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HOUSE.

Wednesday, February 19, 1913

The Housze met according to adjourn-
ment and was called to crder by the
Speaker.

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Nichols of
Hallowell.

Journal of previous session read and
approved.

Papers from the Senate disposed of
in concurrence.

From the Senate: An Act to incor-
porate the Sowchwest Harbor Water
District.

In the House this bill was passed to
be engrossed, and came from the Sen-
ate recommiited to the commiitee on
legal affairs.

On motion by Mr. Walker of Castine,
the rules were suspended, and the vote
was reconsidered whereby this bill was
passed to he engrossed, and on fur-
ther motion by Mr. Ricker the House
voted to concur with the Senate in the
recommittal of the bill to the commit-
tee on legal affairs.

From the Senate: Report of the com-
mittee on railroads and expresses, re-
porting in a new draft and ‘“ought to
pass” on hill, An Act to extend the
charter of the Eastern Maine Railroad
and to amend the same.

In the Senate this bill was recommit-
ted to the committee on railroads and
expresses.

On motion by Mr. Trimble of Calais,
the House voted to concur with the
Senate in the recommittal of the bill
to the comimittee on railroads and ex-
presses.

Senate Bills on First Reading.

An Act to amend Section 5 of Chap-
ter %8 of the Revised Statutes relat-
irg to jurisdiction of trustee actions.

An Act to appropriate monies for the
payment of salaries fixed by law for
the year 1913.

Resonlve in favor of the Maine Insane
hospital, for maintenance and support,
1913.

Resgowve in favor of the Maine Insane
hospital, for maintenance and support,
1914.
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The following bills, petitions, etc,
were presented and referred:
Judiciary.

By Mr. Sanborn of South Portland:
An Act to amend An Act to provide
for nomination of candidates of po-
litical parties by primary election.

By same gentleman: An Act in re-
lation to certain rights and liabilities
of husband and wife.

By Mr. Peterson of New Sweden:
Petition of C. A. Kneeland and 21 oth-
ers of Portage Grange in favor of
changing the time of court at Caribou,
Arcostock county; also petition of D.
W. Gilman and 37 others of Easton in
favor of same:; also petition of A, H.
Anderson and 26 others of New Swed-
en in favor of same; algso petition of
George Willey and 30 others of Lime-
stone in favor of same.

By Mr. Sherman of Eden: Petition of
W. B. Parker and 45 others of Port-
land in favor of total repeal of Bar
Harhor automobile laws; also petition

of A. M. Goodwin and 31 others of
Portland for same.
By Mr. Packard cf Newburg: Re-

monstrance of W. H. Clark and 54 oth-

ers against the passage of An Act en-

titled “An Act in relation to the reg-

jstration of Physicians and Surgeons.”
Placed on File.

By Mr. Bither of New Limerick: Pe-
tition of Mrs. Jennie E. Seamans and
3k otners of Cary and Amity in favor
of woman suffrage.

Legal Affairs.

By M. Kehoe of Portland: An Act to
amend Section 30 of Chapter 93 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to liens on
buildings and lots. (Tabled for print-
ing pending reference to the commit-
tee on motion by Mr. Kehoe of Port-
land.)

By Mr. Mildon of Eastport: Remon-
strance of C. E. Stickney and 27 oth-
ers against the enactment of An Act
entitled “An Act to provide for licens-
ing engineers of stationary engines.”

Education.

By Mr. Hodsdon of North Yarmouth:
Petition of Willis H. Soule of Freeport
and 24 others in favor of teachers’ pen-
sion hill; also petition of Edith M.
Grecenwood of Yarmouth and 50 others
in favor of same.
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Mercantile Affairs and Insurance.

By Mr. Smith of Presque Isle: An
Act relating to standard provisions
for accident and health policies. (Ta-
bled for printing pending reference to
the committee on motion by Mr. Hig-
ging of Brewer,)

Agriculture.

By Mr. Emerson of Island Falls:
An Act to amend Section 4 of Chap
ter 35 of the Public Laws of 1909, rel-
ative to the licensing dJf milkk dealers.
(Tabled for printing pending refer-
ence to the committee
Mr. Emerson of Island Falls.)

By Mr. Peacock of Readfield: Pe-
tition of Everett R. Drummond and
71 others of Waterville in favor of
resolve for Maine Wesleyan Seminary
and Woman's College; also petition
of H. W. Lord and 27 others of In-
field for same; also petition of Phil-
ip H. 8. Vaughan and 41 others of
Yarmouth for same; also petition of
Fred W. Anderson and seven others
for same; also petition of E. W.
Wentworth and 36 others of Winthrop
for same; also petition of Charles W.
Jones of Mercer and 22 others for
same; also petition of Sumner ¥P.
Mills of Farmington and 23 others for
same; also petition of Harry L.
Plummer and 15 others of Lewiston
for same; also petition of Leland H.
Miller and 31 others of Albion for
same; also petition of John H. Bur-
leigh and 19 others of Waterville for
same; also petition of R, W. Dunn
and six others of Waterville for same;
also petition of N. T. Gordon and 17
others of Readfield for same; also
petition of C. H. Sturtevant and 31
others of KEast Livermore for same;
also petition of A. W. Pottle of Bridg -
ton and others for same; also petition

of B. R. Cram of Mount Vernon and'

14 others for same; also petition of
N. W. Benner and 25 others of Lewis-~
ton for same.

By Mr. Bither of New Limerick:
Petition of Charles H. McKeen and 13
others of Linneus in favor of bill es-
tablishing an experiment and seed
farm in Aroostook county.

By Mr. Peterson of New Sweden:
Petition of J. E. Bergerwist and 10
others for same,

on motion kv

By Mr. Smith of Presque Isle: Pe-
tition of James Hulbert and 17 oth-
ers, members of Littlcton Grange, for
same; also petition of 8. P. Archibald
and 32 others of Monticello for same.

By Mr. Mooers of Ashland: Peti-
tion of R. R. Bearce and 41 others of
Ashland for same.

By Mr. Humphrey of Washburn:
Resolution of Kastern Grange, No. 159,
in favor of same.

Inland Fisheries and Game.

By Mr. Peacock of Readfield: Re-
monstrance of F. A. Dolloff and £9
others of Mount Vernon, Vienna, Fay -
ctte, Rome and Chesterville against
the opening of Parker Pond, so-called,
lying partly in Kennebec county and
Franklin county, to fishing contrarvy
to Chapter 268 of the Private and Sne-
cial Laws of 19069.

Sea and Shore Fisheries.

By Mr. Hancock of Casco: Remon-
strance against the changing of the
present lobster law, signed by George
A. Johnson of Bailey’s Island and 21
others.

By Mr. Harman of Stonington: Re-
monstrance of K, Thomas and 15 oth-
ers of Isle au Haut against same.

By Mr. McFadden of Lubec: Re-
monstrance of R. D. Maker and 20
others of Cutler against same.

By Mr. Hancock of Casco: Remon-
strance of Converse D. Moody of South
Harpswell and 44 others against same.

Taxation.

By Mr. Merrill of Buxton: Remon-
strance of W. 8. Dennett and 34 oth-
ers of Buxton against exempting from
taxation the Cyrus Woodman Reser-
vation in the town of Buxton, and
Pleasant Moutain Reservation in the
town of Denmark.

Androscoggin County Delegation.

By Mr. Smith of Auburn: Petition
of Arthur J. Greeley and 83 others for
a county farm in the county of An-
droscoggin; also petition of Louis T.
Brann and 45 others for same.

Public Health.

By Mr. Jones of China: Remon-
strance of H. H. Cary of Pittston and
35 others against the passage of the
Public Abbattoir Bill,

Orders.

On motion by Mr. Smith of Presque

Isle, it was
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Ordered, that on Wednesday of each
week, under “Orders of the day,” all
matters placed on the table in the
week preceeding and unassigned shall
be taken up without motion and dis-
posed of in the order in which they
were placed upon the table.

Reports of Committees.

Mr. Smith of Patten from the corn-
mittee on judiciary, on petition «of
Frank E. Stain of Waldoboro and 138
others remonstrating against the es-
tablishment of a municipal court in
Lincoln county, reported that tha
same be referred to the committee on
legal affairs.

Mr. Austin from the committee on
inland fisheries and game, on petition
of E. C. White and 27 others of Green-
field asking for a bounty on bhears in
Penobscot county, reported that the
petitiorers have leave to withdraw.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on petition of E, D. Robbins and
43 others asking that ice fishing be
allowed in Pleasant, Labrador and
Little Labrador Ponds, in Sumner, Ox-
ford county, reported that the subject
matter of said petition has been in-
corporated in the general revision hill
now pending,

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on petition of G. D. Lydick and 112
others requesting that Long Pond in
Somerset county be opened to ice fish-
ing for smelts, reported that the gen-
eral revision bill now pending covers
the subject matter of this petition.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on petition of Charles A. Hill and
10 others residents of Belgrade Lakes
and vicinity, asking that the smelt
law on the Belgrade chain of lakes be
repealed, reported that the subject
matter of said petition has been in-
corporated in the general revision bill.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, An Aect to regulate the
taking of fish in Highland Lake, in
the town of Bridgton, reported that
the subject matter of said bill has been
incorporated in the general revision
bill now pending.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, an Act to regulate fish-
ing in Little Concord Pond and Shagg
Pond in Woodstock, county of Oxford,
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and in Abbott Pond, in Sumner, re-
ported that the general revision bill
covers the subject matter of this bill,

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on petition of F. W. Hodgman
and 42 others in favor of repealing
the restrictions on fishing in Davis
Pond, Penobscot county, reported leg-
islation thereon is unnecessary as the
subject matter of this petition is in-
corporated in the general revision bill
now pending.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on petition of I L. Williams and
57 others asking that Big Wood Pond
or Wood Pongd, so-called, in Jackman
and in Attean Township be opened to
ice fishing for smelts, reported that
the general revision bill now pending
covers the subject matter of this peti-
tion.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, an Act to regulate the
taking of fish in Woods Pond, in the
town of Bridgton, reported that the
subject matter of said bill has been
incorporated in the general revision
bill.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on hill, an Act to regulate fish-
ing in Upper Hadlock Pond, in Mount
Desert, county of Hancock, reported
that the general revision bill now
pending covers the subject matter of
said bill ‘

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, to which was recommitted peti-
tion of BE. E. Richards and 56 others
for a law permitting ice fishing for
pickerel two days in each week in
Drury Pond, in Temple, reported that
the subject matter of said petition has
been incorporated in the general re-
vision bill.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, an Act to prohibit fishing
jn Little Pond, in Rome, reported that
the same has been incorporated in the
general revision bill now pending.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, an Act to prohibit ice
fishing in Alewive Pond, in Kenne-
bunk, York county, with petition of
Percy J. Dodge and 67 others for
same, reported that the subject mat-
ter of said petition is covered by the
general revision bill now pending.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, an Act to regulate fish-
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ing in Hall Pond, in Paris, county of
Oxford, reported that the general re-
vigion bill covers the subject matter
of said petition.

Same gentleman from same commit-
tee, on bill, an Act to regulate ice
fishing in fLake Maranacook, in the
towns of Readfield and Winthrop, re-
ported that the same ‘“ought not to

pass.”
Mr. Kehoe [rom the committee on
legal affairs, reported *‘‘ought not to

pass” on bill, an Act to amend Section
1 of Chapter 234 of the Laws of 1909,
relating to Westbrook Municipal court.

Mr. Cook ftrom the committee on
education, on bill, an Act to estab-
lish a normat school to be located at
Dexter in the county of Penobscot,
reported that same be referred to the
next Legislature.

The reports were accepted.

Mr. Peacock from the committee on
legal affairs, reported “ought to pass”
on bill, an Act to amend Chapter 455
of the Private and Special Laws of
1897, relating to increase of the capi-
tal of Good Will Home Association, a
charitable corporation.

Mr. Chick from the committee on
education, reported in a new draft
and “ought to pass” on resolve in

favor of the Farmington State Nor-
mal school.

Mr. Allen from the same committee,
reported in a new draft and “ought to
pass’ on resolve in favor of the
Washington State Normal school, to
provide for erection of a new dormi-
tory.

The reports were accepted and the
several bills and resolves tabled for
printing under the joint rules.

Mr. Kehoe from the committee on
legal affairs, reported “ought to pass”
on bill, an Act to amend Section 14
of Chapter 89 of the Revised Statutes,
as amended by Section 1 of Chapter
ed by 186 of the Public Laws of 1907,
relating to the limitation of actions
against executers and administrators.

This bill having been already print-
ed, received its first and second read-
ings and was assigned for tomor-
row morning for its third reading.

First Reading of Printed Bills and
Resolves.

An Act to amend Section 5 of Chap-
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ter 21 of the Revised Statutes of
Msaine, relating to liens on sewers.

An Act authorizing the city of West-
brook to assume control of Sacarappa
cemetery.

An Act to confirm the charter of
the York Harbor Reading Room, and
to authorize it to provide for certi-
ficates of memhership.

An Act to incorporate the Monhe-
gan Water Company.

An Act to extend the time in which
the Maine Title Guaranty Company is
authorized to commence business.

An Act to amend Section 44 of Chap-
ter 41 of the Revised Statutes, re-
lating to the taking of smelts.

An Act for the better protection of
smells in Patten’s Bay, in the town
of Surrey and county of Hancoek,
Maine.

Resolve in favor of Peter W. Ranco,
representative of the Penobscot Tribe
of Indians.

2esolve in favor of Peter J. Newel],
representative of the Passamaquoddy
Tribe of Indians.

Passed to Be Engrossed.

An Act tec enlarge the powers and ju-
risdiction of the Western Somerset
municipal court. (Tabled pending its
third reading on motion by Mr. Dun-
bar of Jonesport.)

An Act to regulate advertisements
and solicitations for employes, during

strikes, lockouts or other labor dis-
putes.

Resolve in favor of the Eastern
Maine Insane hogpital, for mainte-

nance and support.

Resgolve in favor of an appropriation
to provide for participation by the

tate of Maine in the 50th anniversary
exercises on the Battlefield of Gettys-
burg, Pennsylvania.

Resolve in favor of E. B. Weeks and
Isaac F. Tibbetts, both of Old Town.
Finally Passed.

Resolve in favor of the officers of the
Senate at the organization of that
body, January 1, 1913. ’
Resolve in favor of repairing the
bridge across the Kennebec river be-
tween the Plantations of West Forks

and The Forks.

Recolve in favor of the repair of
covered bridge across thie Kennebec
river in the town of Norridgewock.
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Resolve for the appointment of del-
egaies to the conference of the Na-
tional Tax Association.

Orders of the Day.

On motion by Mr. Waterhouse of
Kennebunk, House Document No. 244,
biil, An Act to define and prohibit un-
fair competition and discrimination
and to define the powers and duties of
the attorney general in regard there-
to, was taken from the table, and on
further motion by Mr. Waterhouse the
bill was referred to the committee on
judiciary.

On motion by Mr. Smith of Auburn,
Housa Document No. 260, bill, An Act
to repeal “An Act to provide for the
use of uniform ballot boxes and for the
preservation of ballots cast at elec-
tions, and fo provide for returns from
said elections, was taken from the ta-
ble, and on further motion by Mr.
Smith the bill was referred to the com-
mittee on judiciary.

On motion by Mr. Boman of Vinal-
haven, House Document No. 259, bill,
An Act requiring safeguards for the
protection of all persons employed or
lahoring in manufacturing establish-
ments and providing civil remedies for
all persons so engaged or their repre-
sentatives, in cases where any such
person may bhe killed or injured while
employed or laboring in any manufac-
turing establishment which is not
properly provided with the safeguards
required by this act, was taken from
the table, and c¢n further motion by
bir. BPoman the bill was referred to
the committee on legal affairs.

On motion by Mr. Bowler of Bethel,
House Document No. 258, bill, An Act
to amend Section 17 of Chapter 32, as
amended by Section 4 of Chapter 132 of
the Public Laws of 1905, relating to
clnse time on deers, was taken from
the table, and on further motion by
Mr. Bowler the bill was referred to
the committee on inland fisheries and
gaine.

On metion by Mr. Bowler of Bethel,
resolve in favor of screening the out-
let of Upper Xezar lake, in the town
of Lovell, was taken from the table,
and on further motion by Mr. Bowler,
a statement of facts having been in-
serted, the resolve was referred to the
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committee on
game

On motion by Mr. Sturgis of Auburn,
Housge Document No. 241, bill, An Act
to amend Section 40 of Chapter 29 of
the Revised Statutes, relating to the
sale of intoxicating liquors, was tak-
en from the table, and on further mo-
tion by Mr. Sturgis the bill was re-
ferred to the committee on temperance.

On motion by Mr. Kehoe of Port-
land, bhill, An Act to require loan
brokers to obtain licenses from mu-
nicipal otlicers of cities, was taken
from the table, and on further motion
by Mr. Kehoe, the bill was tabled for
printing pending its reference to a
committee.

on motion by Mr. Kehoe of Port-
land, bill, an Act to amend Section 2
cf Chapter 46 of the Revised Sta-
tutes, in regard to loans, was taken
from the table, and on further motion
by Mr. Kehoe the bill was tabled for
printing pending reference to a com-
mittee.

On motion by Mr. Smith of Presque
Isle, resolve, ratifying an amendment
of the Constitution of the United
State, providing that the United States
Senators shall be elected by the peo-
ple of the several states, was taken
from the table

The SPEAKER: This resolve is
now upon its final passage and re-
quires a vote of two-thirds of the
members present, providing a guorum
is present. All those in favor of the
final passage of this resolve will rise
and stand in their places until count-
ed,

A division being had, 129 voted
favor, and none opposed.

So the resolve was finally passed.

inland fisheries and

in

Special Assignment.

The SPEAKER: Specially assigned
for today are the majority and minor-
ity reports of the Committee on Labor,
to which was referred bill, an Act to
amend Chapter 40 of the Revised Sta-
tutes, as amended by Chapter 46 of
the Public Laws of 1907 and Chapters
70 and 257 of the Public L.aws of 1909
relative to the Employment of Wom-
en and Children, majority reporting
“ought not to pass,”” minority report-
ing “ought to pass in new draft.”

Mr. MITCHELL of Newport: Mr.
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Speaker, 1 move that the majority re-
port of the committee be adopted.

The SPEAKER: rhe Chair will
state that that motion was made on
the presentation of the reports by the
gentleman from Island Falls, Mr.
Emerson, and this matter now coming
off of the table by special assignment,
the question is upon the adoption of
the motion of the gentleman from
Island Falls, Mr. Emerson, that the
majority report of the committee be
accepted.

Mr. MITCHELIL of Newport: Mr.
Speaker, I sccond the motion of the
gentleman from Islana Falls, Mr.
Emerson.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the adoption of
the majority report of this committee,
reporting ‘“ought not to pass.”

Mr., NEWBERT of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, on the 12th of this month
this matter was tabled on motion by
the gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Descoteanx, and at his request, this
morning, I sinmply rise to explain the
situation for him. There are two re-
ports from the committee on labor,
cne report signed LY seven members
of the commitiee, reporting against
the b5H4-hour law, the other report
signed by five members of the com-
mittee reporting ‘“ought to pass,” in
a new draft, proposing 56 hours in
place of 54 hours.

I believe it is the desire of the ma-
jority of this House to have a chance
te vote, today, upon this compromise
measure, namely, the bill in new draft,
providing for 56 hours. 1 have not
reen in consultation with those who
have conferred upon it, but I under-
stand from them that the situation
now is this, that the motion of the
zentleman from Island TFalls (Mr.
Emerson) to accept the report of the
majority of the committee, “ought not
to pass,” on the 54 hour proposition
is before the House, and it is now
too late to substitute one report for
the other, and it is no stage to be
amended.

Now, if we must proceed along this
line, and unless the gentleman from
Island Falls (Mr. Emerson) will with-
draw his motion—if we must pro-
ceed along this line, T want to make
this thing clear, that is all, that the
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friends of labor in this ¥ouse who
desire to enact this 56-hour bill into
law will be obliged to vote this morn-
ing against the motion of the gentle-
man from Island Falls, and tempo-~
rarily, at least, go on record as favor-
ing the b54-hour bill. The only de-
sire of labor now is that the compro-
mise should be adopted, and 56 hours
be substituted for 54 hours. I think
the Chair will help the House—and
there is no doubt about that, because
there is a sincere desire on the part
of many members here to have this
thing sc put that there can be no
raisunderstanding about it. If I un-
derstand the situation now, it is this;
if the motion of the gentleman from
Island Falls (Mr. Emerson) prevails,
the whole queslion leaves the House,
and the House will have no chance
to vote upon the 56-hour bill. If T
am not right in this, T hope the Chair
will set me right because I am trying
to be right. If the Chair will kindly
inform me in a simple parliamentary
inguiry, I will put it like this, to help
the House out in this matter. If the
House should vote down the motion
of the gentleman from Island Falls
(Mr. Emerson) would it then be in
order, Mr. Speaker, to move the ac-
ceptance of the other report?

The SPEAKER: The Chair rules that
the question now before the House,
being the adoption of the motion to
accept the majority report, “ought not
to pasgs,’” that if that vote is carried
further consideration of this subject
ceases mnecessarily, and no motion is
in order to substitute the report of any
other branch or part of the committee
for this one. The Chair further rules.
ir answer to the inquiry, that if the
vete on this motion fails of a passage
then it will be in order for any mem-
ber to move to adopt some other re-
port of this committee on this samea
subject.

Mr. NEWRERT: I thank you, Mr.
Speaker. T think that clears up the sit-
uation, and puts us just where we
onght to be. Now, if we are obliged to
vote cn the motion of the gentleman
from Island Falls, (Mr. Emerson) the
friends of the 56-hour bill must vote
down his motion. T am not so sure
but what the gentleman will withdraw
his motion and allow us to substitute,
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if it would be in order, the minority
for the majority report; and T should
say in doing that it will save the House
a roll call. The friends of labor want
a year and nay vote even on this mo-
tion, and if the motion is withdraw
I think it will save considerable time.

Mr. MITCHELL of Newport: Mr.
Speaker, T want to make a littie expla-~
nation to the gentlemen of this House.
T'he commiltee ¢n labor had a hear-
ing cn this matter and at that time
the subject was pretty well threshed
out. Tt was the decision of the major-
ity of the committee that at this time
the State of Maine could not afford teo
enact a 54-hour law, with the certain-
ty of a lowering of the duties in the
tariff law at the special session close
upon us, which will prove a great blow
to the industries of New England and
must prove to be very detrimental to
the industries of the State of Maine
and of every New England state; also
on account cof the probability of the
passage at this session of a workmen’s
compensation Act to which both of ths
old wvarties are committed in their
platforms of last year, of certain oth-
er matters such as the high price of
coal and the increased cost of operat-
ing the mills. For these reasons it was
deemed best to report ‘“ought not to
pass” on the 54-hour bill. After that
vote was taken a proposition was made
in the way of a compromise; we were
told that if we did nct do something
the matter would go before the people
by means of the referendum; and after
that proposition was put up to us,
while we did not fear the vote of the
peeple upon this matter, still it was
deemed that we might be able to com-
prormse the matter, and five of the
members of the committee, including
two who had signed tlie other report,
agreed to a compromise. But I say,
gentlemen, that after very careful in-
vestigation of the matter since these
reports were made, the people of the
State of Maine do not want any
change; the employes as a body do not
want any change in the present hours
of labor. We would be glad to give the
women and children 1n this State a
54-hour law, could we do it and not
affect the operation of the factories
and the industries in this State. But
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if we give the women and children «
B4-hour law it means that the mills
will run 54 hours and no more; and at
this present time it is not deemed
wise to make any change.

I have consulted, gentlemen, with
both sides, employers and employes,
and I fail to find among the employes,
at least in my section, any good rea-
son why we should deprive them of
their capacity tc earn moere wages or
the 2arnings, the present wages under
the pieces system. A great many, and
in fact the majority of the women, as
I understand it, do not work by the
day but work by the number of yards
they can produce, and in the shoe fac-
tories by the number of pairs of shoes
they can turn out; and from what I
can learn T find that they do not wish
to be cut down any in their present
earnings under the high cost of living
with which we are now confronted. 1
make this explanation and wish to
withdraw my name from the compro-
mise report at this time.

Mr. EMERSON of Island Falls: Mr.
Speaker, T do not care to withdraw my
motion made in this matter the other
nmorning, and I have nothing further
to say in regard to the question.

Mr. DESCOTEAUX of Biddeford:
Mr. Speaker, the committee voted
seven to one against the 54-hour bill,
and I interposed a proposition to the
eftect that we would compromise on
a Dbill for 56 hours. The committee
wanted a week to consider the mat-
ter. The following Wednesday we
tonk a vote upon the matter, and the
vote stood five to four; at that meet-
ing T told the members of the com-
mittee that I was going to put in a
minority report on 56 hours, and the
committee suid I could not do it. I
felt pretty sure that I could, and to
make sure I found out that I could,
and the next morning I went around
with a paper and five of the members
of the committee signed it, two of the
members of the committee signed it,
two of the members who had signed
the 54-hour bill. That was how that
came about.

Now in regard to the gentleman
from Newport, Mr. Mitchell, saying
that the working people of the State
of Maine do not want shorter hours
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and that they would get lower wages,
I want to say that throughout the
State the working people are getting
as much,  if not more, today, than
they were when thay were working
60 hours. I know in my part of the
State it is a fact; in faect, I was
elected to support a 54-hour bill, or a
56-hour bill, and especially the wom-
en and children, ought to have at least
a b6-hour working day. I move, Mr.
Speaker, that when the vote is taken
it be taken by the yeas and nays.

Mr, NEWBERT: Mr. Speaker, just
one word. This is simply in order
that we may all know what we are
voiing upon. This is a rather compli-
cated affair. I want to say this, that
on the roll-call the friends in this
House of the 56-hour bill will vote no,
on the motion of the gentleman from
Island Falls (Mr. Emerson). That will
keep the matter before the House,
and a motion will follow to adopt the
other report.

Mr. BOMAN of Vinalhaven: Mr,
Speaker, I do not care to say a great
deal in regard to this bill, but I am
impressed with the idea that the ex-
cuse made by some of the gentlemen
in this House, that we are in fear of
the people of the State, I do not think
is well taken. A few years ago the
granite cutters of the State of Maine
asked for an 8-hour bill, and they
were then working 10 hours. The
same objection was made at that time,
that if an 8-hour bill was granted
to the granite cutters of Maine that
the granite industiry of Maine would
be ruined.

I Dbelieve this bill is a just one
Why should not the women and minor
children have a right, if they so ask,
to have their hours reduced to the
extent of two hours a week. I will
state in regard to the granite cutters
that after the employers had object-
ed to the bill for some little time,
they finally agreed to it and the gran-
ite manufacturers of Maine and the
whole TUnited States accepted the
8-hour day. What was the con-
sequence? Was the granite industry
of Maine ruined? I don’t think so.
It was found out by the manufac-
turers that they could get just as
much work done in eight hours as
they could in ten. The men worked
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harder and worked steadier while they

did work. I think the bill for 54 hours
is a just Dbill.
The SPEAKER: Is the House

ready for the guestion? The question
before the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Island Falls, Mr.
Imerson, that the magjority report of
the committee “ougzht not to pass’” be
accepied. Those voting yes, will vote
to end consideration of the matter;
those voting no, by their vote will
give a further opportunity for other
propositions on the same subject.
The gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Descoteaux, demands the yeas and
nays. Those in favor of the demand
for the yveas and nays will rise and
stand until counted.

A sufficient number having arisén,

The veas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER: The clerk will call
the roll.

YEA:—Allen, Austin, Benn, Bither,
Bowler, Bragdon of Sullivan, Bragdon of
York, Butler, Chick, Churchill, Donovan,
Durgin, Eastman, Emerson, Farrar,
Greenleaf of Auburn, Greenleaf of Otis-
field, Harper, Higgins, Irving, Jenkins,
Jennings, Kimball, Leveille, Marston, Mc-
Bride, McFadden, Merrill, Metcalf, Mitch-
ell of Kittery, Mitchell of Newport,
Mooers, Morrison, O’Connell, Peaks, Pen-
dleton, Peterson, Ricker, Roberts, San-
born, Skelton, Smith of Auburn, Smith of

Patten, Smith of Pittsfield, Smith of
Presque Isle, Spencer, Sturgis, Taylor,
Thombs, Thompson, Tobey, Trimb'e,
Twombly, Umphrey, Violette, Washbu n,

Waterhouse—5bT7.

NAY:—Bass, Boland, Boman, Brennan,
Brown, Bucklin, Chadbourne, Clark of
Portland, Clark of New Portland, Coch-
ran, Connors, Cook, Crowell, Currier, Cyr,
Davis, Descoteaux, Doherty, D-esser,
Dunbar, Dunton, Eaton, Eldridge, Elliott,
Estes, Farnham, Folsom, Franck, (Galla-
gher, Gamache, Gardner, Goodwin, Gor-
don, Hancock, Harman, Harriman, Has-
kell, Hodsdon, Hogan, Hutchins, Johnson,
Jones, Kehoe Kelleher, of Portland, K 1-
leher of Waterville, Lawry, Leader,
Leary, LeBel, Libby, Mason, Mathieson,
Maybury, Mildon, Morgan, Morneau,
Morse, Newbert, Nute, Packard, Pea-
cock, Plummer, Price, Putnam, Quinn,

Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, Rolfe,
Rosseau, Sanderson, Sargent, Secates,
Sherman, Skillin, Snow, Sprague, Stan-

ley, Stetson, Stuart, Swett, Swift, Tryon,
Wheeler, Winchenbaugh, Yeaton—86,
ABSLENT:—RBenton, Haines, Maxwell,
Pitcher, Ramsay, Stevens Wise--T7,
So the motion was lost.

Mr. MARSTON of Skowhegan: Mr.
Speaker, I now move that this whola
matter be recommitted to the com-
mittee on labor, on the ground tha!
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the proponents and the opponents of
the 56-hour proposition have not had
an opportunity to be heard in an open
hearing of the committee.

Mr. NEWBERT of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to characterize
that motion as absurd in the presence
of this House. An extended hearing
was had on this 54-hour matter at
which the opponents and the propon-
ents were present and exploded all
that they had to explode. The same
arguments made that day by both
sides would simply be repeated, and 1
cannot understand how any member
of this House at this late stage of this
session of the Legislature should wish
to recommit this matter unless they
wagt to kill it. I believe this House
wishes to go on record, today, in sup-
port of » 56-hour bill for women and
girls under 18 and boys under 16. (Ap-
plause). I oppose the motion to re-
commit,

Mr. DESCOTEAUX: Mr. Speaker,
I do not see any need of having an-
other hearing on this matter; it will
be the same old story, and the same
bunch will come before the commit
tee that were here before. The labor
people cannot very will afford to come
down here again, and as I said, it will
be the same old bunch appearing be-
fore the committee, and I think it is
a waste of time to have this matter
given to the committee again. I hope
the motion will not prevail

Mr. SWIFT of Augusta: Mr. Speak-
er, I can see no reason for delaying
this matter further. As the wmatter
now stands, it will give to the women
and children of our State a working
week of 56 hours. To leave the hu-
mane side of the question out entirely,
it is in accord with the spirit of the
times. Our brick masons work 4%
hours a week, and when that regula-
tion went into effect it was felt that
no one but a millionaire could even
afford to top out a chimney, but we
suffered no hardship; our carpenters

work 48 hours a week, and we «till'

continue to build houses; other trades
bave similar hours, and we suffer no
hardship. The vote of this House, to-
day, means a great deal to many hard-
working women and children; and if
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we were deciding for your wife or
your daughter, or my wife or my
daughter, there is no duestion in the
mind of any member of this House as
to the result of this vote. (Applause.)

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of the
gentleman from Skowhegan, Mr.
Marston, that the matter be recom-
mitted to the committee on labor.

Mr. NEWBERT: If the House will
bear with me, I wish to state some-
thing which I should have stated when
I was on my feet before. This is a
just bill, and it is a fair bill especial-
ly in its new draft., I wish to speak
in general of the bill itself, the gener-
al terms of it. Your committee di-
vided on this matter, five members of
the committee signing the bill in new
draft, and seven signing the other.
Two of the members signed both,

This is a bill relating to the employ-
ment of women, girls under 18 years
of age and boys under 16 years of age.
I submit, gentlemen, it is in line with
the progress of our times, and it is a
feeble expression of the spirit of the
modern world. It relates particularly
to women and children working in the
factories and mills of Maine; mainly
it relates to the cotton mills and wool-
en mills and shoe shops. It provides
also for emergencies. It is not a radi-
cal measure in its new draft, the 56-
hour proposition, at least.

I have a pretty good memory, gen-
tlemen. I can go back a number of
vears, and I may be older than I looF
to be. I recall vividly when, at the
age of 14 years, with my bundle of
clothes under my arm I walked eighi
miles in the dust from a country
town to a little village where there
was a woolen mill to apply for win-
ployment in the school vacation; and
I got it, gentlemen. I worked 68 hours
a week, or eleven and a quarter hours
a day, and for that I was paid the
sum of 70 cents a day, $4.20 a weelk.
a little over six cents an hour. W
had three-quarters of an hour at noon
time, and we boys didn’t have time
enough to roll down our sloeves but
ran to the boarding house and ate
hastily and ran back again. I went
away to school again and came back,
two years later, and at that time they
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raised my pay ten cents, and I re-
ceived 80 cents a day, and my board
increased all out of proportion to that,
but I worked the same unumber of
hours per week, practically 68 hours
a week, Some years later, when I had
left the mill and fitted myself for pro-
fessional training and had gone part
way through, I came up here to this
Capitol Building, and in company with
Knights of Labor organization I ap-
peared before the committee on labor
of the Legislature of 1887, if T am uot
mistaken, and that Legislature passed
without very much controversy a 10-
hour law.

I do pot remember all the circum-
stances, but the effect of that was to
cut down that mill where I was work-
ing as a Loy from 68 hours a week
to €0 hours a week, and that old mill
seemed to adjust itself to that new
condition, and it has gone on all thesec
years until four years ago when it
went under the 58-hour law. There
was ho trouble, there was no strike
and no lockout; wages didn’t go down,
but wakes went up, and no boy in
that mill, today, works for 70 cents
as I worked there when I was 14 and
16 vears of age.

In 1909, four years ago, this mat-
ter again came up, and friends of
labor came to this Legislature and
asked for a 58%-hour law, two hours
less; and as I have looked the records
through I cannot find there was any
division in the committee, no division
in this House nor in the Senate, there
was no debate on the floor in either
branch, there was no yea and nay
vote in either branch, but the Legis-
lature of 1909 granted this reasonable
request on the part of labor in this
State and the 58-hour bill became a
law. Four vears later labor again
comes here and asks for an amend-
ment. All they ask here is for the
reduction of two hours, 56 hours a
week., What is that, nine hours and
20 minutes a day. T believe the 54-
hour bill is reasonable. We want to
be fair, however, with the industrieg
of our State, we always have been

fair., and I think T was one who ad-
vised a compromise on the 56-hour
bill.

The industries of Maine, as far as
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I know, four years ago had no trouble
in adjusting themselves to the new
condition. I do not remember of any
strikes or lockouts; I do not know of
any serious reduction in wages of
women and children in the factories
of Maine four years ago. The same
arguments are being put up now, that
these industries cannot live under this
new law. Why. gentlemen, it is in the
line of progress, and there are some
things in this old world of ours that
we cannot turn back. We have these
great mmdusiries in our State, we have
them herc in Augzusta, the stockhold-
ers and officialg are particular friends
of mine. In behalf of working wom-
en; in behalf of the girls half grown
in body and half developed in mind,
those who have to work in factories;
in behalf of the boys of Maine under
the age of 16 years who are obliged
to work in factories and be shut away
from the sunsghine and the play which
belongs to the boyhood of our State,
in bhehalf of labor I ask that when
voun vote upon this matter to recom-
mit this bill, you vote against the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Skowhe-
gan (Mr. Marston).

Mr., WHERELER of Paris: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
I hope the motion of the gentleman
from Skowhegan (Mr. Marston) will
not prevail. I believe this matter is one
of the most important matters which
will engage the attention of the Leg-
islature at this session. I believe the
vote that we have just taken is as
significant as any vote that will be
recorded during the present session.
I am in sympathy with the praposi-
tion presented in the minority report.
I believe it is a movement in the
right direction, but so far as that part
of it is concerned, T would not bhe
justified in taing the time cof this
Housge in addressing you upon anv
phase of that matter because 1 believe
the matter has heen so thorcughlv
presented that the minds of everv one
of us have reached a decision unen it

T address mvself snlelv to the ques-
tion of recommitment. When T
opened the documents of thig Fonee
and obrgerve that this matter wa=
printed on the tenth dav of Januarv
T search mv recollection in vain for
any reason that can be properlv as-
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signed now for a recommitment.
Without referring to the methods that
have heen employed in presenting this
maiter to the consideration of this
House, and without questioning any-
hody’s motive, be he a member of this
House or a member of the House that
meets in the corridors, I believe I
voice the sentiment of every man on
this floor when I say that this gues-
tion has haid a more extensive hear-
ing than anything which has engaged
their attention so far. It was heard
in committee, and nobody denies it,
whether it is 54 or 56 hours, the pro-
position was all before the committee;
and this matter has been on the table
for over a week, or about a week,,
and during that time, gentlemen,
have we mnot all been interviewed
time and time again by people who
are interested in stopping legislation
of this kind? Their motives I do not
question, they are honest undoubted-
ly: but the matter has been so
thoroughly presented by those active
and able gentlemen that I can see no
possibility and no necessity of calling
for a recommitment of this matter to
the committee.

Gentlemen, I am proud of the vote
that has just been recorded; I believe it
does credit to this House. I am sure
we all appreciate the fair remarks that
have been made for our information.
We realize there are members on this
fioor who are in an embarrassing po-
sition, who have friends upon both
sides, and if it were possible they
would like to do justice by both of
them: but the matter has now reached
a peint where it has not bheen possi-
ble to avoid a yea and nay vote upon
the propositicn; it has not been pos-
sible for certain members {o remain si-
‘lent, even though they intended to at
firsi; it has now reached a point where
we will say that, after several weeks of
deliberation upon this proposition, we
will return it to the committee for a
further hearing. This could not add
anything to the information which
this House now has upon the matter,
and 1 hope this motion for delay and
recommitment will not prevail.

The SPEAKER: Is the House ready
for the question. The question before
the House is on the adoption of the
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motion of the gentleman from Skow-
hegan, Mr. Marston, that the matter be
recommitted to the committee. All
these in favor of this motion will say
aye; those cppoged will say no.

A viva voce vote being taken,

Tlie motion was lost.

Mr. NEWBERT: Mr. Speaker, T now
move the adoption of the report ac-
companied by the bill in new draft,
known as the minority report, the 56-
hour bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The report was adopted, and under
the joint rules the bill was laid upon
the table for printing.

Special Assignment.

The SPEAKER: The next business
hefore the Heuse is by special assign-
ment the acceptance of either the ma-
jority or minority reports of the com-
mittee on towns to which was referred
bill, “An Act to divide the town of
Sanford and incorporate the town of
Springvale, majority reporting ‘“‘ought
not to pass,” minority reporting “ought
to pass.”’

The question before the House is up-
on the motion of the gentleman from
Van Buren, Mr. Violette, that the ma-
jority report be accepted.

Mir. VIOLETTE of Van Buren: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen, 1 want to say
at the outset this is a matter in which
I have absolutely no interest beyond
an interest I would feel in having jus-
tice dealt out where it belongs. Your
committee sat there for five or six
hours wilh their minds wide open with-
out friends to reward or enemies to
punish, and listened to the arguments
advanced by both sides, and to my
mind there was nct one single good
reason why tihat town should be di-
vided. They laid considerable stress on
the ract, if fact it is, that there was
more or less wrangling in their town
meetings. But from the evidence given
I was led to believe it was boy’s play
and was only carried on by very few.
Now those are things which occur in
all town mecetings. We all have the
same thing come up in our town meet-
ings, and if every town asks for divis-
jon where things do not work in per-
fect harmony at their town meetings,
there would not be a single town in the
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Srate of dMaine left intact. It was
claimed by Springvale that the villages
were fwe miles apart but it was shown
and was not denied, that the actual
distance was but a few feet in excess

of 1000 vards. The Springvale people
did rot «ubmit one single figure to

shew that they had not received their

propoertion of the  appropriation, al-
though they claimed that they had
not, but the defense produced figures

town records which
showed to the minds of the majority
of your committee conclusively that
tiey had received considerable in ex-
cess of what they were entitled te. It
was shown that the Sanford end paid
76 per cent. of the taxes but did not re-
ceive near that amount in appropria-
tions. They pointed out to us that San-
ford had o beautiful Town hall, while
they had something very ordinary to
answer that purposs in their-end of the
towri, but they failed to tell us that &
public spirited citizen in Sanford put
his hand in hig pocket and gave them
$10,000 towards building that hall, They
tound fault because Sanford had a
good pubiic library, but this, too, was
given to Sanford by one of its citizens.
They claimed that the Sanford High
school was fitted with a manual train-
ing und domestic science department
second to none in the State. But it
scems that this was a gift from one of
its public spirited men. They dwelt at
some length on the school guestion
and from what I could gather this
was really the bene ol contention, but
their counsel in making his argument,
admitted that one free High school
was better than two and he felt they
had little to complain of from that di-
rection. They presented petitions frony
Springvale showing that some ovey
40 favored division, while tlie San-
fard end presented petitions carrying
somewliere between six and, seven hun-
dred names, which it was shown were
gathered within 24 hours. I have only
touched on a few of the arguments
advanced but others were right along
the same line, and, as I said before,
they failed to show me one single rea-
son why the town should be divided.
1f we are not going to support the re-
ports of our committees what is the

taken from lheir

use of liaving them. As I said at the
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outset, this is a matter in which I have
ne iuterest and am simply reflecting
to vou this matter just as it appears
to me. 1 now move that the majority
report be accepted.

Mr. FOLSOM of Sanford: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
in speaking on this matter T will be
as brief as possible, In the first place
I want to read a paragraph from a
document which has been held in ven-
eration by every American since its
births, the Declaration of Independ-
cnce. “Prudence, indeed, will dic~
tate that governments, long establish-
ed, should not be changed for light and
transcient causes, and accordingly al!
experience hath shown that mankind
are more disposed to suffer while evils
are sufferable, than to right themselves
by abolishing the fcrms to which
they are accustomed. But when a
long train of abuses and usurpations,
persuing unvariably the same object,
evinces a desire to reduce them under
absolute despotism, it is their right,
it is their duty, to throw off such gov-
ernment and to provide new guards
for their future security.” Gentlemen,
I helieve we come to you, today, with
a case that is unique in the history
of this body: the request of the small-
er portion of a town to be set off from
the larger portion.

The town of Sanford, as now con-
stituted, has a population of approx-
imately 10,000 and an area of some
fifty square miles and being the larg-
est town, as regards population, in the
State; it has within its limits the
village of Sanford with a population
of 6000 and Springvale with a popu-
lation of 3000; 1000 being approxi-
mately the population of the outlying
districts; these villages are two miles
apart from the post office in one to
the post office in the other and as
brought out in the hearing there is a
distance of 3-5 of a mile from the last
house in one village to the first house
in the.other, both of these being farm

houses dating back to great many
years,
Now, upon division, according to

the terms of this bill, the then town
of Sanford would contain about thirty-
eight square miles and have a popula-

tion of over 7000 with a valuation of
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about three and one-half millions and
would still be the largest town in the
State, while Springvale would contain

about eighteen square miles, have &

population of about 3300 and a valua-
tion of more than one million, would
be the third or fourth town in popu-
lation in York county and with only
some twenty towns in the State
large; so that this is not a qguestion
of dividing a large town and making
two small ones of it, but a question
of dividing an over large town, con-

Zuis

taining two distinct communities each’

with all the assessories of a
town, into big towns.

This town as now constituted has
some two thousand voters, how can
this great number or the 12 to 1500
who attend some of the town meet-
ings there, crowd into a hall seating
about 650 and do business intelli-
gently?

These villages, outside of their gov-
ernment, are just as separate and Ais-
tinct communities as though they were
30 miles apart instead of two, Spring-
vale has some 30 stores, 3 churches,
fire department, separate Board of
Trade, which was organized for some
time before the one at Sanford was
crganized, National Bank, separate
water system, separate Mason, Odd
Fellow, Knights of Pythias, and Red
Men Lodges and other separate clubs
and organizations; in fact, is a large,
separate and distinct community with-
out the power of governing itself. Now,
what reasons do the Springvale peo-
ple advance for separation and peti-
tion this Legislature for the privilege
of governing themselves, being al-
lowed to judge of their own necessi-
ties, being enabled to carry out their
own ambitions, [n fine, simply asking
for the same opportunity to solve their
own problems and help forward their
own progress that every other large
individual community enjoys.

There has always been, as there
necessarlly must be where two large
villages each with its separate ambi-
tire business district and two large
tions and necegsities are under one
town government, much bickering and
trouble between these communities
from time immemorial; this first crys-
tallized into a desire for division away

large
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back in 1898, when the movement for
division was begun at the Sanford end
of the town and resulted in a Vote
against division; in 1905 Springvale
was visited by a great fire, some 57
buildings, including practically her en-
shoe shops. The next year while she
was recovering from this great calam-
itv and was still lame, another move*
ment was started at the Sanford end
of the town for division, this also re-
sulted in a vote against division; in
the spring of 1911, a mass meeting
was held at Springvale and a com-
mittee was appointed to ceme to the
Legislature ind ask for a division of
the town. They did this and Senator
Kmery, who was a Representative at
that time, presented the bill and made
some remarks, more or less. favorable
to it: this was late in the sesslon and
required unanimous consent for its
consideration, which could not be ob-
tained.

In the winter of 1911-12 division was
still a live question and the Sanford
and Springvale Boards of Trade each
appointed a committee to agree upon
the terms and line of division, this in’
anticipation of the special scssion of
the Legislature, and this bill which is
now before this body is the result of
that agreement.

This bill was published in all thz
town papers at that time so that the
inhabitants of the whole town became
familiar with its terms. In February,
1912, the selectmen, upon petition,
called a town meeting, specially for
the purpose of testing the sentiment
of the town regarding division, the
vote was taken at the two polling
places, the same as at a State elec
tion, and at the Springvale end of
the town with about 500 voters on its
list the vote stood 296 in favor and 15
against division, a majority in favor
of division of 281 and at the Sanford
end with about 1500 voters on its lis”
the vote was 139 in favor and 166
against division; a majority againsr
division of 25, in the whole town there
being a majority in favor of division
of 254, while it is more or less prol-
lematical what the feeling of those
large number of stay-at-homes in
Sanford village believe on this ques-
tion. Nevertheless, the Sanford Trib-
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une, by far the leading newspaper
published at Sanford village, which
claims to be and which should be 1n
close touch with public sentiment
there, has always averred that the
feeling in Sanford village was that if
Springvale people really wanted the
opportunity to govern themselves that.
they should have the right to do so
There has been petitions presented tou
this L.egislature, praying for the pass-
age of this act, bearing the signatures
of 475 of the voters residing in that
part of the town of Sanford, which
would bhecome the town of Springviale
if this bill should become a law, and
together with the vote before men-
tioned that the people of Springvale
are consistent and unanimous in coni-
ing to this Legislature with this bill
of rights.

IFor a good many years there had been
maintained in the village of Springvale
a High school, quite a number of years
ago Sanford felt as though she needed a
High school and her reguest was granted
by the town, so that in the spring of 1911
there was a High school in each village.
At that time the Springvale High school
had approximately 50 scholars. LIt was a
large school, of high grade, it was doing
a good educational work, was of much
moment in the social life of the communi-
ty and an institution of which the people
were justly proud and it was one of the
things which made Springvale particular-
ly attractive as a place of residence, In
the spring of 1911 this school was closed
and the pupils who wished to go to a
High school from Springvale were made
to go to Sanford, transportation being
furnished by the town by trolley line.

Now we know there is a strong belief
in the consolidation of schools, whether
it is being carried too far or not seems
to be something of an open question
amongst our greatest educators, but I
think we can all agree upon this propo-
sition: That there ought to be a good
High school in every community where
there are sufficient pupils and ability to
maintain it.

Schools should be so conducted as to do
the greatest good to the greatest number,
and if by consolidation the only object
you have in view is the fitting of the very
small part of your students who may wish

o
o

to enter college, to that end, and there-
by you make your courses and access to
vour school so hard, that you lose many
of the more impecunious of you. chil.ren,
those whom the public sciiools are pastic-
ularly meant to reach, then counsoiida.don
is a failure.

This has happened in Sanford. While
Springvale has gained in population 600
or 700 since the closing of its High school,
the number of its students in ine High
school has not increased and the number
of its pupils entering the High school
from the common schools has decreased.
Close observers of the matter are confi-
dent that with a High school at Spring-
vale, as before this consolidation of the
schools, it would have more than 50 per
cent. more students than now atiend the
High school at Sanford from Springvale,
Springvale is able and willing to support
a good High school and without the abil-
ity to do so it not only loses one of the
great attractions to prospective stuaents
but is whole educational life is badly
crippled. They feel the necessity of it,
are willing to pay for it and ought to
have the right to have it,

Springvale has for common school
buildings a one-room building, built some
35 years ago, in bad repair and on the
same lot with a six-room building which
was originally built imore than 50 years
ago and which has been added to, patch-
ed up and barely kept usable to the pres-
ent time. It was in such shape in the
spring of 1910 that some of the ex-school
committeemen at Sanford village char-
acterized it as wholly unfit to use for
school purposes and the superintendent
of schools, in his annual report for that
vear, Hr. Colby, spoke of its condition in
the following words: ‘“The accommoda-
tions in the Lincoln building are entirely
iradequate for the proper care, comfort
and good health of the pupils attending,”
and at the annual town meeting in the
spring of 1910 a committee of three was
chosen by the town to recommend a site
and plans for a new schoolhouse at
Springvale. In the spring of 1911, the so-
called finance board, being a committee
of nine chosen at the town meeting to
hold hearings on the town warrant and
make recommendations regarfing the
same to the annual town meeting, recom-
mended a new building at Springvale,
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and at its annual meeting in 1811 the
town chose a committee and voted $15,000
to build such a building with., At a spe-
cial town meeting soon afterwards it was
voted to rescind this vote, and the same
article being in the town warrant in 1912
the town at its annual meeting again re-
fused to vote to build this schoolhouse,
notwithstanding the new superintendent
of schools, Mr. Smith, had quoted the
words of the former superintendent, Mr.
Colby, with approval and had added in
his annual report: ‘At least four rooms
should be added at Springvale,” and *I
hope a new building sufficient for the
needs of Springvale may be erected next
spring and summer,”’ and this after the
High school had been taken from this
building. Now during a part of this time
there was a school kept in what is known
as the Kempton building, a large three-
story building containing, besides this
room hired by the town for school pur-
poses, four or five tenements, some oc-
cupants of which were occasionally be-
fore our police court on charges of in-
fringing our laws relative to the sale of
intoxicating liquors. This school was
closed by the Board of Health and these
scholars crowded back Into the already
overcrowded Lincoln building. And this is
not all. Springvale is a compactly built
village and it had only two commendable
and available sites for the location of a
new school building, either of which could
have been procured in 1911 or 1912 at rea-
sonable figures. Today neither one of
these sites are available, both having
been divided up into lots and sold, and to-
day to obtain a suitable lot for the loca-
tion of a new school building would ne-
cessitate a big expense or the going out
to the outskirts to an inconvenient loca-
tion. This shows the far-reaching effect
of this feeling of animosity existing be-
tween these two communities, a deplor-
able condition of poor government affect-
ing as it does the educational advantages
and even the health of the large number
of school children in Springvale, and this
is the largest, one of the richest towns
in the State.

Sprinevale has a fire department,
originallv created by the generosity of
its own citizens, and afterwards tak-
en over hv the town, it is a fact that
this department 1s and has been for
a long time short of sufficient equip-
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ment 1o adequately fight a fire in
many locations in the village, they
even have nct hose enough to run but
one stream to some of its manufac-
turing plants situated near the centre
of the village, and this although many
representations to the town and the
ofticials thereof have peen made to
this effect: these things happen when
a people have no power to judge of
and supply their own necessities but
have to throw themselves upon the
generosity of a people who outnum-
ber them more than 2 to 1 and who
are their natural rivals. This is not
good government.

Springvale feels the need of an eve-
ning school, they have two in San-
ford, we have not been able to get
any: they do a good and needed work
and there ought to be as many as
needed in every large manufacturing
community.

Springvale has a public library, this
was originally created by the generos-
ity of its citizens, there are taken out
and returned from 400 to 600 books a
week, it is doing a good work and is
a necessity; many assaults have been
made upon this institution and it is
by the most strenuous efforts that
it has been saved; such institutions
nced a community interest behind
them if they are to be a success.

These things, while furnishing, col-
lectively, strong ground for the pas-
sage of this act, are more or less
subordinate to the fact of this large
and individual community, comprising
over 3000 people, coming to this body,
practically unanimously, and asking
for the right of self-government, a
right inherent with the whole founda-
tion of cur form of government.

Now what objections are made to
granting this petition for the division
of this town; certain interests come
here from the Sanford end of the
town and present a mass of figures
attempting to show that Springvale
has had approximately one-third of all
the appropriations in that town and
has paid only 24 per cent. of the taxes;
enough was brought out on cross-ex-
amination to show that these figures
were absolutely unfair and unreliable;
for instance the most stress was laid.
upon the fact that Sanford had very
generously voted to construct $11,000
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worth of State rocad in the Springvale
end; the evidence showed that this
road was built north of Springvale,
on the County road over which many
of the most prominent men in Sanford
village went to their summer cottages
at Mousam Lake and was located
there because these men wanted it
here that in fact, Hon. E. M. Goodall,
the prominent citizen in Sanford vil-
lage, had given $1000 a year towards
this road under the express stipulation
that it should commence at the Shap-
leigh town line and be built south;
wgain, it was shown that an iron and
cement bridge over the Mousam river,
which had been charged to Springvale,
wasg in fact in the Sanford end and
used exclusively by the Sanford peo-
ple. No contention was set forth that
it would do Sanford village any Lharm
for this bill to become a law, the
only reason advanced by the oppon-
entis of this bill against division was
that Springvale had got one-third of
the appropriations and only paid 24
per cent. of the taxes; a proposition
so abksurd that if true, this bill should
be made a law and relieve Sanford
village of this high priced and expen-
sive neighbor.

One reason was advanced, namely,
that with 12 to 1600 voters at a time
crowded into a hall with a seating
capacity of only 650, on its floor, the
town meetings presented no confu-
sion but instead was a very dignified
affair, everyone being seated with
hats off, no smoking allowed and the
utmost quiet prevailing.

It was also shown that the only new
buildings that Springvale had had in
a long term of vears was a new fire
house, to take the place of one burn-
ed, and costing the town about $3600
while at Sanford village they have a
large wooden school building, worth
at least three times as much as all
the school buildings in Springvale, a
new High School building costing
about $30,000, a mnew cement school
building costing about $12,000, a new
town hall costing some $80,000, $30,000
of which the town paid and costing
the town over $2000 a year mnet to
maintain it besides the original in-
vestment, a new brick fire house cost-
ing $14,000, a cemetery costing the
town so far about $4000, and from
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which Springvale gets no benefit as
they have one in Springvale run on
the co-operative plan, which with its
beautiful location is in prime physical
and financial condition, and a new in-
cinerator costing to build some $2500,
a luxury which only a few of the very
large cities in New England afford.

Now to summarize, this, as before
said, not a question of dividing a good
sized town into two small towns, buft,
a question of dividing an overlarge
town into two big towns; one having
a population of over 7000 and a valua-
tion of three and a half millions, and
the other having over 3000 population
and a valuation of over one million
and each with all the assessories of
individual towns, just as much so as
though they were 20 miles apart in-
stead of two.

"The village of Springvale is an am-
bitious, progressive village, its people
are energetic and public spirited, why
these peornle within the past few years
liave put their hands in their pockets
and built shoe shops to the amount of
$100,000. Only last summer they raised
$25,000 and built a great factory there

and on top of that they raised $5400
more te insure the building of the

Nasson Institute there. Is thiere any
dcubt that this people are capable of
governing themselves; that they shouid
be relieved from guardianship and giv-
en the same rights of self-government
as other large communities enjoy. .
Here are all these people composing
this large community actually with-
out representation in the government
of themselves,, You may say that this
wont alwayvs be so, but why not? They
always can have it thta way if the
Sauford people see fit. This big popu-
lovs village is left at the mercy of a
sister village twice as large as her-
self and who is her natural rival. What
always has been the feeling between
these two communities? Division in
1898, continued Dbickerings, division
again in 1906, more bickerings and di-
vision again in 1911, 1912 and 1913. The
whole foundation of a Republican form
of government is self-government by
its people. That was the cry of the
colonies when they seceded from Eng-
land. That was the cry of Maine when
she separated from Massachusetts, It
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has always been the underlying prin-
cipal of our government that, when
a large body of our people showed
themselves capable of self-government
and demanded the right to govern
themselves, that demand should be
granted. Now the petitioners, for the
enactment of this bill into a law, a
big, prosperous, progressive communi-
ty, come before you and simply ask,
what? That they be allowed to govern
themselves, to judge of their own ne-
cessities and supply them, pursue their
own destinies and be granted the same
opportunity to push forward to the
best results that every and any other
individual community enjoys.

They have unanimously decided that
they want this common right, whao
has got the moral right to say them
nay?

T hope the motion to accept the re-
port of the committee will not pre-
vail.

Mr. ROLFE of Portland: Mr. Speak-
er, T only wish to defend myself for
the position in which I voted upon this
question. I may have to repeat some
of the things that have been said by
the gentlemen who have preceeded me,
and when I get through with my re-
marks you may not know upon which
side T stood;! so, to begin with, I want
to make it plain that I voted for the
divigion of the town of Sanford.

The town of Sanford is the largest
town within the borders of this State,
having a population of something over
10,600 people. Were you to divide that
town, today, upon the proposed divis-
ion, you would simply leave a small
number, about 3000 people in the town
of Springvale, and about 7000 in the
town of Sanford. The valuation of this
town as it stands, today, if I am right-
ly informed, is more than $§4,000,000.
Now, the town of Springvale only asks
to be set off and take a little rising
the sum of $1,000,000, There is no town
in the State of Maine, today, gentle-
men, that has its two Boards of Trade
with the exception of this town of San-
ford; there is no town that is so di-
vided upon the question of its secret
organizations, today, in this State, as
as the town of Sanford; there is no
town in the State of Maine, today, that
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deserves division in my opinion as does
the town of Sanford.

For example, the small village of
Springvale has no Town hall; it has
no decent schoolhouse, according to
what tire gentlemen from the town said
before the committee, but it is an ac-
tual fact that they have no decent
schoolhouse within that large and,
thriving village. In 1910 and 1911, if 1
am rightly informed, the town of San-
ford did vote to raise the amount of
$12,000 for the building of a school-
house within that village. In a
short time afterwards a town
meeting was called and they res-
cinded that vote whereby they hard
voted to raise the sum of $12,000.
The figures I give to you may not be
exact, but the idea is right. In 1912,
they did have a chance to right them-
selves Dbefore the people of the village
of Springvale upon this question be-
cause this question was before that
town meeting and 1n the warrant; and
what did they do? They had the votes
to do it if they wished to do it, but
what did they do? They voted to pass
over the article, and left the town of
Springvale in the same condition, to-
day, that it has been for years past.

in giving statistics in regard to the
division of the town they did not go
back beyond the year 1905, when a
fire almost ruined that village: and
since that time of course it was ne-
pessary, as you must admit for a lit-
tle more than the proportionai part of
the money to be expended in that end
of the tcwn., And they dwelt very much
upon the roads and the expending of
the money in the part of the town
which Springvale represents; but it
was admitted and brought out before
the committee that Sanford in and of
itgelif, with a majority of the voters,
did want the money expended in cer-
tain localities of the town, and the lo-
calities were within the section that
Springvale represents.

Now, I do not want to appeal to
vour sympathy, nor could I appeal
to your sympathy upon a question like
this. As it was stated before the com-
mittee, the idea of division and draw-
ing apart has existed and still exists.
today. Springvale comes bhefore this
Legislature and says, “We haven't any
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town hall; we haven’t any =school-
house; we have a nice little wvillage
and an intelligent class of people; we
simply ask you to set us off; we
have the means and the ability to
show to the State of Maine in a few
yvears hence that we will build for you
a town that you may be proud of.”
(Applause.)

Mr. MAYBURY of Saco: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
if it were my privilege to possess the
splendid flow of English of the gen-
tleman from Augusta, Mr. Newbert, or
the gilvery tongue of my friend, the
gentleman from Presque Isle, Judge
Smith, it would be a pleasure and a

delight to discuss this matter at
length; but as I have no silver in
my tongue, and very little in my

pocket since payving my board, I must
forego that pleasure.

As to the matter of the division of
the town of SBanford, I hope the ma-
jority report will not prevail. It was
my privilege for several years to live
in this village of Springvale, at a
time when the northern end of the
town was in the majority. The only
argument that has been raised in the
lobby in regard to the division of this
town was that it would make a Dem-
ocratic towwn, Now, gentlemen, therc
are worse calamities that might hap-
pen to a town than to be Democratic.
Some of you may not he able to con-
ceive what they are, but there are
worse calamities that might happen.
My memory goes bavk some 30 vears,
and I remember that they used to have
a high school there, and a good onc
I presume, for I taught it myself; and
so I know something about the con-
ditions, There has always been etern-
al warfare between the two villages.

The village of Sanford has now
grown to such an extent that it ex-
ceeds in size the village of Spring-
vale. In other words, a condition ex-
ists now in which the tail wags the
dog. It used to be different. A tail
is a wvaluable appendage for a dog.
but when that tail gets so cumber-
some and so large that it is a serious
drawback to the spiritual and physi-
cal welfare of the dog it better be
amputated; so I hope the majority
report will not prevail,
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Mr. SARGENT of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen, it seems as
though we have discussed this ques-
tion long enough. There are only two
or three points I wish to mention. Is
the town of Sanford big enough to
make two towns, is it big enough to
divide? We find by the reports that
it has got over 10,000 people and the’
small portion would have only 3000
pedple. That number of people, 3000
people, is almost twice the average of
our country towns. The next point
is whether their interests are in com-
mon when they are separated. We fing,
today, that one portion wants to he
set off. Now, if they are big enough
to have a town of their own let’s di-
vide them and let them be set off;
and then if they don’t have every-
thing they want they can fight it out
for themselves. *

Mr. DUNTON of Belfast: Mr. Speaker,
I did not intend to say anything on this
question, and I am not going to take the
time of the House for any extended dis-
cussion, but as I sat here it occurred to
me that some four or six years ago a
town in the county of York came before
this Legislature for a division, and this
Legislature voted to divide the town.
That guestion was submitted to the peo-
ple of this State, and the people of this
State decided that that Legislature had
erred,

Now, gentlemen, it seems to me that
there is in that decision something worth
the consideration of this House. What is
the attitude of the State of Maine to-
wards the towns whicl it has created and
which are still existent? There is no
doubt but that this Legislature has the
right to divide every town in the State,
and to sub-divide them; it has the right
if it sees fit to make a village corpora-
tion or a separate town or a city of ev-
ery little group of summer cottages taat
are inhabited about three months of the
year; but, gentlemen, with the power
there should go also wisdom; and I think
that we should consider this question
carefully and deliberately before voting
to divide the town of Sanford or any
other town.

It is true that there is a quarrel, but a
quarrel is not necessarily a ground for di-
vorce. There was a time when the people
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were required to go to the Legislature to
get a divorce. It might be better perhaps
if divorce statutes had never been pass-
ed; but they have been passed. Burt the
Legislature of the State of Maine has
passed no statutes providing for the di-
vorce of towns, and when two parts of a
town come before us it is an unusual and
an extraordinary act within the supreme
power of the Legislature. The judicial
department of our government is govern-
ed by statute; the Executive can do’oniy
what he is permitted to do; but the Leg-
islature can do anything that it is not
forbidden to do by the constitution-of this
State; established by the people of this
State we are the supreme power, and the
referendum has given them -a power over
and beyond the Legislature itself.

As I said before, that power was in-
voked in a similar case, in a town in this
same county, and the Legislature receiv-
ed from the people of this State their
opinion in another case which, it seems
to me, is worthy of our consideration in
considering the proposed division of the
town of Sanford. Another matter T wish
to call to your attention. If Springvale
is not divorced, it is for the Legislature
of this State to say to any town in the
State: ““You shall apportion a certain
part, whatever part we see fit to say, to
be spent in any particular poriion of that
town.” And this Legislature has the
right to say to the town of Sanford: “You
shall expend in the town of Springvale
every dollar of the taxes that are paid
by the town of Springvale.”

And, Mr. Speaker, T should sayv that
in my opinion the best message we
can send to the people of the villages
of Springvale and Sanford is, to live
together in harmony.

Mr., FOLSOM: Mr. Speaker, I call
for the yeas and nays on this ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER: Those in favor of
demanding the leas and nays will rige
and stand until counted.

A sufficient number having arisen,
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKIER: The guestion be-
fore the House is upon the adoption
of the motion of the gentleman from
Van Buren, Mr. Violette, that the ma-
jority report “ocught not to pass” he
accepted. Those in favor of this mo-
tion on the calling of their names will
say aye; those opposed will say no.
The clerk will call the roll.

YEA:—Allen, Austin, Bass, Benn,
Bowler, Bragdon of Sullivan, Bragdon of
York, Butler, Chick, Cochran, Cook, Cyr,
Donovan, Dunton, Durgin, Iastman,
Emerson, Farrar, Goodwin, Greenleaf of
Otisfield, Harriman, Higgins, Hogan, Irv-
ing, Jones, Kelleher of TPortland, Kelle-
her of Waterville, Kimball, Leader,
Leary, Marston, Mathieson, McBride, Mc-
Fadden, Merrill, Metcalf, Mitchell of Kit-
tery, Mitehell of Newport, Mooers, Mor-
neau, Morrison, Morse, Nute, O’Caonnell,
Peaks, DPendleton, I’eterson, Roberts,
Rousseau, Sanborn, Sherman, SEkelton,
Skillin, Smith of Auburn, Smith of Pat-
ten, Spencer, Stetson, Stuart, Sturgis,
Swift, Taylor, Thombs, Trimble. Twom-
biy, Umphrey, Violette, Washburn, Win-
chenbaugh—e8.

NAY:—Boland,
Brown, Bueklin,
Clark of Portland,

Boman, Brennan,
Chadbourne, Churchill,
Clark of New Port-
land, Connors, Crowell, Currier, Davis,
Descoteaux, Doherty, Dresser, Dunbar,
Eaton, Eldridge, Elliott. KEstes, Farnhain,
Folsom, Franck, @Gallagher, Gamache,
Gardner, Gordon, Greenleaf of Auburn,
Hancock, Harman, Harper, Haskell,
Hodsdon, Hutchins, Jenkins, Jennings,
Johnson, Kehoe, Lawry, LeBel, Leveille,
Libby, Mason, Maybury. Mildon, Morgan,
Newbert, Packard, T’eacock, Plummer,
Price, Putnam, Quinn, Reynolds, Richard-

son, Ricker, Robinson, Rolfe, Sanderson,
Sargent, Scatesg, Smith of Pittefield,
Smith of Presque Isle, Snow, Sprague,

Stanley, Swett, Thompson, Tobey, Tryon,
\Waterhouse, Wheeler, Yeaton—i4.

ABSENT:—Benton. Bither, Haines,
Maxwell, Pitcher, Ramsay, Stevens, Wise

So the motion was lost.

Mr. FOLSOM: Mr. Speaker, if it
is in order, T will move that the mi-
nority report be accepted.

The motion was agreed to.

The minority report was accepied,
and the bill was then tabled for print-
ing under the joint rules.

On motion by Mr. Austin of Phillips,

Adjourned.





