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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.



ERRATA.

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,
118, 146,

se
168. for
174, for
182, for
185, for
219, for
226, for
243, for
309, ror
325, for
343, for
360, for
37, for
377, 462,
3179, for
462, 496,
494, for
510, 538,
520, for
525, for
544, 556,
651, 587,

316 and 333, for State Prison read State pension.

165 and 170, for supplementary associations read supplementary as-
ssments.

Coolidge River read Cambridge River.

$50 read $50,000.

Oakland read Oakfield.

Rines road read Kineo road.

Mineral Spring Co. read Merriil Springer Co.

investigation of vital statistics read registration of vital statistics.
town of South Portland read town of Southport.

town of Wales read town of Wells. '

foreigners read coroners.

Bed Cambridge River read Dead Cambridge River.

boys read buoys.

Corners Knob read Conary’s Nub.

496, for Prescott read Trescott.

Pittsburg read Phippsburg.

for Chronological read Pomological.

Township E read Township 2.

for Central Railroad Co. read Jonesport Central Railroad Co.
Penobscot Electric Co. read Penobscot Bay Electric Co.

Colcord read Concord.

for town of Brewer read town of Bremen.

for Monmouth Ridge Sanitary Association read Monmouth Ridge

Cemetery Association.

646, for Androscoggin Valley Company read Androscoggin Valley Railroad
Company.

648, for Central Fire Insurance Co. read 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,

to
687, for
700, for

for municipal court in town of Portland read municipal court in
wn of Farmington.
Trusett read trustee.
pension members of Building Commission read pension members of

Fire Department.

788, for
836, for

Howard read Howland. .
Chapter 138 of the Public Laws of 1905 read Chapter 138 of the Public

Laws of 1895.

844, for
928, for
974, for
1022, for
1064, for
1244, for
1275, for
1313. for

bridges of municipal officers read duties of municipal officers.
identifying animals read identifying criminals.

Herbert A. Bradford read Herbert A. Lombard.

Stonington Trust Company read Stonington Water Company.
Biddeford read Portland.

Daniel’s Pond read Donnell’s Pond.

Acatus Lake read Nicatous Lake.

establish read abolish.
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SENATE. 48 of the Revised Statutes, relating to

Thursday, February 25, 1909

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

Prayer by
Augusta,

Journal of previous session read and
approved.

Papers from the House disposed of
in concurrence.

“Petition of Dana Berry and 26
othersg in favor of the Donigan bill; of
George A. Welsh and 25 others for
same; of Alfred Nichols and 55 others
of Fryeburg for same; of H. O. Hussey
and 38 others of Blaine for same; of
Merrill Stewart and 36 others of Han-
cock for same. Petition of Charleg F.
Dore and 6 others of Athens for same.”
Came from the House by that branch
referred to the committee on Ways and
Bridges. On motion by Mr. Donigan
of Somerset, the Senate non-concurred
in such reference and further voted
that the same be placed on file.

“Resolve for the purpose of operating
fish hatcheries and feeding stations for
fish and for the protection of fish.”
This resolve in the Senate was
amended by Senate Amendment A,
The House refused to concur in the
passage of the amendment and, upon
motion by Mr. Wyman of Washington,
the Senate reconsidered the vote
whereby the Resolve was passed to bs
engrossed; and on further motion by
the same Senator, it was voted to re-
consider the vote whereby Senate
Amendment A was adopted. The Re-
solve without the amendment was
passed to be engrossed.

Rev. Mr. Livingston of

House Biils Read and Assigned.

“An Act to amend Section 2 of
Chapter 188 of the Public ILaws of
1907.” (This bill came from the House,
in that branch amended by the adop-
tion of House Amendment A, which by
the Secnate was adopted in concur-
rence.)

An Act to enlarge the rights of
Alfred Embroidery Company.

An Act to extend the charter of
Phillips Trust Company.

An Act to extend the charter of
Gardiner Trust Company.

An Act to amend Section 3, Chapter

the

che

the

the powers of Savings Banks.

An Act to incorporate the Sandy
Stream Dam and Improvement Com-
pany.

Resolve for the erection of a fish
hatchery and feeding station on Cold
Stream, the outlet of Cold Stream
Lake, in Enfield.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 164 of the Private and Special
Laws of 1907, relating to fishing in the
tributaries of China Lake.

An Act to regulate fishing in the
tributaries to Marshall Pond, so called,
in Oxford County.

An Act to regulate ice fishing in
Donnell Pond, so called, situated partly
in Franklin and partly in Township
No. 10, Hancock County.

An Act to regulate fishing in Dead
Stream Pond, Lower C(Cold Stream
Pond and Horseshoe Pond, in Somerset
County.

An Aect to provide for ice fishing, as
provided in the general law of the
state, in South Branch, Carpenter,
Littlefield and Fowler Ponds, Piscata-
quis County, also to close Davis Pond,
Penobscot County, to all kinds of
fishing. On motion by Mr. Kellogg of
Penobscot, Senate Amendment A was
adopted, as follows: “Amend House
Document 268 by striking out Section
2 and substituting the following:
‘Section 2. It shall be unlawful to fish
for, take, catch or kill any fish through
the ice in Davis Pond, so called, in
Township 5, Range 7, Penobscot
County; and no person in any one day
shall take, catch or kill more than five
fish when fishing in this pond in any
one day.”

An Act to amend Section 13 of
Chapter 32 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended by Chapter 75 of the Public
Laws of 1905, relating to the snaring
of rabbits.

On motion by -Mr. Hastings of Ox-
ford, it was—Ordered, the House con-
curring, that when the Senate and
House adjourn, they adjourn to meet
on Friday, February 26, at 9 o’clock in
the forenoon. The foregoing order
was subsequently returned from the
House, that branch concurring in its
passage.



358

LEGISLATIVE RECORD- SENATE FEBRUARY 25

The following Dbills, petitions and
resolves were presented and referred:
Judiciary.

By Mr. Lowe of Androscoggin: Pe-
tition of C. H. Gibbs and 24 others of
Livermore Falls in tfavor of the
optometry bill.

By Mr. Baxter of Cumberland: Bill,
An Act to prohibit corporations from
transmitting electric power beyond the
confines of the State.

Legal Affairs.

By Mr. Hamilton of York: Bill, An
Act to repeal Section 3 of Chapter 143
of the Revised Statutes, as amended
by Section 1 of Chapter 120 of the
Public Laws of 1907, relating to the
State School for Boys.

Ways and Bridges.

By Mr. Shaw of Sagadahoc: Peti-
tion of W. D. Tolman and 8 others in
favor of state aid for building a bridge
across the Kennebec River at Pishon’s
Ferry, so called.

Agriculture.
By Mr. Howes of Somerset: Petition
of 8. F. Griffin and 53 others of Alfred
and vicinity against Public Abattoirs.

Education,
By Mr. Macomber of Rennebec: Biil,
An Act for protection of school chil-
dren against fire.

State School for Boys.

By Mr. Warren of Cumberland: Re-
solve in favor of the State School for
Boys.

Placed on File.

By Mr. Lowe of Androscoggin: Pe-
tition ot A. P. Adams and 12 others of
Jay in favor of the Donigan Bridge

Bill.
Read and Assigned.
Resolve in favor of the Hastern
Maine Insane Hospital, for fire proof
buildings.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insane
Hospital, for renovating central male
wing.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insane
Hospital, for kitchen, bakery and din-
ing room.

An Act to amend Section 48 of
Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes re-

lating to taxation of insurance com-
panies,

Resolve in favor of the Maine School
for Feeble Minded.

Resolve in favor of W. A, Walker.

Resolve in favor of Lewis Barrows.

Resolve to provide for the expenses
of the Maine Industrial School for
Girls.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Indus-
trial School for Girls, for water sup-
ply and grading.

Resolve in favor of Camden and
Rockland Water Company.

An Act to amend Chapter 8 of the
Revised Statutes relating to the Board
of State Assessors. (On motion by Mr.
Wheeler of Cumberland, this bill was
tabled.)

Reports of Committees.

Majority report from the Committee
on the Judiciary, on Bill, “An Act to
repeal Chapter 92 of the Public Laws
of 1903, entitled ‘An Act to provide for
the better enforcement of the laws
against the sale and manufacture of
intoxicating liquors; submitting the
same in new draft under title of “An
Act conditionally repealing Chapter 92
of the Public Lawg of 1905, relating to
the better enforcement of the laws
against the manufacture and sale of
intoxicating liquors,” also submitting
“Resolves providing for an amendment
of the Constitution, empowering the
Governor to remove Sheriffs.” (Signed)
Hastings, Looney, Baxter, Davies,
Wing, Peters, Hersey, Andrews, Bur-
leigh.

Minority report from the same com-
mittee, on the same Bill, submitting
same in new draft under title of “An
Act to repeal Chapter 92 of the Public
Laws of 1905, relating to the better
enforcement of the laws against the
manufacture and sale of intoxicating
liguors.” (Signed) Montgomery.

On motion by Mr. EBaton of Wash-
ington, the two reports, pending ac-
ceptance of either together with the
hills and resolve, were laid on the table
to be printed, one thousand copies
ordered to be printed, and Wednesday
March 3, assigned for their considera-
tion.

Report “A” from the Committee on
Judiciary on Bill, “An Act to amend
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Chapter 6 of the Revised Statutes, re-
lating to the regulation and conduct
of elections,” that same ought not to

pass. (Signed) Hastings, Montgom-
ery, Wing, Peters, Burleigh.

Report “B” from the same Com-
mittee, on the same Bill, that same

ought to pass. (Signed) Leoney, Her-
sey, Andrews, Baxter, Davies.

On motion by Mr. Looney of Cum-
beriand, the two reports, pending ac-
ceptance of either, were tabled to be
printed, and Thursday, March 4, as-
signed for their consideration.

Majority Report from the same
Committee, on Bill, “An Act to amend
Section 22 of Chapter 6 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to the regulation and
conduct of elections,” that the same
ought not to pass. (Signed) Hastings,

Davies, Baxter, Montgomery, Wing,
Peters, Burleigh.
Minority Report from the same

Committee, on the same Bill, that same
ought to pass. (Signed) Loney, Her-
sey, Andrews,

On motion by Mr. Loney of Cumber-
lJand, the two reports, pending accep-
tance of either, were laid on the table
for printing, and Thursday, March 4,
assigned for their consideration.

Mr. Eaton, for the Committee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs, on
Report of the State Auditor, reported
that the samc be accepted and placed
on file.

Mr. Emery, for the Committee on
Railroads and Expresses, on Bill, “An
Act relating to fares on the Somerset
Railway, a corporation duly organized
under the laws of the State of Maine,”
reported same ought not to pass.

Mr. Miliiken, for the Committee on
State Lands and State Roads, on
Senate joint memorial No. 4, adopted
by the Twenty-fifth Legislative As-
sembly of the State of Oregon, relating
to national aid in the permanent con-
struction of main highways, reportead
that same be placed on file.

Mr. Wyman for the Committee on
Ways and Bridges, on “Resolve to aid
in the extension of the Kineo Road
from the Smith ¥Farm to the North-
east Carry,” reported that the same
ought not to pass.

Mr. Walker, for
Shore Fisheries, on Bill

the Committee on
“An Act to

prevent the extermination of clams on
the flats of Pole Island, in the Town of
Harpswell, County of Cumberland and
State of Maine,” reported that the
same ought not to pass.

The same Senator for the same
Committee, on Bill “An Act to amend
Section 3 of Chapter 41 of the Re-
vised Statutes of 1903, as amended oy
Chapter 108 of the Public Laws of
1905, relating to Sea and Shore
Fisheries,” reported that some ought
not to pass.

Mr. Boynton, for the Committee on
Salaries and Fees, on Bill, “An Act to
amend Paragraph 24 of Section 1 of
Chapter 116, Public Laws of 1903, re-
lating to Inspector of Factories, work-
shops, mineg and quarries,” reported
same ought not to pass.

The foregoing reports were accepted.

Mr. Baxter for the committee on ju-
diciary, on Bill “An Act to incorporate
the Vinalhaven Water Company,” re-
ported same ought to pass.

The same senator for the same com-
mittee, on Bill “An Act to provide for
the compensation of justices of the su-
preme judicial court or superior court
who shall resign after ten years’ ser-
vice at the age of 70 years,” reportzd
same ought to pass.

The same Senator for the same
Coramittee, on Bill “An Act to confirm
the organization of the Bangor Young
AMen’s Christian Association of Bangor,
Maine, and for other purposes,” re-
ported same ought to pass.

Mr. Looney for the same Committee,
on Bill “An Act to amend Chapter 115
of the Private and Special Laws of the
year 1872, entitled ‘An Act to incorpor-
ate the Home for Agen Women at
Bangor,” reported that same ought tu
puss.

The same Senator for the same
Commitlee, on Biill “An Act to amend
and additional to Chapter 50 of the
Private and Spcecial Laws of 1866, re-
lating to the Children’s Home in Ban-
gor,” repurted that same ought to
pass,

Mr. Hastings for the same commitlee,
cn Bill “An Act to ratify the organi-
zation of the YVirginia Spring Water
Company, and authorize said Company
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to issue bonds,” reported same ought
to pass.

y Mr. Osgood for the Committee on
Appropriations and Financial Affairs,
on “Resolve in favor of E. L. Philoon,
Chairman of Joint Special Committee
appointed by the Seventy-third Legis-
lature,” reported same aught to pass.

The same Senator, for the same
Committee, on “Resolve in favor of I&.
L. Philoon, chairman of the Specia
Joint Committee appointed by the
Seventy-third Legislature, in regard Lo
a State Loard of education,” reported
same ought to pass.

Mr. Kuowiton, for the Committee on
Education, on Bill “An Act to amend
Section 1 of Chapter 171 of the Pub-
lic Laws of 1907, relating to the State
Superintendent of Public Schools,” re-
ported same ought to pass.

Mr. Walker for the same Committee,
on “Resolve in favor of the President
and 'Trustees of Bates College,”
rorted same ought to pass,

Mr. Mullen, for the Committee on
Railroads and Expresses, on Bill “An
Acl to authorizze the receiver of the
Eustic Railroad Company to dispose
of the prouperty of said Company,” sub-
mitted same in new draft under same
iitle and that it ought to pass.

Mr. Warrzn for the Committee on
Banks and Banking, on Bill “An Aci
20 extend the charter of the Dixfield
Trust Company,” submitted same in
new draft under same title.

Mr. Smith, for the Committee on In-
terior Waters, on “Resolve in favor of
boyvs on Richardson Lake,” reported
same ought to pass,

Mr. Donigan, for the Committee on
Ways and Bridges, on “Resolve in fa-
vor of the Town of Mount Chase in
Penobscot County,” submitted same in
new draft under same title,

The same Senator, for the same
Committee, on “Resolve in favor of
road in Ellicttsville,” submitted same
in new draft under same title.

Mr. Walker, for the Committee on
Shore TFisheries, on Bill “An Act to
amend Section 34 of Chapter 41 of the
Revised  Statutes, as amended by
Chapter 125 of the Public Laws of
1907, relating to bait barrels,” submii-

re-

ted samne in new draft under same
title.
The same Senator, for the same

Committee on State Prison, on “Re-
golve in favor of the Maine State Pri-

son,”’ reported that same ought to
pass.

The same Senator, for the same
Commiitee, on “Resolve in favor ef

he Maine State Prison,” reported that
same ought to pass.

The same senator, for the same com-
mittee, on bill, “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 1 of Chapter 116 of the Revised
Statutes, which provides for a salary
of $300 for teacher at the Maine State
Prison, and $200 for chaplain,” report-
¢d same ought to pass.

The same senator, from the same
committee, on “Resolve in favor of the
Maine Etate Prison,” reported that
same cught to pass.

The same senator, for the committee
on salarics and fees, on bill, “An Act
to amend Section 20 of Chapter 436 of
the Private and Special Laws of 1907,
entitled, ‘An Act to establish the Mile
municipal court,”” submitted the samse
in new draft under the same title.

The same senator, for the same com-
mittee, on hill “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 11 of Chapter 211 of the Private
and Special Laws of 1895 relating to
Rangor municipal court,” submitted
same in new draft under same title.

Mr. Boynton, for the same comnit-
tee, on bill “An Act to increase the
salary of the warden of the Maine
State Irisen,” submitted same in new
draft under same title.

The foregoing reports were acceptec
and the several bills and resolves were
tabled for printing, under the joint

Passed to Be Engrossed.

An Act to imcorporate the Jonesport
Central Railroad Co.

Resolve providing for the preven-
tion and extinguishment of forest fires
for the years 1909 and 1910. (On mo-
tion by Mr. Milliken of Aroostook this
bill was tabled pending its second
reading).

An Act to authorize the town of
Harpswell to construct and maintain
a bridge from Great Island in said
Harpswell to Hen Island on which
Fred E. Darling now lives.
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An Act to authorize the Governor
to issue his proclamation to prevent
the use of firearms in forests in a
dangerously dry time. (On motion by
Mr., Baxter of Cumberland this bill
was tabled).

An Act with relation to the Gar-
diner municipal court of the city of
Gardiner. (On motion by Mr. DMilli
ken of Aroostook this bill was tabled,
pending its second reading).

Resolve in favor of the Waldo Coun-
ty General hospital. (On motion by
Mr. Shaw of Kennebec, pending its
second reading, this bill was tabled).

An Act to extend the autnority of the
Rockland, South Thomaston and St.
George Railway. (On motion by MMr.
Macomber of Kennebec this Dbill waus
tahled pending its second reading).

An Act to amend Section 25 of Chap-
ter 53 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to necessary regulation of street
railroads by municipal officers. (On
motion by Mr. Macomber of Kennebec

this bill was tabled pending second
reading).

An Act to extend the charter of the
Bethel Trust Co.

An Act to extend the charter of the
Investment Trust Co.

An Act to extend the charter of the

Stonington Electric Light and Power
Co.

An Act to provide for the attesting
of public records, deeds, and other in-
struments. '

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insane

hospital for support of criminal in-
sane. ;
Resolve in favor of the Chase Island
hospital.

Resolve in favor of the Eastern
Maine Insane hospital, for concrete
walk, grading, painting, furnishings,

completion of contracts on barn, tuber-
cular hospital and Wing D.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insaine
haospital, for additionat compensation
for certain officers.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insans
hospital, for completion of the crimi-
nal insane building.

Resolve in favor of the Easleru
Maine Insane hospital for steam ste-
rilizer, tools and machinery, vegetable
cellar and piggery extension.

Resolve providing for the prevention

Maine Insane hospital for purchase of
additional land.

Resolve in favor of the Maine In-
sane hospital, to provide for deficien-
cias,

Resolve in favor of the
Maine hospital to provide
ficiencies.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insane
hospital, for greenhouse, wharf, coal
pocket, cominander’s house and resi-
dences on Arsenal grounds.

An Act te enable the town of Win-
ter Harbor to purchase the property
and franchise now or formerly of the
Winter Harbor Gas & Light Co.

An Act to incorporate the Bar Har-
bor Gas Co.

An Act to ratify and confirm the
acts of the Wayne Library Asszociation
at its meeting of August 27, 1908, and
all subsequent meetings.

An Act to provide for the restora-
tion of the records of the court of pro-
bate for the county of Cumberland.

An Act to provide for the payment
of the premiumns on bonds required
of the treasurer of State and clerks in
the State treasury department.

lesolve to correct certain entries in
the books of the State treasurer.

2esolve authorizing the compilation
and publication of the insurance laws
of Maine,

Resolve
burn.

Resolve
hospital.

An Act relating to the issuance of
mileage books by railroad corpora-
tions.

An Act to authorize the Kellog Lum-
ber Co. to erect aud maintain piers and
hooms at the mouth of Moocse river
and in Long pond.

Passed to Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Section § of the
Revised Statutes relating to taxation
on loan ang building associations.

An Act authorizing the Merrill
Srringer Co. to make, generate, sell,
distribute and supply gas or electricity
or hoth for lighting, heating, manu-
facturing or mechanical purposes.

An Act Lo amend Section 38 of Chap-
ter 61 of the Revised Statutes relating
to the registration of vital statistics.

Hastern
for de-

in favor of the city of Au-

in favor of the Old Town
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An Act to regulate fishing in Saddle-
back siream, sometimes called Pease
stream, in Franklin county.

An Act in relation to supplies fur-
nished any person or family while
tlaced in gquarantine by the Board of
Health.

An Act to regulate fishing in the
tributaries of Little Sebago lake, Cum-
berland county.

An Act to amend the charter of the
Relief Association of the Portland fire
department.

An Act to amend Chapter 18 of th:
Revised Statutes relating to the State
Roard of Health.

Finally Passed.

Resolve in favor of the Hospital of
the Daughters of Wisdom, of the towi*
of St. Agatha, Maine,

Resolve for the purpose of erecting
a fish hatchery in Knox county.

Resolv2 in favor of the Children’s
Protective Society of Portland.

Resuvlve in favor of Webster planta-
tion in the county of Penobscot.

Resolve in favor of the Maine School
for the Deaf.

Resolve in favor of John M. Taylor

Resolve providing for the payment of
claims, accounts and demands against
the State, accrued prior to Jan. 1, 1909,
and remaining unpaid by reason of in-
sufficient appropriations.

The foregoing resolve to which was
attached the emergency clause, was
finally passed, 26 senators voting in fa-
vor of its passage and there being no
votes opposed.

An Act to appropriate money for the
protection of trees and shrubs from
the introduction and ravages of dan-
gerous insects and diseases.

The foregoing resolve to which was
attached the emergency clause, was
passed to be enacted, 26 senators vot-
ing in favor of its passage, and there
being no votes opposed.

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Hamilton of York,
the report of the York county delega-
tion, submitting new draft of bill re-
lating to change of shire town, said
biil being An Act to submit to the le-
gal voters of York county the ques-
tion as to whether the shire town shall

be changed; and if so, to establish the
shire town at Saco, Kennebunk or
Sanford, was taken from the table, On
motion by the same senator the report
was accepted. .

The same senator moved that the
rules be suspended and that the bill
take its first reading.

Mr. Smith of York thereupon moved
the adoption of the following amend-
ments, namely: Senate Amendments
A, B, C, D and E to Senate Document
No. 113, in new draft.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. President, In ex-
planation, I desire to state that in
the adoption of Senate Amendment A
it becomes necessary to adopt the cth-
er amendments affecting other portions
of the bill. Senate Amendment A is as
follows: “Section 1 is amended by
striking out the first seven lines and
inserting in the place thereof the fol-
lowing: ‘The selectmen of the several
towns and the mayors and aldermen of
the cities of Biddeford and Saco in the
county of York, shall, at the next reg-
ular election, held in September, 1910,
submit to the voters of York the four
following questions, to wit:”

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Pres-
ident and members of the Senate: As
stated by my colleague, the adoption
of the first amendment miakes abso-
lutely necessary the adoption of the
other amendments; and so I am Op-
posed to the adoption of this amend-
ment.

This is a bill to submit to York coun-
iy the question of locating its shire
{own, and, in the bil], it is provided
that it is to be submitted to the peo-
ple of York county on the second
Tuesday of September next. This
amendment is an amendment requiring
that it should be submitted to the vot-
ers of Yerk county at the September
election, the next State election—that
is the substance of the amendment.
The amendment is as to the time when
this matter is to be submitted to the
people of York county, whether at a
special election or at the general elec-
tion.

‘We have had a long while to examine
this bill and our communions have
been very pleasant indeed, but we have
not exactly agreed. I have stood as a
sort of bumper between the two sides,
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and really I have stcod there so long
that I am about pounded to pulp. I
want to do what is right in this mat-
ter. I am a neighbor to everybody in
York county, both Democrats and Re-
publicans; and I do not know that I
have an enemy in the county. I am a
friend to them all, and want to do
just what is right in the matter, and
just what I believe to be right. This
bill, so far, has been entirely free from
politics. There are good friends of
mine in both the Republican party and
the Democratic party who have been
for, and against this bill. So that it
has been kept entirely free from any
Repubklican infiuences or any Demo-
cratic influences. and I want it to con-
tinue so to be. I believe it iIs for the
interest of a good neighborhood, and
for the interest of the whole county
that it should terminate.

If this is submitted at the general
election—you know what the general
elections are, and they are no differ-
ent in York from what they are in oth-
er countics—you know that this bill
will get but little consideration. You
will not get a fair vote. You will not
get a fair expression of the people.
There will be a feeling about it and
that feeling will continue in different
parts of the county; and I know that
it is for the interest of good neighbors
and a good neighborhood and in the
interest of peace and in the interest of
all concerned that this should be sub-
mitted at a special eleection,

At that special election the bill
receive proper consideration and
be voted unon, upon its merits,
that is why I am opposed to
amendment.

Mr. GOWELL of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: This is not a political question,
but it is a matter of considerable in-
terest to the taxpayers of York county;
and 1t is for that reason, because it is
a matter which interests all the citi-
zens of onr county, that we ask ta
have this election at the general elec-
tion. I had supposed, when Senator
Hamilten said that he had posed as
a go-between between the opposing
factions, that T had occupied that po-
sition; but I believe it is a fair state-
ment that we have tried to aveid con-

will
will
and
this

tention in this matter and have tried
to keep this internal complication in
York county and not embarrass people
in other sections of the State.

I believe it is a fair proposition to -
submit to the people of York county,
and we do ask to have this taken out
of politics and kept out of politics, and
voted upon as a business proposition,
and we belleve that that will be ac-
complished at the general election,
with a better and a fairer expression
of the whoie people, than it would at
a special election; and T hope that the
amendment oifered by my colleague,
Mr. Smith, will prevail.

Mr. SMITH of York: Mr. President:
T move that, when the vote be taken, it
be by the Yeas and Nays.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: Just one word as to the expense,
as that is to be taken invto consideration,
for a moment, because the expense will
be extremely light. Another fact should
be taken into consideration; and I want
to submit this to your judgment as
representative men and as men who
have been interested in politics, if the
proposition which I have stated to you
is not a correct proposition; that bad
feeling will grow out of this if it is
submitted at the State election; but
when you have a special election,—and
this is the only question to be submitted
to the people,—they will go there to
vote and we shall get a fair, honest
expression; and there can be no talk
of political measures or political trades,
as there will surely be at the State elec~
tion.

The question being upon the adop-
tion of Senate Amendment A, the Yeas
and Nays being called for and ordered,
the vote being had resulted as follows:
Those voting Yea were, Messrs. Bax-
ter, Colcord. Eaton, Emery, Gowell,
Hastings, Howes, Irving, Kellogg,
Knowlton, Looney, Milliken, Minott,
Reynolds, Shaw, Smith, Theriault, Walk-
ker, Warren, Wheeler, Wyman (21).
er, Warren, Wheeler, Wyman (21).
ton, Donigan, Hamilton, Hill, Lowe, Ma-
comber, Mullen, Osgood, Staples (9).

So the amendment was adopted; and
on further motion of Mr. Smith of York,
Senate Amendments B, C, D and E were
severally adopted.
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On motion by Mr. Hamilton of York,
the bill as amended, under suspension of
the rules, took its second reading and
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Wyman of Wash-
Ington, Senate Document No. 208, “Ma-
jority and Minority Reports of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Briages, each sub-
mitting new drafts on bills relating to
State ownership and wmaintenance of
highway bridges,” was taken from the
table.

Mr. WYMAN of Washington: Myr.
President: I move the substitution of
the minority for the majority report;
and I will say that the minority report
of the Committee after hearing on the
so-called Donigan Bridge Bill, made and
formulated a bill which we called a
county bridge bill. In this bill we have
no objects of notoriety. We have draft-
ed it only upon a business proposition,
as we think; and, if the Senate sees fit
to adopt that bill, or that report, T would
suggest that it lie on the table until
sometime next week, that the Senators
may have opportunity to investigate it
and to discuss it at that time on its
merits and do what they, in their judg-
ment, see fit.

We drafted it because we had before
the Bridge Committee appropriations
amounting to nearly $300,000 in matters
that are calling for assistance. We
drafted it because we believed that, as
a business proposition the State or the
county should first know in what they
are embarking,—what 1t 1is going to
cost in the venture. The first question
a business man asks himself is,—how
much money will it require, and if he
has the money to make the investment.

I will leave this bill, and not discuss
the merits of it. I will say, in regard
to the majority report, that the bill
seems to be drafted ana made for only
one object, and that is for an immortal
name. It is carelessly arranged, or has
been carelessly presented. As to its
construction I have no comments to
make; but when we first had a hearing
before the Bridge Committee, we discov-
ered that the first thing we had up
against us was a bill which says that
the municipal officers of the several
towns and counties of the State shall
make a list of all the highway and rail-
road bridges that are fifty-three feet

or more in length, constructed prior to
the first day of January, 19%909. Now
this bill, taking railroad bridges over
fifty feet in length, was circulated
through the State of Maine, as I under-
stand; and the people commenced to
send in petitions, not only for the Doni-
gan Bridge Bill, but a bridge bill similar
to the Donigan Bridge Bill. I can on-
ly construe it in one way, and that is:
that they were sent in to express their
desire for some sort of a bridge bill;
and I believe that is the sentiment
through the State. This bridge bill, the
Senator from Somerset, Mr. Donigan,
said, was a model bill,-~no cne could
make any comments upon it, because
he had presented it two years ago to the
Legislature, and he had thought over
it all that time, and he had it very near-
ly perfect. He took this bill from the
committee and he soon presented a bill
cutting out the railroads, and substitu-
ting forty feet for fifty feet. This was
more perfect than the first; but when
he came to investigate it further, he
thought forty feet was not sufficient,
and he has come now, with a report
signed by a majority of the committee,
cutting this down to thirty feet, to bet-
ter equalize taxation In the State of
Maine.

Two years ago the Commisgioner of
Highways was asked to get a report
from all the towns regarding the num-
ber of bridges over forty reet in length.
We got reports from 560 towns; and of
those 560 towns, there was 157 that
did mnot have a bridge rorty feet in
length, and 23 of those towns had no
bridges at all.

Now, if the gentleman from Somer-
set can inform me hew he is going to
equalize taxation by making 157 poor
towns contribute to bridges for City of
Bangor and the City of Portland where
it costs hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars, I should like him to make it clear;
but I am fairly good in mathematics,
and it seems to me that it would be un-
equal taxation.

It is true that his bill now cuts a
number of bridges down to thirty feet.
I have not obtained the information re-
quisite to tell how many towns that
would shut out, but from the best in-
formation I could get, it will shut out
almost as many as 157 towns. He laid
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great stress in the committee on taking
over toll bridges. I want to say just
a word in regard to that. Between New
Hampshire and Maine there is a very
expensive toll bridge which has becn
under discussion between the two states
for some time; and in the last Legisla-
ture there was a committee appointed
to investigate the practicability of the
State of Maince's taking over the toll
bridges. We are informed by that
committee that it costs about $16,00¢
o keep its toil bridge in repair; and
they say in the report: “To purchasc
the Portsmouth bridge, or build a new
one, or in any way replace it, would
be a very expensive project—too ex-
pensive te be considered by the town
of Kittery or the city of Portsmouth.
Neither of these municipalities bear
the burden of maintaining the struc-
ture.”

I believe as to all these petiticns
which have been sent in liere fromn
the various towns, that the voters ui
the towns who signed thesc petitions
have given them very little thought.
To substantiate this belief, I woulc
say that I took the last Donigan bridge
bill and mailed to five towns in my
county, and without comments, wrcte
across the top: How would this affect
you?’ ¥From c¢very one of these towns
the selectmcen wrote baclk, “it is just
what we want. Pass it.” The town of
Jonesport was among lthose thwng and
a revresentative came to me and said
he did not belicve in the Donigan
bridge bill, but that he was placed in

@ peculiar position—that the select-
men of Joncsport askeda nhin to sup-

port this bill. It happened a few days
after that one of the selectmen was
here; and I asked him what his opin-

ion was in regard to the Donigan
bhricge DLill. He says: “That is just

what we want.” I inquired, “What is
the valuation in your town?” *Well,”
e says, “‘about $600,000.” I said, “Un-
der the Ponigan bridge Dbill this asks
for a third of a mill, which in your
town would he 3200 a year; and pro-
vided this is not increased to a mill
and a half, but take it on the basis o
a third of a mill, how would it affect
your town? You contribute then a
third of the money of the State—you
contribute a third of the money of the

county and you contripute a third of
vour own bridges.” FHe says, “Is that
the way of it?” I says, “It certainiy
= Ho says, “We don't want any
bridge bill”—and that is the case in
all the towns to which I submitted
that proposition. They get it into
thelr hecads in some way or other that
if this bridge bill passes, it is a propo-
sition of the State and that the tax is
ralsed upon  the railroads and wild
lands of the State only and that it
cdoes not come into the taxable prop-
erty c¢f the towns; whereas, in fact,
as I understand the law, the railroads

do not contribute a cent. The rail-
reads are taxed in a ditferent way,

but it does get at all the real estate
and property in the State outside of
the railroads. I can see no good
feature in the so-called Donigan bridge
Pill.

AMr. DONIGAN of Somerset: M.
President: I am very glad that the
scnator from Washington counly is sc
zood in mathematics and I am very
sorry that tiie people of the State of
Maine are so ignorant as he would
moeke you think they are.

In discussing the majority report of
State ownership of bridges there are
many ijacts and figures to show why
this act should pass which ‘1 shall be
tnahle to touch upon in my remarks,
and I believe it will not be necessary
bhecause this bill has been discussed in
cvery  paper, in every store, black-
smith shop, and by every fire-side in
Aaine for the last two years. It was
my privilege during the last Legisla-

ture, as a member of the House, 1o
draft an act for the equalization of

taxation known as the General Bridge
13ill. It was also my privilege to serve
on the committee on ways and bridges,
and I will say frankly that there
never was a committee appointed by
a Speaker eand President that worked
more for the interest of the people of
Maine than did that one. After three
publie hearings when notice was given
and everyone had an opportunity to be
heard the committee passed the bill
unanimously—it passed the House by
31 majority and was beaten in the Sen-
ate by two votes. A conference com
mittee was aprointed and at the last
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session of the 73d Legislature T re-
ported that the House and Senate couid
1ot agree.

In my first draft the Dbill provided
that the State should pay all ex-
penses for building and maintaining
bridges but I found in talking and
corresponding with county commis-
sioners and selectinen in different parts
of the State that this could be im-
proved by the Siate, county and town
paying one-thirg each for building and
maintaining, and this I adopted in my
new draft. Other changes were mads=2
until now I believe that the biil is sat-
isfactory to nearly every city and town
in Maine.

An order was passed during the last
days of the 734 Legislature as {ol-
lows: “Ordered that the Senate cont-
curring that the State commissioners
of highways be snd is hereby directed
to make an investigation to ascertain
the leagth, physical character and
condition, original cost and annual cost
of maintenance together with such
other infermation as he may deem per-
tinent or necessary concerning each
and every bridge within the State, the
result of this investigation shall he
puhlished as a part of the next annual
report of the State commissioners of
highways and 1000 copies of the resclt
of the investigation shall be published
in pamphlet form for the use of the
next Legislation.” On page 102 of this
report T find 1775 bridges over 30 feet
in length reported to have cost $4,337,-
042.82. On page 18 of the same report I
find that 248 towns report an average
maintenance cost of all bridges for the
year of 1904-5-6 of 314 per cent. on cost
of bridges. Taking that as a basis on
the reported cost of bridges over 30
feet in length we find their maintain-
ance to be $151,763.41. Now take it for
the year 1907 and as we are aware that
each vear bridges are built more sub-
stantial and cost less to maintain I
find on page 18 the cost of maintain-
ance only 2% per cent. of the cost, or
$108,426.07 for all bridges over 30 feet
so it will be seen that by this and also
the assessors careful compilation of
figures, which was ordered by a Leg-
islature previous, all covering a period
of nine years that a systematic bridge

inspection was made, and there can be
no mistake as to about what the
maintenance cost will be, and I wish
to state that, ialthough we over-esti-
mated the cost two years ago our fig-
ures were substantially correct,

One of the main objects of this bill
is to have the vast wild land interests
in unincorporated townships pay their
share of the expense of the building
and maintaining these bridges, which
caunct be done by the county taking
on the bridges except a county tax,
where timberlands are or in any other
wav except as the Governor suggested
by a mill tax, but the bill provides
that the county commissioners, under
the direction of the highway commis-
sioner, shall look after and care for
them.

In New York the state builds part of
the bridges.

Vermont has a law which provides
that the state may pay one-half of the
costs. On page 12 of the commissioner’s
report the following is mritten by the
highway engineer of Iowa: “Such a
law as you suggest would be a very
desirable one to have.” In Minnesota
the state highway commissioner had a
fund of $50,000 for 1907 and $70,000 for
1908 for roads and bridges. California
highway commissioner writes: “I be-
lieve it would be a vast improvement
and saving for the state to have charge
of such construction.” In Ontario one-
third of the cost is paid by the govern-

Are city bridges built for clties
alone? Are town and county bridges
built for people living in their town or
rural distriets? Do they want only
business from those who live within
these horders? No, they all share alike
in using them. Then why not all com-
bhine, including the wild land owners,
in building up a system of goed roads
and bridges? After two yvears of study
and correspondence, T drafted this bil}
and T believe that one was never offer-
ed to a T.egislature with more justice
and merit; and after a long hearing
it passed the committee 7 to 3. Who
builds up our cities T want to ask? Is
it not the flood of money that is poured
into the factories, wholesale and re-
tail houses from the country towns
and districts? Does Portland appre-
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ciate the business they get from coun-
try towns? What is good for the coun-
try is good for the city. How many
traveling men have they crossing our
bridges, and do they not find fault if
they are not kept in good repair? T
believe that most of the people of that
beautiful city on the coast have no ob-

jection to an equal taxation on all
property including timberland for
maintainance of bridges. Portland

claims that this measure would cost
them one-seventh of the appropriation.
Dees not Portland expect to get a good
part if not all of it back? The State
beiongs to us all and we should know
no North, no South, nc East, no West,
and no political party when it becomes
a question of public benefits to our
whole State.

The rural part of my town has not
been narrow in the needs of the vil-
lage, in fact, T have often thought that
they were doing too much, but by
working together we have made Bing-
ham one of the brightest, busiest and
best towns of its size in Maine, To
those who have no bridges but cross
their neighbor’s, T say. “Go thou and
do likewise.,™

I am not expecting help for my own
town, we have a beautiful new bridge
across the Kennebec. The people of my
county want no charity; we simply

ask for recognition in the matter of
equalization of taxes. Look at the
large special appropriations? Is it

right that your town should get a large
special appropriation for a bridge and
another town bankrupt itself in build-
ing one for public travel for anybody
and everybody to cross? Is it not better
for all to help where help is needed?
The powers of a Legislature to tax
ought never to be used to confer fa-
vors on individual towns or cities but
should be used always, and only, to
secure general benefits. The money
would be assured by a mill tax and the
wild land owners will pay their pro-
portional part. No doubt some of the
senators object to this but these lands,
the assessors say, have increased in
valuation over 120 per cent. in the last
10 years., The Governor, the State as-
sessors, the Tax  Commission, the
Grange, legislative committee, all the

papers and many of the wild lIand
owners themselves believe that the tax
on these lands should be increased by
a mill tax. Do the members from Port-
land or any other members object? Be-
fere the mill tax was assessed for
school purpcses I used to wonder why
it was that I without children, I am
sorry to say, paid more school tax
than my neighbor who had a large
family of children but had great
wealth in timber lands but not taxed.

In the 73d Legislature the bkill was
beaten with the argument that it
wonld cost four or five hundred thou-
sand dollars a year, some objected on
aczount of the highway bill, others on
accoult of not having sufficient data.
There can be no such argument at this
session. There are two bridge reports
before uz. The money will be assess-
cd by a inill tax. The cost of main-
tenance is in the neighborhecod of
$108,000 & year, not as much as a num-
ber of State institutions ask for, and
we woitld have about $650,000 from the
State, county and towns, one-third
each, to spend. Our total bonded in-
debtecdness is but $698,000, none of
which matures until 1911, On Dec. 31
last there was $568,534 in the treasury,
alinost enough to wipe out the whole
indehtedness of the State after having
paid $400,000 of the State bonds in the
last two years.

I will refrain from a discussion of
the bhill as viewed by members who
voted against it in the 73d Legislature,
but T will say, however, that from
four different counties came as many
members before our committee at the
next meecting after the bill was defeat-
ed hy them in the Senate asking for
private appropriations for their town
or county, and two of them were the
senators who would not support this
bill in committee, and one of these sen-
ators is now asking for an appropria-
tion of $37,500 for a bridge near his
home. It has been admitted on every
hand that there was more sound and

reasonakle suggestions, good ad-
vice and recommendations con-
tained in Governor Fernald's
message than before delivered

by any Governor for many years.
and I quote the following from it in re-
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gard to taxation: “It is better, there-
fore, in my opinion to have every com-
munity pay its share of the State taxes
in some form of direct levy, that a re-
sponsibility may rest upon the State to
make a proper showing of how the same
was expended that every cltizen may
keep his eye upon the State. I believe
that this is a wise course for it is more
and more the disposition and the duty
of the mordens state to take over to
systematic control those public func-
tions hitherto relegated to towns and
cities in building and care of public
highways and bridges, the care of poor
and insane, and the aid of public and
quasi public philanthropies which will
never attain their proper influences un-
til they become the care and considera-
tion of the whole people of the State.”
It this what the Portland or Wilson
bill will do? Again he says: “I think it
is generally agreed that some of our
public service corporations and the
largely appreciated value of the wild
lands should pay a larger relative tax
than heretofore, and I hope that the
Legislature will meet no serious oppo-
sition in the determination of a fairer
levy upon the same.” I quote the fol-
lowing from the Grange Legislative
Committee report in Waterville Decem-
ber 17, '08: ‘““We believe that the wild
lands, now almost wholly exempt from
municipal taxation, should be made to
take on a grcater share of the public
burdens through the assumption by the
State of a greater share of the burden
now resting on the municipalities, such
as the support of public schools, the
maintenance of bridges and highways
and the like.”

The report is signed by men who have
made taxation a study. O. Gardner, A.
E. Rogers, Edward Evans, J. H. Ab-
bott and C. S. Stetson, master of the
State Grange.

I also quote the following from the
“Bangor News” editorially March 6th,
07 -

“By taking the responsibility for the
up-keeping of all bridges above 40 feet
in length away from the towns and
cities and making the State foot the
bills, the Donigan bill removes a source
of corruption from the court of last
resort in Maine, and severs every mem-
ber of either house from his obligations

to think of nothing else and talk of
nothing else than ‘Our Bridges.””

More than all else, the Donigan mea-
sure equalizes the burden among all
towns according to their taxed valua-
tion, and thus remedies many grave in-
justices which have been caused by an
unequal distribution of land and water
on the map of Maine. The Maine Legis-
lature will be taking a long step in the
right direction by giving the bill an
early passage.”

This is an age of progress, the rural
free delivery, the automobile, etc., com-
ing out of the cities into the country
demands good bridges as well as good
roads. The State does not oblige towns
and cities to keep a system of water-
works, electric lights, fire engines, town
halls to harness their water power, etc.,
but it does oblige us to keep good roads
and bridges. Then why not the State
share in the expense? Such things that
benefit the whole State should be paid
for by the State and there should be no
distinction between good roads and good
bridges. Do you want to continue the
toll bridge system that exists in nearly
every county of Maine? As :in the case
with every new law this one may not
be perfect. One could not be drafted
that would be perfect in every particu-
lar, but I am now more than e¢ver con-
vinced that it is fundementally correct
and no serious defects will be found and
it would be more than satisfactory and
a great blessings to all the people of
the State. I hope that this Legislature
will keep faith with the people and I
venture the prediction here and now
that more than nine-tenths of them are
in favor of this bridge bill and no oth-
er. If not they can order a referendum,
which Portland says it will do, and
which I would like to see:

I believe that if you defeat this meas-
ure when thousands upon thousands
from all parts of the State are asking
for its passage you will be striking a
live wire—why are the people in such
a state of alarm? It is no spasmodic
jump, they are slowly but surely becom-
ing aware that taxes are not equally
divided. I know that after an honest
sober thought this Legislature will not
defeat his measure. If you do you will
be held responsible and must face the
consequences of your own action. If



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—-SENATE FEBRUARY 25.

369

you pass the bill you will be planting
the seed of equalization of taxation that
will bear fruit for all the people and the
towns and cities will reap the benefit at
the expense of those who do not now
pay thir share of taxes. I have no pur-
pose either in my heart or brain to ask
one member to vote contrary to his be-
lief, nor do I stand here advocating this
bill for honor or ambition. It is for the
principals it involves which is in the
interest of economy and puble taxing
wild lands and we owe that duty to our
constituents. We should always remain
devoted to the public welfare and do
more for the betterment of Maine. We
should work with a heart that has only
that sole object in view and when this
accomplished we are assured that we are
traveling on a sane and safe road and to
a larger, better and nobler state. I was
selected by the people, and not by any
one party, I believe I have done my duty
to my constituents and my State. T
leave the matter with you to vote as youn
see fit, but I do not see how this Sen-
ate can do otherwise than stand by the
majority report and the 10,000 or more
petitioners who ask you to pass this bill
without one sign of a remonstrance and
take up a bill that we know nothing
about and which has never been be-
fore a committee.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President and Gentlemen of the Sen-
ate: I want to take the time of the
Senate to discuss briefly what I con-
sider to be some of the weak points
of the majority report.

As I understand it, the majority re-
port, which is the Donigan bridge bili,
so-called, is the one under discussion
at the present time, and I shall nct
enter into the merits of the minority
report.

This proposition is an entirely ne-
one, and according to the report of the
State highway commissioner, has nev-
er heen adopted in any other state.
That of itself is an argument against
the bill. But this Dbill has been very
carelessly drawn, in my opinion. If
you will look at Section 1 you will find
that all bridges completed before the
first day of January last, and all
bridges completed after the first day
of July mnext shall become State
bridges; but no provision is made for

such bridges as may be constructed
between the first day of last January
angd the first day of next July. Those
bridges over 30 feet in length would
not ceme under the provisions of th's
Lill at all. That would seem to be a
wesk point in Lhe bill; because, if
some bridges of 20 feet are to be in-
cluded, all of them should be, It
might work great hardship on certain
towns. Also, in the second section, it
provides that towns shall reimburse
the State, but no provision is made to
compel the towns to do so.

As I understand it, in the case of
county and State taxes, if the towns
refuse to pay the money to the State,
a warrant of distress is issued against
them, and they are obliged to pay it;
but, under this Donigan bridge biil,
if a town refuses to pay, there is n»
remedy by which the State can collect
the money.

Ir Section 3 it provides that the
State may take land, and shall pay
all damages for the lands taken in the
copstruction of bridges. It puts the
cntire charge of paying land damagcs
upon the State; whereas, of course, if
ihe State, and town, and county, each
is to pay one-third of the cost of the
bricdge, why shculd not each pay oue-
third of the cost of the land damage,
because that i1s surely an item which

should enter into the cost of the
bridge.
In Section 5 it provides that the

amount assessed upon the town shail
be collected from the town; but undev
the decision—or rather, the opinion of
the supreme court, given in 1905, i
what is called the Vaughan’s bridge case,
the court adds that, when a town wag
up to its five per cent. limit, the State
covld not commpel that town to pay any
sums for the construction of bridges.

Now, if there are towns in the State
up to the five per cent. limit and the
State orders bridges to be built in
those towns, what is to become of the
charge placed upon them? If it ex-
ceeds the five per cent. limit, you arc
held up, and the town cannot be held
tu pay 1its proportionate part.

There is also the question of damage
to persocns using those bridges; and
that is a very material one and ona
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which should not be set aside very
lightly except in cases of “sudden” de-
fects, what they may be I do not know
-—except in such cases, the entire re-
sponsibility comes upon the State of
Maine to pay the damages caused to
persons injured on those bridges, Now
there is no duty upon the municipa
oificers to inform the State. There 1s
no way to compel them to inform the
State as to the dangerous condition of
those Dbridges, and yet the State is
obliged to stand all the daniage. In
other words, an individual responsi-
bility which tcday rests upon towns
to lool out for their bridges and sce
that they are safe, is entirely done
away with, aud that is placed upon
the State of Maine, I can imagine
what a large corps of assistants the
State highway commissioner would re-
quire if he had to make an annual or
rerhaps a semi-annual inspection of
the 1775 bridges or more which come
under this bridge bill. He would have o
make that inspection to satisfy him-
self thal all those bridges were in a
satisfactory and suitable condition;
and the corps he would nave to em-
pley would sukject this State to an
unknown cost. It would, in my opin-
icn tend to make the towns very care-
less as to the condition of their bridges.

Also, in Section 10, it says that the
tills for services for the defense of
these stits shall be paid by the State.
inciuding <ounsel fees. Now this bill
provides 1bat the attorney-general
shall defend those cases which may
hs brought agairst the State for dam-
age; and why stculd any counsel fees
be charged for the attorney-general?
He awngd his oflice has to defend these
suits. The attorney-general is a ser-
vant of the people and is obliged to
defend these suits, of course, under
the duties of his office.

The last section, Section 14, which
provides for a tax of one-half mill,
seeins to me to be the weakest sec-
tion in the entire bill. The amount o7
money to be raised by that one-half
mill would amaeunt to something over
$500,000--not miuch over $200,000; and
when you consider that there Qhave
been already requests made to this
State to aid towns up to $300,000 in

building Dbridges—when you consider
that the city of Portland today Iis
waiting to spend $650,000 for building
two bridges--when vou consider in ad-
dition to that that the entire cost of main-
tenance of all these 1775 bridges in the
State, and to that also, all bridges that
will be built by towns and counties them-
selves for which the towns and counties
have not asked the State for any aid,
must come out of this amount, this sum
of $214,000 will not in any way approxi-
mate what money will be needed.

I appreciate the fact that towns will
raise a siwilar amount and counties
will raise a similar amount, but I cal.
Agure up over a million dollars in
bridges, for new bridges and the main-

tenance of old bridges, that in this
very year it will be necessary to
spend; and where is your $600,0007

How long 1s it going to last?

I am not opposing this bill in behalf
of the city of Portland. I want to op-
pose it on broader grounds, and I have
hardly mentioned the name of that
city, but we have an urgent need for
those two bridges. If this bill is passed,
I do not imagine that the State officers
will allow us to use up the entire ap-
propriation, and more too for those two
bridges; and yet we need thosc bridges
as a suitable means of communication
and we are willing to expend the mon-
ey, and expect to spend the moncy our-
sclves. But we do not want any bridge
bill passed that will prevent our hav-
ing what we want and 'what we are
willing to pay for.

I have a few figures here, and I will
only read a few of them, showing how
this ®ill will affect some of the towns
and cities in this State.

Under this bill, of course, all bridges
under 30 feet must be paid for by the
towns. In addition to that, the towns
wiil have to pay one-third of the main-
tenance of all bridges over 30 feet, to-
gether with a half mill on their valua-
tion and their share of the county’s part.
Adding those together and estimating
what the maintenance cost is at the pres-
ent time, gives us some figures showing
what the additional cost would be on
these towns and cities. The city of Lew-
iston loses $6480; Auburn loses $3130;
Presque Isle loses $887; Houlton loses
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$1594; Castine loses $290: Jay loses $767;
Palmyra loses $122; Eliot loses $221; Wins-
low loses $1082; Augusta loses $4147: Sears-
port loses $365; Phippshurg loses $178:
Calais loses $1547; Fort Fairfield loses
$1026; Wilton loses $411; Berwick loses $403.

I could go on and give a list many
times longer than this, showing what
the different towns and cities of this
State would have to pay in case this
bill is passed.

‘When the question comes up upon
the ccounty bridge bill, it is a very dif-
ferent question; and that will be dis-
cussed upon its merits next week, if
it is assigned for that date; but I hope
that the motion of the senator from
Washington, Mr. Wyman, to substitute
the minority for the majority report
will prevaili,

Mr. THERIAULT of Aroostook: Mr.
President and senators, T had hoped I
would not be brought in to say any-
thing on this question, but on account
of the remarks made by the senator
from Piscataguis, when he referred to
one of my bills before a committee, I
wish to say that I receive from him
this speecch of his as an invitation to
do just what I do. He says look at
what we have been doing and do like-
wige,

I remember when I was in the House,
the time when Bingham wanted a
bridge and came before this Legisla-
ture and it was decided by the commit-
tee and endorsed by the Legislature,
both the House and the Senate, that
they necded a bridge and ought to
have 1t, and they got it; and now look
at what Bingham is.

I represent the northern sectioh of
Aroostook and T feel that we have a
place there where, according to the
statements made by the gentleman
from Somerset—where the ferries carry
in one week mor= people than in a year
cross the Bingham bridge. I came be-
fore this Liegislature thinking that my
cause was worthy and hoping that the
Legislature would see fit to grant my
request; but this is not the subject un-
der consideration. We are not consid-
ering the St. John river bridge, and I
am <orry that Senator Donigan
brought this in at this time.

He cays that we are before the Leg-

islature. Well, we have the same right
to be before the Legislature asking for
bridges to the amount of $43,000. We
have the same right to ask for those
bridges that Somerset county has to
ask for $75,000. If those bridges asked
fer in Somerset county are worthy,
[ hope that they will receive that
amount. I trust, if Aroostook’s de-
mands are righteous, that you will
grant them; but that is not the subject
under consideration at the present
rime, It is the general bridge bill, and
the moticen Is upon substituting the
minority for the majority report.

Now in regard to what he told us
wbout texation. How is he going to

de that when, out of some 500 towns
and cities in this State, 157 towns have
not get one bridge that comes under
this pill; anrd in those very towns they
have 414 bridgss that they will have
to malatain  at their own expense
when they are not receiving any bene-
fit either from the State or the county?
I will not tirc the Senate with any
further remarks; but I hope the mo-
tion of the senator from Washington
will prevail.

Mr. HOWIES of Somerset: Mr. Pres-
idept: 1 find myself in a somewhat
cimbarrassing position this nmerning, as
ray distinguished colleague 1s the au-
thor and advocate of this bridge bill
I regret that I am unable to agree
with him in the reconsideration of it.
A8 he has well stated, the bill is un-~
doubtedly aimed at the wild lands in
order that they may pay more tax, and
I certainly believe that they should.
I believe, iirst, that the valuation of
wild Iands should be jacked up within
hailing distunce at least of th2 valu-
ation ¢f their selling price In the mar-
ket. When you have accomplished
that, assessing that tax of a mill and
a nalf, or two mills, upon ail the tax-
ahle property, the most of it shouid
be used fer the building of bridges in
our poorer towns and plantations. I
stand here ready to appropriaie a sumn
oi money that shall tide over thoss
poorer towns and plantations, where
they are heavily encumbered by debt.

Ag far as the bill is concerned, 1
have a few objections to it; first, re-
garding the cost. No man knows what
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this bill will cost if put into opera-
tion., We do not know whether it will
cost two hundred thousand, five hun-
dred thousand, a million or two mil-
lion of dollars the first year it is in
operation; and I do object to enlarg-
ing the State tax upon the taxpayers
of this State. Again, if that bill goes
into effect, it will result in an increase
of salaries of the county commission-
ers of several counties in this Stat:
and will result in an increase of prol-
ably $15,000. It will also result in an
increase cf ihe expense of carrying on
the highway department in this State
House. Where we have one assistait
now, there will he a dozen and you
will need ten or fifteen thousand more
as far as the department here is cou-
cerned. Here is $25,000, or such a mat
ter, if this bridge goes into operation;

and who 1is to pay this additiona’
cost?
Again it seems tc me that, if the

Bridge Bill goes into operation, <we
are going to be in constant litigatior
all over the State-—law suits are going
to be permanent all the time, and in-
stead of having one assistant attorney-
general, we shall have to have a half
dnzen.

Reference has been made to the pe-
titioners. I met accidentally a few
days ago parties who had been advo-
cating the bridge bill measure and who
had endorsed the circulated petitions,
and I found that intelligent people 1n
our rural towns had no more idea of
what there was in that bridge meas-
ure than a man in California.

Mr. DONIGAN: Will the
state who they are?

Mr. HOWES: I do not care to state.
It was a private conversation. We
find this a prevalent condition in lots
of cases where we have bills before
the Legislature and go out and get
numerous signers to petitions—yet they
know not really what it means.

Again, it seems to me that there is
considerable of what might be termed
‘“red tape” in the measure. If we keep
on, going at the rate we are, it will
not be but a few years when a poor
farmer, if he has two pieces of land
which he wants Lo cultivate, will have
to call in the county conimissioncers te

senator

say which he shall cultivate first; ard
if the commissioners do not agree, they
will have to call in the commissioner of
agriculture to go down angd decide the
matter, and if the commissioners and
the Commissioner of Agriculture do not
agree, the Governor will have to send
down a Committee of the Council as a
Board of Arbitration. I have confidence
in the common people.

Again, I object to it on the ground of
concentration of public affairs. I seri-
ously object to it on the particular
ground. TUnder its operation, it would
only be a few years before we should
not have any town meetings at all.

These are some of the objections
which I place before you for your con-
sideration.

Mr. DONIGAN: Mr. President: Ac-
cording to the gentleman who has just
spoken, the office of Road Commission-
er should be abolished. The buildings
of highways by the State is a failure.

Now, as to my brother down in Aroos-
took county. I have known him for
two years and have served on a commit-
tee with him for two years; and he is
a very ingenious gentleman. I believe
that, if he told this Senate there were
oranges out on these trees here, they
would go out there and pick that Cali-
fornia fruit from those maple trees.

The other bill reminds me of a man
living on the Kennebec River who was
an atheist. He died. He had three
daughters, and one of the daughters
went to get a minister. The minister
came. She told him that her father did
not believe in a God; but he came to
preach the funeral sermon. He could
say hardly anything and talked against
time; and after he got through, he went
to the back part of the room and one
of the girls came out and met the one
who had engaged him, and said she:
“What did you get such a minister as
that for? He talked against time, and
didn't say anything at all and I was
disgusted with him.” Said the other,
“You know that father was an atheist
of course.”” She says. “Yes"—And did
not believe in a God—daid not believe in
anything?” She said, “Yes, when I went
out to find that minister, I tried to find
something that would come just as near
being nothing as I could.” I compare
that to the other bill.
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Mr. THERIAULT of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Somerset if he will make his
remarks, directed at me, in plain English.
I do not know these flowers of oratory;
and I am totally at a loss to know what
the gentleman meant. I have not been
mentioning oranges here. I came from
where potatoes grow; and as for in-
genuity, if that has anything to do with
engineers, I am out of it.

The question being pul. upon the mo-
tion to substitute the minority for the
majority report, the Yeas and Nays
were called for and ordered.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I inquire for information. I am
not in favor of either bill. How then
shall T vote?

Mr. WYMAN of Washington: Mr.
President: I will say that the Senator
from York, Mr. Hamilton, will have an
opportunity to do as he thinks best with
the minority bill, if the report is aec-
cepted. As I suggested, when 1 spoke,
I proposed to have it lie on the table
for at least a week.

Mr. HAMILTON: Of two evils, you
should choose the least; and so I cer-
tainly choose the bill of the Senator
from Washington.

The vote being had resulted as fol-
lows: Those voting Yea were Messrs.
Baxter, Eaton, Gowell, Hamilton, Howes,
Irving, Kellogg, Looney, Macomber, Mul-
len, Reynolds, Shaw, Smith, Theriault,
Walker, Warren, Wheeler, Wyman (18).
Those voting Nay were Messrs. Boynton,
Colcord, Donigan, Emery, Hastings, Hill,

T.owe, Milliken, Minott, Osgood, Staples
(11).

So the motion to substitute the min-
ority for the majority report prevailed;
and on further motion ny Mr. Wyman
of Washington, it was voted that Fri-
day, March 5th, assigned for its con-
sideration.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxford,
Senate Document No. 73, “An Act re-
lating to the extension of the Fryebury
Horse Railroad,” was taken from the
table; and on further motion by the
same Senator was passed to be enacted.

There was also passed, out of order

An Act to incorporate the North Yar-
mouth Water Company.

On motion by Mr. Minott of Sagada-
hoc, Senate Document No. 253, “An Act
to amend Section 15 of Chapter 54 of
the Revised Statutes in relation to the
inspection of steamboats,” was taken
from the table. On further motion by
the same Senator, the same was referred
to the Committee on Legal Affairs.

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-
took, Senate Document No. 137, ‘“Re-
solve relating to the documentary his-
tory of Maine” was taken from the ta-
ble; and on further motion was recom-
mitted to the committee.

On motion by the same Senator, House
Document No. 77, “Resolve relating to
York deeds was taken from the table;
and on his further motion Senate Amend-
ment A was adopted and the bill as
amended took its second reading and
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Emery of Franklin,
the Senate adjourned.



