MAINE STATE LEGISLATURE

The following document is provided by the
LAW AND LEGISLATIVE DIGITAL LIBRARY

at the Maine State Law and Legislative Reference Library
http://legislature.maine.gov/lawlib

Reproduced from scanned originals with text recognition applied

(searchable text may contain some errors and/or omissions)




Legislative Record

OF THE

OF THE

STATE OF MAINE

1909



LEGISLATIVE RECORD —SENATE MARCH 31.

1171

SENATE.

Wednesday, March 31, 1909.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

Prayer
Hallowell.

Journal of previous gession read and
approved.

Papers from the House disposed of
in concurrence.

Resolve in favor of the Town of Old
Orchard for receipt of State Treasurer
for State tax to be given said town on
a valuation of $100,000. (This was
finally passed in the House on March
22 and finally passed in the Senate on
March 24, and was sent to the Gover-
nor and is now returned without his
approval, On motion by Mr. Hamilton
of York, the bill was laid on the table.)

An Act to amend Chapter 625 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1893 re-
lating to the Biddeford Board of
Police, together with majority report
from the Committee on Judiciary
“ought not to pass” and minority re-
port of the same committee on the
same matter “‘ought to pass” came
from the House, in that branch the
majority report accepted. On motion
hy Mr. Staples of Krox, the majority
report ‘“ought not to pass” was ac-
cepted in concurrence. Subsequentiy
Scnator Staples of Knox moved that
the vote whereby the Senate accepted
the majority report in concurrence he
reconsidered. The motion was lost.

Bills in First Reading.

Resolve in favor of Clerk to Com-
mittee on Ways and Bridges., (On mo-
tion by Mr. IBaton of Washington,
under suspension of the rules, the re-
solve took its second several readings
and was passed to be engrosed.)

An Act to amend Section 41 of
Chapter 9 of the Revised Statutes as
amended by Chapter 61 of the Public
Laws of 1905, relating to the payment
and collection of State taxes. (On mo-
by Mr. Irving of Aroostook, under
suspension of the rules, this bill took
its two several readings and was
passed to be engrossed.)

The following committees submitted
their final reports:

The Committee on Forest Preserva-
tion and Water Supbply.

by Rev. Mr. Herrick of

The Committee on Pensions.
The Committee on Claims.

Finally Passed.

Resolve in favor of free coal.

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
Senate Document No. 5, “An Act to
repeal Chapter 92 of the laws of 1905,”
was taken from the table.

Mr. STAPLES of Xnox: Mr. Presi-
dent: This bill failed of passage in the
Senate. In the House it had a pass-
age. I move that we recede and con-
cur with the House, and upon that
question I ask that the Yeas and Nays
be taken.

The PRESIDENT: The parliamen-
tary situation is this: The Committee
on Temperance to which this bill was
referred, submitted two reports, the
majority report being “ought not to
pass” and the minority report being
“ought to pass.” In the Senate the

majority report was accepted. The
House refused to concur with the
Senate in the acceptance of the

majority report, and by that branch
the minority report was substitutad
for the majority report and the bill
accompanying the minority report was
passed to be engrossed.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: I move
that the Senate recede and concur
with the House in the substitution of
the minority for the majority report.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr,
President: I trust the motion of the
Senator from Knox will not prevail.
I do not at this time desire to say any-
thing in addition to what I said when
this matter was before the Senate a
few days ago, except that subsequent
reflection has only deepened my con-
viction that my position at that time
against the repeal of the Sturgis Law
was well founded, wand that I amn
stronger now in my convictions that
the law ought to remain than I was
before.

The question being put upon the mo-
tion that Senate recede and concur
with the House in the substitution of
the minority report for the majority
report, the Yeas and Nays were
ordered, and the vote being had re-
sulted as follows: Those voting Yea
were Messers., Baxter, Donigan, Hill,
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Kellogg, Lowe, Mullen, Osgood, Staples

(8). Those voting Nay were Messrs.
Boynton, Colcord, Eaton, Emery,
Gowell, Hamilton, Hastings, Howes,
Irving, Looney, Macember, Milliken,

Minott, Reynolds, Smith, Walker, War-
ren, Wheeler, Wyman (19.)

So the motion was lost.

On rmctiop by Mr., Milliken of Aroos-
tock, the Senate voted to adhere.

On motion by Mr., Staples of Knox,
House Document No. 760, ‘An Act to
abolish liquor agancies,” was taken
from the table.

Mr. Staples having moved that the
bill be indefinitely postponed, Senator
Hamilton of York moved that the bill
be laid on the table, which motion took
precedence.

The question being put on the motion
to lay on the table, 17 senators voted
in the negative and four in the affirma-
tive, so the motion was lost.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President:
From my standpoint, as the Senate is
aware, I am in favor of local option.
The liquor agencies in this State are a
sfep in that direction. Whether they
are governed properly or not is a ques-
tion I am not disposed to discuss at this
time. An investigation was made of the
liqguor agencies of the State, which
showed their conditions, and they sug-
gested regulations for the better con-
duct of those agencies in the interests
of temperance and for the welfare of the
people. The Committee on Temperance,
for some reason or other, did not adopt
any of these recommendations made after
a full and complete investigation of the
liquor agencies in the State. Now, I
wish to explain my position upon this
question.

I believe that if the city of Augusta
desires by a vote of its people to have
a liquor agency conducted under the
laws of the State of Maine, if they have
any need for it and it is conducted in a
proper manner, from my standpoint I
believe they should have that right, and
it is none of my business as I do not
live in this city. If they do not want
it, they can vote it down. If they do
want it, they can vote for it.. I believe
that every city and town in the State
of Maine should have that right. I do

not believe it is any of my business, out-
side of my own town, t0o manage or con-
trol svhat other towns and cities may do.
From my standpoint, it is a step in fa-
vor of local option.

If the Committee on Temperance want-
ed to surround these agencies with re-
strictions, they would have adopted the
majority report of that investigating
committee, but they have not done it,
and they have left it open. I am con-
tent to leave this matter to be handled
by any town in its own way. I think
I can trust the people of this State. I
believe this investigation has done and
will do a great deal of good in surround-
ing these agencies with safeguards in
the interest of temperance, and, for that
reason, I move that the bill and the
report be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. OSGOOD of Androscoggin: Mr.
President: I desire to say a word in
behalf of my own city of Lewiston and
the city of Auburn. I regret that it
should be necessary to have so much
strong drink and ice and other matters
brought into the senatorial body. I re-
gret, Mr. President, that there ever was
an ounce of alcohol made. It has been
the cause of more unhappiness and
heart-breakings and broken homes and
suicides and deaths than any two small
wars. But this I say, that so long as the
United States of America authorizes the
manufacture and sale of strong drink and
so long as men and women are born
with appetites, if they want strong drink,
they will obtain it.

Now, sir, if you admit that to be the
fact, the question arises, how best to
legislate upon it. You have your opin-
ion, Mr. President, which I respect.
Other senators have theirs, which I also
respect. I have mine, which is worthy
of some respect. I do not believe in the
prohibitory law. I do not believe that
that is the best method of settling this
great question, but that opinion is the
predominant one and with that I have
not to do.

I want to say, so far as this question
of liquor agencies is concerned, as ap-
plicable to my city and my neighboring
city of Auburn, two cities of approxi-
mately 45,000 people, that legitimately
we cannot do without it. T want the
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privilege, Mr. President, that so long as
the present prohibitory law is upon your
statute books, that I may be permitted
to go to a legalized agency and purchase
legally a quart of alecohol for my man-
ufacturing jewelry business. If that is
abolished, I must send somewhere e¢lse
and buy it in 4 7-8 gallon lots. I believe
the city of Auburn is in precisely the
same situation. The city of Auburn is
a Republican city, the city of Lewiston
is a Democratic city; but His Honor
comes to me—and he is a personal friend
of mine—and says under no circums-
stances do we wish for the abolishment
of that liquor agency. I say. we do not
wish for the abolishment of that agency
in my city. We do not wish for it on
account, if you please, of 1ts revenue.
It pays a revenue in my city of from
$8,000 to $10,000, if properly conducted, and
I presume it dces the same proportionally
in the city of Auburn.

As my friend Mr. Staples has said, I
do not wish to legislate for Mr. Hast-
ings’ town; I do not wish to legislate for
Mr. Trving’s town; I think the inhabi-
tants of those towns are amply well
qualified to legislate and to regulate their
own affairs. I do say  this, in all sin-
cerity, that so long as the present pro-
hibitory law is the law of this State and
is upon your statute books, there should
be some legalized place where a man
could obhtain liquor, at least for sick-
ness,

Mr. President, these are the facts as
related to my own city, and I hope that
the motion of the gentlemen from Knox
will prevail.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: We are situated, in our cities of
Saco and Biddeford, somewhat as the
senator from Androscoggin says he Is
situated. There is no legalized placz
where you can purchase liquor in these
cities, and, so long as it is used for
medicinal or mechanical purposes, there
is a use for it there. I am in favor of the
prohibitory laws and in favor of their
being enforced, and I think there is need
in enforcing these laws to have the
agency. I remember in 1874, when I was
in the other House, as the liquor agency
business was conducted, I was opposed
to it. The fathers of the Maine Law

came to Augusta and reasoned me out
of that notion, saying that it was a
part and parcel of the prohibitory law.
There are uses for liquor, and there are
usges for aleohol; and, if there are uses
for them, we ought to have, for those
that need the alcohol, or any other kind
of liquor, a legitimate place where we
could obtain them. You know that, if
we do not have that place, the apothe-
caries are almost compelled from cir-
cumstances to sell liquor. I know of a
case I had this present winter, and the
apothecary was so particular about it
that he did not keep any. liquor for his
own purposes, for his drug store, and
he is a practicing druggist in the city
of Biddeford. He was once president of
the Pharmacy Board. A man, whose
wife was sick of nervous trouble, came
in to get a pint of alcohol on the first
of January. He took out at my advice
a TUnited States license, and the officers
came out there. and I thought it was
wise and he thought it was wise to do
so. Ile did, and trouble occurred on that
license and a summons was sent to the
man who purchased the liquor, and he
was Indicted. He did that because it
wasg a case of emergency; and I have
doubt that all over this State there
parallel cases.

I think, Senators, if you look at this
law—there are some 10 or 15 sections as
you will see—you will find that the
agency of today is not under a commis-
sioner, but entirely under the Governor
and Council. The Governor and Council
has entire and absolute control of it, as
vou will see, if you read the statutes.
They can discharge the commissioner.
They can say about the purchase and
sale of liguor. It is within their province.
When it comes to the sale of liquor, a
law was passed in 1906, and the Gov-
ernor and Council were the ligquor agency
who sold to the authorized agents in the
towns and the authorized agents in the
towns were the municipal officers, or
the agent which they appointed. The
party can apply to the liquor agency of
the State and obtain any kind of liquors
that they apply for, and the commission-
er must keep those kinds of liquors by
the statutes. It is entirely in the hands
and control of the Governor and Coun-

no
are other
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cil, absclutely. They can say what kinds
of liguor and the amounts and how it
shall be sold. They are to visit him, and
he is to report once a month. And, if
they do their duty, they are to visit him
or a committee which they appoint, once
a month or once in every six months or
once in a year, all the town agencies and
all the city agencies in the State, under
the statute. The statute is. very strict.
It gives absolute control of this matter
to the Governor and Council, or a com-
mittee of the Governor and Council, so
that whatever is done, is done by the
Governor and  Council. He can remove
the agencies, and, I think, when the
town agent is not doing what they think
is proper, they can remove the town
agent. That is my impression. My broth-
er (Senator Milliken) smiles here, but
there are certain regulations that are
absolutely equivalent to what I have
said, and the Governor and Council can,
at least, stop the sale of liquor to those
agents that are appointed in the different
towns. .

Further, the agent under the statute
must keep a certain amount of liquor
on hand—I have forgotten how much—I
have not read the statute for a long time
—he must have enough on hand, I think,
to supply the wants of the towns for
two months—if T am correct—and I know
I am correct—and I think two months is
the time—but they must keep a certain
amount on hand under the statute. The
statutes also provide that if the city
agent is removed or dies, the one who
supersedes him shall take all of the
liquor on hand and shall take it at the
cost which the liquor agent paid. You
understand that the liguor agent buys
this liquor himself and is allowed so
much interest upon it. Formerly, the
State used to do it, but he goes into
it himself. e furnishes his own money
and must keep this amount on hand. I
do not know how many agencies there
are in the different parts of the State,
but I suppose they have a certain amount
of liguor on hand. If you repeal thig
law, what are you going to do with the
liquor in the hands of the agencies. Cer-
tainly it would not be fair—it would be
wrong to leave on his hands the amount
of liquor which he has, and he must

keep enough under the statute for two
months—or a certain time—~ I believe it
is two months. He must keep that on
hand and he must have quite a large
quantity on hand. You repeal this law
and what in Heaven’s name is he to do
with it? You do not provide in this re-
peal any measure or any law whereby
he can dispose of it. And, if he dis-
poses of it, why, he then becomes a seller
of liguor. What will you do with the
liguor that is on hand in the different
agencies of the counties. Would it be
fair to repeal this law absolutely, to take
effect with all this liquor on hand and
no provision whereby he can legally dis-
pose of it?

I say, in the interest of temperance
and in the interest of enforcing the law,
that when a man, from sickness, or be-
cause of mechanical purposes as has
been said by the senator from Andros-
coggin, finds that he cannot get liquor
for mechanical or medicinal purposes, he
bhecomes disgusted with the law, which
entirely prohibits him from getting it
legitimately; he thinks it is arbitrary and
that his rights have been interfered with.
He has a legitimate use for the liguor
and he thinks he has a right to legiti-
mately get it. And I say, that is a fair
propositicn. The agent is appointed for
four years, unless the Governor and
Council see fit to remove him. I hope
that the law will be retained. If it needs
amendment, why, amend it. I do not
care how stringent or striet it is; but I
beg for the principle, because it gives
prohibition a standing and because the
people are in favor of it. When you cut
a man off from the use of liquor for legit~
imate purposes, an honest, temperate
man, he will feel that his rights are
taken away.

Mr. IRVING of Arocostook: Mr. Pres-
ident: I just want to say a word in de-
fence of the action of the Committee on
Temperance. We all voted unanimously
that this bill should pass and we did
not do it without considering very care-
fullv all the arguments for and against
it. We took the report of the Committee
on Salaries and Fees that was appointed
to investigate the liquor agencies, and I
do believe that those 10 men were
earnest and anxious to get the right
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status in regard to the way the liquor
agencies are being run in the State. I
think they did some hard work, good
honest work, and I guess that every
member on this Temperance Committee
perused their report carefully for him-
self., T can say 1 did; I read it very
carefully more than once and tried to
get at the inwardness of the thing as
well as I could. This committee found
a bad condition of affairs existing in
about every agency and that about every
agency was being run for the revenue
there was in it, and not for the intent
of the law., The intent of the law is,
as I understand it, to provide some place
whereby sick people can get some liquor
in case of sickness and other medicinal
purposes. Another provision of the law
is, that they can have a place where thev
can get liquors, like alcohol, for me-
chanical purposes.

Now I think, according to the finding
of the committee, it appears that about
25 per cent. of the liquors sold in the
agencies were used for medicinal pur-
poses. I think that same idea was
brought out by the mayor of Auburn in
the hearing before the Temperance
Committee; and that, I believe, was con-
sidered one of the model agencies in
the State. Mayor Merrill admitted that
not a great amount was sold for med-
icinal purposes. He did say that quite
a bit of sickness was caused by the use
of liquors bought in the State and it did
get to a stage where it made sickness
and required more to overcome the sick-
ness.

For mechanical purposes, it appears by
the report, one per cent. was used as
procured in the agencies.

So you can see, that would be a very
small amount to form any argument from
in favor of retaining the liquor agencies.
At the hearing before the 'f'emperance
Committee, there was, in all of the ar-
guments in favor of retaining the
agency, not one good logical reason ad-
vanced why they should be retained for
the purposes specified by the law. Every-
one of them claimed before the commit-
tee that the agencies were being run for
revenue only. When we got to the place
where we were going to vote on the mat-
ter in my committee, in executive session,

there was not one protest. We all voted
unanimously to sustain this measure, be-
cause we believed it was for the best
interests of the whole State. I am going
to say that we did not consider the politi-
cal aspect of it. We voted for the good
of the whole State.

There are 13 agencies now in operation
in 13 towns in the State of Maine, and
I do not believe, if the thing was in-
vestigated, that it keeps alive one per-
son in the towns where those agencies
are a minute longer than in the towns
where there are no agencies. T think the
death rate would not be increased ma-
terially if the last one was burned down.
When we voted, we voted unanimously.
I think we were honest about it and we
saw that it would be for the good of the
whole State. I merely wish to say that
I want to support the action of the com-
mittee, and that is the reason why they
voted as they did.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: My excuse for troubling the
Senate for a few moments on this ques-
tion is, that the trend of the discussion
seems to call for something from the
committee which investigated this ques-
tion.

I want to say at the outset that I
agree with what has been said by the
senator from York about the reason for
the establishment of the liquor agencies.
I agree fully that the ideal condition un-
der the prohibitory law is that a place
shall be provided where intoxicating liq-
uors may be obtained under proper re-
strictions for mechanical purposes, and
certainly for medicinal purposes. The one
controlling reason, I will say, for the
establishment of these agencies is the
medicinal need, which is the emergency
need in the sick room, and must be met
at once. So far as the mechanical part
of it is concerned, we find that in fact
less than one per cent. of all the liguor
sold is sold for that purpose, and the
mechanical need is not, and never was,
an emergency need. Those who use al-
cohol, in the first place, can use den-
atured alcohol, which is cheaper and
does not come under the provisions of
the prohibitory law; and in the next
place, buying it in any quantity it can
he bought cheaper through the whole-
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salers out of the State. The majority
report of the investigating committee
recommended the regulation of the pres-
ent system, and embodying that I in-
troduced the bill which I think if adopted
would go far towards making the neces-
sary changes., That bill went to the
Committee on Temperance. So much for
the ideal condition which weuld be the
adoption of a bill at this segsion remov-
ing the defects that exist in the present
system and retaining the system. And
I want to say to you that we are con-
fronted on this question with a con-
dition, not a theory. The proposition
that is put up to vou today is whether
you will abolish the agencies or retain
the system in its present form. There is
no middle ground and is to be no middle
ground; and it is for that reason that I
advocate here, as I shall today, the
abolition of the system, not because I
believe there is no virtue in the system,
not because I am opposed to the theory
of the system, but because the question
is, whether the system shall he abolished
or whether it shall be retained in its
present form. We are not going to be
able to agree and the committee is not
going to be able to agree, and the Legis-
lature is not going to be able to agree
on any bill to change the present system.
Your choice must be made hetween
these two things, either to retain it as
it is conducted, or abolish the whole
thing.

T want to call attention to another
thing. The agency system exists in only
12 places in the State, and whether the
agency is, or not, necessary under the
prohibitory law, it has a great deal to
do with the practical question of wheth-
er you shall vote to retain the system as
it is at the present time, conducted for
the sake of only twelve municipalities in
the State. In other words, it is a great
power on the question of whether you
shall vote to violate the conscience of the
great majority of the people of the State
for the sake of giving a few municipal-
ities the doubtful convenience they have
through the agencies as at present con-
ducted.

Now, coming to the exact conditions
existing, I want to say a word about
the suggestions made by the senator

from York, who is a lawyer and knows
the statute about the control of the Gov-
ernor and Council over the liquor agen-
cies. It is true, as he says, that the Gov-
ernor and Council—T will read from Sec-
tion 14 of Chapter 29:

Section 14, Chapter 29: ‘“The Governor
with the advice and consent of the Coun-
cil, shall appoint a commissioner to fur-
nish municipal officers of towns and cities
in the State, with pure, unadulterated,
intoxicating liquors, to be kept and sold
for medicinal, mechanical and manufac-
turing purposes.” * * *

Section 21, Chapter 29. “The Gov-
ernor and Council may cause the com-
missioner’s stock to be inspected at any

* 0k

time,” ete. * * * “The (Governor and
Council shall correct any and all abuses,
if any exist.” * * *

Section 22, Chapter 29. The Governor

and Council shall annually cause the
reports of the commissioner and assayers
made to them to be printed,” etec. * * *

Now I want to call your attention for
a moment to the conditions as found by
the committee which investigated this
matter with the greatest care. I appre-
hend that nobody in this Senate except
the members of the Temperance Commit-
tee have read this report. 1 call your at-
tention to a few of the statements con-
tained in the report. On Page, 2, Sen-
ate 316:

“We find in thirteen of the cities and
towns in thig State a system akin to local
option and high license. The only differ-
ence between this system and that which
prevails in states which have not the
prohibitory law is that here the State
and municipalities conduct the business,
which under the ordinary system of li-
cense is the privilege of individuals. Over
$100,000 worth of liguors were purchased
by the State Ligquor Commissioner last
year, and it is the universal testimony of
the agents who have dispensed this lig-
uor that only a minor portion of it was
consumed for medicinal purposes, grant-
ing to that term the broadest possible
construction. At Rockland, the agent
testified that not over five per cent. of
the liquor sold there was for medicinal
purposes. In the opinion of the commit-
tee, the proportion throughout the agen-
cies will not average higher than 25 per
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cent. The agents have testified with a
frankness as creditable to them as their
disclosures have been discreditable to the
svstem under which they operate. It is
to be said for them that they place the
blame upon the law which suffers them
to be imposed upon, and which, except-
ing in case of special and certain knowl-
edge that the liuor will be put to im-
proper use, leaves them in their opinion
no option. “Improper use’ appears to
have but one construction in their view,
and that is, such use as will lead to pub-
lic intoxication. In thig narrow limitation
apparently rests the only limitation of
their sales, and in some instances even
this restraint has not been observed. The
agents testify uniformly to the embar-
rassing and difficult nature of their po-
sition. A former agent testified that, on
assuming office, he was informed by the
city attorney that, according to the law,
any citizen is entitled to liquor for medi-
cinal or mechanical purposes, provided
he is neither a pauper, a fool or an in-
ebriate. Others testified that to adopt
any other course as to sales than the
one they had adopted, would make their
positions untenable. The imposition of
which the agents complain is misrepre-
sentation directly by the party obtaining
the liguor or by a third party. Messen-
gers are used to convey the requests of
those buyving liquor, and a regrettable
feature of this is the number of minors
and women thus employed.”

On the question of discretion of the
town agent on page four of the bill:

“Each town and city agent has a limit-
less discretion in regard to whether he
will or will not sell to an individual, and
at present it rests entirely with the agent
to determine whether an individual comes
within his idea of being the proper person
to whom liquor may be sold. This not
only gives an opportunity for abuse, but
has been abused.

Many of the ,agents testified that they
have delivered liquors upon written or-
ders from adult persons to children a
dozen years of age. Attention need only
be called to this to show the enormity of
the offense against public decency. No
minor should ever be allowed inside of
the agency for any purpose, much less be

allowed to carry liquor from the agency
to its destination.

Several kinds of beers are carried in
many of the agencies, and it appears
that they would be furnished to all if any
requisition were made. Several grades of
whiskey, rum, gin and brandy are car-
ried, while there would seem to be no
necessity for so many grades and kinds
for medicinal purposes. Several of the
agents testified that the very cheapest
kind is what seems to be called for in
many of the agencies.”

“The agents of at least two wholesale
liquor houses outside of the State of
Maine go with regularity and frequency
to the towns where agencies are located,
and either by direct solicitation or in a
roundabout way prevail upon the town
and city authorities to order for their
agency goods which ean only be pur-
chased of the firm represented by these
particular soliciting agents. We have no
evidence that improper inducements have
actually been offered, but the oppor-
tunity for such practices has given rise
to criticism, and we think that something
should be done to prevent even the op-
portunity for criticism.

‘While the committee has no direct evi-
dence that the State Ligquor Commission-
er has failed to safeguard the interests
of the State in the matter of his pur-
chases of liquor, we do find, however,
that nearly all wholesale dealers (all of
whom are of equal standing with the
firms with whom the Ligquor Commission-
er has traded) state in positive terms
that there is a discount on all alcoholic
liduors except alcohol of from 10 per
cent. to 12 per cent. in barrel lots, and in
larger quantities as high as 15 per cent.
We do not find that the State Liguor
Commissioner has ever obtained that
discount or ascertained whether or not
it could be obtained. We feel that in
this respect he has been remiss in his
duty, for the reason that he could have
very easily obtained this information, and
we think secured the discount, although
he says he cannot, which would have
made a difference to the State of Maine
of from $9000 to $12,000 a year.

The entire absence of any system what-
ever in bookkeeping upon the part of a
large majority of the agents is not only
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deplorable, but leaves a decided sus-
picion of wrong-doing. The system of
bookkeeping is such that it is entirely
possible for the agent to fail to properly
record all of his sales, and leaves an
opportunity to put down fictitious names,
the quantity of liquor purchased, and
the amount received, to the end that the
agent himself in consort with dishonest
confederates could rob the tocwn or city
of considerable sums of money by virtue
of an offense very difficult of detection.”

I want to call your attention to the
conditions as to the different kinds of
liquor carried in these agencies, as in-
dicated by the report on page 12, as fol-
lows:

“We found in practically every agency
from two to five grades of whiskey, sev-
eral grades of rum, gin and brandy,
Bass’s Ale, Dublin Stout, Porter, Schlitz,
and various other beers, two kinds of
champagne, port, sherry, wines, and in
one agency a quantity of assorted cock-
tails. It seemed to be the intelligent
opinion of a large majority of people
with whom your committee conversed
and is the opinion of the committee, that
there is no necessity for having this large
variety of liquors for the legitimate pur-
poses contemplated by the State. In the
Lewiston agency alone from the first day
of December, 1907, to the last day of
November, 1908, 676 dozen quart bottles of
Schlitz beer were consumed for ‘‘medi-
cinal” purposes. And in addition to these,
quantities of Bass’s Ale, Providence Ale
and Lager, Dublin Stout, etc.”

I further call your attention to page
15 of the report, the profits vary very
widely:

Amt. purchased of Gross %
Liquor Com. profits. profit.
Wiscasset ...... $3,740.06  $2,777.12 149
Bath ............ 14,646.92 5,397.45 87%
Lewiston ....... 31,596.21 5,408.89 179
Auburn ......... 16,653.65 6,346.80 389
Chelsea ......... 2,103.06 1,436.64 639,
Randolph ...... 5,882.14 3,204.59  B49%
Gardiner ....... 4,527.50 1,420.27  319%
Portland
(8 months) 10,971.00 2,736.26 259,
Bethel .......... 3,515.17 688.70 219
Greenwood ..... 1,929.97 948.78 509,
Farmington 3,972.04 1,952.96 499,
Phillips ......... 1,427.55 795.62 559%
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New, gentlemen, I do not care to
take any more of your time reading ex-
tracts from the report of this special
committee, but I swant to say this, that
the constitution as it exists at present,
is simply as the committee have stated,
a more or less regulated license system.
The agencies in some towns are abso-
lutely nothing less than absolute open
rum shops, where anyone can buy lig-
vor without even stating the purposes
for which he wants it. At a hotel right
across the street from the liquor agency
in one town, any person who is staying
at the hotel can send a messenger or
clerk across to the agency and get any
amount of any kind of liquor that he
wants. That condition exists and there
is nothing the State can do about it,
short of the bill proposed by the ma-
jority committee, such as we are not
going to be able to adopt.

Under these conditions, what are we
going to do here as representing the
State of Maine this morning? This bill
abolishing the agency has been put in
by the committee on the theory that it is
the only way to deal with a situation
that cannot longer be tolerated. The bill
has passed the House and it is up to us
in the Senate. It is late in the session
and if we turn this down, nothing will
be done and nothing can be done. The
friends of the present liquor commis-
sioner are very insistent that nothing
shall be done and have worked all
through the session, and finally had this
reported to the committee and the com-
mittee have reported on it as has come
in here. In my judgment, they do not
want anything done now. They want
the situation left as it is. They want us
to go back and say, regardless of the
report of this committee, regardless of
the accumulated evidence in regard to
the conditions, regardless of the fact
that the benefits, such as they are, ac-
crue to only a few communities—they
want us to leave the situation precisely
as it is. ’

In regard to the condition raised by
the senator from York, about liquors
on hand, T want to say simply this; that
the bill cannot take effect, as we all
know; until 90 days, which gives ample
time to take care of that. If he thinks
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that does not give it, some provision
could be made in this bill to take care
of liquors on hand. But the objection
which he raises to ligquors on hand would
be raised at any time against the aboli-
tion of the agencies and that condition
must exist at any time when the agencies
are abolished.

Under the circumstances, believing as
we do that it is a question between
abolishing the whole system or leaving
it precisely as it is, I hope that the mo-
tion of the senator from Knox will not
prevail.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: The position which the Commit-
tee take is correct I think, so far as it
goes. They do not argue but what there
is a necessity and want for the agency.
If there is that necessity and want, it
ought.to be retained under some kind of
restriction. it is true the committee was
appointed and then investigated it, and
I have no doubt thoroughly, and when
they made their report, I supposed they
would make a report of some bill cor-
recting such wrongs as they found. Now,
his argument and the argument of the
senator from Aroostook goes to show all
the way through that there should be an
agency. If a wrong has grown up, it
should be remedied. I supposed that was
what the committee was for, and that
they would report some bill to remedy
this wrong. I repeat that this whole
matter is under the control of the Gov-
ernor and ‘Jouncil, both as to buying
and selling. There are 13 agencies he
says in the different towns. Now how
do the other towns in the State obtain
liquor for Ilegitimate purposes. You
know, and I know, that you compel the
apothecaries and the quasi-apothecaries
to sell liquor illegitimately and you are
all the time nullifying the law through
this necessity, and I submit if that is not
a reasonable proposition.

Further, you create a necessity which
many of the apothecary shops take ad-
vantage of. And, under the law as it
now stands, it gives them protection for
certain amounts of liquor they can keep
for purposes of preparing their medicine;
and when they do keep it, they will keep
as much as they please and they ecan
sell it and do sell it to men who want it

for legitimate purposes; and that opens
an opportunity to sell it to men who do
not want it for legitimate purposes.
There are 18 of those places in the city
of Biddeford, and they are situated a
zood deal as the gentleman from Aroos-
took said. They have a bridge there and
they can go over and get their liquors
very easily and I see no other purposes
for that bridge. We are right on the
line of the read to New Hampshire and
probably there are from 15 to 20 trains a
day between those points; and that is a
reason why I~am in favor of a liquor
agency under any restrictions that you
are a mind to put upon them, because
it gives them an excuse to go over into
New Hampshire and getting rum and
going home and making illegitimate use
of it. It does not give an excuse to these
apothecary shops to keep liquor at all if
you have an agency. They have it as an
excuse that the people demand it, be-
cause there is a legitimate use for it all
over the State, and not only in those 13
towns where it is to be had. The result
is that they go to places and it gives
those places a standing such as they
ought not to have. I would have an
agency established in every town and
established compulsorily, and I would
have it under such restrictions that it
could be controlled legitimately. I say
the arguments of both these Aroostcok
attorneys, or senators, are in favor of
the establishment of an agency properly
run. Do you believe that the State of
Maine cannot run an agency as it should
be run, or that such a law cannot be
enacted. I have been looking for such a
bill and expecting that one would come
from the commission which the State
paid for travelling about and investi-
gating the matter.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Mr. President: I de-
sire to ask the senator from York one
or two questions through the Chair.

PRESIDENT: Will the senator permit
himself to be interrogated?

Mr. HAMILTON:

Mr. MILLIKEN:
senator from York

Certainly.
I want to ask the
if they have any lig-
uor agencies in the county of York now?
Mr. HAMILTON: I will say we have
not, and because we have not, we cause
the people there to violate the law.
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Mr. MILLIKEN: I.would like to ask
if, so far as the senator knows, there is
any intention of establishing any agency
under the present law? .

Mr. HAMILTON: I do not know as
there is. I cannot tell that there is. That
is why I would make it mandatory. My
idea is that certain districts should have
these agencies, for instance, Saco and
Biddeford, and certain towns, under such
restrictions so that they could not sell
liquor unless they sold it for medicinal
purposes.

Mr. MILLIKEN: The senator from
York thinks that the Governor and Coun-
cil have more authority than I have
stated. I have stated that the only au-
thority that the Governor and Council
over the liquor agencies was the au-
thority to send an inspector there once
a year and to investigate the quality
of the liquor. They have absolutely no
authority over the methods of sale. If
the senator from York knows of any
such authority, I wish he would read us
the section from the statute.

On the guestion whether this matter
shall be regulated or abolished, I want
to say this. We have only one alterna-
tive, either to leave matters as they are,
or to abolish the system, and if the sen-
ator from 7York and the senator from
Knox want to vote for a bill to remedy
the conditions, they want to wait for the
bill to remedy the conditions, they -want
to wait for the bill which is in prepara-
tion and have this bill laid on the table
until the other bill comes in here. I say,
it is evident that no such bill can be
passed and it leaves us in a situation
which I have stated.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President:
I agree with the senator from York that
the Governor has no power except to re-
move a liguor commissioner. It is his
duty, if he don’t do his duty, to do it;
and I think our Governor would do that
if the conditions should come to his
knowledge as suggested by the senator
from Aroostook.

There is another provision which the
senator has overlooked, page 329, Sec-
tion 32 of the Revised Statutes:

“Upon petition and representation, in
writing, to any single justice of the su-
preme judicial court, in term time or

vacation, of 10 or more well known tax-
payers of any city or town in which a
Hguor agency is established, that said
agency is being conducted in violation or
evasion of the law creating the same,
specifying in said petition the violation
complained of, such justice, after rea-
sonable notice to said city or town, if,
upon hearing, it is shown that said
agency is not being conducted in ac-
cordance with the law authorizing the
establishment of the same, may order
said agency closed, and the liquors found
therein forfeited to the State.”

So that the senator from Aroostook, if
he thinks that the agencies are badly
conducted, can get a petition in his town
and get 10 in some other town who are
taxpayers and go to the supreme court
with the matter.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Mr. President: I do
not overlook the passage which the sen-
ator has referred to. I understand per-
fectly well that it exists in the statute
and it amounts to nothing for this rea-
son: If evidence can be obtained that
liquor is sold in violation, it does not
require 10 persons, but one person can
get an indictment. This provision would
be of no use, so far as that is concerned.
The necessary thing is to have proof of
illegal sale of liquor. The question is
this: John Jones goes to a liquor agent
and says that he wants a quart of whis-
key for medicinal purposes. The agent
has either got to deny that he made the
statement. or let him have the liquor,
and, although the agent knows in his
own mind that John Jones -wanted the
liguor for bait on a fishing trip, he can-
not say to John Jones that he is going
to use it for an improper purpose. The
Governor and Council have absolutely
no contrel over the sale in the liquor
agencies.

The PRESIDENT: The matter under
consideration is the bill to abolish liquor
agencies.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: At the suggestion of the senator
from Aroostook, I would move that this
bill lie on the table.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President:
There is a change in the senator from
York from a few minutes ago in the
matter of courtesy. When I moved to
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put the bilt upon the table this after-
noon, I was forbidden that courtesy by
this Senate. At this late time in the
session, when no bill could be prepared
and reported but which would carry this
session over to another week and per-
haps longer, I hope the motion of the
senator from Aroostook will not receive
any more courtesy than was granted to
me this morning by this Senate. TLet’s
dispose of the matter at this time.

Mr. MILLTKENof Aroostook: The bill
I refer to is in the possession of the com-
mittee and will be given in to the Senate
not later than this afternoon. If the sen-
ator desires to do so, he could vote upon
that first.

Mr. REYNOLDS of Kennebec: Mr.
President and Fellow Senators: I think

it would be hardly right, being on that
committee, for me not to mention a few
facts about the agency matter—I have
looked it over somewhat, and I think it
is a disgrace to the whole State of Maine
to license a liquor agent to buy liquor
and distribute it over the State, and he
himself admits that all he has to do with
it is to sign the checks to pay for the
rum. Neither he, nor his man that in-
spects it knows the difference between a
two-dollar-and-a-half whiskey and a six-
dollar whiskey. They are paid about
$1,500 a year, and they do not know
whether the liguor is worth $6 a gallon
or $2.50. They do not have anything to
do with ordering the liguor, only the
small agencies order from the big one.
Mr. Leavitt gets their order and then
sends it in. If we have to hire $10,000
in the State of Maine and pay the in-
terest on it, and have to hire a man to
hire a man, and pay six per cent. on it,
or buy a license, just the same as any
common dealer would have to, because
we do not want to be in the business, it
looks as though we were using Mr. Leav-
itt as a kind of cats-paw to distribute our
rum; and this man Smith when he or-
ders two, or three or five dozen cock-
tails—those assorted cocktails, and you
ask where they go to, he says: “To the
hotel, don’t know who gets them. An-
other comes and buys a gallon of al-
cohol to last for several days. You ask
what kind of a family he has, and he has
quite a large family—his mother is sick,

and they have needed a good deal of
alcohol, and some whiskey.

Here is another man who comes over
and gets a half a pint—that isn’t a great
deal, and he uses it because he is sick.

Another comes up and gets a quart
right along. day after day—lhe says his
wife is very sick, and he has to have it.
Then vou go along a little further and
here js another man who only earns
about $3 a week, and he gets a gallon
every time—that is more than a quart
a day.

This man has bought $110,000 worth of
liguors. There are quite a lot of people
in Maine who have to buy their rum in
Massachusetts, and lots of them have to
buy their coffee in Massachusetts. It is
like a lot of other things which come
from another state. It looks better, and
this rum tastes better; and if a man
should rise up who knew the difference
between a $2.50 whiskey and a $6 whiskey
he would be called a taster and his
price could not be named, it would be so
high.

Can you tell of any other business in
the State of Maine, where we would
spend $110,600, by a man who did not
know the difference between a $2.50 ar-
ticle and a $6 article, especially where he
is buying 40 different kinds? They don’t
consult him as to what they shall buy
—they just merely tell him what he has
and his place there looks a good deal like
those shops you have been in where they
sell a little beer and stuff down on the
side of a hill—they ask a pretty good
rent for the place, and the clerk does
all the business. We claim to be the
banner State of Prohibition, and we can-
not be if you hire men to sell liquors,
and hire men to buy it. The best doc-
tors we could get on the stand, Dr. Gor-
don, for instance, said that one pint
would last him 20 years in his business.
Another man who bas been examining
these sales says a gallon will last him
20 years in his business. This rum to-
day is like coffee—if you want it, you
have got to send to Boston to get it.

Here is a man in Bath who employs
1,500 men; and he says the men are so
poor they cannot send to Boston and get
a quart of rum if they want it. I said
if you will buy 20 gallons and send it
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around to them, I will pay the bill. I
never saw a man so poor that he could
not give a dollar and a half for a quart
of whiskey. We have no agency in Wa-
terville, and no agency in Winslow. We
are told that we should not have class
legislation. We have 600 towns, and 12
or 13 of them have agencies. Why
should those 12 be served, and only those
12 out of the 600 towns in the State?
The rest of us have to send to Boston, I
don’t know what it is for.

If the doctors do not need this in their
business, and the people have got to
have it, let them send somewhere else
and get it. We have no agency in Wa-
terville. Augusta hasn’t any—Bangor
hasn’t any. We have travelled all over
the State at quite an expense to the
State and I think the condition is a
shame and a disgrace to the State of
Maine.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: I would
like to ask the senator if he stopped at
the hotel where they carried the cock-
tails?

Mr. REYNOLDS: I should say in reply
that I did not stop at the hotel. I think
my friend, Mr. Staples, stayed there.

I want to say another thing. I drink
just as I vote—I do not use it—but we all
know that lots of us have to use it, and
stand up and vote against it. but I am
here just as I talk.

Mr. Staples having moved that the
bill be indefinitely postponed, Senator
Hamilton of York moved that the bill
he laid on the table, which moticn took
precedence.

The question being put on the motion
to lay on the table, 17 Senators voted
in the negative and 4 in the affirma-
tive, so the motion was lost.

The pending question being upon the
motion that the bill be indefinitely post-
poned, the Yeas and Nays were called
for and ordered, and the vote being had
resulted as follows: Those voting Yea
were Messrs., Baxter, Eaton, Emery,
Gowell, Hamilton, Hastings, Looney,
T.ovre, Macember, Osgood, Smith, Sta-
ples, Walker, Warren, Wheeler (15).
Those voting Nay were Messrs. Boyn-
ton, Colcord, Donigan, Hill, Howes, Irv-
ing, Kellogg, Milliken, Minott, Mullen,
Reyolds, Shaw, Wyman (13).

So the motinn to indefinitely postpone
prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Loney of Cumper-
land, Hcuse Document 776, ‘““An Act to
regulate fishing in Royals River and
trihutaries in Cumberland County,”
was taken from the table. The same
Senator moved that the bill be indefi-
nitely postponed.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President, and Gentlemen of the Senate:
This bill pruvides for the stocking, if
it is enacted, of Royals river, which is
a river eraptying into the Atlantic
Ocean just heloew Yarmouth, with trout.
The river is already stocked with pick-
erel and bass, and, if this bill becomes
a law and the policy is carried out,
then this river, which is already
stocked with pickerel and bass, will be
stocked with trout. New every man
who knews anything about this sub-
ject knows that the pickerel and bass
are mortal eem.ies of the trout, and the
effect will be that all the small trout
which are placed in the river will be
destroyed by the pickerel and bass
that are already there. Not only that,
but the bottom of this river is black
and noisome with mud and slime, so
that the trout could not live in the
stream if they were placed there; and,
for that reason, Gentlemen of the Sen-
ate, the leading people of the town of
Yarmouth are opposed to this measure,
and I have in my hands a petition to
this Legislature requesting that the bill
be defeated. This petition is signed by
the Chairman of the Selectmen and by
the Town Clerk and Town Treasurer and
the Superintendent of schools, and by
the President ard YVice-President of
the Boeard and many others; and the
petitioners are men who have for over
a quarter of a century been identified
with the husiness, social and education
life of that town, and are men who
know bhetter than anybedy else the re-
quirements of the town. And, when
such a petition comes here, I feel that
this body will give it the consideration
which it deserves.

T will also say that there was no
hearing on this matter before the Com-
mittee on Tnland Fisheries and Game—
no hearing whatever; and, voicing as
T do the sentimnent of the best element
in the town of Yarmouth, T respect-
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fully and earnestly request that the
Seate vote supporting the motion I
made.

Mer. WYMAN of Washington: Mr.
President: T was on this Committee on
Inland Fisheries and Game and I think
the Senator must be mistaken about
the lLearing on this matter. It was
propcrly advertised and we did have a
hearing and the committee reported the
bill. It came to the House and there
were sonie objections to it, and, if I
remember right, it was recommitted
and we formulated a bill on the same
lines that was defeated earlier in the
session. This matter came before us
and it was to close these rivers the
greater part of the week, and if the
senators will note, in this bill it gives
on the west branch of the river
Wednesday and Saturday of each week
on which to fish for trout and other
fish. T do not see anything in this
bill that relates to the stocking of the
river, but I understand that Mr. Carle-
ton has s=aid that he would stock it if
they had this protection. The matter
was fully discussed before the com-
mittee and it was the committee’s
ananimous report, and I do not be-
Heve at this late day, on account of a
little difficulty in Cumberland county,
that the report of the committee on this
matter should he turned down.

Mr. LOONEY: I think the senator
from Washington is mistaken in re-
gard to the hearing. The hearing was
on another hill, which had an entirely
differcnt purport and different pros-
pects.

Mr. WYMAN: 1 will say in reply
that we had a hearing on both bills
and they were modified to suit every-
body who came before us on both mat-
ters.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford: Mr.
President: I am not personally inter-
ested in this matter and don’'t want to
butt in, but my understanding is that
the Commissioners of Game have
pianted there 20,000 trout and propose
to plant more; and, as I look at it, and
as this is a unanimous report of the
Committee, it ought to be sustained
unless there is some sufficient reason
for its being turned down.

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I admit that I am not very
well informed in regard to this matter.
I do know something about Royals
River, but I have not much to do with
Yarmouth proper. Royals River is a
fine stream and one that might, I
think, be very properly stocked with
trout, but there are several mills above
the dam, and it is a dead level, and
preumably the kind of a stream which
would stock itself with pickerel and
bass, and I understand there is a con-
siderable amount of fish there. It is
evident that the citizens of Yarmouth
did not get adequate notice and that
there has been no adequate hearing in
regard to this matter, and I fear that
our action in passing the bill would be
premature. T feel also that the protest
which comes to us, even at this late
day, from the citizens of Yarmouth, is
one that should be heeded, and I shall
vote for the indefinite postponement of
the bill.

Mr. REYNOLDS of Kennebec: Mr.
President: 1 will say that T was on that
Committee and, as Mr. Wyman has
already stated, there was a hearing
and both sides were there at two
different times and we compromised
on the best bill we could give them
from the evidence.

It was quite well thrashed out ani
I hope that the motion of the Senator
from Cumberland will not 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 re-
sulted as follows: Those voting Yea
were Messrs. Gowell, Hamilton, Hill,

Kellogg, Looney, Smith, Warren,
‘Wheeler (8.) Those voting Nay were
Messrs. Boynton Donigan, FEaton,
Hastings, Howes, Lowe, Macomber,

Milliken, Minott, Mullen, Osgood, Rey-
nolds, Shaw, Staples, Walker, Wyman
(16).

So the motion to indefinitely post-
pone was lost.

Thereupon, on motion byMr. Wyman
of Washington, the bill was passed to
be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Mullen of Penob-
scot, Senate Document 460, “An Act
relating to the Bodwell Water Power
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Company of Old Town, Maine,” was
recalled from the engrossing office.

Subsequently the Chair informed the
senator that Senate Document No. 460
was in the possession of the Senate;
and, on motion by Mr. Mullen of Pe-
robscot, the bill was indefinitely post-
poned, that senator stating that an-
other bill covering the same subject
matter had been signed by the Gov-
ernor.

Mr. Walker of Hancock, presented
out of order bill “An Act to correct an
error in a resolve granting county
taxes for the years 1909 and 1910, al-
50 bill, “An Act relating to the as-
sessment of county taxes in the sev-
cral counties for the year 1909,” which
were received; and, on further motion
by the same senator, under suspension
of the rules and without reference to
a committee, these two bills severally
took their two readings and were pass-
ed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Gowell of York,
Senate Document No. 486, “An Act t{o
amend Section 38 of Chapter 29 of the
R. S.of the State of Maine” was taken
from the table, and on his further mo-
- tion the bill took its first reading.
Pending the second reading of the bill,
the same senator presented Senate
Amendrment A and moved its adop-
tion, and the same was adopted, and
the bill took its second reading. The
same senator moved that the bill be
tabled pending its passage to be en-
grossed.)

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, the Senate voted to re-consider
the vote whereby the order relating
to the establishment of a juvenile
court wag indefinitely postponed; and,
on further motion by the same senator,
Senate Amendment A was adopted, and
the order as amended was passed.

On motion by Mr. Minott of Sagada-
hoe, House Document No. 671, “An
Act to amend Section 47 of Chapter 41
of the Revised Statutes relating to fizh
weirs in the Kennebec river,” was tak-
en from the table. On further motion
by the same senator, House Amend-
ment A was adopted, and, on his fur-
ther motion, Senate Amendment A wasg
also adopted; as amended, the bill tock
its second reading, under suspension of

the ruleg, and was passed to be en-
grossed.

Subsequently on motion by Mr. Wy-
man of Washington, the Senate voted
to reconsider the wvote whereby this
bill was passed to be engrossed; and,
on further motion by the same senator,
the bill was tabled.

Mr. Raxter of Cumberland presented
hill “An Act relating to the commis-
sioners of puklic works of the city of
Portland,” and, under suspension of the
rules, the bill took its several readings
anfd was nassed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Looney of Cum-
Terland, “Resoive in favor of the clerk
to the comunittee on labor,” under sns-
pension of the rules, tock its second
reading and was passed to he en-
grossed,

On metion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
bill, “An Act relating to the office of
assistant attorney-general,” was taken
from the table; and, on further mo-
tion by the same senator, the majority
renort ‘“‘ought not to pass” accompany-
ing the same, was accepted.

Oun motion bty Mr. Baxter of Cum-
herland, House Document 780, “An Act
relating to motor vehicles,”” was taken
from the table.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: I
should like to inquire as to the status
of that matter, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair in-
forrns the senator that it is “An Act
relative to motor vehicles, and the
operation thereof,”” and that it was
tabled pending the acceptance of the
renort.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: T understood that it had
been indefinitely postponed in the

House but I was not quite sure about
it.

The PRESIDENT: The senator isg
right. It bears an endorsement show-
ing that it was indefinitely postponed
by the House.

Thereupnn Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land moved that the Senate concur with
the House in the indefinite postpone-
ment of the bill.

'The motion prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cum-
berland, House Document 540, “An Act
to abolish the office of auditor of State
printirg,”’ was taken from the table.
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The same senator moved that the hill
take its second reading and pass to
ke engrossed.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford: Mr, Pres-
ident: 1 hope the senator will defer
that motion for a few moments until
the senator from York can be here, as
he is chairman of the committee which
had the matter in charge. With his
consent, T make the motion that the
Hill Tre on the table.

Nr. BAXTER of Cumberland: I am
perfectly willing it should be tabled.
1 did nct understand the situation.

The motion to lay on the table pre-
vailed.

On moticn by Mr. Wheeler of Cum-
Terland, Senate Document 311, “Re-
sclve in favor of Ray P. Haton,” was
taken from the table. The same sena-
tor moved that the Senate non-concur
with the House in the indefinite post-
ponement of the resolve. and the mo-
tion prevailed.

The same senator moved that the
Senate reconsider the vote whereby the
resolve was passed to be engrossed.
The motion prevailed.

Therecupon the same senator present-

ed Senate Amendment A and moved
its adoption. The amendment was

adopted; and, on further motion by the
same senator, the bill as amended was
nassed to he engrossed.

on motion by Mr. Looney of Cumn-
berland, the majority and minority re-
ports on bill “An Act to create a State
board of arbitration and conciliation,”
were taken from the table.

On further motion by the same sena-
tor, the Senate voted to concur with
the House in the substitution of the
minority report ‘‘ought to pass” for
the majority report “ought not to pass,”
14 senators voting in the affirmative
and four in the negative. On further
mctior. by the same senator, under sus-
pensicn of the rules, the bill took its
several readings and was passed to
be engrossed.

On motion by, Mr. Macomber of Ken-
nebec, the report of the judiciary com-
mittee, “ought not to pass” on bill “An
Act to amend Section 17 of Chapter
77 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
rights of power,” wag taken from the
tahle; and on his further motion, the
report of the committee was accepted.

Cn motion by Mr. Macomber of Ken-
nebec, House Document No. 789, “An
Act to amend Chapter 147 of the Pub-
e Tiaws of 1907, creating the office of
State auditor,” was taken from the
table, and on his further motion, the
bill was indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Ox-
ford, the Senate took a recess until
3 o’cleck, P. M.

Afternoon Session.

3.00 P. M.
Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.
An Act to prefer Maine labor and

Maine contractors upon all work per-
formed for State, municipal, charitable
and educational institutions, huildings
and public works,,or any buildings or
institutions supported or aidad by the
State. (This bill was by the Senate
passed to be engrossed as amended by
Senate Amendment A. By the House it
was passed to be engrossed as amended
by Senate Amendment A and also as
amended by House Amendment A. On
motion by Mr. Looney of Cumberland,
the Senate reconsidered the vote where-
by the bill was passed to be engrossed
as amended by Senate Amendment A;
and on his further motion, House
Amendment A was adopted; and the bill
as amended by Senate Amendment A
and House Amendment A was passed to
be engrossed).

An Act to amend Section 22 of Chap-
ter 32 of the Revised Statutes as amend-
ed by Section §, Chapter 132 of the Pub-
lic Laws of 1905, relating to the pay-
ment of damage done to growing crops
by deer. (This bill was by the Senate
passed to be engrossed. In the House
the bill was indefinitely postponed. It
was returned to the Senate and the Sen-
ate insisted on its action. The House
insists and appoints a Committee of Con-
ference. The Chair stated that he
would announce the Committee on Con-
ference on the part of the Senate).

Resolve in favor of Lowell [&. Bailey.
(This resolve was by the Senate passed
to be engrossed. By the House the re-
solve was indefinitely postponed. The
Senate insisted and asked for a Com-
mittee of Conference. The House in-
sisted and appointed a Committee of Con-
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would announce a Committee of Con-
ference on the part of the Senate).

An Act to incorporate the Milo Wa-
ter District. (On motion by Mr. Milli-
ken of Aroostook, under suspension of
the rules, the bill took its second read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed).

An Act regulating the use of joint
poles in the public streets by electrical
companies. (This bill came up on its
first reading).

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: As I understand this bill,
it provides that municipal officers, that
is, the selectmen of towns and the mayor
and aldermen of cities, shall have a
right at any time to require different
electrical companies to place on the
same poles their wires. It seems to me
that this is entirely an improper prop-
osition for anyone who understands
these electrical matters. In the first
place, electric light companies, street
railway companies, telephone and tele-
graph companies are always anxious to
get their wires on the same pole where
it can he done with safety. They are
in favor of doing that and do it to save
the expense of maintaining poles; but
the proposition here is, that any board
of municipal officers shall say to these
different electrical companies: you shall
put on to one pole electric light wires,
telephone wires, telegraph wires and all
these different wires.

To illustrate the danger of such a
proposition, the wires for the transmis-
sion of power all over the State are in-
creasing very rapidly, some of them
carrying a current with a potential of
from 17,000 to 20,000 volts. A ielephone
wire has a very low potential. Now you
put two of these wires on the same pole
—one of them being one of these power
wires-——say on the pole of a telephone
wire, and if a storm or sleet or wind
occurs, and you allow that telephone
wire to fall down on to that high poten-
tian wire, what is the result? <You have
from seventeen to twenty thousand volts
of current—enough to kill a man-—and
that is running into the house of every-
body who has a telephone—running
right into the street cars; and there is
no doubt but what that will do great
damage to property and life.

more dangerous than anything we have
had before us, be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDENT: This bill was by
the House passed to be engrossed as
amended by House Amendment A and C.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I would like to ask the Sen-
ator from Kennebec, through the Chair,
whether or not this bill was considered
by the committee.

Mr. MACOMBER: Mr. President: I
can say as to that that I base my posi-
tion on the bill simply on the knowledge
which T have of the danger of these
various high electrical currents. I have
had quite an experience all over the
State right along these lines and have
seen men Killed by carelessness in go-
ing along and handling wires that car-
ried only %00 volts. And here are those
two wires carring a current liable to
go into any man’s house over his tele-
phone. Tt seems to me there should not
be any question whatever as to the ae-
tion of the Senate on a matter of this
kind.

Mr. TLOONEY: Mr. President: If
what the Senator from Xennebec has
said is true—and I have no doubt it is,
because he speaks from positive knowl-
edge—it seems to me remarkable that
any committee should report such a bill.
But T wish to call the attention of the
Senate to the remarkable change in
views of the Senator from Kennebec.
This morning I should judge, from the
way he voted, that he considered every
committee of this Legislature infalli-
ble. For my part, T de not understand
the remarkable conversion of my friend.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr,
President: I will say that the Senator
from Cumberland ought to have discov-
ered that I do not consider the decision

of every committee infallible. I vote
according to my judgment.
Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.

President: T would like to know wheth-
er any expert electrician appeared be-
fore that committee or not. I do not
know whether this bill is a safe one or
not. It seems to me very doubtful
whether it is or not. It is easy to see
that the bill might be discussed legally
before a committee with reference to the
general questions of legality, but when
yvou are dealing with electricity, you



LEGISLATIVE RECORD-—SENATE MARCH 31.

1137

want somebody who knows something
about it in sight. It is for the common
good that as many wires should be car-
ried on one pole as possible, but it is not
good that wires of all potentials should
be carried on the same pole. I admit
that I am fearful that this bill has not
had adequate consideration, and, unless
I could be sure that it was discussed
before the committee and considered
along the electrical line, I should be in-

clined to vote for its indefinite post-
ponement.
Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.

President: I have no hesitancy in say-
ing that I shall vote on the indefinite
postponement of the bill on the judg-
ment of the Senator from Xennebec,
rather than cn the judgment of the com-
mittee.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: This bill, if it is passed, will
remove some 3000 poles from the city
of Portland. I understand the objection
of the Senator from Kennebec, Mr. Ma-
comber, to be that, if all these wires are
on one line of poles, they are, therefore,
more dangerous than they would be on
several lines of poles; but I have talked
with the city electrician of Portland,
and he tells me that, if these wires are
properly strung on one line of poles on
one side of the street, they are not nec-
essarily more dangerous than they
would be on several poles on the same
side of the street.

I can conceive a situation where there
would be less danger. There are fewer
poles to blow down and there are fewer
cross arms to be loaded down with ice,
and that would perhaps reduce the haz-
ard, if they were one set of poles prop-
erly constructed.

T think the Committee on Telegraphs
and Telephones had this matter under
consideration and had several hearings
on it. I konw representatives of the
telegraph and telephone companies came
to Augusta and went over this matter,
and I am ready to believe that the dan-
ger to which the Senator from Kenne-
bec refers is not really a danger; in
other words, that the danger will not
be increased by putting the wires on
one set of poles, but rather that the
danger will be lessened. I think it can-

not be controverted that the fewer poles
we have, the better off we are.

It affects directly the rates of insur-
ance in cities. I suppose it does in the
country towns. KEvery set of poles and
wires that runs past a building increases
the hazard. I notice the Senator from
Kennebec seems to dissent, but, if T am
correctly informed with regard to the
insurance rates, according to the sched-
ule plans there is a charge of 5S¢ on ev-
ery $1.00 insurance for every set of
wires that passes a building. I think
there is considerable merit in this bill

It will not increase the hazard of the
people using the streets, it will improve
the conditions of the streets, and taken
all in all, T hope that the Senate will
consider carefully before it votes to in-
definitely postpone the bill.

Mr. KELLOGG of Penobscot: Mr.
President: I wish to say that this bill
was quite thoroughly gone over before
the Committee on Telephones. The city
electrician of Portland was there, and 1
think he was there at two hearings.
There were several other men from Port-
land there, and, while I do not pretend
to know much about this, I would like
to be put right, if the committee did not
report on it without having a hearing.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: There is no doubt but that in
putting these wires on to a set of poles,
they would be more safe if done under
the management of a competent elec-
trician. Now the city of Portland has an
electrician, and the city of Bangor has
an electrician, but there are no others in
the State, and the whole of the State is
open to the objection which I make, that
the men who decide this question are the
municipal officers—farmers and men who
are clected to those municipal places.
This law applies to the whole State.
There is a line of wiresarunning from
Hallowell and running by this State
House, carrying 17,000 volts, and every
farmer has a telephone line across that
wire and there is danger if you get those
lines together.

Mr. REYNOLDS of Kennebec: Mr.
President: We had a hearing on this mat-
ter and a lot of people came from Port-
land, but no one from anywhere else,
and a few from Mount Vernon out there
where there are no electric lights; but
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they thought, while looking this over,
that it would drive these wires under
ground. We thought it over and thought
it would work as well as the law with
regard to automobiles in Bar Harbor to
have such a law for Portland alone, and
we thought that this bill could do no
hurt. I thought it was nothing but soap
and water and let it go.

The PRESIDENT: Pending the adop-
tion of House Amendments A and C, the
senator from Kennebec, Mr. Macomber,
moves that this bill be indefiritely post-
poned.

The question being put, 23 Senators
voted in the affirmative and 3 in the nega-
tive. So the motion prevailed and the bill
was indefinitely postponed.

Mr. Irving, for the Comrnittee on Tem-
perance, on bill “An Act to regulate the
purchase and sale of intoxicating liguors
by the State liquor commissioner and by
town liquor agents,” reported that same
ought to pass.

The report of the committee was ac-
cepted and the bill was tabled for print-
ing under the joint rules.

The following committees
their final report:

The Committee

The Committee

The Comimittee
Boys.

submitted

on Legal Affairs.

on Manufactures.

on State School for
Passed To Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Chapter 30 of the
Revised Statutes relating to apotheca-
ries and the sale of poisons.

An Act to provide for competitive bids
in the award of State contracts for the
construction and repair of buildings and
bridges.

An Act to provide for a bounty on bob
cats, loupcerviers and Canada lynx.

An Act to authorize the town of York
to aid the Yogk hospital.

An Act to create a charter for the city
of Rockland.

Finally Passed.

Resolve in favor of the State House
employes.

Resolve in favor of the
Committee on Taxation,

Resolve in favor of the messenger to
the Committee on Taxation.

Resolve in favor of the University of
Maine.

clerk to the

Resolve in favor of the Maine Indus-
trial School for Girls.

Resolve in favor of the plantation of
Magalloway, in Oxford county.

Resolve in favor of the Clerk and
stenographer of the Committee on Mili-
tary affairs.

Resolve in

Resolve in
mony.

Resolve in favor of A. H. Miller,
retary of the Pension Committee.

Resolve in favor of the shorthand re-
porter to the Committee on Railroads and
Expresses.

Resolve in favor of H. M. Sewall,
chairman of the Committee on Salaries
and fees, in payment of counsel’'s and
witnesses’ fees, stenographer’s services,
and disbursements made by him in the
matter of the investigation of the State
and town ligquor agencies.

Resolve in favor of the clerk to the
Committee on Towns and Indian Affairs,
Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Portland,
bill “An Act relating to the employment
of labor,” was taken from the table.
Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland. Mr.
President: This is the employer’s liability
bill. I am very much in favor of the
employer’s liability bill. The matter was
discussed in the Judiclary Committee’s
room for three weeks and there were
three bills hefore the Committee. I be-
lieve the Committee was unanimous that
there was a demand and need for the
employer’s liability bill, and they report-
ed this bill. The only objection I have
to find with it is, that it makes certain
exceptions. It exempts farm laborers
and domestic servants, and House
Amendment A, adopted yesterday, ex-
empts those engaged in cutting and haul-
ing or driving logs. I should much pre-
fer to have this bill without any exemp-
tions, but I do not wish to do anything
to prevent the passage of a reasonable
employer’s liability bill. I simply want
to g0 on record in the Senate, as I did
before the Committee, that in my opin-
ion the bill should be passed without
singling out any class of employees for

exemption.

Looking at it from the point of view
of the laboring man, I do not see why a

favor of DeForrest Keyes.
favor of the town of Har-

sSec-
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man working for a farmer ought not to
have protection, or why a domestic ser-
vant should not have protection, nor do I
see why a man engaged in lumbering
should not also be protected. I fear, how-
ever, that, if the question of these exemp-
tions is pressed, it might result in de-
feating this bill, and therefore, I shall
move that House Amendment A be adopt-
ed in concurrence and shall ask that the
bill be sent along upon its passage.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, Fouse Amendment A was adopted
in concurrence.

Mr. Hamilton of York thereupon offered
Senate Amendment A, providing that the
provisions of this aet shall not apply to
employees of electric railroads.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I do not know the purpose of
this amendment. Of course. it cannot
be adopted if we are to have any em-
plover's liability act, because this might
as well exempt steam railroads and it
might exempt employers in every walk
of life. T do not think it should be seri-
ously considered here. With all respect
to the senator from York, Mr. Hamilton,
if he wishes to kill this bill, there are
other motions which would bring about
that result, but surely it should not be
done in this manner. If a vote is to be
taken on this amendment, T move that
it be taken by the yeas and nays.

The veas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: T wish simply to say this: the
amendment of my friend from York re-
minds me of a celebrated artist, who
painted what he considered a very hand-
some and remarkable picture. When he
presented the picture to his friends, they
all pronounced it a ‘‘chef d’ouvre,” a
most remarkable painting. Then he said
to each of his friends: “Take a pencil
and erase that part of the picture which
seems to you defective.” They all did
as he requested and the result was that
there was not a vestige left of the pic-
ture. Now, if my friend wants to kill
this bill, let him kill it in a straight-
forward way, and not kill it by amend-
ment, because that is exactly what the
adoption of this amendment will mean.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I am not in the habit of offering an
amendment unless T think there is virtue

in it. There is an amendment to this bill
that has been offered and that amend-
ment has been adopted. That amend-
ment which has been adopted has taken
from that bill, I believe, a class where
the employees ought to be protected if
in any place in the world, because it is
the most dangerous, and where it is most
dangerous, there should be the greatest
protection to the laboring man. I offer
this amendment, not for the purpose of
killing the bill, but it is well known to
you that our electric roads are the poor
man’s friends. They have hard work in
this State to live. They run in the rural
district and they carry people cheap, and
the history of these roads in the State
of Maine is that they have not made any
money, but they have lost money; and
if there is anybody in the world that
ought to be exempted from the provisions
of that bill, it is these roads, because it
is a charity and these roads should con-
tinue to run and not be handicapped by
any law, other than the general law now
in vogue. I believed, when I offered this
amendment, that it should apply to them
—much more so than the amendment that
has been offered, where there is danger
and where it is run by people who are
very wealthy, usually. The electric roads,
I repeat, are poor and are friends of the
laboring men. They help in many ways
and they have hard work to get along.
If you add any burden to them, it has
got to result in the raising of fares which
are coming out of the wages of the poor
man. For that reason, and for that
alone, I think that should be exempted,
if anything is to be exempted.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President:
I am in favor of the electric roads of this
State and I am also in favor of this biil.
I do not quite agree with the senator
from York about the poverty of the
electric roads of this State, and I be-
lieve that, if there is any class of em-
ployees, it is those who run upon the
electric roads who are exposed to great
danger, and I would rather pay a little
higher fare than to go upon a railroad
where there was a lower fare without
such protection. T hope this amendment
is passed, as it is very meritorious, in
my judgment.

Mr. HAMILTOX of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I would inquire what the senator
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from Knox thinks in regard to the other
exemption.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. President:
I think there is merit in it and should
vote for it for this reason, that in the
lumbering regions the river drivers and
men who are employed there, take charge
of certain portions and they go into the
woods to perform their duties, and the
employer does not have any control of
them from the time theyv go out in the
morning until they get back at night,
and many of them are desperate men,
over whom they can have but little con-
trol.

The pending question being upon the
adoption of Senate Amendment A, the
yveas and nays were ordered, and the
vote being had resulted as follows: Those
voting yea were Messrs. Colcord, Gowell,
Hamilton, Macomber, Smith (§). Those
voting nay were Messrs. Baxter, Boyn-
ton, Donigan, HBaton, Emery, Hastings,
Hill, Howes, Irving, XKellogg, Looney,
Lowe, Milliken, Minott, Mullen, Osgood,
Reynolds, Shaw, Staples, Walker, War-
ren, Wyman (22).

So the motion to amend was lost.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Baxter
of Cumberland, under suspension of the
rules, the bill took its second reading
and was passed to be engrossed as
amended.

On motion by Mr. Howes of Somerset,
Senate Document No. 500, “Resolve to
amend Chapter 194 of the Resolves of
1893, as amended by Chapter 155 of the
Resolves of 1905 relating to industrial
exhibits of the Maine State Agricultural
Society,” was taken from the table.

The PRESIDENT: Upon this matter,
two reports of the Committee on Agri-
culture are presented, the majority re-
port “ought to pass’” on new draft, and
the minority report, also new draft. The
pending question is upon the acceptance
of the majority report.

Mr. OSGOOD of Androscoggin: Mr.
President and Gentlemen: The pending
question is upon the acceptance of the
majority or the minority report upon this
bill. The stipend which has been granted
to the agricultural society heretofore has
been $2500. At the hearing before the
Agricultural Committee, it was thought
by some advisable that that should be

reduced. T am happy to say that on ac-
count of the conference which has been
held since that majority report was
signed, so far as my friends upon the
Senate Committee, Senators Howes, Irv-
ing and Hill, are concerned, that they
have verv generously, courteously and
cordially acquiesced to the report of the
minority, inasmuch as they have signed
the majority report. Now, for a brief
statement of the facts in regard to the
Agricultural Society of Lewiston.

This society has been in active opera-
tion for 47 years, and must have served
its purpose fairly well to have maintained
its existence for nearly a half a century.

This society is composed of about 700
life members, scattered throughout the
State.

Some of these life members, in the
early days of the society’s existence, gave
ten dollars and bhecame life members,
which entitled them to admission to the
fairs, with their wives and two minor
children.

For several years the price of life
membership tickets has been $20. The
annual meetings take place on the Thurs-
day evening of the Fair week, where all
officers are elected for the ensuing year.

The officers consist of a president, four
trustees, secretary and treasurer. The
trustees are chosen in what was origi-
nally Maine’s four Congressional dis-
tricts, when Maine had four representa-
tives to Congress.

The society’s grounds are situated in
Lewiston, where the fair has been held
for something like thirty years, and the
city of Lewiston is very generous in its
treatment of the association.

The society’s accommodations are for
about 600 head of stock which are en-
tered there annually for premiums.

The entrance fees for 1908 far stock and
agricultural exhibits was $454.15, and
there was paid to these same exhibitors
in premiums $4817.25.

In 1902 the association was unfortunate,
when a man was accidentally shot out-
side the grounds—it was claimed from
a shooting gallery on the grounds. It
cost the association about $3000.

For the past eight years the society
has been unfortunate on account of bad



weather, having had but three pleasant
and fair weeks out of the eight vears.

In 1907 it rained three days out of the
four days that the fair was to be held,
and the society was thereby plunged into
deht to the extend of $5000. But at the
annual meeting the life members voted
to pay the premiums at once, and they
were accordingly paid, the trustees bor-
rowing the money to pay their honest
debts to their exhibitors, and thus give
themselves an honored name and not a
repudiator of their just obligations.

Now, Mr. President and gentlemen, it
is not necessary for me to say much
about the Maine State Agricultural So-
ciety. I have been a resident of Lewis-
ton for 50 years and have been deeply
interested in that organization, not as
an officer of any sort—I have never been
an officer, outside of being an auditor—
but I have contributed some to its wel-
fare and propose to in the future. It
was unfortunate that I was not able t«
be present at the hearing, bhecause I
could have readily explained some mat-
ters that I have since explained to the
Committee on Agriculture, in relation to
some expenditures. It is true that our
cxpenses are large, and it is true that
we have had a great deal of hard weather
and some mismanagement, but I do not
think that the Senate feels that they
wish to deprive that great agricultural
fair of any just stipend which it may
have heretofore received from this State.
It is a great fair, gentlemen—it is the
greatest agricultural, horticultural and
pomological fair in New England, ex-
ceeding by far that of Rochester, or
Brockton, or Danville, Connecticut. It
jis a fair of the farmer and of the farmer’s
family. It has 50 or 60 cottages and is
a little village in itself. The attendance
on fair days is from 25 to 30, or even
40,000, and you will see at once, Mr. Pres-
ident and gentlemen, that that is indeed
the Maine State Agricultural Fair—the
fair of the people—not a fair of gamblers
and fakirs. I hope that the senators will
see fit to give this association what it
has received in the past. It asks no
more and, I believe, at your hands it
will receive no less.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr.
dent: If you will listen to me,

Presi-
I will

LEGISLATIVE RECORD

1191

—SENATE MARCH 31,

agree not to speak any more in regard
to any other thing. I became one of the
trustees of the society back in 1871. At
that time, and for a year or two previ-
ous, here in Augusta, they met with a
severe accident. The seats of the grand-
stand were not sufficiently strong and
they gave away, and they had to com-
promise and to pay a large amount of
money for damages. The fair for several
years after that did not make any ex-
hibition anywhere in the State. Some of
us in that year organized the old Maine
State Agricultural Society. I was electeld
one of the directors. That was a good
while ago. We had no money, hot a
cent. All we had was the prestige which
the fair had. We showed at Bangor.
They gave us liberty to go there and
exhibit and it rained every single day
we showed in Bangor. We run in debt
there to a considerable extent and the
trustees of the society paid. Then we
came back to Portland. We exhibited
there two or three years, snd our ex-
hibitions were quite well attended, and
we paid, as we went along, all of our
premiums until 1876, and that year was
the Centennial year. We run in debt
tremendously, because we had been to
large expenditure and e expected we
should have a large income, After that
we went to Lewiston with a debt of
about fifteen to twenty thousard dollars,
and that was secured by individual notes
of the trustees at that time. Now, it
costs a good deal to run one of those
fairs. It is a large institution and it has
to have a great many employees; and
everybody thinks they should have some-
thing for nothing; and it is hard work
to run one of them. There are so many
people that want to receive the benefit
of the fair and pay nothing for it. We
were welcomed kindly and enthusiasti-
cally at Liewiston. They helped us and
the debt was wiped out. For the first
year I had nothing to do with the fair.
A long time after T was elected azain as
trustee and was on the Board until about
ten vears ago, when physical disabilities
would not enable me to be there. We
run there with the aid of the cily of
Lewiston, whose people were very kind
to us and furnished us facilities in the
way of police, etc. We then had to build
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new buildings. We built some large
buildings and stables, and we got in deht
again. We had two or three years of
very fair, decent weather, and we paid
up pretty well. Still, we were in debt
and it cost tremendously to run it. We
paid out a large amount in premiums as
we wanted to keep them up with other
fairs. 1 say to you, as I stated to tine
senator from Androscoggin, that I be-
lieve it was the best fair to bring the
best arranged and largest premiums.
They brought there and exhibited a fanecy
stock of cattle, and the finest exhibition
of farming machinery and of everything
else that appertains to a fair. It wag
expensive to run it. It could have heen
run a good deal cheaper no doubt, but
it could not have been run so well and
it could not have commanded the respect
which it has commanded. So it went on
until a year ago, after the fire—after
these buildings were built—and it be-
came necessary to buy more land to ex-
tend the buildings and to make it a fair
worthy of the State of Maine, and that
caused us to be in debt.

Then, as he states, a year ago came
in the rain storms during the whole week
through the fair, and it was a large ex-
pense every day. It takes a good many
men to run it, and that expense had to
be paid, and I can just imagine how those
trustees agonized and worked and felt
through that rainy week and how they
sacrificed. I never have known the num-
ber engaged in that affair, but they have
always paid their premiums and the
trustees have stood back of them and
they have supposed that the people of
Maine had pride enough in the fair to
stand behind them, and the legislature
swould help them. I understand that this
year there is not a great deal in dispute
—3$500, T think it is—and I am in hopes,
gentlemen, that you will encourage these
trustees and that you will aid the fair
to the amount of $500, which the minority
committee has reported. Give cheerfully
and freely because there is no agricul-
tural institution in the State of Maine
that is so worthy of a gift by the State
of Maine as is that failr. It is a State
of Maine institution and is run for the
interests of the State of Maine, and I
want to say that the citizens of Lewiston

have helped them with a liberal hand
and with a spirit of enthusiasm for suc-
cess or it never could have been run.
We could ask no more of the citizens of
Lewiston than they have already done,
and it is right for the State to take hold
and help them, not only to extent of those
$500 they have asked for in the minor-
ity report, but even if it were up into
the thousands, because it is an institu-
tion which is of aid to Maina. We have
a great many institutions that we are
aiding that are not so worthy as this
and which do not add to the character
of the State of Maine as this fair does.
I hope the Senate will give the $500 which
the minority report asks for.

Mr. OSGOOD of Androscoggin: Mr.
President: I desire to say for the infor-
mation of the Senator that the minority
report only calls for the amount of the
stipend which has been heretofore grant-
ed and for no addition.

Mr. IRVING of Aroostook: Mr. Presi-
dent: I wish to say a few words to ex-
plain the action of the members of the
majority committee. We considered both
these fairs at the same time, the Lewis-
ton fair and the Waterville fair; and
each under a resolve, I think, asked for
$3000, and the committee requested a
statement of facts, and we received from
each fair the treasurer’s report. The
one upon the Lewiston fair was very
full and complete in detail and we gave
each of the reports careful attention. We
did think that the money had not been
used wisely, in either case. I did not
see that there was any graft; we did not
discover any. I do not think anybody
made any money out of it, but the money
was paid out for different things: for in-
stance, a large amount for musie, some-
thing like $660 for four days, and some-
thing like $1500 for advertising. We felt
as though that was certainly uncalled
for and unnecessary and in examining
both fairs, we felt that each had man-
aged the business about the same as the
other, so that in conference we felt that
each fair ought to be used alike in ap-
propriations by the State, and we tried
to get together on the matter, but it
seemed to be the consensus on the part
of the committee that each fair should
have $2000, We did not do that to punish
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the fairs—either one of them—because I
think every man on that committee had
the good of agriculture at heart. We did
want to impress this upon their minds,
that they had better work for the inter-
ests of agriculture strictly and promote
their fairs in that way. We did get to-
gether and put in a unanimous report in
regard to the Waterville fair for $2000,
but we had a divided report, as you see,
on the Lewiston fair, § members voting
that they should have the same as at
Waterville and 2 members voting that
they should have the usual amount of
$2500.

Now I am not opposing the Lewiston
Fair's having $2500. I will not oppose the
accepting of the minority report if the
Senate will see fit in considering the re-
solve in relation to the Waterville fair
to act in the same way and have it
amended so it will carry the same
amount. I will withdraw all objections
I have to the minority report. I am will-
ing, as 1 said. in the first instance, that
each fair should receive alike. One as
much as the other is acting for the in-
terests of agriculture according to its
ability. Therefore, 1 withdraw my ob-
jection and will support, or have no ob-
jection to the majority report in the
event that the Waterville fair has the
same amount.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Osgood
of Androscoggin, the minority report was
substituted for the majority report, 20
senators voting in the affirmative and
none in the negative.

On further motion by the same senator,
under suspension of the rules, the resolve
and accompanying minority report took
its two several readings and was passed
to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, Senate Document No. 477, ““An Act
to revive Chapter 138 of the Public Laws
of 1895, was taken from the table.

The same senator presented and moved
the adoption of Senate Amendment A.

Mr. Macomber of Kennebec thereupon
moved that the bill with the amendment
he tabled.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: In offering this bill T should
make some explanation. TUnder the laws
of 185 a commission on uniformity of

laws was established. This was made up
of three lawyers who were appointed by
the governor to inquire into the advisa-
bility of making our laws conform to
certain laws of other states and of the
United States. This commission has been
in operation for 14 years. The commis-
sioners inform me that through some er-
ror, I believe in 1903, in revising the stat-
utes, the provisions which relate to the
appointment of these commissioners was
omitted. These commissioners have been
serving ever since, from 1905 to the pres-
ent time, and this act is simply to cor-
rect this omission. It is an exact copy
of the law of 1905. It was first presented
here as Senate Document 477, but the title
did not show clearly what the act was,
nor did the act itself. In order to make
it perfectly clear, I copied the original
act and have presented it here in the
form of an amendment. The commission-
ers have made many valuable recom-
mendations to the legislature. I hope
this act will be passed by the Senate.

Mr. MACOMBER of ZXennebec: Mr,
President: I have already explained my
objections to this matter. Three distin-
guished lawyers in this State, members
of the commission, have met annually
and made their reports to the Legisla-
ture. I think I am right in saying that
the Legislature has never se=>n fit to adopt
any of their recommendations, and. al-
though all of these men are all lawyers
who know something about the law, they
kept right on holding meetings and bring-
ing bills in against the State after they
had heen out of the job for eight or ten
vears. Jt seems to me that a commis-
sion of that kind ecan never be of any
great service to the State of Maine. I
do not believe that the State should con-
tinue any such commission. I am op-
posed to it. I presume they will go right
on. whether we adopt this or not.

The question being upon the motion
that the bill and the amendment be laid
on the table, the motion prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Wyman of Washing-
ton. House Document 671, ‘““An Act to
amend Section 47 of Chapter 21 of the
Revised Statutes to repeal Chapter 251
of the Private and Special Laws of 1909,
was taken from the table; on further mo-
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tion by the same senator, the bill was
passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Irving of Aroostook,
House Document No. 783, ‘“Resolve to
amend Chapter 79 of the Resolves of
1907 relating to Central Maine Fair AS-
sociation,” was taken from the table.
The resolve took its first reading. On
further motion by the same senator, Sen-
ate Amendment A was adopted; and, on
his further motion, under suspension of
the rules, the bill as amended took its
second reading and was passed to be en-
grossed.

Bill “An Act to repeal Chapter 92 of
the Laws of 1905.”

The PRESIDENT: In this matter, the
Senate accepted the majority report
“ought not to pass.” The House substi-
tuted the minority report ‘“‘ought to pass’”
for the majority report ‘‘ought not to
pass,” and passed the accompanying bill
to be engrossed. It was returned to the
Senate and the Senate voted to adhere.
It has been returned to the House and
the House has voted to insist and asks
for a committee of conference.

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-
took, the bill was tabled.

On motion by Macomber of Kennebec,
the Senate voted to reconsider the vote
whereby the Senate indefinitely postponed
House Document 530, “An Act to regu-
late the use of joint poles in the public
streets by electrical companies.”

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: The amendment provides that
this bill shall apply to those cities over
40,000 in inhabitants, which restricts it
entirely to Portland, and that removes
my objection, because in Portland they
have a city electrician. With that amend-
ment, I have no objection to the bill.

The pending question being upon the
adoption of House Amendment A, the
amendment was adopted in concurrence.
House Amendment C was also adopted
in concurrence. On motion by Mr. Ma-
comber of Kennebec, Senate Amendment
A was adopted.

Thereupon Mr. Milliken of Aroostook
offered Senate Amendment B and moved
its adoption.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I would say that the amend-
ment suggested by the senator from

Kennebec removes the objection with re-
lation to persons living outside of the
city of Portland. Anyone who knows
anything about telephones knows that it
is impossible to use long distance wires
on the same poles with power wires.
They may be used within city limits for
exchange service where the line is short,
but even then cause disturbance and
noise through induction, but it is abso-
Iutely impossible to use long distance
lines successfully on all poles containing
high tension wires, and we are therefore
intersted in the amendment which T offer.

The question being upon the adoption
of Senate Amendment B, the amendment
was adopted.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, the Senate voted to reconsider the
vote whereby the Senate adopted House
Amendment A and the same senator pre-
sented Senate Amendment A to House
Amendment A and moved its adoption,
and the same was adopted.

Mr. HILL of Penobscot: Mr. President
and Gentlemen of the Senate. I am go-
ing to move that the bill be indefinitely
postponed with all the amendments, and
in support of that motion I want to say
that at the beginning of this session,
there was a resolve put in before the
Committee on Telephones to investigate
the workings of telephones in the State
of Maine, but it did not required that
there should be any bill or anything re-
ported from that committee. Mr. Rounds,
who put that resolve in. is the rather of
thig bill. This bill has never been through
that hopper there or the hopper in the
House. It was reported from that com-
mittee by Mr. Rounds, and I do not think
that more than one or two of the com-
mittee signed the bill, and T claim it is
not going through this House and Senate
in proper shape. I move that the bill and
amendments be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I would like to ask the sena-
tor from Penobscot a question through
the - Chair. I should like to ask if hear-
ings were not advertised and given upon
this bill.

Mr. KELLOGG of Penobscot: I answer
no, there never has been any hearing ad-
vertised on this bill.
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Mr. BAXTER: Mr. President: I think
the answer of the senator from Penob-
scot is not intentionally misleading, but
a hearing was, I think, given on the bill.
The amendment proposed is what the sen-
ator perhaps refers to. The bill has
been on the table and amendments have
bheen offered and printed, and they have
been upon the table of the House for
several weeks. 'This bill is of great dm-
portance to Portland. The amendment
offered by Mr. Macomber of Kennebec
strikes out all of the objectionable fea-
tures of the bill. We have in Portland
a competent electrician, who will not
allow these wires to be placed on poles
in the streets if it is unsafe to do so.
I ask the Senate not to vote for the in-
definite postponement of the bill. I think
the motion of the senator from Kennebec
was made in good faith. This bill affects
every piece of property in the city of
Portland. Where the pole lines pass, as
stated before, the rates of insurance are
higher in consequence of these poles. We
have 6,000 of them in Portland, and we
ask the right to have 38,000 removed. No-
body will be wronged.

I very much resent, Mr. President and
Senators, when a matter is under dis-
cussion in this body having representa-
tives of the companies affected interfer-
ing with senators while they are in their
seats. I did not wish to mention this,
but cannot refrain from doing so. If it
were not for this interference, this mat-
ter would have gone along very smoothly
and the motion to indefinitely postpone
would not have been made.

Mr. KELLOGG of Penobscot: Mr. Pres-
jident: I still insist on the statement I
made, that this bill has not been ad-
vertised and there never was a hearing
upon it before the committee. It was
railroaded through the committee by Rep-
resentative Rounds of Portland, and I
insist that T am right in that matter.

The question being upon the motion of
the senator from Penobscot, Mr. Kellogg,
that the bill, together with the amend-
ments, be indefinitely postponed, the
yeas and nays were called for and or-
dered.

The question was put and the vote be-
ing had resulted as follows: Those vot-
ing yea were Messrs. Donigan, Hill,
Howes, Kellogg, Lowe, Reynolds, Smith,

Staples (8). Those voting nay were
Messrs. Baxter, Boynton, Colcord, Eaton,
Emery, Gowell, Hastings, Irving, Looney,
Macomber, Milliken, Minott, Mullenn, Os-
good, Shaw, Walker, Warren, Wheeler,
Wyman (19).

So the motion to indefinitely postpone
was lost.

Thereupon upon motion by Mr. Baxter
of Cumberland, under suspension of the
rules, the bill as amended took its sec-
ond reading and was passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-
took, bill ““An Act to repeal Chapter 92
of the laws of 1905, entitled ‘An Act to
provide for the better enforcement of the
laws against the sale and manufacture of
intoxicating liquors,”” was taken from
the table.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr,
President: This morning, when this mat-
ter came up, the motion that the Senate
adhere was made with the idea that that
would close the incident, but it seems
to be very difficult to make it plain that
the members of this Senate have voted
on that proposition, and have voted on
it twice, and that we have made up our
minds twice; and I see no advantage
whatever in bothering the committee of
conference on this matter.

The will of the Senate having been
registered twice, I move that the Senate
still adhere and that it decline a refer-
ence to a committee of conference.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I am in hearty sympathy with
the remarks of the senator from Aroos-
took; and I endorse everything that he
has said.

Thereupon the Senate voted to adhere
and to decline a committee of confer-
ence.

On motion by Mr. Reynolds of Kenne-
bee, House Document 378, “‘An Act to
provide for the uniform grading, track-
ing and branding of apples,” was taken
from the table.

The same senator moved that the bill
be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. REYONLDS of Kennebec: Mr.
President: I suppose this bill has been
thrashed out once by the committee.
There are a great many people in my
section of the country who do not want
it to pass.
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The PRESIDENT: This bill was, by
the House, passed to be engrossed. In

the Senate the report of the committee
‘“‘ought to pass’” has been accepted. It
has received its first reading, and was
tabled pending its second reading. The
pending question is upon the motion of
the senator from Kennebec, that the bill
be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. REYNOLDS of KXennebec: Mr.
" President: This looks to ’me as a rather
weak matter. A man raises fruit and he
has to pack it in barrels made by more
than a hundred different people and
probably not one of them makes a barrel
that would hold exactly two bushels and
a half, or a box that would hold exactly
three. 1 think that he should have the
right to pack and ship them as he sees
fit. A great many people from all over
the country come here and they tell us
that we have some of the best apples in
the world, and others come here and say
that our apples are not good for much;
but I notice that they sell about every
year.

There is a man in my part of the coun-
try who raises some 2,000 bushels of ap-
ples and he says that this bill is a hard-
ship to him because under this bill he
cannot sell his apples unless they are
marked as second class barrels. There
is no flour barrel that I ever saw that
will hold three bushels of apples—per-
haps they might if you were to put the
apples in the cider press. In that way
you might perhaps get three bushels of
apples into a barrel. I do not know why
we should make a law here in relation
to the way in which barrels should be
made. All the barrels that are made
here have got to be sold and will be
sold and used, and the farmer loses be-
cause he has not a stamp to properly
grade them.

Mr. HOWES of Somerset: Mr. Presi-
dent: It is quite evident that the senator
from Kennebec has been suffering from
sort of a disease that may be called fan-
tasmagoria.

It has been the privilege of three mem-
bers of the Senate to serve on the agri-
cultural committee, and this particular
bill was given a fair and impartial hear-
ing. Tt was even printed in the Maine
Farmer, so that all the farmers in Ken-

nebec county have had an opportunity
to appear before this committee. None
of them appeared and we have reported
this bill unanimously for your considera-
tion. It is the purpose of this bill to
raise the standard of apples that shall
go out of this State to foreign markets.
The bill does not apply to apples sold
here for domestic use. We want our
Maine apples to compete with apples
from Oregon; and today, when you go
to take a train at the station, you find
the apples in the restaurants which are
sold there are Oregon apples. It is the
purpose of the Maine Fruit Growers As-
sociation to place Maine apples in com-
petition with the fruit of other states;
and so we find it necessary to enact some
sort of a law that will prevent No. 1
apples to the amount of perhaps half a
bushel, being placed in the top of a
barrel and the remainder of the space
being filled by apples that are only fit
for cider.

It is the purpose of this law to have a
uniform grade of apples throughout the
barrel.

This bill provides that a barrel shall
contain three bushels, and gentlemen well
posted on this matter tell me that a flour
barrel will hold three bushels.

The penalty of one hundred dollars is
the extreme penalty, and the provision
is that it shall be as much less than that
amount as the justice may see fit to im-
pose.

The pending question being upon the
motion to indefinitely postpone, the yeas
and nays were called for and ordered,
and the vote being had resulted as fol-
lows: Those voting yea were Messrs.
Gowell, Kellogg, Macomber, Reynolds,
Shaw, Smith, Staples, Walker, Wheeler,
Wyman (10). Those voting nay were
Messrs. Baxter, Boynton, Colcord, Doni-
gan, FEaton, Emery, Hastings, Hill,
Howes, Irving, Looney, Lowe, Milliken,
Minott, Mullen, Osgood, Warren (17).

So the motion was lost.

Thereupon Mr. Howes of Somerset
moved that the rules be suspended and
the bill take its second reading.

Mr. SHAW of Kennebec: Mr. Presi-
dent: T have not looked into this matter
very fully, but one thing that was
brought up in discussion which it strikes
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me is wrong, and that is in regard to
the size of the barrel. I think a flour
barrel will not hold three bushels of ap-
ples: and I think, if you are obliged to
put three bushels of apples into a barrel,
it would exclude all flour barrels, and it
would be a hardship to the farmers, and
I think that ought to be amended, if that
is the fact.

Mr. HOWES of Somerset: Mr. Presi-
dent: I will say that the question was

asked directly from one of the heaviest
exporters of apples in the State of Maine
—a man who exports 30,000 barrels—and
he said it would not exclude flour bar-
rels. .

Mr. SHAW: You so understand it?

Mr. HOWES: I do.

Mr. SHAW: Then I have no objection.

Thereupon the bill took it second read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed.

‘On motion by Mr. Reynolds of Kenne-
bec, House Document No. 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.

Mr. REYNOLDS of Kennebec: Mr.
President: I would say that this is one
of those lawyer’s bills. They want an
opportunity to put the Board of Assessors
to trouble about a man’s taxes. The tax
was too much and they appealed to the
County Commissioners.

Under the law as I understand it now,
they can appeal to the County Commis-
sioners or the Supreme Court, just as
they please. when they start in. Now
theyv want a law to appeal from their own
decisions. If the selectmen get beaten in
the first action, they want to take it up
higher, and it may be to drag a poor old
fellow that may be has not got more
than $50.00, into court, and the lawyer
gets the $50.00.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent: The senator from Kennebec has in
a very few words expressed the meaning
of this bill. It is simply this, and I think
it is something that will appeal to each
and every senator within the sound of
my voice—that the bill is wrong, unwise
and unfair. When the assessors of the
town assess a man upon his property,
and the man who is assessed is dissatis-
fied with the assessment, he first goes

to the assessors of the town and asks
for an abatement of his taxes, or such
portion of them as he thinks he ought
to have. If those assessors turn him
down, and say they will not abate it,
then, under the statute, they have a right
—the man who is assessed—to appeal to
the County Commissioners, or the Su-
preme Court. That has been the law
upon our statute books for a great many
yvears. If he appeals to the County Com-
missioners, and they see fit to overrule
the decision of the assessors, then, by
the statutes of this State, for a long
number of years, that decision has been
final. :

This bill proposes to give the assessors
of the town, in the first instance, an ap-
peal from their own decision. It should
be final after the assessors of the town
have refused an abatement and again
appealed to the County Commissioners
of the County and they have overruled
the decision of the assessors of the town
—that should be final and ought to be
made so by the statutes of this State.
This bill provides that, if the assessors
have been.overruled by the County Com-
missioners, that the assessors of the town
may have another appeal to the Supreme
Court of the State of Maine. You take a
poor man—after he has gone through
with litigation with the town and the
County Commissioners—that has been
quite a hardship and quite expensive to
him. If the assessors are disposed to be
unfair, under this bill, and if they want
to punish that man in some way or to
make him great expense, they can again
appeal to the Supreme Court of Maine
and drag that man along in litigation
until they ruin him, which would be un-
fair and unjust; and I do not believe you
will support the bill. There has been a
right of appeal from the assessors to
the County Commissioners, for a great
many years. I do not think this Senate
will agree to it. There is no one who
comes here in favor of the bill except a
certain party whom I have no occasion
to name in the short discussion that I
shall make.

In the first instance the assessors of
the town make the valuation. They make
the tax; and the man has a right. under
the statute, if he thinks his taxes are
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too high, to go to those assessors. And
the method already provided is right.

The assessors may refuse an abatement
or not, just as they see fit. If they make
no abatement, then the man who is as-
sessed in the first instance, if he wishes
to do so, may appeal to the County Com-
missioners or the Supreme Court, as he
sees fit. The law on the statute books
at the present time is fair to both par-
ties and we should let it remain where
it is and not undertake to say to a man
that he shall have a right to an appeal
from the County Commissioners to the
Supreme Court after they have had full
hearing before the County Commission-
ers, and it has been overuled one way or
the other. The bill is entirely wrong
and unfair and I submit that it should
be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford: Mr. Presi-
dent: This is a bill proposing an amend-
ment to Chapter 9 of Section 78 of the
Revised Statutes, giving, as my brother
Staples says, a right of appeal from the
decision of the County Commissioners,
This bill came before the Committee on
Judiciary and received the usual two
weeks’ notice, advertising a hearing. A
hearing was had and it was largely at-
tended. Many of the citizens of East
Livermore in the county of Androscog-
gin, came there and presented a case,
No opposition whatever developed at the
time of the hearing, but some of the com-
mittee then thought, and it seems to me
now, that it is only just and fair that
there should be an appeal from the Coun-
ty Commissioners in this action. The per-
son aggrieved had a valuation placed
upon his property and he asked the local
agsessors for an abatement in writing.
It is provided that if that abatement is
disallowed, then he may go to the County
Commissioners, and there is no appeal
from their decision. In another section
of the statute—in Section 79, the ag-
grieved party may go directly from the
assessors to the Supreme Court, and
either party may appeal from a decision
of the Supreme Court, to the Law Court.
Now this amendment proposes practically
the same thing. Let me give you an illus-
tration, and I do not hesgitate to say that
it was the case which brought this bill
before the Legislature, although it was

not the controlling case which induced
the Committee on Judiciary to report this
bill.

In the town of East Livermore is situ-
ated a plant which is a branch of the
International Paper Company’s business.
The local assessors placed an assessment
upon that plant, everything included, at
about par value—I will not go into de-
tails—of $410,000. The International Paper
Company asked for an abatement of
their tax in writing. The assessors of
East Livermore refused an abatement
and of course the Internaticnal Paper
Company went up to the County Com-
missioners, whose decision must be final.
The County Commissioners gave a hear-
ing, and upon this property they placed
a valuation of $179,000—a matter of differ-
ence of about $231,000 between that and
the valuation of the local assessors. Now
that ended it. That was final. The as-
sessors could not go any further. It
struck the committee, having this one
case in mind, without going into the mer-
its of it one way or the other, and the
committee did not care to allow them to
do it. They did not take sides with the
assessors or with the company. W' ex-
cluded that evidence, as I recollect, the
whole of it. This was an illustration.
It seemed to the Committee on Judiciary,
as if a highly important matter like this,
involving a question of a quarter of a
million dollars, should not have a final
decision at the hands of the County Com-
missioners.

The County Commissioners throughout
the State, are men of good intelligence,
honorable and upright; but they are not
learned in the law—they are not mem-
bers of the legal profession even. They
probably do the best they can, but they
know not the slightest things about the

ru'es of law or evidence, or admissibility
of evidence, although the section of the

statute, 78, now gives them the power to
sit and hear the evidence and to finally
decide.

My friend, the senator from Knox, says
that this bill originated by a corporation,
against the people. Such is not the case.
The people of East Livermore were down
here in large numbers. The people of
East Livermore asked for this and poor
men were not here opposing this bill

Ever since this bill was reported we
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have had four or five of the best fellows
in the world here looking after the in-
terests, as they say, of the poor man—
and saying what a hardship it is to the
poor man to be dragged up by the Coun-
ty Commissioners in a matter of this
sort. They are good attorneys and es-
timable gentlemen who have honored us
with their presence for the last ten days,
and they are attorneys for the Interna-
tional Paper Company and are here in
behalf of that company and not for the
poor man. I personally am glad to have
them here, and I know the rest of the
Senate are glad to have them here, but
do not let us be deluded by the talk that
this is a bill to get at the poor man. It
certainly is not.

I claim that this bill is right and fair.
And I do not want you to think that we
are aiming at the International Paper
Company. The committee were unani-
mous in holding that the County Com-
missioners ought not to have a final de-
cision in so exceedingly an important a
matter as this. This is a unanimous re-
port of the Judiciary Committee and is
entitled to some respect and considera-
tion. Take it and do what you think is
right with it.

Mr. L.OONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: As one of the committee who
signed the unanimous report, perhaps it
may not be improper for me to say just
a few words in support of the report of
the committee, -

I never was so amazed and astounded
in my life as I was when I heard the
remarkable address of the senator from
Knox. From the same facts, his reason-
ing and conclusions are exactly opposite
to the reasonings and conclusions of the
committee; and if he is the paid attor-
ney of the International Paper Company,
he could not have made a better or a
stronger argument for that gigantic cor-
poration than he has here against this
bill. I heard the evidence before the
committee, and it was substantially this.
We were satisfied that the County Com-
missioners were overshadowed by this
corporation. Therefore, in order that the
people of this town could get justice, it
was absolutely essential that they should
have some tribunal to which they could
appeal, because, in every dispute between

them and the International Paper Com-
pany, the decisions of the County Com-
missioners were the decisions of the In-
ternational Paper Company, and so, in
order to get justice, they were obliged to
appeal to a higher, a better, a more hu-
mane and equitable tribunal, the Su-
preme Court. Those of us who have been
approached by certain lobbyists in this
Senate are very much amused, not to use
a milder term, to hear the remarks of the
senator from Knox. It is well known to
this Senate that the agents of this cor-
poration have been floating about here
with their mouths at every man’s ear.
No one would think that this bill was to
oppress the poor man when its object
and its purport was exactly the opposite.

I am reminded of some lines from Rich-
ard III:

“And thus I do clothe my naked vil-
lainy with old odd ends stolen from Na-
ture’s holy writ and seem a saint when
most I play the devil.”

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I wish that I had not said
anything about this matter until I came
here this afternoon. I have; and I do
not know but that, in a hurried way, I
may have given an impression, but I
thought one way, when I did not.

I am very glad to hear the statements
of Senators Hastings and Looney. I have
felt somewhat doubtful about changing
the law to hit any one particular case,
however bad that case might be, but as
I hear of it here, I deem that the Judi-
ciary Committee did not act upon this
one case alone, and that they deemed the
change in the law to be a good change;
and I am very glad of it and I want to
say to anyone who is within the sound of
my voice, that whatever impression I gave
them, T have not made any promise and
I shall vote to support the report of the
committee. I want to say something fur-
ther than that. There is a sort of suspi-
cion that this valuation has been changed
somewhat, by some talk about abate-
ment of the tax, or rather exemption.
I do not know what this mill is worth,
but T do know that there are mills along
the Androscoggin Valley that are ridicu-
lously under value. I could easily point
out some on the assessors’ books; and
if any of you want to talk with me about



1209

LEGISLATIVE RECORD

SENATE MARCIH 31,

it. I can show you. I want to say another
thing: We are levying a heavy state tax,
which makes the matter the more im-
portant, and our State Assessors are not
doing zll the work they ought to do. I
do not know whether any of them are
here now, but I would like to know why
our State Assessors do not go into our
towns and say, “Your valuation is too
low,”—in a general way, talk with the
assessors and find out what they are do-
ing. I shall not be satisfied with the
work of our State Board of Assessors
until it is made more equitable. 1 beg
bardon for digressing from the subject in
hand. T shall support the report of the
committee,

Mr. REYNOLDS of Xennebec: Mr.
President: The old saying is that a
burned child dreads the fire. T have been
through this twice and I know that there
are just as many valuations in this State
as there are men to value it.

The question being 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, Donigan, Gowell,
Hill, Howes, Kellogg, Macomber, Osgood,
Reynolds, Shaw. Smith, Staples, Wheeler
(12), Those voting nay were Messrs. Bax-
ter. Boynton, Coleord, Eaton. Hastings,
Trving, L.ooney, Milliken, Minott, Walker,
Warren (11).

The Tresident thereupon directed the
Secretary to call the name of the Presi-
dent and upon his name being called, the
President voted no. So the motion to
indefinitely postpone was lost.

Thereupon, on motion hy Mr. Hastings
of Oxford. under suspension of the rules,
the bill took its second reading.

Mr. Reynolds of Kennebec moved that
the bill be laid upon the table.

The question being pur, the yeas and
navs having been ordered, the vote re-
sulted as follows: Those voting yea were
Messrs. Donigan. Gowell, Hill, Howes,
Kellogg. Lowe. Macomber, Osgood, Rey-

nolds, Shaw, Smith, Staples (12). Those
voting nay were Messrs. Baxter, Boyn-
ton, Colcord, Eaton, Hastings, Irving,

Looney. Milliken, Minott, Walker,” War-
rett. Wheeler (12).

The President directed the Secretary
to call the name of the President, and

his name being called, the President vot-

ed nay. So the motion was lost.
Thereuporn, the bill was passed to he
engrossed.

Paszed To Be Enacted.

An Act relating to common school fund
and the means for collecting and dis-
tributing same.

An Act to increase the salary of the
warden of the Maine State Prison.

Mr. Staples of Knox moved to recon-
sider the vote whereby the Scnate passed
to be engrossed “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 78 of Chapter 9 of the Revised Stat-
utes in relation to appeal from County
Commissinners.”

Mr. Hastings of Oxford thereupon
moved that the Senate adjourn and Mr.
Donigan of Somerset moved that when
the vote be taken, it be taken with the
veas and nays.

The cuestion being put upon the mo-
tion to adjourn, the yeas and nays were
ordered and the vote being had resulted
as follows: Those voting yea were
Messrs, Baxter, Boynton, Colcord, Ea-
ton, Tlastings, Irving, T.ooney, Lowe,
Milliken, Minott, Walker, Warren (12).
Those voting nay were Messrs. Donigan,

Gowell, Hill, Howes, Kellogg. Macomber,
Mullen, Osgood, Reynolds, Shaw, Smith,
Staples, Wheeler, Wyman (14).

So the motion to adjourn was lost.

Mr. Staples of Knox thereupon re-
newed his motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bhill was passed to be en-
grossed: and raised the point of order
that a two-thirds vote was required for

its passage to bhe engrossed under sus-
pension of the rutles.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford: Mr. Presi-
dent: The bill was passed to bhe en-
grossed Dy the unanimous vote of the

Senate; and if it was not parliamentary
to pass, except by a two-thirds vote. it
is now too late to raise the point.

The PRESIDENT: The pending mo-
tion is the motion of the senator from
Knox., Mr. Staples. that the Senate re-
consider its vote whereby it passed to
be engrossed the bill “An Aect to amend
Section 78 of Chapter 9 of the Revised
Statutes in relation to appeal from Coun-
ty Commissioners.”
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Mr. SMITH of York: Mr. President: I
move that when the vote be taken, it be
taken by the yeas and nays.

Mr. HASTINGS of Oxford:
tion in order?

The PRESIDENT: Not if the point is
raised.

Mr. HASTINGS: T raise the point.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair sustains
the point.

Mr. Looney of Cumberland thereupon
moved that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. REYNOLDS of Kennebec: Mr,
President: Is a motion in order to lay the
bill on the table now?

The PRESIDENT:
is in order.

Mr. Reynolds of Kennebec thereupon
moved that the matter be tabled until
tomorrow morning.

Mr. Looney of Cumberland moved that
the Senate adjourn.

TUpon the motion to adjourn, the yeas
and nays were called for and ordered and
the vote being had resulted as follows:
Those voting yea were Messrs. Baxter,
Boynton., Colcord, Raton, Hastings, Irv-

Is the mo-

A motion to table

ing, Looney, Lowe, Milliken, Walker,
Warren, Wyman (12). Those voting nay
were Messrs. Donigan, Gowell, Hill,

Howes, Kellogg, Macomber, Minott, Mul-
len, Osgood, Reynolds, Shaw, Smith, Sta-
ples. YWheeler (14).

So the motion to adjourn was lost.

The pending question was upon the mo-
tion of the senator from Xennebec, Mr.
Rexnolds, that the bill lie upon the table.
TUpon that motion Mr., Staples of Knox
called for the yeas and nays.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President’ I rise to a parliamentary in-
quiry.  As I understand the situation,

the bill had been passed to be engrossed
and is not before the Senate. Ts a mo-
tion to layv on the table in order. under
those circumstances?

The PRESIDENT: The Chair rules
that the point made by the senator from
Aroostook, Mr. Milliken, is not well
taken; that it was passed to be en-
grossed by the Senate. Pending its be-
ing sent to the engrossing office, it may
be laid on the table. The pending motion
is the motion of Senator Reynolds of
Kennebec, that this bill lay on the table;
and on that motion, the yeas and nays
have been ordered.

The question being put, the vote re-
sulted as follows: Those voting yea were
Messrs. Donigan, Gowell, Hill, Howes,
Kellogg, Lowe, Macomber, Osgood, Rey-

nolds, Shaw, Smith, Staples (12). Those
voting nay were Messrs. Baxter, Boyn-
ton, Colcord, Eaton, Hastings, Irving,

Looney, Milliken, Minott, Mullen, Walk-
er, Warren, Wheeler, Wyman (14).
So the motion was lost.

Passed To Be Enacted.

The following resolves and bill, con-
taining the emergency clause, required
a two-thirds vote of all senators elected.

Resolve in favor of preserving the life
of fish in the hatcheries and the tem-
porary operation of the hatcheries and
feeding stations of the State. (26 sena-
tors voted in favor of the passage of
this resolve and there were no votes
opposcd.)

Resolve providing for the payment of
certain deficiencies created prior to Jan-
uary 1, 1909. (24 senators voted in favor
of the passage of this resolve and there
were no votes opposed.)

An Act to create the Maine Forestry
District and to provide for protection
against forest fires therein. (24 senators
voted in favor of the passage of this
bill and there were no votes cpposed.)

On motion by Mr. Wheeler of Cumber-
land. the Senate adjourned.



