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Thursday, Feb. 28, 1907.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

Prayer by Rev., Mr., Hayes of Gardi-
ner,

Journal of the previous session read
and approved.

Papers from the House disposed of
in concurrence.

Bill, An Act to incorporate the Pe-
nobscot Bay Electric Company which
was passed to be engrossed by the
Senate was returned from the House
amended by House amendment A and
as amended passed to be engrossed.
On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxferd
the Soenate  recongidered  the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
grossd and on his further motion
House amendment A was adopted in
concurrence; and the bill as amended
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Irving of Arvcos-
took the vote whercby the Senate re-
‘erred Bill, “An Act to proviile for tax-
ation of Trust Companies” to the com-
mittee on banks and banking, was re-
considered, and on his further motion
the same was referred to the commit-
tee 0 taxation.

On motion by Mr., Staples of Knox
the majority and minority reports on
BIill, An Act rclating to the police and
city marshal in the city of ‘Biddeford,
the majority report being ought not to
pass and the minority report, ought
to pass were layed upon the table.

The following communication was
received and referred to the commit-
tee on judiciary.

“To the President of the Senate and
Speaker of the House:

T have the honor to herewith trans-
mit House Joint Memorial No. 2, from
the Legislature of the state of Oregon
in relation to the election of United
States senators by the direct vote of
the people,

Very respectfully, etc.

(Signed) A. I. BROWN,

Secretary of the State.”

The following bill and petitions were
presented and referred:

Salaries and Fees.

By Mr. Proctor of Cumberland: Bill,
An Act to amend Section 11 of Chap-
ter 116 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to compensation of members of the
government. (On motion by the same
senator the bill was tabled to be print-
ed pending reference.)

Legal Affairs.

By Mr. Curtis of Cumberland—Pe-
tition of George F. Miller and others of
Portland for a law to prevent prize-
fights and sparring exhibitions.

Also—Petition of E. C, Dunnell and
10 others of Alna for same. On mo-

tion by Mr. Clarke of Lincoln, this
petition was placed on file.
Read and Assigned.
Resolve providing means for ex-

amination of claims for State pensions.
Resolve in favor of Farmington State
Normal School.

Reports of Committees.

The majority and minority reports
of the committee on legal affairs on
Bill, “An Act in relation to the Union
Water Power Company” werc sub-
mitted; the minority report signed by
Messrs. Staples, Martin, and sStearns,
ought not to pass and the majority
report, ought to pass in new draft
signed by Messrs, .diills, Clarke, Hall,
Dunton, Theriault, Dyer and Hadlock.

Mr, Hastings of Oxford moved to
substitute the minority report for the
majority report,

Mr. HeszIton of Kennebec thereupon
moved that the motion of the senator
from Oxfcrd be layed upon the table.

Mr. HASTINGS—I hope that motion
will not prevail and I call for the yeas
and nays.

Mr. HESELTON—I would like to
state my position in the making of that
motion.

Mr. HASTINGS—I object.

The question being called for the
yeas and nays were ordered and vote
being had resulted as follows:

Those wvoting yea were Messrs.
Brown, Deasy, Houston, Irving, Libby,
Parkhurst, Putnam, Heselton, Stearns,
Wyman, (10). Those voting nay were
Messrs. Bailey, Barrows, Foss, Garce-
lon, Hastings, Merrill, Philoon, Proc-
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tor, Rice, Staples, Tartre. (11)
motion was lost.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford—Mr.
President I insist upon my motion,

Mr. HESELTON—Mr. President, I
hope the senator from Oxford will en-
lighten some of the senators here, and
I am one of them, with a statement
of the reasons why the minority report
should be substituted for the majority
report. I have no doubt he has good
reasons, and personally I will say that
my mind, at the present time, is open
to any valid reasons that the gentle-
man give. I asked to have this lie upon
the table so that we could consider it
advisedly one week from today. I
simply want to know what is the right
course in this matter and I am willing
to take it. I am not committed to
either side of the proposition and if the
senator from Oxford would simply give
the Senate at this time a statement of
facts in regard to it, I shall certainly
appreciate it.

Mr. HASTINGS—Mr. President, I
will say in a word that my reason for
substituting the minority report for the
majority report is because my judg-
ment it is right. This proposition that
we have before us is an attempt on
the part of the Union Water Power
Company to tap the waters of our
beautiful lakes in this State. Another
special reason why I want this out of
the way is that I understand that the
Union Water Power Company with
their lobbyists last night, at a certain
hotel in this city apportioned and
marked off each one of us to be slaugh-
tered. I am tired and sick of this lob-
bying, about this measure, and I want
it out of the way.

Mr. HESELTON—I will state, Mr.
President, to the senator from Oxford
that 1 believe the individual senators
here are fire-proof as to the effect of
any lobby or to the abuses they might
bring to bear upon the senators and I
further think it is only fair to us to
want to vote right on this measure and
that we should have some time to con-
sider- it and have some one explain it.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox—Mr. Presi-
dent, for three weeks this matter has
been threshed out not only before the
committee but before everybody who

So the

would listen to the friends of the meas-
ure around this State House. 1 can-
not conceive that any senator who has
been here for the last two weeks is not
fully conversant with the ins and outs
of both sides of the case. We ask to
have this disposed of now, first be-
cause it is absolutely right; and that
is the main question. The measure
seeks to destroy the lakes of Maine;
and for that reason, if anybody was
not conversant with that matter, I
would not say a word; but everybrdy
must be conversant with it and why
should we keep thig along here now?
I amn strongly in favor, having heard
all the evidence and knowing what
there is about it that we proceed at
this time at this stage of the case to
say to the people of Maine that the
grand old lakes shall be protected.
Mr. IRVING of Aroosteok: Mr. Pres-
1dent, T would like some senator who
may be sufficiently familiar with the
Lill to inform the Senate whether or
not the proposed amendment is at-
tached to either of the reports or
whether T have been misinformed in
the matter. Tt seems to me, while T my-
sclf have no fears for the strength of
he lobby on either side of this nues-
tion and I stand today uncommitted
and propose and desire to vote as it
appears right to me yet T would like
to know if. T am informed correctly that
one of thesge reports carries with it an

amendment with which the senators
are not familiar.
The PRESIDENT: The secretary

suggests that the bill has been report-
e€d in a new draft.

(The secretary here read the new
draft.)
Mr. HESELTON: Mr. President, I

would like to make this inquiry through
you: TIs there a senator in this room
who ever heard of that bill before ves-
terdav, as it appears today in this new
draft?

Mr. HASTINGS: Mr. President, T will
say that this is the third form in which
this hill has appeared and after care-
ful examination by this committee it
appears that it is the same old bill or
same old proposition, dressed up in new
clothes—exactly the same except in
phraseology. It may be simmered right
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down to this: It is a proposition to tap
the bottom of these lakes and draw out
the water. I live on the upper part of
the Androscoggin river and have bus-
iness with and know the people up in
that vinicity, and they are absolutely
convinced that their sparce livelihood
which they eke out of that region will
be destroyed, It is simply taking the
bread right cut of their mouths and all
up through Oxford county and up
throngh the Rangeley lakes the hotel
proprietors feel the same way about it;
and they have a large summer business.
It is the same proposition that has been
before us since the beginning.

Mr. HESELTON: Mr. President, I
would like to inquire if the senator
from Oxford believes upon reflection

and cxamination of this bill that any
cenator would vote otherwise than his
conseience dictates as right, °

Mr. HASTINGS: Certainly not:

Mr. HESELTOXN: Why not allow us
<some little time to examine this bill
and «ce if it ig an old measure in new
c¢lothes or is a good measure for us to
consider, T would make the motion that
the Senate rcconsider the vote whereby
the Senate refused to lay this report
upcn the table, and give the senators
time to examine it. If it is to be a case
of gag law. If it is necessary to rush
ihig report through the Senate that is
oric thing. If it is the purpose
to give us a chance to examine it and
then vote as we deem right, that is
another thing. T say frankly that my
sympathy is on the side of the lakes
anda I want to vote right -on the meas-
ure.,

AMr. HASTINGS: Mr.  President, I
think there is already a motion before
the Renate,

Mr. GARCELON of Androscoggin:
Mr. President, T do not know as I
should have voted. T am paired with the
senator from Sagadahoc. Senator Rew-
all. on this question. I will make a mio-
tion e reconsider that vote. I voted to
bring this matter up at this time as T
was as well acquainted with the facts
of the case now as I shall be later, but
i order that other senators may in-
form: themselves of the gravity of this
propnsition. I will make the motion in
order to give everyone a chance,

Mr. HASTINGS: I rise to a parlia-
mentary inquiry: Whether when there
is a motion before the House, a motion
to table is in order, or a motion to re-
consider?

The PRESIDENT: The Chair will
rule that a motion to reconsider is in
order.

The question being put upon the mo-
tion of the senator from Androscoggin
to reconsider the vote whereby the Sen-
ate voted not to lay this matter on the
table, the Senate voted to reconsider
the vote, 17 senators voting in favor
and eight against the same,

On motion by Mr., Mills of Hancock
the s=everal reports, together with the
bills in new Jdraft, and the bill in old
draft, were tabled to be printed and
Thursday, March 7, assigned for their
coensideration.

The committee on judiciary on Bill,
An Actl to quiet title to real estate re-
rorted that same ought to pass.

The commitee on interior waters on
Biil, An Act to amend Chapter 345 of
the Private and Special Laws of 1901,
relating o improvement of Stanlev
stream so-called reported same ought
to pass,

Coimmittee on legal affairs on petition
of citizens of Swan’s island for Bill, An
Arct to prohibit the hunting of foxes
with dogs on Swan’s island reported
that same ought to pass.

The same committee on Bill, An Act
relating to use of railroad passes by
State efficials, asking that the same be
raferred to the committee on salaries
ang feoes,

The same committee on Bill, An Act
i relation to the Elias Thomas Com-
pany, reported same cught to pass.

The same comnittee on Bill, An Act
to amend Section 17 of Chapter 80 of the
Revised Rtatutes relating to power of
county commissioners to make tempo-
rary l!oans. reported same ought to
pass. ’

The feoregoing reports were accepied
and the several bills reported ought to
pass were tabled for printing under the
joint rules.

Passed to Be Engrossed.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Lincoln Electric Railway Company.
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An Act to establish the Lubec
Machias Railway Company.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Waterville & Winslow Bridge Company.

An Act to amend Section 44 of Chap-
ter 41 of the Revised Statutes relating
to the taking of smelts.

An Act to incorporate the Winter
Iarbor and Eastern Railway Company.

An Act to amend Chapter 154 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1835 as
amended by Chapter 20 of the Private
and Special Laws of 1905 relating to the
charter of the Wiscasset Water Com-
pany.

An Act to amend Chapter 134 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to recogniz-
ances in eriminal cases.

An Act to amend the charter of the
Pepperell Trust Company.

An Act to amend Sections 13 and 14
of Chapter 73 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to sales of estates of non-res-
ident owners.

An Act to amend Section 11 of Chap-
ter 61 of the Reviged Statutes. relating
to the sclemnizing of marriages.

An Act to amend Section 15 of Chap-
ter 65 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to courts of probate,

An Act to assent to the purpose and
provisions of An Act of the Congress of
the United States entitled “An Act to
provide for an increased annual appro-
- priation for Agricultural Experiment
Stations, and regulating the expendi-
ture thereof.”

An Act to abolish Fast day and cre-
ate Patriots’ day.

An Act to amend Section 10 of Chap-
ter 12 of the Revised Statutes, relating
1o eounty law libraries.

An Act relating to the extension of
the Fryeburg Horse Railroad.

An Act to incorporate the Limerick
Water and Electric Company.

An Act to incorporate the
Trust Company,

An Act to amend Section 36 of Chap-
ter 101 of the Revised Statutes, in re-
lation to bail commissioners.

An Act additional to and amendatory
of Chapter 407 of the Private and Spe-
cial Laws of 1903, relating to ice fish-
ing in Allen pond in fthe town of
Greene.

An Act to renew and extend the char-

and

Solon

ter of Cobbosseecontee Fish Cultivating
Company.

An Act to vprohibit ice fishing in
China lake, in China and Vassalboro,
and in Lovejoy pond in Alhian, in the
countv of Kennebec.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chapter
538 of the Private and Supecial Laws of
1889, relating to the taking of smelts
i Sheepscot river.

An Act to regulate fishing in Round
and Long ponds and their tributaries
in Livermore.

An Act w0 incorporate the
Improvement Company.

An Act {o amendd the third paragraph
of Section 51 of Chapter 79 of the Re-
vigsed Statutes, relating tn  Supreiue
Judicial courts.

Allagash

An Act to incorporate the Well
Water Company.
An Act to ineonrporate  the Tiittle

Madawaska Improvement Company.

An Act to regulate fishing in D7
pond., in Tpton, in the county of Ox-
ford.

An Act to regulate fishing in the trib-
utaries of Chemo pond, in the county
of Penobscot.

An Act to amend Chapter 329 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1905. re-
lating to protection of fish in certain
waters of Limerick. Parsonfield and
Cornish,

An Act to regulate fishing in Little
RBig Wood pond. also Wood stream, in
Somerset county, ailso to regulate tha
taking of cusk in all the Maose rviver
waters.

An Act to regulate fishing in Big and
Little Indian ponds and tributaries, in
thte county of Somerset.

An Act tc regulate fishing in East
Carry pond in the county of Somerset.

An Act to regulate fishing in Swan
lake and its tributaries, in the town of
Searsport, Swanville and Frankfort, in
the county of Waldo.

An Act to regulate fishing in Bart-
lett’s and Crook’s broek, so called, in
the county of York.

Resolve to amend Chapter 126 of the
Resoives of 1905, relating to the Central
Maine Fair Association.

Resolve in favor of the town of 3t.
Agatha in the county of Aroostook, to
assist in building 2 road in said town.

Resolve in favor of the enlargement
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and completion of the feeding station
at the Rangeley lakes.
Resolve providing for the screening

of Anasagunticook lake, in Oxford
county.

Resolve in favor of building for
c¢riminal insane.

Resolve for an appropriation for
carrying on the work of the State

Survey Commission.

An Act to amend Chapter 94 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1903 en-
titled ‘An Act to prevent the pollution
of the waters of Sebago lake.

An Act to regulate fishing in Branch
stream and Hersey brook, in the town
of Washlngton in county of Knox.

An Act in relation to the Fronticr
Steamboat Company.

An Act to regulate fishing in the two
West Richiardson ponds, the two East
Ttichardson ponds and the two Beaver
ponds in the county of Oxford.

An Act to prohibit the throwing of
sawdust and other mill waste into
Bear river. or any of its tributaries.
lying within the towns of Newry and
Grafton, in the county of Oxford.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxford
Senate amendment A was adopted as
follows: “amend by adding Section 3
of this act shall take effect on June
first, 1907. As amended passed to be
engrossed.

Resolve in favor of Maine State L.i-
brary. On motion by Mr. Putnam of
Aroostonk this resolve was tabled pend-
ing its second reading.

An iAct to amend Chapter 144 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the com-

mitment and support of the insane.
On motion by Mr. Clarke of Lincoln
this hill was tabled pending its second
reading.

Resolve in favor of St. Franecis plan-
tation to repair river road across

Reubent Bran’s homestead farm which
was washed out by freshet. On mo-
tion by Mr. Putnam of Aroostook th:is
Resolve was tabled pending its second
reading.

An Act Lo permit ice fishing for pick-
erel in Bear pond in the town of Tuar-
ner, in the county of Androscoggin, and
in the town of Hartford, in the county
of Oxford. On motion by Mr. Hastings
of Oxford Senate amendment A was
adopted as follows: “amend by adding
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Section 2, This act shall take effem
when apnroved.” Bill as amended
passed to be engrossed.

Resolve in favor of screcening Pleas-
ant pond in the county of Somersect.
On motion by Mr. Putnam of Aroostook
this Resoive was tabled pending its
second reading.

An Act to permit ice fishing for pick-
erel only in North pond, situated in the
towns of Buckfield and Sumner, in the
county of Oxford. On motion by Mr.
Hastings of Oxford this Bill was
amended by Senate amendment A as
follows: “Amend by adding Section 2,
This Act shall take effect when ap-
proved. ill as awmended passed to be
engrossed.

Passed to Be Enacted.

An Act to authorize the Somerset
Railway <ompany to extend its rail-
road from North West Carry in the
town of Seboomok, westerly and north-
erly to the (anadian line hy one or
more routes, and to authorize other
railroad companies to purchase its
franuchiscs and property.

An Act to set off a portion of the
town of Starks and annex the same to
the town of Norridgewock.

An Act to authorize the town of
Southport to build and maintain a
bridge across Decker’s Cove.

An Act to amend and extend the
charter of the Caratunk Power Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the town of

Bowerbhank.
Finally Passed.
Resolve in favor of the Saint Eliza-
heth’s Roman Catholic Orphan Asylum
of Portland.

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox
Reports, Committee on Temperance,
majority, ought not to pass, minority,
ought to pass, on Resolve proposing
amendment to Constitution relating to
sale and manufacture of intoxicating
liquors, were taken from the table,

Mr. Brown of Kennebec moved that
the minoriry report be substituted for
the majority report.

Mr. HESELTON of KXennebec—DMr.
President, it has been openly asserted
that no argument will change the pur-
pose of this l.egislature to defeat any
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effort to submit the Fifth Ameaament
of the Constitution to the voters of this
State at its next biennial election, but
I assume that the members of thig
Senale are prepared to consider this
question fairly, free from bias, and
vote upon it with an honest purpose to
secure the best results for the citizens
of our State.

Among the Republicans the wisdom

of such action has resolved itself into-

an opinion of whether or not it is
right and expedient to refuse a well
recognized and emphatic demand ot
our citizeus to again vote upon the
question of retaining the prohibitory
law as a part of the Constitution. TUp-
on this question or right and expedi-
ency every senator must be his own
judge. For myself, believing that it is
both right and expedient, I shall vote
for the substitution of the minority for
the majority report of the Temperance
Committee.

I recognize the fact that the Repub-
lican party has been the political party
.which has given to us all the support
that the prohibitory law has ever re-
ceived in this state, and that now by
the resubmission of this amendment
many earnest and consetentious friends

of | this law Dbelieve that our party
would take a backward step. I do not
so regard the proposition. I Dbelieve

that no worthy measure can lose caste
hy frank discussion of its merits, but
on the other hand will grow in strength
and gain support.

Tt is our boasted claim that in this
land the majority rules. We take the
voters into our confidence, and, no
matter how abstruse the political sub-
ject is, we discuss it upon the platform
and ask them to decide whether they
will be ruled by one form of law or an-
other. In this manner iwe have pre-
sented to them the complicated ques-
tions of finance and tariff—and today
we admit they decided those questions
right. These were economic questions
that affected their pocket-books and
means of getting a livelihood. Here is
a question that not only involves the
same subject matters, but goes farther
and controls in a way the morals of
their communities and homes. It ap-
peals nont alone to selfishness but also
to manhood. Is it possible that we can-

not trust the voters of our State to de-
cide this question right? Are the peo-
ple of Maine so blind to-the advantages
of temperance, or so perverse in seek-
ing a change of conditions, or so willful,
that they would not weigh the subject
dispassionately and decide rightly? I
cannot believe this condition exists here
in Maine,

I believe in the principles of prohi-
bition as a law to restrict the sale of
intoxicating liquors. At the same time
I grant that there are many temper-
ance men who believe tnhat other laws
would be more effective, and the fear of
the friends of prohibition is, that these
temperance opponents by alliance with
the enemies of all restrictive laws on
this subject would gain control. If this
is true, then either the lawless part of
our State has increased in numbers, or
the believers in other measures for re-
stricting the sale of intoxicatiug liquors
have gained in strength, and. in either
event, the oppositien has grown whils
we have had prohibition, and the ques-
tion is, will their strength diminish or
increase by delay in facing the issue
of temperance under prohibition or
license. We can judge the future only
by the past. and, if our opponents in-
crease in numbers in the next fesw
yvears as they have in the past few
vears, I believe they will be the ones to
dictate the terms of the trial of
strength if we longer delay action.

Today sve are in position to go into
the contest with assurance of vietory,
bul what of the morrow? You say it
i3 your opinion that in the future we
will be egually strong. Upon what can
you hase that assurance? At the last
Sertembeyr election. we won by a bare
majority and every one knows that the
question uppermost in the voter's mind
was resubmission. Thousands of Re-
publicans voted the Democratic ticket
then for the first time, not, if I may
judge from the statement of the many
with whom I have talked. because they
wanted license, or were antiprohibi-
tionists, but Pecause they wisely, or
foolishly thought that the voters should
again vote on resubmission. T believe
that those same thousands with large-
ly increased numbers, will again vote
the same way until this question is
submitted to the ballot. This is a mat-
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ter of opinion, as I said in the begin-
ning. Your judgment may be better
than mine, and I pray it is, and that
I may be a false prophet. I can only
judge by what [ see and have seen,
by what I hear and have heard on this
qauestion.

IWe have the power to keep the voters
of Maine from deciding this question
two years hence, but will we retain
that power? Do you not fear that if
those voters who went over to the
Democratic party last year, and who
will vete with them two years hence,
either because of continued alliance or
because they resent our lack of confi-
dence in their judgment, may remain
with the party, adopt its policies and
advocate its principles? My observa-
tion discloses the fact that converts to
a political faith are even more strenu-
aus in their newly discovered principles
than the original members of the party.
1f there iy truth in this suggestion, we
are losing ground daily by delay.
Yes, anil we are practically acknowl-
edging to an aggressive and intelligent
hody of opponents the fact that hy
tenaciously remaining behind the pro-
tection of the Fifth Amendment, whizh
is apparently the fortress of prohibi-
tionists, we are seeking the shelter of
& minority of our citizens. If it is not
so, wouldn’t the oppenents of resuh-
mission and the advocates of prohibi-
tion come from behind their defences
and wage the battle openly, believing
in their priuciples and strength? I say,
the fact that some advocates of prohi-
bhition refuse to submit the question to
the peopie is a tacit acknowledgment
that they fear the result—that they
believe  the prchibitory  advoecatas
are in the minority in the State.
This belief is growing stronger every
day among our citizens and it is
a powerful aid tc the opponents of
prohibition. I do not believe the pro-
position is true. As a firm believer in
the principles of prohibition as the
proper law to restrict the sale of in-
toxicating liquors, and as a sincere be-
liever in the intelligence and honesty
of our voters, T am firmly convinced
that when this great question of how
to restrict the traffic in intoxicating
liquors is presented to our citizens,
when the workings of other restrictive

measures in comparison with the pro-
hibition law are considered by them,
when the great consequences of a
change of laws regulating this sub-
ject are brought to their attention, they
will pass a vote of confidence in this
law. But if the reverse is true, the
majority of the voters will register
their will, and this is a form of gov-
ernment where the majority should
rule—whether it is on a question of
tariff, finance or temperance, and 1
question the good judgment of the ad-
vocates of any public measure who
are unwilling to abide by the will of
the majority. That majority will as-
sert its power in time, and when they
acquire that power, may not use it so
kindly, if restrained unfairly in ac-
quiring it.

But it is said we, as a party, break
faith with the Prohibitionists by now
voting for resubmission; that we prac-
tically assured them by our acts in the
State convention, prior to the last elec-
tion, that we would oppose resubmis-
sion. I do not admit the charge or the
promise. I was in attendance at that
convention and then understood the
chairman on resolutions to say, when
he asked us to vote down the plank in
the platform calling for resubmission,
that our vote did not commit us to any
assertion of opinion on that question;
the whole subject was left open to the
legislators who were to be elected to
this Legislature and then they, inform-
ed by the intervening events, could
voice the wishes of their constituents
on this gquestion. My recollections of
the chairman’s words, then made on
the public platform, have since been
confirmed by his statements in this
State House—for within two weeks he
has said to me that these were the
statements he intended to express and
did express. ‘Then, if we vote for re-
submission viewing the recent political
campaign, where this question was the
paramount issue, and mindful of the
results of that campaign, how can we
be charged with broken faith?

Again it has been suggested that we
may in the future apply the referen-
dum to the statutes controlling the en-
forcement of the prohibitory law, and
thus attain the same results which are
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asked for by resubmission, Thig sug-
gestion appears to me as a mere make-
shift in argument. We have no refer-
endum at present, except that provid-
ed by the constitution on just such
questions as this one now under con-
sideration. Why should we hesitate
to use thig one and invoke one which
will simply be employed, if ever it is,
to nullify the constitution? Does not
the proposition emphasize the unwar-
ranted fear of the supporters of pro-
hibition that they believe they are in
the minority on this great question?
At least does it not encourage our op-
ponents in believing that we have this
fear? If so, isn’t our duty to ourselves
and our cause to come out in the open
and contest the justice of our cause
with a confidence that justice and right
will prevail?

The question of right and expediency
still remains largely a question of
opinion, and claiming only the same
right of honest opinion on this ques-
tion that I grant to those of opposite
views, I urge upon the Republicans of
this Senate to meet this issue now.
Let us confidently take the verdict of
the people and manfully abide the re-
sult.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox, having in-
troduced the resolutions into this body,
it was a little unusual for the senator
to supercede me in what I have to say,
but I shall be more than repaid by
having the senator from Kennchec up-
on my side and advocating the cause
of resubmission.

Six years ago and four years ago in
this body I stood alone in this matter
and argued it as a matter of principle;
and I see the fruits of it today in hav-
ing the senator from Xennebec es-
pouse the cause that I advocated six
years ago. I see light in the future. I
feel today that the time is coming, if
it has not come today, when the people
of this State will throw away the
guise of hyprocrisy and advocate that
principle, which I believe to be grand
and noble, and for the interests of the
people of the State of Maine.

I have no apology to make as he
has, for the Democratic party. That
party has long advocated the referen-
dum and submission to the people. I

am glad the senator from Xennebee
has seen the light, and may he go on,
and may it shed more lustre upon him
in the future and upon every Republi-

can senator within the soun. of my
voice.
Mr. President, I put this wupon a

broader ground than anything politi-
cal. I trust that I will not be accused
of advocating this minority report to-
day upon any political idea. It ele-
vates itself above any political party.
It elevates itself to the interes‘s of
soclety, of the home and the fireside.
If T advocated it simply as party policy,
I would not be here advocating it to-
day. I put it upon a broader ground,
upon a ground that affects the
citizens of this State every-
where and that 1is, the interests of
goud society. The Democratic party
stands today in favor of a better tem-
perance element in the State of Maine
and I allow no one to go before me in
the cause of temperance. I stand ap-
palled at this question of prohibition.
1 appeal, not as a Democrat, but as a
citizen of Maine who believes in tem-
rerance and one who would like to an-
nihilate liquor from the face of the
earth. T am a radical as far as tem-
perance is concerned because I do not
believe liquor is necessary as a bever-
age or for mecbhanical or medicinal
purposes. If it were to be annihilated
iron: the face of the earth, science, with
the aid of that grand master of the
universe, would originate something
that would be better for the people of
Maine. Therefore Mr. President upon
this question I stand as a temperance
marn. A great many petitions have come
in here, many of them from the ladies
and some from the clergymen of the
State, but T say to you that they know
the workings of prohikition theoretical-
vy only. They know nothing about its
practical workings in the State of
Maine, I want the amendment annulled
s0 that we may have something else
and I will be frank, standing here in
my tlace in the Senate—I want some-
thing else beside prohibition. I want
something which will be for the inter-
ests of the people of this State, which
will be uplifting to the yvoung men of
the" State, and for that reason



I say to you, that T stand here
franklv confessing to you that I am
opnosed to the prohibitory liquor law.
Why? Because it does not prohibit. The
temperance people of this State say that
I ain not correct when I make the as-
sertion that there is more intaxication
In the State of Maine today and more
debauchery of our young men than
there has bheen since I came upon the
atage of action. T do assert it and I say
we must do something. Let us throw
away ali politics in this matter. L.et us
appeal to our own consciences., I.et us
7ot deceive ourselves. T do not care
whether one party goes up or ancther
zoes down, If you will prove to me, Mr.
President and senators, that vou can
have a better system of temperance uir-

der prohibition than anything else T
will gladly vote with you. You have
tried prohibition for 50 vears in the

State of Maine and you have not pro-
hibited. T have all respect for the ladies
who have signed the pctitions. T know
they are honest. T have not any doubt
that they believe today that prohibition
wrohibits. You and I, fellow senators,
know better. We have tried it for 50
vears and what is the result? I appeal
to you for the young men of this State.
Prohibition has slain its tens of thou-
sands—yes, its hundreds of thousands.
Can anyvthing else do more? I would
have in its place local option. I would
try that. I would try anything, all
means and then I will be satisfied. It
under local option you cannot have a
better temperance element in this State
and cannot control the matter better,
why then go back to prohibition and ¥
will support you—I will support any
varty, I don’'t care what party it may
be, that will convince me it can ar-
range a better system for controlling
the Mquor traffic of the State of Maine.

I will admit, Mr. Chairman-—I have
admitted it befora upon the floor of this
Senate and I say it again—that there
is no curse today upon the people of
the State of Maine so galling and ter-
rible as the curse of intemperance. If
1 hod my way I would vote it out of ex-
istence. It causes more scalding tears
and aching hearts, ruined homes and
firesides than any thing else in the
world., In the State of Maine today we
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fing debauchery upon every cross road
and in every town in the State of
Maine. It is no use to deny it

In the town where T live they used
to hove a hotel where they gold it mod-
erately. They did not have debauchery
then. £ am not in favor of selling li-
aquor vou understand. If vou can control
it. control it. But my idea is to control
it in the best rossible way. If we have
the curse among us, let us control it in
the best possible way. Governor Bell of
Vermcut 21l his lifetime was in favor
of a prohibitory law until he was con-
vinced of its workings in the state of
Vermont; and I quote him for a mo-
ment when I say that, after he had
triecd prohibition for a great many
vears fe changed over in favor of lceal
option and his remarks as to why he
changed were thege: He says: “Under
1ncal option we get a greater measure
ot prohibition than vou do under the
old prohibitory law.” The temperance
people tell us in these hearings that
Vermont today has a grand system and
if vou will take pains to investigate it
vou will find there is less intemperance
in the State of Vermont under local
option than under prohibition.

I want it prohibited in some way, or
restrained in some way, so as to save
the voung men of the State that are
going down to ruin every day.

Why, vou tell me that you are in fa-
vor of a high license. If high license
does hetter than prohibition I am in
favor of it. When the saloon keepers of
the State of Maine, almost every one of
them, ave in favor of a prohibitory 1li-
quor law, T think there is something
wrong ahout it somewhere, When the
wholegile dealers in RBoston are in fa-
vor of a4 prohibitory liquor law rath-
er tharn any kind of a law we can put
on our statute hook, I am afraid of it.
In the way prohibitien is managed in
the State of Maine it amounts to a low
license and not a high license. Take the
city of Bangor in Pencbscot county.
They have had high license there for
the lasgt 20 vears to my knowledge. It is
s0 in almost every county in the State,
and still they tell us that prohibition
pronibitg. It is a farce and hypocrisy
T.et us not deceive ourselves or be de-
ceived any longer. Let us bhe fair and
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square with ourselves and let the peo-
ple vote upon it. If the people vote it
down all right; let them do it. I bhe-
lieve in letting the people vote upon
this matter. Let us practice what we
preach. Is there any rum seller who
does business in the State of Maine who
is not perfectly satisfied with the fines
under the prohibitory liguor law which
are imposed? I would put a law upon
the statute books which would be ad-
equate to the crime. Let us not practice
hypoerisy in this matter. Do not, be-
cause my party or your party can get
votes or lose wvotes have anything to
do with it. If the people vote it down
and I should be in this Senate or this
Legislature, I wculd make the offence
such and with such a penalty that it
might be retarded somewhat. Let us bhe
consistent in this matter. It is a crime
and nobody disputes it. It is a curse to
this State and nobody denies it—I
should make the crime such that I
would imprison a man for one year who
was convicted of the sale of intoxicat-
ing liguors under the prohibitory law.
Now he is indicted, goes into court and
rays a hundred and ten dollars. Does
that prohibit? It is a low license. What
are you afraid of? Submit it to the peo-
ple and let them vote upon it

I anr glad to see the people of this
State waking up. 1 do not know wheth-
er the Democratic majority last fall,
or the large vote they gave was due
to resubmission or not. It was not in
my couniy. I don't know but it may
have Dbeen in Kennebec county; bur,
because there are other issues. we say
that we as a party are in favor of the
enforcement of the liguor law as long
as you have it upon the statute bhooka.
But it does not nrohihit and we want
to do something to alleviate the condi-
tions that are forced upren us.

I am surprised. as 1 g¢ to the differ-
ent towns, to see the young men who
arce being ruined. Go back thirty-tive
years and you do not find the condition
which you find today. It is a faet that
if the young men today would stop at a
regulated place under local option and
get a glass of beer to drink, they would
be satisfied. He cannot do that but
four or fivec of them get together and
they send to Poston or Kentucky or
some other place and get three or four

gallons and club together and pool their
issues, and what s the result? They
have a debauch for three or four days
and such debauchery I, who have been
a temperance man for a long number of
years, never witnessed. It is a serious
question. It is not a question which
vou and 1 should for a moment consid-
er from a political point of view. It
is a human question, a great moral-
question. 1t is a question whiclh we
owe it to the young men who are grow-
ing un in the State to solve and save
them from going down to ruin under
this prohibitory liquor law which does

‘not prohibit.

I believe in local option. I do not
say it simply to have the referendun:.
1 say I will substitute something eise
and if local option does not work so
well as the prohibitory lquor law I
will vote to repeal it.

I have stood here a number of years
and advocated it, for two sessions I
stood here and voted alone in favor of
resubmission. I see the dawn coming.
A Doright light is shining. I see in the
Republican party today one of the
most noted men they have, a good man
and [ think he is coming around and
getting on the right track and it will
not take but a little longer to make a
good Demoecerat of him, and that is the
man from Waterville who stands on the
same platform in regard to resubmis-
sion as the senator from Xnox does.
If we gain in the same percentage asx
we have in the last four years the re-
submission sentinment of the State of
Maine will carry the grand old State
by forty thousand majority. But that
does not make any odds. If T were
only advocatinng this from a political
standpoint I would say to the Repub-
lican party: Keep it on the statute
books but that is not it. I am a tem-
perance man and believe in it. I have
examined this matter and have felt it
in my own vicinity more than you have
perhaps and with all the force T have
and all the feeling I have, I beg of this
Senute to submit this question to the
people and let them vote on it. Hava
we in this State more morals than they
have in forty states in this TUnion? (o
intn forty states of this TUUnion and you
find a better condition of affairs than
vou find in the State cf Maine uwpon
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this gquestion of prohibition. Two years
ago I had the pleasure of travelling
over sixteen states of this Union and in
every city which ! visited I spent con-
siderable time and pains to ascertain
the workings of the liquor law in those
states. They were either high license
or local option and I found that there
was no intemperance such as we have
in the State of Maine. In the city of
Chicago where 1 stayed ten days I 4id
not see an intemperate man where
saloons Twere open on every corner
under local option and high license and
1 struck the State of Maine on my way
home. It was Sunday evening and 1
stopped i1 one cf the cities of this
. State at a certain hotel and such de-
bauchery I never saw in my life. I
said: Is it possible that I am in pro-

hibition Maine? Let us not he hypocorit- -

ical "in this matter. but be fair and
open. I appeal to you for the young
men of this State. not as a Democrat
for political purposes but in behalf of
the young 1men of the State who are to
come after us. The greatest curse upon
the State of Maine is the violation of
the liquor law and the license under
which it is run under the prohibitory
liguor law. I will join any party that
will convince me they will annihilate
completely or partly the liquor traifi:
in the State of Maine. I have felt its
curse. It is a curse.

T have not any doubt that the peopie
of this State believe in resubmission
and I have not any doubt that if an
election could be had two months from
today or six months from today, separ-
ate from our annual election that re-
submission to the people upon this
Constitutional amendment wouid be
carried by more than 35,000 majority.
Upon this izsue the parties are not di-
vided. The minute a man says he is in
favor of resubmission it is said he is a
rum guzzler or something of the kind.
Bauit there are some good men in the
Republican party today who are in
favor of resubmission and I have no
doubt but what the best element of
bhoth parties is in favor of it. It is the
right of the people. Can you not trust
them? Are you fearful after twenty-
two years trial of the prohihitory law —
are you afraid to submit it to the peo-
rle and let them vote on it? The Re-

publican party as well as the Demo-
cratic party said in their platform last
summer that they were in favor of the
referendum. Now practice what yon
preach. It you say that the people of
this State will vote resubmission, what
have you to fear from it? Submit it tn
them and let them vote upon it. They
demand it at your hands. I care not
for the number of petitions. I say the
majority of the people of this State de-
mand that this matter be taken out of
politics and submitted to them. I never
fear to trust any great measure with
the people of the State. They can be
trusted and there is no question about
it. But when you say to us that it is a
rum measure, oh, my friends, you make
a great mistake. I argue this morning
from a temperance standpoint, as a
temnperance man, in the interest of tem-
perance and say that the prohibitory
law is making drunkards of thousands
and you cannot have anything any
worse. Go where you will today and
vou are confronted by the awful catas-
trophe that our young men are being
containinated by the peculiar workings
of this prohibitory liquor law. Those
who have gent in their petitions against
it—those who are arguing in favor of
the prohibitory liquor lasw have somie-
thing to answer for in the future. Thay
mean rightly. There is not any ques-
tion about it. T would impugn their mo-
tive but they know nothing only theo-
retically about the working of the pro-
hikitory liguor law: I have been county
attorney of my county. I tried faithfully
to enforce the law and I know something
about its working. You have driven it
into places of infamy and crime; and I
submit to you, Mr. Chairman and fellow-
semnators, in all kindness and fairness in
the interests of good society and good
morails, in the interest of the young men
of the State, of the home and the fire-
side, that you submit this matter to the
people. After trying the prohibitory li-
quor was 50 years and finding the condi-
tion of affairs now existing in this States,
it is time we threw off all party shackles
and under the light of heaven vote for
something that will stay the tide that is
sweeping us on and sending this State
backward instead of forward. I implore
vou in the interests of good government
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and good society. I thank you, senaitors

and Mr., Chairman.

Mr. MILLS of Hancock—Mr. Chairman
and gentlemen of the Senate, I have no
desire to occupy the valuable time of the
Senate at this late hour in entering into
a harangue on the relaitive merits of the
prohibitory law and the license wsystem.
That question is not properiy under dis-
cussion. T would say, however, in re-
spect to a remark made by the senator
from Knox that I do not know what Gov.
Bell’s position is upon ‘'this question, in
Vermont; but I do know that out of the
244 towns in Vermont where the local op-
tion law is in vegue that only 31 today
are under the license system. Only %2
the year before were under a licemse sys-
tem, and it appears from that that
whether Gov. Bell favors that law or
not, the people of the state are entirely
opposed to ithe gystem in that state. I
want to say further that I have great re-
spect for the senator from Kmnox in this
matter, notwithstanding, Mr. President,
what T may have said in regard to his
actions and his statements in the past.
I today believe he is sincere in this ques-
tion. I believe that he has repeated this
speech of his so frequently—he has used
those gestures so emphatically and ha
has shed those ‘scalding tears” so fre-
quently, that he has brought himself to
believe that he is talking and acting in
the interests of the people of the State
of Maine. I believe this of the senator
from the good old county of Knox. I be-
leve, as I said, that he is sincere in his
statement. I have noticed that he =aid
that the light of day was dawning. He
said that two years ago. It was dawn-
ing then. He said it four years ago and
six vears ago, and it appears to me that
the light comes very slowly. He is to be
enccuraged on the fact, as he says, that
Le has gained two converis to his belief
is shewn by the speech made here by the
senator from—Hallowell. (Laughter).
The senator said “of Walterville;”” prop-
erly it should be—Hallowell

Senator HESELTON—"Of Gardiner.”

Mr. MILLS—It dces not matter where
the senator comes from, he represents
the people of the State.

Now, Mr. President, I am not disposed
to be bigoted in this matter., I am per-
feetly willing that every man should

have whatever belief he wishes with re-
spect to a prohibitory or a license sys-
1 believe the prohibitory law is

best for regulating the sales of liquor ni
this State; but that is not the question
here to be discussed. The question is,
whether er no we should require the tem-
perance people of thisx State to go to the
polls and vote upon the fifth amend-
ment against their wish. The question
iz, whether we are consistent—whether
the membhers of the Republican party
can, in view 0f the position they have
taken in the past, in view of the plat-
form they adopted last June in Port-
land, in view of the speeches that were
made on the stump, in view of every pos-
sible declaration we could make in favor

tem.

~of a prohibitory law—whether or not we

can consistently now vote in this Senat>
to compel the temperance people of the
State to enter into this fight. The sena-
tor from Kennebec says that we are no®
committed to vote against the resolve.
He claims that the platform does no:
adopt it, and did not hind us to oppose
resubmission. Now, at Portland, where
more than a thousand delegates wera
congregated, the proposition was made to
adopt a resubmission plank In the plat-
form; and what reception did it meet
with? Only a handful out of that great
hall full of delegates voted in faver of
the adeption of that resolution, notwith-
standing the fact that the question was
open to debate and every bit of freedom
that could be offered was given in the
discussion of the matter; and after turn-
irg down that resolution we adopted a
resclution which reads something like
this: “We commend and endorse the
firm stand of Gow. Cobb in his courage-
ous and commendable enforcement of ithe
laws and especially of the prohibitory
law which the people of Maine have put
upon their statute books for the safe-
guarding of their homes, the protection
of their youth and the uplifting of citi-
zenship’’—and, going to the -~closing
clause: ‘“We have faith to believe that
the people of Maine will not be deceived
as to the real issue and that they will
stand firmly this year for the honest en-
forcement of the laws and all that is tru-
est and hest in the life of our State.”
The real issue, gentlemen, was whether
or not we should adopt resubmission,
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‘whether the platform states it in so
many words or not. The temperaace peo-
ple understood that the Republican par-
ty was opposed to resubmission. It was
a contract made with them and in wiew
of cur agreement to perform our part of
the contract the temiperance people sup-
ported the Republican parly at the polls.
Morve than 69,000--69,427, to be exact—vot-
ed the Republican ticket at the last elec-
tion. A majority of more than 800 peo-
ple voted the platform of the Republi-
can party. Now can we turn arcund and
say to those people that they must come
to the polls next September to fight the
saloon interest of this whole country? In
other words, we are compelling temper-
ance pecple to get into this fight against
their will when a majority of the people,
on a clear-cut issue, have voted that they
do not wish to have that amendment re-
submitted. We do not in 1this matter rep-
resent any one county or any one senato-
rial district or any one section of tho
State. On a question of this kind I be-
licve we represent the sentiment of ths
people of the State of Maine. T believe
that the Republicar party cught to he
known as the temperance party in the fu-
ture as it has been known in the past,
and when the people of this State come
to understand and to believe that the
Repubilean party not only frames plat-
forms but stands uwpon those platforms
after they are made and votes upon thoso
platforms and acts upon those platforms
and enforces the law in accordance with
those platforms, then I believe that vie-
tory will come to this party every time;
and I believe that #s the only position in
which we can be consistent. I recognize
the position taken by the scnator from
Kennebec on this matter. He understands
that we are not bound to oppose resub-
mission by the platform. I understand
that we are—if not in so many words,
then impliedly. The people acted with
that understanding. We did not say in
this platform: We will not vote for re-
submission of the law, but we adopted
by an enormous majority of the conven-
tion a proposition to adopt that resolu-
tion and in place of it we adopted ithis
'which is impliedly opposed to resubmis-
sion of the law. The people understand
it that way. The temperance people un-

derstood it that way and there it no way

for us honorably to act differently as
members of the dominant party.

Now as to the merits of the prohibi-
tory law and the license system, as [
gaid at first, I have no desire to enter
into any discussion of that question. I
have before me an opinion of Gov. Mor-
rill, away back in 1858, which would hear
out a very strong argument in that line,
but this is not the time or place to dis-
cuss that matter. I hope the Republi-
can party will stand on its platform and
stand on the principles that the temper-
ance people thought we were standing on
when they voted for us. Let us not de-
ceive them. The senator from Knox re-
peats over and over again that we should
not deceive ourselves. But above all, let
us not deceive the 8000 majority in the
last election who voted the ticket of tha
dominant party with the understanding
that that party was against resubmis-
sion, 1 simply wish to add that the wen-
ator from Kennebec, in his remarks, stat-
ed that the issue in the last election was
clearly drawn and that there could hbe
no misunderstanding of it, or words to
that effect. If that is true—and it is true
—whyv was not that a clear resubmission
of the Aifth amendment? T leave the ques-
tion with you, gentlemen.

Mr. MERRILL of Cumberland:—Mr.
Chairman and gentlemen of the Senate,
I do not mean to keep you any great
length of time in discussing this question
because I believe, with the sentiment of
the senators who have preceded me, that
this should not be a discussion of the rel-
ative merits of high license and prohibi-
tion or the prohibitory law. The simple
question is: Shall this amendment ba
submitted to the people and shall they
have a right to vote on it? My friend
the senator from Hancock says that he
is here representing the whole people. T
feel in that same position myself; but I
do not known any better way to repre-
sent the whole people than to allow them
to vote on the subject.

‘When I look at the language that was
used by the Govermor in his message to
this Legislature in which he says:

‘“Every thoughtful and fair-minded stu-
dent of political conditions in Maine must
admit that there is a very strong senti-
ment in favor of the propositior to giva
the voters an opportunity to express at
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the polls their opinion of the present pro-
hibitory law. While this sentiment may
not be that of the majority now, it surely
iz held by a very large minority of our
citizens, and the resulis of the Septem-
ber elections last yvear seem to furnish a
complete  justification of this conclu-
sion.”

Gentlemen, you all know whether the
people of this State want a chance to
vote on this question or not. You ars
not dependent upon the number of pelti-
tions they have presented here nor whe
signs them; but I ask you just to re-
member the conversations you have had
on this subject during the past year.
Then, gentlemen, look at the results of
the September election and ihen, gentle-
men, take the language of the Governor
to this Legislature in which he practi-
cally says, if T read it aright, that he
would bhe in favor of resubmitting this
to the people if it were not for the 8000
people who voted the Republican ticket
to whom he thinks they owe a duty.
Gentlemen, T am not here for 8000 peopla
who voted one way or ithe other. I sim-
ply want the people of this State to have
an opportunity to vote on this as they se=
fit; and I want this hypoerisy which we
have bad in the State of Maine since I
became a voter done away with; and my
object in having this resubmitted is that
a majority of the people of this State
really want the prohibitory law and be-
lieve in it which I am willing to admit T
am not certain of—if they do let us all
goet together like men and support the
prohliibitory law and not, a® my friend the
senator from Lincoln says, let us bhe
known as the temperance party, as the
Republican party has in the last 30 years,
I thenk God that the Democratic party
has not been known as the temperance
party. I ask to submit this to the people
and let them vote upon it and let us all,
as men who belizve in the State of Maine,
then follow out and back up what the
people want, and have no more of this
hypocrisy.

The question being put upon the sub-
stitution of the minority report for the
majority report, the yeas and nays wera
called for and ordered and the vote being
kad resulted as follows: Those voting
veas  were  Messrs. Ayer, Barrows,
Browmn, Clarke, Foss, Garcelon, Merrill,
Parkhurst, Philoon, Proctor, Hesellton,

Simpson, Staples, Stearns, Tartre, Theri-
ault (16). Those voting nay were Messrs.
Railey, Eaton, Houston, Irving, Libby,
Mills, Page, Putnam, Rice, Wyman (10).
Pairs: Deasy, yea, with Curtis, nay.
Hastings, nay, with Sewall, yea.

So the motion prevafled and the mi-
nority report was accepled and tabled
for printing under the joint rules.

On motion by Mr. Parkhurst of
scot, Senate Document 151, “An Act to
amend Section 3 of Chapter 148 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the State
School for Boys,” was taken from the ta-
ble.

On motion by Mr. Mills of Hamcock,
the vote was reconsidered whercby Sen-
ate amendment A to the foregoing bill
was adopted and on motion by Mr, Park-
hurst of Penobscot the bill was tabled
pending its second reading.

On motion by Mr. Tartre of York the
Senate adjourned.

Penob-





