motion by Mr. Heselton of Kennebec,
the Senate here took a recess until 2
o’clock P. M.

Afernoon Session.

Wednesday, March 22, 1905.

On motion by Mr. Clark of Hancock,
bill ‘“An Act to authorize the town of
Castine, county of Hancock, to construct
for itself, persons and corporations a sys-
tem of water works within said town,”
under suspension of the rules took its
second reading, and was passed to be en-
grossed.

Mr. Allen of York moved to reconsider
the vote to adhere to its action on the
Monterey bill, so called. The motion was
lost, seven genators voting in opposition
to the motion and five in favor thereof,

The debate with reference to the Refer-
endum was here resumed:

Mr. POTTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President, I listened with a great deal
of interest this morning ito the indict-
ment of the Legislature by ithe senator
from Hancock, but I do not feel it nec-
essary (to attempt a reply ito his entire
argument, or to take much of the time of
the Senate.

‘When the senator from Kennebec said
yesterday that the negotiable instru-
ments bill was the most important meas-
ure before the Legislature he forgot that
this referendum scheme was coming up
today. hat he said about the impor-
tance of the negotiable instruments bill
is ‘true of ithis resolve. It is far and
away the most important measure of the
session. I¢ proposes not only to amend
the constitution of the State, but it pro-
poses to do so in several very funda-
mental and important respects.

It proposes, in ithe first place, to give
to the people an absolute veto on every
act of the Legislature not passed by a
two-thirds vote. It proposes, in the next
place, to give to the people the right to
initiate legislation, and to enact legisla-
ition independently of the Legislature,
and in spite of ithe Legislature.

The senator from Knox proposed early

in the session to abolish 'the office of
liguor commissioner. The committee of
which ray friend from Kennebec is chair-
man, proposed ito abolish the office of
State printer. It is reserved to the Sena-
itor from Hancock in the last ithree or
four days of the session to abolish the
functions of the Legislaiture.

Now, the referendum as applied to spec-
ial legislation we are familiar with, and
we are in favor of it. For instance, my
own itown, the largest town in the State,
thinks it wants ito become one of the
smallest cities of the State. A special act
has been passed here giving Brunswick
a. city charter. It is to have an oppor-
tunity 1o say whether it wants it or not.
That is all right. That application of the
doctrine of the referendum is familiar to
us, but apply it to general legislation is
a differsnt proposition, and for one I am_
opposed. to it on general grounds.

I do not think it necessary, as the sena-
tor froin Hancock thinks it necessary, to
change our form of government, and go
across the ocean to ‘the republic of
Switzerland to find a model, or even to
g0 to the Democratic |governor of Massa-
chusetts. The present method of making
ithe laws, which has been good enough
for our fathers and forefatners for 125
years, is good enough for us. I believe
in the principle and in the practice of
representative government. I Dbelieve
that a Legislature representing all parts
of ithe Staite, and coming here to com-
pare views, exchange information, give
hearings, and for arguing the thing pro
and con—assuming that the Legislature
is only an average body of men—I say
they ar: better qualified to make ithe laws
of the State ithan the people are, sepa-
rated and scalttered in their homes.

Now, I say on general grounds, without
taking the time of the Senate to develop
that proposition any further, that I pre-
fer the old ito the present system. The
burden is wvery strongly on those who
would pass it; senators should be satis-
fied of the necessity of the change before
voting for it.

So much for the general grounds of
opposition to ithe doctrine of the referen-
dum as applied to general legislation, but
I have a special objection ito this bill.
It is ithe objection which the senator
from Flennebec urged with great force
vesterday to the negotiable instruments
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act, and I told the senator from Kenne-
bec that in my judgmenit no man who had
not sufficiently considered the negotiable
instruments act oughit to vote against it.
‘What is true of that is true of this.

This is not a proposition to tinker the
statutes. 1 have sometimes thought we
have done more of that this winter than
we ought to have done—at a session fol-
lowing a session revising the statutes!
I have sometimes thought we ought to
have left the body of the statute some-
what as it was two years ago.

This is a proposition to change the con-
stitution of the State. It comes here re-
ported from ithe committee by an adverse
vote of that committee, and the propo-
gition is made to substitute the minority
report three days before the Legislature
is to adjourn—on this bill which is be-
fore us, and which has been printed, and
which we have had an opportunity to
consider how long?—not over four days,
jncluding Sunday. That is the proposi-
tion which the senator from Hancock
asks this body to adopt, a proposition
to make a new constitution, or change
the old one in fundamental respects.

The senator from Kennebec suggested
vesterday that possibly I could not pass
an examination on the comtents of nego-
tiable instruments. I am afraid that is
so. I doubt if I could have stood a cross-
examination on it; and I wonder how
many members of the Senate are familiar
with tthis proposition—sufficiently familiar
with it to itry to make it a law.

I notice this morning on my desk an
anonymous circular asking the Senate
some questions about this. I should not
consider that an anonymous circular was
worth answering if the senator from
Hancock had not made it a part of his
argument this morning, and as underly-
ing ithis question. I propose to give my
answer from my point of view, which
may not be the point of view of any
other senator here.

This is the question proposed this morn-
ing by the senator from Hancock,—Do
you think it will be right to deny the
people an oportunity to decide for them-
selves whether or not they shall have the
referendum? The senator from Hancock
says we are not making this a law; we
are simply moving ‘this thing along so
that the people can vote on it.

Now, my answer is this, which, as I

say,
any

may not be the point of view of
other senator here. The constitu-
tion, providing for its own amendmenit,
says: ““Whenever two-thirds of both
Houses deem it necessary.” The mem-
bers of the Legislature are not merely to
pass the proposiulon along because they
think correctly or mistakenly that the
people want to vote on it. We are here
to express our own judgment. The pro-
cess of constitutional amendment, Mr.
President, should be slow. Beiween the
constitution of this State and any change
in it there ought to be the independent
judgment of the Legislature and the in-
dependent judgment of the people. We
are to decide whether in our judgment
the constitution of the State should be
changed. I refuse for one to vote for any
amendment to the consititution because of
any real or supposed popular demand
that the amendment be submitted 4to the
people. I deny ithe proposition that the
people wamit this amendment. I deny the
proposition of law that they are entitled
to it if they do want it, unless the Legis-
lature thinks so. As I have said, whether
we g0 slowly or rapidly in tinkering the
statutes we ought to go slowly in chang-
ing ithe fundamenital law of the State.

If ithis referendum business is demand-
ed it will come. The people are the
source of power, and the people will
change this constitution if they want it
changed when they get ready to change
it. It is better that the change in the
constitution should come slowly than
ithat there should be a mistake in it. It
is better that we should exercise our own
independent judgment than that we
should merely pass the proposition along
for popular approval or disapproval.

I would consider with great care the
popular view if I knew what the popular
view was. Having done that I would de-
cide on my own judgment whether to
submit ithe amendment to the people or
not. That is the method provided for in
the constitution itself, and there is the
souna reason of public policy back of it;
and when ithe Senate comes this after-
noon to vote on this proposition I hope
each senator will vote to express his real
judgment upon it, and not in response to
any popular demand which may or may
not exist.

Just one ithing further. Because this
proposition is one to amend the consti-
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tution of the State it requires a two-
thirds vote. It cannot pass this Senaite
or the House without a two-thirds vote
of each branch. I imagine, Mr. Presi-
dent, without knowing much about it
ithat tnat rule may not apply to prelimi-
nary votes; that is, to pass it to be en-
grossed—that the majority may be suffi-
cient for that; but when it comes to its
final passage then the resolve requires
a two-thirds vote.

Now I hope and believe that it will not
be necessary to invoke ithat rule. I hope
and believe that a majority of this body
will turn this new-fangled notion—be-
cause it is a new-fangled notion in this
part of ithe country—down until the
necessity for it is further demonstrated.

Mr. HESELTON of KXennebec: Mr.
President, I must have made a different
kind of speech yesterday than I antici-
pated to have secured from my friend,
the senator from Cumberland, so many
remarks in connection with. the bill that
is presented here today.

He says, and I agree with him, that
ithis measure is the most important meas-
ure that is before the Legislature at the
present time. I do not know but it su-
persedes and exceeds the importance of
ithe measure in regard to negotiable in-
struments, but the difference between
these two measures is this: The other
ithat was before the Legislature, and
which the committee, of which the sena-
tor from Cumberland is one of ithe most
distinguished members, reported unani-
mously in favor of yesterday—had no
referendum attached to it. There was no
opportunity for the people of this State
to say whether that measure, which car-
ried with it the overturning of all busi-
ness relations of ithe State in respect to
negotiable instruments, should be looked
into by the people, and by them, after
consideration, be accepted or rejected
but its practical operation was by one
fell swoop of this Legislature to wipe out
existing conditions.

Now, this measure comes in a differ-
ent guise, in a different form. It says
this,—if we present it to the people, the
people who have delegated to us the
power to come here and make laws—
thait people will consider it, and if they
wish adopt it or reject it.

I know of no better way to ascertain

the wil. of the people than to present the
public measures ithat we pass here to
them, and afiter due discussion and delib-
eration on ithe stump and in the news-
papers of the State, ask them whether
they want the measure or not. It seems
to me that represents the true form of
Democratic government.

Now, ithe senator from Cumberland
savs that the legislators coming here
from all parts of the State are better
qualifiedl to legislate than ‘the people
scattered in various parts of the State.
I 'think that that is an assumption of
fact which is not borne out by the prin-
ciples of our government.

We come here ito represent the people
of our sections of the State. I am here
as one of the representatives of the
county of Kennebec; I am not here to set
up my wisdom above the wisdom of ithe
people; I am here simply to reflect if I
can ithe wishes of the people. If the laws
that I pass, or assist in passing, are good
laws I am willing for my constituents to
say wrether they think they are good
laws or bad laws.

Now, that is all this referendum meas-
ure carries with it. Why, in 1879 we had
an election which was called the cam-
paign of education. It was about the
financial question that was then involved.
We went out to the people, and we
talked to the people upon that subject.
We did nott ithink that they were so much
inferior to us that they could not under-
stand that subject, and that their judg-
ment would not be the correct judgment.

Then, when the ‘traiff question came up
in our elections of a few years ago we
went lefore the people again on the
stump, and asked them to consider the
compley. question of the tariff law; and
when they had considered it voted upon
the question. We now believe that their
judgment was the best thait could have
been rendered at that time, and it has
since proved to be correct.

Then later when the question of a gold
standard was raised we went before the
people and talked to them about that,
and we asked them to give ‘their votes
and sustain the gold standard. They did
so, and it has proven a successful meas-
ure in ‘this country. And do we now
want to say that our constituents were
wise only in one way in selecting us to
come here and make laws for them af-
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ter submikting such important questions
to them in the past and approving of
itheir wisdom expressed by their votes on
these subjects? It seems t0 me that is
an absurd proposition. They want us to
here enact measures because they have
confidence in us, and should we not have
the same confidence in them, to say if
these measures are wise support them, if
unwise reject them by turning them
back to them and letting them consider
ithem and vote upon them.

As ithe senator from Hancock said this
morning, measures are coming in here
every day of this Legislature about which
none of us know anything; they are
creeping in here, and measures are being
enacted that none of us will recognize
when we read the volume that reports
the laws of 1905 and I say it is wise to
have an opportunity for the people as
well as for ourselves ito look over such
work, and if that work shows wisdom on
our part let them approve of it; if it is
unwise let them do what they should to
condemn it.

Now, as ithe senator from Cumberland
says, this is a measure that reaches oui
to all the enactments of the Legislature.
If the senator from Hancock passes his
amendment to ithis measure it does not
reach out to all Legislature enactments:
it reaches out to all measures except
those of appropriations and emergency.
Is not ithat right, Mr. Senator?

Mr. CLARK: It is true.

Mr. HESELTON: Then all the other
measures should go before the people
and be considered by them. Why, gen-
tlemen, as a matter of fact, Legislatures
in the past have done what?—they have
surrendered franchises fo individuals and
corporation franchises to corporations.
In my own city I can speak from per-
sonal experience; we surrendered to a
few men the privilege of taking over a
franchise which in the end when we re-
claimed that property 'took more than
$200,000 out of our community and that
too when the franchise of the property
did not represent one dollar of invested
capital for fthe original incorporators.
Now if ‘the people had had an oppor-
tunity to consider that franchise act
when it had been passed here, inadvert-
ently, without due consideration, what
do you ithink?—would not they have pro-
tected themselves?

The senator from Cumberland is about
to take part in a measure similar to that,
and he cannot save the ciuzens of hig
community from paying an exorbitant
price for whait:—for the franchise that
was surrendered a few people—the right
to deliver water ito the citizens of Bruns-
wick, and the citizens of Brunswick will
pay that price for a franchise that never
cost ithe promotors a cent, but which be-
longed ito the people; ithe illustration
mighit be carried on ad infinitum.

‘We have a few more franchises left in
this 'State which will be sought for by
individuals, and if we have this referen-
dtm measure ithe question of the sur-
render of those franchises could go be-
fore the people and be considered and be
decided by them who are the parties most
interested.

Why, I say this is one of the best meas-
ures, if not the most important measure
that has been presented to the Legisla-
ture, because it gives the people a chance
to return in a certain way ‘to the old
openr town meeting; and the town meet-
ing of New Emngland, and the little red
schoolhouse of New England, ure the
two fadtors ‘that have made New Eng-
land what it is.

I had no desire to speak upon this ques-
tion. It seemed to me it would address
itself to the judgment of the senators
here without discussion; and I only offer
these few points in ithe full belief that
this is the best measure ithat has been
presented here this session. I have
simply one more suggestion and then 1
am done.

How will the senator from Cumberland
ascerttain ithe will of the people if 16,000
petitioners does not demonstrate to him
that there is a desire for this measure?
How will he ascertain the people’s wishes
if he stifles it here this proposed amend-
ment? How will he find out whait the
people want? How will he represent the
good people of Cumberland county, if he
does not give them a chance to express
themselves at the ballot box upon this
measure? If he can answer me I would
like to have him do so. If we can sub-
mit to the people, with confidence in their
judgment, such complex questions as
those of finance and tariff; can we doubit
their ability to comprehend and decide
aright this question? This is the only
question really involved today, whether
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we are willing the people should decide for recognition. It

whether they will receive the acts of the
Legislature or not. If after discussion
and refledtion a majority of our voters
say they do wish for the right I believe
we take no chances in giving to ‘them
that privilege.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President.
I agree with the senaitor from Cumber-
land, with ithe senator from Hancock,
and also with the senator from Kenne-
bec, that ithis is one of the most im-
portant measures that has been before
this Legislature. And I could not help
thinking of the words which express my
feelings ait this time,—the words of John
Adams, ‘“Sink or swim, live or die, sur-
vive or perish, I give my heart and my
hand to this measure!” That was for ithe
Declaration of Independence, and in those
same burning words I may state I am for
the referendum, because it represents
the voice of the people of 'this country.

I cannot but heed the views of 16,000
petitioners as they come up here from
the different walks of life. They are not
alone of the Federation of Labor or the
Civic League, but of the sterling element
of the State of Maine, which demands at
our hands simply the righit to vote upon
all public measures that interest them
and interegt us.

The same spirit should be kept alive
ithat gave us the victory at Yorktown
and at Bunker Hill. It is the spirit which
imbues the common people ithat makes
this government so great and glorious.
That same spirit animating the history
of the late rebellion gave us the victory
and placed our flag high upon the ram-
parts. It was that spirit which we in-
herited from our forefathers, that has
been handed down ithrough the genera-
tions, which gave us what the people
said we should have—liberty in this land
of ours. And it will be a sorry day for
us when we stifle that patriotism which
took hold of ithis people way back in ’76,
anw which was again so beautified and
glorified in ithe days of ’61.

Let us keep alive that glad spirit of
the people, because it was their blood
which has given us ithis grand liberty,
and made it possible for us to be here in
a free country like this today.

I cannot but believe that the 16,000 peo-
ple from the different sections of ‘the
State should be heeded. They are asking

is a fact that we
cannot ainsay that the corporaitions of
this country have taken control of it,
and thar; the common citizen is beginning
to feel that he has no rights which the
corporation is bound to respect.

Give them the right to pass upon all
great measures, and you will pass the
responsioility upon the common man to
make good his citizenship, and it will
make him feel that he is a true Ameri-
can.

I am in favor of the referendum be«
cause it gives to the people the right
to step on the great corporations. There-
fore give them the right; put the re-
sponsibi ity upon them, and I tell you we
shall never regret if. We can trust the
common people in this matter. If we
have the referendum we shall have it in
400 towns in the State of Maine. We al-
ways have had it in most matters, and it
is the best element in the American form
of government today. Without the peo-
ple’s vo.ce 'to setitle these matters I tell
you we would soon drift into anarchy.

On this the people must be heard.
Sixteen thousand petitioners have come
here asking us ito give them the referen-
dum. We can ‘trust them to vote upon it
on all measures, wisely, and ‘they will
feel a rasponsibility they do not feel at
the present time.

There is something more to it. The
Legislature will be more careful what
bills they pass when they know the peo-
ple have a right to vote upon that legis-
lation. .

And it will do another thing, which is a
most pernicious thing, and which has
surrounded this Legislature and every
other for the last fifteen years—it will do
away with the lobby that comes here and
undertakes to control the legislation of
the State. They will have to go home
and stay ithere, because legislators will
be careful what kind of votes they cast,
because they know that then it will be
referred to the people.

Let us refer it to the people; that is all
we ask for in this case! 16,000 people have
come here voluntarily asking as Ameri-
can citizens that ithey shall have tthe
right tc pass upon the legislation we
have in this State; and I hope, Mr. Presi-
dent, that ithe voice of ithe people will be
heard, and if we accomplish that we shall
have done our duty 'to them.
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Mr. ALLEN of York: Mr. President, I
did not think of saying a word on this
subject maibter until late, but I want to
say at the outset that if there has been
one .... that has been before the Legis-
lature which I have studied more than
another it is this Senate documenit 244.

I have studied it carefully with a view
of thinking out in my mind the effect if
this bill was passed and finally became a
law. When I began to inquire as to ithe
source of the bill, as to whether any
great number of people from my sec-
tion of the State were desirous of legis-
lation in this direction, I failed to find
any demand from my secdtion.

Now, if the gentlemen who have pre-
ceded me in favor of the minority report
make special reference ito the claim of
16,000 in favor of this bi. by petitions, I
would say that I think something like
60,000 were in evidence favoring the re-
submission bill, which is a constitutional
amendment; and yet this Legislature and
the previous Legislature declined to grant
resubmission, because there was no de-
mand for it. This Legislature and pre-
vious Legislatures have always granted
the passage of bills when the public have
demanded it, and the referendum will
probably be no exception. In the bill
before us, because it is a change of fun-
damental law I do not think there is any
popular demand for it at this time; and
that is my position in opposing the bill.

Mr.. HESELTON: I would like to ask
ithe Senator from York if.he meant whalt
he said, that ithere were 60,000 men who
asked for the restbmission of the pro-
hibitory law?

Mr. ALLEN: I think I am right.

Mr. HESELTON: I think the Senator
refers to an argument made in 'the House
{that 60,000 democrats had voted on one
side of the question.

Mr. STAPLES or Knox: [ wish there
were 60,000, but I guess there were not
quite that.

Mr. MILLS of Hancock: Mr. Pregident
and Senators, I am fully aware that a
very able discussion has already been
made, and I am just as well aware that
I cannot from my knowledge add any-
thing more to what has been said in the
line of legal arguments or logical debate;
but ithe fact ithat only 16,000 people have
asked for this referendum is somewhait
of a misrepresentation.

Sixteen thousand have signed the
petitions, asking for this resolve
to g0 through this Legislature.
Those petitions represent 25000 mem-
bers of Ithe Civic ILeague of this

State, and the character and quality of
the men who make up the Civic League
is not open to question; and 1 am sure
the members of this Senatle wili attri-
bute enough to the judgment and dis-
cretion of those men to know what they
are asking for. 25,000 Grangers are rep-
resented on these petitions. To be sure
not all that number have signed the pa-
pers, but the number of endorsments
coming from the different Granges repre-
sent fully 25,000 members of that noble
organizajtion. Or rather,—50,000 Grangers
is the correct number, and 25,000 members
of the Federation of Labor; making in
all 100,000 men—100,000 people who favor
and have petitioned for ithis resolve to
go through this Legislature.

There is just one point more jthat I
want to bring to your attention. It has
been set out here that it is late in the
session; that we have only had four
days to consider this proposition.

Why, it appears to me, fellow Senators,
tthat it has been under consideration ever
since 'this Legislature convened here. It
seems to me it has been a question which
has been agitated more strenuously than
any other matiter.

Funthermore a principle is involved in
this question, and when any question
comes up in which a principle is involved
it does not require very much considera-
tion on my part to decide which way my
vote shall go, provided ithe principle is
as clean-cut and well-defined ag it is here.
The principle is whether or not we shall
itake one step more in the line of demo-
cratic form of government.

In the past every war which we have
foughit, every drop of blood which has
been shed, and every act which we have
done as a Government, has simply taken
us one step nearer to the consummation
of ‘the perfect democracy, and thig is
right in line with our best history; this
is right in line with all the impontant
action we have taken in the past as a
nation:—and it seems to me, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the measure ought to pass
this Senaite at this time, and I trust it
will prevail.

The question being put, the Yeas and
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Nays were called for and ordered, and the
vote being had on the motion to substitute
the minority report for the majority re-
port, resulted as follows: Those voting
Yea were Messrs. Bailey, Brown, Clark,
Curtis, Heselton, Mills, Morse, Owen, Phi-
loon, Staples, Sturgis, Tartre (12). Thoss
voting Nay were Messrs. Allen, Ayer,
Bartlett, Furbish. Irving, Knowlton,
Plummer, Potter, Shackford, Simpson.
Stetson (11). The following pair was an-
nounced—Pike with Gardner.

So the motion prevailed, and the minori-
ty report was substituted for the major-
ity. The bill then took its first reading,
and on motion hy Mr. Clark of Hancock,
took its second reading under suspension
of the rules, and was passed to be en-
grossed.

Mr. Pierce for the committee on legal
affairs, on bill ““An Act to abolish the of-
fice of public printer,” reported that the
special committee on State printing, hav-
ing reported fully upon the subject mat-
ter of the above entitled act, no action
is necessary by this committee. Report
accerpted.

The joint standing committee on legal
affairs submitted its final report, which
was accepted.

The President appointed on the part of
the Senate as conferees on the resolve re-
lating to the Insane hospital--Messrs.
Morse, Pike and Brown.

On motion by Mr. Heselton of XXennebec,
House document 521, being bill to abolish
the common council of Augusta, was tak-
en from the table; and on further motion

. by the same senator House amendment A
was adopted In concurrence. On his fur-
ther motion the rules were suspended,
and the bill took its second reading and
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Sturgis of Cumber-
land, House document 418, ‘“Resolve to
amend Chapter 194 of the Resolves of
1893, relating to industrial exhibits,” was
taken from the table. Mr. Morse of Wal-
do, moved suspension of the rules, and
that the Resolve take its second reading
at the present time.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent, My experience with appropria-
tions for industrial matters has been
such that T feel not in favor of making
an appropriation for any industrial
matter., Two years ago when we
made an appropriation of $40,000 for
the St. Louis Exposition, what did it
amount to? We appropriate ‘a great
deal of money here, and it seems to me
a waste of money to appropriate on
this matter $1500, and I hope the mat-
ter will be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. MORSE of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
suppose it is very plain to the mem-
bers of this Senate why the Senator
from Knox should oppose a measure of
this kind.

Some of these appropria-’

tions amounting to hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars he does not object to,
but if an appropriation carries $200 he
sees it with magnified vision. The
facts are simply these: This resolve is
to increase the stipend of the Maine
State Agricultural Society, one of the
grandest industrial institutions in the
State of Maine, and perhaps one of the
oldest. There is no citizen of Maine
that does not take some pride in the
Maine State Tair. We have re-
ceived an annual stipend in years past
of $1000. 'The Maine State Fair Iis
from $2200 to $3000 in debt. As vyou
will remember the Central Maine Fair
was down here and they have taken
$4000 to Waterville, and I am in favor
of it. It is money to be taken out of
the treasury of the State of Maine,
and to be paid hack to the farming in-
dustries of the whole State. It is to
foster and- encourage those industries
that this money is appropriated. This
matter has for one reason and another,
on personal grounds, been hung up in
the House. One gentleman thought
the trustees were getting too much
pay. Another man had some presonal
interest, and he said he had a chance
to knife it, and he wasn’t going to let
that chance go by. So that both this
resolve and the Central Maine Fair re-
solve were delayed, but have moved
along almost unanimously in the
House, and come through without a
scratch, and they stand today as
originally proposed. I suggest that
we have fooled with these matters
enough. This is a matter that ap-
peals directly to you, and it appeals to
every farming industry in the State of
Maine; and shall we bicker over this
matter in the last days of the session.
I do not think we should. Mr. Presi-
dent, T hope the Senator will withdraw
his pretensions.

Mr. STAPLES: No.

Mr. MORSE: We will see.

Mr. STAPLIES: Mr. President, I am
not visionary as to these appropria-
tions. The people are not visionary,
either. I deny that this $1500 is going
to benefit the agricultural interests of
this State. I insist that it will help
the officers of that association who are
taking it out of the people without any
just return. I have not opposed mat-
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ters here which I believed for the in-
terests of the people. I was not vis-
ionary when I opposed the appropria-
tion of $40,000, and if my eyesight is
good today the only thing I saw that
went out there was a log cabin for the
$40,000. This $1500 is not demanded by
the farmers of this State. It comes
with bad grace from the Senator from
Waldo to say that I am inconsistent
when 1 vote for the $120,:00 for the in-
stitution at Bangor, which the people
are clemoring for, and which the suf-
fering of our State demands. I am
not visionary when I vote for the new
wing at the Bangor hospital, or against
the damp cells of the gunpowder re-
ceptacle across the river. I am in fa-
vor of appropriations for legitimate
purposes. So long as I have been in
this State I have never raised my
voice against the agricultural interests
of the State or for humanity and so
long as I am able to open my mouth I
never will.

Mr. MORSE of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent, T am glad to hear from the Sena-
tor from Knox, and I am also pleased
to know that he has no fear of gun-
powder; but I do not notice any
Grand Army button. I think, per-
haps. at the time when they wanted
men, the gentleman was perhaps ap-
plying himself to the law instead of
the musket. I like to hear men talk
that way, first rate! It does not ap-
ply to the nuestion today. Xere is an
institution giving the grandest exhibi-
tion in the State unable to receive
from the entrance money a suflicient
sum tc meet expenditures and pay
their premiums. I am one of the
trustees, and have been for several
yvears, and consequently I feel that [
can speak with some knowledge of the
matter. This fair has been running
for nearly forty years, and has never
raised its entrance fee of fifty cents.
Everybody receives just consideration

there, and everybody receives their
premiums if they can receive gate
money enough to pay them. The

patrons of the fair have been so well
satisfied with the conduct of the
officers of the fair that they have not
even murmured because they were un-
able to pay their premiums on account
of rainy days. In 1901 we could not

pay our premiums. We did not pay
them in 1902. 'We made money enough
so0 that we paid them in part, as we
did in 1902. In 1903 we paid our pre-
miums and $2000 on the debt. In 1904
it rained, and we went in debt $2000,
so we stand precisely where we stood
before. The trustees receive $200 a
vear. There is no secret about it. One
lives in Washington county. I live in
Waldo county. Another in Cwmnber-
land or York. And these men meet
month after month every month jn the
year, for their meetings, at an ex-
penditure of considerable time in
travel. If the amount is too much,
I hope the gentleman will introduce an
amendment to cut it down.

_Mr. Morse of Waldo, moved that the
Resolve be indefinitely postponed, and
called for the yeas and nays. 'T'he same
were ordered, and the vote being had,
resulted as follows: Those voting Yea
were—Messrs. Pike, Staples, Stetson (3).
'Those voting Nay were—Messrs. Ayer,
Bailey, Bartlett, Brown, Clark, Curtis,
Furbish, Heselton, Irving, Knowlton,
Morse, Philoon, Plummer, Potter, Simp-
son, Sturgis, Tartre (17).

So the motion to indefinitely postpone
was lost, and on motion by Mr. Morse the
resolve took its second reading under
suspension of the rules and was passed
to be engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Clark of ancock,
Senate document 198, bill relating to sal-
aries of judges of probate of the various
counties was taken from the table. On
motion by Mr. Stetson of Penobscot, Sen-
ate amendment A was adopted and the
bill as amended was passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion by Mr. Morse of Waldo. the
Resonlve in relation to Widows Island was
taken from the table, the epnding ques-
tion being upon the motion of that sen
ator that the Resolve be indefinitely post-
poned. Senator Morse withdrew his mo-
tion, and on motion by Mr. Sturgis of
Cumberland. under suspension of the
rules, the bill took its second reading.

The Resolve was amended by prefixing
the following title—‘Resolve in favor of
Widows Island,” and as amended the
resolve was passed to be engrossed.

Mr. Gardner of Penobscot, presented
Resolve in favor of clerk hire for the
committee on taxation, and the same was
referred to the committee on appropria-
tions and financial affairs.

On motion of Mr. Plummer of Andros-
coggin, House bill 432, relating to appor-
tioning of expenses of bridges between
towns, was taken from the table. On fur-
ther motion by the same senator the vote
whereby the bill was passed to bhe en-
grossed was reconsidered, and on the
same senator’s motion Senate amendment
A was adopted, and the bill as amended
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Sturgis of Cumber-
land, bill “An Act relating to the protec-
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tion of deer in Kennebee, XKnox. Waldo
and Lincoln counties,” was taken from
the table. On further motion by the same
senator the Senate non-concurred in the
amendment offered by the House, ana
Senate amendmenrt A, amending the title
of the bill, was adopted, and the bill as
amended was passed to be engrossed.

An Act relating to the compensation of
registers of probate came from the House.
House amendments A and E adopted by
that branch. The amendmernts were
adopted in concurrence, and the bill as
amended 'was passed to be engrossed.

An Act relating to the compensation of
registers of deeds came from the House
with House amendment A adopted in that
branch.

Mr. Staples of Knox moved that the

Senate concur with the House in the
adoption of the amendment.

Mr, STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent, I am somewhat surprised that
the recommendation of the majority of
the delegation was not accepted. Th=
office of the Register of Deeds of our
county is now, by that amendment put
at $1000. It is an important office; and
if the Senators will look over the State
you will find it is not in proportion to
c¢ther salaries of the registers of deeds
n the State. The register of deeds re-
quires an assistant to properly perform
his duties. All deeds have to be com-
pared. The volume of business is very
large. It takes the whole time of the
register for the year. He can do no
other business. He cannot get a clerk
for less than $200 or $300 o year who is
capable to do the woirk required. With
his salary at $1000 clerk hire to th=2
amount of $300 was not too much, We
give that to the Clerk of Courts, and
that amount is accepted by the com-
mittee on salaries, and certainly the
register of deeds in Knox county
should have as much pay as the clerk
of courts of that county.

There is another fact about it. Thea
register of deeds has received from the
office at least from $1,300 tc $1,400, and
this action cuts him down still more.
You cannot get a competent man who
will give his whole time for a salary of
$1,000 if the amendment prevails, T
only ask for what is right
as compared with other coun-
ties. When you take into con-
sideration the amount of work to be
performed you will agree with me that
it takes the register of deeds all the
time, and he needs a clerk more than
any other officer of the county for the

purpose of comparison of deeds which
are required, and the comparison of
copies. It is a mattar of no personal
interest to me, but in the volume of
business in the county I think that this
amendrient is unfair to the register of
deeds of Knox county.

Mr. STETSON: Mr. President, I was
on the committee on salaries, and it
was the custom, at the request of that
committee, for the several delegations
to furnish that committee a written re-
port of what they considered in their
judgment were fair and equitable
salaries for the various cffices of their
counties.

In th2 matter of Knox county there
was a livision of opinion as to what
should be the compvpensation for the
various oftices, and we had no report as
a whole from that couunty. We had a
personal report from some of the mem-

bers, cs the county is politically
divided.

We Lad a hearing in the matter of
the regzister of deads, and several

gentlenen appeared from that county,
and as you will see in the report the
special committees paid outin 1903 $206
for clerk hire. Most of the registers of
deeds .n the State have had their
salaries increased by your committee,
the special committee on salaries feel-
ing that justice had not been done to
particu’ar individuals.

We recognize the importance at all
times of having a clerk in the office of
the register of deeds. We felt justified
in giving him $1,000 for his own per-
sonal compensation, which is about as
low as any register of deeds, and as he
has paid out $206 for clerk hire we
thoughy, $300 for clerk hire was not an
unreascnable amount.

The Senate non-concurred with the
House in the adoption of the amendment.

An Act relating to the location and as-
sessment of damages for property taken
for public vses, taken from the table on
motion by Mr. Clark of Hancock, and ta-
bled by him and reassigned for tomorrow
for consideration.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox, bill
‘“An Ac: to amend Section 73 of Chapter 10
of the Fevised Statutes, in relation to the
collecticn of taxes, was assigned for con-
sideration tomorrow.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
House Jdocument 441, “An Act to amend
Section 73, Chapter 10, of the Revised
Statutes, in relation to the collection of
taxes,” was taken from the table, and on
his further motion House amendment A
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was adopted, and the bill took its second
reading under suspension of the rules
and was prassed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr., Tartre of York, bill
in reference to the Pepperell Manufactur-
ing Company was assigned for tomorrow
morning Yor consideration.

On motion by Mr. Allen of York, bill
“An Act to incorporate the Fall Brook
Dam and Improvement Company,” to-
gether with the report of the committee
on judiciary ‘“‘ought not to pass,” was tak-
en frem the table., On further motion by
the same senator the bill was substituted
for the report. On his further motion Sen-
ate amendment A was adopted, the bill
took its first reading, and under suspen-
sion of the rules took its second reading
and ‘was passed to be engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Brown of Kennebec,
the Senate adjourned to meet on Thurs-
day, March 23, 1905, at 10 o’clock in the
forenoon.



