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filed. At that time the report had not 
be-en prepared as it was to be in a 
n,'w draft and would incur consider
able trouble. Later on I have been in
forwed that there is an amendment 
which will be offered at the proper 
time, Wllich will meet my objections. I 
tperefole h<lve no intention of filing a 
minority report. With the understand
ing that an amendment will be filed 
later, I ~'ant the Senate to understand 
that the minority report whkh I sug
gested at the time, will probably not 
be fiied. 

T now yield to the senator from 
Knox. 

Yr. STAPLE'S of Knox: Mr. Presi
dent, I am very glad that the senator 
from Oxford has taken that course. It 
leaves me with only one thin~ to do 
this m0rning in regard to that bill, and 
thflt is to move the acceptance of the 
re)1ort of the committee. 

The moti'ln was agreed to and the 
bill was tabled for printing under th .. 
joint rules. 

On motion by Mr. Stearns of Oxford, 
Pill, .A n Act to enlarge the RUJ:l1ford 
Falls Villa"e Corporation, was taken 
from the table. 

On fm·th'll' motion by the same sena
tor, the vote whereby the Bill was 
pllllf'ed to he engrossed was reconsid
ered. 

Mr. STE~ARNS: Mr. President, J will 
say that the pllrp0Se of this motion is 
to place the bill in a position where it 
can be re-committ<>d to the committee 
on judicivry in order that there may 
bOc adflition8.l territory included in tl'e 
Rumford Falls VilJa~e Corporation, 
which was n0t taken care of at the 
hearing. on the petition now in the 
h~nds of the committee, asking for 
further enlargement of the same Vil
lage Corporation. 

I now move that the bill be re-com
mit ted to the judiciary committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STAPLES of Knox: Mr. PresI

dent, I desire to give notice at this 
time that tomorrow morning I will 
take from the table Senate Document 
No. ~2. I should take it from the ta
ble this morning but Senator Donigan, 
who put in the amendment, is not 

present. He will be here tomorrow 
mornIng. 

'The motion was agreed to and the 
bill was specially assigned for tomor
r,)"\v. 

On motion by Mr. Osborn of Somer
s",t, the House order, in relation to the 
G.wernor appointing three attorneys
at-law who shall constitute a commit
tee to examine the municipal courts 
of the State, v'as taken from the ta
ble. On further motion by the same 
senator, the Senate non-concurred in 
tile action of the House, and referred 
the order to the committee on judi-
ciary. • 

Sent down for concurrence. 
On motion by Mr. Fulton of Saga

dp.huc, 
Adjourned. 

HOUl'lE. 

Tuesday, February 28, 1911. 

Prayer by Rev. Mr. Mosher of Au
gusta. 

Jonrnal of yesterday read and ap
proved. 

Pa!)ers from the Senate disposed of 
in concurrence. 

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

Judiciary. 
By Mr. Williamson of Augusta-An 

Act to amend Section 20 of Chapter 6 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
pol!ing places. (Tabled for printing 
pending reference on motion of Mr. 
Willhtmson.) 

Legal Affairs. 
By Mr. Pattangall of Waterville

An Act to abolish the office of State 
auditor of printing. 

Also, An Act for the creation of wa
ter dhltricts, and the control and reg
ulation of water storage and water 
power companies. (Tabled for printing 
pending reference on motion of Mr. 
Pattangall.) 
A~,., .. opriations and Financial Affairs. 

By M!'. Pattangall of Waterville-An 
Act to repeal Chapter 142 of the Pub
lic Laws of 1905, relating to the sup
port of alien paupers. 
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Inland Fisheries and Game. 
Bv Mr. Campbell of Cherryfield-An 

Act' to regula.te the disposal of fish 
and game seized by the Commissioners 
of Inland Fisheries and Game, or any 
officials empowered so to do. 

By Mr. Clark of Portland-An Act 
t:J re.~ulate the iJale and purchase of 
game birds. 

By Mr. Austin of Phillips-An Act 
to amend Section 31 of Chapter 32 of 
the Reyised Statutes, relating to the 
penalty for trapping fur-bearing ani
mills in any of the unorganized town
ships or on the wild lands of the State, 
and for operating a sporting camp, 
without first procuring a license there
fer. 

By Mr. Berry of Fayette-Remon
strance of F. L. Pray and 50 others of 
Belgrade against any change in the 
reguhtions for fishing in Belgrade 
stream, so-called. 

Bv Mr. Percy of Bath-Petition of 
Ea;ry Farnham and 43 others, resi
dents of Sagadahoc county, asking 
th1'-1. the duck law in Sagadahoc coun
ty be amended so that it shall be law
ful to hunt ducl~s in said county from 
Ma,.ch 15 to April 15, in addition to the 
open season now provided by law. 

Reports of Committees. 
Mr. Clark from the committee on in

land fisheriE's and game reported 
"OUg~1t not to pass" on Bill, An Act to 
pr0hibit ice fishing in Virginia lake, 
formerly called Upper Stone pond, in 
~.hE' town of Stoneh'1.m, in the cou,ty 
of Oxford; also remonstrance of C. L. 
Bartlett and 30 others of Stoneham 
ag-ai'lst restriction on ice fishing in 
upper Stone pond, in Stoneham. 

Same g-entleman from same commit
t"e reported same on Bill, An Act to 
regulatE' ice fishing in Greeley pond, 
so-called, in the county of Kennebec, 
with p<"tition asking for same. 

Mr. f'kehan from the committee on 
State lands and State roads reported 
same on Reflnlve for the repairs of 
hhdl"way in Upton, Megalloway plan
tllti,,>, finn 'T'"wnRhin c: in t.llE' p-ountv 
of Oxford, with a statement of facts. 

Samp. gentleman from same commit
tee, on Petition of M. J. Mvers anu 62 
others. citizens of Ran~eley, Dallas 
plantation and Eustis, asking for an 

appropriation on the Dead River road 
in Dallas plantation reported that the 
petitioners have leave to witbdra w. 

Ivir. Clark from the committee on 
inland ftsheries and game, on petition 
of 'V. W. Perkins and 31 others, in fa
vor of amending the law relating to 
marking of traps, reported tbat peti
tion<)rs have leave to withdraw. 

Same gentleman. from san-~e conJnlit
tee, ~n Petition of W. L. Hodgkins and 
18 others, residents of Lambert Lake 
plantation, in the county of Washing
ton, asking that Lambert Lake, in 
said county of Washington, be closE'rI 
to all ice fishing for a term of years: 
also remonstrance of James Clarry and 
71 others, relating to ice fishing in 
Lambert lake, reported that petitioners 
have leave to withdraw. 

Same gentleman from same commit
tee, ~n Petition of Nathan Reynolds 
a'1d 50 others, residents of Canton and 
Hartford, in Oxford county, asl{ing 
that ice fishing be permitted in Lal,~ 
Anasag11nticook, in Canton and Hart·· 
ford, during the months of January 
alJd Fehruary, and that the number of 
!lnes to be used be limited to five to 
each man, reported that petitioners 
have leave to withdraw. 

The reports were accepted. 
Mr. Sleeper from the committee on 

inland fisheries and game reported 
"ought to pass" on Bill, An A'~t re
lating to the payment of damage to 
growing crops by deer. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee reported same on Bill, An Act 
to prohibit the catching or taking of 
eels in Saint Georges river, in Warren. 
in the county of Knox, in any other 
way or manner than by hook and line 
or with spears. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee reported same on Eill, .'\n Act 
to amend Chapter 407 of the Private 
and Special Laws of 1903, as amend'd, 
relating to ice fishing in Eagle lakE', 
in the town of Eden, in the county of 
Hancock. 

"arne gentlpman from SRme cnm
mittE'e rE'ported samE' on Eill. An A0t 
to regulate i 0 e fishing in Fitts pond. 
sometimrs called Little Fitts pond, in 
the town of Clifton, in the county of 
Penobscot; also petition of W. W. 
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Byther and 22 others of East Edding
ton, to prohibit ice fishing in Fitts 
pond in the town of Clifton. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee reported same on Bill, An Act 
to repeal Chapter 326 of the Private 
and Special Laws of 1909, relating to 
fishing in Webb's river, and its tribu
taries, in the county of Franklin, with 
petition of D. W. Berry and nine oth
ers, residents of Carthage, asking for 
same. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee reported same on Bill, An Act 
to amend Section 1 of Chapter 117 of 
the Public Laws of 1909, relating to 
the taking of white perch. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee reported same on Bill, An Act 
to repeal Chapter 398 of the Private 
and Special Laws of 1909, relating to 
fishing in Royal's river. 

::oame gentleman from same com
mitt~e reported same on Bill, An Act 
to prohibit the throwing of sawdust 
and other mill waste into Duck Puddle 
pond, so called, Pemaquid pond, so 
called, Biscay pond, so called, and 
Boyd's pond, so called, all in the coun
ty of Lincoln. 

Mr. Dunn from the committee on 
legal affairs, on Bill, An Act relative 
to the Bangor and Brewer highway 
bridge, reported that the same ought 
to pass, in new draft accompanying. 

Mr. Sleeper from the committee on 
inland fisheries and game, on Bill, An 
Act to prohibit the throwing of saw
dust and waste into the South Branch 
of the Pis~ataquis river, with petition 
of C. M. Drew and 242 others, reported 
the same in a new draft, under the 
title of "An Act to prohibit the throw
ing of sawdust and other mill waste 
into the S~lUth Branch of the Piscata
quis river, in the town of Kingsbur~ 
and in the tributaries to said South 
Branch of Piscataquis river in said 
town of Kingsbury, and in Thorn 
brook, so called, and its tributaries, 
in the towns of Abbot, Kingsbury and 
Blanchard, in the county of Piscata
quis," and that it ought to pass. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee, on Bill, An Act to regulate 
fishing in the Fenderson brook, report
ed the same in a new draft under the 

title of "An Act to extend the pro
visions of Chapter 361 of the Private 
and Special Laws of 1907, relating to 
fishing in the Fenderson brook and its 
tributaries, in the town of Parsons
field," and that it ought to pass. 

Mr. Clark from same committee, on 
Bill, An Act to regulate fishing in Hall 
pond in the town of Paris, reported 
same in a new draft, under the title 
of "An Act to regulate fishing in Hall 
pond in the town of Paris, county of 
Oxford," and that it ought to pass. 

Same gentleman from same com
mittee, on Bill, An Act to amend Chap
ter 160 of the Private and Special 
Laws of Maine for the year 1909, in 
relation to fishing in Spear stream and 
its tributaries in the town of Peru; 
also petition of W. S. Arnold and 31 
others, residents of Peru, Oxford coun
ty, asking for a law to make it law
ful to fish in Spear stream at any 
time; also petition of Walter L. Gray 
and 33 others, citizens of Oxford coun
ty, in favor of regulating fishing on 
Spear stream, reported the same in a 
new draft, under the title of "An Act 
to amend Chapter 160 of the Private 
and Special Laws of 1909, relating to 
fishing in Spear stream and its tribu
taries in the town of Peru, in the 
county of Oxford," and that it ought 
to pass. 

Mr. Sleeper from same committee on 
Bill, An Act to amend Chapter 347 of the 
Private and Special Laws of Maine for 
the year 1905, in relation to fishing in 
the tributaries of Big Concord pond in 
the town of Woodstock; also petition of 
Walter L. Gray and 37 others regarding 
the same, reported the same in a new 
draft. under the title of "An Act to 
amend Chapter 347 of the Private and 
Special Laws of 1905, relative to fishing 
in the tributaries of Big Concord pond 
in the town of Woodstock, county of Ox
ford," and that it ought to pass. 

Mr. Clark from same committee on Bill, 
An Act to regulate ice fishing in Whet
stone pond. Piscataquis county; with pe
tition attached signed by W. A. Puring
ton and 37 others, reported same in a new 
draft under the title of "An A ct to reg
ulate fishing in Whetstone pond, so call
ed, situated In the town of Kingsbury and 
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in the town of Blanchard, in the county 
of Piscataquis," and that it ought to 
pass. 

Report of committee on shore fisher
ies on Bill, An Act for the better protec
tion of the fisheries of Maine, reported 
the same in a new draft, under the title 
of "An Act for the regulation of the her
ring fisheries," and that it ought to pass. 

(Signed) 
A. A. PERCY. 
C. E. BOMAN. 
J. P. McCUJ:tDY. 
W. G. HODGKINS. 

(Tabled pending acceptance of the re
port and specially assigned for Thursday, 
on motion of Mr. Heffron of Eastport.) 

Mr. Skehan from the committee on 
State lands and State roads on Resolve 
in favor of repairing the road across 
Townships number five, Range seven; 
six, Range seven; six, Range six; and 
six, Range eight, in Penobscot county, 
reported same in a new draft under title 
of "Resolve in favor of repairing the 
road across Townships number five, 
Range seven; six, Range seven; six, 
Range six; and six, Range eight, in re
nobscot county," and that it ought to 
pass. 

Same gentleman from same committee 
on Resolve in favor of repairing the road 
known as the Lake road in Township C 
and C Surplus in Oxford county, with a 
statement of facts. reported same in a 
new draft under title of "Resolve in Ia
vor of repairing the road known as the 
Lake road in Township C and C I:;urplus 
in Oxford county, with a statement of 
facts," and that it ought to pass. 

Mr. Lawry from the committee on wa,'s 
and bridges on Resolve in favor of aid in 
building bridge across Moose river in 
Jackman plantation, reported the same 
in a new draft under the same title, and 
that it ought to pass. 

Same gentleman from same committee 
on Petitions of M. L. French, Edward J. 
Hinds and 77 others asking for $3000 in 
aid of repairing road from The ForKS to 
Lake Moxie Station, praying that the 
sum of $3000 be appropriated for the pur
pose of repairing and rebuilding the high
way leading from The Forks, in The 
Forks plantation and county of Somerset, 
to Lake Moxie, in said The Forks planta
tion, the same to be repaired and rebuilt 

under the supervision of the State super
intendent of public highways and the 
county commissioners of said cOUIIty of 
Somerset, reported a Resolve entitlel1 
"Resolve in favor of aid in repairing road 
from The Forks to Lake Moxie l:ita
tion." 

Passed to Be Engrossed. 
House> Bill, No. 90, An Act relating 

to public school attendance. 
House Bill, No. 264, An Act relating 

to thE' creation of a board of trustees 
for the SulJivan-Franklin bridge. 

HOllse Bill, No. 265, An Act to amend 
Section 2 of Chapter 38 of the P.ublic 
Laws of 1905. 

House Bill, No. 266, An Act to ex
tend the rights, powers and privileges 
of thE' Hancock and Sullivan Bridge 
Company. 

House Bill, No. 270, An Act to incor
porate the Monmouth Electric Com
pany. 

House Bill, No. 272, An Act to au
thorize the Bangor Railway and Elec
h'ic Company to take water from 
BrE'wer pond and its tributaries. 

House Bill, No. 278, An Act relating 
to agents of schools in unorganized 
townships. 

House Pill, No. 279, An Act to ex
tend the charter of the Winter Har
bor nnd Eastern Railway Company. 

House Bill, No. 280, An Act to in
corporate L' Association d'Epaignes de 
Waterville. 

HO'lse Bill, No. 2Rl, An Act relating 
to fishing in the tributaries of Jim 
pond. 

Hvase Bill, No. 282, An Act to pro
hihit the throwing of sawdust into the 
outlet of Worthley pond. 

HousE' Bill, No. 283. An Act to incor
pnrate Fort Kent and Clairs 'roll 
Bridge Company. 

Finally Passed. 
Resolve in favor of V\'illiam R. Roix. 
Resolve in favor of S. C. W. Slmp

S'ln. 

Orders of the Day. 
'rodfty assigned: Resolve providing 

f(lr ;;tn amendment to the Constitution 
by abrogating and annulling the 26th 
amfondm('nt, relating to the manufac
tnre and sale of intoxicating liquors 



384 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, FEBRUARY 28 

ThiR resolve 'came up on its final 
passage. 

IMr. Peters of Ellsworth moved that 
when the vote is taken it be taken by 
the yeas and nays. 

'.rIlE; motion was agreed to. 

. YEA-Allen of Columbia Falls, Allen 
of Jonesboro, Ames, Austin, Bearce, Bis
bee, Bogue, Boman, Burkett, Campbell, 
Chase, Clark, Clearwater, Conners, Cope
land, Couture, Cowan, Cronin, Cyr, Deer
ing of Portland, Deering of vValdoboro, 
Descoteaux, Dow, Doyle, Dresser, Dufour, 
Dunn, Dutton. Farnham, Files, Frank, 
Gamache, Goodwin, Gross, Harmon, 
Hartwell, Hastings, Heffron, Hodgkins, 
Hodgman, Hogan, Jordan, Kelley, Kelle
her, Knight, Lambert. La"TY, LeBel, 
Libby, Littlefleld of Bluehill, Mace, Ma
comber, Mallet, Manter, Marriner, Mc
Allister, Merrifield, Miller of Hartland, 
Mitchell, Mower, Murphy, Otis, Packard, 
Pattangall, Patten, Pelletier, Percy, Per
kins of Kennebunk. Perkins of Mechanic 
Falls, Peters, Phillips, Pmkham, Plum
mer, Pollard, Porter of Pembroke. Put
nam, Robinson of Peru, Ross, Sa'vYt~r, 
Scates. Shea. Skehan, Sleeper, SInall, 
Smith, Active 1. Snow, Alvah Snow, 
Snow of Bucksport, Stetson, Strickland, 
Thompson of Presque Isle, Thompson of 
Skowhegan, Trafton, Trask, Trim, rrrim
ble, Tucker, Waldron, Weymouth, vYiI
kins, Willialnson, \Vilson, \Voodside, Mo
rey-104. 

NAY-Anderson, Andrews, Ayerill, Benn, 
Berry. Bo\vker, Briggs, Bro""n, Buzzell, 
Colby, Davies, Davis, I)rummond, Emm'
son, Fenderson, IIedman, Hersey, John
son. Kingsbury, Littlefield of vYells, Mc
Bride, Merrill, Morse of Belfast, Morse 
of 'Vaterford, Newcomb, Pike, Porter of 
Mapleton, Powers, Quimby, Robinson of 
Lagrange, Russell, Soule, Stinson, 'Vefl
ton, ''Vheeler, V{hitney, Wilcox-37. 

ABSENT-lemery, Greenwood, Kennard, 
McCann. McCready, McCurdy, Monroe, 
N ayes, Turner-9. 

So the resolve was finally passed. 

Stonington and Isle au Haut are 
bounded on the west by by East Pe
nobscot bay, on the east by Bluehill 
bay, on the south by the Atlantic 
ocean. Isle au Haut is situated about 
six miles from Stonington in a south
erly direction. Isle au Haut is about 
44 miles from our county seat, while 
Stonington is about 37 or 38 miles. We 
have no regular way of conveyance, 
by steamboat lines. betwepn Stoning
ton and Ellsworth. The only way we 
have of reaching Ellsworth, our coun
ty seat, is by driving 12 miles to Ston
ington to the north end of Deer Island 
and crossing Eggemoggin reach which 
is about one mile wide, and reaching 
Sargentville and driving by team from 
there 10 or 11 miles to Bluehill and 
thence 10 or 12 miles to Ellsworth. 
Now the people of Stonington claim it 
is a gr€at hardship upon them to at
tend court and court affairs. The only 
other way of reaching Ellsworth is by 
taking a boat at Stonington in the 
morning, going to Ear Harbor which 
is about 35 miles distant, crossing the 
ferry to Hancock and thence by train 
to Ellsworth, which takes the entire 
day. Our courts are holden in Octo
ber and April, and at this time of the 
year it is very hard driving, and takes 
all da.v long to drive from Stonington 
te> Ells,,·orth. vYe often have to change 
teams at Bluehill, and we oft€n in the 
spring of the year when it is very bad 
gOing take the boat at Stoning' on to 
Rockland, thence electric cars to Cam
den, from Camden to Bucksport by 
boat, Bucl{sp"rt to Bangor and from 
Bangor to Ellsworth which consumes 

Today assigned: House Bills i\o. 36 the entire day, and the expense is 
and 37, An Act to annex the town of ve'ry large. The expC'nse of drivin~ 
Isle au Haut to the county of K,IOX. from Stonington to Ellsworth is "'bout 

An Act to annex the town of Ston- $5 or $6 when it is good going. vVhen 
ington to the county of Knox. it is very bad going it costs $10 and 

Mr. Peters of Ellsworth moved that sometimes as high as $11.50. vVe have 
the majority report of the committ,"e, one other way of reaching Ellsworth 
voting ought not to pass, be accepted. that is by motor boats, which is a dis~ 

Mr. HARMON of Stonington: Mr. tance of about 35 milE'S, and at low 
Speaker, I wish to state the reasons tide it is hard reaching Ellsworth. yru 
why I signed this majority report. The have to go by the Union river and it 
town of Stonington is situated on the is very narrow watrr and there is the 
island of Deer Isle in the most south- danger of getting into trouble up th~ 
western part of Hancock county, sit- river in motor bnats; and sometimes 
uated farthest from the county seat we haYe had storms and the ccst of a 
of any town in Hancock county ex- motor boat to Ellsworth is from $10 to 
cepting the town of Isle au Haut. $15. 

• 
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:\Tow the ppople of Stonington and 
Isle au Haui believe that their wishes 
ought to be considered by this Leg
islature. ,Ve made an attempt two 
year~ ago to become annexed to Knox 
COUllty rut we were unsuccessful. This 
is tile third attempt the people of Isle 
au Baut i:a ve made to be annexed 
to Knox county, and tnere have, been 
many C'hangc's made in the towns of 
Hancoclc c\nmty at different times. 
Greenfield was at one time set off 
from Hancock county and ann(~xed to 
Penobscot county in 1858; and this 
Legislatur8 decided tilat it was for 
good and sufficient reasons. Their 
claims were the same: as we make, 
for the convenience and the saving 
of time ancl expense in attending court 
;1iI8-irs. Castine "'as at one time the 
sili"e town of Hancock c.)unty but 
for tile convenience of the peol;le it 
was chrll1f:;cd to Ellsworth. At the 
tinlC tltat t11(' shire, to\vn \vas changE'll 
to ~.;llswortil the inhabitants of Ells
,varth \vere very fe'''', only a very fe\\r 
house·s; since that time tile inhabitants 
havo increased and it has become a 
village of 2000 inhabitants; and iNC 

belie\'e the wishes of the people of 
Stonington should be considered in the 
mattc'r. 'Vc claim we h8.\'e a gTC'at 
gric\'ance and that it is not ll"lOre than 
right that we should be set off and an
n('xcd to another county. It is true 
:l1at there were a number of 1'81110n
~trancps from nearly every to\Vn in 
HaDcock county against Stonington 
antI IsI" au Haut being set off but 
tl'Rt \nlS nnly Eatural. We are all 
nflturally \.;er).~ selfish in R0111e things, 
and th"y do not wish to lose of course 
any part of Hancock county. But we 
claim we l,avc been a burden tn Ban
coek ('ount". Two criminal cases came 
Un in the last four years which cost 
the county noarly $2000, and we claim 
they w'mld b" better off without us. 
Tl1'" remronstranc('s tllat came in 
al'iainst 0111' being s('t off did not orig
inate in the town. The remonstrances 
were drawn up by the memllE'rs of 
the HO'lS" from Hancock county n.nd 

sent out to the different towns urgin:; 

them to Rig-n these remonstrances, not 

against Stonington and Isle au Haut 

but agaist the proposed division of 

H31icock county. At that time there 
was a rumor about the county that 
Bucksport wished to be annexed to 
Penobscot county, that Castine wished 
to be annexec] to Waldo county; but 
thh; was nnt true, it was just a rumor, 
and I tbink those that signed the re
monstrances would not so many of 
them have· signed them if they har\ 
kno "'n it concerned Stonington and 
Isle au Baut only. 

'1'\'\'0 years ago soon after this mat
ter came up in the Legislature an 
informal vote was taken in the town 
of Stonington to ascertain if a ma
jority of the people were in favor of 
an!l('xing to Knox county. It was the 
unnnimuus vote at our to\vn meBting
exc,-'pting one dissenting vote for an
nexation to Knox county. At the 
State election this fall there were 37" 
yotps cast for (i-ove-rnor, and our pe
titi'Jll is signed by 351 tax payers and 
vot,'rs of Stonington asldng fur Fln
ncxation. In the case of Isle au Baut 
ther" ',"ere I think 41 who signed for 
an,1cxation and tll<ere are only 54 voters 
in the town (,f Isle au Haut, and n8 
remonstr[>~nccs came from that town 
against it. 

Mr. Speaker, I pray that the motion 
to accept thc majority report, ought 
to r,rc\'ail. 

;\[1'. SXO,V of Bucksport: Mr. 
Speaker and gentlpn1Pn, in behalf of 
the constituency \\'hich I represl:'nt I 
ask you to accept the majority report 
of this committee. The only reason 
advocatel] for al'cl'pting the minfJrity 
rPJ)ort is as to a 111atter of convenience. 
If the minority rcport is accepted it 
will establish a precedent which is 
inimical to the great interest of the 
\\~hole counly. ,Vhilc tho county as a 
gc'neral thing is loyal to its principle~. 
wbat is to pre\'cnt at some future 
time some clissatisDl'cl and disgruntled 
people from petithming the Legisla
ture to set off tlwir town? ,Vha! is 
to prevent the inhabitants of my town 
oj' Bucksport from asking to be set off 
an annexed tu tbe county of Penob
scot which is only 10 mile'S distant 
from Duc](sport which would convene 
our people \'cry much better? ,Vhat is 
to prevent the beautiful town of Cas
tine from petitioning the Legislature 
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at some future time to be set off and 
annexrd to the county of Waldo? So 
I might go on, gentlemen, but is it ex
pedient that the wishes of the few 
should stand in the way of the good 
of the many? From a financial point 
of view I object to the acceptance of 
the minority report of the committee. 
We are a poor county. We can ill af
ford to lase these towns. My town of 
Bucksport now is paying the interest 
on an issue of bonds of nearly $100,-
000, which she is not getting a particle 
of benefit from. Gentlemen, I beg of 
you not to take a way our assets. I 
wish to assure you that those towns 
in my section are overwhelmingly 
again!'lt thA minority report. Mv mo
tive and my attitude in this matter is 
not a selfish one. They are rather the 
motives which actuated our brave 
boys of '61 to die upon the battlefield 
that they might preserve their country 
undivided; they are the motivE's of one 
who considers the wishes and feelings 
of the many. Gentlemen, as you would 
hate to see the county dismembered, 
disintegrated and divided, I ask you 
to support the majority report of this 
committee; and I know that your sense 
of justice will prompt you to do so and 
I believe you will keep Hancock coun
ty undivided. 

Mr. OTIS of ROCkland: Mr. Speak
er, I apprehend that the most difficult 
task in connection with this matter 
will be to untangle the maze of facts 
and grotrsque fancies which have 
been woven about it by the gentlemen 
who have been opposing these meas
ures. These seem to have swept a 
majority of the committee off their 
feet, and judging by the chorus of 
"yes" on the viva voce vote this fnorn
ing, it would seem that it has affpcted 
the House also; but gentlemen I wish 
you would bear with me while I bring 
this thing right straight down to tho 
question at issue which is simply the 
matter of the convenience and mqteriai 
Interest of the people at Stonington 
and to their political situation, wheth
er it is one county or the other. 

The opponents of the division hav .. 
brought themselves to look at the mat·· 
ter-or pretend to do so-I do not 
qUEstion their sincerity-they have 

brought themselves to look at this 
matter as if it were a contest between 
Knox county and Hancock county for 
these two towns, the same as two 
countries might contend for a bit of 
territory without the least interest in 
the welfare of the people of that ter
ritory, simply for their aggrandize
ment, the same as France and Ger
many have for 20 years quarrelled 
about Alsace and Lorraine and espe
cially as one becoming stronger has 
assimilatEd these two unhappy prov
inces without attempting to do any
thing for them but simply to fix the 
matter as they pleased. 

Now the gentlemen look at it in the 
same light. It is nothing of the kind. 
Some of them even have talked as if we 
expected to tear up from the.r granite 
foundations these two towns and carry 
them off somewhere. Those towns are 
going to stay right there just the same 
if they are in Knox county as if they 
remain in Hancock county. All their bus
iness and social relations with their 
neighbors will remain exactly the same. 
And there Is nothing sacred about these 
county lines any more than there is 
about district Jines. or about our repre
sentative district or councillor districts. 
There is nothing sacred about those lines. 
Every time the census is taken the con
gressional districts are reorganized. so 
are our legislati ve districts reorganized, 
reapportioned, and not simply with rela
tion to the population as shown by the 
census but in regard to their continuity 
and their community of interest ann 
their commercial interest; those things 
are all taken into consideration and that 
is done once in ten years. The law re
quires it should be done. All of these 
changes are made without wrenching 
anybody's heartstrings and without creat
ing any feeling that they have bE'en disin
tegrated. The opponents of these bills 
say that we are disintegrating Hancock 
county. Now with regard to the county 
lineR they are necessarily more perma
nent, but yet they are foundE'd on precise
ly the same things. for the convenience 
of the people. The representative from 
Stonington has stated the situation. 
There can be no question about it. thE're 
is no qUf'stion. A II the reply that ,s 
made to this Is, "True, it is inconvenIent, 
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but it may be inconvenient for other 
towns;" and they say If you put In this 
entering wedge as they call It by setting 
off these towns, other towns will ask to 
be set off on similar grounds. Well, if 
other towns are similarly situated they 
certainly have a perfect right to come 
before the Legislature, and if they make 
out their case as we have made out our 
case there is no reason why they sdould 
not be changed. But, Mr. Speaker, I ehal
lenge anybody to find a ease In the State 
of Maine that is anywhere near approxi
mately like Stonington and Isle au Haut. 

Now In most that has been said-I am 
alluding now to the discussion in the 
lobby, for there has been very little dis
cussion on the part of the other side in 
the House here-they have not fully de
veloped their case. I am going to as
sume that they talk the same as they 
have in the lobby and as they did before 
the committee-the only thing that they 
say is that there is something about a 
county that every citizen In it owes an 
a l1eg-iance to it, that they must fight to 
the death against any change in their 
lines. The proposition to set off these 
two towns appears to affect the gentle
man from Hancock as if we were plan· 
ning to do them some material injury. 
Now speaking for the people of lenox 
county, and I think I may say for the 
people of Stonington, for I know them 
well. and of Isle au Hallt. I say there 
c"n be no more friendly feeling than that 
which we entertain for the people of 
Hancock county; and at this stage of the 
debate if these gentlemen will show me 
that the county of Hancock is in.iured in 
any material sense. or if any man. wo
man or child in Hancock cOllnty is to be 
in.iured by the setting off of these towns 
ann annexing them to Knox county, I 
will lay right down and give up the fight. 
T might, gentlemen. except perhaps a few 
lawyers in Ellsworth, a few hotel and 
boardinf( house keepers; they might say 
that their interests are affected. but cer
tainly not the county of Hancock, be
ca lise Stoninf(ton pays a large tax and 
the tax is growing, for it is a growing 
town: their valuation has beE'n. I fancy, 
somethinf( like dOllblen In the last ten 
years a nd it is a SUbstantia I slim: still 
thp. E?XTH?nR€'S 'which are chargp(l ag'~inst 

the county on account of these two tOWpq 

generally have exceeded the expenses ot 
court proceedings which the eounty has 
to pay. The expenses of the cOllrt which 
the county has to pay from cases origi
nating in Stonington, especially criminal 
cases, are so very heavy that it would be 
a positive benefit for the financial Inter
ests of Hancock county to let the peti
tioners have their w!ll and go to Knox 
county where they can conveniently at
tend court and at little expense. 

Some two years ago there was a 
murder ease in Stonington and it cost 
the county of Hancock consiCIerably 
more to try that one case than they 
got from taxes from Stonington for 
that year. There are several cases 
where precisely that same thing has 
happened. In regard to one of those 
cases a gentlE'man this morning gave 
me some ligures whiCh I will give, in 
the case of an Italian who was in
dicted for an attempt to kill. The 
genlleman who gave me this infor
mation was a practicing physician who 
was summoned as a witness in the 
case. When the grand jury met he 
wa3 summoned before it to give his 
testimony. He went and came home, 
in the roundabout way that the gen
tleman from Stonington has descrihed. 
Then whEn the case was assigned 
for trials he went again and stayed 
around there two or three days and the 
court were not ready to hear the case 
for some reason or other, and he re
turned home and had to go a third 
time. In all he spent in going and 
coming and the few moments that he 
~·as givil1f( his testimony, some seven 
or e-ight (lays. He got from the coun
ty "ome $18. If he had come to Knox 
c~unty he would not have got nf'arly 
so much, but he got $1~. His artllal 
expensf'S were betwef'·n $50 and $60, on 
thnt trip. 'I'hftt is what you are 8uh
jecting the inhabitants of Stoninf(ton 
to in thpir attpndance upon the courts. 
He went by motor boat. and on the 
way his hoat /!"ave out and he wa'! 
rf'!'H'lled bv a life-saving station the 
"arne as anY shipwrpc1{ed mariner 
w(1ul(l ]-of': and all that to ",ive just 
R little tpstimony in a homicide ('~8e. 

j\Y(PN tt>At thing hts t>aoppned right 
along at every term of court, ann it 
can all be avoided by simply chang-
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ing this county a little in the most how he WQuid feel. Put that question 
natl'ral way. I am sorry that the to vourselves. gentlemen. How woulU 
proponents of this biil are not able you feel if you lived down there? and 
to go tn the expense of having maps then I beg that you will consider that 
made that would particularly show nobody else has any interest in this 
in regard to that, but if you will 100', matter except the people of Stoning
at any good map of Maine you will ton. We of Knox county in a general 
find where the line of Knox county way would be glad to have them, it 
gues across these islands-we have would be a material benefit to our peo
got some big islands in our county pie in Rockland, that is, to a few ho
-the line runs just north of North tel keeper>; and to our lawyers. That is 
Haw'n, and carrying it right straight all tile material interest that we have 
~llong only a mile or two it will strike got in it; as the people of Knox 
right across a division betw 0 en thee count)! we do not ask anything of this 
town of Deer Isle and Stoning-ton and Legislature only in behalf of Stoning
carrying it jnFt a little way it would ton. Their interests are to be consid
talce in Stonington and Isle au Haut ered entire!y. I don·t want you to con
into Enox county. From the stand- sider ours or the outside towns of 
pnint of physical geography it is a Hancock county. It may be brought to 
most ollViously natural division. I your attent'on as it was to that of the 
wish the members would refer to the committee that a large number of peo
map and see how it looks. and 1001, at rle in Hancock county outside of Ston
tl,,, diste111ce that it is from Stoning- in"ton and Isle au Haut brought in 
ton to Ellsworth and then from Ston- remonstrances. You might as well have 
in!!"ton to Rockland, and from Rock- brougrt them from Calais, or from 
la~'l to Bangor, from Bangor to Ells- 8an Francisco [or that matter, for 
worth. I met a gentlemqn last ni"ht they know notl,ing about it. It is none 
who Cilme around this way, he stop- of their business. ThE,y have no mate
pl'd her(' in rc·gard to this bill, he had rial interest in it, and the sentimental 
been clenr around to Ellsworth in interest that they appear to have is a 
a litlle disnlosur(, process and he had mere reminiscence of loyalty to some 
to go rtl~ound in tl1is \yuy that I speq,1, fi s(--'rl g0vf'rnITlent, like a feeling of pnt
of. Til, se are cases til at are hap- ri0tism, ,,,hich is all right but it dos 
pcning all tl10 time. EvcTY mont11 not apply to counties. There is no rea
tlwir prohate court meets and they son why we should have a feeling of 
ha"o, teJ f'"0 this roundabout way to loyalty toward a county any more 
reach 1':118,,·orth. wherNls if a ma'1 tran a h'gislative district which 
e('uld f'"n to Rocl,land instead, he cnuid chon"es every 10 vears, or toward a 
JUSt tnke tre toat in the morning. cnngressional district; and who would 
gn [terN'S. rave all day in Rrcclzlanil think of /lmvling because we are going 
tn 'Jtt, nd tn his rusine·ss. could g"t to disintegrate th" congressional and 
/lome tIle S"HlP night hefore supper legis'ative districts of tJ:is State? 
All tllf"S0 things are happeni'1" all /' nrl now, gentlemen, I wish you 
the time. It is a constant tIling. would talce these things into consid

Nov:, "1>ffr. Sppnker and g-entlempn. I 

tal'e it "0U will nnt snffnr \'ourse'\'es 
te) 1>(> Icon ~1\YaV l1Y tllis utterlv irr'I('
Y::1nt h'1l1, ah0ut t11(' diRintp'~r8ti(lYl nf 
Ff:1.11('0(>K (,nllntv hllt ·ynn ,"ill ~pt rl'!'ht 
dO"l.,"ll to tl11S TT18ttpr 8ncl Cr'\n~:dr1' r f':-I!l"~ 
Iv p.Tln ~Ynln8thpti('[llly the griev8.n(',p;~ 

(or tll('~(-, rYlpn rtl10 W(1111~n (If StG'lin2:
£on and Isle au HHl1t. Mr. H~r~'(''l ,. 

f!"ivpn fin 011tlinp of tre pitll.0t-irn. l"",~+ 

anv Q't'l't'pman Ol1O"l't to hr.· nh'p to fill 
In tlH~ O:lt'inp \vltll h-i~ l-maalnatin'Yl :3n,--l 

lOpe the wholp sitnatinn and n'1d (lut 

eratlOn. T am presenting them, I am 
a "'B re, very rrrdiy, hut I think yOU can 
g"f't ~t what r mean; and what I mean 

Mr. PE'rERS of Ellsworth: Mr. 
>'p':lker and gentlemen of the House, 
T fer! l1(>r'ectl,' sure that this House 
Fill f'nt ,'nte to dh'ide FelUe-ork coun
tv ag-ainst the wishes of 99 per cent. 
"f 1"'-0 inl>,,-bitants of the county. 1 
''"QuId feel more certain of th'lt ac
tien 'f tile Brouse could be thw'oughly 
in r nrme(] as to the actual merits of 
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the que~tion, but it is impossible in 
the few moments that it is reason
able to discuss this matter to lay any 
great detail r,efore the House. The 
matter was agitated and heard in de
tail before the committee very pa
tiently, and the report Wllich we have 
befure us shows th<tt the majority 
of the committee-I way ~ay, I thinl, 
properly, the unanimous report of the 
disinterestEd members of the commit
tee, is against the proposed division. 
I disclaim anY attempt to impute any 
improper motives to either of the two 
minoritv members of the committee. 
They a:re act.uated I have no doubt 
by the highest of motives. Their 10-
caticn and their surroundings, 1 thinl" 
tcno at least to .. rejudice them in 
their attitud,,· towards the question. 
The other eigllt mEmbers of the com
mitLe are entirely unprejudiced by 
reason grcH tly upon the report of the 
committe·c which was able to get at 
the details of the subject, which Is 
more than we can do here. 

Now this question of setting off thes'3 

two towns which has been agitated in 

former years is based upon the alleged 

inconvenience of the inhabitants of Isle 
au Haut and Stonington in getting from 
their islands to Ellsworth, ",e county 
seat. Stonington lies about 35 or 40 miles 
south of Ellsworth and has a population 
of 2000 inhabitants by the last census. It 
is part of an island called Deer Isle, 
which is situated about one mile off from 
the mainland of Hancock county and 
acrosS the beautiful reach which can be 
rowed acroSS or sailed across ea~HY, es
pecially during the periods of the year 
when our courts are in session. It lies 
perhaps ten miles from the northwester
ly end of Deer Isle, it is a mile across the 
reach, some ten miles to Bluehill and U 
miles to Ellsworth. It was testified be
fore the committee by the gentleman 
who runs the stage route that the dis
tance is about 35 miles~ The otller island. 
the Isle au Haut, lies, as I thinK •• ir. 
Harmon said, six miles southerly of 
Stonington. Now they say L.ey want to 
be set off from Hancock county and an
nexed to Knox county because of the fact 
that it is inconvenient for them to come 
to court. It is inconvenient for them to 

come to court, there is no question about 
that. One of their islands is a mile from 
the mainland and the other is six miles 
beyond that, but their quarrel is wlth 
their geography; they are an island and 
that cannot be helped, and no legislatiort 
will prevent their being surrounded by 
water. If they prefer, as they doubtless 
rlo. to live on this island they must ex
pect some inconveniences due to their lo
cation. That cannot be helped. They say 
in coming to court they suffer harasnlps, 
that they suffer the hardships of Cook 
and Peary. The sufferings of Cook and 
of Peary would be inconsiderable in com
parison with some of the difficulties which 
we have heard of in some cases which 
have been mentioned in connection with 
this matter. But. gentlemen. when they 
come to court it is said in the month of 
April or October. \Ve used to nave a 
January term of court at which time they 
perhaps suffered hardships in coming to 
our beautiful city of Ellsworth where 
our terms of court are held, but it IS not 
a had trip in the month of April al
though the roads are perhaps not so pass
able as they are in October. 

Let us 5e," how much inconvenience 
they have had to undergo in coming 
to the cOlmty seat during the April 
mod October terms of court. I had 
the recfmt clerk of courts of our coun
ty examine the records for the past 
14 years, since Stonington was set 
off from Dt'er Isle-before that time 
it was impossible to distinguish-and 
he informed me that the records show
ed that six civil cases were brought 
in Ellsworth in which the parties came 
from Stonington during that 11 years. 
That is not all, Mr. Speaker, be~ause 
if this town were a part of Knox coun
ty and if a plaintiff lived in Hancock 
COUllty he would have a perfect right 
to Eue a defendant in Knox and get 
a trial in Hancock county. I don't 
know how many of those six cas('s in 
which th.. plaintiff lived off of Ston
ington. If half of the caSES were that 
way then we would be left with three 
or four cases in 14 years in which the 
inhabitants of Stonington have been 
obliged to come to Ellsworth during 
either the month of April or October. 
I don't think that is a very serious 
thing to happen to these towns. It 
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seems to me that it hardly counter
balances the inconvenience which they 
would be sure to suffer if they were 
set off, in this respect. The most im
portant place where they would be 
obliged to go on more than half of 
the business transactions at the coun
ty seat would be to the registry' of 
deE-ds. Now if they are set off from 
Hancock county and added to Knox 
county their real estate titles will re
main of course as they are recorded 
in Hancoel, county, down to the date 
of the setting oft', and after that time 
they would be recorded in Knox coun
ty, and if any of the gentlemen living 
in Stonington or Deer Isle after the 
proposed setting off desire to examine 
their record title or the record title of 
their property they will have to make 
this arrluous trip to Ellsworth and 
then make a further trip to Rockland, 
because they will have to examine the 
title in Ellsworth and afterwards in 
Rockland, and the same would be 
true of the records in the probate 
court office. It Sfems to me this in
convenience would be a very serious 
tIling of these towns, if they will con
sider the facts fully along- those Ilne·". 
I d.) not propose to go into details in 
the matter. I want to say that every 
representative and senator from Han
coc\: with the possible exception of 
one is opposed to this project of the 
division of the county. and I want 
to my that at the hearing before the 
committee it was admitted by the 
counsel for the petitioners that the 
whole of Hancock county outside of 
some people in these two towns were 
opposed to this division. I have heard 
of counties being divided and parts 
set off but, Mr. Speaker, but I never 
knew of a case where the division 
of the ('ounty was made· against the 
almost unanimous objection of its cit
izens. If there is such an instance 
I am not informed in regard to it. 

There are 35,575 people in Hancock 
county by the last census. Mr. Speak
er, I represent 35.165 of thOse who are 
opposed to this division. The idpa of 
setting off this town of Stonington 
which has been agitated for the last 
two years or more does not receive the 
unanimous support of the people of 

Stonington. Where is the demand 
backed by the business interests of 
Stonington? Where are the selectmen 
and the postmaster? We have here 
some very estimable gentlemen from 
Stonington, one who is prominent, but 
where are the business interests de
manding this thing? Mr. Speaker, at 
the committee hearing it developed 
that a remonstrance was circulated 
one day, before the hearing before the 
committee, by the chairman of the 
selectmen and the postmaster remon
strating against the proposition of di
vision and it received some 70 odd 
signatures there in the business part 
of Stonington. This demand is not 
unanimous. A considerable portion, if 
not the largest portion of the business 
interests of Stoningtor. appeared 
against the proposed division. 

The people of Hancock county object 
to the division also on the ground that 
it would establish a bad precedent. 
There are other places in Hancock 
county that are no mure inconvenient
ly situated than these towns. Bucks
p',)rt adjoining the Penobscot river is 
nearer by rail tu Bangor than it is to 
Ellsworth, and in order to come to 
Ellsworth they are obliged to come 
thro'lgh Bangor. I can easily see that 
this agitation will spread to other 
towns, if it goes out of here that this 
Legislature will divide a county and 
set oft' townf< at the request of some 
diRsatiRfied citizens of the towns in 
question. I can see that the thing will 
ferment and that in time the towns of 
·Bucl,sport, Verona, Castine, Orland. 
and Dedham, towns adjoining the Pe
nobscot river and being nearer in 
point of travel to Bangor than Ells
worth, '1nd they will want to be set off, 
and it will lead to a very bad result 
if fhis pr8.ctise is allowed to continue. 
The matter was thoroughly tried out 
two years ago. There was a unanimous 
r8port of a committee against this 
proposition. I do not claim that is con
clusive upon this Legislature, but I 
simply say that under these circum
stances where the committee has re
ported at a previous session of the 
Legislature and where the conditions 
have nnt changed that their verdict is 
entitled to great weight. 
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I want to say, further, that the peo
pIp of Hanc0ck county seriously be
lieve aft~r that dRcision that the mat
t(T \Yas p<:rm'lnently settled, and that 
they havp not takC'n this particular 
m0vement seriuusly on that account, 
and that they do not now in my coun
ty take this movement seriously be
Cflllse they believ€'d that it was set
tlea once and settled right at the last 
session of tIle Legislature, and tlwt 
the conditions have not changed. I do 
not want to tRke up the time of this 
HOllse in this matter but I believe 
whd'e the sentiment is SlJ unanimous 
ill nur s('ction that the House will not 
intr-rfere in this respect. Our countv 
is a small county and has not increas", 
en iYJ r,opulation; business is ratlwr 
dull. Our gecgraphy is peculiar. We 
are cut l1p inlo islands and sounds and 
h'lVS llnn inl(ot8. hut it looks good 10 

us. vVe are satisfien where we are, and 
we d0 not want to lose one of those 
isl'lllns or one of those promontories 
or one acre of pasture. We believe If 
we are allwed to be let alone that W8 

will tal,(' care of our own matters and 
work out our own s'llvation in this re
speet, t11at we want to live in peace 
w;th our friends in Stonington and 
Isle an Ha'Lll, and we can arrange some 
wa,' I think to satisfy tllem. TIlis mat
t,r of th .. courts is not bearing very 
heavlly upon them. There is easily '1. 

mamwr in which that can be bettered. 
A municipal court operating in th" 
wpstprn part of Hancock county can 
llold t"rnlS in Stonington as weI! as 
Bl Uf'hill and Jonesboro. I favor, if ne
ces~ary, 2 proposition whereby they 
would he 0hliged to go to Stonington 
anr hear any cases within that juris·· 
air-tiolll. Th<'se <'riminal cases that have 
bpen talkpd about are where some Ital
ians, w'lrkmen in the quarries. have' 
got Into snme disputes among them
s<'1'·e8. Tt is true it may have cost the 
cOl1nty of Hancock perhaps two thou
S'lna dollars. 1 don't know what they 
h,gvp a'?:8inst Knox county that they 
,,',9nt to take them over there llnd pay 
the E'xpens"s there. The population is 
gro"'ing- there, they have incerased 

ven' largely during the last 10 year" 
and we wil! get back some of the mon
ey wp hRve expended if they stay with 

us a little longer, and their taxes will 
help '1S out. We do not want them to 
go over to Knox county and T cannot 
see why that should be desired. There 
is no interest in this matter in 3"'" 
particular locality, it is the same all 
over the county. It was unquestioned 
at the hearing as the opinion of all 
that we,re ask(ed that yOU do not inter
fere with (jur affairs in this respect, 
but allow is to take care of ourselves, 
ann 1 think in the long run that prin
ciple will worl, out all right. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON of Augusta: Mr. 
Spea.lrer, the only reason I have to of
f"r for saying anything in regard to 
this matter, which is perhaps a local 
one, if by reason of an incident which 
haPP'3ned to me a few years ago 
which I think illustrates the condi
tions existing with reference to the in-
11ahitantf' of Stonington and Isle au 
Haul an<1 the courts of Ellsworth. 
S0me 15 or 16 years ago I had to set
tle the estate of a man living in Ston
ington, and as incidental to settling 
tllat estate it devolved upon me to coI
led quite a number of executions 
against people living down there at 
Stoniniiton. It did not occur to me that 
there "'as any great hardship in those 
gentiempn coming up from Stonington 
to E'lsworth their county seat to dis
close, I never had been across there, 
ana so I cited them to Ellsworth to 
disclose sometime along in August, 
d"rir.~ dog days. When I arrived in 
Ellsworth it was rainy, and the gen
tlemen llad not arrived, four or five of 
them. and the disclosure commission
er and T waited around there for sev
eral hours and finally they came, 
wAIking' through the mud, having 
landed somewhere down below Ells
,,'or:h and they had walked up, ani! 
the commissioner asked them how they 
got there. They said they thougllt it 
over and thought the best way to come 
was to hire a schooner and so they 
got the "rhooner and started two days 
b'lf0re aml tlley had taken that trip 
a,':ay around there to Ellsworth land
ing, and walkerl fmm there up to 
Ellf'wol"th. 'Ve asked them why they 
COUldn't get there some other way and 
they sai<1 there was no other wa~ that 
they knew of getting there except to 
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walk or to swim, and so they came in 
that way; and it took them about four 
01" fivf' d~ys to make that trip up there 
ana back. 

It appears, Mr. Speaker, that that 

same state of affairs exists now. I 
have here a letter from Ellsworth to 
a resident of Stonington telling. him 
that the disclosure which has been 
continuea would be in order Feb. 21 at 
Ellsworth and that he has got to come. 
I understand he did so. Now gentle
men, supposing one of us had been 
in Stonington and had been cited to 
go to Ellsworth, how would 'we have 
gone last week? I don't know. I 
know how this man went. He start
ed from Stonington and took the boat 
for Rockland and went down through 
Wiscasset and then through Bath into 
Cumberland county and from Bruns
wick up through Augusta and through 
to Eangor and from there down to 
Ellsworth, 213 miles I think it is, 
through five county seats and through 
six counties, within ten miles of the 
distance he would have travelled if he 
had been cited to Boston. And the 
trouble is that there is no business 
connection between Ellsworth and 
Stonington or Isle au Haut, and the 
business connect. on is all over to
wards Rockland, and there never will 
be any connection with Ellsworth, 
there never will be a line of boats be
tween Ellsworth and Stonington. That 
would solve the whole difficulty, but 
as conditions are at the present time 
there is no way for them to get there 
excepting the way the gentleman from 
Stonington has stated. It seems to 
me, Mr. Speaker, that the people down 
there should have some consideration 
In this matter, the people living in 
Stonington, they are the ones who 
should be considered. Out of 376 peo
ple that live there 353 have asked for 
it On Isle au Haut there are only 
40 or 50 and as I understand they all 
ask it, but in Stonington 353 have 
asked for it, and there is a remon
strance signed by 74 l)80ple. Thirty
three of those a~e the same men who 
signed the other petition, so that there 
are 41, and those are almost all con
nected, as I understand it-and I get 
my information of course from the 

people in that vicinty who have busi
ness interests there, who have the big 
quarries there. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
these things should have snme weight 
because those people know what they 
want. The only argument that I 
have heard against it, outside of sen
timent. and I don't propose to talk 
anything about sentiment, although I 
believe we should have as much senti
ment for people as we have for any 
matter of county lines-nobody knows 
where they are until they are located 
-the only arguments I have heard are 
in regard to the county debt. Now, if 
I understand it rightly, Hancock coun
ty is out of debt so that StoningtQn 
will not get out of paving anything on 
her account. I think I have heard the 
matter of county lines discussed, that 
we ought not to split up islands. When 
you take a town out of a county that 
is inland, of course you are going to 
change some 12 or 18 miles of county 
lines. If you make this change you 
will only change about four or five 
miles of county line, so that in that 
line the argument is in favor of di
VISIOn. Now I have heard it spoken 
about these deeds, and the great ex
pense which it would be to take the 
deeds down to Knox county and have 
them recorded down there, or copies of 
them. That would not be necessary 
and it has never b~en done by any 
town that was removed. And even if 
it was necessary, there are only 89 
deeds recorded in Hancock county 
from the town of Stonington last year, 
and of course when you go back for 
thirty years there were very few. A 
good man in a couple of weeks and 
two girls in three months would draw 
every deed there is down there and 
t.ak8 them into Knox ('nnnty. and 
Knox county of course would have to 
pay the bills, Hancock county would 
not pay anything. 

Now the question of precedent has 
been brou!5ht up. If I nnderstand It 
the precedents in this matter are all 
in favor of the division. In 1838 the 
town of Vinalhaven which lies four 
miles to the west of this island was 
a part of the county of Hancock. At 
that time the shire town which had 
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been at Castine was removed to Ells
worth, and Vinalhaven files this peti
tion in the Legislature' which I wiII 
read: 

"The undersigned inhabitants of the 
town of Vinalhaven humbly represf;nt 
that should the shire town of R~n
cock county be removed from Castine 
to Ellsworth, that the said inhabitants 
of Vinalhaven would be subjected to 
very gT'eat inconveniences as to at
tenlling courts and as to all county 
records we therefore humbly request 
that should the shire town of said 
county be removed to Ellsworth that 
sai<! town of Vinalhaven with the in
habitants thereof may be taken from 
the county of Hancock and annexed 
to the county of Waldo." 

ular saw tooth with the town of 
Greenfield taken out, and the reason 
was that they wanted to go to Ban
gor which was nearer. 

Now, gentlemen, whe·n you stop to 
think of it what represenative is there 
here that comes from a town of 35 
or 40 miles from a rallroad so that 
he cannot get to a railroad without 
going 35' or 40 miles" I doubt if there 
is one. And that is the question here. 
It is not a matter of distance that 
makes it but it is the question of ac
cessibility, it is a chance to get there. 
Isle au Hallt and Stonington never can 
get any nearer to Ellsworth than they 
are nOW unless there is some busi
ness, 01' which there is no prospect. 

It wal! the same reason in that 
and the same situation. They 

case The only other reason which I have 
said heard argued is that in the last fourteen 

years there have been no trials to 
amount anything, only six in the last 
fourteen years from Stonington up to 
Ellsworth. Think that posltion over a 
little. Here is Stonington, a town of 
something like 2000 inhabitants in a small 
area down to the south end of the island, 
the inhabitants composed of quarrymen 
crowded together, and it Is In reality a 
town where you would naturally expect 
a good deal of !ltlr il.tion. Why aOD't 
they have more trials up there? Gentle
men. if this county seat Instead of being 
in Ellsworth had been In New York or 
Chicago or up to the North pole where 
Cook and Peary were, they wouldn't have 
had any trials at all, nobody would go 
up there. It Is the inaccessibility of this 
thing which has prevented people from 
going there. Supposing a workman in a 
quarry down in Stonington gets Injured 
and Is sick a while so that when he gets 
around he hasn't any money. If he oould 
go to Knox county he might be able to 
get his witnesses to go down there and 
try the case out; but he can't get his 
witnesses to gO to Ellsworth and pay the 
expenses of travel, and what is the re
sult? The result Is that the cases are not 

it was easy for them to go to Bel
fast the shire town of Waldo county, 
more so than it was to go to Ells
worth the shire town of Hancock coun
ty. and the Legislature set them oft', 
and later when the county of Knox 
was estahlished and it being easier 
for Vinalhaven to go to Rockland 
they set them off again and put them 
into the county of Knox. But, gentle
men, why was there no opposition 
to it at that time, if there was not? 
vVasn't there every reason then for 
the county of Hancock to oppose this 
division that there is now to oppose 
the division of Stonington? And if 
they did not oppose it, as I am in
formed they did not, didn't they have 
every reason to do so that they now 
have, and wasn't the only reasOn why 
th"y did not oppose it because they 
believed it was just and fair and that 
the rights and the wishes of the peo
ple of Vinalhaven should govern? And 
if it was just and fair and right that 
the people of Vinalhaven should gov
ern hack in 1838 why isn't it just and 
fair to the people of Stonington and 
Isle au Haut that they should govern 
now'! litigated at all, and he either gets noth-

Now that WliS not the only time that Ing or else settles for a pittance. Sup.. 
a piece of Hancock county was set off. posing some laborer has some honest dls
Pieces of other counties have been pute with his employer there and there Is 
Sf't off. In 1R58 the northwestern cor- some $40 or $50 due him, if he could go 
ner was a perfect square looking at over to Knox county and try his case
it on the map, and now it is a reg- and it would. only cost him $1.25 to go 
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over and return, and 75 cents on Satur
days-he could go there; bUl he "nows 
if he is going up to ,Ellsworth he has 
got to payout so much money that ne 
might as well throw it away in the first 
place and not go at all. If I 'Was an em
ployer of labor in the town of <:>wnington 
and I consulted by own selfish Interests 
I would not vote for this bill. ~ would 
vote to have that county seat not Ells
worth, but up to Fort Kent If I could. 1 
would get it as far away as 1 could from 
the place where the laborer brings ni~ 

action against me. 

I don't understand, ",~r. Speaker, that 
there is any political significance in this 
matter. If there is I fail to see it. I be
heve as a maner of fair justice to these 
people who are put to all this incon
venience from day to day, women going 
up to the probate court, as they are 
obliged to go for their widow's allow
ance, and men going at all seasons of 
the year to disclose, I believe it is only 
fair and just and right that we should 
fOllow those precedents that have Deen 
set in Hftncock county 
'Should let them go. 

and that we 

same way. The only members of the 
committee to whom the division argument 
appealed are the gentleman from Stoning
ton and the member OL the committee 
who belongs in hnox county from Thom
aston. In other words, every man who 
went into that committee meeting un
prejudiced In the matter decided against 
the division. Such a committee report as 
that ought to have some little weight 
with the House, I should think; and es
pecially In view of the fact that the gen
tleman from Stonington, who is a man oJf 
such excellent qualities that almost any
thing he wanted would appeal to his fel
low members of the committee, ~e.ng on 
the committee himself, COUIC! not convince 
a single one of them tlut he was right 
except the gentleman who lived in Knox 
county and who I supposed was a little 
bit prejudiced that way, 

Now one thing more about that division 
matter. Under our present laws the Loeg
islature cannot divide towns or counties 
not even if we wanted to. We tried that 
two years ago. Gentlemen urged upon 
the Legislature two years ago to divide 
the town of York, urged it strongly, and 
after a while the Legislature started in 

Mr. PATTANGALL of Waterville: ... r. to do it and we voted to do it; but imme
Speaker, and gentlemen of the House, I diately the people of York did just what 
did not' intend to say anything on this I have no doubt the people of Hancock 
matter and I shall speak but a moment. will do if we attempt to divide Hancock, 
This thought appeals tome. It is not they simply filp<! 2. netition under the ref
possible here to go over fairly and fully erendum and the whole State had to vote 
the 'details connected with this division on the Question. 'I'here is no doubt in my 
question. They have been gone over by mind that they would file their petition 
a committee. Now I suppose that com- under the referenaum and they would 
IT'ittee heard all the evidence on both stay together two years longer anyway, 
sides and I also presume they were in- and they would continue to stay together 
tending to do what they though was unless the people of the whole State voted 
right, and If you will notice in your list otherwise. Now the people of the whole 
of committees, on the committee on coun- State could not decide that question fairly 
ties before which this matter came were hecause they would not Know about It, 
Senator Sanborn of Piscataquis, Senator but they could decide it about as fairly 
Osborn of Somerset and Senator Boynton as we can, for we cannot know much 
of Lincoln. Now those three mem')ers about it not in the sort of debate that 
have some reason for voting against that goes on in the house. I don't know now 
division. I don't know that that is final whether Stonington ought to be left where 
or conclusive, but it seems to me that it Is, but I do know this-I know that 
some arguments must have been made eight unprejudiced men for whose opinion 
th(l.t appealed to them for this division. I have some respect heard the case tried 
And on the part of the House there were in full and decided that Stonington ought 
]Ve(:urdy of Lubec, Frank o. Gray, An- to remain where is, and I should be 
derson of Limington, Jordan of l-ortland bound by their decision unless some pret
and McCann of Poland, all voting in the ty strong reason was given against it. 
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Kow there is one point in connection 
with this matter which weighs '.n my 
mind also, and I have not heard it 
mendoned. We are re-apportioning the 
legislative and senatorial districts. A 
char,ge in the population of Hancock 
county and a change in the population 
of Knox county would require a dif
ferent apportionment, I should sup
pose, if the other conditions remain 
as t:ley are. 'l'hat may be taken care 
of in this hill for all I know but no
body has said anything about it. If it 
is not and if your division is held up 
under the referendum I do not see 
how you C'ln go to work and appor
tion your legislative and senatorial dis
tricts. It ~e"'ms to me that this is not 
j\1st the year for distributing those 
lines upon which our legislative and 
s,onatorial appartionment is based. 

I realize the inconvenience of the 
Stonington people in getting to Ells
'worth, but you know, gentlemen, if 
yon are going to start county divisions 
011 timt line you have got to take up 
a lot of them. Now in Washington 
ct:l1r:ty we have towns up Danforth 
way where the people cannot go to 
the shire town without being away 
from home a couple of days. vVe try 
their cases for them sometimes in Cal
ais tn convene them, but mostly when 
they have law suits we refer the law 
suits in that section to some reieree, 
perhaps a justice of the court, and 
While I don't know but what it woul<l 
be more ('onvenient. I presume it 
wouln be, for Stonington people to 
g0 to Roekland than to Ellsworth, to 
cnurt, still that of itself I think, would 
h8!,(11y be sutticient as a reason for a 
division; and I come back to the only 
proposition I wanted to suggest to the 
HOUde; and my only excuse for sneak
ing l-]orfl waR because I thought per-
11ll.rs the House had overlooked it, 
that tllis case has been trit'd and tried 
fl1l1y, and I presume fairly, before a 
committee of this House, and that ev
erv single mt'mber. of that committee 
who from hi;: location and connections 
mnst have approached the matter in 
an nnnrejudiced way voted against 
division; the only rt'port before the 
HOU~fl in favor of division is of two 
gentlemen who would be in favor of 

the revision. I do not believe in divid
ing towns and countie~ unlc-ss you 
have to do it. I believe in divorce but 
only as a last resort, and I don t be
lieve much in divorce unless the wife 
and husband are both pretty well 
agreed that they cannot live together 
any longer. This carrying on a divorce 
casp on the petition Of the hired glrl 
don't strike me as a good one. (Laugh
ter) In this case I presume the coun
ty nf Knox would like to acquin- more 
territory and more population, and if 
WI' could only annex it from somethin,g 
bc-side tIl(' State of Maine I would not 
object; but I don't think it is a good 
idpa for the people from Knox county 
to come in too strongly on the pro po
sitif'n of dismembering Hancock coun
ty. J don't like to see the co-res]Jon
dpnt to active in a divorce case. (Ap
plausl>.) 

Mr. MACg of Great Pond: Mr. 
Speaker, I think it is entirely unnec
essary to take up the time of this 
borl:v-, but I wish to say tha~ I rep
resent a clasfl in Hancock county and 
that I live 35 milES from a railroad 
and I do not desire to be annexed to 
any other county, nor di the pc'ople 
in my section of the county. I am 
deeply interested in this question 
whieh has been so ably discussed. 
Two years ago this matter was de
cided unanimously by the committee 
against this scheme of annexation and 
at tlw heginning of this session or 
the Legislature the petition eame' in 
from the inhabitants of Isle au Haut 
and Stonington to be annexed to Knox 
county. After a fair hearing repre
senter by the genial and able county 
attorney from Knox county, the com
mittee. I may say unanimously, de
cided against the propo~ition of an
nexation. I ~ay unanimously, berause 
all of the mt'mbers of that commit
tee who could approach the sUb.iect 
without partisanship decided that 
there were not sufficient rpasonS for 
this propos~d sehe-me .of annexation. 

We all 8UPPOSfld, gentlemen, from 
the report of that committee., t.hat 
the question was' settled. but nnw 
eOrrJ"'s this rosy-hued drpam of t'T
ritorial a?grandizement from the p"o
pie of Knox county. Under the ad-
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vice of the able and adroit county at
torney of the county of Knox, the 
gentleman from Rockland became in
terested in this scheme to take som", 
part of Hancock county and annex 
it tu his domain, and with all his great 
logic and all his eloquence and all 
his skill he has built up a fairy strong 
case with very little to build on. And 
the members of the Knox county del
eg'ation have interviewed the mem
bers from day to day, coaxing them, 
asking them, to add something to 
their domain, and even in the third 
House, gentlemen, has been called in
to this matter, and have advanced the 
idea Qf territorial acquisition for the 
benefit of the people of Knox county; 
they ask you gentlemen, to believe 
that you are not masters of your own 
destinies, that you have not sufficient 
ability to decide on this question with
out their advice and counsel. 

Now, gentlemen and Mr. Speaker, 
if convenience alone should be taken 
into consideration we have other cases 
in the different counties of the State 
w\1pre that would apply. Only one 
single county can we find that has 
not a town that would be benefited by 
joleing annexed. to another county, and 
that is the county of Knox; they have 
everything to gain and nothing to lose. 
In the southwestern part of Oxford 
connty the towns of Porter, Hiram, 
Denmark, Brownfield and Fryeburg, if 
convenience alone was to decide where 
they should go, they should be an
nexed to the county of Cumberland, 
because in attending court they have 
to go to Portland, then by a cir
cuitous route of more than 60 miles 
they have to go to Paris their shire 
to,'!f., and the same is true, as the 
gpntleman from Waterville said, of 
the towns of Danforth and Forest 
CIty; and even in the case of the gen
tleman from Augusta's own county, 
the towns of Clinton and Benton, if 
convenience alone were taken into con
sideration, they had better be annexed 
to Somerset county, because they are 
nearer to Skowhegan than they are 
to Augusta. Gentlemen, do you want 
your county Hnes meddled with? 

The petitioners here have presumed 
upon the sympathy, upon the ability, 

upon the prejudice even, of the gen
tlemen from Augusta, large of body, 
strong of brain, with a great sympa
thetic heart, they have engaged him 
to aid them in wresting from their sis
ter county some of her territory. Han
cock is one of the few counties that 
has suffered a loss in population. We 
shall be represented in this honorable 
body in the next Legislature by fewer 
representatives. Her people are hardy, 
honest, intelligent and industrious. 
They earn their livelihood by honest 
toil; on the coast they take it from 
the ocean or in attending to the wants 
of the tourists who come to our sec
tien, and in the interior the people 
take it from the rocky and unyielding 
soil and from the forests by which 
they are surrounded; and these are 
the people that the gentleman from 
Rockland says have no business to 
remonstrate against a division of the 
county. When this proposed scheme 
of territorial acqUisition for the good 
county of Knox came up, the people 
remonstrated unanimously; with only 
a few days in that sparsely settled 
county they sent remonstrances here 
from almost every town in that coun
ty, over 4000 names; and the other 
30,000 people through their two sena
tors and their seven representatives 
remonstrated agaim;t this proposed di
VISIon. Gentlemen of this House and 
Mr. Speaker, those are the people who 
are anxiously a waiting your deciSion. 
Are you going to disappoint those peo
pIe? Are you going against their 
unanimous wishes? We have the 
power, certainly, to divide counties, 
but do we have the moral right in this 
case? We have the brute strength 
surely, but We should legislate so that 
we may do the greatest good to the 
greatest number. I sincerely hope, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that this 
proposed division will not prevail. 
(Applause. ) 

Mr. JORDAN of Portland: Mr. Speaker, 
in signing the majority report I wish to 
state very briefly the reasons why we 
reached the conclusion we did. ., e looked 
at the matter impartially, and if the mat
ter of convenience were alone to be con
sidered it would seem that this proposed 
division should prevail. But it seems to 
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be against precedent to divide the county' 
In this matter against the serious opposi
tion of the county. In the matter of pe
titions, the petitions from Hancock coun
ty outside of Stonington and Isle au 
Haut were practically unanimous against 
this division. The petitions from Stoning
ton were divided, quite equally divided; I 
think there were 35 more signers for di
vision than there were opposed .0 It. It: 
seemed to me that the grievance of the 
parties who want to be divided was 
greatly magnified. It was shown before 
the committee that there was a stage line 
which was about 36 miles in length run
ning from Stonington to the county seat 
of Ellsworth. It occurred to me that 
there are many towns In the State of 
Maine perhaps which are no worse Olt 

than is the town of Stonington in this re
spect. The matter of records was brought 
before the committee. It was in view of 
these consideral,ons that we signed the 
majority report that the town should not 
be set off. 

Mr. HARMON of Stonington: Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to correct the gentleman 
from Portland. Three hundred a~.d fifty
one petitioners of Stonington favor of 
the annexation and 72 are against It. 1 
think those are the correct figures. 

Mr. JORDAN: I may have been in 
error as to the number. 

Mr. HARMOI\: It is my opinicn tnat 
the opposition before the committee and 

on the floor of this House would have 
been much milder If It had not been for 
,.le fact that if our wishes are granted 
the lawyers of Hancoc.. county would 
naturally lose quite a bit of business. 

The SPEAKER: The question before 
the House Is the acceptance of the ma
jority report, reporting "ought not to 
pass" as to the division of Stonington. 

A rising vote was had and the mo
tion was agreed to by a vote of 101 to 
18. 

The SPEAKER: As to the bill relat
ing to the town of Stonington, the 
question is on the acceptance of the 
millority report "ought not to pass." 

The minority report was accepted. 

Today assigned: An Act to provide 
f~r the weekly payment of wages. 

On motion of Mr. Dunn of Brewer 
thp hill was tabled and assigned for 
tomorrow morning. 

On motion of Mr. Scates of West
brnr.k, Bill, An Act relating to Phillips 
Villa"", Corporation, was taken from 
th", table. 

The hill then receiveii Its two read
ings and was assigned for tomorrow 
nlorn~ng. 

Ou motion of Mr. Hedman of New 
Sweden, 

Adjourned. 


