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ERRATA: 
The following errata are 

inserted because one or more pages 
in this session day have errors 

noticed and corrected here. 
 



EBBATA. 
Page 39, for Long Monson Pond read Long Mousam Pond. 

94, after the words "Probation Officers" omit the words "relating to State 
Detectives." 

105, 302, 316 and 333, for State Prison read State pension. 
118, 146, 165 and 170, for supplementary associations read supplementary as-

sessments. 
168. for Coolidge River read Cambridge Rivt'r. 
174, for $50 read $50,000. 
182, for Oakland read Oakfield. 
185, for Rihes road read Kineo road. 
219, for Mineral Spring Co. read Merrill Springer Co. 
226, for investigation of vital statistics read registration of vItal statistics. 
243, for town of South Portland read town of Southport. 
309, ror town of Wales read town of Wells. 
325, for foreigners read coroners. 
343, for Bed Cambridge River read Dead Cambridge River. 
360, for boys read buoys. 
377, for Corners Knob read Canary's Nub. 
377, 462, 496, for Prescott read Trescott. 
379, for Pittsburg read Phippsburg. 
462, 496, for Chronological read Pomological. 
494, for Township E read Township 2. 
510, 538, for Central Railroad Co. read Jonesport Central Railroad Co. 
52(), for Penobscot Electric Co. read Penobscot Bay Electric Co. 
525, for Colcord read Concord. 
544, 556, for town of Brewer read town of Bremen. 
551, 587, for Monmouth Ridge Sanitary Association read Monmouth Ridge 

Cemetery Association. 
646, for Androscoggin Valley Company rt'ad Androscoggin Valley Railroad 

Company. 
648, for Central Fire Insurance Co. rt'ad Central Maine Fire Insurance Co. 
654, 670, for Jimmy pond read Jimmy brook. 
655, 671, for Straw's Island read Swan's Island. 
667, for transmitted in Maine read transacted in Maine. 
677, 698, for municipal court in town of Po·rtland read municipal court in 

town of Farmington. 
687, for Trusett read trustee.' 
700, for pension members of Building Commission read pension members of 

Fire Department. 
788, for Howard read Howland. 
835, for Chapter 138 of the Public Laws of 1905 read Chapter 138 of the Public 

Laws of 1895. 
844, for bridges of municipal officers read duties of municipal officers. 
928. for identifying animals read identifying criminals. 
974, for Herbert A. Bradford read Herbert A. Lombard. 
1022, for Stonington Trust Company read Stonington 'WatE'r Company. 
1064, for Biddeford read Portland. 
1244, for Daniel's Pond read Donnell's Pond 
1275, for Acatus Lake read Nicaious Lake. 
1.313. for establish read abolish. 
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HOUSE. 

Thursday, March 25, 1909. 
l"rayer by Rev. Mr. Nichols of Hallo

well. 
Journal of yesterday read and ap

proved. 
Papers from the Senate disposed of 

in concurrence. 
An Act to authorize the Edwards 

Manufacturing Co. to procure addition
al water power, came from the Senate 
read twice and passed to be engrossed 
under a suspension of the rules with
out reference to a comrnittee. 

On motion of Mr. Hersey of Houlton 
the bill was tabled. 

Senate Bills on First Reading. 
Resolve for the appointment of dele

gates to the conferences of the Inter
national Tax Association, came from 
the Senate read twice and passed to 
be engrossed under a suspension of 
the rules without reference to a com
mittee. 

On motic,n of Mr. Hersey of Houlton 
the bill was tabled. 

An Act relating to the scaling of 
logs. 

An Act additional and amendatory 
of Section 22 of Chapter 27 of the Re
vised Statutes in regard to the sup
port of minor children. 

An Act to consolidate and rGvise the 
military laws of the State of Maine. 
(Tabled penuing first reading- on mo
tion of Mr. Bisbee of Rumfordj. 

An Act to r'cgulate the use of nets 
and seines in the tide waters of Nar
raguagus river and Narraguagus bay, 
so-called. 

An Act to make uniform the stanu
ard relating to tbe percentage of alco
hol in intoxicating liquors. 

An Act amendatory of Chapter 189 
of the PubliC Laws of J907 re.lating to 
prohibiting publications relating to 
patent and other medicines in language 
of immoral tendency or of ambiguous 
character and pmtf,cting thE' public 
from the (lang"r~ of the indiscrimi
nate dist.ributJon of samples of medi-
cine. 

An Act for th" equalization of school 
privilE'ges. ('Senate amendment adopt
ed in concurren:!e). 

An Act in favor of the 'Senate post
master. 

Resolve, in favor of the committee 
on bills in second reading for clerical 
a:osiRtance. 

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

Resolve, in f<lvor of the clerk to the 
joint special committee on salaries and 
fee", 

Resolv,=. in favor of the clerk and 
stenographer and messenger to the ju
diciary c(lmmit~ee. 

An Act to regulate the rate of div
idends and interest on savings de
posits, 

Majority and minority reports of the 
Portland delegation, to which was re
ferred An Act to abolish the common 
council and increase the membership 
of thE' board of aldermen of the city 
of Portland, the majority reporting a 
bill in a new draft under same title 
and that it ought to pass, the minority 
reporting Hought not to pass," came 
frcm the Senate Yvcith the' majority re
p(,rt accepted. 

On motion of Mr. Beyer of Portland 
the minority report was substituted for 
the majority report. 

;>'1r. BEYEn: Mr. Speaker: In or
-1er to s(;ttle this matter I move to re
consider the vote and I hope that the 
motion will not be carried. 

The motion was lost. 
An Act to create a State Water 

Storage Cc.mmission. (Recommitted to 
the committee on forest preservation 
and water supply in concurrence on 
motion c.f Mr. Clark of Hollis). 

Resolve providing for the prevention 
and extinguishment of forest fires for 
the years 1909 and 1910. (Indefinitely 
postponed in concurrence on motion of 
Mr. Hersey of Houlton). 

An Act to incorporate the Suburban 
Water District of Farmington, Me., 
came from the Senate amended by 
Senate Amendment A. 

On motion of Mr. Hodgkins of Temple 
the vote was reconsidered whereby this 
bill was passed to be engrossed, Sen
ate Ame!ldment A was adopted in con
currence, and the bill was then pasS€id 
to be engrossed as amended in con
currence. 
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An Act to further amend Chapter 
352 of the Private and Special Laws 
of 1905 relating to Caribou municipal 
court, came from the Senate amended 
by Senate Amendment A. 

On motion of Mr. Hall of Caribou 
the vote was reconsidered whereby this 
bill was passed to be engrossed, Sen
ate Amendment A was adopted in con
currence, and the bill was then passed 
to be engrossed as amended in concur
rence. 

An Act for the encouragement, etc., 
of shell fish industry, came from the 
Senate amended by Scnate Amendment 
A. 

On motion of Mr. 'Thurlow of Cutler 
the vote was reconsidcred whereby this 
bill was passed to be engrossed, Sen
ate Amendment A was adopted in con
currer.ce, ana the bill was then passed 
to be engrossed as am€mded in con
currence. 

An Act to open the lakes and ponds 
in Kennebec county to ice fishing one 
day in a week. 

On motion of Mr. Charles of Rome 
the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

An Act to amend ChRpter 8 of the 
Revisea Statutes relating: to the BORrd 
of State Assessors, came from the Sen
ate, that branch non-concurring in the 
adoption of House Amendment A. 

On motion of Mr. Da.vies of Yar
mouth the bill was tablNI pending con
current action. 

An Act to amend An Act relating to 
the police court for the city of Rock
land. 

The following petitions, bills, etc., 
were presented and referred: 

Appropriations and Financial Affairs. 
By Mr. Cook of Unity: Resolve, in 

favor of H. R. Thompson for services 
as clerk to the committee on library. 

By Mr. Kelley of Boothbay: Re
solve, in favor of L. S. Lippincott, 
clerk, stenographer and messenger to 
the committee on sea and shore I1sh
eries. 

Placed on File. 
By ~Mr. Dunn of Brewer: Petition of 

Ge.)rge F. Emery, president of Federal 
Labor Union, No. 10,651, of Bar Harbor 
and others in favor of thn Dunn bill, so-

caUed, in favor of the law student who 
is also a laboring man; of same in fa
vor of the election of judgE'S by direct 
vote of the people; of William A. Mc
Kenney, president of the International 
Brotherhood S. F., No. 247, of Lisbon 
Falls, for same. 

By Mr. Colby of Bingham: Petition 
of C. \V. Abbey and 16 others for a 
hunting and fishing license to be im
posed upon residents of the State. 

Orders. 
On motion of Mr. Mill"r of Lincoln

ville, 
Ordered, That Herbert A. Bradford 

be excu~cd from further attendance 
upon tllis session of the Legislature 
and that his pay be made up to the end 
of the same. (Referred to committee 
on leave of absence.) 

On motion of Mr. Mercier of Prince
ton, 

Ordered, That Waldo W. Mercier be 
exeuseu from further attendance at 
this session of the Legislature as rep
resentative anrl that the clerk be in
structed to make up his salary to the 
en<1 of the term. (Referred to commit
tee on leave of absence.) 

On motion of Mr. Robbins of Fort 
Kent, 

Ordercd, That Alexis O. Robbins be 
excused from further attendance at 
this session of the Legislature as rep
resentative and that the clerk be in
stl'uctec1 to make up his salary to the 
end of the term. (Referred to commit
tee on leave of absence.) 

Reports of Committees. 
Mr. Miller from the committee on 

leave of obscnce on order excusing Be
loni S. Dufour from further attendance 
at this session of the Legislature, re
ported that the order be given a pas
sage. 

The report was accepted and the or
der was given a passage. 

Mr. Wln2; from the committee on the 
judiciary ~-n Bill, "An Act defining the 
liability of employers in cases of in
jury to servants and employes." re
ported "ought not to pass," as subject 
matter is covered by another bill. 

Same gentleman from same commit
tee on petition of L. B. Dennett pray
ing for an amendment to the Consti-
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tution relating to the assessment of 
taxes. reported that the petitioners 
h~n~ leayc to withdraw. 

Mr. JVlontgomery from same commit
tee reported same on petition of L. B. 
DennC'tt praying that the "debt limit·, 
shall not be limited to G per cent., but 
shall bo limited to 25 per cent. 

Same gentleman from same commit
tee on Hill, "An Act defining the lia
bility of empl'lyers in certain cases of 
injury to employes,"' reported "ought 
not: to pass," as the subject matter is 
cOvered by another bill. 

~/fl". .Tolles from the committee on 
raiJroa(lf' and expresses reported 
"ought not to pass" (In Bill, "An ~\ct 
organizing the BinghGJ11 and Dead Riv
er Ra.i]way Co." 

ivlr. Df'yC'r from the committee on 
mercantile a1faiI's ann insurance r8-
p(Jl·ted "ought not to Vass" on bill, " .... -\.n 
Act to mnend Section 41 of Chapter 49 
of the Revised Statutes. as amend0r1 
by Chapter 119 of tile Public Laws of 
1905, relating to insur::tnce and insur
ance companies." 

Mr. Campbell from same committe" 
reported same on Bill, "An Act to de
fine the kinds of insurance that may be 
transacted in Maine, and establiAhing 
rules relating thereto." 

:VII'. Grant from same committee on 
Bill. "An Ac: to amend Sections 59. fJ2, 
63 and 64 of Chapter 49 of the :Revised 
Statutes relating to securities deposit
ed ,dth tlw treasurer of State," report
ed "ought not to pass" as subject mat
ter is covered by another bill. 

Mr. SpeaJ' from the committee on 
claims report8d Hought not to pass" 
on resolve in favor of the town of 
Washington. 

:'IiII'. Cummings from same commit
t08 on resolv", in fayor of the city of 
Elis\Yortl1. reported that the same be 
placpd on file. 

Mr. Maee from the, committee on la
bOr reported "ought not to pass" on 
Bill, "An Act to amend Section 48 of 
Crapter 40 of the Revised Statutes of 
Maine relating to the hours of labor 
by Atriking mit "sixty" on the eighth 
line of said section and inserting there
in "forty-eight." 

Same g'(mtleman from same commit
tee on BiII, "An Act entitlerl ,\Veavers 
pm'ticulars bill," reported that ~he 

~::l:ne be referred to the n('xt Legisla
ture. 

Same gentleman from same commit
tee reported same on Bil! "An Act to 
amelIu Section 57 of Chapter !O of the 
Rey;seu Statutes, re.!ating to the pay
HJFnt of \V,3ges." 

Mr. Davies from the Committee on Ju
diciary reported "ought to pass in new 
draft under same title" on bill "An Act 
to establish a Board of Police for the 
City of '\Yatcrville." 

Mr. Burleigh from sanw committee 
reported same on bill "An Act to amond 
Chapter H 7 of tho Public Laws of B07, 
creating the office of State Auditor." 

:\1r. Montgomery from same commit
teen reported Hought to pass in new 
draft" on bill "An Act reJnti\"o to motor 
,'cllicle~ and to the operation thereof." 
uncleI' title of ".'n c,ct l"plating to motJr 
Yc;'.ir1C':-i." 

lIIr. Strickl'lI1d from tlle Committpe 
on .\ppropriations and Financial Af
fairs reported "onght to pass" on re
so],'e in fayor of clerk of the Committee 
on Interior 'Yaters. 

::\11'. Emery from same committee re
ported same on resolve in favor of L. 
A. Davis, clerk of the Committee on 
Pllblic Health and Public Buil·lings and 
Gro1111ds. 

::\11'. Kavan',ugh from same committee 
reported sarno on resolve in faYor of the 
official reporter of the House. 

Mr. Marshall from SGme committee 
r('portpd same on resolve in favor of the 
clerk and stenographer to the committee 
all State Lands and State Roads. 

Mr. Spear from the Committee on 
:Railroads and Expresses reported "ought 
to pass in new draft under same title" 
on bill "An Act to incorporate the Scar
boro and Cape Elizabeth Railway Com
pany." 

Mr. Perry from the Committee on 
Mercantile Affairs and Insurance report
ed 'ought to pass in new draft" on bill 
"An Act relating to life insurance," un
der title of "An Act relating to life in
surance companies doing industrial 
business giving special rates of prem
ium to members of lodges and labor 
unions." 

Mr. Counsins from the Committee on 
Agriculture reported "ought to pass in 
new draft" on resolve to amend Chap-
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tel' 79 of the Resolves of 1907, relating 
to the Central Maine Fair Association, 
under title ,)f resolve to amend Chapter 
126 of the Resolves of 1905, as amended 
by Chapter 79 of the Resolves of 1907, 
relating to tho Central Main Fair As
sociat.ion. 

Mr. Smith from the Committee on Mil
itary reported "ought to pass in new 
draft under same title" on resolve for 
the preservation of the regimental rolls 
in the office of the Adjutan t General. 

Mr. Mace from the Committee on 
Labor reported "ought to pass" on bill 
"An Act to amend Section 42 of Chap
ter 40 of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to the duties of the Commissioner of ,he 
Bureau of Industrial and Labor Statis
tics." 

Mr. Buswell from the Committee on 
Salaries and Fees reported "ought to 
pass" on bill "An Act to [unend r4?ction 
15 of Chapter 44 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to expenses of the inSIwct.}r of 
bOilers, engines, etc., of steamboats upon 
inland waters." 

The reports were accepted and I'ill" 
and resolves ordered printed under joint 
rules. 

l\.1ajority and minority l'(~port'3 of the 
Committee on J .. abor, to whieh \va;.., re
ferred. bill, "An Act to creai2 a .State 
Board of Arbitration and Concili:ltion,' 
the nlajority reporting "ought not to 
pass," the minority reporting "ought to 
pass." 

Mr. BEALS of Auburn: Mr. Speaker, 
being the introducer of this bill and one 
of the minority of the labor committee to 
sign the report as "ought to pass," I wish 
at this time to say a few words in favor 
of the bill. 

This bill is not a labor measure. It~ 
object is the industrial peace of our State 
and its benefits will be felt by not only 
the employers and employes, but by the 
cities and town where labor is employed 
to any great extent. 

I question if there is a man on the floor 
of this House who has stnldied the labor 
conditions and labor troubles more deeply 
than myself, and I have seen many and 
many cases where a board of this kind 
could have, and I firmly believe would 
have, averted serious trouble, For In
litance, take a crew of men working In 

a shop or factory and some condition 
arises either through the notice of a cut 
in wages or a change in their work for 
which they think they should have more 
pay. These men talk the matter over and 
at last send a man or go In a body to the 
employer. He refuses to listen to them 
and the men go back to work dissatisfied, 
and the next thing is talk of a strike. 

At this time if there was a board slich 
as this hill provides, that these men could 
appeal to, 99 times out of 100 the differ
ences could be straightened out and good 
feeling restored and the men remain at 
work. But in the absence of such board 
these men go on strike and when a crew 
leayes a man's shop and closes his facto
ry or forces him to suspend business, tliat 
moment the employer feels he has a 
greater grievance tuan his men and the 
breach, a small one in the beginning, 
grows ·wider and wider. 

Now, I claim that if there was a State 
board of arbitration that a very large ma
jority of these troubles could be adjusted 
in the beginning withO[llt interruption to 
the employer's business and without loss 
of time and money to the employes. I 
llave in mind a striJ<e which has occurred 
in our State within a year, and I refer to 
the pulp and paper mill strike of last 
summer and fall, during which the paper 
business was so seriously crippled as to 
effect the whole country in the matter of 
getting paper for the newspapers. 

And not only that, but thousands Of dol
lars were lost to the men who had been 
employed in these mills and necessarily 
was felt to a "cry great degree by the 
b:usiness men in the towns where these 
mills are situated. 

And further than that, hundreds of men 
were forced to take their families and 
leave the towns and maybe the State. 

Now, gentlemen, I was called upon to 
go into a number of these towns during 
that strike, and I think I know what I am 
talking about when I say that in the be
ginning it would have been a very easy 
matter to have settled the matter with
out the men leaving their work. and if 
no call for this service arises during the 
year, the State has been put to no ex
pense. If occasion arises and their ser
vices are called for and they save a strike 
of serious diffiClUI ty such as the one I 
have just spoken of they will have saved 
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many times. Twenty-three states ha,'e 
boards of this kind and I have seen by 
their reports that the~ are looked upon 
aR a very important state office. 

For these reasons I mOve that the mi
nority report "ought to pass" be adopted. 

Mr. TRIMBLE of Calais :::\1r. Speaker, 
as one of the signers of the majority re
port I would like to say a word regarding 
the reasons why we took that attitude. 
At the hearing before the committee on 
labor in regard to this bill there were 
perhaps several parties that appeared in 
favor of the bill, and they were employes. 
ThE' employers were not represented at all 
and it was a peculiar fact that there 
was a division of opinion among the em
ployes themselves. Certain branches of 
labor favored the bill and certain others 
opposed it. One of the very strongest 
labor unions in the State is very strongly 
opposed to this bill. I mean the railroad 
men, the Brotherhood of Locomotive En
gineers and Conductors' Union. The em
ployers, the business interests themselves, 
were not represented at all. Apparently 
the matter was either objectionable to 
them or they were indifferent in regard 
to it. It seemed to us that that matter 
was one of not any great importance, 
one that the State or the people in the 
State cared very little for. and conse
quently the majority of iUS voted that the 
bill ought not to pass: and I trust that 
the motion of the gentleman from .\u
bl1r11 will not prevail. 

The question being to substitute the 
minority report for the majority report. 

Mr. Wing of Kingfield called for a di
vision. 

A division was had and 56 voted in the 
affirmative and 15 in the negative. 

So the motion prevailed. 
The bill was then tabled for printing 

under the joint rule~. 

::\Iajority and minority reports of Lhe 
committee on legal affairs, to which 
was referred bill, An Aet to authorize 
the city of Lewiston to take ice from 
the Androscoggin river, Lake Auburn 
and other ponds in Androscoggin coun
ty and selling the same at cost to its 
inhabitants, the majority reporting 
"ought n,ot to pas,s," the minority rc
porting "ought to pass." 

Mr. EDWARDS of Lewiston: Mr. 

SpcnJeer, I move that the minority re
port be substituted for the majority 
repmt. I fin't introduced this bill in 
the house a number of weel~s ago and 
lwcause the citizens of Lewis-ton wish
ed it, a majority of them. Xearly all 
the citizens of the city of Lcwist'Jn 
signed a petition which was reporL"d 
to the cOlllmittee and contained OV2t' 
3GOO names, nearly 4000 names of the 
lL'gal voters of the city of Lewiston. 
,Ye had a hearing upon this bill aad 
at thc hearing we had such men as 
the Hon. Halph Crockett, formerly 
county attorney of the county of 
Androscoggin, some of the profcssors 
of Bates College, and General :'.fanning 
ami such men as that were here in 
support of this bill, all of them stating 
that the ice which had been furnished 
them since this trust was formed-the 
price had differed in value and that 
instead of the large piece they were 
getting a small piece. 

Xow, the original bill as presented 
by me was that the city should have 
the right by eminent domain to take 
ice from the lakes of Lewiston and 
the river, and that is all the way the 
citizens can COme in competition, as 
tllis trust o,,·ned all the shore rights 
along the Androscoggin river for more 
than two miles above the city and all 
the available rights of Lal{e Auburn, 
and they have even gone s.o far as to 
take the Little Androscoggin, the 
rigllts upon that; and at that hearing 
it develollPcl not only that the price of 
ice ,,'a" high but also that they were 
being ill-treated by the drivers of this 
trust. \\'hat did thc opponents offer? 
TIley didn't offer anything. To he 
sure they had two lawyers who stated 
the·ir case, honorable, upright men, and 
still one of them had to lcl me previ
ouslv a claval' two bcfore that I must 
not blame 'him, or something like that, 
that he was a lawyer and he was a.p
pearing as a paid man. I don't think 
he believes in the trust any more than 
I do. I esteem him as a man and he 
is an able lawyer. What do we know 
about this lobby and what this trust 
has been doing here since this hear
ing? We have had men on the floor 
of the House going around and shaking 
hands and tucking a cigar in your 
pockets, as they have a perfect right 
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to do. ,Ye know or the open HOUl!!e 
which I am told has been conducted 
at the Augusta House night and day, 
and Mr. Speaker, I won't go any fur
ther than that in regard to this mat
ter, but we all know that there has 
been many paid attorneys for this 
measure since the matter ha_~, been 
discussed here. 

.:\ow, :'\lr. Speaker and gentlemen, I 
wnuW like to tal{e you with me to an
other scene; I would like to take y0U 
to some of the laboring people in the 
dty of Lewiston, people who only ;,;21 
~,cven or eight dollars a wcek and 
where they have little ones dying ~,n 

their cots from cholera infantum and 
such other diseases, as many physi
cians will report to you, and \yho are 
not able to have ice. ,Yhy'? Because 
proyisions are high and they have to 
c1cny themsclvt:s of some of the luxu
ries, and this prohibitive high price of 
ice \yas the reason they were not d
lowed to haye it. Theil' roods were 
souring and the children who were 
as dear to them as our children are to 
us, I have no doubt, many of th"m 
have died from just this lack of ice 
which they ought to have had. And 
no one in the city of Lewiston, .:\[1'. 

Speaker and gentlen1en, \vas ev(;r 
heard to find any fault when we hRd 
competition, when we had the two tee 
companies, but when they joined to
gethcr to form a trust, the very fir6t 
year that they were together the prICe 
of ice was doubled-not perhaps quite 
doubled in price but in the amount 
which they gave us. They admitted 
at the first hearing that the price had 
been raised considerabiy. They offered 
no excuse whatever; they even did not 
put one man on the stand. W·hy? Be
cause they were afraid of being asked 
questions. I did ask one of them a 
question in regard to ho",,- much proftt 
they had made during the year, but 
their attorney said "Hold on, you need 
not answer that question." And the 
reason these men were not put upon 
the stand was because they dared not 
answer the question. We are not here 
Mr. Speaker, to save the lakes or 
::vraine; we are here to save the chil
dren of Maine, that they may occupy 
these same seats at some time in the 
future that we are occupying today. 

,\,ho do we find in this ice business? 
:'\Iy friend, 1\11'. Sawyer, who was h8re 
two years ago not to save the lakAs 
of :vlaine but to get a stronger hold for 
this water power company and de
stroy the lakes of Maine. The same 
man has been before you this Ye,ar 
and got the bill through by lobbyins 
to dam the lakes of Maine, and he 
came very near damming this ice 
business. He is the president or this 
company. an(1 I don't know but he is 
the president of the Union "Vatsr 
Power Company. The Union ,Vatcr 
PO\yer Company is in league with him, 
and he is one of the prime movers in 
the water power company, and he is 
the president of this ice company. In 
one sense this is an ice hilI, but it is 
a peoDle's bili, Mr. Speaker and gentle
men, and it is a labor bilI, for it af
fects the laboring people of our city 0f 
Lewiston more than any other class. 
:.\Tany of us can take ice even if the 
price is high, but those people can
not. This bill is also a humane bill. 
The first offer or the city was to take 
the ice from the riYer and thc lakes, 
paying scwer damages and all other 
damages, and to furnish ice to the city 
free of charge. At that timc this 
trust through its attorneys said 
that 'Ye \VI?re trying to rob them. The",t 
was one of the excuses, and another 
excuse \vas that it was unconstitution
al. I consulted many eminent consti
tutional lawyers, such as .Judge Foster, 
\\'ho said the only way that we could 
find out about the constitutionality f)f 
it, and it had never been decided, 
was to get this biII througil 
this House and then to see whether 
they woulU put on an injunction, and 
I have no doubt but what they wou].J 
do so, and then let the courts of this 
State decide it. One of their objec
tions was that we were to ruin them, 
and that rnatter we have tried to 
overcome in this way: We have made 
a ncw draft of this bill, and offer'2d 
to take the shore rights and their 
property and pay them what it is 
worth, they to select a man, the city "r 
Lewiston to select a man, and the two 
to select a third; and in case they 
could not do that satisfactorily, the 
chief justice of the supreme judicial 
court of Maine should appoint a third 
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man. "\Vc' think that iR a very fair 
proposition. I dO not be'ieve that tl", 
city of Lf'\\"iston or the city of Auburn 
\luulcl tr·~· to rlC'fraud those people of 
any of tll('ir money. "\Ve also placed 
a rcfert'n,lum on the first bill, amI 
th'l't' is "Iso a referendum on the sec
ond one allo,ying the people to say on 
the 11('11' bill wheth('r tlwy SllOUhl yote 
to nee('pt it (II' not, after the decision 
elf til" r('foref's. 

)Jow, :\'lr. Speaker, as I understand the 
question, the only \va)" \'"C can ot)taln 
this objoct is that the city of Lcwiswl1 
has the right to C01l1e before yO~l pnd. 

take ice on the ref01'pndu111 and '!::) refer 
it to the suprelne court. Certclinly '.ve 
are all la\y-abiding citizens in Lewiston 
and wlmtevel' that court shouH <I,oc;<1e 
wouW be entirely satisfactory L') us. J 
Vlant to ask you, gentlerllen of rho 
Honse, that when this matter c- 1llles up 
for final vote that all of you will voro "" 
you think best and give :us the j'igh t i 0 

take ice and not defraud or che8.t thece 
fellows, but pay them back their money 
and give us the privilege of taking i('e 
and furnishing it at cost to the citi'011S 
of the city of Lewiston. This is ;i \ocal 
question, but it Inay be very far r8[t~hin6 
in regard to our city. 

Mr. MARSHALL of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker and g·entlemen of the House, I 
\vill rliscuss very briefly the attitude 
taken by the majority of the committe" 
on legal affairs respecting this proposi
tion to allow the city of Lewiston to en
gage in tho business of cutting and sell
ing ice to its inhabitants. I don't Imo\y 
anything about the local conditions there, 
no;· do I know who are the officers of 
tho corporation, nor do I care. Perhaps 
thse who know those conditions better 
than I do will state to you in regard to 
them. I only know what was brongnt 
out at the hearing, which ·was an animat
ed one and a protracted one. The major
ity of the committee, I think, went to the 
fundamental difficulty of the proposition 
proposed by the gentleman from Lewis
ton (Mr. Edwards); that is to say, this 
committee or a majority of the commit
tee, all but two, believed that the propo
sition to allow a municipality to take 
priva te property and to use it for a mer
cantile pursllit is unconstitutional, We 
do not believe that it is our duty as law-

yers to report to this no use favorably a 
bill which we believe is unconstitutional 
and fundamentally unsound. "\Ve believe 
that it is not our duty-or I will put it the 
other way-,ye believe that it is Ollr duty 
to report "ought not to pass" on any 
proposition which we believe is unconsti
tutional, and that we should not put it up 
to the supreme court of this State to de
termine that question. "\Ve believe we 
should act here in 111:-11nng sound laws 
and in accordance with the dictates of 
our o'vn judgnl ent. 

Kow, as to the unconstitutionality of it. 
I will not weary the House with any long 
citation of authorities. I \yill Simply say 
that this matter has been practically 
passc:d upon by the supreme court of this 
Sta te; that it has been practically passed 
upon by the supreme court of Massachu
setts, I wo:uld quote from the supreme 
court of Massachusetts, and the matter 
was put up, as I understand it, in the 
182d ;\lass. by the Legislaturo to tne su
preme court of Massachusetts for an 
opinion, and the propOSition was this: To 
allO\y cities and towns to engage in the 
wood and fuel business. The court in 
that decision says: "The lIse of monoy 
of the taxpayers for such purpose would 
not be a public use, but a use for a spe
cial pecuniary benefit to those who hap
pened to be affected by the state of the 
coal n1arket." 

Now, in order to take property by right 
of eminent domain and to usc it by the 
municipality it must be for the reason 
that public exigencies req:uire it and it 
must be for a public purpose. Now, gen
tlemen of the House, in this case was it 
demonstrated that publio exigencies de
manded the taxing? In the minds of the 
committee there was no such exigency 
displayed. It was stated before the hear
ing, and I do not understand that it is 
disputed-it was not certainly at the hear
ing-that the city of Lewiston today is 
receiving ice at a cheaper rate than are 
any of the following cities: Gardiner, Ban
gor, Waterville, Portland, Bath, Augusta, 
and I think many other towns. For in
stance, the city of Lewiston receives 15 
ponnds of ice per day at the monthly rate 
of $1.25; in Gardiner it is $1.50; in Bangor 
it is $1.25; and 25 pounds in Bangor costs 
$3 against $1.50 in Lewiston; Portland pays 
$2 against $1.25 in Lewiston; in Bath it is 
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$1.50, and in Augusta for 25 pounds they 
pay $1.80, and in Lewiston $1.50. Certainly 
on that showing I don't think as reason
able men we can say that there was a 
prohibitive price or that the public ex
igency required it, because it was not 
shown that there was any famine or any 
shortage of ice in any respect. 

Mr. EDW'ARDS: Mr, Speaker, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Portland 
a question. Have you the cost of proauc
ing ice in Lewiston in comparison with 
that of 'other places? 

The SPEA KF:R: Does the gentleman 
from Portland, ::\11'. Marshall, yield to 
the gentleman from Lewiston for a 
question? 

Mr. lYfAHSHALL: As I said in the 
first place, I wHI answer it in this way: 
I say I do not know the local condi
tions excepting as brought forth at the 
time of the hearing. I should judge 
from the statements made at the hear
ing that in the city of Lewiston they 
are peculiarly advantageously situated 
to cut ice and that they can produce 
it eh'eaper than they can, for instance 
in Portland and perhaps in some other 
phlccs. 'That is all I know. 

.1\11'. ED"" A nDS: I would like to ask 
the gentleman if there is not a general 
law now which providc3 that cities 
can furniSh wood and coal? 

1\11'. MARSHALL: Yes. I believe there 
is a general law. I don't consider that 
the committee on legal affairs is at all 
responsible for that law, and I would 
very murh Iil,e to see it tE.sted by the 
supreme court. We did not find and 
did not belic\"(, that engaging in the ice 
bllsiness is tal,ing for a public use with
in the meaning of the statutes. It is 
to our minds essentially different from 
t2J;:ing water or for many other strict
ly public purposes. Here is a matter 
of retailing it out in carts, which is 
really engaging in mercantile retail 
business. It has been said that the 
prices have differed or advanced great
ly. It was brought out in the hearing 
that up to a year and a half ago, or 
some short time ago, there were two 
companies doing business. It was 
shown or offered in evidence that they 
were both losing money. They came 
together, and r do not understand It 
is a trust, simply one company bought 

out the other, or one had to go to the 
,,'all, and I am not sure which, and 
now it s('ems to us that they are 
chargin;:;- the reasonable prices as I 
have shown you. Of course any com
pany is entitled to charge a living 
price. 

Now, },lr. Speaker, I won't take any 
longer the time of this House. I have 
stated my reasons. vVe believe it is 
fundamentally unsound; we believe 
that it would be committing the State 
of Maine too near to the idea of so
cialism, and we do not believe that 
this bilI should pass for these purely 
constitutional reasons. 

]\fl'. COOLIDGE of Lisbon: Mr. 
Speaker: Before we understand this 
thing thoroughly it seems to me we 
shlmld determine somewhat the condi
tion of affairs as they exist in Lewis
ton. As has becn 6tated by the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. JliIarshall, un
til about a year ago there were two 
companies operating in the ice busi
ness in the cities of Lewiston and Au
burn. One of those companies procured 
its ice from wha.t was known as Lake 
A'lburn, about three miles from the 
city of L>?wiston. That is a great pond, 
and <lS every la\vyer kno\vs and I sup
pose e.-ery member of the Legislature 
that the ice npon that pond is free to 
whomsoever goes in there and stakes 
out a field. This company operated 
sompthing like five years before it was 
sold out, and they lost the sum of 
$12,OIlO, which shows that the price of 
tJ"e ice "'!lich they delivered in the 
cities of Lewiston and Auburn was 
too low. The other company was 
known as the C. C. VVilSOll Company. 
This company operated upon the river 
and in order that you may underst'lnd 
the conditions there I will state that 
the shore rig'hts on each side of the 
river in Lewiston and Auburn are 
olVned or WE're owned at that time by 
the Franklin Company. Tbey owned 
back about a mile and a half above 
the dam that supplies the water pow
er for the city of Lewiston. Thi~ C. 
C. 'Vilson Company leased from the 
Franklin Company the shore rights 
on that river on both shores, and as 
every lawyer knows, this being not a 
navigable river, they oWllE,d the land 
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unc1u those lease-hold rights to the 
bed at Lhe river on each side; or, in 
other words, they controlled the land 
anll by controlling the land they con
trolled the ice on the river. So the C. 
C. ,Vilson Company holds, so far as 
everybody else is concerned, the ice 
th~t was formed on the river from the 
dam at Lewiston one mile and a half 
up the river. Now, when this conditi
tion ot affairs was found out, that one 
Company ~was losing and the other 
no mol''" than holding their own, and 
this C. C. \Vilson Tce Company was 
holding its own simply because C. C. 
'Vilsr)l1 was a lumberman and in the 
Will tel' time he used his horses and 
mf'n in the lumber woolls and ill that 
-way kc~pt even \Yitll the galne. 

SomethhJg like :l year ago six young 
busilll'~S m,'n of tIl<, city of LewistoI1, 
Oil,' of them it is true is the president 
of tlH-~ ('{J1l1p<lny, l\Ir. Sa\vyer, a civil 
engi!lc(-T and a nlan I btllieve that ev
(~l~:,rho<ly in the cities uf Lewiston anu 
A uhurn l'l'Ci[ll'l'ts for hi,; talcnt and in
tegl'ity, and anoth(~r lTIaIl by the nanH~ 
Of J ospplJ G. Chabot who was at one 
time Hepublican eandirlate ['11' mayor 
alld allotll<:.~r by the- name of E. P. 
Lar,;{le,\', who was managpr tor the: 
Mdl'"politau Insurance Company and 
th,·('c' uthers wlwm I do not know 
formeu thc:mselves into a company 
c::dh'r1 the Lake .. Auburn Ice Company. 
Tlles(· young mell are not monsters; 
til".\' are nut gentlemen Wl10 al'e going 
til try to (lestroy the children of tilQ 
city or Lpwistoll; they are men who 
have largp business interests dire"tly 
or inllirC'ctl:' in the city af Lewiston. 
Tlwy ha\'e as much respect for tho 
in+er,'sts of the city of Lewiston as the 
ma>'or "1' :\1r. D. L. :\IcGiIlicuudy or 
thee Honorable gentleman from Lewis
ton. :111'. Edwards. 'rlwy have put 
their monr'Y into the corporation. They 
have put in $50,300 and they borrowed 
$50,000 more, making $100,000 whioh they 
have invRsterl in this ioe company. I 
don't bdiev€ there is a gentleman on 
the floor of tllis House who wants any 
man to do bUSiness and lose money. 
Th"y advanc(,d the rates, that is true, 
ane] it is tllat advance over the low 
anu unpro(luctive rates that they had 
be:forc that. has stirred up all the 
trouble here. I do not believe it is at 

all political. I charge nothing of the 
l{iilu, for 1 know personally the men 
or nearly everyone of the men who 
appearell before the committee on 
legal affairs and told their story. 
There was a Republican county at
torney UH,re, as stated by the gentle
man from Lewiston (Mr. Edwarus) 
anu there was other men there whose 
ch~racters are above reproach, both 
Hepublicans and Democrats and one 
Socialist, a man who I believe is seri
ous in his convictions but visionary, 
and a man whom we cannot afford to 
·follow. 

Now this company dill make some 
mOlley last year; there is no doubt 
allOut that, but they did not make 
any ('xnrlJitant sum; they made some
thing Iwcause it was a very warm sca
~Oll an,l they could not very well help 
it. The rates in the city of Lewiston 
are nut exorbitant. 'l'llPY are not as 
llir;1l as are the rates charged in many 
other citilB of the State. In fact, 
you ('ould have 25' pounds of 
ice for $1.50 a month, and that is 
as low as it is in the village 
where 1 live, right on the banks of the 
A nllrobcoggin river and where it is as 
easy t::> get kC' as it is there. vVe are 
tuiu because they oWlled the shore 
r'ights along the; river at Lewiston 
th'et therefore; there was no competi
tiun; that tllt?y 8.re a giant trust, these 
six citizens of the city of Lewiston Who 
al'e trying to earn an honest living are 
a tru~t. vVllere does the trust COllRist '! 
They arc not bloated bondholders and 
lleither are they nlen \vho are trying 
t(, ruin the city of Lewiston.. Three 
miles from the city of Lewiston ;s Lake 
Aubun., and they are not the only 
company to go there but this present 
COlll!}any goes up to Lako Auburn to
day and cuts its ice, and they get it 
th'ere because it is a better quality 
than the ice furnished by the river, and 
they get 25 c(cnts a month more for 
supplying it, and they are doing it at 
n'asonahle rates and making some
thing out of it. Any other body of men 
that wants to in the city of Lewiston 
can go to that Lake Auburn and get 
that i.~e as they are doing it, and there 
is no pm'rer on earth that I know of 
to hinder them. 'l'here is a troney line 
thg,t runs there and this company takes 
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its ice from that lake and carries it 
to Lewiston oyer that trolley line, a 
thing which anybody else can do. 

vVe are told that it is like a water 
company because the ice is nothing but 
frozen water. ,Ve arc told that it is 
like the gas anf1 electric companies, 
but it is not. EYerv one of us knows 
that 11. water comp'any must take its 
pipes through the streets. No one in
<lividnal or nOr two individuals can 
constitute a water company because it 
n 1ust hayo rights in the street, and gaS 
Qr eleotrio companies must also have 
rign ts il' the street, and there is no 
analogy betwc·c;: the two. ,Ve are told 
'at the present time they plan to take 
over the property of the ice company. 
Vi'hat a proposition! '1'here is one ice 
hou3e in the city of Lewiston belong
ing to this company and the land on 
which it stands is worth $37,000 today. 
There are in the city of Auburn three 
ice houses belonging to this company 
and the shore rights are in the cities 
of Lewiston and Auburn. Does any
body believe that the city of Lewiston 
can get from this Legislature or any 
othpr Legislature the right of eminent 
domain which will take the houses 
which are h)cated in Auburn, as well 
as the ice houses in Lewiston? It is 
impossible. And again, as long as that 
is impossible, Is it square and is it 
right and il'1 it business in any way to 
ask this company to give over half of 
their property and keep the other half? 
I believe that is unfair and unbusiness
like and a thing for which I do not be
lieve any gentleman on the fioor of this 
H01Il'le will vote. 

These are some of the reasons why 
I look at this matter in this way. We 
should not give the company the right 
as it has been stated over and over 
again, which the Legisllature or the su
preme court of Massachusetts has for
bidden. Here are some qut'stions th.at 
were asked of the supreme court of 
Massachusetts: "Is it within the con
stitutional power of the Legislature to 
enact a law for the purpose of selling 
sllsh things genel;ally to its inhabi
tants or others," and there are other 
qllestions. but that is onp of them, 
and the eupreme court of Massachu
setts has said that it cannot be done. 
Now, if that is true in Massachusetts 

of the coal and wood business it is 
true of the ice business, because coal 
and WOod are certainly requisites and 
necessaries of life. The gentleman from 
Lewiston, Mr. Edwards, has told you 
that ice is a luxury. I don't think it is 
a lUXUry today. It was once but today 
in the cities and larger places I believe 
it IS a necessity. 

Just one more thing. In the 100th 
MaiIl'", Page 384, I think, Judge S'av
age has said this: "In order for the 
Legislature to grant a right it must 
be a T)'Ublie use and must be on a pub
lic E'xigency." It is said that the Legis
lature is a judge of the exigency, but 
the courts of Maine .are the judges of 
whether it is a public use. I would like 
to ask anybody if thE're is any idea 
in this bill that this ice is to be used 
by the city of Lewiston as a munici
p::tlity. Nobody beliE'ves it. It is to be 
sold to itE inhabitants. Is there any
body that believes that to be a public 
use? It ca.unot be. And, as Mr. Marshall 
has told you, there is no exigency. I 
don't believe we have the right to con
Sider this matter in that light. 

AgaIn, if we are to allow the city of 
Lowiston to establish an ice plant it 
cannot be done because they tax the 
citizens to get the money with which 
to do it. Tf they do that, they tax this 
particular ice company, the property 
which this ice company has, to estab. 
lish the plant which shall sell ice to the 
citizens. Does that strike you as right 
and proper to ask one man in the dry 
goods business, for instance, to con
tribute money that another man may 
sell goolls lower than he and run him 
out of business'? The ice business is no 
different; and that is the proposition 
which they put up. 

Again, they ask the right of eminent 
domain. Are vou willing to say that 
one company 'shall give up rights 
which it has in order that another 
company may destroy it? I say, it is 
not fair and it is not just. and there
fore, gentlemen, I hope that this mo
tion to substitute the minority for the 
majority report will not prevail. 

:Mr. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to ask the gentleman to 
read the opinion of the court in that 
Massachusetts Report again, I did not 
quite get it. 
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Mr. SMITH of Berwick: Mr. Speaker, 
at the request of the gentleman from 
Lisbon I will read from the report. It 
is in the 182nd Massachusetts. and the 
opinion of the justices is found on page 
607. Upon the first interogatory, wheth
er the city would have the plant for the 
purpose of selling coal and wood at cost 
or less than cost or at a profit, the un
animous report of the court contained 
the following: "The establishment of a 
business like the buying and selling of 
fuel requires the expenditure of money. 
If this is done by an agency of the 
government there is nO way to obtain 
the money except by taxation. Money 
cannot be raised by taxation except for 
a public use. There may be some who 
believe it would be well if business was 
conducted by the people collectiveljy, 
living as a community and represented 
by the government in the management 
of ordinary industrial affairs. But no
body contends that such a system is 
possible under our constitution. It is 
plain, however, that taxation of the 
people to establish a city or town in the 
proprietorship of an ordinary mercantile 
or manufacturing business would be a 
long step toward it. If men of prop
erty, owning coal and wood yards, should 
be compelled to pay taxes for the es
tablishment of a rival coal yard by a 
city or town, to furnish fuel at cost, 
they would thus be forced to make con
tributions of money for their own im
poverishment; for if the coal yard of 
the city or town was conducted econ
omically, they would be driven out of 
bW'Iiness. A similar result would follow if 
the business of furnishing provisions and 
clothing, and other necessaries of life, 
were taken up by the government; and 
men who now earn a livelihood as pro
prietors would be forced to work as em
ployees in stores and shops conducted 
by the public authorities. 

Mr. HINES of Lewiston: Mr. Speaker, 
I originally intended during this ses
sion of the Legislature to be as silent 
as the Sphinx that graces the banks of 
the far-away Nile. I had intended to 
be as silent as some of my distinguished 
colleagues on all sides of me have suc
ceeded in being loquacious; but if I did 
not break my silence nOw I :;hould be 
untrue to myself and recreant to my 

constitutents and false to you, my fel
low members of the Legislature. 

This bill provides that the city of 
Lewiston shall be authorized to cut ice 
in the Androscoggin river, Lake Auburn, 
Lake Sabattus and various other ponds 
in the county of Androscoggin, to be 
sold to the inhabitants of the city of 
Lewiston for domestic purposes at cost. 
It further provides that the city of Lew
iston shall take o,'er the plant of the 
Lake Auburn Crystal Ice Company in 
one of two ways, by the right of emi
nent domain and paying to the company 
full compensation for their plant, and 
if it is not acceptable to both parties it 
is to take over the plant of the com
pany by purchase. Remembc,r. this prop
osition is to be submitted to the citi
zens of Lewiston by the referendum, 
and if they don't desire it they can vote 
it down. 

1 desire briefly to review the history 
ot this situation. Previous to a yea.r 
a,>o therf' "-ere two competing ice con
cerns, the Lake Auburn Ice Co. and 
the C. C. Wilson Co. The Lake Au
burn Ice Co. g(·t thcir ice on Lake Au
burn alld hauled it to Lewiston. The 
transportation was so great that they 
were unable to compete with the C. C. 
·Wilson Co. in selling ice to the people 
of Lewiston. As the result of the fact 
that they could not compete, they pur
chased the Wilson Co. at a tremendous 
cost and established a monopoly of 
the icc: business in LewistOn and Au
burn. As a result of this combination, 
monopoly or trust, or whatever you 
lllay call it, the price of ice immediate
ly rose. There 'was a great dissatis
faction among the citizens of Lewiston 
as to the usage they received; but in 
llly opinion the greatest complaint is 
as to the quantity of ice which has 
be01 furnished at the prices which the 
gentleman has quoted. As the result of 
this feeling in Lewiston a bill w~ 111-
troduced and referred to the commit
tee on legal affairs. A hearing was held 
in the Senate chamber and we only had 
two days in which to circulate a peti
th'n d.mong the citizens of Lewiston, 
and we procured on that petition 3500 
'Citizens of the citv of Lewiston. Re
publicans and Democrats alike; and I 
desire to say right here that this is a 
l'Ion-political and a non-partisan and 
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purely a local measure. Who appeared 
in o~position to this measure? Who 
w'ere the remonstrants? \Vho of the 
citizens of Lewiston that came over 
here and went before the legal affairs 
committee and said that they were sat
isfied with the price of ice or with the 
quantity of ice which thi~ company 
had been serving them? Not a singl," 
soul, Mr, Speaker. The only one who 
spoke there was a hired attorney, who 
,argued the constitutionality of this 
propositicn, and I say now. if the 
Chair will bear with me briefly as to 
tr.c constitutionality of this measure, 
and then I shall have closed. I have 
been taught from earliest childhood 
that our government was divided Into 
three dIstinct departments, and I was 
taught that the continued separation 
of tllese three departments was tIle 
best guaranty of the perpetuity and 
permanency of our institutions. The 
l('gislaJive department is first; the Ex
ecutive department is second and the 
juaicial department third. I was taught 
that it ,vas the duty of the legislative 
department to enact laws; that it was 
thc duty of the> Executive department 
to e>nforce them, and that it was the 
duty of the juc1icial departme>nt to in
tprpret their constitutionality. 

='iO\\-, Mr. Speaker, I beliFve it is the 
duty of this House of Representatives 
to enact this measure into law and I 
btJieye it is the' duty of the supre>me 
cnurt of the State> of Maine to deter
mine upon the question of its consti
tHtiona.1ity. If this measure is as un
cOilstitutional a,; the gentlemen on the 
majority side of the legal affairs com
mittee would have you belieYe, if it is 
as unconstitutional as the attorneys 
for the Lake Auburn Crystal Ice Co, 
,yould have you believe, in the name of 
Heaven why aTe they here? If it is un
'constitutional it is nugatory and void 
and ,,'e cannot proceed under it, the 
minute we try to take their land by 
right of eminent domain an injunctior., 
would lie and we would be stopped. If 
you grant this act you can do no harm. 
for they are amply protected. If it was 
unconstitutional they would not be 
here. 

I desire> to say just a few words in 
regard to the propOSition which the 
gentleman from Lisbon (Mr. Coolidge) 

has advanced, As I understand it, 
every municipality, not only in the 
State of Maine but in every other 
state, has the right to take land by 
right of eminent domain and sell water 
to its inhabitants. I believe the near
est anology to ice is water. It is as I 
understand it, Mr. Speaker, only an 
elemental difference between ice and 
water, and the difference is that one is 
frozen and the other is not. If the cit
izens of the city of Lewiston have the 
right to take water from the An
droscoggin river and sell it to the cit
izens of that municipality, then I say 
why, in the name of heaven haven't 
they got the right to take frozen wa
ter and sell it to the inhabitants of 
that City? I think, Mr. Speaker, I shall 
rest for the present. (Applause). 

:VIr. PIKg of Eastport: Mr. Speaker: 
As a me>mbe1' who signed the minority 
1'enort, it spems to me fitting and prop
pr 3,t thb time that I ought to say a 
wore1 in defence or my position. This 
is a bill [,) authorize the city of Lew
iston to maintain an ice plant, and I 
want Lriefly to review the reasons 
why the city of Lewiston at this time 
d('sil'cS to engage in the ice business. 
Up until two years ago the city of 
Levdston was w'3ll supplied with ice. 
At that time there were two competing 
companies supplying ice, but they soon 
amalgamated They saw at once that 
tly gdthg together they could abso-
11ltely control the output and the sup
ply of ice for the city of Lewiston. One 
company pr0posed to buyout the other, 
and. a price -was given to them that 
the selling company thought would not 
be> accepted. Their property was worth 
at that time about $20,000, and this 
company offered to sell out for the 
fabulous sum of $87,500, thinking of 
cour~e it would be refmled. The offer 
was accepted, and henceforth there 
'was one cnmpany supplying the ice to 
the city of Lewiston. Then what hap
pened? That coming owning- the shore 
rights and the privilege of taking ice 
for a distance of two miles up and 
down the Androscoggin river abso
lutely controlled the situation there. 
The g-entlemen on the other side of this 
proposition talk about competition. 
You may as well attempt to go up into 
the county of Aroostook and bring ice 
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down to supply the city of Lewiston 
as to bring it from Lake Auburn, a 
distance of four or five miles. This 
company is right on the spot; they have 
no distance to haul the lee; competi
tion has been eliminated; they entire
ly control the Rituation and the inhabi
tants of the city of Lewiston are at 
their mercy. 

Now Mr. Speaker and Gentlemen, is 
there any exigency? I say there is. 
ThiJ ty-five hundred citizens of the city 
of Lewiston are knocking at the doors 
of this Legislature' asking for relief 
from this trust. I say trust, because 
it is a monopoly. I speak of it in the 
sense that it is a monopoly and that it 
absolutely controls the output of ice 
in that city. It seems to me that the 
city of Lewiston should be given this 
authority. It may never have occa
sion to go into the ice business, but, 
gentlemen of the House, if you will 
give them that authority it will have 
a salutary effect upon this company. 
The city of Lewiston will then be in 
a position where they can say to this 
ice ccmpallY, "You use us decently and 
fair, and supply us ice at decent prices 
and we will not go into the ice busi
ness; but, on the other hand. if you 
don't use us decently ~\Ye want the right 
althongJ' we never may mal{e appJica
tieD or it." 'I'I10y should have the right 
to ta],c over this plant at its Drope,' 
valuation and have the opportunity to 
go inio tile icc business thmnseln's. 

Ncm·, a wore1 upon the constitution
ality or thi~ question, and I shall de
tain yon hut a moment upon that 
proPosition. 1t secms to me that we 
shoulrl 11rocced in dotermining this 
question under the Constitution of 
-"'lair,e, the Constitution under which 
,Ye are govcorm,c1. As llaS l)pcn stated, 
the>re must be two things present. There 
mnst be an exigency and there must 
be a public u'·,e. Fpon the qu('stion 
oC exigenc." U,e Legislature of this State 
is the sole juclgc; and I submit to you, 
:Ur. Sp··aker. npon the fact" as pre
sente<1 te. this Housc is there not an 
exigency at the prcse:::t time? Is 
th(,1"8 not a great public demand that 
the citizens of the> city of Lewiston 
b(' relieved from this intolerable op
pression by this ice monopoly? I think 

upon that point, Mr. 'Speaker. that the 
members of this House are fairly well 
satisf1ed now. Upon the question of 
whether or not there is a public use
and I wish to say here that the term 
"public use" is a flexible one. That 
which the courts of Maine 50 years 
ago might have said was not a public 
use today under modern conditions and 
modcrn living it might say was a pub
lic use; and upon that question I de
sire to read an extract from the 100th 
Maine' He<port in which the court says: 
"'I'hat only can be considered a public 
use where the government is supplying 
its own needs or is furnishing facili
ties for its citizens in regard to those 
matters of public necessity, convenience 
or welfare which on account of their 
peculiar character and the diffiulty or 
impessibility of making provisions for 
them otherwise, it is alike proper, use
ful atld needful for the government to 
provine." 

Now. I claim, Mr. Speaker, that the 
furnishing of ice to a municipality 
under the conditions which I have set 
forth and which obtained in the city 
ot Lewiston is a public use. Howev,,!", 
that may be, we are not a body here 
to determine upon the constitutionality 
()f laws. ,Ve have a court establish8d 
for that purpose. and it wiII be well 
for Us that they might determine it :1S 

th0y ~cc fit. I hope this House will 
grant the citi7;C'ns of Le,viston the right 
to c()nlluC't a water plant in that city. 
As I said before, I don't believe thl'Y 
will evc·r have any occasion to go into 
the icc business but, gentlemen. it 
surely will haye a salutary effect upon 
this lee monopoly which now has the 
citizens of Lewiston at its mercy. 

:\[r. ED,V AHDS: -"'lr. Speaker, could 
I offer im amenllment to ihis ice bill 
at this time? 

The, SPEAKEH: The Chair thinks 
that the matter is not in an amendable 
stage at the pres,ent time. If the re
port 0[ the minority is SUbstituted fer 
the report of the majority then tile 
bill accompanying the minority report 
will lie on the table tor printing and 
"'. hen it comes back for its first, second 
anel third readings thc gentleman from 
Lewiston can offer an amendment. It 
is then in an amendable stage, but n~ 
the present time the question is upon 



986 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE MARCH 25. 

substituting the minority report for the 
majority. 

Mr. HINES: Mr. Speaker, before 
moving the previous question I should 
like to have the Speaker authorize the 
messengers to notify the members who 
are in the corridors that the vote is 
about to be taken upon this measure. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will in
struct the messengers to notify the 
I11embers. 

Mr. HINES: And after such notic~ 
is given I wish to move that the pre
vious question be called. 

Mr. DAVIES of Yarmouth: I should 
like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Lewiston (Mr. Edwards) through the 
Chair if it is the purpose of the city 
of Lewiston to take ice from the same 
SQurce as it is now taken for the pur
pose of supplying the inhabitants? 

Mr. EDWARDS: I think it is. 
Mr. DAVIES: So that the matter 

of the sufficiency of quality is no issue 
here? 

Mr. EDWARDS: I don't think so. 
They have the rights of the lakes and 
river as well. There is no place where 
we can get it unless we go where we 
should have to haul it 10 miles. 

Mr. DAVIES: And it is taken from 
the same source by the people wh,) 
supply it now? 

Mr. EDWARDS: Yes. 
Mr. HINES: I would say in answer 

to the question of the gentleman from 
Yarmouth that there is no complaint 
about the quality or the ice; it is the 
price and the quantity. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Augusta: ]\;1;-. 

Speaker, if it is proper I would move 
that the gentleman from Lewiston (Mr. 
Edwards) would give us some idea (,f 

the amendment which he proposes to 
offer. 

Mr. EDWARDS: If I may be allow
ed to read it, I ,,,,ill do so. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair thinks 
that the whole subject matter is open 
for discussion and that it would be 
perfectly competent, it seems to the 
Chair, for the gentleman to read any 
amendment that he proposes to offilr 
in future. 

Mr. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, the on
ly amendment which I have proposed to 
offer is because the gentleman from Lis
bon (Mr. Collidge) said In his remarks 

that the tal{ing of part of this plant 
from the Lewiston side and leaving the 
rest of the company's property would 
not be right. Now, I have been ap
proached by hundreds of people from the 
Auburn side to put it so that they COuld 
put in an amendment so that they could 
take the Same ice and take the 
remainder of the plant from their side. 
My amendment is: "Provided further 
that this act shall not take effect unless 
the City of Auburn shall take over so 
much of the property of said company 
as is situated in said Auburn and in the 
same manner and under the same terms 
and conditions as is herein provided that 
said city of Lewiston shall take over 
said company's property in said Lewis
ton." 

Mr. WING of Auburn: Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Lewiston (Mr. Ed
wards) has taken the name of the city 
of Auburn in vain. I happen to be a 
Representative from the city of Auburn, 
and the gentleman who sits on my left 
is likewise a Representative from the 
city of Auburn; and I say to this House 
that neither my colleague or mysel! 
have had any words with any man at 
any time in regard to the city of Au
burn going into the ice business. 

:;'\'ow, inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Le"'ision (Mr. Edwards) has in
sisted that the city of Auburn go into 
the municipal ice business, I propose at 
this time to say a few words in regard 
to this proposition. This company has 
ice houseR in the city of Auburn. Now, 
I understand the law to be that if the 
pow"r of eminent domain is exercised 
that they do not take out a piece of 
prop<orty here and another there, but 
if they take any they take all. I cannot 
get it into my head as ,1 lawyer what 
nght the city of Lewiston has got 
within the, confines of the city of Au
burn to exercise the right of eminent 
domam, and if there is any lawyer 
here who can make that proposition 
plain to me, that is an end of the mat
ter. There are some very peculiar fea
tures labout this proposition. This is a 
pOlitical proposition from start to fin
il'lh, and it has come to my attention 
since this matter has been discussed 
that a very eminent citizen of the city 
of Lewiston has said that "If we can 
get this proposition we will hold the 
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county of Androscoggin as it is now." 
Aud thcy come here and howl and 
swmg thp.ir arms about the rights of 
the people. I tell you, Mr. Speaker and 
Gentlemen of the House, they are Im
pc sing upon the peDple for the purpose 
of political trickery. Now, I should like 
to ask a question of the distinguished 
gentleman from Lewiston (Mr. Ed
wards) who spoke upon this proposi
tion, and I would like to ask him as t( 

what he paid for his ice in the year 
1907? 

"'fro EDWARDS: I don't remember. 
Mr. WING: I will ask you what you 

paid in the year 1906? 
Mr. EDvVARDS, I don't remember. 
Mr. Hines of Lewiston moved the 

previous question. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The question being, shall the main 

question be now put? 
H was agreed to. 
Mr. Hines moved that the yeas and 

nays be called upon this question. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER: The question is up

on the motion of the gentleman from 
Lewiston (Mr. Edwards) to SUbstitute 
the report of the minority for the ma
jority. Upon that question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. Those in fa
vor of substituting the report of the 
minority for the report of the major
ity ""ill, when their names ar8 called, 
answer yes; thOS0 opposed will answer 
no. The clf'rk will call the roll. 

YEA:-Allen of Jonesboro, Andrews, 
Bartlett of Eliot, Bartlett of Stoneham, 
Blake, Bogue, Bourassa, Burleigh, Burse 
of Pittsfield, Bussell, BusweIl, Campbell 
of Kingman, Charles, Chase, of Sebec, 
Chase of York, Cole, Conners. Cook, Da
vies, Day, Doble, Donnell. Dorr, Duncan, 
Dunn, Edwards, Farnham, Frost, Hanna
ford, Hanson, Harrington, Harris, Hines, 
Hodgkins of Damariscotta, Lambp.rt, Lib
by, Mace. McLain. Merrifield, Merrill ot 
Bluehill, Merrill of Durham, Miller, Mont
gomery, Moulton, Orff, Packard, Patten, 
Patterson, Pelletier, Pike, Porter, Press
ley, Putnam, Quinn. Richardson, Rounds. 
Sanborn, Sawyer, Sleeper, Smith of An
dover, Smith of Biddeford, Snow of 
Brunswick, Spear of Warren, Stackpole, 
Stetson, Stover, Strickland, Thompson. 
Thurlow, Tibbetts, True, 'Veld, White of 
Columbia, Whitney-74. 

NAY:-Additon, Allen of Richmond, 
Bearce of Eddington, Bemis, Beyer, Big
elow, Bigney, Bisbee, Blanchard, Bowley, 
Bradford, Bragdon, Campbell of Cherry
field, Clark, Colby, Coolidge, Cousins, 
Drake, Dufour, Emery. Fprguson, For-

tier, Gilbert, Grant, Hall, Hersey, Hig
gins, Hill, Hodgkins of Temple, Holt, 
Hussey, Jones, Joy, Kavanough, Kelley, 
Lane, Lombard, Lord, Ludgate, Marshall, 
Morse, Paul, Perry, Peters, Redlon, Sils
by, Smith of Berwick, Snow of Scarboro, 
Stanley, Trafton, Trickey, Trimble, Var
ney, Whitehouse, Wing of Auburn-55. 

ABSENT:-Beals, Couture, Cummings, 
Hamlin, Harmon, Harriman, Hyde, Jor
dan, Mercier, Millett, Moore, Nelson, 
Nickerson, Pattangall, Pinkham, Robbins, 
Spear of South Portland, White of 
Wayne, Wing of Kingfield. 

PAIRED:-Havey, yes; Ross, no. 
So the motion prevailed. 
On further motion by Mr. Edwards of 

Lewiston the rules were suspended, the 
bill received its three several readings 
and was passed to be engrossed. 

First Reading of Printed Bills and Re
solves. 

An Act to incorporate the Fire In
surance Company of Portland, Maine. 

An Act to incorporate the Machigonne 
Insurance Company. 

An Act to authorize cities and towns 
to permit the use of lunch wagons on 
public ways. (Read twice on motion 
of Mr. Pike of Eastport and Oll motion 
of Mr. Pattangall of ~Watervi!Ie tabled 
pending third reading). 

Passed To Be Engrossed. 
Bill, to confer additional powers and 

privileges upon the People's Ferry 
Company. 

Bill, relating to coroners and coroners' 
inquests. 

Bill, authorizing the city of Bangor to 
levy assessments for street improve
ments. 

Bill, to incorporate the Shawmut Wa
ter Company. 

Bill, in relation to exception and ap
peal in criminal cases. 

Mr. Coolidge of Lisbon, offered House 
amendment 'A," by striking out in the 
7th line of said bill the words "no sen
tence shall be imposed until after final 
judgment," and insert in place thereof 
the words "Sentence shall be imposed 
upon conviction either by verdict or de
murrer." 

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

Resolve, to aid an extension of the 
Kineo road from the Smith farm to 
Northeast carry. 

Resolve, asking Maine senators and rep-
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resentatives to use their Influence in re
moving customs from coal coming into 
the United States from Nova Scotia. 

BiII, to establish Old Orchard park sys-
tem. 

Bill, about probation. 
Resolve, for Jefferson C. Smith. 
Bill, about towns receiving gifts for 

pubUc libraries. 
BiII, about detectives. 
Bill, aboot Bodwell Water Power Com-

pany. 
BiIl, about WaterviIIe Trust Company. 
BiIl, about meter inspectors. 
Bill, about Portland Young Women's 

Christian Association. 
B111, about Augusts municipal court. 
Bill, to allow George R. Kuetchum to 

bru.i1d a dam in Big Machias river. 
Resolve, for Susan Baker. 
BiII, about fishing in Bagaduce river. 
Bill, about the duties of the labor com-

missioner. 
Bill, for transfer of patients in Insane 

hospitals to Maine School for Feeble 
:Minded. 

Bill, to divide the town of York and es
tablish the town of Yorktown. 

Mr. Smith of Berwick offered House 
Amendment "A," to strike out In the first 
and second Unes of said act the word 
"southerly" and Inserting In place there
of the word "within." 

Mr. CHASE of York: Mr. Speaker, I 
don't know just what that amendment Is 
for, how it affects the bill. I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Berwick 
whether or not that is an amendment to 
the original bm or an amendment which 
was offered yesterday. 

Mr. SMITH: I will say, Mr. Speaker, 
this is an amendment to the minority re
port which was adopted yesterday, and I 
would state for the benefit of the gentle
man from York that through a clerical 
error In drawing the bill they began on 
one side of the town and went by the 
Portland road, so called, to a certain 
point, and then down to the Atlantic 
ocean and then back by the Atlantic 
ocean to a point, and then up, enclosing 
on all four sides the original draft as 
adopted yesterday by southerly on this 
line, and the amendment offered by me 
is simply within these lines, and not 
southerly of the lines. 

Mr. CHASE' Mr. Speaker: I move 

that the amendment lie upon the table. 
r want to compare the whole business. 

Mr. MARSHALL of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker: As I understand it, this is 
purely to malre plain a clerical error 
in defining the bounds. It does not in 
any way change or attempt to change 
the true intention of the bounds. 

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker: I raise 
a qucstion about it. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. CHASE: My point is that the 
motion to lay on the table is not debat
able. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will sustain 
the point of order raised by the gentle
man from York. 

Mr. PETERS of Ellsworth: May I sug
gest that the gentleman from Berwick 
withdraw his amendment, and it may 
simplify the situation for a moment. 

Mr. SMITH: I will accept the sugges
tion of the gentleman from Ellsworth and 
will temporarily withdraw the amend
ment. 

Mr. PETERS: Mr. Speaker, I de
sire to move that we reconsider the 
vote of the House taken yesterday 
adopting House Amendment "B" to 
this bill; and I do so for the purpose 
of allowing the friends of the bill to 
propose a SUbstitute amendment, and 
which I presume they will explain to 
the House. 

Mr. CHASE:. Mr. Speaker, the 
question arises in my mind whether 
the gentleman from Ellsworth has the 
right to recons,ider the vote. I think 
he voted in the minority. 

Mr. PETERS: I will say through 
the Chair that I voted for the adop
tion of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER.: It the gentleman 
from York desires to make certain the 
Chair will have the records examined. 

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, I hope 
the motion will not prevail. We voted 
here yesterday nearly all the after
noon and voted on that proposition to 
submit the question to the voters and 
the residents of that particular dis
trict. That having been decided by 
so large a vote of the full House as 
we had yesterday I cannot see where 
the fairness of the proposition lies. 

Mr. McLain of Bremen: Mr. Speak-
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er, I move that this House now take a 
recess until 2 o'clock this afternoon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Afternoon Session. 
On motion of Mr. Burleigh of Au

gusta the vote was reconsidered where
by the resolve laying a tax on the 
counties of the State for the years 1909 
and 1910 was referred to the commit
tee on appropriations and financial af
fairs. 

On motion of Mr. Burleigh the rules 
were then suspended and the resolve 
received its first reading, Senate 
Amendment A was adopted in concur
rence, a.nd on further motion by Mr. 
Burleigh the rules were suspended, the 
resolve received its second reading and 
w,~s pa£sed to be engrossed. 

Unfinisheu business: Motion of Mr. 
Peters of Ellsworth to reconsider the 
vote by which the House adopted 
Huuse Amennment B to the bill to 
divide the town of York and establish 
the to\\'n of Yorktown. 

~\11' ALLEN of Jonesboro: Mr. 
Speaker: 1 am sorry to be compelled 
to take a little of the time of the House 
again on a question which has occu
pied so large a portion of our time for 
the last few days. After having voted 
by an overwhelming majority to adopt 
HallS" Amendment B, someone has dis
,-,overed that there is some flaw in the 
anlentlnH.'nt. No"\y 'we arc asked to 
ovorturn the vote that was taken yes
terday ar.d open the whole matter for 
another afternoon session; and I sin
cerely ho]w that the members of the 
How,e wilo may have some desire to 
get home in time to see their wives 
awl families be [ore they are entirely 
grown up beyond their remembrance 
(lang-hter) will refuse to reconsider this 
vote. If it is necessary I can stay here 
all summer but I should like to get 
home aEd see my family before they 
have grown up beyond my remem
brance; and I hope that the House will 
insist that if the gentlemen who wish
ed to reconsider this shall give us good 
rca~OllS wily they should tal{e so much 
of our time and involve us in another 
afternoon's discussion of this matter. 

Mr. PETERS of Ellsworth: Mr. 
Speaker: I voted for the amendment 
prop,)sed by the gentleman from York 

because T believed it had merit. I vot
ed for the minority report to divide 
the town of York because I believed 
and still believe that under circum
stances like those existing in this case 
whero separate communities get to 
pulling apart in that way, the only 
thing is La divorce them. In regard to 
this particular question I made the 
motion to reconsider because I was 
informed by the friends of the bill that 
in the amendment offered by the gentle
man from York there were various de
ficiencies in the way of machinery
there was no date fixed and no ade
quate machinery for carrying out the 
project of authorizing a referendum by 
the people, and I think it is the only 
fail' that the friends of the bill should 
have the opportunity of offering their 
substitute for the amendment. I simplY 
ask that they have a chance to be 
heard and I would suggest, if it is per
fectly in order, that the friends of this 
proposed amendment should argue to 
the House the merits of it now. 

Mr. CHASE of York: Mr. Speaker: 
If the only object of the gentleman 
from Ellsworth is to put the matter 
in a position to be discussed, I have 
no objection. 

:VII'. PETERS: I simply desire that 
we listen to the discussion by these 
gentlemen as to the relative merits of 
the two amendments. 

Mr. BURLEIGH of Augusta: Mr. 
Spea/{(>r: "Vith the understanding that 
it would be in order to present the 
amendments desired by the friends of 
the minority report at this time, I will 
offer thl' amenomcnt for that pur-
pose. 

The SpeaJ{er read the amendment 
as follows: 

Amend said act by striking out 
House Amendment "B" and substitut
ing therefor the following: 

Provided, however, that this .act 
shall not tal{c effect unless a majority 
of the taxpayers who were assessed a 
tax for the year 1909 upon a poll or 
property within the limits of said pro
posed town of Gorges who are present 
and vote :::t t11e meeting hereinafter 
provided for, vote to accept this act 
at a meeting of said taxpayers to be 
calied bj' a justice of the peace or no-
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tary public of the county of York on 
pc·tition of not less than 10 of said tax
payers, which meeting shall be presided 
over by a moderator elected by writ
tell lmllut, and which meeting shall be 
held at Iwme time during the month 
of A ugu~t, .A. D. 1909, at some 
suitable place within the limits of 
said pr0posed town of Gorges, and 
which meeting shall be called by 
posting three notices within the territory 
of said proposed town, to wit: One at the 
postoffice at York Beach, one at the post
office at York Harbor, and one a~ t'.8 
postoffice at York Village, all in ~aid 

town of York, at least seven days hefor,; 
the date of holding said meeting. TI,e 
only business which shall be acted upon 
at said meeting, except the choice of a 
moderator and s~cretary and the appoint
ment of the committee hereinafter pro
vided for, shall be upon the following 
question namely, viz: Shall the act en
tiled "An Act to divide the town of York 
and establish the town of Gorgcs" be ac
copted? The vote at said meeting shall 
be by written ballot, those in favor of 
said acceptance to vote "yes," and those 
oJlposed "no." At said meeting the polls 
shall be open at ten o'clock in the fore
noon and renlain open .until four o'clock 
in the afternoon. The ballots cast at smd 
111eeting shall be counted by a comlnittee 
of six, of which committee the selectmen 
of York shall be three, the other three 
to be appointed by the moderator from 
among the taxpayers within the limits of 
said town of Gorges; and should said se
lectmen decline or refuse to act said mod
erator shall appoint as members of said 
committee three taxpayers living in said 
York outside the limits of said proposed 
town of Gorges. A correct list of said 
taxpayers within said limits of said pro
posed town of Gorges who were assessed 
a tax for the year A. D. J\J9 shall be I/re
pared by a committee of three residents 
of said proposed town of Gorges to be ap
pointed by the justice of the supreme 
judicial court presiding at the May, A. D. 
1900 term of said conrt in York county, 
which committee shall have access to the 

ed, another meeting of said taxpayers 
similarly called and held shall be held 
during the month of Augusta, A. D. 1910, 
to act upon the same matter, and if at 
said second meeting said act is not ac
cepted, then this act shall be void. For 
the purposes of said second meeting a 
correct list of said taxpayers within said 
limits of said proposed town of Gorges 
who were assessed a tax for the year A. 
D. 1910 shall be prepared by a committee 
of three residents of the proposed town of 
Gorges to be appointed by the justice of 
the supreme judicial court presiding at 
the :\lay, A. D. 1910, term of said court in 
York county, which committee shall have 
access to the books of the assessors of 
said town of York, and who shall sign 
and make oath to the correctness of said 
list, which shall be lIsed as a check list 
at said meeting. 

The moderator and secretary of either 
of said meetings shall make return under 
oath to the secretary of State of the re
sult of the vote at such me'3ting. 

Mr. BUHLEIGH: Mr. Speaker, it 
strikes me that the amendment offered 
by the friends of the minority is a fairer 
proposition than that offered yesterday. 
,Ve voted quite deCisively that this town 
ought to bc divided. The particular con
ditions which call for a division seem to 
be that the people who ar" congregated 
in this section which is proposed to be 
set off are people who built up the place 
and who want modern improvements and 
their wishes are perhaps in opposition to 
the other portion of the town, so there is 
necessarily this friction. They are people 
who wish to progress in their own way 
and pay for their own improvements. 
Now is it not a fair proposition not only 
that this should be submitted to the vot
ers of the town but also to incliude the 
people who are building up these im
provements, the other taxpayers? The 
Legislature can impose that condition If 
it sees fit to make the acceptance of this 
act dependent on the vote not only of the 
technical legal voters of the town but of 
those people who have property Interests 
there. That is all there is to this propo

books of the assessors of said town of Ilition. 
York, and who shall sign and make oath Mr. MONTGOMERY of Camden: Mr. 
to the correctness of said list, which shall Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
be used as a check list at said meeting. Augusta what this word "taxpawers" In 
If at said meeting this act Is not accept- his mind would include, if it would not 
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include minors and people living olltside 
the State? 

Mr. BURLEIGH: Mr. Speaker, this is 
my understanding of it, a majority of the 
taxpayers who are assessed a tax for the 
year 1909 upon a poll or property. I should 
understand it would not take in minors. 
It would take in all the property tax
payers. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY: Whether they 
live in thp State or out of the State? 

Mr. nURLEIGH: ,Vhether they live in 
the Sta te or out of the State. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY: ,Yould it not in
clnde peoplC" under guardianship? 

Mr. nCRLEIGH: Possihly it might. If 
then:. are tVv'o or t11ree people -vvho are 
under guardianship I think no real in
justice woulo result if they should vote. 

Mr. PXfTANGAI"L: Mr. Speaker, I 
suppose the \Yomell in the propospd to\Yn 
of Gorgps ITwn propC'rty and an~ tax 
payers. I would lil,e (0 inquire of the 
gcntlC'n1(lIl frOID .... \ugusta jf under that 
an1cndment the ,.von1en of Gorges ·would 
yote on tl1is qU0....:tion '? 

"'II'. BITRT,ETGfl: T llnu('rstand tlmt 
they coul(1; ::lnd T sec no reason ~rhy 

tll(~y ~houl(l not .. 
1\fr. PATrr,,\XCL\LL: Any "'oman liy

ing in 1\Tp ",- York an(l o"\vning property 
in the propo;·wd Vn~;n is al10 We'd to 
vote? 

Mr. nCRLE[GIT: Y('s. 
Mr. PATTX:->G.\LL: Tllen the obect of 

the amenclment is to confer limited wo
man ~uffrag-e? (Laughter). 

Mr. COOLIDGI<i of Lisbon: :Mr. Speak
er, it SCems to me that tIle matter we 
voted upon yesterday ,vas eminently 
fair. \Vhen \v(> live in a town \'ve have 
some interest in itR schools, in the busi
ness arrangement, the methods by which 
\ve s11all live, and those are the things 
that we care about; they are the vital 
things in the town. If we are going to 
give the right to everybody from Bos
ton to San Francisco to say whether a 
piece of a town shall be cut off or not 
it seems to me we are going too far. 
I do not believe we have any moral 
right to subject the residents of that 
part of York to the mercy of those 
people who may live somewhere else ex
cept with the interest of owning a house 
or a lot of land in that town. I blieve 
this amendment in that respect is all 
wrong. When we leave It to anybody it 

should be to the legal and actual resi
dents in that place, and I do not believe 
we have any right to leave it to fools 
and children and Indians untaxed simply 
because they happen to have property 
in the town. I do not believe this 
amendment ought to be considered for a 
minute. (Applause). 

Mr. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I ask
ed the House yesterday to table the 
amendment offered hy the gentleman 
from York in order to look it over. The 
House did not take that view. Now I 
think the amendment is defective. If 
this amendment goes through I have 
sprious fears that the result will be the 
same as tllDugh you had rejected the 
vote of the Senate to divide the town. 
I{:ncnving something of the disposition 
of the selectm('n of that town I firmly 
)wlien, that tl(ey would never call a 
town meeting for that purpose; I be
li('ve tbe citizens residing within the 
limit of this corporation will never have 
n ellancc io yote on it. Again it may 
be calIPd at any time. These ,md other 
l'easons 'whicll the gentleman from ~t\u

)ll11'n (1\11'. I\'ing-) sug-gestec1 yesterday 
render in my .iudgment this adopted 
;1ITIendlnent entirely nllgatory; it pruc
tieall ,- kills the bill. Now do you want 
to ban' tIle town of York back here t\Yo 
yean; 11(>l1ce and try again at this thing? 
Hayen't they fought long enough? Isn't 
it ahout time to c1iyic1c thelTI? 

As to tlw proposed amendment offered 
(0<1,,)- I a,;r('e ,,-Hit the gentleman from 
C"mclen t1:at it should be limited to 
th()St~ "VIIO arc not paupers or under 
guardianship and who are 21 years of 
age and over. I helie\-" that is right. 
And pray tell me why those who have 
built IIp this place, Wl10 now are seek
ing the improvements and who now can
not get them, should not have a chance 
to express themselves upon this ques
tion? It is for that reason that they 
WI10 desire to see is go forward and see 
it developed now come before you ask
ing for justice. I do not want to see 
the old town stand still. I think it 
would be well for the State of :Maine to 
give one honorable monument to Sir 
Ferdinand Gorges who did so much to 
found the State of Maine. I hope the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Augusta, as modified in the line 
suggested, may prevail. I see no reason 
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why women, who have put large sums of 
money into summer cottages there, 
should not have a right to express them
selves upon this one question. It is not 
a question of electing officers or of tax
ation, it is a purely statutory matter, 
and I submit to any lawyer in this 
House that upon those matters the 
State has a perfect right to prescribe 
conditions. The supreme court of this 
State has so held. Those conditions 
seem to me fair. The conditions pre
scribed in the amendment which you 
adopted are eminently unfair. I do not 
say that they are knowingly unfair, I 
say they are so absolutely inadequate 
that the result will be that you cannot 
accomplish the purpose which you at
tempted to accomplish yesterday. I 
hope, if either amendment is to be ac
cepted, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Augusta will prevail. 
(Applause) . 

Mr. COUSINS of Standish: Mr. 
Speaker: The gentleman from Port
land (Mr. Marshall) says he hopes if 
either amendment prevails that the one 
offered by the gentleman from .Au
gusta will. I do not think that either 
011e of them should be considered. I 
do not think that this matter should 
be submitted to a referendum. I am 
satisfied from the information I got 
by going through the town of York 
a few days last. fall and seeing the 
conditions that exist there, that there 
never could be any more division that 
exists at the present time. We tried 
to hold an agricultural institute there 
but they were not interested in agri
culture, they were interested in York 
bridge. There has been a gentleman 
round the House for a few days who 
had a plaster on his neck and he in
formcod me that he had a boil. That 
boil last night came to a head and 
broke. This bridge was the boil that 
has troubled the town of York for a 
nl'mber of years and it came to a 
head aud broke; now we want to gi ve 
some medicine for it. (Laughter). The 
conditions of the town of York are 
such that yOU cannot harmonize them. 
They are growing father apart instead 
of coming nearer together. By divi
sion you will promote harmony in
stead of discord. I am informed that 
half of the valuation of this proposed 

town of Gorges is owned by non-resi
dent taxpayers, and about one-third of 
them would be voter~ if they were 
residents of the State. Now I do not 
believe in a rererendum where only 
about half of the people can express 
their opinions and desires. If this 
Legislature does not separate that 
town they will be in two years again. 
I do not think that the next Legisla
ture will be any better qualified to 
act on it than we are now and I thin!, 
this matter should be settled by this 
Legislature and not leave it for those 
people to quarrel over for the next 
two yearS because they will not be 
satisfied. These people who as,k to 
be set off are ready and willing and 
anxious to assume the responsibilities 
of this bridge. It was, built at their 
request, it is for their benefit. They 
do not want to burden the other part 
of the town with any of their trials 
and tribulations. They are wealthy 
people, they want modern improve
ments and inventions and they are 
willing to pay for them. H this was 
a small town with a couple of hundred 
thousand dollars, of valuation it would 
be one thing, but here is about three 
million dollars of property' in this 
town and it would not be a burden but 
it would be a benefit to both parties to 
divide it; and I hope that this Legis
lature will feel it their duty to act on 
this matter and act right, 

Mr. PATTANGALL: Mr. Speaker: 
There arn certain questions in con
nection with this case which we have 
settled. 1Che Legislature has voted 
that on some condition or other they 
will divide the town of York. Thnre 
is no need of discussing that. The on
ly thing left for us to discuss it seemS 
to me is in what way the question of 
final decision or this case will be sent 
to a portion of the people of York. 
The gentleman from York yesterday 
proposed to submit the case to all the 
voters and the Legislature decided that 
that would be unfair. He then pro
posed to submit it to the voters in 
the part set off from the town of York 
and the Legislature decided that that 
proposition ,vas fair. The only criti
cism made now to that is that the ma
chinery provided for holcling the town 
meeting was not sufficient. There may 
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be something in that criticism. If 
there Is It can be readily arranged by 
amending the amendment of the 
gentleman from York so as to provide 
a day certain when the town meeting 
shall be held. But in room of that 
simple suggestion, Amendment D is 
brought in here which to my mind is 
the most outrageous proposition I have 
ever read. It leaves the matter to the 
taxpayers, poll or property taxpayers, 
within the limits of the proposed 
town of Gorges, not the people who 
are taxpayers there now, but the peo
ple who ,may be taxpayers there on 
the first of April, 1909; and if I own
ed an acre of land in Gorges I could 
make a 100 citizens of Portland tax
payers in the town in April, 1909. by 
simply making a 100 deeds of a 100 
little lots of land and I could take 
for fear that the people who are go
Ing to divide that town anyway wheth
er anybody in It wants. it divided or 
not-because they do not like to leave 
that question to the inhabitants-the 
proposition is made that if they fail 
to get enough taxpayers in 1909 to 
divide the town they can wait until 
1910, and by April, 1910, you can have 
without spending very much money 
10,000 voters qualified to vote for that 
amendment in town meeting in the 
town of York, women and chlldr2n 
and anybody else scattered from San 
Francisco to Eastport. Anybody could 
undertake for a reasonable amount .1f 
money to carry that town meeting on 
a proposition that could properly come 
before it because you have got the 
whole electorate of the United States 
to appeal to and all you have got to 
do is to deed them a foot and a half of 
worthless land on the beach there and 
you have made them legal voter3. 
(Laughter) . 

I was too sanguine yesterday. 
said that I considered the amendm:mt 
offered by the gentleman from Yorl, 
was SO fair that it would appeal even 
to the lobby. It appealed to the House. 
The House adopted it. But the SOb0f 
second thought of the lobby was that 
it would not do and so they come in 
with this thing. Now if the gentle
men who have this amendment in 
hand are serious about it and want to 
be fair about it, they they would stril,e 

out from that amendment wherever It 
occurs the word "taxpayers" and the 
qualifying words following It and put 
in "legal voters" then they would have 
the machinery that they say the 
gentleman from York left out of his 
amendment. They would have every
thing except the preposterous propo
sition that a man or woman or a 
minor with a legal residence In Chi. 
cago could go into a Maine town meet
ing and vote and could bring with him 
or her coachman, her hired girl, 
her maid, or anything in the world 
that she wanted to bring which was 
human and could receive a deed of a 
piece of property. (Laughter). 

Mr. BURLEIGH: Mr. Speaker, I 
think this amendment should properly 
contain a provision after the word 
"taxpaY0rs" in the 4th Jlne "21 years 
of .age 'and over" and excepting per
sons 'under guardianship. As a gener
al proposition that the taxpayers there 
should have a right to be heard, it 
strikes me that it is a fair proposition. 

Mr. MARSHALL of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker. I will just state that this is 
no new proposition in Maine. It has 
been in (>xistcnce for years in Squirrel 
IHland where residents and non-res
id'~nts have the exercise of the full 
right to vote in all their affairs. 

:.vIr. CHASE of York: Mr. Speaker, I 
wou]d ask the gentleman from Port
lar.d (Mr. Marshall) if Squirrel Island 
is a tuwn, is an organized town in this 
State? 

;\11'. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, it is 
a village corporation, and they exer
ciSe a right to vote in all their munici
pal affairs. But in this case we don't 
a"j{ that the non-residents should vote 
only on this one single question of 
whether the town shall be set aside. 
And I will state that the assessors' 
bonks are in the hands of the se.Ject
m"m. and if the gentleman thinks that 
allybody can get his name on there 
who is not entitled to vote he is very 
much wistaken. 

Mr. PATTANGALL of WatervlJle: 
Mr. Speake]', I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. If between now 
and. April, 1910, some gentleman in 
Gorg<'s deed land to 100 different indi
Viduals won't their names be on the 
a,R3eSSl'I'S' books in 1910 as taxpayers? 
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Mr. MARSHALL: I don't know. 
(Laughter and applause.) 

Mr. PAT'l'ANGALL: I think it would 
be well for the gentleman to look into 
that matter before we adopt his 
amendment. (Laughter and applause.) 

Mr. MARSHALL: I 'was going to 
suggest that it might take a writ of 
mandamus to get the names on there. 

Mr. PETERS of E].Jsworth: Mr. 
Speaker, I just want to say that the 
matter appeals to me in this way. The 
House is in favor of dividing this town 
of York. An amendment was passed at 
the instance of an opponent of that di
vision and accepted by the House. The 
gentlemen who are in favor of dividing 
this town say that that am€'ndment 
practically renders the division bill 
nugatory. I have not examined it In 
detail myself, but the friends of that 
bill say if the amendment goes that 
we passed yesterday it wlll render our 
other action practically nugatory; and 
they come in here 'and they want the 
opportunity of presenting another 
amendment to take the place of the 
first one. Various criticisms have be€n 
made touching this proposed amend
ment. Some of them I think are well 
founded. I don't think that the fears of 
the gentleman from Camden (Mr. 
Montgomery) or the gentleman from 
Waterville (Mr. PattangaIl) are entire
ly well founded that this may be an 
Ol'enillg wedge for woman suffrage. I 
can see that thiR proposed change in 
thc amendment should be modified 
somewhat as it doubtless wiII be be
f,)re it is introduced. I suggest that C)ll

Iy property owners in 1909 should be 
allowed to vote. When the amendment 
is offen'n that can be arranged. ']'he 
only qucstion here now is one between 
the principle of allowing the native 
voters of this town to decide the ques
tion or allov,ing all the property own
ers including poll tax payers to decide 
it. It rather strikes me it is fully as 
much or more a question of property as 
anything else. I am told there is a very 
large valuation here owned by people 
resident without the State, not voters 
in the State, and I am told there is 
great friction between the different 
parts of the town. It seems to me this 
is a queRtion of property and that these 
gentlemen are right in their conten-

tion that the property shOUld govern 
the adoption of this bill. This proposi
tion is that the people 'who own dif
f<:rent sections of that part of the town 
whether they live there all the time 
or not shaH be the ones to say whether 
their lanns shall be taken off from 
the town of York and called by anoth
er name. 'l'hat appeals to me as being 
a true and correct principle, and I am 
in favor of giving these gentlemen a 
chance to put this 'amendment in, mod
ifien as has been suggested, and keep 
to the principle that the owners of this 
land are the once to say whether they 
want it set off and called by another 
name. 

Mr. CHASE of York: Mr. Speaker, I 
think I was correct in my first position. 
I yielded at the suggestion of some of 
my friends. I see the drift of this thing 
now, and that is to have this discussion 
on the line suggested by the gentleman 
from Ellsworth (Mr. Peters) so that this 
thin, this amendment "D" whieh thep 
propose here, the iniquity of it should 
be covered up in that way should not 
get the mind of the House settled dis
tinctly on the enormity of this proposi
tion. The Squirrel Island matter has 
been referred to as a precedent. I know 
about that. The peopl" bought that is
land and they made a corporation of it. 
lt was a business attair II.nd It has no 
political significance whatever. And 
there is not one single case in this State 
where this thing has ever been proposed 
in a town before. What would the gen
tleman from Portland (Mr. Marshall) 
think if we should propose to have the 
matter of building the city building of 
Portland decided by men who own prop
erty there but who live somewhere else? 
1t was not necessary to move to recon
sider the vote which we took yesterday 
in order to get this in here. But it is 
done in my opinion as a subterfuge and 
the purpose is to mix up the matter so 
as to carry through this iniquitous 
scheme to divide the town of York. 

The gentleman from Portland (Mrl 
Marshall referred to a decrease accord
ing to the assessors' report of the center 
portion. I can explain that. There is 
a house there known as the Norton 
house which cost $25,000 or $35,000, and 
it is vacant. That was owned by the 
bank in Biddeford and it was taken on 
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account of money loaned. The same 
bank owned property in the eastern 
section of the town, so that the asses
sors last year in order to put the thing 
together transferred that property on 
the books of the eastern section so that 
the property there was decreased to that 
amount, about $4000 I think. That was 
the explanation that was made before 
the committee and it was not disputed. 
I think there are some other cases which 
are similar. 

Now, they say there are serious flaws 
in amendment 'B." I drew that up in 
my room hurriedly. Now, I say that If 
this proposition is voted down and the 
matter remains On amendment "B," I 
assure this House that that amendment 
"B" shall be arranged so that every 
citizen of that town shall have two 
chances, one this year and one a year 
afterwards, to vote on the question 
whether every citizen of that section 
shall have a chance to vote on the', ques
tion whether that shall be divileJ from 
te town of York. I want it suhmitted 
to the citizens who live there and who 
have alw8.~~s lived there. This a111cnd
ment "D" says "property owners or poll 
tax payers." In the month of August 
when these dections take place tu divide 
this town, according to the V r lposed 
amendment, that section of \':1" town 
of York is jammed full at men from all 
tho \vay froln Boston to Chicagu, anq 
Denver and Texa.s and even Cullfornil. 
They come with their chauffeurs, their 
hostlers and tlleir fiervants. gvery on8 
of those men can be made a poll tax 
payer or property owner in that town. 
and I know from my own knowledge 
that men come there as hostlers or 
teamsters and their names have been 
placed on the voting list and more than 
twenty votes in one year I know were 
cast by that class of men who wh,'r they 
left there in the fall never paid a dol
lar; their poll tax is paid by somebody 
interested in their vote, 

Now, it is for you to say whether or 
not you will have that bill amended It 
necessary. I left it open without ma
chinery in it in order that the people 
might have some leeway and dedde for 
themselves. I expected there would be 
amndments offered; I am willing there 
should be; but I want the amendments 
made to amendment "B." As to the 

suggestion about the selectmen not caIl
ing the meeting, I know there is no pos
sibility of that being done. 

Mr. PETERS of Ellsworth: Mr. Speak
er, it is unnecessary to say that the on
ly way this question could be discussed 
was by making the motion that was 
made. It is also unnecessary to say 
that the only way we would be able to 
vote intelligently on the matter was by 
hearing the argumentll of the gentlemen 
who proposed to offer an amnndment. 
Before moving the previous question I 
desire to say that those of us who favor 
giving to those who want division the 
opportunity of presenting an amendment 
changing the one offered yesterday on 
the general principles laid down, will 
vote yes on the motion to reconsider; 
and I demand the previous question. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PIKE of Eastport. Mr. Speaker, I 

understand the motion before the House 
is a motion to reconsider the action of 
yesterday. After the vote of yester
day we decided to adopt amendment 
"B." The matter was thoroughly thresh
ed out and decided. I see no reason why 
that vote should be reconsidered. We 
have boen proceeding this afternoon en
tirely out of order, discussing this 
amendment which is not before the 
House. I am vory glad it is coming up 
that way. I should hope that no such 
outrageous amendment as this one 
should ever come directly before this 
Hmls(' for consideration. It is the most 
absurd proposition I ever read, Any
hody within the confines of the United 
States could "ote upon the question of 
division. If they are beaten at one elec
tion that does not settle it; they are en
titled to another one, It seems to me 
manifestly unfair, and I hope that the 
members of this House will refuse to 
reconsider ltS action of yesterday. Let 
use close the door now. The matter has 
been thoroughly threshed out and set
tled, and we should now end it. 

Mr. CHASE of York: Mr, Speaker, I 
understand it is not possible to amend 
my amendment now, but can we at a 
later stage of the proceedings? I ask 
the opinion of the Chair in regard to 
the matter. 

The SPEAKER: The situation Is this. 
The gentleman from York (Mr. Chase) 
yesterday offered House amendment HB" 
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which was adopted. Today the gentle
man from Ellsworth (Mr. Peters) moves 
to reconsider the vote by which House 
amendment "B" was adopted. The par
liamentary question put to the Chair is, 
can any part of the amendment "B" 
which was adopted yesterday be stricken 
out, or can the whole be stricken out 
without reconsideration? Upon that 
point the Chair desires to read a part of 
Section 136 of Reed's Rules. "If an 
amendment is decided in the affirmative 
then the words inserted cannot any of 
them be stricken out except with other 
words, and then only when with other 
words they constitute a new proposi
tion." 

Mr. CHASE of York: Mr. Speaker, 
whether or not after this amendment 
has become a part of the bill, when the 
bill has taken its further reading, 
whether this amendment cannot be 
further amended? 

The SPEAKER: The Chair would rule 
not. This is an amendment that has 
been adopted by the House; and it is 
not competent for the House under the 
rule to strike out anything without re
consideration,-to strike out any part of 
the amendment. It seems to me that 
the rule found in Section 136 of Reed's 
Rules is clear upon that pOint. 

The question being, shall the main 
question be now put? 

It was agreed to. 
Mr. Weld of Old Town, called for the 

years and nays. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER: The question is on the 

motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
House amendment "B" was adopted. All 
those in favor of reconsideration, when 
their names are called, will answer yes; 
all those opposed will answer no. The 
Clerk will call the roll. 

YEA:-Additon, Andrews, Bartlett of 
Stoneham, Beals, Beyer, Bisbee. Blanch
ard, Bowley, Bradford, Burleigh, Camp
bell of Cherryfield, Campbell of Kingman, 
Charles, Chase of Sebec, Clark, Colby, 
Cole, Cousins, Drake, Edwards, Frost, 
Grant, Hall, Hannaford, Hanson, Harris, 
Havey, Hersey, Higgins, Hines, Hodg
kins of Temple, Hussey, Hyde, Jordan, 
Joy. Kavanough, Kelley, Lambert, Lane, 
Ludgate, Marshall, Mercier, Millett, 
Morse, Nelson, Packard, Patterson, Paul, 
Perry, Peters, Redlon, Richardson, Silsby, 
Smith of Andover, Smith of Berwick. 
Spear of South Portland, Stanley, Strick
land, Trickey, Trimble, True, White of 

~~l~mbia, Whitehouse. Wing of Auburn 

NAY:-Allen of Jonesboro, Allen of 
Richmond, Bearce of Eddington, Bemis, 
Bigelow, Bigney, Blake, Bourassa, Brag
don, Burse of Pittsfield, Bussell, Buswell, 
Chase of York, Conners, Cook, Coolidge, 
Couture, Doble, Donnell, Dorr, Duncan, 
Dunn, Farnham, Ferguson, Fortier, Gil
bert, Harriman, Harrington, Hill, Hodg
kins of Damariscotta, Holt, Libby, Lom
bard, Lord, Mace, McLain, Merrifield 
Merrill of Bluehill, Merrill of Durham: 
Miller, Montgomery, Mo'ulton, Orff, Pat
tangall, Patten, Pelletier, Pike, Pinkham 
Porter, Pressley, Putnam, Quinn, Rounds: 
Sanborn, Sawyer, Sleeper, Snow of Bruns
wick, Snow of Scarboro, Spear of War
ren, Stetson, Stover, Thompson, Thur
lough, Tibhetts, Trafton, Varney, Weld, 
Whitney, W'ing of Kingfield-69. 

ABSENT :-Bogue, Cummings, Davies 
Day, Dufour, Hamlin, Harmon, Jones: 
Moore, Nickerson, Robbins, Ross, Smith 
~15~lddeford, Stackpole, White of Wayne 

PAIRED:-Bartlett of Eliot, no; Emery, 
yes. 

So th6 motion was lost. (Applause.) 
'I'he bill then received its third read

ing. 
Mr. Smith of Berwick offered House 

Amendment C, to amend Section 1 of 
saId Act by striking out in the first 
and second lines thereof the words 
"southerly of," and inserting in placE' 
thereof the word "within." 

Mr. Chase of York, maven to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

The motion was lost. 

• The question being on the adoption of 
the amendment, ---

The amendment ,yas adopted. 
The bill was then pass(od to be en

grosHed as amended. 
On motion of Mr. Bisbee of Rumford, 

the House voted to take a recess of 20 
minutes. 

AFTER RECESS. 

Passed to Be Enacted. 
An Act to amend Chapter 151 of the 

Private and Special Laws of 1895, as 
amendc:d by Chapter 157 of the Private 
and Special Laws of 1907, relating to 
th6 charter of the Wiscasfet V\rater Co. 

An Act to amend Sections 42 and 44 
of Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes. 
.as amendpd by Chapter 167 of the Pub
lic Laws of 1907, relating to taxation 
of express companies. 

An Act to amend Sections 58 and 59 
of Chapter 9 of the Revised Statutes, 
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regarding roads in 
townships. 

unincorporated 

ll.n Act to amend Chapter 48. Section 
23. of the Hevised Statutes relating to 
investments of Savings Banks. 

An Act to amend Chapter 261 of the 
Privll.te and Special Laws of 1905 relat
ing to fishing in Thompson pond. 

An Act to :amend the charter of the 
city of Old TOIvn and provide for a ref
erendum of the legal voters of the city 
of Old TOWIl. 

An Act to prohibit gas companies in 
the cities of Bangor and Brewer from 
chargin~ meter rates Or making ser
vice charges. 

An Act to amend Chapter S3 of th" 
Pt:.blk Laws of 1905. relating to conta
gious diseases among cattle. 

An Act to provide for ice fishing in 
Great Embden pond in the town of 
Embden in Somerset county. 

An Act to regulate fishing in '\Vebb's 
river and tributaries in Franklin coun
ty, 

An Ad to grant additional powers to 
the Hangeley Light and Power Co. 

An Act org;anizing the Oquossuc 
Railway Co. 

Finally Passed. 

ridgE'weck to aid in getting a free 
bridg",. 

Resolve for the maintenance of State 
bridges located in the city of Old 'l'own 
and town of :Milford. 

Resolve re'1uesting the United States 
Senators and representatives to aid in 
the enactment uf a law creating a vOl
unteer retired list in the war depart
ment. 

Res0lve making an appropriation for 
the Passamaquoddy tribe of Indians, 
eawe up on its final passage, contain
in~ an emergency clause. 

1\. divisiGn was had and 116 voted in 
tlie affirmative and none in the nega
tive. 

'So the resolve was finally passed. 
Hesolvc in favor of the Penobscot 

tribe of Indians, came up on its final 
passnge, containing an emergency 
clause. 

A division was had and 115 voted in 
the affirmative and none in the nega
tive. 

Jo the resolve was finally passed. 
An Act to prohibit the taking of 

scallops in West Penobscot bay from 
April 1st to October 1st of each year, 
came up on its passage to be enacted, 
centaining an emergency clause. Heilolve in favor of I. F. Getchell. 

Resolve in favor of the town 
A division was had and 95 voted in 

of the affirmative and none in the nega-
Jonesburo. tive. 

Resolve in favor of the town of Ad- So the bill failed or a passage to 
dison. be enacted not having received the 

Resolve in favor of the town of vott·s of two-thirds of all the mem-
Bingham. bers elected to the House. 

Resulve in favor of the secretary of :\1r. Duncan of Rockland moved to 
State. reconsider the vote whereby this bill 

Resolyc in favor of the towns of En- failed of a passage to be enacted. 
field and Howland. The motion ,,'as agreed to. 

Resolve in favor of the University of The bill was then placcd upon its 
Maine. passage to be enacted. a division wail 

Resulve in favor ef the State School had and 110 voted in the affirmative 
for Boys. and none in the negative. 

ResolYe in favor of the committee on So the bill was passed to be en-
bills in third reading for clerical as- acted. 
sistance. 

l{e.'5olve authorizing thc land agent 
to release the interest of the State in 
thp i~let called Turnip island in Bris
tol in Lincoln county. 

Resolve that the land agent be au
thori'l€d to convey to Joseph C. Har
mon of Stonington, Hancock county, 
Three Bush island. 

Hesolve in favor of the town of "'or-

Orders of the Day. 
Unfinished business: Report of the 

committee on taxation reporting "ought 
not to pass" on a bill entitled "An Act 
to create a municipal fund and pru
vide for its distribution." 

Mr. BIGELOW of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker: I yield to the gentleman 
from caribou. 

On motion of Mr. Hall of Caribou 
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An Act providing for a special equity 
juvenile court, was taken from the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. Montgomery of 
Camden the consideration of this bill 
v,as assigned for tomorrow morning. 

The House having under considera
tion the report of the committee on 
taxation reporting "ought not to pass" 
on a bill entitled "An Act to create 
a municipal fund and provide {or its 
distribution. 

Mr. Bigelow of Portland moved to 
substitute the bill for the report. 

Unfinished business: Report of the com
mittee on taxation reporting "ought not 
to pass" on a bill entitled "An Act to 
create a municipal fund and provide for 
Its distribution." 

Mr. BIGELOW of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker: I yield to the gentleman from 
Caribou. 

On motion of Mr. Hall of Caribou An 
Act providing for a special equity juvenile 
court, was taken from the table. 

011 motion of Mr. Montgomery of Cam
den the consideration of this bill was 
as~igned for tomorro\v lnorning. 

The lIouse having under consieJ.eration 
the report of the committee on taxation 
reporting "ought not to pass" on a bill 
entitled "An Act to create a municipal 
fund and provide for its distribution. 

Mr. BIGELOW of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker, I move to substitute the bill for 
the report. The patience and good nature 
and the courtesy of this House has been 
a great surprise to me and I hesitate at 
this time to take any of the valuable time 
of the House in a discussion of any mat
ter, but the bill which we have now be
fore us and other bills of a similar char
acter are in my opinion the most im
portant pieces of legislation which will 
come before the Legislature for discus
sion at all; but, gentlemen, it seems to 
me that it is outrageous to postpone the 
consideration of such important matters 
until this late day. They should be given 
ample time for consideration, they should 
be studied carefully by everyone in all 
their phases, and it seems to me that it 
would be impossible for this Legislature 
to give these matters the proper consid
eration or discuss them properly at this 
time. Perhaps, however. that is the rea-

SOIe why these matters are detained nntil 
this late day. It may be that there are 
seme people who prefer that these mat
ters should not be given proper considera
tion. It may be there is a motive in it. 
I do not wish to impute any motive to 
the committee who reported on these 
measures, or to anyone, but it does seem 
to me that it would have been far better 
for the people of the State of Maine and 
far better for the credit of the 74th LegiS
lature if these matters had been taken 
up earlier in the session and given proper 
and due consideration. As it is now it 
seems to me that we are to pass judg
ment upon matters which affect the peo
ple of the whole State of Maine, and not 
only that but which define the policy of 
the State in years to come; because, 
gentlemen, it is important to my mind 
that this Legislature shOUld not adjourn 
until it has placed what might be con
sidered at least a fair and reasonable tax 
upon a class of property which has been 
escaping taxation in this State for years. 
I say escaping taxation. I mean which 
has not been paying its proportional part 
of the taxes of the State; for the wild 
land owners, considering the value of 
their property, its remarkable increase in 
value commercially and naturally, have 
not been paying proportionately their 
just Ilnd fair part of the public burden. 

The bill which is under consideration 
provide", in the first place, this: The 
e,. eise taxes collected by the State from 
the railroads, telegraph and telephone 
companies, and so forth, amounting in 
round numbers to $1,284,000, shall be dis
tributed according to valuation among 
the cities and towns and organized planta
tions of the State, one half of the amount 
so distributed to be used for schools, the 
otl1er half to be used for highways. In 
doing this, necessarily it will deprive the 
State of the use of this money whIch is 
now used for other purposes in the pay
ment of the general expenses of the 
State, and it will necessarily increase the 
mill tax of the State. In fact it will 
doeble the mill tax. The tax now is three 
mills, and when the excise taxes are 
taken out the State tax will then be six 
mills. Now the gentlemen in the lobby 
who are so interested in the taxation of 
wild lands that they have been here con
stantly and have labored diligently to 
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convince people that they have been pay
ing more than they ought to pay, say 
that this is merely a subterfuge In oreter 
to get at them and make them pay more; 
and to be frank, that is just exactly what 
it is. It gets around a constitutional ob
jection to taxing them. It gets around 
it fairly; and I do not think that the 
question of the constitutionality will be 
raised at all. The provision in the bill 
that one half of the amount shall be used 
for schools and one half used for high
ways is merely to cover any possible legal 
objection to such distribution, and it 
might have been provided that all of it 
be used for schools or all for highways. 
but the provision was merely regarded as 
a taxable method of utilizing the money. 
The effect of this measure would be to 
increase the State tax to six mills, ard it 
would take out of the wild lands $127,000 in 
round numbers more than they are pay
Ing now, and it would save every city and 
every town in the State of Maine some
thing, and in the case of many of them 
it would reduce their tax which they are 
now paying by one-tenth. Now there are 
other measures under consideration 
which naturally follow along with this 
one; and perhaps I might touch upon 
them as I explain the operation and effect 
of tllis bill. 

The committee on taxation reported a 
bill which next follows on the calendar 
which provides that a tax of a mill and 
a hftlf be levied upon all the property of 
the State and provides for its distribution 
in two ways, upon the valuation and 
upon the number of scholars, one-third 
of tIle amount distributed to be distrib
uted for the school fund on the number 
of scholars, and the other two-thirds to 
be apportioned in accordftnce with the 
valuation. Then there is pending also, or 
will be when that measure is reached, 
another bill, or an amendment to that 
bill, which provides that there shall be a 
tax of only half a mill and that it shall 
be all apportioned for the school fund in 
accordance with the number of pupils. 
Now for one concrete example as to the 
effect of these bills upon the cities and 
towns of this State I would call attention 
to a few towns. It has been impossible 
for anyone to figure out accurately the 
effect of this measure upon all the towns 
In this State. This bill which I am n()w 

discussing has been figured out for every 
town in Maine, and I have had placed 
upon the desks of the members a little 
table showing what each town saves by 
this bill, but there have been no figures 
on the other bill. No one has presented 
any facts about it. In some places it 
might be argued that it was a help to 
the town, but if the figures were accurate 
and you should gO over them carefully 
it might be found that instead of being a 
help, either of these other bills would be 
a detriment and that the town or city 
would lose instead of gaining by It. 
There are many objections to the two 
other measures in my opinion. In the 
first place they are unfair to some of the 
towns and cities of the State, because I 
don't take it that this Legislature wants 
to infiict upon the people of this State 
any measure, any tax bill, which could oe 
constr:ued as being unfair to anyone city 
or town in the State. At the hearing 
there was a great deal said by the at
torney representing some of these In
terests about the city of Portland, and he 
contrasted from the figures which he 
made himself and which were fairly ac
curate, the effect that this bill would 
have on Portland as compared with other 
places. Gentlemen, it is only reasonble 
to assume that if you are gOing to make 
any apportionment at all, a large city 
like Portland with a valuation of $60,000,-
000 should at least have as much con
sideration as some little town in some 
other part of the State. It is naturally 
to be assumed that we in Portland should 
benefit by any distribution that is made 
on the basis of valuation, but if you 
make that distribution on the appor
tionment of the scholars it is decidedly 
unfair to cities like Portland and to a 
great many towns, because in PortlaLd 
for example, it costs us more perhaps to 
educate our children and to maintain our 
schools than it does in other places, and 
therefore if you only give us what would 
br considered of hand a fair apportion
ment of any State money the result Is 
really an injustice to us. 

In the to\vn of Gray, for example, the 
town assesses itself 2.4 mi1ls on a dollar 
for its schools and spends for each 
~cholar the sum of $3.85. Under the pres
ent law, the method of distributing the 
school fund, the town of Gray gains only 
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$441, and it would gain by the amendment 
which I understand is to be offered of a 
half a miII, $100, and it would gain by the 
bill of the taxation committee $97, and by 
this biII which we are now considering 
Gray would gain $177. The town of Jay 
as another illustration taxes itself 1.8 
miIIs and spends $3.17 for each scholar. 
Under the present law Jay gains $812 a 
year. By the amendment which is to be 
offered Jay would lose $53, and under the 
bill reported by the taxation committee it 
would gain $157. By the bill which I am 
now discussing Jay would gain $657. 
'Many of the factory towns, Lewiston, 
Biddeford and others, assess themselves 
for school purposes only a very small 
amount compared with the average local 
assessment for schools over the State. 
Biddeford assesses itself 1.7 miIIs, and 
yet under the biII reported it would gain 
$2,841, and under the present law it gains 
$6,888. And so we might go on with all 
these towns showing the effect of all 
tllese various biIIs which are before this 
House, what the effect of these biIIs 
WOUlJ be. No one has figured that out 
accurately as to all of them, and I as
sume that the only thing which remains 
to be discussed, if there is any distribu
tion of State funds for any purpose, is 
whether or not the method of distribution 
on the whole is a fair and equitable 
proposition. It is my contention that the 
method of distribution proposed under the 
bill reported by the committee and by 
the amendment is so unfair that it does 
not seem possible to me that the Legis
lature can pass either one of them. 
Under this bill which I am discussing 
every town and city gains and none of 
them lose by that method of distribution. 
Under the other bills, towns which are 
rich and prosperous gain large sums and 
towns that are poor and needy and which 
should be helped lose more than they 
should lose; and if I had the time and 
wanted to inflict myself too much upon 
this patient body of men I might go over 
a lot of these towns that I have taken 
up and figure out, showing you where 
this injustice prevails. There is Winter 
Harbor for example. Under the amend
ment which is proposed it loses $171 a 
year. Under the present law it loses $257 
a year, and under my biII it would gain 
$171. The passage of the bill of the com-

mittee on taxation would cost the city 
of Portland $8,428. Under the amendment 
tlj> city would lose $30,000, and a portion 
of that $30,000 would be given to the city 
of Lewiston, when in contrast with Port
land Lewiston is taxing itself locally for 
the maintenance of its schools 1.6 mills, 
while Portland is taxing itself locally 3.7 
mills, and in Lewiston it costs $2.68 a 
pupil and in Portland it costs $13.93 a 
pupil; and yet under the proposed amend
ment it is proposed to take from the city 
of Portland where the people are taxing 
themselves heavily now to maintaIn the 
schools, it is proposed to take from tnat 
city and give to Lewiston, which is tax
ing itself less than one half of what Port
land is taxing itself. Even if you do con
sider Portland to be rich and prosperous 
should you take from Portland money 
which it needs, especially at this time, 
and give it to Lewiston which is pros
perous and rich? That does not seem to 
be an equitable propOSition and I do not 
believe there is a man here who would 
claim that it was. Some of the smaller 
towns in the State, some of the poor 
towns suffer the most under the bill re
ported by the committee and also under 
the amendlnent, and everyone of them 
gains under my bill and the money comes 
out of that class of property which has 
been escaping taxation, at least which 
has not been paying its proportional part 
of the taxes of this State. 

Now are the wild lands paying such 
taxes as they should? That is the ques
tion perhaps which might be discussed. 
As I understand it they are today paying 
at the rate of about two cents an acre. 
Under the bill which I am discussing they 
would pay four cents an acre. Contrast 
the value of that property with the value 
of the farm property. The farmer is pay
ing somewhere around 20 or 22 cents an 
acre on his land, and the wild lands are 
paying two cents now. Do you consider 
that a fair proportion of the distribution 
of the burdens of taxation? These wild 
lands in the State of Maine according to 
the State assessors record have increased 
in value in the last ten years 120 per cent. 
That is the increase in commercial value 
according to the State assessors. No one 
questions but what their increase has 
been very much in excess of this. Is 
there a farm in the State of Maine, Is 
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there a factory or any other class of 
property which can show any such pro
portional increase as that? I do not be
lieve that one can be found except in 
isolatcd cases. Then the natural increase 
of the value of the wild lands, according 
to the government experts, is 40 cents an 
acre a year. That is what God does for 
these lands, not what the wild land own
ers do because they do nothing. It is an 
increase of 40 cen ts an acre; and under 
the bill which I am discussing we ask 
them to pay simply one-tenth of that 
into the treasury of this State. Is that 
an excessive tax? It was eVen admitted at 
the hearing that they thought they werc 
being under-taxed, that they expected to 
be taxed more, and it was admitted to 
me verbally that they did not think the 
tax which this bill would impose would 
be so very burdensome. Naturally they 
wish to escape paying taxes altogether if 
they can. That is the game. That is 
what the taxation committee has been up 

State of Maine, that is, for the mainten
ance of the schools anu for the construc
tion of highways; and so it seems to me 
there can be no objection to that. As 
to its constitutionality I have had this 
matter passed upon by Sdne excellent 
lawyers and it has been their opinion t\1at 
this method of distribution is perfectly 
constitutional and that there can be no 
question raised about it, while with the 
bill reported by the committee on taxa
tion there is a constitutional objection, 
there is a question whether or not we 
can tax the people of the State and ap
portion that money in any manner which 
is not equitable; and I claim it is not 
equitable to apportion that money on 
the number of scholars, because it works 
injustice to the city of Portland and to 
the other to,vns in this State. 

I know beforehand that this bill, and I 
make this statement frankly, is not going 
to receive a favorable consideration at 
the hands of the Legislature. I have the 

against. utmost confidence in the judgment of 
Now the reason for the distribution of the members of this House and I do not 

this excise tax which is distributed under wish to impugn the Integrity or honesty 
the provisions of this bill is this: It is of any man but I know and the people 
the money which the people have paid know and the lobby Imo,vs better than 
to public service corporations. Tile taxa- any of us that no bill ,vill gO through 
tion committee, as I understand It, have this Legislature unless it meets with 
reported a bill which increases the taxa- their approval. That was so apparent to 
tion on railroads for ex",-mple, $200,000 a me after I had been here a few weeks 
year. Do you think the railroads pay that, excepting for the fact that I 
that tax? It is not the railroads tnat prry thought It might add some to the nar
the tax, it Is you and I who pay the tax, mony of this session and might also be 
the people of the State of Maine who of some assistance to some of these gen
pay the tax; and when you Impose ex- tiemen In the lobby In having an excuse 
tra burdens on a railroad or public scr- for staying down here, that I perhaps 
vice corporation you merely make them would not have introduced this measure, 
the tax collectors for the State. They do because, as I say, I am firmly of the 
not go into their pockets and pay the opinion that no bili will pass this Legis
tax as the farmer does or even as the lature unle£s it meets the approval of the 
wild land owner does; so any increase of wild land owners. Now why that Is so I 
the State revenue In that manner, it do not propose to discuss. I believe it to 
seems to me, beyond a reasonable be so and the more I saw the more con
amount, is absurd. This money which vinced I have been. I have no complaint 
comes from the pet>ple my bill proposes to make about the wild land lobby and 
to return to the municipalities, the towns perhaps if I were a posse"sor of as much 
and cities of the State, to be used for wild land property as they have I might 
municipal purposes. Although the bill be actuated by the same motive that they 
does not provide that the money should have. Most of the men I am now re
be used for the building of sewers or the ferring to have been working In the open. 
erection of municipal buildings, it pro- It Is true that they have enlisted in their 
videa that it shall be used [or purposes service State officials, that they have 
which are well recognized to be necessary worked every method they can to bring 
and which benefit generally the whole influence and pressure to loear on the 
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members of the House, but it is so ap
parent in their case that I have no com
plaint to make abo!Ut them. But the men 
I want to denounce here are those men 
who come here under the guise of being 
representatives of some great body of 
men or of the people of the State, who 
claim to be disinterested and pUblic
spirited and come down here in the lobby 
and meet with you and throw cold water 
on all these propositions that come up 
and discuss them with you and you meet 
them On their plane and think you are 
talking to men and honorable men, and 
every night, gentlemen, wey meet with 
the main push of the wild land lobby at 
the Aug.usta House and they go over the 
situation and pick out this man and that 
man and find out what this interest is 
and what that interest is and the next 
day they approach him here-wolves in 
steep's clothing. Gentlemen, those men, 
some of whom have occupied official posi
tions in this State, some of Whom have 
wanted to OCCUfY official positions in this 
State, who have been here all winter 
presumably paying their own expenses 
for the purpose of assisting you and me 
to arrive at some equitable method of 
taxing the people of this State-those 
men I say I desire to denounce, and were 
It not for the fact that it might be- con
strued that I had some personal motive 
in it I would be perfectly wi11ing to name 
them. I do not think it is necessary, 
however. Most people know whom I am 
referring to. They are the men who 
come down here and who have been 
blocking this Legislature, who have been 
holding up these important bills until the 
last end of the session, and when you and 
I become restless and want to get away 
from here they will suggest some measure 
which they will tell you appears all right 
and some of you believe them and you 
rush the bill through and when yoU fig.ure 
it up I want to predict that in my opinion 
In the bill whicn passes this Legislature 
you w!ll find that you have not taxed the 
wild lands any more than they have been 
taxed before. - And thii!! game has been 
going on In this State for years. In my 
opinion with the zeal and influence that 
they have and with all the influences that 
they bring to bear upon the members of 
this House, when the Legislature ad-

jO!Urns It will be found tnat, after all, the 

wild lands have not paid much more tax 
than they are paying now; and people 
will wonder why, and I have been won
dering why. 

Mr. COLBY of Bingham: Mr. Speaker, 
I don't know whether the gentleman re
ferred to me or not. I don't know as I 
care. I say to this House without any 
equivocation that while I don't own any 
wild lands I work for wild land people; 
that is the way I get my living; and if 
the wild land owners did not have a 
lobby here I don't know what would hap
pen to the wild lands with the grudge 
that some people seem to have against 
them. All I ever did in my life was to 
tramp in the woods of the State. There 
is no doubt in my mind but what in 20 
years with the present rate of cutting-I 
am speaking of the Kennebec valley par
ticularly-the State or the lobby or any 
one else in the State of Maine won't have 
this question to bother with; the virgin 
growth will all be cut off; and instead of 
figuring round in some unfair way, as 
many people have this winter, to get at 
them to tax them more you had better be 
figuring how in some way to preserve 
them. 

As I say, I am a wild land man. I am 
not here paid by any wild land people. 
I came here to represent the district that 
elected me. It is a wild land district. It 
is all we know up there. We could not 
live six months If it wasn't for tne wild 
lands. I am going to stand by them If 
this Legislature lasts until July. Now 
the gentleman gave you a few figures 
from a sheet that he laid on the desks 
yesterday. The things that concern me 
most particularly just now refer to a 
greater part of my district. He has told 
you he has all the towns represented, but 
in my district there are 16 small planta
tions with a few poor people up there. 
Upon this sheet I only see two. It Is a 
question with me what Is going to hap
pen to the other 14. He takes out of the 
wild land people and gives to Portland 
$9,84,.41 for school and roads. That 
would be first rate for Portland, but I 
hate to have It go away from us up there. 
I would like to have some of it up there 
where it belongs. In regard to roads I 
have a few figures here. Perhaps the 
wild lands should pay a little more tax 
oot It seems to me we ought to get at it 
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in some fair way. I have been told that 
there is a hundred thousand dollars' 
worth of property in Portland paying no 
tax. What are you going to do with 
that? In apportioning this one-half that 
his bill calls for for roads, by counties, 
we find that by the rate per mile tue 
county of Cumberland would receive $6.01. 
Up in my county where we could not 
live without the wild lands we only get 
$1.27 a mile. Take the towns. Portland 
would receive per mile $68.60; my little 
town would receive 88 cents per mile. 
Do yon call that a fair distribution? 
Portland would receive $68.60, and the 
town of Starks in my county would re
ceive 40 cents; while the little town of 
Cooper in Washington county would re
ceive the great sum of 25 cents per mile! 
Madison in Somerset county would re
ceive $3 a mile; the town of Starks 40 
cents per mile. '1'he town of Skowhegan 
would receive $3.44 a mile. 

r might go on. You find no fairness 
anywhere in the bill, take the whole State 
by counties or towns. As I said before, 
perhaps the wild lands ought to pay some 
more tax, but let us try to get at it 
fairly; don't take it out of them for the 
sake of getting it out of them and giving 
It to Portland or some other big towns. 
Let us have it up there where it belongs; 
then I will vote for anything in fairness. 

·Mr. PATTANGALL of Waterville: Mr. 
Speaker, the bill which the committee 
have presented to the House needs some 
explanation and the hour is late. The 
suggestion comes to me that the bill of 
the gentleman from Portland (Mr. Bile
low) lie on the table pending a hearing 
tomorrow on the committee bill and the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Bremen; and I make that motion. 
I move that this bill lie on the table. 

Mr. COLBY: Mr. Speaker, if it is in 
order I move that the report of the com
mittee on this bill be accepted. 

The SPEAKER: The motion of the 
gentleman from Waterville has preced
ence but should apply to the motion of 
the gentleman from Portland (Mr. Bige
lOw.) 

The motion of the - gentleman from 
Portland was to substitute the bill for 
the report. Now the gentleman from 
VY'atervllle moves to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Mr. Peters moved that the House take 
a recess IlIntil half past seven In the 
evening. 

The motion was lost. 
The question being to lay the motion 

to substitute the bill for the report on 
the table the motion was lost. 

Mr. Colby of Bingham moved the pre
vious question. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The question being, shall the main. 

question be now put? 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. Colby the yeas and 

nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER: The question is on 

the motion to substitute the bill for the 
report. As many as are in favor of SUlb
stituting the bill for the report, when 
their names are called, will answer yes; 
those opposed will anSwer no. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

YEA:-Bigelow, Farnham, Grant, Kav
anaugh, Mace, Marshall, Putnam, Redlon, 
Rounds, Whitney, Wing of Auburn-H. 

NAY:-Additon, Allen of Jonesboro, Al
Ien of Richmond, Andrews, Bartlett of 
Eliot, Bartlett of Stoneham, Beals, 
Bearce of Eddington, Bemis, Beyer, Big
ney, Bisbee, Blake, Blanchard, Bourassa, 
Bradford, Bragdon, Burleigh, Bnrse of 
Pittsfield, Bussell, Buswell, Campbell of 
Cherryfield, Campbell of Kingman, 
Charles, Chase of Sebec, Chase of Yorll:, 
Clark, Colby, Cole, Conners, Cook, Cool
idge, Cousins, Doble, Donnell, Duncan, 
Dunn, Ferguson, Frost, Gilbert, Hall. 
Hannaford, Hanson, Harriman, Harring
ton, Harris, Havey, Hersey, Higgins, Hill, 
Hodgkins of Temple, Holt, Hussey, Hyde, 
Jordan, Joy, Lane, Libby, Lombard, Lord, 
Ludgate, .McLain, Mercier, Merrifield, 
Merrill of Bluehill, Merrill of Durham, 
Miller, Millett, Montgomery, Morse, Nel
son, Orff, Pacll:ard, Pattangall, Patten, 
Patterson, Paul, Pelletier, Perry, Peters, 
Pinkham, Porter, Pressley, Qninn, Rich
ardson, Sanborn, Sawyer, Silsby, Sleeper, 
Smith of Andover, Smith of Berwick, 
Smith of Biddeford, Snow of Brunswick, 
Snow of Scarboro, Spear of South Port
land, Spear of Warren, Stanley, Stetson, 
Stover, Strickland, Thomnson, Thurlough, 
'Tibbetts, Trafton, Trimble, True, Varney, 
W'eld, Whitehouse, Wing of Kingfield 
-110. 

ABSENT:-Bogue, Bowley. Couture, 
Cummings, Davies, Day, Dorr, Drake, 
Dufour, Edwards, Emery. Fortier, Ham
lin, Harmon, Hines, Hodgll:ins of Damar
iscotta, Jones, Kelley, Lambprt 'Moore 
Moulton. Ni"k.erson, Pikp. Robbins. Ross: 
Stackpole, TTickey, White of Columbia., 
White of Wayne-29. 

So the motion was lost. 
The report of the committee was theR 

accepted. 
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Unfinished business: An Act relating had already voted on that same motion. 
to the common school fund and the The SPEAKER: The Chair understands 
means of providing for the distribution that the House has already voted upon 
of the same. that, but certain motions have Intervened 

Mr. Havey of Sullivan moved that the which must be considered as the busl
House take a recess until 7.30 o'clock in ness of the House. The Chair thinks that 
the evening. 

A division was had and the motion was 
lost by a vote of 34 in the affirmative to 
64 in the negative. 

Mr. Libby of Amity moved that the 
House adjourn until 8.30 o'clock tomorrow 

the motion is in order. 

Mr. Hyde of Bath moved that all un
finished business be postponed until to
morrow morning at half past enight. 

The SPI;;AKER: The Chair wo:uld in
form the gentleman from bath that It 
the House takes a recess until 8.30 in the 

morning. 
morning the unfinished business will go 

A division was had and the motion was over as unfinished business tomorrow. 
losf by a vote of 49 in the affirmative and Mr. Weld moved that the House take 
59 in the negative. a recess until 9 o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. Weld of Old Town moved that the The question being on the motion of the 
House adjourn. gentleman from Lincolnville to adjourn 

A division was had and the motion was until tomorrow morning-
lost by a vote of 56 in the affirmative to The motion was lost. 
57 in the negative. Mr. Wing of Kingfield moved that the 

Mr. Miller of Lincolnville moved that Hou~e take a recess until 8 o'clock to
the Ho:use adjourn until 8.30 o'clock to- night. 
morrow morning. 

Mr. Wing of Kingfield rose to a point 
of order on the ground that the House 

The motion was lost. 
Mr. Weld moved that to adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 


