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LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE MARCH

28.

SENATE.

Thursday Barch 28, 1907.

Senate calleqd to order by the Presi-
dent.

Prayer by Rev. Mr. Wight cf Hall-
owell.

Journal of the previous session read
approved.

Papers fromn the House disposed of in
concurrence.

The following bills and resolves,
under suspension of the rules, took their
two several readirgs and were passed
to be engrossed.

An Act to amend Section 14, 15 and 1%

of Chapter 89, Revised Statutes, re-
jating to limitations against ex-
ecutors and administrators. (House

amendment A adopted in concurrence.)
“Ragolve in relation to money credit-
ed to Dallas plantation, in order.”
Resolve in favor of clerk to the com-
mittce on telegraph and telephones,
and State prison.”

Resolve in favor of clerk and stenog-
rapher to the committee on state lands
and state roads.

A Act to authorize the city of Port-
land to appropriate money to provide
a site for the erection of a State capital
at Portland”’ passed to be engrossed in
the Senate, March 22, 1907, came from
the House with the reports A and B on
on the original bill, and both reports in-
definitely postponed. On motion of Mr.
(larke of Lincoln the Senate voted to
concur with the Hcuse in the indefinite
postponement of the two reports.

The conference committee on dis-
agreeing action of the two branches on
B3ill “An Act prohibiting the prohibiting
publication to patent and other medi-
cines and language of immoral or am-
bigunrus character, and to protect the
public against the indiscriminate use
of samples of medicines” submitted
A report proposing an amendment and
rejecting all other amendments. The
report of the committee was acceptad
and on motion of Mr. Barrows of
Penobscot the Senate voted to recon-
sider the vote whereby the bhill was
passed to be engrossed; and on his
further motion the amendments here-
tofore adopted were rejected and the
amendments proposed by the confer-
cinee c(;nllrgttee were adopted and on

further motion the bill as amended was
passed to be engrossed.

Mr. Simpson for the committee on
Appropriations and Financial Afrfairs,
ori order to make up the pay voil of the
Senate, submitted “*Resolve on the pay
roll of the Senate.”” The report was ac-
cepted. On further motion, under sus-
pension of the rules the resolve took
its several readings and was passed o
be engrossed. i

On motion of Mr. Mills of Hancock
it was ordered that the State Treasurer
te directed to pay the second assistant
messenger of the Senate the same as is
paid to the first assistant messenger
of the Senate.

On motion of Mr, Tartre of York it
was ordered, that the State Treasurer
be directed 1o pay $50 to the doorkeep-
er for extra services during the 75rd
Legislature.

On motion of Mr. Putnam of Aroos-
took the Senate took a recess until 10.-
30 A. M.

SENATE 10.30 A. M,

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

On motion of Mr. Putnam of Aroos-
took the Senate voted to reconsider the
vote whereby it gave the passage to
ithe order increasing the pay of the
2d assistant messenger this morning.

Mr. PUTNAM—Mr, President, I now
move that that offer be indefinitely
vostponed. 1 wish to say at the pres-
ent time that there are two other or-
ders which came in here in favor of
the messenger, the first assistant mes-
senger and the door-keeper. I wish to
say that we desire to use all those
officers fairly, but at the present time
it is unwise and not policy to increase
arbitrarily the pay of these officers.

Mr. SEWALL of Sagadahoc—I want
to indorse the remarks of the
genator from Aroostook and to say
further that if yvou increase the pay
more than vou already have done, of
the permanent employes of the capital
there is no reason in my judgment why
the temporary employes should have a
job for a short time should not have
the same treatment which makes an
additional argument in favor of the
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action of the senator froin Aroostook.

The order was thereupon indefinite-
ly postponed.

On motion of the same senator the
Senate reconsidered severally the votes
whereby the following orders were
passed, and the same were indefinitely
postponed.

Order making the extra pay for the
messenger and assistant messenger of
the Senate as passed yesterday.

Order giving $50 extra to the door-
kceper of the Senate.

Mr. Heselton of Kennebec presented
order directing the State treasurer to
ray to E. K. Milliken for services to
committece the sum of $25.

Mr. Heselton of Kennebec—For the
henetit of the senators I wish to say
he should receive his pay. If it is work
that Senator Libby and myself at dif-
ferent times during the session have
had Mr. Milliken do committee work in
the evening aside from his regular
duties. This is extra work and for which
for the State or Legislature he should
receive his pay from the State, If it is
work for us we are willing to compen-
sate him but I would like to have this
aorder referred to the committee on
appropriations and financial affairs and
let them consider the same.

The PRESIDENT—I would suggest
to the senator from Sagadahoc, Mr.
Sewall, that the resolve, Senate Docu-
ment No. 310, hag come back from the
committee.

Senator Sewall thereupon moved to
take from the table Senate Document
No. 310 and on his further motion the
report of the committee was adopted.

The question being upon to be en-
acted “An Act to amend Chapter 92
of the laws of 1905 entitled ‘An Act
for the better enforcement of the laws
relating to the manufacture and sale
of intoxicating liquors’” the yea and
nay vote was taken and resulted as

foY ows: Those voting yea were
Messrs. Ayer, Bailey, Barrows, Cur-
tis, Deasy, Foss, Garcelon, Merrill,

Page, Proctor, Sewall, Stearns, Tartre,
Wyman (14). Those voting nay were
Messrs., Brown, Clarke, Eaton, Hast-
ings, Heselton, Houston, Irving, Lib-

by, Mills, Putnam, Rice,
Theriault. (13).

Resolve to amend Section 2 of Ar-
ticle 10 of the constitution of the Sate
of Maine came up for consideration
and its adoption was moved and the
vea and nay vote was called for and
resulted as follows: Those voting yea
were Messrs. Ayer, Bailey, Barrows,
Brown, Clarke, Curtis, Deasy, Eaton,
Foss, Garcelon, Hastings, Heselton,
Houston, Irving, Libby, Merrill, Mills,
Page, Parkhurst, Philoon, Proctor,
Putnam, Rice, Sewall, Simpson,
Stearns, Tartre, Theriault, Wyman.
(29) S0 the resolve was passed to
be enacted.

On meotion of Mr. Sewall of Sagada-
hoc ‘“resolve authorizing the employ-
ment of counsel to assist the attorney
general for presenting to the supreme
judicial court the question submitted
by the Senate and appropriation for
sum $300” was referred to the com-
mittee on appropriations and financial
affairs.

Simpson,

Bill, “An Act fixing the compensa-
tion of municipal court of the city of
Lewistonn passed by the Senate and
passed to be engrossed by the House
as amended by House amendment “A”
came frcm the House, that branch in-
sisting on its action in passing the bill
to be engrossed as amended and ask-
ing for a committee of conference.

On motion of Mr. Hastings of Oxford
the Senate voted to insist and join the
committee of conference, The Presi-
dent thereupon appointed on the part
of the $Senate as such committee
Messers, Hastings, Curtis and Rice,

On moticn of Mr. Stearns of Penob-
scot there was taken from the tabie
Bill “An Act relating to the State lig-
uor agency. The same senator moved
that the Senate reconsider the vote
whereby this was passed to be engross-
ed, and that it be referred to the com-
mittee oa salaries and fees for their
consideration.

Mr. STEARNS of Penobscot: Mr.
President, My reason for this action is
this. While the bill appears to be a
very fair measure, as there is some-
thing more in this than appears on the
surface. This is a matter, a bill ap-
parently directed at the man who at
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the present time is on the sick bed—a
man perhaps near unto death. If we
pass this measure, it is a reflection up-
on the present liquor commissioner. 1
do not think it is fair on the part of
this Senate to pass a measure of this
sort withcut due consideration of the
matter.

I believe that it will be for the best
interest, not only to the temperance el-
ement but the interests of every one
in the State that this matter be taken
up by the committee on salaries and
fees, but be carefully considered. Then
of this undercurrent—this dark insinu-
ation—these things which they do not
talk about and which we do not talk
about here, but which are talked about,
can be carefully considered and looked
into, and the maitter can be adjusted
fairly, with justice to all to pass the
injury. T trust the Senate will vote to
reconsider this action whereby this
matter wag passed to be engrossed, and
that they will subsequently refer it to
the committee on salaries and fees.

Mr. HESELTON of Kennebec: Mr.
Precident, T feel that I recognize the
honesty and sincerity of the action of
the senator from Penobscot in making
this motion for T would not impugn his
motives on any subject. At the same
titme 1 do recognize that this is a deft
way instituted by some one to side-
track a measure that has been properly
brought before this Legislature.

I want, bhriefly, to refer the dif-
ferent stages in the progress of this
measure, and I want to submit to the
fair judgment of the Senate whether
it is right, at the present time, to allow
a condition of affairs to exist in the
State of Maine which has been brought
to the attention of this Legislature,
openly and not by innuendo, nor by
stealth, nor by persons lacking in
repute. The proposed law has been be-
fore a committee of this T.egislature
and before each branch of this Legis-
lature and it was sustained by that com-
mittee because it seemed to them just
and right that we should remedy a
condition cof affairs which exists in the

State today, and is known to all to
exist.
What is the history of this whole

matter gince the commencement of tha
Legislature. A member of the lower

branch presented an order asking for
investigation of the department of the
State Liquor Commissioner. It came in-
to this body and was tabled. It remain-
¢d upon the table with the cognizance
of the Senate for weeks. It was then
breought up and an amendment was at-
tached to it which practically suppress-
ed an inquiry. At that time, I asked
the senator from Penobscot to allow
me 24 hours to introduce an amend-
ment which would strike out of that
order any attempt at investigation for
it seemed to some that it was not wise
for the Republican party to open the
door of examinaticn into the various

departments of the State. I do
not know the reason why, but it
was so understood, and the Senate

amendment not the one I proposed for
that was killed, was attached to the
order and it was sent down to the low-
er branch.

The next day I introduced the order
of Feb. 15th svhich was substantially
for the purpose of recommending any
needful amendments which in the
opinion of the committee con temper-
ance, would aid to the efficiency of the
present laws governing the sale of in-
ance, would add to the efficiency of the
toxicating liquors by authority of the
State, and prevent the unlawful sale of
said liquors by these agencies.

At that time I preduced evidence
here which was sufficient to show that
these agencies—these subordinate
agencies were conducted in an irregii-
lar manner. What was the result? The
President of this Senate told me, and
told members on this floor that that
was a proper order. I went info the
lohby and met the State Liquor Com-
missioner there and he told me that
there were irregularities in the method
of conducting the subordinate agencies
of this State, and that he would join
hands with me, with the temperance
committee and with anyone else in cor-
recting these evils.

At that time, with an honest purpose
at heart, T consulted with the friends
of the liquor commissioner of this
State; and consulted with the Presi-
dent of the Senate; I consulted with my
friend, the senator from Oxford, and
the chairman of the temperance com-
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mittee, my associate and colleague,
Senator Brown. Step by step we went
over this subject matter, looking to-
wards the correction of the evils in the
subordinate agencies, and every one of
the proposed changes in the laws was
discussed. If T am not mistaken, it
was while we were discussing this mat-
ter that we came upon an ex-State of-
ficers, who had been a county attor-
ney and who had studied this subject
thoughtfully and intelligently, and he
suggestad the machinery of this law,
that is, the process of iabelling these
packages from the time they leave the
contractor's place of business to the
time they are distributed to the con-
sumer in the State. His ideas were
adopted because they seemed wise and
in the interests of the decent conduct
of this officoe. The President of our Sen-
ate sajd that we should cut out any
income to the municipalities. The mu-
nicipalities over this State as the sen-
ator from Oxford . told me,—some of
them at least—were paying their run-
ning expeuses out of the income of their
dram  shops.  And the gquestion wns
asgked, was it right for us to deprive a
private individual of the privilege of
doing a liquor business, and establish
in municipalities liquor shops and that,
too. far the purpose of making money.
We thought not, and, acting upon the
suggestions of this State official, and
the suggestions of the President of the
Serate and also at the behest of the
tomperance  committee, we attempted
to formulate a laavy which would correct

some  of  these acknowledged cvils.
What wag the result? This law was

drafted and sumitted to the fricnds of
the State liguor commissioner, and for
fear that there would he, either divectly
or indirectly, any reflection vpon him,
one of the first provisions of this law
was made to provide heyond peradven-
ture, that his salary should be $1500.
He sayvs, and I have reason to believe
hig statement, that that is all he has
received out of the State of Maine for
conducting that department. Then, if
we give him what he is entitled to, and
fix it in the act, how is the proposed

legislation a reflection wupon him,
especially as this law lessons his
labor in the office. We went ahead

and which I thave before stated—and
in the line of correcting the evils which
the State liguor commissioner ad-
mitted he could not control. These evils
were outside of his jurisdiction—out-
side of his pewer. We presented the

law here, first to the temperance
committee, which examined it. and
a majority of that committee en-
dorsed the measure and recommended

it as a law and the minority yesterday
in the House waived their rights and
said rather than let this condition exist
in the State as it 'was, they would sur-
render and adopt this measure without
attempting to abolish the liquor agency
law.

What further? Before a Republican
caucus this matter was discussed and
it received acquiescent approval. What
was next? It was presented to th2
Senate and received its two several
readings without opposition. Then it
was mooted abroad that it was going
to be killed in the House by its friends
-—that the Democrats would oppose it,
and 12 members would be secured from
the Republican party to join the
Democerats and defeat it. What would
then have been the resuit?
The Scernte  sustaining the law,
and the House repudiating it, the pro-
pesed measure would fall between
the two branches, and then the
House adopting the recommendation of
a majority of the temperance com-
mittee 10 wipe out the State agency
system, they would then have that
measure brought into the Senate and

the Senate would refuse to agree
with the House. The State liquor
agency system  then would stand

in its primeval condition which is, and
this you know as Republicans and
the President of the Senate knows and
the liquor commissioner knows, per-
meated with rottenness. It permits
tewn agencies to do what you deprived
individvals from doing, and you would
under these circumstances thus
practically endorse that system.

That would have been the condition
if the enemies of this law had carried
out their plan in the House but at that
time the three leading lobbyists, of this
opposition, all of them ex-State officials

along the lines which were suggestedpresented themselves and changed the
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propoged tactics, one of them an ex-
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and another a county attorney of
a neighboring county and the third an
ex-county attorney from Xennebec,
lobbyed for what? Lobbyed to prevent
this proposed law from going througn
the Senate and what excuse did they
give? What reason did they present
why it should not be enacted? They
did not appear before the committee.
They did not appear before the mem-
bers of the House and Senate and pre-
sent their arguments against this law
but by innuendo, with secret insinua-
tions they approached the members of
this Legislature and if it was possible
o touch a member in a weak spot, if
thev could reach his prejudices, they
did so. And they have worked, member
by member, along that line. I went to
each one of them—no. I did not. I want
to correct that statement. I went to
two of the parties composing that lob-
by to inquire for their objections to the
measure. They have been working hers
for two weeks, and they are not sharit-
able men who work for nothing. And
the question may well be asked who
has put up this money for their
work? Who furnished money for that
work? I know it cculd not have been
the State liquer commissioner because
in this law we protect every one of his
rights., It must have been those men
who were connected with the local
agency and received their rewards.
Even they were not working for char-

ity or the public welfare. Oh, no
They were reaching out for your
vote and working upon your

prejudices if you have any to defeat
this measure and save their personal
benefits under the present system.

Now this argument presented, with-
out doubt, honestly and frankly by the
senator from Penobscot that this law,

if enacted, would be prejudicial
to the State liquor commissioner
has nothing to do with the case,

nothing whatever. We have protected
his rights, we have protected him in
his salary and we have cut out only
one possible personal advantage, and
that is that he, a private individual
receives no interest for money invested
for the State while the State’s money

is lying idle. 1Is not that right, is that
not good business judgment?

In this proposed law we have
said that the liquor purchased by
this State should be purchased with
the State’'s money and owned by the
State. We have said that we should
purchase it in open market and should
purchase it as the TUnited States
government purchased its supbplies. Is
there any fault to be found with that
arrangement. Have we injured the
State liquor agent in that proposition?
I  have wunderstood he has been
presented with the bill and has only
one criticism to make and that is there
is no provision for ihe State assayer
to examine the liquors. It is not
necessary, because we have the
United States government be-
hind us under the terms of this bill.
The bill under the sure food lawg of
the TUnited States regulates the
standard and the purity of the liquor
that you are going to have.
And then it comes down in tr's orig-
inal package and the consuner gets it
just exactly as the State liquor agent
received it and as he stated to me he
thought it gshould be. 1 cannot summons
him here as a witness but I think tne
President of the Senate will endorse
what T say because I have his word
that the commissioner stated to him
there nvere irregularities in subordinarte
agencies which he could not contro!
and among those irregularities was the
possible adulteration in local agencies
which the commissioners had no power
under the law to prevent.

Now w¢ have simply reduced or
eliminated, I will say the possibilities
of adulteration of this ligquor, they
come down through cach grade of our
agency system from the distillery to

the liguor commissioner, from the
liguor - commissioner to the town
agents, and by the town agent

they are distributed to the purchaser
i the original package. He is assured
of the quality of liquer that he buys, is
not that right? Is there anything
wrong about that? Before leaving this
discussive reference to the provisions
of this proposed law let me call
your attention to one criticism made
by one of those lobbyists—he said this:
That five per cent, it not sufficient for
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the town agent; that would not pay
the expenses. That is not the proposed
limitation of profit, gentlemen.  That
condition was changed at the sugges-
tion of some of the friends of the
proposed law, and if you will
look at House Document No. 767,
which is this hill in the new draft you
will find that Section 12 says this:
“Ilach town ligquor agent, subject to the
approval of the Goevernor and Council,
and subject to he changed by them
from time to time, shall fix the retail
price at which such ligquors shall be
s0ld by his agency.” The Governor
and Council fixed that price. “Which re-
tail price shall be limited as near as
practicable to the cost of such ligquors
at said town agency and a gross profit
sufficient te reimburse the town for the
expenses  of conducting such  liquor
agency’” is not that all the profit that
vou as decent citizens would wish the
agency to have? Do you want them 1o
come into the competitive rum busi-
ness? Another me:mnber of this lobby
said—“Our agency would close its doors
unless we had the privilege of making
money.” They all do make money now
gentlemen, and you are asked te defeat
this measure because one of these men
suggests that this law will take away
these profits and limit the municipali-
ties to actual expenses, that it will Jde-
prive these town agencies from going
into the rum business for profit. Docs
that argument appeal to vou?

Censider that the liquor commission-
cr if he lives will draw his salary of
£1500 and if he dies his successor will

do the same, then, there is not reflec-
tion on him in this law. Further, is
not this all the proflt yeu want the

town to make, a profit which will
imburse it for expenses af such
agency “The town agent shall be
paid a salary to be fixed by the muni-
cipal officers of his town and shall not
be paid or allowed any commission or
any other emolument or perquisite for
services in  such capacity.,” You see
the provisions of the law simply strive
to strike out the graft which we
know exists in these town agencies and
vou are asked now to sidetrack this
law and to put it over until the next
session of the Il.egislature. That is
practically what is asked. Why? That

re-

this condition of affairs may continue
to exist.

T'here is something that T may call
the attention of the Republicans to
fairily, I believe, at this time and which
yYou as reflecting Republicans should
consiger. 1 do not blame Democrats
for voting against this measure. I
should do so if I were a Democrat, I
should put the Republicans up to the
test of whether they were willing to
stand behind decent enforcement of the
iaws which they have in the statutes
and whether they are willing to enact
other laws to correct the evils known to
exist. And further whether you as Re-
rublicans will in  this way side-
track a law  which has received
the endorsement of the House which
up to this time, has received the
endorsement  of the Senate and
also has received the endorsements of
the majority of the committee on tem-
perance; and whether you wish to
come before this State in saying that
vou arc protecting or trying to protect
this unfortunate condition of affairs,
which there is no one upon the floor of
this Scnate or within the hearing of

my voice, does not realize exists in
these town agencies;  exists in the
county of Kennebec, exist in every

county except Cumberland, in the city
ot Portland where these liquor agencies
are established.

Now I have nothing further to say
in regard to this matter. I simply put
it to you, whether you will support a
remedial measure which looks towards
the better establishment of our pro-
hibitory law or whether you will side-
track this law so as to let these men
continue two years longer in the way
they have conducted these local agen-
cies., Under the guise of this fair pro-
position you must accomplish that
baneful result if you vote to send this
to the joint standing committee on
salaries.

Mr. DEASY of Hancock—Mr, Presi-
dent, I am not prepared to say that the
law providing for our State liquor
commig¢sioner and town agency for the
sale of liquor should not be, in some
respects amended. 1 am not clear but
it ought to be repealed in examining
this measure. I am not satisfied and
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very far from satisfied, Mr. President,
that it is any improvement upon the
existing condition. As I read it, there
is one very important and significant
section—the first one. There are 22
other sections, and it seems to me they

are every one inane and inconse-
quential.
The first section contains all the

meat of the act and the second sec-
tion provides that the liquor commis-
sioner shall not violate the United
States law, The United States and
the officers of the federal government
can be trusted to look out for that.
Arnother section provided that the prof-
it to be derived for the sale of intoxi-
cating Ilquors shall be divided between
the town and the State, Now 1 de
not believe that the other towns of the
State where liquor agencies do not ex-
ist, can either share the profit or the
possible opprobrium that may be at-
tached to the agency in towns where
they exist. Another section provides
that town liquor agents shall not sell
" liquors except on a physician's pre-
scription to any person with whom
they are unacquainted.

Mr. President, if a town liquor agent
desired to sell for improper purposes
he would make very rapid acquaint-
ance with his customers. By the other
section except the first one provided
for an elaborate method of preserving
the liquor in its original package. From
the time it leaves the wholesaler until
it reaches the commissioner it must be
kept in this original package, and
every official through whose hands it
passes must put a label on it and at-
tach a number, but when it reaches
the man who purchases the liquor of
the town agency, he does not have to
put any label on or attach any num-
ber to it. All ‘he has to dvu is to pro-
vide himself with a cockscrew and
proceed in the same old way.

The one section as I have said be-
fore, in this bill that is not in my
judgment, inane and vnconsequential is
the first section and that provides for
a different method for purchasing
liquor. It provides for advertising for
bids and for purchase of the lowgest
competitive bidder. That may be 2
good feature, I do not know but it is,

but it is not a way business men or
great corporations conduct their busi-
ness, and I am not satisfied that is any
great improvement for the present
system.

But, Mr. President, there is another
consideration connected with this, that
the senator from Pencbscot has touch-
ed uponr™ We had the assent, without
the acquiescence I know, of my friend,
the senator from Kennebec. This bill
has become identified, has become
blended with a gross, wanton, cruel.
cowardly, personal assault upon the
State liquor commissioner, Justice M.
Leavitt—upon a man whose personal
and final character stands, I believe
foresgquare to every wind that blows.
This attack has been carried on in the
columns of the Boston newspapers aund
through scurrilous and anonymous let-
ters, or in other like reputable methods.
And while this attack has been carriod
on he has been lving in a hospital un-
dergoing a critical operation fer ap-
pendicitis, from which he has not re-
covered, and from the effect of which
he is now in danger.

Now the passage of this bill, Mr,
President, will be hailed—will be pre-
claimed by the people who have becn
making this attack, as a vindicatinn
of their attack, as a vindication of
their method, as a condemnation of
the State liquor commissioner,

Now, Mr. President, the persons who
thinks as I do about this, are pleaserd
with the dilemma. We are either tn
vote for a bill that miay present some
gond features, or else--bhy voting for it
—we have to join hands with people
who will claim that the act which we
do, in passing this bill is a vindicaton
of the other methods, and join hands
with men in making an attack upon 2
man who lies in the hospital sick and
helpless,

The senator from
that certain lobbyists have touched
weak spots in the Senate. I do not
know that lobbyists have done it but
I am aware the weak spot has been
touched in me and that is in my re-
spect and regard for one rule which is
of higher authority than any rule that
can be adopted by this body—and one
that cannot be suspended by a two-

Kennebec says
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thrds vote of this Senate—that was
enacted when the lowly Galilean wailed
under the palms of Palestine “Do unto
others as you would that others should
do unto you.” )

Suppose that I—suppose that you—sup-
pose that any of us were in the position
of the State liquor commissioner today,
Justin M. Leavitt, prostrate and helpless.

and suppose a cruel attack had been
made upnn you—suppose a bill were pend-
ing here, not evident for that purpose
but the effect of which would be pro-
claimed as a condemnation. Suppiose tha:
Justin M. Leavitt stood here, where I
stand or where you sit, what would you
want of him? What would you expect
him to do? What would he do? M.
President, he would twake the chivalrous
course. He would say: “I will resign
my seat, and I will not vote but condemn
the man and pass the bill,"" which would
be taken as a condemnation of the man
unheard—and he has had no opportunity
to be heard.

Mr. President. I propose to vote not for
this matter, and I propose to do unto him
as 1 wuuld that he would do unte me. [
propose to vote against this measure and

to vote for the motion of the senator
from PPenobscot.
Mr. HESELTON—I would lik: to ask

the senator from Hancock which section
he referred to, ‘wheuw he said it was a
proposition between the ftown and State?

Mr. DEASY--Section 12, I think.

Mr., IESELTON—Mr. President, to an-
swer the criticism of the senator from
Haneock., who has, with his usual elo-
quence and ability touched the wealk spot
of every man—his sympuathy, I wish to
say that this Dbill, in all of its details,
hast been examinad by personal
friends of the prohibitory law;
and every oune of the critidisins
which he has offered here have been an-
swered to their satisfadtion. It has pre-
sented to them a measura which would
correct just the conditions that our Ili-
quor commissioner said, the day bhefore
he left here, he wanted to correct and
which he would join hands in correcting.
The bhill itself cannot, either directly or
indirectly, sustain any attack made by
any newspaper upon Justin M. Leavitt:
for, as 1 said to you, his statements to me
suggested the remedial measures of this
bill; and if I am wrong I think the Pres-
ident would correct me.

Now, under the circumstances, all there
is for us to do is to consider whether thiy
is a goed law or a bad law. If it s a
good law, we have no right in reason
to reject it and to permit thesa evils to
exist for two years more simply because
a man whom we have not reflected upon
and do not reflect upon, lies sick in a
hospital. We have made the very best
eftort we could to protect his interests
and to preserve his w=alary.

The vote whereby the bill was passed
to be engrossed was reconsidered.

* The question being put upon the mn-
tiom that the bill be referred to the com-
mittee on salaries and fees, a yea and

’

nay vote was called for and ordered, and
the vote bheing had resulted as follows:
Those voting yea were Messrs. Barrows,
Curtis, Deasy, Foss, Garcelon, Houston,
Irving, Merrili, Page, Philoon, Proctor,
Putram, Rice, Sewall, Simpson, Stearns,
‘Tartre, Theriault (18). Those voting nay
were  Messrs.  Ayer, Bailey, Brown,
Clarke, Eaton, Hastingy, Heselton, Libby,
Parkhurst, Wyman (10). Soc ithe miotion
prevailed and the bill was referred to thz
committee on salaries and fees.

On motion under suspension of the rules
“Resnlve on payricdl of the House” took
its two several readings and was passad
to_be engrossed.

Bill, “An Act to regulate the tenure of
office of trustees of certain State lnstitu-
tions,” was referred to the next Legisli-
ture.

““Resolve providing for adeguate quar-
ters for State departments,” which was
passed to bhe engrossed by the Senate,
came from the House refused considera-
tion by that branch.

U1 motion by Mr. Sewall of Sagadahoc
the resolve was indefinitely postponed. A
motion to reconsider the foregoing vote
was lost. .

On motion by Mr. Heselton of Kennc-
hec the motion whereby there was pass-
ed to be enacted *‘An Act to amend Sec-
tion 18 of Chapter 8 of the Revised Stat-
utes, in relation to taxaition of corporata
franchises,” was reconsidered. On fur-
ther motion by the same senator the bill
was tabled, agreeable to niotice given by
Mr. Sewall of Sagadahoc that the matter
shouid be taken up at 2.156 P. M.

Resnlve proposing an amendment to
Section 12 of Article 5, Part 'Three of the
Constitution of the State of 'Maine, relat-
mg to the power of the Governor to
cause the laws to be faithfully executed,
came from the House refused a palssage
hy that branch.

The question being upon the passage of
the resolve, ithe yeas and nays were call-
ed for and ordered, and the vote buing
had resulted as follows: Those voting
yea were Messrs. Ayver, EBailey, Barrows,
Brown, Clarke, Deasy, Eaton., Jiastings,
Heselton, Houston, Libbv, Mills, Page.
Parkhurst, FPutnam, Rice, Simpson,
Stearns, Theriault (19). Those voting nav
were Messrs. Curtis, Foss, Garcelon, Mer-
rill, Philoon, Proctor (6), and the resolve
received a passage.

On motion by Mr. Putnam the Senate
took a recess until 2 P. M.

Passed to Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Section 11 of Chap-
ter 116 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended by Section 1 of Chapter 33
of the Public Laws of 1905, relating to
compensation of members of the gov-
ernment.

An Act to amend Section 18 of Chap-
ter 8 of the Revised Statutes ,relating
to the taxation of corporate franchises.
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An Act to amend Section 73 of Chap-
ter 10 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the collection of taxes.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 173 of the Public Laws of 1905, re-
lating to the compensation of registers
of deeds.

An Act to amend Section 2 of the
Public Laws of the year 1907, entitled
‘An Act to amend the third paragraph
of Section 51 of Chapter 79 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to supreme ju-
dicial courts.

An Act to repeal Chapter 92 of the
Iaws of 1905, entitled “‘An Aect to pro-
vide for the better enforcement of the
1aws against the sale and manufacture
of intoxicating liquors.’

An Act in relation to the duties of
telegraph companies.

An Act to provide school flags.

An Act entitled an act to abolish the
office of public binder and to authorize
contracts for State binding on the bas-
is of competitive bids.

An Act to establish a municipal court
in the town of Madison.

An Act to amend Chapter 175 of the
Private and Special T.aws of 1903, as
amended by Chapter 241 of the Private
and Special Laws of 19035, in relaticn
to Atlantic Shore Line Railway.

An Act to open Brassau lake to ice
fishing.

An Act to amend Chapter 213 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1903, as
amended by Chapter 355 of the Private
and Special Laws of 1905, authorizing
the county commissioners of Cumber-
land County to erect a county building
in Portland.

IAn Act prohibiting the publications
relating to patent and other medicines
in language of an immoral tendency or
ambiguous character and protecting
the public against the dangers of the
indiscriminate distribution of samples
of medicines.

‘An Act to amend Chapter 4 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to better
protection of sheep.

An Act to amend Section 44 of Chap-
ter 9 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the assessment of taxes on lands in
places not incorporated.

An Act to correct clerical errors in
Chapter 32 of the Revised Statutes and
acts amendatcry thereto, to regulate
the length of trout, landlocked salmon,

white perch and black bass which may
be taken, to prohibit the sale of trout,
landlocked salmon, white perch and
black bhass, and to regulate the trans-
portation of deer cut of the State.

An Act to provide a way to free toll
bridges.

An Act to amend Chapter 364 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1905, en-
titled ‘An Act to create the Portland
Bridge District’ and to confer addition-
al powers on said district.

An Act to amend ‘An Act to incor-
porate the Livermore Falls Sewer Dis-
triet.’

An Act to prohibit the throwing of
sawdust and other mill waste into Bog
Brook and tributaries in the counties
of Oxford and Androscoggin.

An Act to amend Chapter 9 of the
Public Laws of 1903, relating to the
compensation of selectmen.

An Act to establish the Milo munici-
pal court.

An Act to amend Chapter 352 of the
T.aws of 1905, relating to the Caribou
municipal court.

An Act to amend an act entitled ‘An
Act additional to Chapter 49 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to insurance
and insurance companies, approved
March 6, 1907.°

An Act for the assessment of a
tax for the year of 1907,
the sum of $1.1%6,181.03.

An Act for the assessment of State
tax for the vear of 1908 amounting to
the sum of $1,186,181.03.

‘An Act fixing the compensation of
the clerk of the municipal court of the
city of IL.ewiston.

An Act to amend Sections 14, 15 and
19 of Chapter 89 of the Revised Stat-
utes relating to actions of executors
and administrators.

An Act to provide in part for the ex-
penditure of government for the year
of 1907.

An Act to provide for the expenditure
of government for the year of 1908.

Finally Passed.

Resolve authorizing a temporary loan
for the vear cof 1907.

Resolve authorizing a temporary loan
flor the year of 1908.

Resolve in favor of H. R, Thompson.

Resnlve in favor of ‘A. E, Trving.

Resolve in favor of W. 8. Knowlton. to

pay expenses of investigiation of office
of ‘State superintendent of schiols.

State
amounting to
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Resolve in favor of W, G. Fuller.

Resolve in favor of James A. Chase,
mail carrier of the House.

Resolve in tavor of L. S. Lippincott.

Resolve in favor of the clerk and sten-
ographer and the messenger to the com-
mitiee on legal affairs,

Resolve in favor of R. G. Hawes,

Resolve in favor of J. W. Gordon.

Resolve in favor of the clerk and sten-
ographer to the committee on railroads
and expresses.

Resolve in favor of the messenger to
the committee on ramroads and express-
s,

Resolve in favor of A, M. Goddard for
services as counsel to committee on for-
estry preservation and water supply.

Resolve in favor of Frank ¥ellows,
Messenger to the President of the Sen-
ate.

Resolve in favor of George W. Stearns,
chairman of the committee on education.

Resolve in favor of the secretary of
committee on puplic buildings and
grounds.

Resolve in favor of Francis O, Hill of
Monuticeilo, Maine,

Resolve in favor of H. M. Sewall, chair-
mam of conumnittee on gubernatorial votes.

Resolve in favor of Walter R. Clarke,

chairman of the Longfellow centenniai
coinmittee.

Resclve in favor of State House em-
ployees.

Resolve in favor of Leon 8. Lippincott,
wubstitute mail carrier of the House.

Resolves to amend Section 2 of Article
X of the Consititution of the State of
Maine,

Resolve in favor of the stenographer to
the prersiding and recording officers of
the Senate and House.

Resolve in favor of Walter J. Mavyo,
secretary for the committee on military
afrairs.

Resclve in amendment of resolve enti-
tled “Resclve making appropriation for
the Penobscot tribe of Indians,” passed
by the present Legislature.

Resclve to provide for expenses of jus-
tices of the supreme judicial court at ses-
sions of law court.

Resolve in faver 0f clerk to the com-
mittee on taxation.

Resolve in favor of Hon. Lorenzo T.
Brown.

Resnlve in favor of F. H. Parkhurst,
chairman of the committee on State
School for Boys.

Resolve in favor of M. H. Hodgkins,
clerk and stenographer to the committes

or: inland

Resolve in
chalirman
tions,

Resolve that the land agent be author-
ized to convev to Lemmuel H. Stover of
BRrunswick, iMe.. certain ledges in Casco
bay, known as Irony island.

Resolve in favor of the Moosehead fish
hatchery.

Resolve in favor of C. W. Perry, secre-
tary -to committee on mercanltile affairs
and insurance.

Resolve providing for the appointment
by the Governor of a committee to in-
aquire into the advisability of creating a

fisheries and game.
favor of J. Merrill Lord,
of House committee on elec-

Stalte Bear:d of Charities and Corrections.

Resolve relating to financial statement
prepared by order of the Legislature.

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

Resolve layving a tax on the counties of
the State for the years of 1908 and 1907.

Resolve providing for the screening of
Medemace pond or lake, so called, in
‘Washington, in the county of Knox.

Resolve: in favor of clerk to the com-
%nittee on appropriations and financial af-
airs.

Resclve in favor of clerk and stenog-
rapher it¢ the joint special comianittee on
salaries and fees.

Resolve in favor of the clerk and sten-
ographer and the messenger to the judi-
ciary committee,

Resclve in favor of the town of Gray.

Fiesolve in favor of witnesses, officers
and counsel in the matter of the hearing
upon the Harry J. Chapman resolves.

Itesolves providing for a memorial tab-
lat at Fort Popham.

Resolve in favor of a special messenger
to the Speaker.

Resolve th reimburse the State treasur-
er for expense of surety bond.

Resolve on the payroll of the House.

Resolve on the payroll of the Senate.

Hesclve in favor of the clerk and sten-
ographer to ‘the committee on State land
and State roacs.

Resclve appropriating money for the
purpose of obtairning information as to
wild lands for the purnose of taxation.

Resolve in relation to money credited
to Dallas plantation in error.

Resolve in favor of clerk of the com-
mittee on telegraph and telephone and
State prison.

SENATE 2 P, M.

Bill “An Act to regulate the pur-
chase and sale of intoxicating liquor by
the State liquor commissioner and
town liquor agents, which was refer-
red to the committee on salaries and
fees, came from the House, that
branch insisting on its passage ,and
asking for a cominittee of conference.
On motion of Mr. Stearns of Penocbscot
the Senate voted (o adhere to its for-
mer action.

On motion of Mr. Heselton of Kenne-
bec, the bill relating to the taxation of
corporate franchises was faken from
the table.

Mr. HOUSTON: Mr. President, as a
member of the Taxation Committee, 1
would just like to say a few words in
explanation and justification of that com-
mittee in regard to this bill. When our
committee was organized, about the first
thing that was thrown out was that the
expenditures of this Legislature were go-~
ing to Dbe larger than they had Dbeen,
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which would make it necessary to raise
more revenue, and from all the taxation
bills sent to us we eliminated those we
thought not just and right, and finally
we centered on something like half a
dozen bills, and after a good deal of con-
troversy we decided on that half dozen
bills, on which to raise the taxation.
The only argument against this franchise
tax is that it will drive away rrom our
State companies coming here to organ-
ize. The committee listened to the argu-
ments and decided to increase the tax
on corporations capitalized at over $200,-
000, that figure representing the bulk of
our business. Without further remarks
I would say that it was the uvnanimous
judgment of the committee that this tax
was just; and I hope the senators will

not eliminate this from the taxation
raise.

Mr. CLARKE of Lincoln: Mr, Presi-
dent, I desire to explain to the Senate

my position in regard to this very im-
portant matter. I do not wish to have
my constituents feel, or the people of
the State feel, that in voting against this
measure 1 am trying to favor corporate
interests, for that is not my purpose.
1 am not a great corporation lawyer, nor
have 1 incorporated a great many of
these companies. I have, however, had
just enough experience along that line
to have obtained some information which
I think wiil justify me in the course that
I intend to pursue. There is, at the pres-
ent time, just enough advantage on the
side of the Maine corporation law over
the incorporation laws of other states to
induce organizers to come here in prefer
ence to other states, where it might be
more convenient otherwise for them o
go. If you remove that difference in our
favor by increasing our corporate fran-
chise tax, you are going to keep a great
many corporations from coming here.
Now if, as has been suggested by the
senator from Sagadahoc, the result of this
hill would be merely to Keep away so-
called illegitimate corporations, T would
vote in favor of it, even if it werc going
to curtail our revenue. My experience,
however—and I have consulted with state
officials in regard to the matter who have
charge of recording corporations and ex-
amining them on behalf of the state—
leads me to believe there is ordinarily
not one corporation out of ten of the

character that is considered to be repre-
hensible, and which belongs to this so-
called illegitimate class that ever pays a
state tax; and my judgment is that in-
creasing the tax, as is proposed by the
terms of this bill, would not affect the
illegitimate corporation in any way what-
ever. The ordinary illegitimate corpora-
tion lasts only about two yvears. The ob-
ject of the promoters of such corpora-
tions is merely to sell stock, pocket the
money, and then let the company itself
die a natural death. That object can be
accomplished without ever paying a tax
into the state treasury. The only cor-
porations that will be affected by this bill
are those which have legitimate objects,
and by this act you would prevent a
large number of highly desirable com-
panies from coming here. Early in the
session I had in mind the idea of intro-
ducing a hill that would amend our cor-
poration laws in such a way as to put
some restrictions upon the issuing of stock
in cases where there was nothing back of
that stock. But 1 finally made up my
mind upon examination, and after con-
sulting with older attorneys, that the law
as it stands today is a pretty good one.
The only suggestion 1 would make is
that we put some restriction upon the
indiscriminate issuance of stock, but this
is not along the lines that 1 should sug-
gest for the purpose of keeping out the
undesirable corporations.

Our law today is the best there is in
the country for legitimate corporations.
It is also one of the easiest for the dis-
honest corporations to take advantage of.
1f the senator from Sagadahoc or any
other senator will introduce a law into
this body that will remedy the evils in
our corporation law, I should be glad to
vote for it. I bhelieve that the strongest
appeal that has been made here in favor
of this law has been based to a great
extent upon prejudice. This has been re-
ferred to as a lawyers’ measure, or rather
as a measure to which only lawyers were
opposed. I do not believe there is a sin-
gle lawyer in this State who incorporates
these companies who would not bes will-
ing for them to pay a suitable tax, but
I think that only a lawyer who has had
a practical experience in dealing with
this class of corporations, is qualified te
judge as to the expediency of a law of
this character. I have yet to find one
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lawyer who has had dealings with the
laws of other states, who has had any-
thing whatever to do with the incorpora-
iion of these companies, who. looking at
it from a fair standpoint, does not say
that this law, instead of increasing our
revenue, will diminish it. by Kkeeping
legitimate corporations that desire to
come here to organize, from so doing.
For these reasons 1 am opposed to the
bill.

Mr. TARTRE of York: Mr, President:
The only objection I have to the bill is
what I have stated to very many friends
of mine, that it would tend to diminish
the revenue of the ‘State. As this bill
affects only corporations capitalized at
more than $200,u,0, I ask if the Senate
thinks it would prevent incorporation
here. Twenty-five dollars would not. 1
think, have such a result. [ shall vote
for the bill.

Mr. SEWALL of Sagadahac: Mr. Pres-
ident, as we shall vote in a very few mo-
ments, I wish to recapitulate the situa-
tion. The Committee on Taxation have
reported four bills taxing railroads, ex-
press companies, palace car companies
and this tax on corporations, enumerated
under our wcorporation lists. While the
committee was more or less divided on
this proposition, they finally concluded
that the interesis of equity and justice
to the people of the State, having raised
the tax on the railroads and the express
companies, and tae gentlemen who rep-
resent these .corporations having told us
individually and collectively that ithey
would accept the rate of taxation we
might impose on them, that this tax
should also be raised. but they told us,
when you come to legislate to increase
the tax on corporations, that bill will be
drawn out Irom under you at the last
moment. And now we have seen the
threatened danger of that fear being fuil-
filled—all through the opposition of less
than a dozen law firms in this State who
by all the influence that can be exerted,
have come here at the last stage of the
passage of this bill to defeat it.. Every-
thing about it has been misrepresented
and distorted—the amount of the change
—you would think it involved the whole
organization of corporations in the State,
whereas the organization fees are not
changed one iota. You would think it

involved franchise taxation of all the
corporations in the State. Not so—not
until the capital is $200,000, is the tax in-
creased, and that only by $25, up to half
a million, and from that to a million it
is increased by $25, and for every addi-
tional million or part thereof, 3.

For fifteen years the veteran leader of
the other House has told me, or has
brought out the argument whenever it
was proposed to increase this tax, that
it would drive business away. It Wi
always be brought up here as an argu-
ment against such an increase. Are we
to endorse the statement made to our
committee by the man who argued
against this increase, that his law firm
had assured outside corporations that
thege taxes would not be changed? Who
has a right to give such assurance to
the organizers of these corporations
throughout the TUnited States that the
Legislature of Maine will keep these taxes
where they are in perpetuity, at the same
time moving up the taxes of the people
which are honestly trying to develop and
build up the interests of the State?

They make far too bold an assertion,
which they cannot prove, and which, at
the same time, it being a matter of con-
jecture, in all frankness, we cannot dis-
prove; but why will not the State, if it
is ever to legislate on this great propo-
sition, be in a better position two years
from now to know whether their asser-
tion is true, that the increase of these
taxes will drive out revenue? Wwill we
not be in a better position if we take
corporations of over $200.000 and put on
this increase of $25, and thus have it
demonstrated once and for all whether
such a course of procedure is to drive
the revenue from the State? 1 rest it
right there as a revenue proposition, that
it cannot bhe proved to any degree that
we will lose this business.

Having passed the bills increasing the
tax on the corporations of the 'State such
as I have mentioned, shall we go to the
people in the face of that record and be
asked the question: Why did you leave
those outside corporations incorporated
far into the millions? Why did you leave
those untouched?

Gentlemen, could it be proved that we
would lose any revenue from it, I believe
the people of the State would be ready

of the State and on these corporationsand willing to pay the price exactly as
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they have done in this matter of the
abolishing of fees. We were told that
the State would not make any money by
cutting out the fees and turning them into
the treasury, and paying the officers on a
salary basis. As events have proved, 1
think there may have been something in
that proposition. But that was what the
people of the State asked for, and that
is what they have received.

I have heard no agitation outside as
to any measure asking for an Iincrease

of tax on the express companies, the
palace car companies, or the railroad
companies; but, on the proposition to

increase the taxes on these companies
as corporations, there is a feeling, and
I believe in this modest attempt at re-
tform we are Yyielding properly to that
sentiment. With this statement I am
ready to submit to the judgment of the
Senate. :

Mr. HESELTON of Kennebec: DMr.
President, I understand that the senator
from Knox, Senator Staples, is very sick,
and he was deeply interested in this mat-
ter. I would move that, out of respect
for his memory, we refer this to the Com-
mittee on Salaries and Fees, for their
consideration in wvacation.

Mr, SEWALIL: When you refer to the
“memory’”’ of Senator Staples, 1 trust you
are not breaking the news to us of his
departure?

Mr. HESELTON: No.
threatened with danger.
is here, just the same.

Mr. SEWALL: His interest hcre, as
manifested the last time he voted on it,
was in favor of increasing this tax.

Would we not much better honor his
“memory” hy doing as he did the last

time he was here?

The question being put upon the final
passage of the bill the yeas and navs
were ecalled for and ordered and result-
ed as follows: Those voting yea were

He is merely
His “memory”’

Messrs. Curtis, Deasy, Eaton. Fo
Garcelon, Hastings, Houston, Irvir
Page, Proctor, Rice, Sewall, Tartre,

‘Wyman (14.) Those voting nay were

essrs. Ayer, Bailey, Rarrows, Brown,
Clark, WHeselten, Libby, Mills, Park-
hurst, Philoon, Putnam, Simpson,

Stearns, Theriault. (14.) The president
directed the secretary to call the name
of the president and his name being
called, Mr. Allen voted yea.

So the motion prevailed.

The conference commiittee on the dis-
agreeing action relating to Bill “An
Act to fixe the compensation of the
clerk of the municipal court of the city
of Lewiston” recommending that House
amendment B be accepted and all oth-
er amendments rejected, was accepted
in the House and the bill passed to be
engrossed as amended by amendment
B of the conference committee. ©n
motion of Mr. Hastings of Oxford tihe
report of the committee was accepted:
and on further motion by the same
senator, the vote was reconsidered
whereby the bill passed to be engross-
ed and on his further motion he
amendment was adopted and the bIll
as amended was passed to be engross-
ed.

Resolve proposing an amendment to
Section 12, Artiele & of the Constitution
of Maine, relating to the power of th:
Governor to cause the laws to he exe-
cuted  came from  the House, that
branch refusing the final passage of i1he
bill and voting to adhere. On motion
of Mr., Mills of Hancock the Senate
voterd to adhere,

Bill “An Act to repeal Chapters 14 and
35 of Chapter 29 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to the establishment of a Stf"ite
agency for the s=ale of intoxicating
liquors, came from the House, the ma-
jority report accepted and passed to be
cngrossed.

Mr. Heselton of Kennebec moved to re-
congider the motion whereby the Senate
aceepted the minority report.

The motion was lost,

On motion of Mr. Mills of aHncock the
Senate voted to adhere. .

An Act to incorporate the Calais Water
District was indefinitely postponed.

Recess until 3.4 P. M

Bill “An Act o repeal Chapttr 92 of
the laws of 185 entitled "An Act to pro-
vide for the better enforcement of the
laws against the sale and manufacture
of intoxicating liquors’ 7 came from the
House indefinitely postponed and in the
Senate was postponed in concurrence..

The bill for the repeal of the Sturgis
Law, so-called, having been returned to
the Senate with the Governor's veto
thereon, the passage of the same was
submitted to the 'Senate on a vea and
nay vote, resulting as follows: Those
voting vea were Messrs, Aver. Balley,
Barrows. Deasy, Foss, Garcelon, Merrill,
Page. Parkhurst., Philoon. Proctor, Sew-
all, Stearns, Tartre, Wyman (14). Those
voting nay were Messrs., Brown, Eaton,
Hastings, Irving, Libby, Milis, Putnam,
Theriault (8). Paired: Curtis voting yea
with Simpsen vioting nay.

Mr. SEWALL of Sagadahoc: Mr. Presi-
dent, with the indulgence of the Senate
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I beg to make a statement in the casting
of my vote. I voted for the Sturgis bail
on the ground that having voted for
resubmission in three successive Legisla-
tures, I felt that the people of the State
of Maine ought to know what enforce-
ment of the prohibitory law, as we were
promised by the friends of tne Sturgis
bill, would mean; in order that when the
time for resubmission came they would

know exactly what the prohibitory law
meant. I did it. At tne same time 1L
voted for the so-called Cider Bill to
secure full, effectual and ‘impartial

enforcement of the law that we could
make against the sale of intoxicating
liquor. I believe, and I could name local-
ities where the deputies named know
that that bill on more than one occasion
has been used as an instrument to pro-
mote factional party strife with the Re-
publican party.

I believe there 1is a large, rich and
populous Republican county that has not
felt ithe force of the Sturgis bill as it
should have felt it; and that a political
one at the bottom of it, and I object to
the discrimination wvetween the different
sections of this State. For that reason.
having voted once for the repeal of this
law with all respect that a citizen of this
republic can feel for the Executive of the
State, I should stultify myself in, I should
cast my vote, I therefore vote vea.

Recess was here taken until 4.30 P. M.

SENATE 430 P. M.

The following bills under suspension
of the rules tok their two several read-
ings and were passed to be engrossed.

An Act for the assessment of a State
tax for the year of 1907, amounting to
the sum of $1.186,181.03.

{Recess).
Mr. HESELTON: Mr. President, by
misunderstanding, I was absent when

the vote was taken upon the bill vetoed
by the Governor. I understood that the
session or the recess was longer
designated by the Chair; I wish to pub-
licly announce that had I heen present
I should have voted to sustain the Gov-
ernor’s veto.

On motion of Mr. Parkhurst of Penob-
sPccutMthe Senate took a recess until 7.20

After Recess.
On motion of Mr. Parkhurst of Penob-
scot it was
Ordered, that the gavel that has been
yielded so wisely and impartially by Mr.
Allen be presented to him as a token of
our admiration and esteem.

than,

Mr. PHILOON of Androscoggin: Mr.
President, if in order, I would take this
opportunity, not to be remiss in my du-
ties to you and to my conscience and not
only to you but to the secretary of the
Senate, his assistant and to all the offi-
cials about this chamber, to thank you
and them for the uniform courtesy and
attention that has been given us; and
for the impartial and dignified way in
which you, Mr. President, have adminis-
tered the duties to your office.

Personally I desire to thank you for
the many courtesies that have been ex-
tended to myself. My only regret is
that I have been unable to perform the .
duties that have devolved upon me with
the degree of skill and ability which the
situation demands.

The Governor of another state of late
has Dbeen quoted to say: ‘I count noth-
ing failure except the failure to do right.”
I trust there is no senator in this body
who will be troubled with the sense of
failure to do right, so far as light has
been given him.

In the simplest manner possible I wish
to thank this Senate for the patience with
me and their unbounded courtesy. I deem
it a happy conciusion orf my legislative
experience that it may be ended in this
happy fashion, and I desire again to most
sincerely thank you, the members of this
Senate and its officials, in behalf of not
only myself, but I think I voice the senti-
ment, of every member of this vody.

Mr. SEWALL of Sagadahoc: Mr.
President, the senator from Androscog-
gin has touched upon a chord which has
tfound response with all of us. To me,
even our body might well deserve a
tribute, not our body individually, 1or
that would be like a tribute to ourselves
and to this ‘Senate as a collective boay
and part of the legislative function of
the State.

I do not come here prejudiced in favor
of the Senate. I have said during three
legislative sessions that the House was.
the body nearer to the people.

I fear now to say, in spite of the elec-

tion, it is still the more representative
body of the people. Fortunately for
those of us in metropolitan districts,

there was a constituency to which we
could appeal, otherwise there would have
been many more wrecks as a result of
the last election.
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Our body is not as close to the people.
It was never designed to be, and the
very process of our election removes this
body one degree. The Senate, I believe,
within our generation, has not exactly
occupied the position it was designed to
occupy.

It had come before the advent of the
present Senate to suggest to the people
of this State that this body was a delb-
erative body in the sense of a body where
discussion would influence vote.

The leader of our majority party here,
with his great experience, has said during
this session that he never knew a vote to
be changed by discussion in the Senate.
It has been looked upon as a body where
matters have been settled by the influence
of discussion outside and away from this
chamber.

That unfortunately has been more or
less, and has more or less, the reputation
of this body.

I believe the present Senate has taken
a large step forward to remove such an
impression. I believe we have shown that
we are not only a deliberate body, but
a deliberative body—that discussions have
here had some effect—that senators have
come into this chamber on more than one
occasion—far more than one important
occasion, with minds open to be influenced
by arguments. I believe it can be demon-
strated that on those ocecasions such
minds have been influenced and votes
have been determined as the result of the
free and fair discussions we have had.

The Senate was designed to be a delib-
erative body, but it wag not designed a
body where there should not be discus-
sion.

Mr. President, on the most momentous
yuestion, apparently, that ever came be-
fore us, in the discussion of the intricate
guestion of parliamentary law which was
solved by itself which you had the honor
to solve and upon which, when we voted,
there were doubts in the minds of many
on either side of the chamber, but which
events have vindicated, the wisdom ot
your course cn the authority of the great-
est parliamentary authority we have in
thiis ecountry—I say on that occasion, on
that discussion, the discussion was so
able, as presented on the floor, that we
had doubts as to the wisdom of our votes
and had to appeal from the decision of

over night. No one could have foretold
the result.

I cite that to show that this i>denate
has been open to argument and to fair
discussion; and if on that occasion we
voted as I helieve a majority of those on
the floor voted, according to the main
question because there was no time given
for further deliberation—yet the effects of
the able arguments rendered on the floor
were such as to inspire us with grave
doubts as to the way our votes should
he cast.

This body, [ believe., has not heen obh-
structive, I believe it has been an initi-
ative body on more than one important
occasion. It is pleasant to think that
party lines have not been drawn in this
body on any important question; and 1
cannot help thinking that that fact is due
to the fact that, at the very beginning of
the session., on the important political
question which led to liberal rules of
construction that from that time for-
ward, politics were eliminated from this
chamber and that had the lower body
adopted any similar cases, as WwWe acted
on through the report of our committee,
there might have been eliminated from
that very bhody bitter partisan feelings
to which this body has been a stranger.

Now, Mr. President, none of us are in-
sensible to the other side, to the personal
side—the side of our personal relations
here and the figures that have entered
into our lives and our memories that will
not be obliterated.

And vou, Mr., President, have been the
central figure. We cannot think of our
session here without thinking of your
own genial presence, of your pleasant
welcome, of your glad hand that comes
out from the glad heart, that responds in
svmpathy to the good wishes and affec-
tions of your fellow men.

You have been, as it were, the keystone
of the arc that has cemented all our
friendships and all our relation here.

I have served now through four legis-
lative sessions in Maine—three in the
lower body and at this time in the session
it has been customary to deliver eulogies,
some with fulsome, as it seems to me,
towards the presiding officer, I have
heard in this body our presiding officer
nominated at the close of the session for
higher office and even to that of the

the Chair, resting the matter on the tableUnited ‘States.
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I do not, in these sober, sedate and
senatorial years, yield to the flights we
used to yield to in the House; and for
you, Mr, President, however much I
should be pleased to see you occupy such
a chair, I am led to restrain myself be-
cause in the case of three Speakers of
the House, most of whom were nominated
for Presidents of the United States, they
speedily retired to the private life which
awaits, probably, most of us on the floor.
I am afraid, in making such remarks, 1
am consigning you to the same oblivion.
But Mr. .resident, you can rest assured
of this, that, should you be called to any
office higher than the office you now fill,
none of us who have been associated
with you will doubt you could fill that
high office with the ability, fairness and
sagacity which has distinguished your
career in the Chair. And through it all
vou may be sure you have the lasting
and dee¢ep esteem and affection of the
senators who now look upon you. (Ap-
plause).

Mr. DEASY of Hancock: Mr. President,
I am tempted in rising here, to present a
resolution to present to you, 8ir, all parts
of the ‘State House and all the furniture
and furnishings in it that have not been
heretofore given to its distinguished
Speakers,—excepting only, what I should
cxcept, the telephone on the third floor,

which I should give in perpetuity to
the senator from Aroostook. (Applause
and laughter.)

Seriously Mr. President, it has been a
source of pride and pleasure to me to be
a member of this body.

However much we have differed on
questions which have come before us, 1
believe we have been animated by one
purpose, namely, to take the course
best suited to subserve the interests ot
the State.

I join heartily in extending to you, Mr,
President., the hope and wish that as the
vears go by, they may deal kindly with
vou and that they may bring you new
honors, new friends, without loss of tne
love of old friends; and that you may
ever enjoy the respect, esteem and love
of the members of the iScnate, who will
recall, while life lasts, your uniform
Kindness, courtesy and impartiality in the
performance of the high and responsible
duties of your office.

Mr. ALLEN, the President: Senators:

I again thank you for these kind expres-
sions, and assure you that I cannot find
words to express the pleasure that I have
had in my associations here this year.
It will always be to me one of the sweet-
est memories of my life,

On motion by Mr. Irving of Aroostook
it was

Ordered, that a message be sent to the
House of Representative informing that
body that the Senate had transacted all
business before it and is ready to ad-
journ without day.

The Chair appointed Mr. Irving to con-
vey the message and that senator sub-
sequently reported that he had dclivered
the message with which ne was charged.

The following message was received
from the House through Mr. Hall of
Dover: “I am charged with a message
from the House of Representatives i
forming this honorable bhody that the
House has transacted all the husiness
before it end is now ready to adjourn
without day.”

On motion of Mr. Parkhurst it was

Ordered, that a committee of thrce on
the part of the Senate and three from
the House bLe appointed to wait upon the
Governor end to inform him that both
branches o’ the Legislature have attend-
ed to all matters before them and now
are ready to act upon any communication
he may have to make.

The President appointed as such com-
mittee on the part of the Senate
Messrs. Parkhurst, Foss and Hastings.
The chairman, Mr, Parkhurst, subse-
quently reported that the committee
had attended to the duty with which they
were charged and that the Governor had
no further communications to make to
the Legislature, except to transmit the
acts and resolves.

A communication was received from
the Governor transmitting a list of the
acts and resolves passed at the present
session approved by him, amounting to
634 acts and 237 resolves.

On motion of Mr. Curtis of Cumberland
the Senate adjourned without day.





