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SENATE.

Tuesday, March 30, 1909.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

Prayer by Rev.
Gardiner.

Journal of the previous session read
and approved.

Papers from the House disposed of
in concurrence,

An Act to amend Section 55 of
Chapter 88 of Paragraph 6 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to trustee pro-
cess. (This bill was by the Senate
passed to be engrossed. By the House
the bill was indefinitely postponed. On
motion by Mr. Hamilton of York, The
Senate voted to insist upon its former
action and to request that a committee
of conference be appointed.)

Resolve in favor of Ray P. HKaton,
former Register of Deeds of Cumber-
land County. (This bill was by the
Senate passed to be engrossed. By
the House, the resolve was indefinitely

Mr. Clifford of

postponed. On motion by Mr. Wheelz2r
of Cumberland, the resolve was
tabled.)

An Act to amend Section 22 of

Chapter 32 of the Revised Statutes as
amended by Section 5 of Chapter 132
of the Public Laws of 1905, relating to
payment for damage done to growing
crops by deer. (By the Senate this
bill wag passed to be engrossed. In
the House the bill was indefinitely
postponed. On motion by Mr. Walker
of Hancock, the Senate voted to insist
and that a committee of conference be
appointed.)

An Act to correct certain Clerical
errors to amend an act entitled “An
Act to create a lien on manufactured
staves and laths, approved March 18,
1909.” (This bill came from the House
pased to be engrossed without refer-
ence to a committee. On motion by
Mr. Milliken of Aroostook, the Senate
voted to concur with the House, and,
under suspension of the rules, the bill
took its two geveral readings and was
passed to be engrossed.)

An Act relating to the use of nets
and seines in Narragaugus River and
Bay. (This bill by the Senate was
passed to be engrossed. By the House
it was passed to be engrossed as

amended by House Amendment A, On
motion by Mr. Wyman of Washington,
the Senate voted to reconsider its vote
whereby it passed the bill to be en-
grossed. On his further motion, House
Amendment A was adopted in concur-
rence, and, as amended, the bill was
passed to be engrossed.)

House Bills on First Reading.

An Act to amend Chapter 147 of the
Public Laws of 1907 creating the office
of State Auditor. (On motion by Mr.
Knowlton of Piscataquis, under sus-
pension of the rules, this bill took its
second reading. On motion by Mr.
Macomber of Kennebec, the bill was
tabled pending its passage to be en-
grossed.)

An Act to establish a board of police
for the city of Waterville, (On motion
by Mr. Knowlton of Piscataquis, under
suspension of the rules, this Dbill took
its second reading and was passed to
be engrossed.)

An Act to amend Section 15 of
Chapter 4 of the Revised Statutes, re-
lating to the election of road com-
missioner. (This bill came from the
House amended by Housc Amendment
A, and the report “ought to pass” ac-
cepted. The report was accepted in
concurrence and House Amendment A
wag adopted in concurrence, and, on
motion by Mr. Knowlton of Piscata-
quis, under suspension of the rules, the
bill took its second reading as
amended. On motion by Mr. Minott of
Sagadahoc, the bill was tabled pcnding
its passage to be engrossed.)

An Act relative to motor vehicles
and the operation thercof. (This bill
came from the House, by that branch
indefinitely postponed. On motion by
Mr. Baxter of Cumberland, this bill
was tabled.)

An Act to rcgulate the employment
of legisiative lobby counscl and agentis
and to provide for the return of legis-
lative expenses. (This bill came frowm
the House, having been reported by the
Committee on Legal Affairs, “ought to
pass,” the report accepted by that
branch.

Mr. KNOWLTON of Piscataquis:—
Mr. President: I suppose the proper
thing to do would be to have this laid
on the table and discussed at a stated
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time, or would it be in order for dis-
cussion at the present time?

The PRESIDENT: It is in order at
the present time, unless a motion is
made to lay upon the table.

Mr. KNOWLTON: I am inclined to
think that it would be better laid up-
on the table. I wish to say something
on that subject. I certainly am not
willing that these good brethren that
have so enlightened us and who have
been a light in the dark places of the
session, should be banished from this
House; and is, I suggest that it lie on
the table.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: It seems to me that we are
just as able to settle this now as to-
morrow, and, unless we settle some of
these matters, this Legislature will not
adjourn this week. I move, if the mo-
tion is in order, that the bill be in-
definitely postponed. I do not believe
the Senate wantsg to say to the citi-
zens of this State that they shall not
come here and have their cases heard.
I believe it is all wrong and that we
ought to call it right here now.

The PRESIDENT: The pending
question is upon the motion the motion
of the senator from Piscataquis, Mr.
Knowlton, that this bill lay on the
table. That motion takes precedence to
the motion to indefinitely postpone.

Mr. KNOWLTON of Piscataquis:
Mr. President: I withdraw my mo-
tion that this bill lie on the table.

The PRESIDENT: The pending
question is upon the motion of the
senator from Kennebec, Mr. Macomber,
that this bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. KNOWLTON of Piscataguis:
Mr., President: 1 was certainly very
much surprised in listening to the
statement in the House in regard to
this matter. I do believe the people
up in the country ought to understand
about this matter. I know the impres-
sion all over Maine is that there is here
at Augusta a very pernicious and
wicked lobby and that they sway lez-
islation.  Really, Mr. Pregident and
senators, of course we are all aware
that this is a representative body and
the only way for the people to have
any voice in the making of the laws it
is eminently just and fitting and it is

imperative that men should come here
and appear before the committees and
that they should inform the commit-
tees all about these matters.

Now after these men have done their
work before the committees, I see no
reason in the world why we should
banish them from this House or why
they should not stay here, or why they
have not the same right as other peo-
ple have, and, as far as T am concern-
ed, I should regard it as a great loss.
It has heen a great consolation to me
when things have gone along well here,
when I have had some pet measure
defeated, to go into the lobby and have
some nice looking man catch me by
the arm and say: “See here, senator,
I know you are a man of influence and
I would like to talk with you.” It has
been a light spot in the chaos of things,
and so I do not want these men ban-
ished from the House. Why, my do-
mestic life bas been greatly enhanced
by some of these gentlemen. When my
wife was here, I introduced her to
some of thcm and every one, I think,
informed her how influential a man I
was here, and so it has been all through
the session. I obhject to the banish-
ment and T obhject to the restriction.
With the idea of having these gentle-
men who have come here and who
have enlightened us by their informa-
tion and knowledge that we could not
otherwise obtain, I think that they
ought to be allowed to come here with-
out having the placard on their backs,
such as was on the newspaper the
other day. I certainly am in favor of
the indefinite postponement of a bill
of this sort, and, if there is a man in
the House or Senate that feels that
his virtue is being tampered with, and
if his spine is not stiff encugh to with-
stard the influence of these men, he
would Letter resign and gc home. T
want to congratulate the House and
Senate on another thing. I was here
two years ago and was in the House,
and I met a lot of these gentlemen
then. I met them this year, and I must
gay that there has been a wonderful
Improvement. Now, if we leave them
alone, they will go on working out this
survival of the fittest. Two yvears ago,
I will admit, that occasionally when
I got near one of these men in the lob-



1106

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE MARCH 30.

by, I discovered that there were cer-
tain perfumes of Arabia pervading the
atmosphere, which I was not used to,
and I walked away and I had to get
away a conciderahble distance, because,
in the language of the poets, “You may
break, you may shatter the vase if you
will, but the scent of the roses will
cling to it still.” But I have not dis-
covered anything of the sort this year
and I arn heartily in favor of the mo-
tion of the senator from Kennebec.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair will
state the situation, because it was not
stated with perfect accuracy at the
beginning of the discussion as it had
not Leen examined fully. The bill is
as follows: “An Act to regulate the
employment of legislative lobby coun-
sel and agents and to provide for the
return of legislative expenscs.” The bill
wuas referred to the committec on legal
affairs and two reports were presented.
The majority report being ‘“ought not
to pass,” and the minority report being
“ought to pass.’’ The question is upon
the motion of the senator from Ken-
nebee, Mr. Macomber, that the bill is
indefinitely postponed.

Mr. MILLTIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: As I understand it, the bill
has not been printed. Am T correct?

The PRESIDENT: It was printed
when it was originally introduced,
pending its reference to a committee.

Mr. MILLTKEN: Is the bill which is
reported the same bill?

The PRESIDENT: It
obill.

Mr., MITLIKEN: What is the num-
ber of it?

The PRESIDENT:
ument No. 108,

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Do I
understand that my motion is the prop-
er one, both these reports being be-
fore the Senate, is the motion to in-
definitely postpone in order?

The PRESIDENT: The Chair un-
derstands that the motion to indefi-
nitely postpone is a proper motion. A
motion to non-concur with the House
in the substitution of the minority re-
port andto accept the majority report,
“ought not to pass,” has the same ef-
fect as the present motion to indefi-
nitely postpone.

is the same

Tt is House Doc-

Mr. MACOMBER: Mr. President: I
will insist on my motion to indefinitely
postpone.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr.
President: I am not going to detain
you but a moment on this bill. I want
to say that it came before our com-
mittee on legal affairs and no one ap-
peared against 1it. We investigated
carefully the views of the members in
regard to it and came to the conclu-
sion that there was no call for the
bil, and that we did not want to say
to the people of the State of Maine
that there was a call for the biil, be-
cause there has not been at this ses-
sion. There is no call for such a re-
striction upon these men. I call them,
not lobbyists, but a sort of commercial
brokers. Now, I can see if this bill
passes, it drives the matter into pro-
fessional lobbving. The lawyers in the
State of Maine are good lawyers and
are progressive and are all valuable
adjuncts to the community. They have
some legislation, and, if they are to be
registered as the bill prescribes, it will
not be in the interests of the State of
Maine for good legislation. You will
have a professional class that will
come here and they may be injurious
to good legislation, but, as it is now,
the committee held, all but one was
of the opinion, that as it stood now
it was right; that the men who were
here were good men wWho were in-
terested to see that we had good legis-

lation. I have advised with such an
attorney as Mr, Heath several times
cn matters that have been before a

committee., T have stated to him the
proposition and he has kindly informed
me upon matters relating to the or-
ganizing of corperations and I have
got a good deal of useful information,
which T used, and which the commit-
tee has used, in bringing bills before
the House and Senate in a proper and
intelligent form. When you come to
say that we cannot admit them and
that they shall not come here unless
they come here under legislation, I
think you wrong the State. You wrong
the kind of men that are interested,
as we are in gcod legislation, and who
give us sucah information as we can
act upon and that will aid in good leg-
islation. That was the conclusion that
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the committee came to, all excepting An Act relating to life insurance
Mr. Pike. companies deing industrial business

The guestion beinz upon the motion
that the Lill be indefinitely postponed,
the veas and nays were called for and
ordered, and the vote being had re-
sulted as follows: Those voting yea
were: Messrs., Baxter, Boynton, Col-
cord, Donigan, Eaton, REmery, Gowell,
Hamilton, Hastings, Howes, Irving,
Kellogg, Knowlton, Looney, Macomber.
Milliken, Minott, Mullen, Osgood, Rey-
nelds, Shaw, Smith, Staples, Walker,
Warren, Wheeler, Wyman (27). None
voting nay.

So the motion prevailed.

An Act to authorize cities and towns
to permit the use of lunch wagonsg on
public ways. (This bill came from the
House accompanied by the majority
report of the committee on legal af-
fairs, “ought to pass,” and also by a
minority report of the same commit-
tee on the same bill, that same ‘“‘ought
not to pass.” The majority report was
accepted by the House. The majority
report was accepted in concurrence,
and on motion by Mr. Gowell of York,
under suspension of the rules, the bill
took its second reading and was passed
to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of the messenger
to the committee on taxation. (On mo-
tion by Mr. Gowell of York, under sus-
pension of the rules, the bill took its
second reading and was passcd to be
engrogsed.

Resolve in favor of the clerk of the
cominittee on taxation. (On motion by
Mr. Gowell of York, under suspension
of the rules, this bill took its sccond
reading and was passed to be en-
grossed.

Resolve to amend Chapter 79 of the

resolves of 1907 relating to Central
Maine Fair Association.
Mr. TRVING of Aroostook: Mr.

President, we have an adjustment to
make in regard to the Maine State fair
at Lewiston, and, by request, we want
to consider that tomorrow and we
want to consider this bill in connection
with it for reasons that we can explain
later; and I therefore move that the
bill be assigned for tomorrow.

The motion prevailed and the bill
was tabled and assigned for Wednes-
day, March 381.

giving special rates and premiums to
members of lodges and labor unions.
(On motion by Mr, Macomber of Ken-
nebec, under suspension of the rules,
this bill took its second reading and
was passed to be engrossed.)

An Act creating the State Board of
Arbitration and Conciliation. (This bill
came from the House accompanied by
a minority report “ought to pass” and
by a majority report on the same bill
“ought not to pass.” In the House, the
minority report was substituted for the
majority. Mr. oLoney of :Cumberland
moved that the Senate concur with the
Hnuse. On motion by Mr. Staples of
Krox, the bill with the accompanying
reports, was tabled and assigned for
Wednesday, March 31.)

An Act to amend Section 42 of Chap-
ter 46 of the Revised Statutes relating
to the duties of the bureau of industry
and labor statistics. (On motion by Mr.
Boynton of Lincoln, under suspension
of the rules, this bill took its second
reading and was passed to be engross-
ed.)

Reports of Committees.

The following committees submitted
their final reports, that'they had acted
upon all matters referrde to them:

Federal Relations.

Interior Waters.

Salaries and Fees.

Tducation.

Bill In Second Reading.

An Act relating to the common school
fund and the means of providing for
and distributing the same, (The re-
port of the committee on bills in the
second reading accompanying the bill
was accepted.)

The PRESIDENT: This bill was as-
signed for its second reading today.

On motion by Mr. Wheeler of Cum-
berland, the bill was tabled; that sen-
ator stating that it might be possible
to take the bill up later during the day.

Passed To Be Enacted.

An Act for the encouragement of the
shellfish industry.

An Act to provide for the better col-
lection of inheritance taxes,
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An Act to incorpeorate the ‘Suburban
‘Water District of Farmington, Maine.

An Act to authorize the city of Port-
land to retire and pension members of
its fire department.

An Act to amend Section 2 of Chap-
ter 81 of the Revised Statutes, in rela-
tion to records of proceedings in court.

An Act to enable the town of Cam-
den to sell and convey its interest in
scheo' buildings no longer used for
school purposes.

An Act to regulate fishing in the
Bagaduce river and the tributaries in
the towns of Castine, Penobscot and
Brooksville in the county of Hancock.

An Act to amend Chapter 42 of the
Public Laws of 1907, relating to ‘“Pre-
vention of desertion and non-support
of familieg.”

An Act to further amend Chapter
352 of the Private and Special Laws of
1905, relating to Caribou municipal
court.

An Act to amend Section 19 of Chap-
ter 57, R. 8., relating to towns receiv-
ing devises and gifts for public libra-
ries.

An Act to provide for the transfer of
patients in insane hospitals to the
Maine School for Feeble Minded.

An Act to amend Chapter 401 of the
Private and Spegial Laws of 1889, re-
lating to Waterville Trust Co.

An Act to incorporate the ILitchfield
Electrical Co.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 169 of the Special Laws of 1903, re-
lating to the Young Women’s Christian
Association of Portland, Maine.

An Act to amend Chapter 5¢ of the
Public Laws of 1907 in relation to the
salary of the chaplain at the Maine
State prison.

An Act relating to holidays.

An Act for the equalization of school
privileges.

An Act relating to the scaling of logs.

An Act authorizing the city of Ban-
gor to levy assessments for street im-
provenments,

An Aect additional to Chapter 71 of
the Public Liaws of 1909, entitled ‘“An
Act for the improvement of Free High
schools,” approved March 15, 1909,

An Act to authorize the HEdwards
Manufacturing Co. to procure addition-
al power.

An Act to amend Section 13 of Chap-
ter 117, Revised Statutes, as ameuded
by Chapter 66 of the Public Laws of
1907, relating to the per dJdiem attend-
ance of expert witnesses.

An Act to amend Chapter 240 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1907, enti-
tled “An Act to incorporate the Ston-
ington Water Co.”

An Act to further define and enlarge

the duties of the commissioner of the
bureau of industrial and labor statis-
tics.

An Act to amend the charter of the
city of Augusta with reference to the
Augusta municipal court.

An Act to amend Section 13 of Chap-
ter 4, Revised Statutes, relating to the
choice of road commissioner in towns.

An Act amending the charter of the
Maine Misslonary Society.

An Act to incorporate
gonne Insurance Co.

An Act to amend Section 13 of Chap-
ter 131 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to aetectives.

the Michi-

An Act relating to inspectors of me-
ters.

An Act to amend Sectiong 69 and 70
of Chapter Revised Statutes, relat-
ing to the taxation of collateral inher-
itances.

An Act relating to exceptions and
appeal in criminal cases.

An Act to incorporate the Shawmut

‘Water Co.

An Act additional to Chapter 135, Re-
vised Statutes, relating to witnesses
in criminal nroceedings.

An Act to amend Section 38 of Chap-

ter 28, Reviged Statutes, relating to
buildings.
An Act tn amend the Private and

Gpacial Laws pertaining to appoint-
ments to the police department of the
city of Portlund.

An Act tn amend Chapter 189 of the
Laws of 1%07. prohibiting publications
relating to patent or other medicines
in language of immoral tendency or
ambiguous character, and protecting
the nublic against the dangers from
the indiseriminate digtribution of sam-
ples of medicine. :

An Act in relation to coreners and
cornners’ inguests.
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An Act to change the tenure of of-
fice of the city electrician of the city
of Portland.

An Act to confer additional powers
and vrivileges upon the People's Fer-
ry Co.

An An to ameand Crapter 140, Re-
vised Statutes, relating tc coroners’ in-
quests and the appointment of medi-
cal examiners,

An Act authorizing George R. Ketch-
am, his heirs and assigns, to erect
and maintain a dam across Great Ma-
chias stream on lots numbered 55 and
56 in the town of Ashland, and to main-
tain piers and booms in Big, Machias
stream in the town of Ashland and in
Garfield plantation.

An Act to authorize courts to sus-
pend or continue for sentence on pro-
bation and to provide for the appoint-
ment of probation officers. (On motion
by Mr. Baxter of Cumberland, thig bill
was tabled. On further motion by the
same senator, the bill was subsequent-
ly taken from the table, and on his
motion the vote whereby the bill was
passed to be engrossed was reconsid-
ered. On his further motion, Senate
Amendment A was adopted, and the
hill as amended was passed to he en-
grossed).

An Act amending Section 1 of (‘hap-
ter 350 of the Private and Special Laws
of 1907, relating to the time of service
of members of the fire department of
the city of Portland. (On motion by
Mr. Baxter of Cumberland, this bhill
was tahled. ‘Subsequently on motion
by the same senator, the bill wasg taken
from the table and vote swhereby the
kill was passed to be engrossed was
reconsidered.  On his further motion,
Senate Amendment A was adopted,
the bill as amended was passed to be
engrossed).

An Act to establish the Old Orchard
park system. (On motion hy Mr. Milli-
ken of Aroostook, this bill was tabled).

Finally Passed.

Resolve, in favor of Herbert L. Kim-
ball.

Resolve, in favor of the town of South
Berwick.

Resolve, in favor of the State Board
of Veterinary Examiners.

Resolve, for renewal of insurance
policies on State propertjy.

Resolve, in favor of repairing the road
between Schoomook and Pittston farm.

Resolve, in favor of aiding the build-
ing of a bridge in the town of Frank-
lin, Hancock county.

Resolve to amend a resolve passed for
the purpose of establishing a fish hatch-
ery in Knox county.

Resolve authorizing the State land
agent to sell certain lots in the towns
of St. Agatha and Madawaska in
Aroostook county.

Resolve, in favor of M. H. Hodgkins,
clerk and stenographer and wmessenger
to the committec on inland fisheries and
game.

Resolve, in favor of the Senate post-
master.

Resolve, in favor of the clerk ot the
oint-special committee on salaries and
fees.

Resolve, in favor of screening Biscay
pond, so-called, in the town of Bristol,
in Lincoln county.

Resolve, in favor of the committee on
bills in second reading for clerical as-
sistance.

Resolve, in favor of F. H. Hoar, spe-
cial messenger to the Speaker of the
House.

Resolve, in favor of the clerk, the
stenographer, and the messenger to the
judiciary committee.

Resolve, to aid in the extension of
the Kineo road from the Smith farm to
the Nortb East Carry.

Resolve, in favor of Susan Baker.

Resolve, In favor of Jefferson C. Smith
of Waterville, Me., State secretary of
the Young Men’s Christian Association.

Resolve, in favor of Parker Pineo.

Orders of the Day.

The President announced as unfinish-
ed business, Dbill “An Act to prevent the
desecration of the thirtieth day of May,
commonly known as Memorial Day and
providing penalty for violation,” which
was assigned for yesterday.

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I don't know who the mover
or movers for this bill were. With their
motive T am much in sympathy. I can
readily understand why the opponents
would appear before that committee. I
can understand why the committee, not
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having this bill opposed, should feel
that the right way was to present it to
the Senate or to the House for its deci-
sion. When it came before us a day
or two ago, I was somewhat in doubht
as to whether it should be passed, or be
amended, ™ indefinitely postponed.

Memorial Day is, I believe, a perman-
ent memorial of the war, innaugurated
at a time when the events of that war
were fresh in the minds of all and when
out of many homes had gone those who
have never returned. It has thus far
been observed with almost religious
solemnity. What will be its fate when
those who had to do with that war, di-
rectly or indirectly, have passed away,
I don’t know. T do not believe the day
will ever come when it will not bear
some tribute to those who died in that
war. 1 believe, however, that its tra-
ditions will be enriched by the memory
of those who, In other ways, have given
their lives for their fellowmen. It will
continue to be a day set apart for the
remembrance of the dead.

It is natural, fortunately, in the na-
ture of things, that me should not give
the whole day to mourning. In the
words of the wise man “Sorrow may en-
dure for the night, but Joy cometh with
the morrow.” Having paid their tribute
of Jove and respect, what is more na-
tural than that they should turn to rec-
reation and to sport; and when we come
to decide what may be done and what
may not be done in the way of sport, we
find it hard to draw the line, because,
that which may seem right and proper
to one man, does not to another. T don’t
see but that we would best relegate
this question to where we shall leave so
many other things, and where we must
leave them, in a great measure, to the
good sense and public sentiment of the
communities, only asking that on that
day nothing shall be done that shall
transgress against good order or good
morals.

I do not know what will become of
the day in the future, but this I know
that we shall sooner or later lose a day
out of the calender entirely, if we load
it with arbitrary enactments that will
not appeal to those that are to came af-
ter us. We should remember that we
have amcng us, and will have in the
future, a large alien population, to

whom this day does not mean so much
as it does to us, and, if we impose upon
those people, as it were, a holiday, we
must leave them great freedom in the
way that they shall use it; and T think
that we should be content if they catch
from the exercises on that day some
thought of what it is to us of the na-
tive population and get some idea that
we have a country which has a great
and glorious history. I therefore shall
support the motion that it be indefintely
postponed.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I cannot say any more in praise
of the necessity of Memorial Day than
has been said, it is a day thai the old
soldiers, have to keep in memory of their
dead comrades. That being the case, I
propose to show that it is to be kept as
a sacred day and not as a day of sports
or a day to be desecrated by games;
that it should be a day devoted wholly
to such practices as will mean what it
does to the soldiers. It is a holiday,
upon which the soldiers should have
some protection. I have had letters
personally, asking and demanding that
something should be done to protect
them in their work on that day.

We have, in the two cities near
where I reside, two or three encamp-
ments that ask it for the same réea-
s0ii, because the day has been used
for a!l kinds of sports and gaines just
when these sacred and patriotic exer-
ciges are going on. This so interferes
that it is impossible to have the day
observed decently. Why shouldn’t they
be restrained? I do not know as they
have any in Portland around the place
of the senator from Cumberland, but I
know that in our section and all over
the county comes this demand from the
old sc¢ldiers—lat us be protected from
the deseeration of this day by all sorts
of sports, and all sorts of games, I
know that it may be drastic, but, isn't
it better? Isn’t it patriotic that this
day should be kept by all as a sacred
dayv? Kven if there are foreigners, they
should learn that there is sose pat-
riotism left and that we revere and
respect the memories of the dead to
such an extent that we shall protect
them from the desccration of this day
by ali sorts of games and sports,

The matter came before the commit-
tes by letters and by the urging of all



LEGISLATIVE RECORD

—SENATE MARCH 30. 1111

these organizations that I have come
in contact with in our section, for thig
bill, that it may not be desecrated by
circuses or by games or by anything of
that sort, which takes the attention of
the young from the sacredness or holi-
ness of that day. I say that they have
a right to ask for it and that this
House and Senate should give it to
them. There is a demand for it and
they should have it. As the senator has
said, it is a little while—a little while
only—before they will pass over the
river, when this day will be of no con-
sequence te them and will probably
pass out of existence as a day of mem-
ory of the dead soldier; but, while we
have them with us, as they pass from
their houses with hesitating steps to
the music of the fife and drum-—not as
of vore, but with the hesitaney of old
age—Ilcet them have that day so that
they can pass along without passing
througii circuses or games. Let it be
a quiet day which the law of Maine

says shall be kept as sacred as the
Sabbath.
Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.

President, it is because I wish to pre-
serve this day after the veterans have
gone and because T hope it will be con-
tinued a long time in our history, that
I do not hkelieve that we ought to load
it with arbitrary restrictions. T helieve
the day will have none the less of sa-
credness hecause we permit sports, as
Christmas iz none the less sacred to us
bhecause it is a day of merrymaking.
I believe those who are to come after
us will not wholly forget the purpose
of the day. T believe it will be better to
be preserved as a day of sports, as a
day of helidays, than that it should be
Iost entirely out of the calendar.

The gnestion being upon the motion
of the senator from Cumberland, Mr.
Baxter, that the bill be  indefinitely
postponed, the yveas and navs were
calicd for and ordered, and the vote
being had resulted as follosvs:  Those
voting yea were Messrs, Baxter, Boyn-

ton, Colcord, Donigan, Irving, Lowe,
Meacomber, Milliken, Minett, Osgood,
Revnolds, Shaw, Walker, Warren,

Wheeler, Wyman (16). Those voting
nay were Messrs. Eaton, Gowell, Ham-
ilton, Hastings, Iill, Howes, Kelloge,
Knowlten, Mullen, Staples (10),

So the motion prevailed, and the bill
was indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Wheeler of Cum-
berland, House Document No. 6638, “An
Act to amend Section 44 of Chapter 9
of the Revised Statutes, as amended by
Chapter 174 of the Public Laws of 1907,
relating to the assessment and collec-
tirn of taxes on lands in places not in-
incorporated,”” was taken from the ta-
ble; and on further motion by the same
senator, Senate amendment A  was
adopted; and, on his further motion,
the bill took its second reading as
amended and was passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion by Mr. Wheeler of Cum-
berland, House Document No. 669, “An
Act relating to the collection of State,
coulity and district taxes,” was taken
from the table; and on his further mo-
tion, the same was passed to be en-
grossed.

Mr. Wheeler of Cumberland present-
ed and moved the adoption under sus-
peusion of the rules, of a memorial to
Cougress, relating to the taxation of
irheritances. (The memorial was read
and adopted.)

On motion by Mr. Wyman of Wash-
inztor, “Resolve in favor of preserv-
ing the life of fish in the hatcheries
and feeding stations of the State,” was
received and, under suspension of the
rules, took its two several readings and
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Hamilton of York,
Senate Documient 445, “An Act divid-
ing the town of York and establishing
the town of Yorktown,” was taken
from the table. On further motion by
the same senator, House Amendment
C was adopted in concurrence, On mo-
tion by the same senator, the Senate
non-concurred with the House in the
adoption of House Amendment B. On
his further motion, the Senate recon-
sidered the vote whereby the bill was
rassed to he engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment A, and the same
senator further moved that the bill
pass to be engrossed as amended by
Iiouse Amendment A and by House
Amendmaent C. Mr, Kellogg of Penob-
gcot thereupon moved that the bill lie
upon the table with the amendments,

3r. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President, T hope the motion to table
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this bill will not prevail. We can just
as well decide it now. We know all that
we shall know about it. Why not vote
upon it now and get it out of the way?

The PRESIDENT: The pending rues-
tion is upon the motion of the senator
from Fenobscot, Mr. Kellogg, that the
bill lie upon the table.

Mr. Kellogg of Penobhscot thereupon
withdrew his motion.

The PRESIDENT: The pending ques-
tion is upon the motion of the senator
from York, Mr. Hamilton, that this
bill now pass to be engressed as amend-
ed by Senate Amendment A and House
Amendment C, which has been adopted
in econcurrence py the Senate.

The motion prevailed and the
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr, Knowlton of Pis-
cataquis, the report of the committee
on salaries and fees “ought mnot to
pass” on bill “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 1 of Chapter 118 of the Public
Laws of 1905, relating to the compen-
sation of clerk of courts in Piscata-
quis county,” was taken from the
table. ‘

Mr. KNOWLTON of Piscataquis: Mr.
President: I want to say about this
bill that we have all read in our child-
hood days about “0ld Dog Tray,” a
good dog that got into trouble by get-
iting into bad company. This bill was
presented to the committee on salaries
and fees and came in with a bad lot.
This hill, should it be the pleasure of
tne Senate to allow it a passage, T
shall rnove to amend. When the bill
was placed before the committee, it
read as it now reads, but it was the
undevstanding with that cominittee
that when that bill was reported to
the House that it should be reported
in a new draft and read entirely &aif-
ferent.

'The facts of the case, gentlemen, are
these: Piscataquis county, as you
know, is a small county and all of the
towns that are incorporated are on
either side of the Piscataquis river and
a railroad runs down through the coun-
ty. 'The county seat is at Dover, and
the lawyers at the upper end of the
county take the train at 6 o’clock in
the morning and get down to Dover
about 8.20, and tbhey can then visit the
court house and do their business of

bill

the day and go back on the train, and
the people from the lower end of the
county have to go in the same way.
So it is necessary that the clerk of
courts should keep open from 7.30 un-
til 6 o’clock at night.

That man’s salary is a thousand dol-
lars. Tt was established at that amount
four or =ix years ago when the salary
system was etablished all over Maine.
At that time they had two terms of
court. Since the establishment of the
thousand dollar salary a new term has
been added, so that we have now in
Piscataquis county three ferms of
court and it is very proper and just
that that office should pay a man an
armount corumensurate with the addi-
tional lahor.

This bill, if I am allowed to have it
brought before the Senate, will be
amended so as to read, two hundred
dollars for furnishing clerk hire for
that clerk of courts. It does not in-
crease his salary at all. It simply pays
for a clerk, and, as wvou understand
very ieadily, that man now with three
terms of court must employ a eclerk.
In many of the counties the conditions
of things are such that they do not
have to keep an office open, but that
man  does from 7.30 to 6 o'clock
ar night, and all T ask is that there
shall be given to him two hundred dol-
lars to pay for a clerk that will en-
able him to perform his duties proper-
1v.

I am aware that the Governor is not
in favor of increasing salaries. This
is not an increase of salary at all un-
der the arrangement under which the
salary was fixed. It was a thousand
dollars for two terms of court and all
that we ask now is that two hundred
dollars be given for clerk hire, in con-
sideration of the fact that we have an
extra term of court every years.

I move, Mr. President that the bill ag

I shall amend it, be substituted for
the report.
Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.

President, T rise to ask a question of
the senator from Piscataquis through
the Chair. When was the change
made? Or rather, put it this way, has
there been any change in respect to
the duties of this office since the pres-
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enl incumbent was elected to the of-
fice?

Mr. KNOWLTON: He has held of-
fice for eight or 10 years,

Mr. MILLIKEX: Since the last
clection?
Mr. KNOWLTON: No, sir.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Precisely. Now, Mr,
President, the committee on salaries
and fees has not had an altogether
pleasant task at this session. We have
had all kinds of propositions before us
for the increase of salary and for addi-
tional clerk hire, which were claimed
net to be increases of salary, and for
various devices which were needed to
give the county officials more emolu-
ment for their offices. I admit there is
a semblance of reason in this claim for
the county of Piscataquis on account
of the additional term of court, al-
though the increased work is not so
much as it might appear to be from
that fact. I am going to say that there
is not much more in Piscataquis coun-
ty than there was before. But the fact
is about this office, the same as any
other offices we have had before us,
no change has been made in the con-
ditions governing the office since the
incumbent was elected and there is no
reason why he, having been elected
to that office with the expectation of
the salary he had, should have any
change made in it or any additional
amount for clerk hire during his in-
cumbency.

His bill provides it shall take effect
at once, or as soon as it can and that
is the whole position in regard to the
matter. It stands on the same footing
in that respect that a great many oth-
er matters did before this committee—
that there have been increasing duties
in many of these cases. There are
many cases which have come before
the committee that in themselves are
meritorious in a degree. The position
of the committee was, and I under-
stand it to be the position of the Gov-
ernor, that it is unwise, unless we are
to enter upon a general revision of
these salries fixed four years ago, to
make any departure from the present
fixed rates at which the incumbent
was elected. It may be made at the
next election, six years after the sala-
ries were established. That is the po-

sition the ccmmittee take upon it, and
I hope, having accepted the position
of the committee in regard to other
counties, that you will not upset it now
in this particular instance.

The question being put upon the mo-
tion that the hill be substituted for the
report “‘vught not to pass,” the yeas
und nays were called for and ordered,
and the vote being had resulted as
follows: Those voting yea were Messrs.
Hastings, Knowlton (2). Those voting
nay were Messrs. Boynton, Colcord,
Donigan, Katon, Gowell, Hill, Howes,
Irving, Kellogg, Looney, Lowe, Ma-
comber, Milliken, Minott, Mullen,
Shaw, Smith, Staples, Walker, War-
ren, Wheeler, Wyman (22).

So the motion was lost and the re-
port of the committee, “ought not to
pass’” was accepted.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford: Mr.
President, I think that now would be
a good time to take up the report of
the committee on salaries and fees
“ought not to pass,”” on bill about pay-
ment of the registry of deeds. It is not
numbered but the bill was tabled by
me¢ on March 11. It is “An Act to
amend Section 1 of Chapter 173 of the
Public Laws of 1905 as amended by
Chaypter 177 of the Public Laws of 1907,
relating to the compensation of regis-
tries of deeds.”

On motion by Mr., Hastings of Ox-

ford, the report was accepted.
On further motion by the same sen-
ator, House Document No. 781, “An

Act to amend Section 15 of Chapter 54
of the Revised Statutes relating to ex-
penses of inspector of boilers, engines,
etc., of steamboats upon inland wa-
ters,” was taken from the table. On his
further motion, Senate Amendment A
was adopted, and, upon further motion,
under suspension of the rules, the bill
took its second reading and was passed
to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Macomber of Ken-
nebec, fenate Document No. 502, “An
Act to prohibit corporations from
transmitting electric power beyond the
coitfines of the State,” was taken from
the table,

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: This is a bill for the pur-
pose of preventing any individual or
corporation who may have electric
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power in this State from transmitting
it across the line into any other state.
What earthly objection there can be
in an individual or corporation which
owns its clectric power down in York
county transmitting it over into the
town of Dover, or Somersworth, or like
towns, where they can get a better
price for the power, T cannot under-
stand. It seems to me it is just like
tying up a farmer from taking his po-
tatoes into New Hampshire to sell
them. I do not believe in this re-
strictive kind of legislation. I think
the principle is all wrong, and I move
that the bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. LLOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I was one of the members
of the judiciary committee who signed
this report; and, while I am not pre-
pared to discuss it as I probably would
be if I knew there was going to be
any objection to it, T may state here
that some of the reasons for the
adoption of this bill and some of the
reasons which actuated the committee
in their action are these:

We felt that the great mnatural re-
sources of the State, as crystalized
and developed in electricity and mo-
tive power, should be preserved. We
all know that heretofore our forests
have gradually, little by little, disap-
peared and have gone into the hands
of speculators, so that now I under-
stand the entire domain of the State,
so far as our great forests are con-
cerned, is owned by practically 40 men.
I understand also that certain specu-
lators in other states are coming in
and trying to secure possession of our
water powers. Now it is an open secret
that the Executive of the State, repre-
senting as I believe the bhest interests
of the State and voicing the sentiment
of the people of the State, desires that
these great natural resources should be
preserved and that they should not be
taken up and possessed by trusts, mo-
nopolies and speculators from other
states; so that this bill simply pro-
vides that electric power and water
power shall not be transmitted to other
states without the consent of the State.
Now, can there be any objection to a
reasonabie bill of that kind. In itslast
analysis, that is all it means, that the
State itself shall hold in reserve these

great natural powers and resources
~cd that they shall not be allowed to
su veyond the limits of the State with-
out the consent of the State. It seems
to me if a measure of a policy like
that had been followed in this State
for the past years, the State would
have been millions and millions of dol-
lars richer than it is now; and so, for
my part, I am one of those who be-
lieve that the policy of the Executive
of this State is just and right, and that
this bill, embodying as it does the idea
of all those who believe in preserving
and keeping intact the great natural
powers and resources of the State,
should pass.

The PRESIDENT: The matter un-
der consideration is the act. the title
of which has been read. Under sus-
pension of the rules, the bill has been
read, and, pending its passage to be
engrossed, was tabled. The pending

motion is that the bill be indefinitely
postponed.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford: Mr.
President: I might add for the in-

formation of the Senate that Section 3
takes care of these electrical power
companies on the borders of the State
which now transmit their power across
the borders. Section 8 reads:

“This act shall not apply to any cor-
poration now engaged in conveying or
transmitting electric current beyond
the confines of the State or chartered
or empowered so to do ner affect or
impair any existing contracts for the
transmission of electric current be-
yond the confines of the State.”

I will simply say in addition to what
Senator Looney has said that it seemed
well to the committee that we should
adopt this policy, and that it is con-
trary to the policy of the State to
transmit this power beyond our bor-
ders; and that is the policy which has
been followed in all the charters grant-
ed this session. T recall the case of the
Magalloway Corporation and also the
charter incorporating the Shawmut
Co., in which this very section is em-
bodaied,

Of course, in the future, at the next
session of the Legislature, if they think
it is necessary and expedient to grant
a charter to any individual or corpo-
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ration for transmitting electricity, it
might do so, but it seemed to the com-
mittee that it wag advisable to es-
tablish this policy. It may not mean
much, but it was designed to establish
the policy that the State should keep
its electrical power within its limits.
When the vote is taken, I ask that it
e taken by the yeas and nays.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I had nothing to do with
this bill, not being a member of the
judiciary committee, but of the indi-
vidual charters to which the senator
from Oxford has referred and which
came before the committee on interior
waters, of which I am a member, I do
know something and I want to say a
word about this general question of
policy.

The Governor’s policy and that of this
Legislature nas been at this session
to make two provisions with regard to
these charters. First, that the fran-
chise right given by the State to any
private corporation for the develop-
menl of water storage and the using
of the power of eminent domain for
that purpose should revert to the State
without cost to the State at any future
time when it should seem good to take
over that property. That provision
has been made in every charter at
this session which has given a corpo-
ration a right to store water. Second,
that any charter giving a corporation
a right to develop power in this State
should contain this provision, now in-
corporated in this general bill, namely,
that the powers so generated and de-
veloped by the natural resources of
this State should not be carried be-
yond the borders of the State without
the express authority of the Legisla-
ture.

This does not mean that at this ses-
sion of the Legislature we are to lock
up forever the power generated in this
State and transformed into electricity,
but it does mean that we are to say
al this session, and have said in indi-
vilual charters, and are now to say in
the general law, that it shall be the
policy of this State to require the ex-
press congent of the Legislature in
every individual case before that power
shall be transmitted beyond the State.

1 suppose that everyone who reads
the history of the Standard Oil Co.
wonders why, when those preliminary
steps were being taken, when this mo-
nopoly was being acquired, the people
did not understand the situation and
why they did not prevent that monop-
oly from coming into existence; and,
looking at the history of this State,
when these timber lands were sold at
prices which seemed so ridiculously
low, when the State has in some in-
stances made as a gift in return for
something not actually given—why the
people of the State did not understand
the situation and prevent it. T venture
to say that in the future the people
will look back to this time and wonder
why the people of the State did not
awake sooner to the importance of
water power. It can be figured out just
as simply as a problem in mathematics
and the questions of heat, power and
light are going to be questions of wa-
ter power.

Now, we have in this State enormcus
resources still undeveloped, for the de-
velopment of water power—an asset to
this State greater than its timber
lands and greater than any other in-
dustry in the State, except possibly
the agricultural interests. This bill is
simply for the purpose of saying at this
Legislature of 1909 that this power
shall not be taken outside the State to
Le used there without the express au-
thority of the Legislature. That is all
it is, and it seems it is g fair and alto-
gether reasonable bill. I don’t see how
how there can he any objection to it.

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President, I do not know what reasons
may have been brought before the ju-
diciary committee for the enactment
of this bill. [ was, however, a member
of the committee on interior waters
and the question came up there indi-
rectly as Senator Milliken has stated,
and that condition was made in cer-
tain charters that were presented and
enacted this year. That was done, how-
aver, in that coemmittee against my
protesl. I see no reason why this bill
should pass. It is restrictive legisla-
tion. I believe that it is inexpedient and
will do us harm. We have fortunately
vast resources in our water power, but
water power is good ouly as it can be
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used. It has indeed a potential value,
but you must find a use for it. The
only reason for confining it here to the
State of Maine is the thought that if
we do not wire it out of the State,
manufacturers will come to the State
of Maine and use it. It would be equal-
ly true that if we objected to the ship-
ment of lumber beyond our State, that
people might come here to build their
houses, and, if we did not ship our
potatoes, they might come here to eat
them, and, if we did not ship our Po-
land Spring water, which is another
gift of Nature, they might come here
tn drink it. It is the potential power
that is in it just as it is M a man’s
own person to do a day’'s work, and his
day’s work goes to waste unless he can
find a place to put it. We might equally
well enact a law that none of our cit-
izens should go out of the State to
work on the principle that we would
like to have them put their work in
here. It restricts the liberality of the
State, or open principle that exists.
We hear a good deal about the Con-
stitution. T am not an advocate of con-
stitutionality, but I doubt wvery much
whether we could put up =2 barrier of
this kind. Certainly we can limit cor-
porations that we establish, as what
they may do and what they may not.
I know that the bill lets out those who
are already at work, but I believe there
are other water powers along our bor-
ders that we may like to get a chance
to sell electricity from; and, if you
enact a bill of this kind, it will make
it inexpedient and prevent their doing
it until they can come to the Legisla-
ture and get that right. I believe that
after all the work that is done in the
State of Maine that can be done here
to advantags, there will still be elec-
tricity to sell, and [ do not know
where we can sell except to our neigh-
bors; and it will do no good once it is
set at work, and therefore I hope that
this bill will be indefinitely postponed.
Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President, T must differ from the sen-
ator from Cumbertand when he says
that it is a limitation upon legislation.
It in no way prevents any Legislature
from giving that authority. It simply
says that no corporation shall do this
without authority. It says that in the

future if a charter is silent on the sub-
ject, and if that authority is not given
it, it shall not be considered that it is
vested in the corporation, and simply
that, if they want to do it, they shall
come to the Legislature and ask the
privilege to do it.

Tt is an open secret that an attempt
is being made to secure the water
powers in this State, It is an open se-
cret with some that a set of men be-
hind the Standard Oil Co. are trying
in this State and in other states to
gain the possession of water powers
for development. I haven’'t any objec-
tion to that. I am not an alarmist of
the Standard Oil matter, that they
shall get control of the State, or any-
thing of that sort, but I do submit
that it is a reasonable precaution
against the establishment of power
companies in this State and such a
final arrangement of those companies
by the setting up of a trunk line as will
transmit the electricity out of the
State with any authority from any-
body. It means that they shall come
here and ask us to let the Lefgislature
sav whether it shall be granted to
them or not.

Mr. WARREN: Mr. President, I am
not uite sure that I am right, but so
far ar 1 can see, if the Standard Oil
Co. want to come here and organize
a great electric company in order that
they may wire that electricity beyvond
the borders of the State, they will have
to come to the I.egislature for their
charter—will they not? They cannot do
it under the general law; and when
they come will be the time for us to
say whether we will restrict them or
not.

Mr. MILLIKEN: They will have to
come and ask for authority if this bill
passes. And if this bill does not pass,
all they will have to get will be the au-
thority of different places in the State
where they may develop power, and then,
by combination companies, they will have
a right to set poles from there to the bor-
der of the State. That is all. They will
have to come to the Legislature, but they
won’t have to be consulted on the ques-
tion of transmitting power outside of the
State. The distinct proposition of this
bill is to provide that they will not do
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that without the consent of the Legisla-
ture.

Mr. GOWELL of York: Mr. President,
I heartily concur with what Senator Ma-
comber has said in regard to this bill.
I know that legislation of this kind
would be detrimental to the interests o.
York county and I hope that the motion
to indefinitely postponed will prevail.

The question being put upon the motion
to indefinitely postpone, the yeas and
nays were called for and ordered, and
the vote being had resulted as follows:
Those voting yea were Messrs. KEaton,
Gowell, Gowell, Hill, Kellogg, Macomber,
Mullen, Osgood, Reynolds, Shaw, Staples,
Warren, Wyman (12). Those voting nay

wers Messrs., Baxter, Boynton, Colcord,
Donigan, Emery, Hastings, Howes, Irv-
ing, Looney, Lowe, Milliken, Minott,

Smith, Walker, Wheeler (15).

So the motion was lost.

Thereupon, upon motion by Mr. Hast-
ings of Oxford, the bill was passed to be
engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
House Doc. No. 327, “An Act empowering
the Governor to remove county attor-
neys,”” was taken from the table, with
accompanying reports—majority, ‘‘ought
to pass,” minority, ‘“ought not to pass.”’

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President,
I am not strenuous in this matter, but 1
can conceive, while I do not believe there
is any danger of the Governor’s removing
any county attorney under this bill, why
it might be a matter of great expense and
annoyance, as the bill provides that if 50
adults move the Governor to have him
remove, and he has a hearing upon that
matter, that it would be a great expense
and inconvenience to the county attor-
ney. I believe there are none of them in
the State but do their duty faithfully and
well; and for them to be at the behest of
50 fanatics of the State of Mainie, while
I do not believe the Governor would re-
move them, I do not think it is just or
right. We have many fanatics in the
State who by a petition to the Governor
could cause great annoyance. That is my
objection to the bill. I move that the mi-
nority report be substituted for the ma-
jority report.

The PRESIDENT: The majority report
has been accepted. The. bill had its first

reading and was tabled pending second
reading.

Mr. STAPLES: Mr. President, I with-
draw the motion to substitute the minor-
ity report, and I move that the bill be in-
definitely postponed.

The question being put upon the motion
te indefinitely postpone the bill, the yeas
and nays were ordered, and the vote be-
ing had resulted as follows: Those voting
vea were Messrs, Hill, Kellogg, Lowe,
Mullen, Osgood, Reynolds, Staples (7).
Those voting nay were Messrs. Baxter,
Boynton, Colcord, Donigan, Emery, Gow-
ell, Hamilton, Hastings, Howes, Irving,
Knowlton, Looney, Macomber, Milliken,
Minott, Shaw, Walker, Warren, Wheeler,
Wyman (20). So the motion was lost.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Hastings
of Oxford, the resolve took its second
reading and was passed to be engrossed.

Un motion by Mr. Hamilton of York.
Senate Doc. No. 499, “An Act to provide
for the attorney general or assistant at-
torney general to take charge of liquor
prosecutions, upon failure or refusal of
the county attorney to perform his duty,
and for the prosecution of such county
attorney,” was taken from the table; and
on further motlon by the same senator
the bill and accompanying reports were
indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Shaw of Kennebec,
the order relating to juvenile courts was
taken from the table.

Mr. SHAW of Kennebec: Mr. Presi-
dent, as I understand it, this is an order
creating a commission to sit during recess
of the Legislature for the next tvo years
to consider the matter of whether or not
this State wants a juvenile court. Now, I
am not a lawyer, and cannot go into the
legal aspect of the situation; but I be-
lieve T am well informed enough in my
own mind to known that this is a very
foolish proposition.

I understand there are only a few such
courts in existence in the United States.
This matter, I understand, was worked
quite hard in the House and was a sort
of subterfuge to get rid of the matter.
Some member of the House was interest-
ed in this matter and they didn’t like to
turn it down flat, and this is a subterfuge
that comes in here to creat a commission
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to see if the State wants such a court
or not.

Now I believe these are reliable
sources of information; and if that de-
mand ever becomes apparent, the

justices of our supreme court will read-
ily know it; and they would find a way
to get it before the Legislature. I move
that this bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The question being put, the motion
prevailed and the order was indefinitely
postponed.

On motion by Mr. Gowell of York
Senate Doc. No. 416, “An Act to au-
thorize the construction of a bridge
across the Ogunguit river in the town
of Wells,”” was taken from the table;
and on his further motion the same
was passed to he engrossed.

Mr. GOWELL of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: 1 simply want to call the atten-
tion of the senator to an apparent er-
ror in the calendar. Senate Doc. No.
486 appears to have been tabled by me.
I will say that I did not make the mo-
tion.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair in-
forms the senator from York that the
title of the bill being defective the
Chair assumed the senator from York
would desire to have it laid on the
table for correction. Will the senator
attend to the correction of the title?

The Chair also calls attention to Sen-
ate Doc. No. 500, majority report of
the committee on agriculture on re-
solve relating to Agricultural Society,
“ought not to pass.”” Minority report
on same bill “ought to pass.”

Mr. HOWES of Somerset: We de-
sire, Mr. President, to have it assigned
for tomerrow so that it may be con-
sidered in cennection with the resolve
relating to the Maine Fair at Water-
ville.

On motion by Mr. Howes of Som-
erset, Senate Doc. No. 500 was re-
assigned for consideration on Wednes-
day, March 31.

Bill, An Act to amend An Act re-
lating to the police court of the city
of Rockland. (This bill came up on
its final passage to be enacted).

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent: This matter affects the city of
Rockland. It is a radical change from

the old police court, ang it is a matter
in which they are very much interested.
They have a city charter by a bill
passed through this Legislature, where-
by they are to meet in October and
vote on that Dbill to adopt it. I offer
an amendment providing for a refer-
endum by which this matter may be
referred to the city of Rockland to
vote upon it at the same time they vote
upon the city charter. I hope the
amendment will have a. passage.

On motion by the same senator, the
Senate voted to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
grossed.

The same senator offered Senate
Amendment A and moved its adoption.

Mr. GOWLELL of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I will say that this bill was be-
fore the committee on legal affairs and
the matter was discussed thoroughly
at that time and I think that the sen-
ator from Knox agreed to the meas-
ure. Afterwards it was recommitted to
the committee on legal affairs and the
bill was reported in exactly the same
form as it was first reported by the
committee, and the bill was satis-
factory to all parties interested. It
seems to me it is rather late in the
day to offer an amendment. I will
simply say that we have haggled and
worked over this matter and tried to
satisty all parties, and we thought it
was satisfactory.

Mr, STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent: There was a great controversy
before the committee on legal affairs
and after this matter came here it was
recommitted to the committee, and in-
advertently passed without any amend-
ment heing offered there. I do not see
what objection there can be to this
amendment. It leaves it to the city of
Rockland to decide whether they will
have their court changed; and it is a
very important matter to them. If they
want it theyv ought to have it, and if
they do not, they ought not to have
it. I trust that the senators will vote
for the amendment. It cannot do any-
body any hurt. T move when the vote
is taken it be hy the veas and nays.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: Tt will be remembered that
when this matter was up before the
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Senate on the question of recommit-
ment to the committee on legal affairs
I objected to it because it carried the
full committee’s report originally. The
statement of the senator from Knox
at that time was that some little mat-
ter had come up whereby the county
comnmissioners desired to be heard on
the bill before the committee and that
if they could have that privilege the
matter would be all settled then and
there. They have been over here with
their counsel, and it has been all gone
over by the committee on legal affairs
again and it now comes here on a
second report. It seems to me that the
amendment offered by the senator from
Knox is a subterfuge to get around
these two reports of the committee.

Mr. STAPLES: Mr. President, there is
no subterfuge. It is a matter of justice
and fairness. I will not at this time state
how this bill happened to come here, but
I only ask for what is right in this mat-
ter.

The question being put upon the adop-
tion of Senate Amendment A, a yea and
nay vote being had resulted as follows:
Those voting yea were Messrs. Boynton,

Donigan, Hill, Kellogg, Lowe, Mullen,
Osgood, Staples (8). Those voting nay
were Messrs. Baxter, Colcord, Eaton,
Gowell, Hamilton, Hastings, Howes,
Knowlton, Looney, Macomber, Minott,
Reynolds, Shaw, Walker, Warren,

Wheeler, Wyman (17). 8o the motion to

amend was lost.

On motion by Mr. Macomber of Kenne-
bec the bill was thereupon passed to be
engrossed. On further motion by the same
senator the bill was passed to be e..acted

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, House Doc. No. 625, “An Act to
amend Section 23 of Chapter 114 of the
Revised Statutes as amended by Chapter
2 of the Laws of 190, relating to the relief
of poor debtors,” was taken from the ta-
ble. Senate Amendment A was adopted
in concurrence, and the bill as amended
was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Colcord of Waldo,
Hceuse Doc. No. 763, “An Act to prefer
Maine labor and Maine contractors upon
all work performed for State, municipal,
charitable and educatlonal institutions,
buildings or public works, or any building
or institution supported or aided by the

State or municipalities,” wasg taken from
the table. On further motion by the same
senator, under suspension of the rules,
the bill took its second reading and was
passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land the Senate took a recess until 3
o’cleck P. M.

Afternoon Session.

Senate, 3 o’clock P. M.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

“Resolve in favor of immediate ex-
penses for the support and maintenance
of the Maine School for the Feeble
Minded.”” (Mr. Staples of Knox present-
ed this resolve and on his motion the
same was received and under suspension
of the rules took its two readings with-
out reference to a committee and was
passed to be engrossed.)

“An Act entitled An Act relating to
the common school fund, and provid-
ing for the distributing of the same.”
(On motion by Mr. Wheeler of Cum-
berland Senate Amendment A was
adopted.)

Thereupon Senator Colcord of Waldo
presented Sehate Amendment B to the
same bill, and moved its adoption.

Mr. COLCORD of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent: I do not object to the bill ex-
cept as to the apportionment. It seems
to me it gives to the towns that do not
need it, and deprives those towns that
do need it. I have here a list of a few
towns in Waldo County which I will
read. Northport, 40 cents for scholars—
Morrill gets 10 cents, Palmyra 2 cents,
Islesborough 35 cents. This does not seem
to me to be a just apportionment of
money to be raised from the wild lands.
There is also another objection. It gives
some towns more money than they know
what to do with, and more than they
expended the last year. Islesborough is
given $514 more money than she ex-
pended last year for our public schools—
common schools.—0Old Orchard would be
$1003, under this bill, more money than
she expended last year for her common
schools; and I think this will be true
of nearly every county in the State to
some extent, especially those towns on
the seacoast that have large summer
inhabitants, with but few scholars.
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Therefore, Mr. President, T move the
adoption of the amendment.

Mr. WHEELER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: In order that we may con-
sider this amendment intelligently, it is
necessary for us to consider the bill
which is before the Senate. This bill
has been reported by the committee on
taxation for the purpose of imposing an
additional tax upon the wild lands of
the State. It is intended to satisfy, in
part at least, the popular demand that
the wild lands should contribute a larg-
er sum to the expenses of the State,
and that the wild lands should be taxed
at a rate more in proportion with their
valuation than is the case under the
present law,

The bill has no other purpose and it
has no other intention. If it had been
designed solely to create a larger fund
for distribution among the cities and
towns of the State for school purposes,
I at least would not advocate its pass-
age. It is designed solely to impose upon
the wild lands of the State an addi-
tional tax. The agitation which has
been going on for many years for a
larger tax upon the wild lands of the
State has become more and more in-
sistent every year; and I believe it is
the duty of this Legislature in some way
to meet that demand.

Previous Legislatures have failed to
meet it because of the constitutional
objections which have seemed insur-
mountable. A few years ago it was pro-
posed to put a special tax upon the wild
lands of fifteen mills, the proceeds of
that tax to be used for general expenses
of the State. But the supreme court of
the State of Maine, upon inquiry, held
that suchr a tax would be unconstitu-
tional. They held that it would be in
conflict with that section of the comnsti-
tution which provides that all taxes
assessed by authority of the State shall
be assessed upon all the property of
the State, equally, according to its just
value. The court held that we could
not place a special tax upon the prop-
erty of one part or district or section
of the State.

The Committee on Taxation have had
six or seven matters referred to them,
all of which provided for an increased
tax upon wild lands. We have had many
divergent -views in the Committee, and

the bill which has been reported is a
compromise measure, nothing more and
nothing less. We had almost as many
different opinions in our Committee as
there were members of the Committee.
Some of us favored one plan and some
another, and, if the members of the
Committee had each put in a separate
report, embodying his views, you would
have had six or seven or eight different
reports; and I am sure there would be
the same difference among the members
of the Legislature which existed in the
Committee; and you would have ad-
journed without obtaining any wild land
legislation at this session. We, in re-
sponse to the order passed by the Leg-
islature, directing the Committee to in-
quire into the constitutionality and ex-
pediency of providing a special tax up-
on wild lands, the proceeds to be used
for the protection of wild lands from
fire, reported a bill, written by the
Presgident of the Senate, and which has
received a passage from this Legisla-
ture. That bill provides that all wild
lands of the State—practically all the
wild lands—shall be included in a forest
district which is created and a tax of
one and one-half mills is imposed upon
the property within that district and
the proceeds of that tax are expended
under the direction of the forest commis-
sioner for the prevention and extin-
guishment of forest fires. The effect of
that bill is simply to relieve the State
treasurer of expenditures which it has
previously made, and put that burden
upon the wild lands. I believe, last year,
the State expended about $57,000 in the
prevention and extinguishment of for-
est fires on wild lands.

There have been pending before this
Legislature resolves appropriating $50,-
€00 for similar expenses for the cur-
rent year. The passage of the Deasy
bill, so-called, simply transfers that bur-
den of $50,000 from the State treasury
to the wild lands. That money would
otherwise have to be raised by a gen-
eral tax on the property of the State.
By reason of the Deasy bill that burden
will herafter be somewhat lighter and
will be met by the wild lands; and the
transfer of that burden from the State
to the wild lands results in an increased
tax to the wild lands of one and one-
half mills,
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That represents the extreme limit to
which this Legislature can go in im-
posing a special tax upon the wild lands.
If it is the desire of the Legislature
that the wild lands should pay any ad-
ditional tax beyond the mill and a half
which they will have to pay under the
Deasy bill, so called, that increase must
come from a general increase in the
tax of the State. There must be a
uniform increase of the State tax. So
we are brought face to face with these
three propositions:

First, whether the Legislature desires
to put any additional burden upon the
wild lands—whether you wish to im-
pose any additional tax upon them, at
all. If you do, then you come to the
second proposition, how much of an
increased tax will you impose? And
then you come to the third proposi-
tion, how will the money obtained from
this increased taxation be distributed?

Now I am going to assume that there
will be no difference ef opinion in this
body that the wild lands ought to pay
a larger tax than they now pay—that
they ought to pay a larger tax than
they will pay by reason of the passage
of the Deasy bill. .

Representatives of the wild lands came
before the Committee on Taxation, at
our public hearing, and theyv expressed
a willingness—they expressed their as-
sent to paying an additional tax of three
mills; that is, a tax of one and one-
half mills more than they would be ob-
liged to pay under the Deasy bill. And
such an increase cannot be considered
unreasonable or unfair. The wild lands
are today paying a State tax of three
mills. They pay a county tax at an
average rate throughout the State of a
mill and a quarter. Under the Deasy
bill they would pay another mill and a
half. Under this bill, if it receives a
passage, they will pay still another mill
and a half. That would make the total
tax on the wild lands of the State seven
and one-quarter mills; and, when you
consider that the average rate of taxa-
tion on other property of the State is
more than three times as much, cer-
tainly no one can complain that this
imposes an unreasonable, excessive or
unjust tax upon them; so that this bill
will not be objected to because it is ex-
cessive, unfair or unreasonable.

On the other hang, it
the committee that the embarrassment
of distributing a larger sum of money
would offset any advantage which might
be obtained from going any further in
the taxation of the wild lands this
vear. We have felt that, if -we doubled
the tax on the wild lands--if, instead
of paying three mills to the State, they
should pay six mills, which will be the
result if this bill goes through, that you
had then carried that tax of the wild
lands as far as you could conveniently
or satisfactorily; and so we believe, on
the first proposition, that they should
pay an increased tax.

On the second proposition we believe
that a mill and a half is neither exces-
sive nor too low, but that it is just
right; and that brings us to the third
proposition of how you will distribute
this mill and a half which you are to
take by this increased State tax.

Now, if the purpose of the Legisla-
ture, and the sole purpose, was merely
to impose a tax upon the wild lands—
if there was no desire to take money
from one town and give it to another
—if there were no selfish motives ac-
tuating any of the members of this
body—if our purpose was simply to put
an extra tax on the wild lands, and
nothing more, then the only Ilogical
method of distribution would be in aec-
cordance with valuation.

The wild lands of the State have a
valuation approximately of $42,000,000.
The total valuation of the entire State
is practically four hundred and twenty
millions. In other words, the wild lands
contribute about one-tenth. The valua-
tion of the wild lands is about one-tenth
of the total valuation of the entire State.
If you should distribute nine-tenths of
the money which is received from this
increased tax among the cities and
towns in accordance -~with their wvalua-
tion, you would then return to every
city and town precisely the amount
which you would take from that city
or town under this increased tax. The
other ten per cent. amounting to $65,-
000, which would come from the wild
lands, you could then distribute among
those cities and towns, either on the
present basis of a school population, or
in accordance with valuation. Under
such a distribution, no town or city

has seemed to’
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would lose. Every town or city would
gain its proportionate part of the taxes
which you exacted from the wild lands.
But, Mr. President, no such proposi-
tion as that, however logical, could pass
this Legislature. We are too apt to
consider the effect of any bill upon our
own town. We are too desirous of ob-
taining all the advantage possible for
the towns which we especially repre-
sent. We would not favor such a prop-
osition if we thought by some other
plan we could get more money at the
expense of other and neighhoring cities
and towns. The committee thought
that, while that would be the logical
method of distribution, if our sole pur-
pose was to impose an extra tax on the
wild lands, that no such bill could pass
this Legislature. On the other hand,
the committee by a majority of its mem-
bers, was opposed to any increase of
the State tax to be distributed solely
in accordance with the present unfair
and inequitable method of distribution.
The result was that the committee, after
considering half a dozen different meth-
ods and half a dozen different views,
compromised upon this measure, which
we believed was the only satisfactory
bill which could possibly pass this Leg-
islature.

That bill does not represent my own
individual views. I gave my consent
to that proposition with extreme re-

luctance. I did so because 1 firmly be-
lieved it was either that bill or it was
nothing—that we must either pass this
bill, or we must go home and tell our
constituents that we had been unable
to put any substantial tax upon the
wild lands of the State; and I firmly
believe that is the proposition which
you must meet face to face at this
time.

That bill represents the combined judg-
ment of the members of the committee
on taxation. It does not represent their
individual views. It is just like an or-
dinary jury verdict, where, for instance,
a verdict in a damage case in which
perhaps, a man has lost a leg, and a
jury gives him a verdict of $2,318.11. No
individual member of that jury believes
that that precise sum represents the
exact damage which the plaintiff has
suffered. No member of the jury be-
lieves that that represents the exact

value of the leg which he has lost. 1t
is the combined judgment, however, of
the members of that jury. It is a re-
sult obtained by splitting differences—
by reconciling divergent and confiict-
ing views. It is the combined judgment
of the jury as a whole, although it does
not commend itself to the individual
judgment of the several members com-
posing the jury.

If I had my way, and were allowed to
draw a tax bill for this Legislature, I
should draw it along different lines.
If to any other member of that commit-
tee were delegated the same authority,
he would make substantial modifications
and alterations in this bill and the re-
sult would be—because I assume that
members of this Senate would have the
same difference of opinion—that you
could not get any legislation along this
line, this winter.

What is the objection to the amend-
ment offered by the senator from Wal-
do? In the first *place, to answer his
suggestions, while certain cities and
towns would gain more to have every
dollar of this increased tax distributed
according to school population, no city
or %own will gain by his amendment,
because you simply strike out of this
bill the one mill which will be distributed
according to valuation, and leave simply
a half a mill to be distributed in accord-
ance with school population. In other
words, if you pass this bill, you give his
town, and every town in the State, the
same benefit; and they stand exactly
in the same position with respect to the_

half-mill that they would stand in if
you eliminated this mill. In addition
to that, every city and town in the

State gains one-tenth of one mill—one-
tenth of one per cent. on the amount
of tax which it raised under this Dbill.
For instance, and it is easily appar-
ent, if a town of one million dollars
valuation under this extra mill would
have to raise a thousand dollars addi-
tion for State tax, it would receive
back from the State just $1100. It would
receive back ten per cent. additional
Tt would receive back its proportionate
part, which would be ten per cent. of
the money contributed by the wild lands.
So that, if vou adopt that amendment,
you do mnot benefit any ecity or town,
and you deprive evry city and town in
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the State of Maine of one-tenth of the
amount which it would contribute under
this bill. You are depriving them of just
that muech. So that, if you pass this bill
without the amendment, you do not do
injury to any town in the State, but
give every town and city in the State
the benefit of this ten per cent addi-
tional return from the State, every dol-
lar ot which comes from the wild lands
of the State.

There are many objections to carry-
ing the present method of distribution
any further. It is at the first view ap-
parent that a distribution in acecord-
ance with school population is the most
satisfactory method to adopt; but there
is a limit in that direction to which
we can safely go, and beyond which
we cennot go. When you have reached
that limit, you should stop; and I be-
lieve that we have reached that limit
now. I believe, to add six hundred and
fifty thousand dollars to our present
school fund, to be distributed accord-
ing to the present method of distribu-
tion, would be extremely unjust and
extremely embarrassing. How is it dis-
tributed now? The superintendents in
the several cities and towns of the
State make a return to the State super-
intendent of schools of the number of
children in that town or city between
the ages of five and twenty-one years.
The State school fund is then distrib-
uted among those children, and each
city or town receives its proportional
part. In the first place, that method
is a great temptation to fraud. There
was evidence before our committee, and
many facts were brought out in the dis-
cussion, to show that great dishonesty
exists at the present time in the re-
turns whichr are made to the State su-
perintendent. Evidence was produced
showing that one town ha8l uniformly
added one hundred to the number of
scholars which its census return showed.
Jf you should ask the State superin-
tendent of schools, he would tell you
that he had not a particle of doubt
from the condition of affairs in his office
and from the condition of affairs as he
has found them, that great fraud was
perpetrated all over the State of Maine
in these returns; and, if you extend
that any further, you are enlarging that
temptation to dishonesty.

Furthermore the number of scholars
in a town is not the sole factor in de-
termining the needs of that town. The
present method of distribution does not
consider at all the quality or the char-
acter of education furnished, nor does
it consider the mneeds of the several
cities and towns. Of course, this money
ought to be distributed in such a way
that it will relieve the towns which
most need relief and will afford the least
assistance to those cities and towns
which are best able to take care of
themselves. But, does it do so at the
present time? Why, Mr. President,
there are some towns in this State which
are taxing themselves nine mills on the
dollar for the support of their common
schools. There are other towns in the
State which are taxing themselves three
mills on the dollar. But you give to
the town which is taxing itself nine
mills on the dollar precisely the same
amount and no more than you give to
the town which is taxing itself three
mills. Is that proportional? 1Is that
fair? Is that in accordance with the
needs of those towns?

If you enlarge upon the present meth-
od of distribution, you simply take it
from some towns and you give it to
others. Take, for instance, the case of
the city of Portland. If this whole mill
and a half were to be distributed in
accordance with school population, you
would take from the city of Portland
the sum of $42,000 a year and you would
give that money to other cities and
towns throughout the State and one of
the cities to which you would give a
large part of that money would be the
city of Biddeford. The city of Bidde-
ford today is taxing itself one and two-
tenths mills for schools. That is the
burden which rests upon the people of
Biddeford. The city of Portland taxes
itself for schools three and seven-tenths
mills. In other words, the city of Port-
land is today taxing itself more than
three times as much for its schools as
the city of Biddeford; and yet, contin-
uing the present method of distribution,
you would take $42,000 more out of the
city of Portland which taxes itself three
and seven-tenths mills, in order that
you could give a large part of it to
the city of Biddeford which only taxes
itself one and two-tenths mills. To use
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a familiar expression, I ask you whether
that is fair? )

Take the city of Lewiston which would
be a tremendous gainer if you should
pass a bill along the lines suggested by
the senator from 'Waldo. The city of
Lewiston taxes itself one and six-tenths
mills on the dollar, and you would take
from the city of Portland, taxing itself
three and seven-tenths mills, $42,000, in
order to give a large part of it to the
city of Lewiston which only taxes itself
one and six-tenths mills. Is that a fair
and just distribution? Is there any call
for taking the money out of one town
and giving it to another without any re-
gard to what that city or town is itself
doing for educational purposes? One
town runs its school 20 weeks and an-
other town runs 40 weeks. One does
just twice as much for education as the
other and you would give just as much
to the town, under the present system,
for maintaining a school for 20 weeks
that you do to the other town for main-
taining its school for 40 weeks; and so
I suggest that there are many other
considerations. I will refer to one par-
ticularly. In the cities of Biddeford and
Saco and in all the manufacturing cen-
ters there is a large foreign population—
children who do not attend the public
schools—who are not educated at the
public charge. Less than half of the
children of the city of Biddeford are in
the public schools. More than half of
them are educated at private expense
in the parochial schools and elsewhere,
and yet you pay to the city of Biddeford
the same amount for every scholar in
that city, only half of whom are educat-
ed by the city or by the State, that you
do to another city or town where every
scholar has to be educated by the town
and by the State and you do mnot take
into account what the city or town is
to do along the line of education. I can-
not imagine any system that would per-
mit any more inequality—any more in-
justice than the present system; and
I certainly should object to seeing that
system with all its inequality and its
injustice, carried to any further ex-
treme.

There are many other reasons beyond
mere compromise why this money should
be, partly at least, distributed in accord-
ance with valuation. One of the most

serious problems which the committee
on taxation has had to consider this
winter in following the suggestions of
the tax commission, has bcen to de-
vise some means whereby the cities
and towns of the State could be com-
pelled to value property at its full, just,
fair market wvalue. There is a marked
tendency all over the State for a town
to undervalue its property in order that
it may shift the burden of State and
county taxes upon its neighboring cities
and towns. When you have passed this
bill, distributing two-thirds of this money
among the cities and towns in accord-
ance with their valuation, you not only
distribute it to them in the same way
that you took it from them—you not
only give back to them the money you
took away from them with ten per cent.
more to every city and town in the
State, but you encourage every city and
town in the State to value its property
at its full, fair value. Any city or town
which reduces the valuation of its prop-
erty—any city or town which values its
property at only a percentage of its
just value in order to throw over upon
another city an unfair burden of the
State and county taxes, suffers in the
distribution of this money; and so, Mr.
President, we believe that this bill, while
it is not ideal—while it is not altogether
scientific and wholly logical—is never-
theless the most satisfactory method
which this Legislature can adopt for the
larger taxation of the wild lands of the
State; and we believe that you must
decide whether you will take this bili, or
whether you will return home and teil
your constituents that you have not
responded to their demand for an in-
creased tax upon wild lands.

Mr. EATON of Washington: Mr. Pres-
ident and Gentlemen of the Senate:

We have before us at this time one of
the most important guestions consid-
ered by this body during this session.
As the act under consideration is a de-
parture from our regular method of
taxation and establishes a precedent
that may be far reaching in its results
and like a boomerang, may work dis-
astrously upon the very people it is
meant to protect.

If this method of taxation can be
used, what is to prevent its being em-
ployed against the towns and planta-
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tions, that is, to take money from the
towns and plantations and give it to the
cities, or from the cities and give it to
the towns and plantations? Its object,
of course, is to doom the wild land own-
ers to an extra tax put on in a round-
about and unheard of way. The reason
of this, as was openly stated in the
House, is that the wild lands are not
paying their full share of the taxes,
although they are paying the same rate
as other property and at a valuation
nearer its cash value than any other
property in the State. T claim Afirst,
that if the lands were given credit for
what they should have credit for, that
no property in the State pays so much
into the State treasury; and secondly,
that the lands are now assessed, taking
them as a whole, for all they are worth,
and if this measure goes through, at
more than they could be sold for.

Let us for a few moments review the
history of these lands. Many years
ago the State in good faith sold these
lands and gave warranty deeds to the

purchasers, and the purchasers sup-
posed they had perfect titles to the
same. These people have all passed

away and the lands are now owned by
entirely different persons. After many
years the State claimed the right, which
I believe has never been tested, to use
the lands as one vast game and fish
preserve. From this privilege the State
is now receiving annually about $42-
000 from fines and license fees collected
from the fish and game department. A
census of the visitors, hunters and fish-
erment was made in 1902 in the inland
territory of Maine, resulting as fol-
lows: 133,885 visitors came into the in-
terior part of the State that year; 1401
male help were employed by them;
$153,641 was paid out in wages to this
help, and nearly as much was paid out
for female help in the various hotels
and camps; and $1,371,201 was paid out
in board in the various places, and over
five and one-half million dollars had
been invested in camps, hotels, etc., not
to say anything of the benefits that
came to the railroads, steamboats, ete.
Credit to the wild lands what they real-
ly should be credited with from this
amount and add to it the assessed taxes,
and no property in the State pays one-

Not
wild

half as much income to the State.
being satisfied with claiming the
lands as a fish and game preserve witn
the great danger it brings to the lanad
from fire, the State has lately through
the decision of the supreme court
claimed a right to restrict the cutting,

which may mean to the land owners
either confiscation or a great loss of
value.

Let me give you an illustration.

Two yvoung men last fall bought a tract
of 4000 acres of hard cut land, intending
to cut it immediately for pulp wood,
putting their last dollar into the trans-
action. Suppoesing the State should
have said to thim ‘“you must not cut be-
low a certain size,” that size prohibit-
ing them from cutting a stick from the
tract, what would flave been the result?
Not being able to hold, they would have
to sell at any price, or else let it re-
turn to the State for taxes. Can the
State afford to take such a position as
this? Would it not be better for the
State if the forests are necessary to
the welfare of the State, to buy four or
five townships at the heads of our
rivers each year at their present value
and then control the cutting even at
the price land is now held at, it would
be cheaper to buy than to reforest later
on, as it costs at least $10 per acre to
set out young trees, and then there ig the
uncertainty of their living, whereas the
natural growth would be sure to live.
Now the State comes forward with the
act under discussion, which places a
tax of 1 1-2 mills on a dellar according
to the valuation upon the wild lands, to
be distributed to the cities, towns and
plantations one-third according to the
number of scholars and two-thirds ac-
cording to the wvaluation, strictly in
violation of Section 8 of Article 9 of the
Constitution of Maine, which reads as
follows: ‘“All taxes upon real and per-
sonal estate assessed by authority of the
State shall be apportioned and assessed
equally according to the just value
thereof.” TUp to the present time the
assessments have been thus made and
the wild lands have paid the same taxes
as the towns, cities or municipalities
have, and in addition to this have taken
care of their own roads and highways.
In debate in the House the 25th inst.
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it was stated that the lands have
creased in value 120 per cent. in ten
vears. The assessed value of many of
these towns has Increased from 150 to
300 per cent.

Six years ago an effort was made o
increase the tax on wild lands on a
different basis from other kinds of
property, but it was decided by the su-
preme court that it was unconstitu-
tional, and now in this act an attempt
is made to do the same thing in anoth-
er way, or by the school system. It is
thought by some of our best lawyers to
be unconstitutional, but, says a speaker
in the House when referring to the
constitutionality of this act after ac-
knowledging that good authorities differ
on this point and thgt he himself was in
doubt, “let us make the assessment and
let the courts decide it.”” What condi-
tion would the State find itself in after
an assessment had been made on every
town, city and plantation and collec-
tions had been made, to find it uncon-
stitutional. The whole assessment iIn
that case would be illegal and the State
would find itself in a aeplorable situa-
tion indeed.

Under the Deasy act, which has just
passed this Legislature, a fire district

in-

has been established and 1 1-2 mills is
to be used as forest protection, thus re-
lieving the State from making appro-
priations for that purpose. This is to
be assessed on the wild lands alone. If
1-2 mill more be raised for school pur-
poses, this added to the 1 1-2 mills,
which the wild lands are now taxed for,
make two mills for school purposes and
would give the schools more than they
really need for their support.

Mr. Smith, the School Superintendent,
says that 1 1-2 mills would not be need-
ed by over half the schools. What is to
become of the balance not needed. This
act is also unjust in its distribution to
the cities, towns and plantations, unjust

in its distribution whether taken by
valuation or scholars. Should this one-
half mill extra be extravagantly ex-

pended on the schools just to get an ex-
tra tax from the wild lands?

I have a ztatement here showing how
this one and one-half mill tax accord-
ing to valuation would affect the dif-
ferent counties:

State valuation $428,212,465 00

1% mill tax s 70
2-3 returned on valuation.... 428,212 46
1-3 returned on scholars...... 214,106 24

Rate of return to cities, towns and plan-
tations, 739% of tax on valuation basis and
$1.02 per scholar.
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LINCOLN COUNTY.

Boothbay Harbor ............... 2 96
Waldoboro ... 2 63
Damariscotta ........... ... 4 59
Somerville ...... ... . i, 1 64

Fryeburgh ’
Gilead
Grafton ....... i iiiiiiiiie i,
Magalloway Plt
Lincoln Pt
Milton PIt
Greenwood

PENOBSCOT COUNTY.

Bangor .. ... 4 29
Newport ........... 3 12
Argyle . i i 1 98
Chester ............ 178
Stacyville PIt ..... 1 65
Lakeville PIt ... 5 93
Grand Falls Plt 5 62
PISCATAQUIS COUNTY.
DOVEr ittt it 3 61
MilO e s 2 82
Abbott ... e 2 02
MONSON vttt it i ennron 1 80
Lake View PIt ....... ... .ot 4 08
Elliottsville Pt ................. 10 92
SAGADAHOC COUNTY.
Bath ......... i 3 44
West Bath 38 7
Perkins ......cvveve.. 3 82
Bowdoin ........ciiiiiiiiiaea 2 30
SOMERSET COUNTY.
Skowhegan .......coiiiiirenaann 3 86
Madison . ... e 3 84
Fairfield . ... ... i 2 61
MOSCOW e eeeroriretronannneons 2 16
Brighton Plt ............. vt 1 60
Dead River Plt .......... vt 5 04
Mayfield Plt ... 9 23
WALDO COUNTY.
Belfast ..ot 3 45
Islesborough ......cc.ovviennnnnnn 4 58
Northport .....covvrerianennnans 5 16
WALAO v vrcveeene i 2 07
WASHINGTON COUNTY.
CalaiS tivrverner i 2 26
Eastport ....vvvvierieaaaanen- 2 06
Trescott ...t 1 42
Baileyville 7 58
Cutler ....oooieaes 1 51
Edmunds 1 54
TUDEC o eeveeen s ie it 179
Talmadge 4 13
Codyville Pt ...ooviiaeenn 4 90
YORK COUNTY.
Biddeford .......oviieaiaienenn- 2 49
Kennebunk ......vevvinnevenennn 4 41
Old Orchard .....ccovvevvueeenens 6 29
YOrK  oeiier e iiiiiii i 5 53
Kittery . vvvvvvirerer i 2 46
Shapleigh ...t 2 47
Average return per scholar for
whole State ......covveeieens $3 05

You can see that when we take this
matter according to scholars, there is
the same inequality as when we take it
for counties. Neither of them show a
fair or just distribution of the money
taken from wild lands and put into
these places.

And we came across another difficulty
in this and one that truubled us more
than anything I know of, when we un-
dertook, as our Committee on Appro-
priations had to do, to fligure up what
the tax would be according to the
amount appropriated so far, and what
the tax rate for 1909 would be we called
it three mills; and it will take all the
surplus we had when we started, Janu-
ary 1, to make it come out three mills,
for that year; but when we come to
1910, if we pass this act, it will make it
five mills. What are we going to say
to the people in the towns and villages
and plantations when it comes around
to election day. We have taxed them
two mills more than has been taxed for
the past eight or ten years. We may
say and may try to prove to them, as
we can prove to you, that one and one-
half mills was taken from the wild
lands, and that the difference between
one-third and three-quarters of a mill
was appropriated for roads, making the
two mills difference. That is easily ex-
plained here; but how are we going to
explain it to the voters all over the
State. This whole amount has got to
be assessed and the farmer has got to
put his hand in his pocket and take the
money out—this almost double tax—
five millsg against three. Where he had
a tax of $30.00, he is going to pay in
1910, $50.00. If he has a tax of $300.00,
he will have to pay a tax of $500.00.
And you may tell him as much as you
please that he has not paid any more
tax but he has taken the extra two
mills out of his pocket, it never gets
back there and he never sees it, and you
can never make him see it. It may be
that it comes back to him indirectly,
but he would have to pay a tax almost
double what he had paid the year before
as it seems to him.

I will also state right here, in answer
to something said by one of the Sena-
tors, that these wild lands were given
away in the early history of the State
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to those who paid almost nothing for
them; (and I want to illustrate it by
somecthing that came under my own ob-
servation), that these lands were sold,
of course, early in the history of the
State, at what seemed to be a low price.
There was no market then for land and
no market for stumpage; and those
lands had to e held years uncut. I
know of a township of land that was
bought about sixty years ago, if I re-
meber correctly, at 62 cents an acre.
About cight years ago that township
sold for four dollars an acre. If you
figure that up carefully, you will see
that the State made a gain, for if the
State had put its sixty-two cents out at
interest, it would have cost the State
over $4.00 an acre to hold this land; and
that would apply to hundreds of town-
ships in the State of Maine today.
The party who sold a quarter interest
in that town made a loss on his pur-
chase.

Gontlemen, even snould you leave off
the one mill and tax the lands the five
mills, T predict that the time will not be
long in coming when the State will so
wake up to the need of preserving the
forests that wild lands will be nearly if
not entirely exempt from taxation. Pur-
sue the system you are about to inaugu-
rate and in 25 years you will have our
beautiful State of Maine a barren waste
like Palestine, parts of Scotland, some of
the islands in the Mediterranean and cer-
tain parts of China. No verdure, no soil,
only a dreary waste, a place to flee from
rather than a place to live in and enjoy.

Other states are beginning to wake up
to the need of preserving the forests, and
Governer Douglas of Massachusetts, a
few years ago tried to pass an act ex-
empting all timber tracts in his state
from taxation. The State needs its for-
ests to preserve its wonderful water
power. One million horse power in our
State today, only one thousandth part
as yet developed. It needs the forests to
keep the soil from being carried from our
hills and mountains to the sea. Tho-
sands of acres are being carried to the
sea each vyear from the rivers of the
world, and only last week T saw a state-
ment where certain states and countries
are planning to set out trees, bushes and
grasses along the river banks to prevent

the great waste of soil. Is it not cheaper
and wiser to commmence now to encourage
light cutting and save our forests rather
than to so legislate that the owners of
our wild lands will be compelled to cut
heavily to pay the interest and tax
charges?

The Constitution of our State is one of
the finest in the Union, written by ywise
and noble men of whom 1we are justly
proud, and for 8) years it has carried us

safely. Can we at this time afford to
vary from it in our legislation. The
House, swayed by a single member

whose ability wc cannot but respect, has
voted to take this departure. It does
not seem possible that this conservative
body can be so influenced, and by calm
unbiased judgment will, I hope, decide
against this measure.

MR. WHEELER of Cumberland:
President:—I do not wish to weary
Senate and I assure you I will be
tremely brief in my rejoinder to the
Senator from Wasrington. I would not
advocate any measure which I believed
would result in the wholesale destruction
of the forests of Maine. I believe that
any member of this Senate can perform
no more patriotic service to the State
than to bend every effort to secure legis-
lation for the preservation and perpetua-
tion of the forests of this State; hut, Mr.
President, if you should figure with pen-
cil and paper to see wnat the effect of
this tax would be upon the wild lands of
the State,—if you should figure it out in
accordance with the acreage and should
find that it would only increase a few
cents an acre the tax which they are
now payving, T am sure you would reach
the conclusion that no owner of wild
land would strip the land of the forests
for the sake of escaping this trifling tax.

The argument of the Senator as to the
unequal distribution of tne amount, it
seems to me is neither ingenious nor in-
genuous. He says that the county of
Somerset would lose six thousand dollars;
bhut in reaching such a result, he must
include the tax which you would take
from the wild lands of that county. The
towns of Somerset county would not lose
six thousand dollars. The towns of
Somerset county will gain under this bill.
Of course, in any county where there is a
large extent of wild lands, and that is

Mr.
the
ex-
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what we are taxing intentionally in this
bill—of course in such a county, the
county will lose, but the loss comes
from the wild land, and that is where we
intend that the loss shall come from.
It does not come from the towns. The
money goes back to the town, in order
that the wild lands may assist the
towns with their burden of taxation.
The same is true as to TFranklin and
Piscataquis counties, also mentioned by
the Senator.

With reference to the embarrassment
which would result from this increased
tax, the amendment which I offered at
the beginning of this session provided
that the amount which the town should
receive under this distribution should be
due and have been raised by this town
in accordance with Section 13 of Chapter
15 of the Revised Statutes which re-
quires towns to raise not less than 80
cents per inhabitant; so that the town
may correspondingly reduce its local ap-
propriation for schools. It may make a
reduction in its local appropriation to
offset the amount which it will receive
from the State in the distribution; and
if a town reccives such a sum that it is
not necessary for that town to raise any-
thing, but on the other hand it receives
money from the State without raising
anything for schools, it simply is so
much money from the wild lands of the
State which it may use for schools —
which it may use for better schools—
which it may use for improved educa-
ticnal facilities; and will any senator
argue that that is against the interests
of the public.

One word more with reference to the
amendment which is pending before us,
and which, I believe, is the pending
question. The same amendment was of-
ferred in the other branch of this legis-
lature. Thirty-one votes were registered
in its favor and over 90 votes were re-
corded against it. The same amendment
which is now offered to us was rejected
in the other branch by a vote of three
to one. If you adopt that amendment,
it then goes back to the House for con-
current action. Does any member of this
Senate believe that those ninety odd
members of the House would recede and
concur with the 30 members in the adop-

tion of this amendment? You know that
would not result. You know and you
must know of but one result which can
follow the adoption of this amendment,
and that is that it would bury this whole
wild land taxation problem between
these two Houses. That is the only re-
sult you can accomplish; and you want
to keep that in mind when you vote on
this proposition.

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President: 1 suppose no more important
question has come before us this winter
than the one now under consideration.
‘We have been appropriating money all
through this session for one thing and
another, and we now have got to pro\-
vide the money with which to pay those
appropriations. In addition to this we
already have to provide the revenue that
is required. I shall speak more highly
for this bill than did the man who was
chairman of the committee from which
it emanated. I will congratulate that
committee, for we know it has been a
hard-working committee all tarough the
winter. and that they nave had many
propositions filed for them, and that they
have had to meet all kinds of questions
in bringing forth what seems to me so
simple, so0 adequate and equitable a bill
as this one which is now before us. Tt is
not ideal. No tax bill ever yet was ideal;
and I do not know as any ever will he,
but I believe it adjusts the question of
tax in our State as well as it possibly
can be done, and T do not believe in he
amendment, but shall vote for the bill
as it stands.

I would like, however, to answer one or
two of the objections that are made to
this bill, that have bean made this afte=-
noon, Indeed, they are the :amn: objoe-
tiong that sve have h=221 hearing all
through the winter, for this is one of the
things about which we ar: not ignorant.
T am not prepared to sta‘e with the same
authority, and by the hoolk, as those who
have preceded me, vul will only sperak in
a general way.

The qguestion has bean raisad of the
value of these lands, ov rather, as has
often been stated, that these lands are
not held entirely by the people who are
taxed. In other words that they have
not the entire ownership of these lands,
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but that it is retained by the State as a.
hunting and fishing preserve, and is of
vast value to the State. This, I admit,
is true, but this has nothing to do with
the question that is before us. It does
have to do with the question of the valu-
ation of these lands for a hunting and
fishing privilege belonging to the owners,
and they could control these privileges
as they do in Canada. Of course the
value of the land would be more. It is
worth just as much an acre except for
one thing, and that is the greater risk
of fire; but if it were not for this greater
risk of fire the valuation of these lands
would be higher. 'The valuation of the
land is a sort of concensus of opinion of
what it would sell for, is it not? Isn’t it
a matter of what lands somewhat like it
and under like conditions have sold for;
and, if it were freer from risk of fire and
if the hunting and fishing privileges
could be sold, wouldn’t it stand at a
higher valuation. If we think the valua-
tion is wrong, we can adopt means for
bettering it; but the question of valua-
tion is not before us at all. I am willing
to believe that it is fair as wvaluation
goes. If you meet upon that, there are
inequalities outside of that. We have
nothing to do with the matter of valua-
tion here. We have nothing to do with
anything except the rate. It is the rate
which we are considering.

These wild lands, I think we all agree,
should contribute to the expenses of the
State—the general expenses, and they
have in the three mills, they have here-
tofore been paying the general expenses
of the State and the legislative expenses;
because the administration of asylums
and the State Prison and the State Uni-
versity are expenses, to which these
lands have contributed payment in times
past and they are doing it still under the
existing law. Another general expense is
the cost of education; and these lands
have contributed to that to the same ex-
tent and the State has contributed what
was embodied in the mill and a half.

I can remember very distinctly when
the mill tax was first originated. I can
remember the discussion over it. It was
then a single mill. The half-mill has
been added since. It was a measure, I
believe, of vast wvalue to the State of

Maine, and has done ms a great deal of
good, and the mill and a ..alf is doing us
good; but there is a margin of education
to which the State has never contributed.
The cities and towns have taxed them-
selves in even greater measure for edu-
cation than the State has contributed
towards it. I see no reason why these
wild lands should not contribute to the
general average education of the State;
and this bill proposes to do it to the ex-
tent of a mill and a half. It will still
leave something to be paid by the mu-
nicipalities interested, especially by those
which provide the best schools. I believe
the method which is proposed of dis-
tributing this tax does justice better than
it would be done if it were all distributed
on the basis of scholars, for reasons
which have already been stated.

I see no reason why tue State should
not contribute somewhat to the wider
range and higher grade of education
which a city like Portland or mangor
contributes for its scholars. It is for the
public good; and I believe it is an equit-
able way of distributing, to distribute
the one mill on the basis of valuation.

As to the question of constitutionality,
I do not know anything about that. I
would not vote for the bill if I thought it
was unconstitutional. I would not vote
for a bill if T thought it were inequitable.
I do not think this bill is either. I do
not believe, if this bill passes, we snall
ever find out, for the Courts will not take
it up, of their own accord, and if you
were trying to stand your opponent off,
you would a good deal rather he should
think that your gun was loaded than to
have him find out that it wasn’t; and I
believe these people will keep their un-
tried and perhaps empty gun and stand
guard over the next legislature with it.
I do not helieve that it is inequitable. T..e
total tax proposed under this, as has al-
ready been stated, will amount to seven
and a quarter mills. The average valua-
tion of the wild lands is $4.52 an acre.
That will amount to about three and
four-tenths cents per acre. or between
three and four per acre. That is not a
very alarming sum. It is only as a man
counts his holidays by the hundreds of
thousands of acres thart i1t begins to be
burdensome. And we should not be
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moved by our sympathy in this matter
so much as by the question of equities.
1 do not bhelieve myself that it begins to
approach a point where this timber will
be cut off in order to save it from the
burden of taxation. There is a principle
as we know by which would land may be
overtaxed and result in the denudation
of the land and it is worth watching to
prevent permanent impairment: but I do
not belicve from what I know about it
that we are beginning to approach that
point or that we are anyvwhere near it.
There is no danger of that. There is
one more thing that the State might do
to levy a somewhat higher tax on these
wild lands, and that is to go more ex-
tensively into the matter of city lots.
‘We have no such privilege before us this
winter. It may come about and I think
that those are approaching a point of
ultimate taxation. 1 see no reason my-
self why those lands should contribute
to sidewalks and police, and sewers, etc,,
in the city of Portland or any other city.
They should only contribute to the State
expenscs,—whatever may be legitimate
State expense, and to the cause of edu-
cation. We have long ago settled this
principle, that education rs for the pub-
lic good and that the property of the
State should pay for the education of
the State; and I see no reason why it
should not pay, as I previously said, for
the general average education in the
State. 1 hope that this amendment will
not prevail, but that the bill will be
passed.

Mr. IRVING of Aroostook: Mr. Presi-
dent and Gentlemen of the Senate: T
do not know as I could say a word that
will help in the discussion of this prop-
osition, which I consider to be a very
important one. My thoughts in regard
to it I have jotted down, and they will
be largely made up of showing how the
bill works practically. I will read what
I have written:

It appears to me that this question
ought to be considered or argued on two
distinct and separate lines on account
of the fact that while the whole of the
1 1-2 mill assessment called for in the
bill is for a specific purpose, namely,
schools, yvet the wide difference of ap-
portionment should be considered and
each argued on its merits,

Take the first seetion of the bill which
provides that 1-2 a mill should be as-
cessed on all property of the State for
schools and apportioned to the several
cities, towns and plantations according
to the number of scholars. This prop-
osition takes money from the most of
the large cities and gives 1t to the small-
er towns and plantations. The amount
taken from any city is determined by
the ratio of wecalth compared with the
number of pupils, and on the other hand
the amount rcceived by the pcor town,
depends upon the number of scholars
compared to the valuation.

Now at first thought this seems to be
an unfair distribution, but upon inves-
tigation you will find that prior to 1907
the towns that were helped by the
provision of a similar bill to this were
raising and paying a larger percentage
on their wvaluation for the support of
schools than the larger towns and cities
that were affected adversly, and it 1s
my opinion that now <ven after the
distribution of the last half mill as
per the law of 1907 that the larger and
richer towns are not raising so large
an amount according to their valuation
as the smaller and poorer towns. If
yvou will hear with me, T will give some
figurecs showing the percentage raised
for school prior to 1907. These figures
show the average percentage raised by
towns that gain., and also by towns that

lose for schools. The figures are given
by counties under the school mill dis-
tribution:

Counties. Gain. Loss.
Aroostook  ...... 3 7-10 1 9-10
Androscoggin ... 2 9-10 2 9-10
Cumberland ..... 3 5-10 2 5-1¢
Franklin ........ 3 4-10 2 3-10
Hancock ........ 3 7-10 (Eden) 1 8-1¢
Kennebec ........ 3 3-10 2 3-10
Knox ........... 3 7-10 2
Tdncoln ......... 3 7-10 2 1-10
Oxford .. ........ 3 6-10 2 4-10
Pecnobscot ... ... 3 2 4-10
Piscataquis ..... 4 3-10(Dover) 2 9-10
Sagadahoc ...... 3 2-10 2 2-10
Somerset ....... 3 6-10 2 4-10
Waldo ... 3 ‘3 10 2 2-10
Washington .... 3 7-10
York ........... 3 3-10 2 5-10

Now it is evident, acocrding to these
figures, that the poorer towns are now
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raising a larger percentage on their
valuation than the larger towns and
cities, so I conclude that it is eminently
fair that the distribution or apportion-
ment be made according to the scholars.
TUp to a point where the larger and
richer towns pay an eqgual amount ac-
cording to valuation, to the smaller and
poorer towns for schools. Beyond that
point such apportionment would be un-
fair legislation. Again, wvaluation ac-
c¢ording to the number or scholars is a
fair proposition because the education
of the boys and girls is something that
henefits the whole State as nothing else
can. It touches every department of it.
It is right, in my opinion, to have ev-
ery man’s dollar taxed in equal propor-
tion to educate the last and farthest
away boy and girl in the State. This
idea of apportionment per scholar up
to the point which I have indicated is
on par with the law which changed from
the old district system to the town sys-
tem, and it is simply broadening the
idea which we will all agree is a good
one. I want to say a few words in re-
gard to the last portion of the bill,
which provides that one mill will be as-
sessed on all the property of the State
and apportioned according to the valua-
tion. In order to simpllfy the question
we can deal directly with the amount
raised on the wild lands, as the amount
raised on the rest of the property is
simply this,-—that each town will raise
one mill on their valuation and pay it in-
to the State Treasury and the State will
pay the same amount back with the
stipulation that they use it for the sup-
port of common schools. It appears to
me as though this is unwise legislation,
because under this bill it would give
many towns more money from the State
than they ever have had before from the
State and municipal tax combined, and
is it wise to remove all responsibility
from any town of raising moncy for the
support of its schools?

This 11-2 mills will give to several
towns in this State an amount equal to
about 65¢ per capita, or about 10c per
capita more than they are now raising
from mill fund and municipal tax. Be-
sides this on account or the increased
valuation of the State and also increase
from savings bank tax there will be
apportioned to schools an amount equal

to about $200,000 more than was ap-
portioned last year, so if this bill passes
many towns will have an abundance of
money without assessing any municipal
tax whatever, for schools. Up to this
point I think we are all clear as to
the working of this bill.

The amount received by the wild lands
by this portion of the bill would be
in round numbers $41,000; this amount
also 1o be apportioned back to the sev-
eral towns and cities according to valu-
ation. Now this is the part of the bill
that I emphatically object to for wvari-
ous reasons. I have tried to show that
at the present time the richer cities are
not paying so much on their valuation
for the supoprt of schools as the poorer
towns and plantations, and if that 1s
true, and I can assure-you it is, would
it not be eminently unfair to apportion
this $41,000 (raised on the wild lands)
according to the valuation? TUnder this
apportionment we will see how it will
work, Take Piscataguis, for example—
there is about $9,000,000 worth of wild
lands in the county. The tax on the
same would be $9,000, and of that
amount the city of Portland would get
approximately $1300 and the whole
county of Piscataquis would get about
$450, or in other words, Portland would
get nearly four times as much as the
entire county would receive. Again, the
whole of the wild lands in the State are
in eight of the counties, the other eight
counties containing no wild lands. In
the counties where there are no wild
lands, are located fourteen of the twen-
ty cities of the State. This apportion-
ment according to valuation would give
these fourteen cities over 35 per cent.
of the $41,000 obtained from the wild
land tax. Again, the eight counties hav-
ing no wild lands would get about $24,-
G600, or 56 per cent. of the entire amount.
Take the county of Franklin. It was
asserted on the floor of the House last
Friday that Franklin county under the
provision of the amendment lost, ana
under the whole bill gained. Part of
this assertion was true and part of 1t
was not true. Franklin county does
gain under the apportionment according
to the scholars about $500. Tt also
gains under the provision of the whoie
bill, but this is the way it would work
to apportion according to wvaluation,—
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Franklin has $3,225.000 worth
land.

of wild
The tax on that at one mill is
3,225. Portland would get $460 of this
amount and the county of Franklin
would get $92, Portland getting five times
as much as the whole county of Franklin.

Now we will take Penobscot which
contains one of the large cities in the
State, and is also located in a wild land
county. See how the apportionment ac-
cording to valuation works here. Penob-
scot has $3,350,000 worth of wild lands.

The tax on that would be $3,350. The
city of Bangor would get nearly one-

half of this amount and the other 63
towns in the county would get the
balance. Now there would be some rea-

son in the argument of making distri-
bution in that way if Bangor was pay-
ing more according to valuation for the
support of her schools than the rest
of the towns in her couanty, but such is
not the case. I find that many of the
smaller towns are raising a much larger
amount than Dangor. Tor instance, the
town of Argyle raises 9 3-10 mills on
her valuation for the support of com-
mon schools; Greenville, 4 5-10; Lin-
coln. 1 4-10: Passadumkeag, 6 9-10;
Drew. & mills: Old Town, 3 6-10; Exeter,
3 3-10, while Bangoer is raising 2 6-10.
Now is there any good logical reason
why Bangor with its wealth and many
luxuries that are denicd the poorer
towns should net pay as much, at least,
as the smaller towns? Is there any
good reason why every dollar of Ban-
gor’s money should not pay as large a
tax to cducate the boy and girl, as the
poor small towns of the same county?
Can anyone give a good logical reason
why they should not do so?

T have been showing in a bronad sense
how an assessment or a distribution ac-
cording to the wvaluation would work.
Now, T have made a few figures and on-
1y a very fev, on some of the towns,
showing how it would work in a prac-
. tical sense, and how it would effect the
several towns, or a few of the towns;
and I am not sure but what my figures
would cut across the figures of the
Senator from Washington, but I think
these are nearly correct. I take four of
the towns in Aroostook county, St. Fran-
cis would get, per scholar, apportioning
according to valuation, 2 1-2c¢ each; St.

Agatha would get 1 1-2c¢; Amity would
get 6 1-2¢; and Houlton, the richest town
in the county, would get 19¢. Take the
county of Hancock; Deer Isle, one of the
poor towns of the county, 6 1-2¢; Eden
would get 55¢ per scholar. In the coun-
ty of Kennebec, Unity Plantation would
get 10c per scholar; Wayne would get
13c; Waterville would get 19c¢; Augusta
would get 23c. Take Cumberland coun-
ty; South Portland would get 15 3-4c;
Westbrook would get 17¢; while Port-
land would get 4lc. Take Penobscot
county: Greenfield would get Sc; Passa-
dumkeag would get 7c; Patten would
get 13c; Exeter would get 12¢ and Ban-
gor would get 29¢; and without fear of
contradiction, I think we would find we
should get through the whole State, in
the richer town the greater amount
would come back, according to scholars.

Now a word in regard to taxing of
wild lands. The object of this bill is to
get an increase of taxes on the wild
lands. 1 am in sympathy with that. I
think the wild lands ought to be taxed
for a fair amount, and T am aware that
if we have got the valuation of the wild
lands in porportion to the valuation of
the rest of the property of the State,
we canhot equitably assess any tax on
the wild land owners unless under the
provision of some mill bill to be applied
for some public utility, but why the mad
rush to tax the wild lands especially for
schools? Why cannot a mill tax be as-
sessed for the improvement of our high-
ways or our bridges? True, up to date
we have not done much in that direc-
tion; but it can and ought to be brought
about, and distribution ought to be fair-
ly made from the revenue thus received.

Gentlemen, we had better give care-
ful thought to this measure before we
vote to have it become a law. It is cer-
tainly mnot right. It cannot stand. It
is on par, the same in principle as the
Bigelow bill; the same arguments used
in favor of the Bigelow bill can be used
in all fairness on this proposition, but
but yet we voted that out as unfair and
an unjust measure.

I would say that I am arguing as I
am for the principle of it. I think it s
wrong in principle. Under the provi-
sion of this bill, in its entirely, I mean,
no county will be benefited any more
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than the county in which T live, for the
reason that, under the distribution of
the mill tayx, according to scholars,
Aroostook receives more than any other
county in the State. So it is hecause
I believe that the principle is wrong,
that I am against it. 1 do not believe
it iy fair that the property of the State
shall be so taxed, because while it does
not make the poor man poorer, it does
make the rich town richer, and it is an
unfair distribtuion as I see it. I can-
not conceive of any reason how any one
can logically believe in that proposition
or principle unless it bhe inaccordance
with some words in Holy Writ like this:
“To every one that hath shall be given,
and he shall have in abundance and
from him that bath not shall be taken
away even that which he hath.” But I
am going to say that, until the time
comes when we in the small towns shall
get to the place where we are not using
the little we have or making a mis-
use of it, I will be against the proposi-
tion of apportioning in that way accorad-
ing to valuation.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: T shall not weary the Sen:
ate with any argument in reference to
this matter; but as a member of the
Committee on Taxation which ha=
brought in this bill, T feel very much
interested in it, and for that reason wanu
to explain a few things which have heen
suggested by the Scnator from Aroos-
took.

I think
that when this
was a crying demand all over the State
of Maine that we should assess a tax
upon the wild lands of this State in ex-
cess of what it had been for many years
past. With this in view, the Taxation
Committee has been at work and has
unanimously rcported this measure.

Now all these figures which have been
given by the several Senators are In-
clined to befog the situation as it seems
to me. The qguestion before the Senate
is, whether we will tax the wild lanas
one-half a mill to be assessed on the
number of scholars, or wnether we will
tax the wild lands a mill and a half—
one-half mill on the basis of school
population and one mill on the basis of
valuation. If there is any virtue in

it will be generally conceded

Legislature met there

this amendment which has been put in
here, the same virtue is in the bill of the
committee, because a part of that bill
covers exactly that same proposition of
raising out of the wild lands a half a
miil and apportioning it on the basis
of school population. If we accept this
amendment, that is all there is to it;
and all this Legislature does, so far as
this matter is concerned, is to tax the
wild lands simply $20,000.

Now, if this Legislature, or this Sen-
ate, are willing to adjourn by imposing
simply a tax of twenty thousand dol-
lars additional on the wild lands, then
we want to adopt this amendment. But,
on the other hand, the bill which is un-
der consideration here calls for an ad-
ditional amount from the owners of the
wild lands of forty thousand dollars;
and that $40,000 goes into the treasuries
of the towns of this State to be used for
school purposes; and it enables those
towns to reduce the amount of money
which they raise in their town meetings
every spring, just that much. It seems
to me that that is the whole proposi-
tion,

There was another point made by a
member of the House the other day in
discussing this matter, and with that,
I have done. It was brought up that
this would create a great disturbance
among town treasurers and municipal
officers because of this adidtional tax;
but the gentleman cvidently forgot that
if this bill is cnacted, it will not become
a law for three months, and no tax

can be asscssed under it for 1909. It
gives the wild land owners a year to
dctermine the constutionality of this

measure, 80 that there is no trouble on
that score; and it seems to me there 1s
only one position for this Legislature
and this Senate to take; and that is to
put a fair and reasonable tax on the wild
lands. The rcpresentatives of the wild
land interest came before the committee
and stated over and over again that
there was no objection on their part to
a tax of from five and a half to six mills.
The committee has made it six mills,
and I believe this Senate ought to stand
behind that committee.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I hope I recognize fully the
difficult task that the Committee on
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Taxation have had to perform. I recog-
nize fully the fact that the bill, as re-
ported by the committee is a compro-
mise; and I recognize fully the fact that
I shall probably have to vote for the
bill as reported by the committee, ratn-
er than to vote for nothing at all, as
one of the Senators who has preceded
me has said; but I cannot do so and do
not wish to do without first entering my
protest against one feature of the bill
proposed; and 1 do so at thls time be-
cause that is the right question raised
by the amendment of the Senator from
Waldo. The effect of his amendment,
as I understand it, is the cutting out of
that part of the bill reported by the
committee which provides for the as-
sessment of a tax of one :nill on all the
property of the State for school pur-
poses and its distribution to the towns,
cities and plantations in the State In
proportion to their valuation.

On this question I want to call atten-
tion for a moment to the policy we have
been pursuing along these lines; and I
do that only to say this in regard to
these wild lands. So far as I am con-
cerned the wild land question passes
out of this discussion. The wild land
owners, most of them, agreed to this
mill and a half tax; and I do not care
whether they agreed to it or not, or
whether it is a mill and a half or two
mills and a half, or any other tax which
this Legislature sees fit to impose as a
State tax. If it is needed for public
purposes of the State, the wild land
owners ought to and must agree to it,
in common with all other property own-
ers of the State. I am not advocating
this for the purpose of relieving the
wild land owners from taxation at all.
In one sense, it is none of the wild land
owners’ business what is done with this
money. The fact that concerns them 1s
that they have to pay it. But on the
question of what shall be done with this
one mill or whether it shall be distrib-
uted or assessed in the way proposed.
I want to call attention to the policy
that has been pursued. We have taken
the ground in this State that certain
public utilities—and the burden is not
great—might well be borne by the whole
State in larger and larger proportion
from time to time. We have taken the

ground that the burden of education
should be shared by the property of the
State wherever found, on the plain and
simple proposition that education pro-
tects property, and therefore property,
and not population, should pay for edu-
cation. And, following that theory a
little further, we have said that the
whole State, the property of all the
State should pay a certain amount
toward the wuses of education in the
State. We have said too, that the roads
of this State are a great public utility
and that they are used by every man,
whether he has property or not, and
that it is for the interests of the whole
State that those roads should be de~
veloped, and that to a certain extent
property, and not the individual, or
population, should pay for those roads.
We have said also, though not in the
same way precisely, that bridges are a
public utility, and that the money of
the whole State might be used for
bridges in certain localities where cer-
tain special conditions existed. And we
have said in this Legislature in regard
to one special case here in Augusta—the
Rines Hill crossing-—that it was a pub-
lic necessity, a public utility, and that
the money of the whole State should be
used for that purpose.

Now in every case we have said that
the money should be used where a need
existed, and so far as we can determine,
in proportion to that need. "We have
not raised money by taxation for
bridges, appropriated it to this town and
that town and the other one, regardless
of the number of bridges they had, or
the need of those bridges. We have not
raised money by taxation for roads, and
appropriated it indiscriminately, regard-
less of the needs of the various towns
for roads. TUp to this time we have not
raised money for schools and appropri-
ated it indiscriminately, regardless of the
comparative needs of the various locali-~
ties for schools.

To go back to the wild land proposi-
tion, I agree fully with the theory that
prevails that the wild lands should pay
more tax. There is no question abour
that, and, if I understand the Grange
position correctly. I agree in saying this,
I believe that should be paid by as-
sessing a larger and larger tax as the
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years go on, by the State, for the main-
tenance of those great State utilities,
roads, State bridges and hospitals,
wherever found and wherever existing.
I believe that by doing that, we do in-
crease the taxation upon the wild lands,
and the wild land towns differ from oth-
er towns and cities in this respect: that
practically none of the money paid out
comes back to them, but they do not
complain and they do not complain of
this proposed increase.

What is the objection to this proposi-
tion? The objection is that it is abso-
Iutely a departure from any policy that
we have followed in the past. We are
going to say in this instance that we are
going to raise this moneyv for schools
and distribute it for schools, but not
where the schools are—not in propor-
tion to schools—not in proportion to
needs of the scholar—not to equalize the
burden of taxation in a town and to
give to the gmaller towns which as a
rule as has been shown here pay more,
a larger proportion of State aid—not to
pay money where the scholars are, but
to distribute the money in proportion to
population, absolutely regardless of the
affect upon any particular town. XNow
I cannot let this bill go through, as I
say, without registering my protest
against that feature. I believe it is un-
scientific. I believe it is a departure
from the time-honored method we have
pursued in taxation and T believe in do-
ing it that we are allowing ourselves to
be stampeded by the desire to get at
somebody and by that are allowing our-
selves to be led away from the proper
path of taxation into something new.
I do not want to vote in this Legisla-
ture for any scheme of taxation that is
designated to get at any special interest.
I do not want to vote for a scheme of
taxation, if T had the opportunity. that
is designed to get at the railroads. I
want to see the raillroads and other
public service corporations pay a prop-
er tax, and a proper tax upon their
franchise value; but T do not want to
vote for some measure that is designated
and devised especially to get at them;
and I do not want to vote for this provi-
sion, because I believe that it is simply
designated to get at this particular class
of property, namely the wild land prop-

erty. and to do it in an unscientific way.
If this money is needed for schools,
what is the objection to raising this mill
and a half for schools and distributing
it as it has been distributed. namely, in
proportion to scholars? We all know
the obhjection. The objection is that the
cities won’t stand for it. the argument
made in the committee and made here,
that it will be unfair to the cities to do
that. I want to say in regard to that
proposition. that in my judgment any
money that may reasonably be paid by
the wild lands for State purposes, may
be paid by every other item of property
in the whole State, for the same purpose.
Are we differentiating in this Legisla-
ture between wild lands for State pur-
puses and for municipal purposes? We
have provided by a bill which has al-
ready gone through here that unin-
corporated towns and wild land towns
shall pay their own municipal debts.
They shall pay money for fire protection.
That is the only municipal need ap-
parently that we have at present. We
have provided, by providing a tax on
wild lands of the State for other muni-
cipal needs that my arise, but when it
comes to State needs any tax which it
is fair to impose on them, it is fair to
impose on all the property of the State.

It is said that the increased tax, dis-
tributed in the present way, .s unfair
to the cities; and it is pointed out that
it will take so many thousands of dol-
lars from this city and from that city.
I want to say simply that that is the
principle upon which this whole scheme
is  founded. namely, that property
wherever it is found shall pay these nec-
essary expenses for schools; and furth-
er I find that there is another reason al-
luded to here why the additional tax up-
on the city is fair, and that is this: I
understand and I undertake to say that
it will alwayvs be found true that the
larger accumulation of property you find
in a city., the larger is the proportion
which escapes taxation. The more you
get properly massed together, the more
intangible property you get which es-
capes taxation. I speak of Portland,
simply because it has been referred to.
And I understand that the amount of
property which escapes taxation in
Portland very closely approximates the
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assessed value of the wild lands; that is
to say, if we knew the actual difference
in the larger cities betwen the assessed
value and the actual value of all prop-
erties owned in those cities, the amount
would astonish you.

I do not wish to weary the Senate any
further in discussing this matter. I am
inclined to think, if the amendment does
not prevail, that T must vote for the
bill and recognize it as a combination of
a good many views—a compromise; but
I cannot do it without expressing my
views on this part of the bill, believing
that it is a wrong principle, unscienftific
and that we shall regret it. If the
question is asked what we have done
with regard to the wild lands, T would
rather go to my constituents and tell
them that we have raised half a mill
more for the schools and practically half
a mill more for roads and that we have
put the expense of fire protection,
amounting to a mill and a half, on the
wild lands, or a total of two and a half
mills, aand that we have done it in the
same ecquitable way as heretofore, fol-
lowing the same old path,—rather than
to go back and say that, yielding to
what we felt to be the clamor for a larg-
er taxation on wild lands, we have de-
pm:ted from those paths and have adopt-
ed something which we ourselves do not
believe to be proper, but which we have
done because it is the only subterfuge
whereby the end could he accomplished.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: There is just one point T
want to speak of and that is in refer-
ence to the question of concealed wealth.
There is undoubtedly more or less con-
cealed wecalth in the city of Portland
and it is true in every other city and
every other town in thig State. There is
not a town in the State of Maine but I
have been into many times, and we al-
ways find in all those towns a man of
wealth loaning money at high rates of
interest; and the Committee on Taxation
took this matter into consideration and
discussed it, and in the inheritance tax
bill which has been reported and which
has gone through this Legislature, we
doubled the rate, so that the State of
Maine will get on those inheritances
$200,000 a year, where heretofore they
have been getting less than a hundred
thousand. This concealeéd wealth must

go through the probate court and must
be taxed by the State, so that the whole
argument about the concealed wealth in
Portland seems to me false.

Mr. KNOWLTON of Piscataquis: Mr.
President: I certainly shall not weary
the Senate long. I shall vote for this
bill. I do not like it. I do a great many
things that T do not like to do. I shall
vote for the bill because I am very sure
that we could not get the one we desire;
and we do want something. I certainly
would not vote for the bill if the animus
of it was what has been suggested—that
is, a Dbill to get at the wild lands. I
have no such disposition, nor do I be-
lieve the House or Senate have any such
disposition. I do not understand that
the wild land owners object to this bill.
I shall vote for it simply because it is
the best thing we can do and the only
thing we can do and is something that
we ought to do.

The question being upon the adoption
of the amendment, the Yeas and Nays
were called for and ordered, and the
vote being had resulted as follows:
Those voting Yea were Messrs. Colcord,
Donigan, Eaton, Gowell, Hamilton,
Howes, Irving, Milliken, Smith, Wyman
(10). These voting Nay were Messrs.
Baxter, Boynton, Emery, Hastings, Hill,
Kellogg, Knowlton, Looney, Lowe, Ma-~
comber, Minott, Mullen, Osgood, Rey-
nolds, Shaw, Staples, Walker, Warren,
Wheeler, (19).

So the motion was lost.

On motion by Mr. Wheeler of Cum-
berland, the bill as amended by House
Amendment A, previously adopted, and
Senate Amendment A, took its first read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed.

House Bills on First Reading.

An Act for the licensing of dogs and
for the better protection of sheep., (This
hill was by the Senate passed to be en-
grossed. By the House the bill was
passed to be engrossed as amended by
House Amendnient B. On motion by
Nr. Boynton of Lincoln, the Senate vo-
ted to reconsider the vote whereby the
bill was passed to be engrossed; and,
on his further motion, House Amend-
ment B was adopted in concurrence
and the bill as amended was passed to
he engrossed.)
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‘An Act relating to the employment of
labor. (This hill came from the House,
House Amendment A adopted in that
branch. House Amendment A adopted
in concurrence. On motion by Mr.
Baxter of Cumberland, the bill was ta-
bled pending its second reading.)

Resnlve in favor of Verdi Ludgate,
chairman of the Committee on Educa-
tion. (On motion by Mr. Minott of Sag-
adahoc, under suspension of the rules,
this bill tcok its second reading and
was passed to be engrossed.)

Resnlve in favor of M. 8. Hill, Clerk
of Committee on Temperance. (On mo-
tion by Mr. Minott of Sagadahoc, under
suspersion of the rules, this bill took
its second reading and was passed to
be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of L. S. Lippincott,
Clerk, stenographer and messenger to
the Cominittee on Sea and Shore Fish-
eries. (On motion by Mr. Minott of
Sagadalioc, under suspension of the
rules, this hill tonk its second reading
and was passed to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of H. R. Thempson,
for the services as clerk and stenogra-
pher for the Committee on Library. (On
motion by Mr. Minott of Sagadahoc,
under suspension of the rules, this bill
took its second reading and was passed
to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of payment to the
Central Maine Fair Association of the
balance appropriaied by Chapter 79 of
the Resolves of 1907. (On motion by
Mr. Walker of Hancock, this resolve
took its second reading under suspen-
sion of the rules and was passed to be
engrossec.)

An Act to authorize the building of a
dam at the outlet of Sebec Lake. (On
motion by Mr. Walker of Hancock, un-
der suspeunsion of the rules, the bill took
its second reading and was passed to
be engrossed.)

An Act to regulate fishing in Chase
Brook and tributaries and in a portion
of Fish River, in the County of Aroos-
took. (On motion by Mr. Howes of
Somerset, under suspension of the rules
this bill took its second reading and
was passed to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of the Rastern
Maine Insane Hospital. (On motion by
Mr. Howes of Somerset, under suspen-

sion of the rules, this bill took its sec-
ond reading and was passed to be en-
grossed.)

An Act to abolish liquor agencies.
(Pending the acceptance of the report
accompanying this bill, the bill was ta-
bled and assigned for consideration
‘Wednesday, March 31.)

An Act to repeal Chapter 92 of the
Laws of 1905. (This bill accompanied
by majority and minority reports was
tabled on mwotion by Mr. Macomber of
Kennebec and was assigned for Wed-
nesday, March 31.)

Resolve in favor of Lowell E. Bailey.
(This regolve was by the Senate passed
to he engrossed. By the House it was
indefinitely postponed. On motion by
Mr. Howes of Somerset, the Senate vo-
ted to insist on its former action and
that a Committee of Conference be re-
Aquestead.)

An Act to enlarge the powers and du-
ties of the Railroad Commissioners and
to regulate fares and tolls of common
carriers. (In the House this bill was
indefinitely postponed. On motion by
Mr. Milliken of Aroostook, the hill with
accompanying repcrt was laid on the
table.)

On motion by Reynolds of Kennebec,
House Document 378, “An Act to pro-
vide for the uniform grading, packing
and branding of apples” was taken
from the table; and on further motion
bv the same Senator was assigned for
counsideration Wednesday, March 31.

On motion by the same Senator,
House Document 720, “An Act to amend
Section 78 of Chapter 9 of the Revised
Statutes, in relation to appeal from
County Commissioners,” was taken
from the table. On further motion by
the same Senator, the bill was tabled
and assigned for Wednesday, March
31,

Mr. Reynolds of Kennebec requested
that it appear of record that on the
vote of Senate Document 325 he had
voted Yes, whereas he had intended to
vote No.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Ox-
ford, House Document 358, “An Act to
amend Section 2 of Chapter 81 of the
Revised Statutes relating to records of
proceedings in Court, which was passed
to he enacted this morning, was re-
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called from the Executive. On his fur-
ther motion the vote whereby the bill
was passed to be enacted was recon-
sidered. On his further motion, the
vote whereby the bill was passed to be
engrossed was reconsidered, Senate
Amendment A was adopted and the bill
as amended was passed to be engross-
ed.

On motion by Mr. Minott of Sagada-
hoe, House Document 584, “An Act to
amend Section 15 of Chapter 4 of the

Revised Statutes relating to the elec-
tion of road commissioner,” was taken
from the table, and the vote whereby
House Amendment A was adopted was
reccnsidered, the Senate veting to nom-
concur with the House in the adoption
of the amendment. On further motion
by the same Senator, the bill, without
the amendment, was passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion by Mr. Osgood of Andros-
coggin, the Senate adjourned.



