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ERRATA:

The following errata are
inserted because one or more pages
in this session day have errors
noticed and corrected here.



ERRATA.

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

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

105, 302,
118, 146,

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

316 and 333, for State Prison read State pension.

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

Coolidge River read Cambridge River.

$50 read $50,000.

Oakland read Oakfield.

Rines road read Kineo road.

Mineral Spring Co. read Merriil Springer Co.

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

town of Wales read town of Wells. '

foreigners read coroners.

Bed Cambridge River read Dead Cambridge River.

boys read buoys.

Corners Knob read Conary’s Nub.

496, for Prescott read Trescott.

Pittsburg read Phippsburg.

for Chronological read Pomological.

Township E read Township 2.

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

Colcord read Concord.

for town of Brewer read town of Bremen.

for Monmouth Ridge Sanitary Association read Monmouth Ridge

Cemetery Association.

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

648, for Central Fire Insurance Co. read Central Maine Fire Insurance Co.

654, 670, for Jimmy pond read Jimmy brook.

655, 671, for Straw’s Island read Swan’s Island.

667, for transmitted in Maine read transacted in Maine.

677, 698,

to
687, for
700, for

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

Fire Department.

788, for
836, for

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

Laws of 1895.

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

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

Herbert A. Bradford read Herbert A. Lombard.

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

Daniel’s Pond read Donnell’s Pond.

Acatus Lake read Nicatous Lake.

establish read abolish.
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SENATE.

Thursday, April 1, 1909,

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent,

Prayer by Rev. Mr. Slocombe of Au-
gusta.

Journal of previous session read and
approved.

Papers from the House disposed of
in concurrence,

An Act to make uniform the stand-
ard rclating to the percentage of
alcohol in intoxicating liquors.

This was by the Senate passed to be
engrossed. By the House it was passed
to be engrossed as amended by House
Amendment “A.” On motion by Mr.
Milliken of Aroostook the bill with the
amendment were tabled.

“An Act to amend Section 21 of
Chapter 32 of the Revised Statutes re-
lating hunting on Sunday.” This was
by the Senate passed to be engrossed.
By the House it has been indefinitely
postponed. On motion by Mr. Macom-
ber of Kennebec the Senate voted to
recede and concur with the House in
the indefinite postponement of the bill

“An Act relating to the Commis-
sioner of Public works of the City of
Portland.” (This bill was by the
Senate passed to be engrossed without
being printed, under suspension of the
rules.

By the House it was indefinitely
postponed. On motion by Mr. Wheeler
of Cumberland, the Senate voted to
recede and concur with the House.

“Bill to abolish liquor agancies.” (By
the House this bill was passed to be
engrossed. By the .Senate the bill was
indefinitely postponed. The House
now insists and asks for a Committee
of Conference, On motion by Mr.
Irving of Aroostook, the bill was laid
on the table.

Resolve in favor of Clerk and
stenographer to the Committee on

Mercantile Affairs and Insurance and
the Committee on Telegraphs and
Telephones. (On motion by Mr. Hast-
ings of Oxford, under suspension of
the rules, this bill took its several
readingg without reference to a com-
mittee and was passed to be en-
grossed.)

Resolve in favor of James A. Chase,
mail carrier of the House. (On motion
by Mr. Hastings of Oxford, under sus-
pension of the rules, this resolve took
its two several readings and was
passed to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of the Secretary of
the Committee on State School for
Boys and Committee on Public Health.
(On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxford,
this resolve took its two several read-
ings, under suspension of the rules
and was passed to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of messenger to the
Committee on Railroads and Ex-
presses. (On motion by Mr. Hastings
of Oxford, under suspension of the
rules, thig bill took its two several
readings and was passed to be en-
grossed.)

Resolve in  favor of clerk to the
Committee on Education. (On motion
by Mr. Hastings of Oxford, under sus-
pension of the rules, this bill took its
two several readings and was passed
to be engrossed.)

An Act to authorize the cities and
towns to establish and maintain tele-
phone lines. (This bill came from the
House, by that branch indefinitely
postponed. On motion by Mr. Macom-
ber, of Kennebec, the Senate voted to
concur with the House in the indefinite
postponemént of the bill.)

An Act to restore Portland Bridge.
(This bill came from the House
amended by House Amendment A as
amended by House Amendment 1 1o
House Amendment A. The bill took
its first reading, and, on motion by
Mr. Baxter of Cumberland, House
Amendment 1 to House Amendment A
wags adopted; and, on his further mo-
timn, House Amendment A as amended
by House Amendment 1 to House
Amendment A was adopted; and the
bill, as amended, took its second read-
ing, and was passed to be engrossed.
On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, the bill was tabled. Subsequent-
ly on motion by the same Senator, the
bill was taken from the table.)

“An Act to prohibit the taking of
scallops in the waters of Penobscot
Bay, from April 1 to QOctober 1 of each
year. (On motion by Mr. Milliken of
Aroostook, under suspension of the
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rules, the bill took its several read-
ings and was passed to be engrossed.)

“An Act for the protection of shell
fish on the coast of Maine. (On mo-
tion by Mr. Milliken of Aroostook,
under suspension of the rules, the bill
took its several readings and was
passed to be engrossed.)

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Staples of Knox,
House Document No. 723, “An Act to
amend Section 13 of Chapter 77, mak-
ing certain the rights of a widow or
widower in case of waiver of provison
of a will by the deceased husband or
wife,” was taken from the table. On
his further motion, under suspension
of the rules, the bill took its two
several readings and was passed to be
engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-
took, bill, “An Act to enlarge the pow-
ers and duties of the railroad com-
missioners, and to regulate the fares
and tolls of common carriers,” was
taken from the table.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I now move that the bill
be substituted for the report, and I
wish to state the precise parliamentary
situation as I understand it to be, and
the precise c¢ffect that is intended by
this motion. The original bill intro-
duced was House Document No. 661.
This bill was referred to the commit-
tee on railroads and expresses and was
reported by them ‘ought not to pass.”
The House voted on March 17 to sub-
stitute the bill for the report and then
voted to amend House Document No.
661, by substituting for it House Docu-
ment 742, that being the bill in a new
draft. Subsequently the House re-
versed its former position and voted
to indefinitely postpone House Docu-
ment 742, I want to make it very plain
at the outset that the bill under dis-
cussicn is House Document 742, and it
is the intention, if the motion prevails
to substitute the bill for the report, to
amend by substituting the bill House
Document 742, But it is necessary to
make the motion to substitute the bill
for the report, and I want it plain
that it is not to substitute House Docu-
ment No. 661, but that it is House Doc-
ument 742 which is under discussion.

This measure is one of very great im-
portance. It is one of the most im-
portant matters that has come before
us at this session, because it involves
the whole question of the regulation
of public service corporations—the reg-
ulation of their rates and cf their tolls
and of the management of their busi-
ness—a question that is always of im-
portance, and that is of special im-
portance in this country at the present
time on account of the new things that
have been done in that direction in the
last few years. I want to say at the
outset that I think that I am free
from any perconal prejudice in this
matter against the railroads. I know
I am free ¢f any desire to get at a
railroad or of doing anything person-
ally to get at a railrcad. I am going
to go further and say that my per-
sonal interests are in many respects the
interests of the railroads, and, so far
as this bill is cocncerned I have no per-
sonal interest to have the present con-
dition of things changed. I want you
to bear me out about this statement,
that I have not lobbied with the mem-
bers of the Senate on this bill. I have
not asked a single man in this Senate
to vote on this bill for my sake or for
any reason, unless, on hearing it dis-
cussed, he should cousider it a fit and
proper Dbill. I have not asked, and I
never will ask, a man to vote on a
public measure on any other ground.
T am going to advocate this bill be-
cause I believe it is fair and right for
the people and fair to the railroads.

T want to say another word about
the railroads. The railroad that is in
my particular section, namely, the
Bangor & Aroostook Railroad, is my
constituent just as truly as the hum-
hlest citizen of Aroostook county is
my constituent; and it is entitled to
precigely the zame treatment from me
that any citizen is entitled to. Any
railroad that is in a county which any
of you gentlemen represent, is a con-
stituent which you represent and is en-
titled to the same treatment that vou
would accord to ary other constitu-
ent—mo more and no less. 1 will not
vete for any bill here in this Legisla-
ture 1f the bill is unfair to the rail-

roads, no matter how many constitu-
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not vote for anything the railroad
wants that is unfair to any constitu-
ents want me to vote for it. I will
ent of mine. 1 present this bill to your
consideration as a bill that, to my
mind, is fair to my other constituents
and to your constituents.

I am not one of those who are op-
pesed to railroads or to railroad men
because they are railroad men. I am
going to say that it fair to suppose
that a railroad man is made of the
same sort of clay that other business
men are made of. It is fair to say
that, take them as a rule, they are
able men, and are abler men than the
average men of business, because the
affairs they have to do with are large
affairs and are affairs that demand
much ability. It is fair to say of the
railroad attorneys, that they are abler
attorneys than the average attorney is,
for the same reason—that they have
to deal with larger affairs. But, as I
said a moment ago, they are no better
and they are no worse than the rest
of us. Human nature is such that we
are all inclined to be selfish.

I do not want, Mr. President and
Gentlemen of the Senate, to have all
of the lumber busiress in Maine com-
mitted to me and to have it said to
me, without any further regulation,
that I am to do all of the lumber busi-
ness that is done. Those of us who
are in the lumber business, or in any

other competitive business, have our
sclfish  interests controlle¢ bv compe-
tition. We cannot ask successfully

any more for our lumber than the oth-
er fellow asks for the same quality
of lumber. Any member of this Sen-
ate who is a lawyer is goverrned by the
same rule. We are all governed by
the same rule in the very nature of
things. The business of railroads can-
not be governed by that rule. An at-
tempt to so govern it is unseientific.
We do not want two telephone lines
in a section where one company can
do the work better and cheaper than
two companies, We don’t want two
gas companies. We do not want two
electric companies. These things are
naturally monopolies. They are turn-
ed over under the sanction of the
State, and properly turned over, to

public service corporations. But it is
evident and perfectly apparent that,
hveman nature being as it is, all busi-
ness men being more or less inclined
to be snmewhat selfish, if these mo-
mopolies are to be turned over to pub-
lic service corporations there must be
some way of limiting the lengths to
which they may go for the service
rendered. There are only two ways in
which that can he done. One is by a
direct regulation by the Legislature of
the rates which those public service
corporations may charge, and the oth-
er is by providing that their rates may
be regulated in some way by a public
service commission. That has been
recognized in this State and an at-
tempt has been made by the Legisla-
ture to provide for it; and no other
iutention was ever had by a Legisla-
ture than to have that provided for in
the case of railroads. In answer to
the question of what we have now on
that subject, I am going to read Sec-
tion 1 of Chapter 52 of the Revised
Stetutes, which gives all of the pro-
visions of the statute law at present
with regard to the fares and tolls of
railroad corporations:

“Any railroad corporation may es-
tablish and collect, for its sole benefit,
fares, tolls and charges, upon all pas-
sengers and property conveyed and
transported on its railroad, at such
rates as may be determined by the di-
rectors thereof, and shall have a lien
on its freight therefor; and may from
time to time by its directors regulate
the use of its road; provided that such
rates of fares, tolls and charges, and
regulations are at all times subject
to alteration by the Legislature, or by
such officers or persons as the Legis-
lature may appoint, for the purpose,
anything in the chartef of such cor-
poration to the contrary notwithstand-
ingz; and provided further that, upon
what shall, at any time, be deemed by
the railroad commissioners a sufficient
complaint, by interested and responsi-
ble parties, that the tolls are unrea-
sonably high, said commissioners may
revise and establish them, after due
notice and hearing, for a time not ex-
ceeding one year. But the commission-
ers before directing said hearing, shall
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give opportunity to the company com-
plained of, to reply to the charge.”

That iz what we have now on the
statutes. The plain intention of it is
and was to provide just the check
which I have pointed out. The plain in-
tention of it was to give the raillroad
commissioners the authority to regu-
late these tolls on complaint. Now, the
actual difficulty is that the law at
present has no teeth in it, and nobhody
questions that; and I want to say right
here, that the difference between the
railroad committee and the proponents
of thig bill, is not a difference of opin-
ion as to whether anything more is
needed, but as to what 1is needed.
Counsel for the railroads do not think,
ag I understand it, that this is at pres-
ent sufficient. The railroad commis-
sioners—the legal member of the rail-
road commissioners says, that at pres-
ent, and without some further Ilaw
along the lines of the bill which I am
arguing for, the railroad commission-
ers cannot effectively regulate the
rates. What are the difficulties? I am
going to refer to some of them later,
but you will see by reading the section
which I have just read, what they are.
There is simply no provision for car-
rying out the authority which the stat-
ute gives the railroad commissioners.
It says that they may regulate those
charges upon what seems to them to
be sufficient complaint; but there is no
provision made that a hearing shall be
had or as to how the costs shall be
provided for; or to compel the attend-
ance of witnesses; or to compel the
presentation before that commission
of books and papers and rates. There
is no provision giving the commission
authority to compel the carriers to
post their rates or to make rates ac-
cording to the commissioners’ deci-
sions,

There is another way by which you
can tell, if you look into it, that this
provision is not sufficient. If you will
turn back to Section 57 of Chapter 51,
where the rules are laid down as to
how the railroad commissioners shall
decide hetween the railroads on ques-
tions of crossings, you will see that
the railroads themselves have recog-
nized that, in order to have any ef-
fective regulation by the commission-

ers, this sort of machinery must Dbe
provided; and you will see that that
section provides how the hearing shall
be had and provides authority to ecom-
pei the attendance of witnesses, and
indicates how costs shall be taxed and
all those things which are necessary
to the carrying out of this authority.

1 have shown, I think—and I think
up to this point no one will disagree
with me--that there is not the same
sort of regulation of the tolls to be
charged by common carriers, as weil
as by other public service corporations
—they are public service corporations
—T think I have shown that the pres-
ent statute, while it intends to give
that authority, does not give sufficient
machinery to effectively carry it out.
If apy further proof is needed, even
the fact that no attempt has ever
been niade to have a hearing under
this present law is evidence that it is
absolutely useless for the purpose for
which it was intended; and I will say
that T have shown that more authority
is needed in the absence of any special
call. It is not necessary to show that
any special call exists. This proposition
can be argued on the general theory
that the law is defective as a guard
against any call which may arise, and
therefore, that this change should be
made and that the commissioners are
without reasonable machinery to carry
their authority into effect; but that is
not the whole situation.

It having been suggested that this
is all somebody’s notion about it, and
that there really is no need for any
such regulation, I am going to call at-
tention te a few instances, and I am
gelng to select the eastern part of the
State, because T know more about that
section. T do not want to give the ldea
that this law is being sought simply
for one section. If it is not good for the
whole State, no section ought to re-
quire it. But 1 am going to show that
in one section there is need for some
kind of regulation of railroad rates. I
want to call attention to some of the
rates that are complained of, and I
want you to bear in mind that in
calling attention to these rates, I do
not assume to say whether they are
reascnable or not. I call your attention
to them as rates that are complained
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of; and I ask you simply, to say to the
people that make this complaint, you
shall have a proper and effective tri-
bunal to decide between you and the
raillroad whether these rates are right
or not.

On the Bangor & Aroostook Railroad,
the rates on corn, grain and feed, from

the Northern Maine Junction to cer-
tain other stations, are as follows:
Oukficld, $45, carload, 320,000 pounds;

Houlton, 10 miles further, $42, because
there is competition with the Canadian
Pacific at Houlton; TFort Fairfield
Junction, where there is no competi-
tion, $70.50 on a carload; to Fort Fair-
field, 14 miles further on, where there
is competition, $55.50—$15 less on a car-
load; to Westfield, $69; to Presque Isle,
11 miles further, where there is compe-
tition, $55.50; to Mars Hill and Blaine,
$67.50; to Van Buren, 63 miles further,
$55.50; to the little station of Maysville,
which is pbetween Presque Isle and Car-
ibou, $73.50; to Caribou, just 60 miles
further, where there is competition,
$55.50. In other words, a man shipping
a carload to Maysville, where the haul-
ing is good and the wages not too high,
would better ship it to Caribou by
team than to ship to Mays-
ville, which is six miles this side, sim-
ply because there is competition at
Caribou and not at Maysville.

I believe that the principle on which
the B. & A. Railroad was given a
monopoly of Aroostook county was a
correct one; that one ought to do the
business, and that they should not un-
dertake to have two railroads up there;
but, I submit that it ig pretty hard for
people living on points of that railroad
where there is no competition to have
these rates, and for this Legislature
to deny to them the proper machinery
to get before a tribunal and have it
decided whether those rates are fair
or not. That is all this bill asks for.
Nobody asks you to change any raze.

1 am going to call attention to some
other practical rates. They are not
based on hearsay and guesswork, but
are backed up by freight rates, and
they are only samples. I am not going
to read a long list of them, but I am
going to say first that you and I, who
are not railroad men, need a kind of
yardstick to measure this thing with.

I know something about scaling logs
and some of you know about other
things, but to measure railroad rates
we need a yardstick to go by, and I
am going to give as a sort of a yard-
stick, the local rates on carlocad lots of
the wvarious classifications of freight
material, from Chicago, Illinois, to Bos-

ton, which is considerably over a
thousand miles. These rates are as
follows: First class, 82 cents; second

class, 71 cents; third class, 55 cents;
fourth class, 39 cents; fifth class, 33
cents; sixth class, 27 cents.

I want you to bear this in mind while
I speak of some of these rates. I saw
a letter the other day from one of the
largest business men—one of the men
who does the largest business in pota-
toes in Aroostook county. He is not a
narrow man. He is not a cranky man.
He is a broad-gauged business man.
He wrote me that he had just been
obliged to use his teams to haul pota-
to sacks out of Houlton because the
rates were so high that he could do it
better with teams.

The rate on potato sacks from Houl-
ton to New Limerick, six miles, is 14
cents per hundred; from Houlton to
Mars Hill, 22 miles, 21 cents per hun-
dred. The rate on the same thing frowmn
Chicago to Boston is only 55 cents,
and that is not less than carload lots.

I do not assume to say whether that
rate from Houlton to New Limerick is
a reasonable rate. 1 do say that it
seems unreasonable to the people who
have to use it, and that it is fair for
us, as members of this Legislature, to
say to them, you shall have a proper,
convenient and sufficient means to
have the question of the reasonable-
ness of that rate determined.

Fertilizer-—and that is one of the
most important things to Aroostook
county, because very much of it is used
in that county—I saw a letter from
another large potato buyer and shipper,
a man interested in agriculture in all
its phases in Aroostook, and he gave
the following charges which seemed to
him unreasonable: Fertilizer, carload,
rebilled from Maple Grove to Fair-
mount, two miles, $16.00. There the
charge for shipping from one station
to the other, two miles, was $16.00.

Carload rebilled from Fort Fairfield
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to Caribou, 34 miles, $28.00. That is
34 miles distant. Now, he thinks that
that rate is unreasonable, and the
average man to whom it is mentioned
may think it is unreasonable. I do not
know whether it is or not, but some-
body ought to have a right to deter-
mine.

Another very important thing in our
section is the hauling of straw, and my
attention was called to it the other
day by an instance which I am going
to read. A shipment of straw was
made in less than carload lots from
Ashland to Eagle Lake, less than 35
miles; the rate of freight was $4.50
per ton. When you come to consider,
that in Aroostook county the average
price of gtraw on board the car is from
$5 to $6 per ton, you will admit that,
to the average man who ships straw
at the rate, $4.80 a ton might well seem
unreasonable. This man writes: “I
do not want to do anything to injure
the B. & A. Railroad, but I notice that
the proposition is to vote giving us a
chance to have these rates determined,
and it seems to me we ought to have
that chance.”

I am not going to confine what I
have to say to Aroostook county. I
probably may, in a way, know more
about Aroostook county, but I want to
call attention to an instance in Wash-
ington county, taking the case of the
rate on sugar. The rate on sugar from
Portland to Machias, Washington
county, 250 miles, is 19 cents; from
Calais—I do not know just how many
miles it is from there, but I think
Calais is about 44 miles beyond Ma-
chias—from Portland to Calais, it is
only 11 cents; that is, the rate is 8
cents less on sugar from Portland to
Calais, 44 miles further, than it is from
Portland to Machias. I do not know
what the reason for that is. I do not
assume to know. 1 do not ask you to
know, but I say to a person who lives
in Machias it seems unreasonable.

The rate from Bangor to Machias, 96
miles, is 11 cents on sugar. The rate
from Bangor to Calais, 44 miles fur-
ther, is 9 cents—2 cents less.

Now, what is the rate from Bangor
to Calais? I have shown that it is 2
cents less from the further point, vary-
ing in one instance 2 cents. What is

the rate from Calais to Machias, which
is 44 miles different? The rate from
Calais to Machias is 18 cents more
than the rate from Portland to Calais
and more than the rate from Bangecr
to Machias, and more than the rate
from Boston to Machias, which is only
15 cents, and more than any of the
rates that I have named, except that
from Portland to Machias, which is 19
cents. The rate on sugar from Bangor
to Woodland, which is if T am correct-
ly informed 12 miles beyond Calais, is
10 cents a hundred. The rate from
Calais to Woodland, which is that 12
miles on the end of the road, is 15
cents—more than the whole rate from
Bangor to Woodland.

Now these rates do not sound rea-
sonable. I do not know but what they
are reasonable.” I do not want to deny
the pecple of Washington county a
reasonable and proper way of finding
out whether those rates are reasonable
or not.

I want to call your attention to an-
other class of rates. I have been
speaking largely of local rates. I want
to call your attention to Inter-State
rates for a moment. And I want to
say at the outset that at present it
is the policy of the railroads in our
section of the country to divide their
rates for the purpose, ag I understand
it, of gelting away from the provi-
sions of the Interstate Commerce Act.
These inter-state rates make a through
rate from Boston to Caribou and a
rate from Boston to Northern Maine
Junction, and another from Boston to
Caribou. I think the purpose of di-
viding the rate is to keep it from be-
ing under the jurisdiction of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission. It has
been put up to me as an argument
against this bill—that if this bill goes
through, it will be necessary for the
railroad to change some of these rates
and to make a through rate under the
Interstate Commerce Commission. I do
not think that is a very good argu-
ment, because they would be better un-
der the interstate rates than they are
now under the present rates.

Now I wish to give just a few in-
stances of the interstate rates. Take
sewing machines—and we are getting
in Aroostook county now so that in
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the farm house we have the luxuries
of modern life, such as the sewing ma-
chine and piano—the rate on sewing
machines from New Jersey to Bangor

is 55 cents—the average machine
freight. The rate from Bangor to Car-
ibou is $2.00 for each machine. Who

pays for that $2? The man that buys
the machine and uses it on the farm,

Take the rate on tobacco from De-
trcit, Mich., which is one of the points
where tobacco is shipped to Caribou by
the Northern Maine Junction—that is
77 cents, and out of that the rate from
the Northern Maine Junction to Cari-
bou is 45 cents which is more than
half of the whole rate.

To go back to the yardstick for a
moment: The rate frem Chicago to
Boston is only 39 cents, which is less
than the rate by the Northern Maine
Junction to Caribou. Take a case of
nails; it is a growing country up there
and we use a good many nails for
building; the rate of nails in kegs, less
than carload lots, from Chicago to
Boston is 33 cents a hundred; the rate
from Pittsburg, Pa., to Bangor is 24
cents a hundred; the rate from Ban-
gor to Caribou is 35% cents a hundred—
more than either of them.

Take the case of ralsinsg in boxes—
" one of the articles of groceries com-
menly used. The rate of raisins in
boxes from Chicago to Boston is &5
cents: the rate from Bangor to Cari-
bou is 66 cents, or 11 cents more than
from Chicago to Boston.

It is impossible to give any general
rates on agricultural implements, be-
cause they vary so. Agricultural im-
plements—and it goes without saying—
form one of the great articles of com-
merce in that section. The rate on
ons shipment which has been shown,
from Syracuse, N. Y., to Northern
Maina Junction, $45.34; Northern Maine
Junction to Fort Fairfield, $60.05.

Now so much on the question of
rates. I want to say just a word furth-
er on that proposition. The most of
what I have said has been about the
Bangor & Aroostook Railroad. All
railroads have had a hard time within
the last year, and all business has had
a hard time, but in general T want
to say here that the Bangor & Arcos-

took Railroad is fully well able to take
care of itself. Our interests in Aroos-
took ecounty and Eastern Maine are
identical to a great extent with those
of the railroad.

We prosper together. But I speak
of that, because I find in the southern
part of the State there is a pretty gen-
eral impression that this railroad up
there lays through a sparsely settled
country and is more or less a phil-
anthropic institution. I want to dis-
abusge your minds of that idea; and,
with no idea of prejudice against rail-
roads, I am glad they do prosper. But
I want to say, the stock in that rail-
road represents practically—I have the
word of one of the original stock-
holders for it—an investment of $5 per
share of $100 each, and that stock, the
last of it, sold, as I know, for $150 a
share. The railroad is prosperous and
the resources of the country are enor-
mous, and the freight business—the
part of it out of the county—is enor-
mous; and there is no reason for as-
suming that the Bangor £ Aroostook
Railroad is in danger of failing, or that
it is a philanthropic institution.

On these instances of rates that I
have been reading here, I do not as-
sume to szay, on any of them, whether
the rates are right or not. I do not
ask this Legislature to say so. Nobody
asks this Legislature to regulate by a
vote of this Legislature the rates from
one point to another. I do ask this
Legislature in hbehalf of the common
reople of this State and the common
man who has, or thinks he has, a
grievance against the railroad, that
he shall be given the machinery he
ought to have to get a regulation of
these rates.

There is another evil which is worse
than the actual question of rates it-
self and that is the feeling of griev-
ance that ccmes about through fancied
inequalities in rates. I am going to
gay it is fair to suppose that in most
instances the railroad companies in-
tend to make a fair rate. I am going
to say that it is fair to suppose that
in most instances the railroad com-
panyv perhaps would be more inclined
to be fair than the shipper would, if
he had all to say about it; but I want
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to jllustrate by supposing a similar
case in my own business. Suppose we
have a lumbering operation in the
woods of northern Maine and we have
four or five hunired men in the woods
working all winter, and they come out
in the spring. We have kept their ac-
counts carefully; we Know just how
many days they worked and just how
much is due them and just how much
they have had in the way of allow-
ances, either in cash or in supplies; the
bookkeeper figures out each man’s ac-
count ard shows him what he is doing.
Now I am going to say that it is fair
to suppose that on the average, I or
any other business man, doing a large
business in the woods, would intend to
be fair with his men., It is good busi-
ness to be fair, if there were no other
reason, and we want to give them ev-
ery cent that is due them, and we think
we have figured it right, but what hap-
pens? A man comes into the office and
thinks he is entitled to more than we
have figured his pay. He knows that if
he cannot agree with us, at least he
has his remedy and he can go to the
courts and have the case decided. For
that reason he either agrees with us
and takes hiz money or he does go to
the eonurts. He does not take his money
because he feels obliged to take it and
then go out and complain about us,
that we have ill-treated him. Now,
carry the case a step further. Suppose
that to me or to my concern there was
committed by a vote of the State all
the lumber business of northern Maine,
Suppose it was said to us: You may
cut all of the trees that are cut, and
whoever works in the lumber woods
shall work for you or not work at all.
Then suppose that a man should come
out of the woods? Suppose we fix the
rate and we said that the rate shall be
so much per month, and from that there
shall be no appeal. We pay precisely
the same wages as now and we offer
that man precisely the same amount in
settlement that we offer now. He may
now accept it, but wnat would be Iis
condition then, under those circum-
stances? He would say right off, T am
in the hands of this corporation--I

have got to work for the wages they
set—I can do nothing about :it, but

take what they give me. And I assume
from that fact that the rate is wrong.

Now, that is the condition that ex-
ists in a good many cases under the
present situation. There is no effect-
ive plan or adequate remedy for a man
who thinks that he is abused and the
feeling which comes from that, which
would not come after ihe passage of. a
bill like this, which not only gives them
the right to have the rates adjusted
properly, hut lets them know that they
have that right, and the minute vou do
it, vou remove three-fourths of the
agitation and of ill-feeling that is going
on in some sections of the State about
railrnad rates. If you remove it, the
man is in precisely the same situation
that he is in in civil matters. If he has
a grievance, the remedy is open to him.
And it is his business either to take his
remedy or to keep still about his griev-
ance. And we will have no more of this
agitotion about railroad rates. A man
who thinks he is aggrieved has his
remedy open.

I have shown, I think, that there is
a general need of some means of regu-
lating the rates of all publie service
corporations. T have shown that there
are some rates at any rate that are
complained of. It is reasonable that
there should be a hearing, if it is asked
for, between the railroads and the
shippers. The question arises what rem-
edy—what change shall be made, and
that is the question that divides the
railroad committee from the propon-
ents of this bill. T am not going to dis-
cuss the general provisions of this bill
very much until it shall be pointed out
by someone on the committe what the
trouble about it is and what there is
that is not fair; but I am going to say
that the amendment which I under-
stand was proposed by the railroad
committee simply adds to the present
prevision of the Statute, a provision
that a hearing shall be had in the
county where the difficulty originated.
There is no objection to that. That is
what the railroad attorneys said they
would object to, and they do not ob-
ject to that, but they do object to this
bill. T think the main reason they have
in objecting to this bill is that the bill
is defective. But, I am not going to
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say anything more about the provi-
sions of the bill, except in the general
way which I have pointed out. It does
give the commissioners general author-
ity to do what the statutes give them
now. It does not give them any new
authority. It was argued in the House
the other day, T understand, that be-
cause the word “establish” was in thisg
bill, that it gave the commissioners
some new authority. That was argued
by a lawyer, who, if he was making
that argument with a real desire to be
frank, must have seen frem reading
the Statute that the Statute which I
read gives them precisely that author-
ity. It gives thcm no authority to make
new rates. It does provide all the ma-
chinery for examining witnesses and
for having hearings, but it does not
provide, T believe, any more machin-
ery than is necessary. It does make
one other important provision to which
I want to call your attention, and that
is this, that the cost shall be paid out
of the State treasury.

Now, why is that reasonable? Be-
causge in a civil action the costs are
paid by the parties—the parties that
lose pay the costs and everyhody
krrows that the average man is de-
terred from suing a large corporation
from the f2ar that it will cost him so
much. Unless he has got money and
is prepared to stand a long litigatton,
he thinks twice before he sues a rail-
road. Now this provision is intended,
first, Lo take away that fear and to
allow any man—any 106 shippers—if
they think the rate is wrong, to have
a hearing, and that the necessary ex-
penses for the attendance of witnesses
shall be paid out of the State treasury.
Why 1s that done? Simply because it
is for the public good and for the good
of the whole State, that any hcaring
which shall result in a more equitable
adjustment of the rates of public ser-
vice corporations shall be paid by the
State, That is one very important pro-
vision of this bill and one I think
which you will see the reasonableness
of.

There ig another thing I want to say.
Arguments have been made against
this bill No. 742 because of certain de-
fects in it, certain things which ought

to he changed. I want to say that, if
you believe in the principle of this
bill, it is your duty to vote on the sub-
stitution of the bill for the report and
afterwards, if you think it should be
amended, to offer your amendment;
and, if the amendment is voted down
which represents your view, then you
have a right to vote against the bill;
and for that reason, the objection of
voting against the bill simply because
there is some change that ought to be
made in it, is not exactly a fair ob-
jection.

I want to say just a word about the
objections which the railroad com-
panies have to this bill. I want to be
fair to the railroad companies, just as
1 would be fair to anybody else. I do
not think any of you will accuse me,
whatever else, of any desire to be un-
fair. I want to say one thing, and
that is that no attorney for a railroad
corporation and no attorney for any
other corporation, here before this
Legislature, or anybody else, has a
right to come around to you and urge
objections or arguments upon a bill,
which are not the real objections or
reasons of his client for opposing or
favoring the bill,

I have sometimes had experience
about this Legislature of having gen-
tlemen interested in certain bills come
around to me—I am glad to say it has
not been done at this session—but in
the past, especially at my first session
-1 have had these men come around
me with @ very tender solicitude in
their heart for the farmers in Aroos-
took county; and I knew perfectly weil
that their motives were not from any
tenderness for the farmers in Aroos-
tecok county, but because of the inter-
ests of their clients who hired them to
come here before this Legislature. Now,
it is entirely proper for anybody in
this lobby-—an attorney or anybody
else—to come here and state the po-si-
tion of his client on a bill which is up
for consideration and to state the oh-
jections which his client has, if he op-
poses the bill and to try and make us
see the reasonableness of those objec-
tions from the point of view of his
client, whoever the client may be. It
is not rcasonable or honest for any
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such attorney or lobbyist to come to
you and advance to you reasons which
are not his reasons or those of his
clients, but reasons which he thinks
may appeal to you. Now, there have
been reasong advanced against this bill
which are not the real, honest objec-
tions of the railroads.

The real objections on the part of
the railroads I think are two: First, it
may be that some of them object to it,
though I do not say that any do, be-
cause they do not want effective regu-
lation of rates, and the present regula-
tion is not effective. The proposed
amendment offered by the railroad
committee does not give effective regu-
lation. I think there is not much need
of argument about that, But it may
be that some of the railroads opposed
this, because they do not want effective
regulation., If so, the safe answer to
that argument is that that reason for
opposing is the most effective argu-
ment for the passage of the bill, if the
reason exists.

The other argument against the pas-
sage of this bill is an honest one, and
is, I believe, the real objection of many
of the railroad interests. It is this
objection, that they do not want any
legislation passed by this Legislature
that is hostile to railroads. They do
not want anything done here that will
affect investments in railroads. Thev
do not want the State of Maine to say,
by any act of this Legislature, that it
wants to discourage investments in
railroads in this State or to impair the
value of investments already made. No-
body wants the Legislature to do that.
1 don't want it; you don’t want it. I
can understand the honest objection
of any attorney for a railroad who
thinks the effect of this bill would be
that. But, I submit to you, gentlemen,
that is not in any sense whatever the
effect of this bill, but that it is pre-
cisely to avoid passing any legislation
towards the regulation of rates by fiat
of this Legislature or towards attempi-
ing to say by a vote of the Legislature,
what the railroads shall charge, that
this bill is intended. It is simply say-
ing to people who think they have a
grievance that the Legislature of this
State wants to do even justice between
you and the railroad, just as it wants

to do even justice through the courts
between you and any other person
without prejudice-—simply as a matter
of justice—to give you a full oppor-
tunity to have your case heard and
decided. That is the principle of regu-
lation of public utilities that has been
adopted in the country through the
Inter-State Commerce Commission and
the laws carrying that commission in-
to effect. It is the same principle
adopted in the State of New York as
you all know. It is the only effective
form in which you are going to get a
chance to vote for that principle at
this session. Some of us may believe
that sometime, further on, something
may be done with a commission, high-
er salaried perhaps, more broadly ex-
pert, which shall be appointed to take
under its control all the public utilities
of the State; but, I submit to you, gen-
tlemen, that this is one step precisely
in that direction, and that it is the
only thing along that line that stands
any chance of passing here at this ses-
sion; and when you vote for or against
the principle contained in the bill, yeu
vote for or against that bill.

I have tried to show that some super-
vision of the rates of public service cor-
porations is necessary and that there are
only two ways of doing it, one by direct
regulation by the Legislature, and the
other by entrusting that regulation to
some certain commission. I have tried to
show that the present method of regu-
lating the railroad rates is entirely in-
sufficient to accomplish the purpose and
I have tried to show that tne bill is reas-
orable and fair and merely carries into
effect the powers that the commission al-
ready have. I have tried to show that
there is need of it in some sections—
what is felt to be mrgent need of some-
thing of this kind. I have tried to show
that this bill, so far as from being hos-
tile to railroads, is going to remove at
orce a large part of the agitation that ex-
ists; and, in short, that this embodies
the principle of the regulation of public
utilities by commission and is the only
form in which you will have an opportu-
nity to vote for anything effective along
that line at this session.

Mr. Emery of Franklin: Mr. President,
I move that the bill be indefinitely post-
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poned in concurrence with the House. As
a member of the committee I desire to
say that this matter has received our
careful attention and we believe it un-
wise to place so much power in the hands
of the railroad commissioners. At the
hearing it was brought out that we al-
ready have a law nearly covering the
subject matter of the proposed bill which
parties in this State have availed them-
selves of. To make the present law more
effective the committee has introduced
an amendment to the present statute
enabling any one shipper to petition to
the railroad commissioners for a hearing
to be held in the county where the com-
plaint originates, if requested. The law
contemplated in this bill passes beyond
the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Cemmission. Believing the provisions of
the bill unfair, I trust the bill will be in-
definitely postponed, and when the vote
is taken I move that it be taken by the
yveas and nays.

Mr. COLCORD of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent and gentlemen of the Senate, as a
member of the railroad commission I sup-
post it’s up to me to say a few words in
support of my position in this matter.
This bill came before us early in the ses-
sion. The gentleman from Houlton who
introduced it claimed on the floor of the
House that we kept it in committee three
weeks for the purpose of killing it. We
thought he was to bring in a new draft
which would in some way be acceptable
to all parties, but he evidently did not
intend to, as he revised the bill after it
was reported and the present one is the
result.

This reminds me of a dog story. Little
Johnny had a dog which wandered away
and was gone three weeks before he could
be found. When the boy was asked if he
was sure that it was the same old dog
he said: “I think so. He don’t look like
him. and he don’t act quite as ugly, brt
T think it must be for he’s just as full of
fleas.”

This bill seems to have about all the
irritants of the old one, and appears to be
a measure to annoy the railroads. While
it was in committee T inquired of every
Aroostook man that I could sec if they
had ever tried to have their rates regu-
late.. either under the present l&w or by
any concerted action through the Board of

Trade. In no one case did I find that they
had ever attempted to do so and it seem-
ed to me then and now that it would be
time enough to come to the Legislature
when everything else failed.

Now I want to say a few words in gen-
eral about the railroads of Maine—these
soulless corporations that are grinding the
life blood out of the people. From the
time this Legislature convened up to the
present we have been pounding them
about every day in some manner. A re-
solve went through this House and Sen-
ate early in the session against granting
any rebates to public service corporations,
which resolve buttoned up any further
extension of railroad building for some
time, and we have been at their throat
ever since. We have raised their taxes
$107,000, etc. Now let’s see what these rail-
roads are really doing in Maine. I will
not mention anything about the money
they bring into the State by summer
travel or the employment that comes
through their instrumentality, but with
the permission of this senate I will sub-
mit a few figures.

Tax for 1908 was.........ocovinvunnns $638,000
Tax for 1909 was.........oovveivninnnn 107,000
$745,000

Deduct B. & A, 8. M., 4,000
$651,000

One-third of above...............c.... $217,000
Municipal taXes ......ceveiiinieeniens $652,000
100,000

$152,000

Mr. MULLEN of Penobseot: Mr. Pres-

ident, I wish to say in behalf of the com-
mittee that at the hearing it was not
shown that there was any complaint had
ever been made to the present commis-
sioners in regard to any of the matters
that have been talked of here today or
complained of in this bill. No complaint
has ever been made by the shippers to
the present board of railroad commis-
sioners that we have been acquainted
with or that we knew anything about.
That would in itself show that there had
not been very much trouble in that line.
The matter has been taken up by the
shippers through tue present method as
was given them power to do in the stat-

ute which the senator from Aroostook
has read to you and explained very
plainly. I say, let the interstate law,
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which has been talked of quite a little
this morning, be better stated, and let’s
get acquainted with this matter a little
more. Let your shippers if they have a
complaint, which no doubt they may
have, according to the instructions and
letters that have been read by the sena-
tor from Aroostook, and which I think
are all true—let them use the present
law and at least try your present com-
missioners once, and then say if it is ab-
solutely necessary to make all these
changes which this new bill calls for.

As Y say, let your commissioners be
tried at least once under your present
law and then we will see if this really is
as bad a case as the senator from Aroos-
took presents it. I hope you will vote for
the report of the committee.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President, I want the privilege of saying
a few words in the way of a rejoinder
and I would like the privilege of asking
a question or two. I would like to ask
whether this bill, No. 742, was ever heard
before the committee; and I would like
to ask further what there is in this bill,
No. 742, that is unfair to the railroads or
to anybody. I would like to ask further
what power this gives the commissioners
that is beyond the powers they had be-
fore, or is beyond the powers of the In-
terstate Commerce Commission. It seems
to me we are entitled to some answers
along these lines. I concur with most
that the member of the committee has
just said. If the senator from Waldo
wants to present a memorial indicating
the confidence of this Legislature in the
railroads, I am entirely willing to join
him in that. That is not the question.
Until he points out some difficulty in this
bill. It is no more fair to say that this
is an attack on the railroads than it is to
say that the proposition that anybody
shall have an appeal to the court is an
attack. If somebody works for me and
I cannot agree with him on wages, he has
an appeal to the courts. If any of the
committee wants to answer these ques-
tions I have a word to say before closing.

Mr. COLCORD of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent, I think that the senator from
Aroostook explained a few minutes ago
that the chief objection that the railroads
had to this bill was that it encouraged
the continual hammering and hounding

that is one of my chief objections to the
bill or to any bill that is making a radical
change; and no one, so far as I have been
able to find, has ever tried to get an ac-
tion looking to the regulation of rates.
I asked the railroad commissioners if
ever anyone had applied to them or had
a grievance from Aroostook county and
they said they had not. I asked several
gentlemen in this House, one from Houl-
ton, Mr. Cleveland, a potato shipper—I
asked if he had ever applied in any way
to regulate the railroad rates; and he
said he never had. Now it seems to me
there ought to be some other way before
we enact a law for a few people up in
Aroostook county and hound all the rest
of the railroads in the State.

Mr. MILLIKEN: 1 would like to ask
the senator from Waldo a question
through the Chair.

The PRESIDENT:
permit an inquiry?

Mr. COLCORD: Certainly.

Mr. MILLIKEN: I would like to ask
if you asked the railroad commissioners
whether in their opinion the present law
was sufficient for them to effectively reg-
ulate rates?

Mr. COLCORD: I did not.

Mr. MILLIKEN: The senator’s objec-
tion, narnely, that this is a bill intending
to hound the railroads, it not true. If
that were the intention of it that would
be a good reason for voting against the
whole proposition. If the senators wants
to follow this, if it is adopted, by any
kind of a resolution of the State express-
ing our confidence in the railroads, I am
entirely willing to agree to that; and
nothing has been shown here that there
is anything in this bill which is unfair to
the railroads. It is simply and solely, as
near as it could be drawn by a careful
lewyer, a proposition that the shippers
shall go, if they like to, to the commis-
sion and have these matters heard. If
there is anything about it that is unfair,
or which ought to be changed, I am en-
tirely willing, if the bill is supported, that
any difficulty shall be remedied. All I
want is to have the thing fixed so it can
be effectively done, and so that nobody
who wants to have that machinery set
motion shall not be deterred from fear
of the costs of the proceeding.

The senator has said a good deal about

Will the senator



of the railroads at this session which
was injuring their credit; and I will say
soleless corporations and the grinding of
the faces of the poor. I submit to the
Senate that I made no argument along
that line. I do not wish to take that po-
sition and never have. The position
which I take is that we want to be fair
between the railroads and the shippers
as between man and man. I say again,
as I sald a few moments ago, that I can
see no particular and no particular has
been pointed out by this committee where
this bill transcends the authority which
the commissioners should have. It is de-
signed to give an effective method.

I want to say one other word to those
who are interested in railroads. I do not
believe it is good policy for the railroads
to keep opposing anything that tends to-
ward any regulation or supervision of
their rates. I do think there is a good
argument against this Legislature’s at-
tempting to go into every freight rate and
regulate it, but I

want to say
in my opinion if this thing keeps
on and the railroad attorneys
keep cn  feeling that they are
obliged to oppose everything that
looks toward anything of this kind,

that these difficulties as they occur are
going tc keep piling up until finally we
shall get some legislation that will be
unfair to the raiiroad. I submit this
to you as a proposition that is fair. I
submit to you that these people who
think they have complaints, wherever
they live, are entitled to an opportunity
to have their cases heard and decided,
and T hope that the motion of the sen-
ator from Waldo will not prevail,

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebet: Mr.
President, T would not undertake to an-
swer the conundrum proposed by the
scnator from Aroostook. I think that
would be impossible. But, if this means
anything, it means a regulation by this
Legislature of the freight rates and the
passeager tariffs of the railroads in
this State, either directly by the lLeg-
islature or through its creatures, the
rallroad commissioners. I believe that
there is not a member of this Senate
whoe will for one moment advocate the
idea that we are competent or that the
board of railroad commissioners, good
men as they are, should take up a
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question and determine it on its mer-
its. T base my opinion in this matter
on an experience which I have had in
the state nf Texas, where they have a
lasw like the one proposed hre. The
law there provides that the railroad
commissioners shall have entire juris-
dictionn over this matter of rates. The
result is that after a trial of two or
three ycars, that law has demoralized
the business hetween the railroads and
shinpers more than any law that was
ever passed in Texas. One large cor-
poration aperating thousands of miles
of road, was forced into receivership
because of this bill giving the railroad
commissioners this right, because one
never knows who is going to be a com-
missioner or what position he is going
to take. I pbelieve this impractical and
not feasible to have anything to do
with this matter of rate regulation.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Will the senator
from Kennebece permit a  question
through the Chair?

Mr. MACOMBER: Certainly.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Will you tell the
Senate what new power this gives the
railroad commissioners which they do
not have now?

Mr. MACOMBER: If it does not give
new powers, we do not need it. If 1t
does give new powers to regulate, we
ought not to have it.

Mr. MILLIKEN: I asked you to state
if you knew whether it gave the rail-
road commissioners any new power?

Mr. MACOMBER: I say, if it does
not, we do not need any bill at all.

Mr. MILLIKEXN: That is, we have
the form without the substance, and
this is intended to give them the ma-
chinery to carry it into effect. The
suggestion of the senator from Kenne-
bec would indicate that there is an-
other objection, namely, that the rail-
roads do not wish this to be affected
and do not wish the Statute as it pres-
ert provided to have any effect what-
ever.

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland. Mr.
President: I do not believe that the
railroads of Maine need any defence
in this Senate. We have no question
as to their general values, hor have
we antagonism toward them. I agree
with much., if net all, of what the



1240

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE APRIL 1.

cerator frem Aroostook, Mr. Milliken,
has said in regard to this matter. I
believe that sooner or later we must
deal with this question of rates—that
we cannot do it by direct legislative
action and that it must be done through
a commission. I shall oppose this
amendment because I do net belicve
our present railroad commission can
deal adequately with this subject. In
saying this, I am casting no reflection
upon that body, for they were not ap-
pointed with this service in mind. Their
work is to deal largely with the physi-
cal characteristics of a railroad, for
which purpose I have no question but
what they are adequately equipped. I
don’t believe that they could deal with
this guestion properly and I fear would
not make things better than they are.
The question of rates is a very Adiffi-
cult and important one. I am willing
to go on record as being in favor of
a public utildities commission in some
form or other, whether in the form of
the railroad commission or by any
other name, to be appointed and made
up with this service in mind. We can-
not do that until we have a better
chance for this purpose. I think that
we had better leave our law in Maine
az it is. It seems that even now there
is a right of appeal to this body, but
it seems that that right of appeal is
rarcly exercised, which must be, I
think, partly at least, for the reason
that the shippers feel that it is not
adequate and think they will not be
bettered. The railroad commission, as
it now stands, it seems to me, are a
good deal nearer to the railroads than
the shippers will be, but I am not say-
ing they will act fairly. What is more
natural than that they should be actu-
ated v the motives of the party that
is nearest to them.

The PRESIDENT: The matter un-
der congideraticn is House Document
No. 661, “An Act to enlarge the powers
and duties of the railroad commission-
ers and regulating the fares and tolls
of common carriers.”” This bill accom-
nanied a report of the committee on
rajlroads and expresses ‘“‘ought not to
pass.” In the House this bill, House
Document 661, was substituted for the
report “onught not to pass.” Subse-

quently House Amendment A, which
is House Document No. 742, was adopt-
ed. Then in the House, the bill and
amenidment were indefinitely postponed.
In the Senate, the senator from Aroos-
took, Mr. Milliken, has moved that the
bill be substituted for the report. The
serator from Franklin, Mr. Emery,
has moved that the bill be indefinitely
postponed. The motion of the senator
from Franklin, Mr. Emery, that the
bill and amendment be indetinitely
postponed is the pending question, and
upon that, the senator from Franklin,
Mr. Emery, at the time of making the
motion asked that the yeas and nays
be ordered.

The question being put, the yeas and
nays were ordered, and the vote being
had resulted as follows: 'Those voting
vea were: Messrs. Baxter, Boynton,
Colcord, Eaton, Emery, Gowell, Flamil-
ton, Hill, Looney, Macomber, Minott,
Mullen, Osgood, Reynolds, Shaw, Smith,
Staples, Walker, Warren, Wheeler
(20).

’lzhose voting Nay were Messrs. Doni-
gan, Hastings, Howes, Irving, Xellogg,
Lowe, Milliken, (7).

So the motion to indefinitely postpone
prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxford,
Senate Document No. 403, “An Act to
amend Section 89 of Chapter 4 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the right to
take land for parks, squares and public
libraries,” was taken from the table;
on his further motion the same was
passed to be engrossed.

On further metion by the same Sena-
tor, House Document No. 540, “An Act
to abolish the office of Auditor of State
printing,” was taken from the table,
and on his further motion, the bill was
indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, House Document No. 546, “An Act
to consolidate and revise the laws relat-
ing to State printing and binding,” was
taken frorm the table; and on further
motion by the same Senator, the Sen-
ate voted to concur with the JIouse in
the indefinrite postponement of the bill.

On motion by Mr. Eaton of Washing-
ton, Senate Document No. 325, “Resolve
providing for an amendmemt to the Con-
stiution empowering the Governor to re-



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE APRIL 1.

1241

move sheriffs,” was taken from the ta-
ble, and on further motion by the same
Senator, the vote whereby the bill was
passed to be engrossed was reconsid-
ered; and the Senate voted to non-concur
in the adoption of House Amendment
A. On his further motion, the bill was
referred to the next Legislature.

The PRESIDENT: “An Act to incor-
porate the Cherryfield and Beddington
Telephone Company.” This bill was re-
ferred to the Committee on Telegraphs
and Telephones. Through an error, the
Committee on Telegraphs and Tele-
phones, and the Committee on Mercan-
tile Affairs and Insurance, having the
same clerk, it was reported back to the
House “ought to pass” by the Commit-
tee on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance;
so the records do not show any reference
of it to the committee which recognizes
it. Tt 1is, therefore, irregular, and to
correct this irregularity, it has been ar-
ranged or suggested that this bill be in-
definitely postponed, and the House has
indefinitely postponed it, and another
bill has been introduced bearing the
same title and in the same language and
has passed the House without reference
to a committee, under suspension of the
rules.

The reference of House Document No.
794, which is the original bill reported
by the wrong commitiee, the Senator
from Oxford, Mr. Hastings, moved that
the Senate indefinitely postpone the same
in concurrence, and the motion prevailed.
On further motion by the same Senator,
under supension of the rules, bill “An
Act to incorporate the Cherryfield and
BEeddington Telephone Company,” took
its two several readings, without refer-
ence to a committee ana was passed to
be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Macomber of Ken-
nebec, Senate Document No. 477. “An
Act to revise Chapter 138 of the Public
Laws of 1895, was taken from the ta-
ble.

Mr. MACOMBER of XKennebec: Mr.
President, this is a bill relating to uni-
formity of legislation, and I would like
to explain to the Senate the situation
that this is now in, as I understand it.

In 1895 there was a law passed providing
for a commission of three lawyers to
meet a similar commission from other

states in a joint convention which these
gentlemen generally hold down at At-
lantic City, or Saratoga, or some place
of that sort, to agree upon some system
of uniform legislation. I think the com-
mission from this State has largely been
represented by one gentlemen; and he has
appeared here at every session of Legis-
lature with reference to this legislation.
These different ILegislatures have never
agreed to any of tlie propositions pro-
posed by this commission. This law
eracted in 1895, when the Revised Stat-
utes were revised in 1903, this commis-
sion was put out of business; and al-
though they were good lawyers they had
never discovered it until very recently,
but have kept on performing their duties
tor the last six years without apparently
any authority whatever, and charging to
the State anywhere from one to five hun-
dred dollars for their expenses per an-
num; so that they have already drawn
from the State about $2600 or $2800. Now
this comumission has just discovered, as
I understand, that they are out of busi-
ness, and have been out of business for
siz years; so that they put this bill in to
get themselves into office again; and,
since I have laid the bill on the table,
they have discovered that the law has
not been repealed and that they are in
actual existence as a commission, and I
think we ought to find out whether the
commission is traveling, and how long it
should travel; and so I move that the
bill under consideration be indefinitely
postponed. I then have another bill, so
that if there is any question as to this
first one’s having been repealed we shall
krow just exactly where this commission
is at; and T would ask unanimous consent
to introduce this bill, which repeals, if
it has not been already repealed by stat-
ute, the original law; and that puts the
commission entirely out of business.

The question being put upon the motion
to indefinitely postpone, the motion pre-
vailed. Thereupon Bill “An Act to repeal
Chapter 113 of the Public Laws of 1895,
relating to commission on uniformity of
laws,”” was presented hy Senator Macom-
ber, and on his motion, under suspension
of the rules, the bill took its several read-
irgs and was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by the fame senator, the
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Senate voted to reconsider the vote
whereby it indefinitely postponed the
bill to amend Section 21 orf Chapter 32
of the Rcvised Statutes relating to
hunting on Sunday. On his further mo-
tion the Secnate voted to non-concur
with the House in its indefinite post-
ponement.

On motion by Mr. Boynton of Lin-
coln, Senate Doc. No. 318, “An Act to
amend Sec. 2 of Chapter 159 of the
Public Laws of 1905 relating to com-
peinsation of State officers,” was taken
from the table. On further motion by
the saine senator the bill was passed to
be enacted.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cum-
berland bill, “An Act 2o restore Port-
land bridge” was taken from ths ta-
ble, and put upon its jascage.

The committee on judiciary submit-
ted its final report.

Bill, An Act to amend Chapter 166 of
the Public Laws of 1907, entitled An
Act fcr the better collection of taxes.
(This hill camc upon its passage to bhe
enacted. On motion by Mr. Baxter of
Cumberland the bill wag tabled.)

Passed To Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Section 17 of Chap-
ter 30 of the Revised Statutes relating
to the sale of polsons.

An Act te amend Section 42 of Chap-
ter 40 of the Revised Statutes relating
to the duties of the commissioner of
the burcan of industrial and labor sta-
tistics,

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

An Act to amend Chapter 144 of the
Revised Statutes relating to Insane
Lospitals. .

An Act relating to the collection of
Siate, county and district taxes.

An Act relating to life insurance
companies doing an industrial busi-
ness ziving special rates of premiums
to members of lodges and labor unions.

An Act to consolidate and revise the
n:ilitary laws of the State of Maine.

An Act empowering the Governor to re-
move county attorneys.

An Act to incorporate the Farmington
Power Company.

An Act to incorporate the Brunswick
Power Company.

An Act to authorize the city of Port-
land to acquire land for a police station
and a central fire station lot.

An Act to incorporate the Calais Power
Company.

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

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chapter
357 of the Private and Special Laws of
1887, entitled An Act establishing a close
time on lobsters in the bays of the towns
of Harrington, Milbridge, Steuben and
Gouldsboro.

An Act prohibiting the building of
smelt traps in the waters of Harrington
river, Washington county.

An Act to incorporate the Scarboro and
Cape Elizabeth Railroad Company.

An Act to increase the authority of the
Fort Halifax Power Company.

An Act to establish a close time on lob-
sters in the bays of the towns of Goulds-
boro, Eden, Trenton, Larmoine, Hancock,
Sullivan and Sorrento.

An Act to regulate the herring fisheries
in the town of Roque Bluffs.

An Act to divide the town of York and
egtablish the town of Gorges.

An Act to amend Chapter 166 of the
Putklic Laws of 1907, entitled “An Act for
the better collection of taxes.” (On mo-
tion by Mr. Baxter of Cumberland this
bill was laid on the table.)

Finally Passed.
in favor of L. S. Lippincott.
in favor of W. G. Fuller.
to provide means for taxation
of claims for State pensions.

Resolve in favor of scresning China lake
in the county of Kennebhec.

Resolve in favor of screen at the out-
let of Squa Pan lake in Aroostook county.

Resolve in favor of clerk and stenog-
rapher to the committee on railroads
and expresses.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish to ask permission to intro-
duce, under suspension of the rules, a re-
solve; and I will first state the purport
of it.

There is upon the table now a veto
signed by the Governor, on a bill giving
so much money to Old Orchard by way of
repaying the taxes for nine or ten years,

Resolve
Resolve
Resolve
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which amounted to about $6000 a year.
The reasons which the Governor states
for his veto are that the resolve is un-
censtitmtional and that he thought the
amount too large. A resolution has been
made by the attorney general which I
hold in my hand; and the Governor ap-
proves of it, so far as he is concerned,
both as to its amount and to its form;
so that I ask leave to introduce it at
this time.

The senator from York, Mr. Hamilton,
thereupon presented “Resolve in favor of
the town of Old Orchard,” and moved
that it take its several readings, under
suspension of the rules, and pass to be
engrossed. On motion by Mr. Shaw of
Kennebec the resolve was tabled pending
its second reading.

Mr. WARREN of Cumiberland: Mr.
President, I ask permission at this
time to make a statement, as there
seems to be nothing pending just now.
I am moved to make this statement hy
this tax bill which is upon the table.
It has been my lot to be chairman of
the committee on bills in the second
reading. Prior to this tax bill, there
has been but one very large bill before
us this year, and that is Senate Docu-
ment No. 143, the military Bbill, which
emanated from the military commit-
tee, of which Senator Baxter is chair-
man. Now I wish to say that in this
matter of bills in the second reading,
it has been my plan to ask certain
members of the committee to serve
each week; and, if I mistake not, Sen-
ator Osgood signed the report that
went with this military bill—that “no
further verbal amendments were nec-
. essary.” Now we know how faithful
and conscientious a man Senator Os-
good is, no member has been so faith-
ful and ready to do his work, as he.
And we all of us know he would not
have signed such a report as that if
he had not read the bill through from
beginning to end; and it is a piece of
work which ought to be commended.
I think he might very readily have
signed the report that no further ver-
bal additions were necessary, but to
say that no further verbal amendments
were necessary required an amount of
work on his part which I, as chairman
of that committee wish to commend.

There is another matter, however,
I understand that there has recently
+abpeared along the coast of Maine, a
sea bird unknown before, which the
naturalists have been unable to classi-
fy and for which they must find a new
name; and they have decided to call it
the Baxter Bird, because it has such
a big bill,

Mr. WHEELER of Cumberland: Mr,
President, I desire leave to lay on the
table the bill relating to the Portland
bridge and I will taRe it up the first
thing in the afternoon session. It is
still in the possession of the Senate,
ag I understand, and has already pass-
ed to be engrossed. For the present I
shall be satisfied to have it remain on
the table, without moving to reconsid-
er the vote whereby it was passed to
be engrossed.

The motion to table prevailed.

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

Afternoon Session.
3 o’clock P. M.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

An Act regulating the employment
of a Legislative Counsel and Agents to
provide for the return of ILesgislative
Expenses. (This bill was by the House
passed to be engrossed. By the Senate
it was indefinitely postponed. The
House having voted to adhere, on mo-
tion by Mr. Macomber of Kennebec, the
Senate voted to adhere to its former
action.)
An Act to permit certain plantations

assume the maintenance of their
(This was by the
engrossed. By the
passed to be en-
by House Amend-

to
roads and bridges.
Senate passed to be
House it has been
grossed as amended
ment A. On motion by Mr. Donigan of
Somerset the Senate voted to reconsider
the vote whereby the Senate passed the
bill to be engrossed. On further motion
by the same Senator, House amendment A
was adopted in concurrence, and on his
further motion the bill as amended was
passed to be engrossed.)

An Act to amend Section 56 of Chap-
ter 40 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to hours of labor, as amended and re-
numbered by Section 35 of said Chapter
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by the laws of 1907. (This bill ac-
companied by two reports, majority
repert ‘‘ought to pass,” and minority
report ‘‘ought not to pass.” By the Sen-
ate the majority report was accepted and
the bill passed to be engrossed. The House
having voted to non-concur in the
adoption of the majority report, and
having accepted the minority report
‘“ought not to pass”, on motion by Mr.
Looney of Cumberland, the Senate voted
to recede and concur with the House.)

An Act to amend the Charter of the
city of Old Town and to provide for a
referendum of the legal voters of the
city of Old Town. (This was, by the
Senate, passed to be engrossed. By the
House it was referred to the next Leg-
islature. On motion by Mr. Mullen of
Penobscot the Senate voted to concur
with the MHouse in referring the bill to
the next Legislature.) |

An Act to repeal Chapter 92 of the
laws of 1905. (In this matter th\e two
houses having come to a disafteeing
vote, the Senate voted to adhere. The
House having voted to adhere, no fur-
ther action was taken by the Senate.)

Resolve in favor of clerk and stenog-
rapher to committees on Insane Hos-
pitals and School for Feeble Minded.
(On motion by Mr. Irving of Aroostook,
under suspension of the rules, this re-
solve took its several readings and was
passed to be engrossed.)

Resolve in favor of the clerk to the
Committee on Claims. (On motion by
Mr. Irving of Aroostook, under sus-
pension of the rules, this bill took its
second reading and was passed to be
engrossad.)

An Act to extend the time within
which the Madison Municipal Court
may be organized. (This bill came

from the House, by that branch indefi-
nitely postponed. On motion by Mr.
Donigan of Somerset, the Senate con-
curred with the House in the indefinite
postponement of the bill.)

An Act to prohibit trout fishing in
Kay Brook, sometimes called Broad
Brook, and its tributaries, in the town
of T.ebanon, York County. (This bill
came from the House, by that branch
prassed to be engrossed under suspen-
sion of the rules. On motion by Mr.
Gowell of York, under suspension of the

rules, the bill took its second reading
and was passed to be engrossed.)

An Act to prohibit trout fishing in
Goding Brook, so called, in the towns
of Lebanon and Acton, in York county.
(On motion by Mr. Gowell of York, this
bill took its second reading, under sus-
pension of the rules, and was passed to
be engrossed.)

An Act to regulate the purchase and
sale of intoxicating liquors by the
State Liquor Commissioner and by town
liguor agents. (On motion by Mr. Irv-
ing of Aroostook, under suspension of
the rules, this bill took its second read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed.)

Reports of Committees.

Mr. Wyman, for the (ommittee on
Inland Fisheries and Game, on ‘“Re-
solve for screening Daniels Pond,
Franklin, Hancock County,” reported
same ought not to pass.

The same Senator, for the same
committee, on “Resolve in favor of

screening Robinson Pond, in the County
of Somersget,” reported same ought not
to pass.

The same Senator submitted the final
report of the committee on Inland Fish-
eries and Game.

The Committee on Appropriations and
Financial Affairs reported ‘“Resolve in
favor of clerk, stenographer and mes-
senger to the committee on Appropria-
tions and Financial Affairs.” (The re-
port was accepted, and, under suspen-
sion of the rules, the resolve took its
two several readings, and was passed
to been cengrossed.)

Passed to be Enacted.

And Act to establish the Kingman
Municipal court. (On motion by Mr.
Hill of Penobscot, this bhill was tabled.)

An Act to amend Sections 35, 37 and
41 of Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes
relating to the taxation of telephone and
telegraph companies.

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cum-
berland, 110use Document No. 605,
“House Amendment A,” relating to the
Portland Bridge bill, was taken from
the table. On further motion by the
same Senator, the Senate voted to recon-
sider the vote whereby the bill was
passed to be engrossed. On further mo-
tion by the same Senator, Senate
Amendment A was adopted, and the
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bill as amended was passed to be en-
grossed.

(Subsequently this matter was taken
from the table by the President.)

The PRESIDENT: In this matter,
there wag an error in the vote taken a
short time ago. The amendment that
was offered was amendment to House
Amendment A Probably the Senator
from Cumberland so stated, but the
Chair misunderstood him and under-
stood that the amendment adopted was
an amendment to the bill whereas it was
an amendment to House Amendment A.

Thercupon ihe Senator from Cumber-
land, Mr. Baxter, moved that the Sen-
ate reconsider its vote whereby it passed
to be engrossed the bill as amended by
House Amendment A, and the same Sen-
ator moved that the Senate reconsider
its vote whereby it adopted Senate
Amendment A.

The same Senator then presented
Senate Amendment A to House Amend-
ment A, and the same was adopted. On
his further motion, the Senate adopted
House Amendment A as amended by
Senate Amendment A; and on his fur-
ther motion, the bill as amended by
House Amendment A as amended by
Senate Amendment A was passed to he
engrossed.

Mr. BAXTIR of Cumberland: Mr.
President: T wish  to introduce a re-
solve out of order to correct an error

in a resolve that passcd some time ago.
This resolve does not call for any ad-
ditional appropriation. It simply cor-
reclg an error in one already approved
by the Governor.

The Senator thereupon presented “An
Act to amend a resolve for the preser-
vation of the archives of the State of
Maine”, approved by the Governor
March 19, 1909, and on his motion, un-
der suspension of the rules, the bill
took its several readings and was
passed to be engrossed.

On motion of Mr. Hill of Penobscot,
bill “An Act to establish the Kingman
Municipal Court”, was taken from the
table; and on his further motion the
same was indefinitely postponed.

Mr. Eaton of Washington presented
“Resolve in favor of Fred W. Lee”, and
the same was received; and on motion

by the same Senator, under suspension
of the rules, the resolve took its several
readings and was passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion of Mr. Shaw of Kennebec
“Resolve in favor of the town of Old
Orchard”’, was taken from the table.

Mr. SHAW of Kennebec: Mr. Presi-
dent: T will say that I tabled that re-
solve thinking it was bad policy for the
State at this late day to appropriate
money extending over a period of ten
or twelve vears. Tt seems under the
resolve that it requires $3,000 a year
for the next ten years; and I do not
like that feature of the resolve. Neith-
er do I think it is a good precedent to
establish, to make such a gift to any
town, for we can readily see, if this
precendent is established, other towns
and cities in the future will come here
and expect help. I will refrain from
making any motion, but I simply leave
it where it is.

Mr. HAMILTON of York:
dent: T wish to offer a resolve as a
substitute for that resolve.

The PRESIDENT: Does the Senator
desire to make any motion in reference
to the present resolve, either that it be

Mr. Presi-

tabled or indefinitely postponed.
Mr. FIAMILTON: Mr. President: T
move that the resolve in favor of the

town of Old Orchard be laid on the
table.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent: That bill, T am aware, is in the

intercsts of the citizens of Old Orchard,
who met with a disastrous firc two
vears ago; but the people who suffered
the most were all wealthy people, and
I do not think we ought to set a pre-
cedent in this State to make donations
to every town or city that has had a
disastrous fire. If we do that, this
legislature will be flooded with resolves
like this one. I do not think we have
any legal right to do it. I think it is
setting a bad precedent; and if my mo-
tion is in order at this time, I move that
the whole thing be indefinitely post-
poned.

The PRESIDENT: The pending ques-
tion is upon the motion of the Senator
from York, Mr. Hamilton, that the re-
solve in favor of Old Orchard, which
was presented this morning, tabled on
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motion of the Senator from KXennebec,
Senator Shaw, be laid on the table
that the Senate may consider a substi-
tute offered by Senator Hamilton of
York.

The question being put, it was voted
that the resolve tabled this morning
and just taken from the table be laid
on the table pending the consideration
of the substitute resolve.

Thereupon Mr. Hamilton of York pre-
sented “Resolve in favor of Old Orch-
ard (being the substitute resolve) and
moved that the rules be suspended and
that the resolve take its two several
readings at the present time without
reference to a committee, and be passed
to be engrossed.

Mr. HAMILTON
President: I stated this morning the
circumstances which called forth this
resolve, Now the Senator from KXKnox
thinks that it establishes a bad prece-
dent, and he states also that the people
there are wealthy people. I wish to
state to the Senate that that is not the
fact. None of the people were of the
wealthy classes. It took out property
along the sea shore, and, as I stated
this morning, the resolve had passed
this House and went to the Governor
for his signature and his veto now lies
on the table. That resolve was for
$6,000 a year; and one of his reasons
was, that the form of it was not proper
and the other reason was that it was
too large; and, at his request, the re-
solve in its present form is placed be-
fore the Senate.

‘We have been here appropriating
money to many towns for public pur-
poses, and I certainly have voted for it,
but York County has not had one sin-
gle cent and never has. But this is no
reason why this resolve should pass.
This resolve should rest upon its own
merits. Now, the town is entirely
burned out and they need a little help
there at this time and need it badly. It
was a tremendous fire; and I do not be-
lieve we will ever have such a fire
again and under similar circumstances.
I think it is proper that the town should
be helped, for they, as much as other
towns, should pay for roads and bridges.
I think it is just as legitimate. That
is the way I feel about it, and I think

of York: Mr.

from this gentleman who has received
so much of the State’s money during

this session, it comes will ill-grace

when York County first introduces a re-
quest here for money, which is the first
in years, and the first within my re-
membrance, to oppose it It is but
fair and right that Old Orchard should
receive this little appropriation of $3,-
000 a year in order that they may be
built up. As I stated before, the re-
solve passed both Houses for an appro-
priation of $6,000. It went to the Gov-
ernor for kis signature. Now this re-
solve calls for just half as much., and
if there was no rcason for opposing the
other, with double the amount, the rea-
son for passing this resolve comes with
a great deal more force; and I feel it is
hut just for this resolve not to be
turned down,

As a precedent each case stands upon
its own particular circumstances. If a
town comes in with such devastation as
obtains there and such a town needs
aid, I should vote for it, as soon as for
appropriaticn for bridges and roads
and all those things where it is not
always so meritorious, and I earnestly
desirc that this resolve shall pass.

Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent: I am aware that they had a great
fire out thiere at Old Orchard, and that
a great many poor people in the place
have been burned out and probably .a
great many will be in the future. Now
by this resolve, we are going to give
$30,000 to Old Orchard. PYray, tell me
how that is going to be distributed to
aid the poor people who were burned
out there? It goes into the treasury of
the town, as I understand it. That
town can do what it pleases with it.

1 sympathize with those people there,
but T do not wish to put myself on
record as establishing such a prece-
dent, so that any town or any individ-
ual may come here and ask assistance
of this Legislature for any such purpose.
There are many cases as meritorious in
the State of Maine, which have occurred
within the last five years. I want to
know where you are going to draw a
dividing line if you should give the
treasury of Old Orchard $30,000 in the
next ten years? How 1is it going to
help the people who were burned out?



The resolve for $6,000 passed the
two Houses and I voted for it with the
understanding and idca that the Gover-
nor would veto it, and I was glad when
he did veto it. I do not think we ought
to make such a precedent as this in the
State of Maine; and I move that the re-
«0lve be indefinitely postponed; and up-
on that, I ask for the Yeas and Nays.

Mr. GOWETLI, of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: If ever a town in our State
needed ascistance, it is this town at the
present time. I am informed that the
town of 0Old Orchard has not expended
any money in the last two years for the
improvement of highways. They have
maintained their school. The taxes
have been exorbitant and practically a
part of the town has been wiped out of
existence. I think there has been a
precendent for a resolve of this kind in
other states, I understand the State of
Massachusetts assisted Chelsea in a
similar manner when they had the fire
there; and I believe it would be a good
thing for the State. T believe the peo-
ple of Old Orchard, in improving that
popular summer resort, would accom-
plish the result of bringing property
and money into the State, so that in the
end the State would lose nothing by the

passage of this resolve. As my col-
league, Scnator Hamilton, savs, we
have asked very little in the way of

appropriations., and I think this resolve
should receive a passage. As Senator
Ttamilton said, it meets with the hearty
approval of the Governor, I think.
Mr. TAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: You may understand that the
town is left in a very bad coundition as
to its streets and roads. It requires a
grcat deal of money to put them back

into condition so that we can go to
work at building. The streets and

roads were all torn up and they are not
vet cleaned up. You see it has reduced
the wvaluation of that town about two-
thirds. Now when they start to build
there, in the boom that will follow, the
valuation will be increased, and in one
vear I have no doubt it will be doubled,
and so on for the next year and the
next, so that the State will really get
its money back before the end of the
time which the resolve covers, and the
State will practically be no loser. The
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purpose of the resolve is to enable them
now to start and clean up their streets,
<0 that it will be possible to build as
they intend to.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
Pregident: Tf there is no precedent in
the State of Maine for this resolve, I do
not think it is material. "The State ap-
propriates thousands and thousands of
dollars to encourage fish culture and
other things of that sort in order to
bring summer people here, and I see no
reason why it should not appropriate a
few hundred dollars to help Old
Orchard and to rebuild her roads. Every
doliar of this money will come back to
the State in a few years, and the build-
ing boom will start there, and it will be
a good investment for the State. T
hope the Senate will support the mo-
tion of the Senator from York.

The cuestion being put upon the mo-
tion to indefinitely postpone, the Yeas
and Nays were ordered, and the vote
being had resulted ag follows: Those
voting Yea were Messrs. Lowe, Shaw,
Staples. Those voting Nay were
Messrs. Baxter, Boynton, Colcord,
Eaton, Emery, Gowell, Hamilton, Hast-
ings, IIill, Howes, Irving, XKellogg,
Knowlton, T.ooney, Macomber, Milliken,
Minott, Mullen, Osgood, Reynolds,
Smith, Walker, Warren, Wyman (24).

So the motion was lost.

Thereupon, on motion by the Senator
from York, Mr. Hamilton under suspen-
sion of the rules, the resolve took its
two several readings and was passed to
be engrossed.

The Committee of Conference on “Re-
solve in favor of Lowell E. Bailey” re-
ported that the same be indefinitely
postponed in accordance with the vote of
the House. (The report of the Conference
Committee was accepted, and it was
voted that the resolve be indefinitely post-
poned in accordance with the report of
the Conference Committee.)

Mr. Hamilton of York presented bill
“An Act to amend Section 31 of Chapter
29 of the Revised Statutes of the State
of Maine in relation to liquor agencies”,
and moved that it take its two several
readings and passed to be engrossed,
under suspension of the rules.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
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President: The subject of that bill hav-
ing been acted upon, pending its second
reading, I move that it be laid on the
table.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I wish to say something about
that matter before the bill is tabled. I
presumed that the Secretary would read
it and ‘that it would be satisfactory.
. This bill is drawn for the purpose of
restricting the matter of liquor agencies
and placing it in some form under con-
trol of the Governor and Council. I
know we have passed what is called the
Milliken Bill; and I move, if the motion
is in order, that the vote whereby that
bill was passed to be engrossed be re-
considered.

Thereupon the vote whereby bill “An
Act to regulate the purchase and sale
of intoxicating liquors by town liquor
agencies” was passed to be engrossed,
was reconsidered.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Pregi-
dent: I now move that the bill to amend
Section 31 of Chapter 29 of the Revised
Statutes in relation to liquor agencies
offered by me be taken from the table.

The motion prevailed.

The same Senator further moved that
the bill take its second reading.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: As I understand the matter,
we lhave now both bills before the Sen-
ate. Is that right? What is the par-
liamentary situation? Are they both
before the Senate?

The PRESIDENT:
before the Senate.

They are both

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I suggest under these cir-

cumstances that we let both bills pass
and we will get a larger assortment of
liquors.

Mr. REYNOLDS of ZXennebec: Do
not forget that New ¥ngland Rum is
the safest thing we have got.

Mr. MILLIKEN, of Aroostook: Mr.
President: The situation seems to call
for a choice between the two bills, the
one offered by the Senator from York
and the one which the Committee has
reported and which has been passed to
be engrossed.

Now, in support of the bill once
passed and reported by the Committee,
I have only to say that it is the work

of the Committee which sat during re-
cess and has been passed upon by the
Temperance Committee and I think it
is a reasonable bill and a bill likely to
accomplish the purpose Intended.

I have read the bill offered by the
Senator from York, and it amounts to
very little indeed, as you will notice, if
you heard it read. The bill that was
passed to Dbe engrossed a few moments
ago and which has been reported by the
Committee and unanimously reported by
the Temperance Committee, does do
something to remedy the existing con-
ditions. The Senator from York has
not stated any objections to that bill,
but has simply offered this in its place.
Both of them now being before the
Senate, I move that Senate Document
503 again pass to be engrossed, or if
there is any amendment to be offered
that it be presented.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I am not supposed to know as
much about liquor agency matters as
Senator Milliken. I never had occasion
to patronize them. From my observa-
tion ang from talking with very many
in reference to it, the hill which Sena-
tor Milliken introduces 1is in such a
form that it is impracticable, and this
bill is a bill which the Governor and
Council desires to have passed, and then
they can control the business entirely;
and, as I stated here yesterday, under
the old statutes they had all the powers
that in my judgment were necessary to
control it, and that we could trust
them to control it, but it was brought
out here that it was thought by some
that they had not under that statute,
S0 this bill that I have introduced is
not my own bill by any manner of
means, for I care nothing about it per-
sonally, except with regard to what is
for the best interests of the State. The
bill which I introduce is plain and sim-
ple and tells what the Governor and
Council shall do and ought to do, and
gives them entire power to control the
agencies of the State, for you will re-
member that under the statute it was
said they had no authority to remove
a town agent. This bill gives them
that authority at any time. Further,
it was said under the old bill that it did
not give them authority to visit the



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE APRIL 1.

town agencies for any purpose, but
this bill does, and to examine the kind
of liquor and the way in which they
manage it. I believe the agencies can
be better managed under the control of
the Governor and Council by the bill
which T introduce than by the Milliken
Bill. If I did not think so, I would
not have introduced it. I read it over
carcfully after it was drafted and read
it several times, and it had been passed
around, and I could see from the sim-
ple manner in which it was drawn and
because of the authority that it gave to
the Governor and Council, that it was a
proper bill. It is so regarded by the
Council, so that I have introduced it.
I am not particular about the bill, but
I want to state these facts so that the
Senate may know why this bill was in-
troduced.

The motion of the Senator from
Aroostook, Mr. Milliken, is that his bill
be passed to be engrossed. I hope that
motion will not prevail, but that the
bill which I have introduced will be
passed to be engrossed in place of the
Milliken Bill, which I believe is much
better, as it leaves the matter in the
hands of the Governor and Council with
enlarged powers.

Mr. MIT.LTKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: T want to say a word about
the difference between the two bills. T
did not expect the subject to come up
at this time. Senate Document 503,
which yvou all have before you, makes
three distinet provisions which are im-
portant. One is that the liquors
brought into the State shall be brought
into the State in sealed packages, hand-
led in those sealed packages and sold
to the consumer from the same pack-
ages. The purposes of this, as is very
plain, is to avoid all opportunity for
adulteration of the liquor at any stage
of the proceedings. The second pro-
vision is that these liquors must be
bought under some system of competi-
tive bids, cutting out suspicion of
graft, owing to the fact that two whole-
sale dealers do now and have for many
years controlled the liquor business.
The third is that this bill limits defi-
nitely the profits that may be made by
a lawful liquor agency. I think I know
something about the suggestions of this
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original bill and of the bill which has
been suggested by the Senator from
York. I think it is intended in that
bill to give less regulation than was in-
tended by the bill which was before you,
and I think that the bill which is before
you, Senate Document 503, carries with it
the minimum of regulation that we can
safely expect to correct the existing evils,

The Senator contended before, when
this was under discussion, that the
Governor and Council have all authori-
ty. This bill simply gives a little
authority, and stipulates a few more
things, which they shall do, but I sub-
mit that this other bill does definitely
correct those evils that exist. That is
the precise gituation. I admit the
Senator from York’s bill is better than
nothing, but it is not much better than
nothing,

Mr., HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: Tt seems to me that in the way
the matter is now, that both in buying
and selling the percentage is impracti-
cable, because vou cannot limit it as T
understand they limit it in his bill. Tt
should be in the hands of the Governor
and Council. It is to be sold in the
original package. Now if it is to be
«o0ld in the original package, how large
an original package? And, if you look
it over, you will see that its limitations
are such ag to make it impracticable in
its operation; while in this hill all of
the objection to the statute, as it now
stands and has stood for many years,
is that it does not give authority
cnough to the Governor and Council in
reference to buying and in refercnce o

the liquor agencies. Now, all this
liquor is to be bought under the new
bill by the Governor and Council. They

buy it where and how they please; and,
as for buying liguor by the system of
competitive bids, you understand how
that may be. These fellows all get to-
gether and they don’t know anything
about what kind of ligquors they are
getting. But this new bill states that
it shall be analyzed. As I said before,
I do not know but little about this mat-
ter, but from a practical standpoint and
in the interests of the people and for
the care of the agency in selling it, I
believe it is better than it would be in
the hands of the Governor and Council



with that enlarged power that is given
in this bill.

The PRESIDENT: Senate Document
No. 503, known as the Milliken Bill ac-
companies the report of the Committee
on Temperance ‘“ought not to pass’”. It
has received its two several readings in
the Senate and passed to be engrossed,
and the Senate reconsiders its vote
whereby it passed to be engrossed, and
the pending question is upon the motion
of the Senator from Aroostook, Mr.
Milliken, that the bill now pass to be
engrossed, and upon this motion the
Senator from Aroostook asks that the
Yeas and Nays be ordered.

The question bheing put, the Yeas and
Navs were ordcered, and the vote being
had resulted as follows: 'Those voting
Yea were Messrs., Boynton, Donigan,
Hill, Howes, Irving, Kellogg, Knowlton,
Lowe, Milliken, Minott, Mullen, Shaw,
Staples, Walker, Warren, Wyman, (16).
Those voting Nay were Mcessers. Bax-
ter, Eaton, Emery, Gowell, Hamilton,
Hastings, Looney, Macomber, Osgood,
Reynolds, Smith, (11).

So the motion prevailed.

The PRESIDENT: We now have be-
fore us bill “An Act to amend Section
31 of Chapter 29 of the Revised Statutes
in relation to liquor agencies.”

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-

took, the same was indefinitely post-
poned.
On motion by Mr. Gowell of York,

Senate Document No. 486, “An Act to
amend Section 38 of Chapter 89 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to persons
travelling from place to place and car-
rying for sale intoxicating liquors”,
was taken from the table. On further
motion by the same Senator, the bill was
passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
lard, Senate Document No. 353, “An Act
to amend Chapter 166 of the Public
Laws of 1907, entitled ‘An Act for the
better collection of taxes,”’ was taken
from the table; and on further mo-
tion by the same Senator, the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
grossed was reconsidered. The same
Senator presented Senate Amendment A
and moved its adoption. The motion
prevailed. On further motion by the
same Senator, the bill as amended by
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Senate Amendment A passed to be en-
grossed.

The PRESIDENT: What does the
Senator from York, Mr. Hamilton, de-
=ire to do in reference to the “Resolve
in relation to Old Orchard”?

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I move that it he taken from the

table and disposed of.

The PRIESIDENT: The Chair reminds
the Senator that the resolve in favor of
the town of Old Orchard—not the one
which was passed and which went to
the Goverror—but the one presented
this merning and tabled by Senator
Shaw is the resolve referred to.

Mr. HAMTLTON of York: Mr., Presi-
dent: T move that the resolve in favor
of the town of Old Orchard, which was
tabled hy Senator Shaw. and taken from
the table and afterwards tabled by my-
self, bhe indefinitely postponed.

The motion prevailed.

On motion of Mr. Hamilton of York,
House Document No. 550, “Resolve in
favor of the Town of Old Orchard, for
receipt of State Treasurer for State
tax, to be given said town on valuation
of one hundred thousand dollars”, was

taken from the table; and, on his
further motion, the same was indefi~
nitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-
took, Senate Document 452, “An Act to
establish the Old Orchard Park Sys-
tem”, was taken from the table.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: T will say that I tabled this
until T could see what became of the
other resolve. I now move that this
rass to be enacted.

Thereupon “An Act to establish the
014 Orchard Park System” was passed
to be enacted.

Finally Passed.

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

Resolve in favor of the clerk, stenog-
rapher and messenger of the Committee
on Sea and Shore Fisheries.

Resolve in favor of John J. Dearborn.

Resolve in favor of the official report-
er of the House.

Resolve in favor of the clerk and
stenographer to the committee on State
lands and State roads.
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Resolve in favor of the clerk to the
committee on interior waters.

Resolve in favor of the clerk, steno-
grapher and messenger to the legal af-
fairs committee. :

Resolve in favor of L. A. Davis, clerk
of the committee on public health and
public buildings and grounds.

Resolve in favor of Verdi Ludgate,
chairman of the committee on educa-
tion.

Resolve in favor of M. S. Hill, clerk
to the committee on temperance.

Resolve in favor of H. R. Thompson
for services as clerk and stenographer
to the committee on library.

Resolve in favor of the
Maine Insane Hospital.

Memorial to Congress in relation to
the requirement of wireless tslegraphy
on passenger steamships and tug boats
on ocean voyages.

Passed To Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Chapter 40 of the
Revised Statutes relating to inspec-
tors of factories, workshops, mines and
quarries,

An Act to amend an act authorizing
the county commissioners of Cumber-
land county to erect a county building
in Portland.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 128 of the Revised Statutes, in re-
gard to malicious mischief.

An Act to establish the board of po-
lice for the city of Waterville.

An Act to create a State water stor-
age commission.

An Act to amend Section 78 of Chap-
ter 9 of the Revised Statutes in rela-
tion to appeal from the County Com-
missioners.

Mr. Staples of Knox moved that this
bill pending its passage to be enacted,
be indefinitely postponed. TUpon this
motion the Senator from Oxford, Mr.
Hastings, called for the Yeas and Nays
and the Yeas and Nays were nrdered.

The vote being had resulted as fol-
lows: Those voting Yea were Messrs.
Donigan, Gowell, Hamilton, Hill, Kel-

Eastern

logg, Macomber, Mullen, Osgood, Rey-
nolds, Shaw, Smith Staples, Wyman,
(13). Those voting Nay were Messrs.

Baxter, Boynton, Colcord, Eaton, Hast-
ings, Howes, Irving, XKnowlton, Looney,
Lowe, Milliken Minott, Warren, (13).

So the motion to indefinitely postpone
was lost.

Resolve in favor of immediate ex-
penses for the support of the Maine
School for Ieeble Minded. (This re-
solve contained the emergency clause,
and a vote being had, 25 Senators voted
in favor of its passage, and there were
no votes opposed.)

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Aroos-
took, Bill, “An Act to make uniform
the standard in relation to alecohol in
intoxicating liquors”, was taken from
the table.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Will
the Chair kindly state the parliamentary
situation?

The PRESIDENT: The Senate
passed this bill to be engrossed. The
House passed it to be engrossed as
amended by House Amendment A. The
Senate reconsidered its vote whereby it

passed it to be engrossed and adopted
House Amendment A and passed the
hill to be engrossed as amended by

IHouse Amendment A, and the bill was
laid on the table.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I move that, having been
taken from the table, be placed upon
its passage, whatever the next step is.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair has to
beg the pardon of the Senator from
Aroostook. I misunderstood the en-
dorsement upon the back of the bill
House Amendment A has been adopted
by the House, but has not been adopted
by the Senate. I inadvertently read
the House endorsement, which I took to
be the Senate endorsement.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Mr. President: The
question then is upon the adoption of
House Amendment A in concurrence.
Has the vote whereby the bill was
passed to be engrossed been reconsid-
ered?

The PRESIDENT: It has not.

Mr. MILLIKEN: Mr. DPresident: I
move that the Senate reconsider the
vote whereby the bill was passed to be
engrossed.

The motion prevailed.

The same Senator thereupon moved
the adoption of House Amendment A.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: This
bill simply provided for a uniform
standard with that of the United States
Government as to what should be con-
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sidered intoxicating liquors. The only
effect of the bill so far as a sale in the
State goes, would be upon those heers—
Uno Beer, etc.—which are sold as a bever-
age and which contain less than three
percent. The bill would not have any
effect upon anything which is not a
heverage, or anything containing more
than three per cent, or anything that
does not require the stamp of the
TUnited States Government. The pur-
pose of the bill is entirely plain to all
of  you. The House has added an
amendment specifically including cider
in the bill. I do not know what the
purpose of the amendment was. 1 want
to say, the only persons who can and
do object to this bill are those persons
who derive a profit from the sale of
TUno Beer, and those people do not dare
to come before the Committee and op-
pose the bill, and all opposition to it
has been indirect. I do not say this
amendment was proposed by lhese peo-
ple, but its purpose is to kill the bill;
but T want to point out what the effect
of the amendment is. The effect of the
amendment is absolutely nothing. The
amendment is futile and foolish and
‘makes no addition to the laws of this
Siate in the sale of cider, as will be
arparent when I call attenticn to the

fact that the bill in any case applies
only to the standard that the TUnited
States Government applies, and ecalls

any liquor an intoxicating liquor which
requires the stamp of the Unit:d States
Government. It never has required a
stamp in the case of cider. The amend-
ment has no effect upon ligquor which
contains more than threc per cent of
alcohol, and as cider we know does con-
tain that percentage, those liquorvrs are
held to be intoxicating liquors. Ahd in
the case of cider, the statute provides
expressly the way in which it may be
so0ld and expressly excepts it from other
provisions of the statutes. The amend-
ment is foolish and adds nothing, but I
assume it was introduced for the pur-
pose of Kkilling the bill. The amend-
ment will have absolutely no effect,
and, as today is the first day of April
and as it has been observed from time
immemorial as April Fool's Day, that
may have had something to do with its
introduction.

On motion by Mr. Milliken of Arocos-

teok, the bill was
grossed as amended.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Cumber-
land, the Senate took a 1recess until
5:00 o'clock P. M.

passed to he en-

5 o'clock P. M.

The Scnate was called to order by the
President.

“Resolve in favor of I. 8. Sanborn”
came from the Fouse. On motion of
Mr. Hastings of Oxford, under suspen-
sion of the rules, this resolve took its
two several readings and was passed to
he engrossed.

“Resolve in favor of L. E. Chase,
Jr.”’  (On motion by Mr. Walker of
Hancock, under suspension of the rules,
this resolve took its second reading
and was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Ox-
ford, the Senate took a recess until 8:00
o’clock P. M.

Evening Session.
8:00 o’clock P. M.

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.

“An Act to amend Section 21 of Chap-
ter 32 of the Revised Statutes relating
to hunting on Sunday.”

The PRESIDENT: This bill was by
the Senate passed to be engrossed as
amended by House Amendment A. By
the ITouse it has been passed to be en-

grossged as amended by ITouse Amend-
ment A and House Amendment B.
(Houge Amendment B read by the
Secretary.)
Mr. DONIGAN of Somerset: Mr.
President: It seems to me that we are

making a good deal of law for the peo-
ple in the rural districts in respect to
the Fish and Game matters. I move
that the bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I understand that the amend-
ment agreed upon is satisfactory to the
Commissioners and has been agreed up-
on by the House. 1 think the bill con-
tains a principle that is important in
its present form and it is satisfactory
to all who wish the bill to become a
law. The purpose is to make it easier
to enforce the Sunday law. I hope the
motion of the Senator from Somerset
will not prevail, and that the bill will
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pass to be engrossed with the amend-
ment.

Mr. DONIGAN of Somerset: Mr. Pres-
ident: I understand by that law that
a camper cannot go from one camp to
another with a gun, and in the winter
when the lumbermen are in the woods,:
it is dangerous to go through the woods
without a gun. Moose have been known
to drive a man. I think the bill is not

right.
Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr
President: I think I can assure the

Senator from Somerset that he is mis-

taken. I think he has reference to a
provision in the bill originally intro-
duced. I am sure that the objection of

the Senator from Somerset is founded
on a false impression.

Mr. Donigan of Somerset thereupon
withdrew the motion to indefinitely
postpone; and, on his further motion,
the bill with the amendment was laid
on the table.

“An Act to amend Chapter 251 of the
Public Laws of 1907, entitled ‘An Act
for the better protection of alewives
and sturgeon in the various rivers of
Maine.” (On motion by Mr. Hastings
of Oxford, under suspension of the
rules, this bill took its two several
readings and was passed to be en-
grossed.)

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Minott
of Sagadahoc, the vote whereby the bill
was passed to be engrossed was recon-
sidered; and, on his further motion, the
bill was laid on the table.

“An Act to exempt growing white
pine from taxation.” (This bill was
by the Senate passed to be engrossed.

By the House the bill has been indeil-
nitely postponed.)

Mr. WARREN of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I was present in the House
when the vote was taken upon that
matter, and it was so strong that I do
not know as there is much use in try-
ing to send it back to them. I do not
like to allow the matter to drop so easi-
lv. and I move that the Senate adhere
if that is the proper motion.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair under-
stands the Senator from Cumberland to
mean to insist and to ask for a Com-

mittee of Conference.

Thereupon on motion of Mr. Warren

of Cumberland, the Senate voted to in-
sist and to ask for a Committer of Con-
ference.

The Committee of Conference on the
disagreeing action of the two Houses
on ‘“Bill to provide for a bounty on
bears in Washington County”, report-
ed that same be given its passage.

The PRESIDENT: This bill had
been by the House passed to be =n-
grossed. By the Senate the bill was in-
definitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxford,
the Senate voted to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was indefinitely post-
poned. On further motion by the same
Senator, under suspension of the rules,
the bill was given its second reading
and passed tc be engrossed as amended.

The report of the Committee on Ju-
diciary on BIill “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 51 of Chapter 79 of the Revised
Statutes relating to appointment of
auditors, surveyors and referees in va-
cation,” that same ‘‘ought to pass,” with
the report accepted, came from the
House, by that branch amended by -.ouse
Amendment A.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Oxford,
the bill with the amendment was laid
on the table.

Resolve for preservation of regimen-
tal rules in the office of the Adjutant-
General in new draft. (On motion by
Mr. Baxter of Cumberland, under sus-
pension of the rules, this resolve took
its second reading and was passed to be
engrossed.)

The report of the Committee on In-
land Fisheries and Game on Bill “An
Act relating to the disposal of money
received from non-resident hunters’
licenses”, that it “ought not to pass”
was accepted.

The report of the same Committee on
“Resolve in favor of screening Wilson
Pond in Piscataquis County”, that it
“ought not to pass” was accepted.

The report of the same Committee on
Bill “An Act relating to fines for in-
fringement of the Fish and Game
Laws”, that it “ought not to pass” was
accepted.

The report of the same Committee on

“Resolve in favor of Fish and Game
Association,” that it ‘“ought mnot to
pass’ was accepted.

The report of the same Committee on
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“Resolve for screening Sebattus TLake
outlet”, that it “ought not to pass’” was
accepted.

The report of the same Committee on
“Resolve in favor of Fish hatchery at
Rangeley Lake” that it ‘‘ought not to
pass’ was accepted.

The report of the same Committee on
bill “An Act creating a close time on
otter in Waldo County and regulating
the open season on white perch in Waldo
County” that it ‘“ought not to pass’ was
accepted.

The report of the same Committee
on ‘“Resolve in favor of screening lake
situated partly or wholly in Hancock
County,” that it “‘ought not to pass’ was
accepted. ’

The report of the same Committee on
‘“Petition for screening Highland Lake,
Cumberland County,” that “petitioners
have leave to withdraw’ was accepted.

On nmotion by Mr. Hastings ot Oxford,
House Document 768, “An Act to amend
Section 51 of Chapter 7% of the Revised
Statutes, relating to the appointment of
auditors, surveyors and referees in va-
cation” was taken from the table; and,
on his further motion, under suspenion
of the rules, the hill took its two several
readings and was passed to bhe en-
engrossed.

Mr. MACOMBIER of Kennebec: Mr.
President, I desire to call up a hill that
was passed to bhe engrossed this after-
noon. I do not know the title, but it re-
lates to the uniformity of alcohol in
spiritous liquors.

Bill “An Act to make uniform the
standard relating to the use of alcohol
in intoxicating liquors” was taken from
the table.

Mr. MACOMBER of Xcennebee: Mr.
President, I helieve as much as any
Senator on this floor in the prohibitory
law, and its enforcement in cvery proper
and legitimate way. I believe on the
other hand that the constaunt cnactment
of these outside propositions for the
enforcement of the law belittles the law
itself and is cvidence in my mind that
the advocates of the prohibitory law, or
some of them, who favor these measures
do not quite believe in the law itself.
There is a catch to that clause in refer-
ence to cider. Now the gentleman from
Aroostook explained that in a plausible

way and I am not going to undertake
to contradict his explanation or to say
that a strict construction of the lan-
guage in the bill or in the amendment
may not be just as he states, but I be-
lieve it is vicious legislation, and I be-
lieve there is no call for it. I move,
Mr. President, that the vote whereby we
passed the bill to be engrossed as
amended by House Amendment A be re-
considered.

The motion prevailed.

Mr. MACOMBER: Mr. President: I
now move that the bill be indefinitely
postponed. ,,

Mr. Milliken of Aroostook:
dent: I said in the Senate this after-
noon, and I repeat here, that the only
persons who are affected by thisg bill are
those who wish to manufacture in the
State Uno Beer, so-called. Now just for
a moment T want to call the attention of
the Senate to the attitude these persons
take in respect to this bill. None of
them apeared bepfore the Committee in
opposition to it. No suggestion was
made from any source to the Committee
in opposition to thig bhill. And no sug-
gestion of opposition has been made in
this Legiglature up to this moment.
The whole idea of these people has been
to beat this hill by indirection. The
amendment was added to the bill in the
IIouse for that purpose. The attorneyvs
or lobyisls in this Stats Tlouse. repre-
senting those who wish to deal in Uno
Beer and those who do handle it, one
of whom is located here in Augusta, were
contented to leave the situation as it
was, supposing they had fooled the agri-
cultural element by this cider proposi-
tion. T showed in the Senate this after-
neoon that the amendment amounted to
absolurely nothing. 1In the first place,
the bhill says that alcoholic liquors may
not be sold without the payment of a
United $States revenue license. It adds
nothing to put in cider. The proposition
in this bill is simply that the standard
with respect to what is regarded as in-
toxicating liquor shall be uniform with
that of the United States Government,
and that is all we are trying to get.
Under the law as it is ar present, a man
may take out a United States Govern-
ment license and sell Tno Beer, and no
one can tell whether he is selling Uno

Mr. Presi-
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Beer or anything else, as he is licensed
to sell Uno Beer. The only effect of this
bill would be that no man would have a
right to take out a license unless he sold
intoxicating liquors.

Now the question is asked, what harm
do these so-called small beers do? 1
think that has been pretty well put.
The temperate man does not care for
this small beer and the respectable
drinking man does not want to drink
that sort of stuff. The harm is that un-
der cover of selling small besrs, they
can sell anything they please, and in the
next place, they do tend more than any-
thing else toward leading the young in
the State into the habit of drinking alco-
holic liquors. There is much to be said
about -the man who has acquired the
habit of drinking intoxicating liquors.
There is nothing to be said against the
proposition that everything possible
shculd be done to keep the young from
acquiring the habit. And these people
were not men enough to come out and
oppose this bill before the Legislature.
They have undertaken to beat it by indi-
rection, and, within five minutes after
the Senate adjourned this afternoon, the
attorneys of these Uno Beer people were
here in the Senate and trying to bring
about what has been attempted by the
Senator from Xennebec, to defeat the
bill. It is a campaign that has been
waged by a member of the Tno Beer in-
terests and is not entitled to any res-
pect. I do not know what the result is
going to be here. I want to state the
situation exactly, and I mean just what
I say.

Now the bill itself is not a cranky one
and adds no new load to be put upon the
prohibitory law, but it merely cuts out
this swill and slops which are bheing
sold in this State.

I hope that the motion of the Senator
from Kennebec will not prevail. If his
objection is directed to the amendment,
the proper thing would be to move that
the amendment be stricken out.

Mr. MACOMBER: Mr. President. my
objections are to the amendment and to
the bill as well. If there is no advan-
tage in having the amendment, I do not
see any reason for it. On the other
hand, so far as the Uno Beer business is
concerned, I do not want any Uno Beer,
and no attorneys representing Uno Beer

have come to me about it. I belleve that
the people of the State of Maine want
the prohibitory law, and I believe they
have got it. I do not believe there is
any demand for the constant attach-
ment—this year one thing, next year
Jamaica Ginger and next year Peruna—
and Moxie will come next. I do not be-
lieve there is any call or demand for it,
and I believe it is a bad thing to be
hitching something on to this law.
That is my objection and I hope that the
Senate will indefinitely postpone this
bill,

The question being put upon the
motion that bill be indefinitely postponed,
the Yeas and Nays were ordered, and
the vote being had resulted as follows:
Those voting Yea were Messrs. Baxter,

Colecord, Emery, Gowell, Hamilton,
Loouney, Macomber, Reynolds, Shaw,
Smith, Walker, Warren, Wyman (13).

Those voting Nay were Messrs. Boynton,
Donigan, Eaton, Hastings, Hill, Howes,
Irving., Kellogg, Knowlton, Lowe, Milli-
ken, Minott, Mullen, Osgood (14).

So the motion was lost.

Thereupon upon motion by Mr. Milli-
en of Aroostook, the bill was passed to
be engrossed.

Reports of Committees.

Mr. Eaton, for the Commmittee on Ap-
propriations and Financial Affairs, on
“Communication from the State Auditor
under date of January 15, 1909, report-
ed that same be placed on file. (Report
accepted.)

Mr. Eaton, for the same Committe on
“Order directing said Committee to make
up the payrolls of the Senate and
House.” reported “Resolve on the pay-
roll of the Senate” and that it “ought
to pass.” (The report was accepted.)

Mr. Wyman, for the Commitiee on
Shore Fisheries submitted the final re-
port of that Committee.

The Committee of Conference on the
disagreeing action of the Legislature on
bill “An Act to amend Section 23 of
Chapter 32, as amended by Chapter 5 of
the Public Taws of 1905, relating to the
damage done to growing crops by deer,”
reported same ‘“ought to pass,” by the
following amendment, by substituting
“seventy-five”’ for “fifty” in the fifth line
of Section 1. (The report was accepted.)

On motion by Mr. Wyman of Wash-
ington, the Senate voted to reconsider
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its vote whereby the foregoing bill was
passed to be engrossed. On further mo-
tion by the same Senator, the bill was
amended in azccordance with the report
of the Committee on Conference. .On
further motion by the same Senator, the

bill as amended was passed to be en-
grossed.
Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.

President, if in order, I would move that
the bill we have just passed to be en-
grossed, relating to the intoxicating
liquor standard, be laid upon the fable.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: I do
not understand the purpose of that
motion.

Mr. BAXTER: Mr. President, there are
several members of the Senate who are
absent, and I thought it might be well
to postpone final action upon that mat-
ter until tomorrow morning.

Mr. MILLIKEN: I hope the motion of
the Senator from Cumberland will not
prevail, and if necessary, I ask for the
Yeas and Nays.

The question being upon the motion
to lay upon the table, the Yeas and Nays
were ordered and the vote being hagd
resulted as follows:

Those voting Yea were Messrs. Bax-
ter, Colcord, Emery, Gowell, Hamilton,
Y.ooney, Macomber, Reynolds, Shaw,
Smith, Walker, Warren, Wyman (13).
Those voting Nay were Messrs. Boynton,
Donigan, Eaton, Hastings, Hill, Howes,
Irving, Kellogg, Knowltol, Lowe, Milli-
ken, Minott, Mullen, Osgood (14).

So the motion was lost.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President, T wanf to inquire of the Chair
if it would be proper to make a motion
to eliminate the amendment in relation
to cider.

The PRESIDENT: A motion may be
made to reconsider the vote whereby the
Senate adopted House Amendment A;
and then, a motion could be made to
non-concur with the House in the adop-
tion of House Amendment A, and the
bill could then be vpassed to bhe en-
grossed without the amendment.

Mr. MACOMBER: Mr. President: I
will move the reconsideration of the
vote whereby the bill was passed to be
engrosed, and I will state that it is for
the purpose of making a motion to elim-
inate the amendment in vreference to

cider.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: What the Senator from Ken-
nebec wants is to beat the bill. He
knows and I know that the amendment
amounts to nothing, and, having been
unable to get it defeated here in the
Senate, he wants to get the amendment
changed in order to have disagreeing
action between the two Houses and have
it beaten in that way. Under ordinary
circumstances I would have no objection
to changing the amendment, but if the
intention of the Senator from Kennebec
is carried out, the precise effect will be
what T indicate. That is what he wants
—to beat the bill—and I hope that the
motion to reconsider the passage of this
bill to be engrossed will not prevail, and
on that motion I ask for the Yeas and
Nays.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: Whether the object of the
Senator from Kennebec is to beat the
bill or not I do not know. I assume, how-
ever, and believe that the Senator from
Kennebec is one of the most honest and
honorable men in this chamber and that
the members of the Senate can place
implicit reliance upon what he says, but
he does not need any defence from me.

But this is true, that the enemies of
the prohibitory law-—those who are
deadly opposed to the prohibitory law—
are in alliance with the Temperance
Committee upon forcing upon this
Legislature and this Senate this legis-
lation. Why look at them? These men
hate the prohibitory law worse than the
devil hates holy water, and vyet, they
come up here and pose as temperance
men. Why, the farce would be side-
splitting if a man did not become indig-
nant before he became amused. The
object of these men is simply this:
they don’t conceal their object; they are
open about it and perfectly honest; they
want to make the prohibitory law appear
so ridieulous and so loaded down with
one law after another that a reaction
will set in all over the State and so that
the pendulum will swing so far that at
the next election a wave will sweep all
over the State that will destroy every
vestige of the prohibitory law.

Mr. SHAW of Kennebec: Mr. Presi-
dent: I heartily concur with what the
Senator from Cumberland has said. I
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do not believe there is anything that has
come up this winter that will disgust
the farmer so much as the amendment
to this bill, and I think it is an imposi-
tion on the intelligence of the people of
this State to pass a bill with that amend-
ment. T certainly hope there will be
some way of getting it out.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent. A man once drove up to my house
one night and he was slightly inebriated.
T asked him what the news was. and he
said that he had a brother that was a
minister. and they were having a terri-
ble time. He said that John called
Henry a liar, and that Henry called John
a liar, and, he says, “T believe them
both.” T do not want to believe all that
has been said with referenee to the mo-
tive of these gentlemen. Tf T believe
one, T shall helieve them all. I helieve
they have the best intentions. Now so
far as I am personally concerned, there
is no Senator here that would go any
further upon this temperance question
than I. There is no penalty too severe
and no law too harsh to close up the sale
of intoxicating liquors. But there is
such a thing as intemperate temperance
men. There are those who believe in
and who want to bring the people up to
their standard by the enactment of law.
You have got io get people up to that
standard by degrees and by education.

There is another class of people that
would load the law so heavily, even to
the extent of a penalty of murder, for
the purpose of killing the law. I have
seen that since I have been here,

Now as to the queslion here, I believe
with the Senator from Kennebec County,
that it is not wise legislation, nor in
the interests of prohibition to keep load-
ing the law in this way with these out-
side issues.

Take this question of cider. The
Senator from Aroostook says that it is
harmless, in =0 many words. I under-
stand him that it would leave the sale
of cider just as it stands now. If it
does, why have cider in that bill and
why have it come to the people that you
have prohibited the sale of cider. Think
of it for a moment. Why load it with
something that does not amount to any-
thing and with something you say is of
no consequence to the bill in one way or

another. I ask you, Senator from Aroos-
took, who is a very considerate technical
man, why you should hold that the tem-
perance men and the temperate men-——
those who are interested in it and sin-
cere in it—shall say that it is ridiculous.
You have got it to such an extent that
vou cannot drink cider, even if it is new
cider. That will be the way it will be
construed by the court and by many
pecple who are the enemies of prohibition.
Certainly I can see no object in doing it.

Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: I think I have made it plain
that my interest is in the bill and not
the amendment. I have not any objec-
tion whatever to the adoption of the
amendment cutting out House Amend-
ment A, provided it is not intended to
use it as a means to beat the bill. It
seems Lo me fair Lo infer that this mo-
bill. T

tion is madce now to heat the
want to ask the Senator from York, or
the Senator from Kennchec, or any of

those who voted against the bill, if the
Amendment A being removed, their ob-
jeclion to the bill would be removed, so
that they could vote for it. Tf any of
those who voted against the bill would
find their objection removed if the
amendment was sfricken out, I would
be perfectly willing to risk falling into
a trap. B3ut T submit, if every member
who voted aginst the bill in its present
form is intending to vote against it with
House Amendment A stricken cut, it is
not fair to go to the trouble of striking
it out and sending it to the Tlouse and
so risk the defeat of the bill.

Mr. HAMILTON of York: Mr. Presi-
dent: I would say in reply to that in
all my votes here I have endeavored to
be sincere and have voted just what T
believe was right, and T believe further

the Senator has done the same. 1 know
that we have heard of this lobbying
business, but it never affected me nor

touched me. You know that lobbyists
know men pretty well and they know
pretty well who would be susceptible of
being lobbied. I voted to strike out
cider and T did it sincerely, as T stated;
and I state to the Senator now, that T
meant what I said. that T did not believe
that cider in the way he had it in that
bill amounted to anything. T was not
opposed to the other part of the bill.
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Mr. MILLIKEN of Aroostook: Mr.
President: 1 am willing with the ex-
planation that the Senator has made to
agree to a reconsideration as to the
adoption of the amendment suggested by
the Senator from Kennebec.

Mr. MACOMBER of Kennebec: Mr.
President: I want to say that, while I
have objected to the whole bill and be-
lieve it is unwise, at the same time, the
most serious part of it is this cider
clause. And, if I could not get the
whole thing defeated, I should have to
be content with the defeat of the cider
amendment, and if the amendment was
stricken out, I should make non further
amendment.

Mr. LOONEY of Cumberland: Mr.
President: 1 would say that I have no
objection to the bill itself, but I do ob-
ject to the cider clause.

The PRESIDENT: The pending ques-
tion is the motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
grossed as amended by House Amend-
ment A.

Mr. BAXTER of Cumberland: Mr.
President: I do not wish to deceive the
Senator from Aroostook. I am opposed
to the bill with or without the cider
clause. I thought I ought to give him
fair notice so that he would not be led
into any trap. I am opposed to the bill
in any form, because I do not think it
reasonable. I am opposed to the amend-
ment and I hope the entire bill will be
defeated.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Macom-
ber of Kennebec, the Senate voted to re-
consider the vote whereby the bill was
passed to be engrossed.

Mr. MULLEN of Penobscot. Mr, Presi-
dent: Could the enemies of this bill be
excused from voting?

The PRESIDENT: The Chair informs
the Senator that the enemies of tlks bill
will be required to vote.

On motion by Mr. Macomber of Xen-
nebec, the Senate voted to non-concur
with the House in the adoption of House
Amendment A.

On further motion by the same Sena-
tor, the Senate voted that the bill pass to
be engrossed without the amendment.

“Resolve on the payroll of the
Senate.” (On motion by Mr. Hastings
of Oxford, under suspension of the

rules, this resolve took its two several
readings and was passed to be en-
grossed.)

On the joint order to inquire into the
advisability of establishing a Jjuvenile
court in the State of Maine, the Presi-
dent appolinted as the Committee on the
part of the Senate, the order having re-
ceived a passage in both branches of the
Legislature, Scnator Looney of Cumber-
land.

On the order appointing a Committee
consisting of two members of the Sen-
ate and three members of the House to
consider the advisability of changing the
law relating to the corporations of
this State, the President appeointed on
the part of the Senate, Messrs. Wheeler
of Cumberland and Gowell of York.

Passed to be Enacted.

An Act to amend Chapter 8§ of the
Revised Statutes relating to the Board
of State Assessors.

An Act tv amend Section 11 »f Chap-
ter 81 of the Revised Statutes in rela-
tion to records of proceedings in Court.

An Act to amend Section 15 of Chap-
ter 54 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to expenses of the inspector of boilers,
and engines, and their appurtenances, of
steamboats on inland waters.

An Act to amend Section 44 of Chap-
ter 9 of the Revised Statutes, as amend-
ed by Chapter 174 of the Public Lavws
of 1907, relating to the assessment ané
collection of taxes on lands in places not
incorporated.

An Act to amend Section 11 of Chap-
ter 22 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the taking of beever.

An Act to correct certain clerical
errors in “An Act to amend an act en-
titled * An Act to create a lien on manu-
factured staves and laths,’ approved
March 18, 1909.”

An Act to prefer Maine Labor and
Maine contractors upon all work per-
formed for State, municipal, charitable
and educational institutions, buildings
or public works, or any building or in-
stitution supported or aided by the State
or municipalities.

An Act creating a State Board
Arbitration and Conciliation.

An Act for the licensing of dogs and
for the hetter protection of sheep.

An Act relating to the emplovment of

of
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labor. (On motion by Mr. Raxter of
Cumberland, this bill was laid on the
table.)

An Act to regulate fishing in Royal's
River and tributaries, in Cumberland
County. (On motion by Mr. Looney of
Cumberland, this bill was tabled.)

An Act amending Section 1 of Chapter
350 of the Private and Special I.aws of
1907, relating to the time of service of
members of fire department of the City
of Portland.

An Act to regulate fishing in Chase
Brook and tributaries, and in a portion
of Fish River, in the County of Aroos-
took.

An Act to authorize the building of a
dam at the outlet of Sebec Lake.

An Act to authorize the construction
of a bridge across the Ogunquit River
in the Town of Wells.

An Act to regulate the use of nets
and seines in the tide waters of Narra-
gaugus River and Narragaugus Bay,
so-called.

Finally Passed.

Resolve in favor of James A. Chase
inail carrier of the House.

Resolve in favor of Ray P. Eaton.

On motion by Mr. Hamilton of York,
the Senate adjourned.



