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HOUSE.

Tuesday, March 25, 1913.

The House met according to ad-
journment and was called to order
by the Speaker,

Prayer by Rev. Mr. Nichols of Hal-
lowell.

Journal of previous
and approved.

Papers from the Senate disposed of
in concurrence.

session real

From the Senate: An Act addition-
al to Section 41 of Chapter 49 of the
Revised Statutes of Maine, relating (o

the organization of insurance com-
panies,

In the Senate this bill was read
twice under a suspension of the rules
and passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Higgins of Brew-
er, the rules were suspended and the
bill received ils three several read-
ings and was passed to be engrossed,
in concurrence with the Senate.

From the Senate: An Act relating
to the jurisdiction of the superior
zourt in the county of Kennebec.

In the Senate this bill was read
twice under a suspension of the rules
and passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Newbert of Au-
gusta, the rules were suspended and
the bill received its three several
readings and was passed to be en-
grossed in concurrence with the Sen-
ate,

From the Senate: Resolve for the
appointment of commissioners to the
international celebration of the open-
ing of the Panama canal.

In the Senate this resolve was read
twice under a suspension of the rules
and passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Descoteaux of
Biddeford, the rules were suspende‘d
and the resolve received its two sev-
eral readings and was passed to he
engrossed in concurrence with the
Senate,

From the Senate: Resolve relatinz
to the Penobscot tribe of Indians.
In the Senate this resolve was read
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twice under a suspension of the rules
and passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr, Davis of Old
Town, the rules were suspended and
the resolve received its two several
readings and was passed to be en-
grossed in concurrence with the Sen-
ate.

From the Senate: Resolve relating
to the protection of moose.

In the House this resolve was pass-
ed to be engrossed as amended by
House Amendment A, and came from
the Senate with House Amendment A
adopted in that branch in ccncurrence.
Later the Senate reconsidered its ac-
tion and adopted Senate Amend-
ment A.

On motion by Mr. Austin of Phil-
lips, under a suspension of the rules,
the votes were reconsidered whereby
this resolve was passed to be en-
grossed, and whereby House Amend-
ment A was adopted in concurrence
with the Senate,

Senate Amendment A was then
adopted in concurrence, and the re-
solve was then passed to be engross-
ed as amended.

Senate Bills on First Reading.

An Act to provide for the care ani
administration of trust funds and
property donated for moral, religious.
benevolent or educational purposes, in
accordance with the intention of the
donor.

An act to amend Section 4 of Chap-
ter 61 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended, relating to marriage and the
registration of vital statistics.

An Act to amend Section 2 of Chap-
ter 250 of the Public Laws of 1909,
selating to the payment of fees ac-
cruing to State institutions and de-
zartments.

An Act additional to Chapter 61 of
the Revised Statutes, providing for the
gorrection of errors in the records of
births, marriages and deaths.

An Act to provide for the determina-
tion of payment of damages in con-
nection with the building of the State
bridge between the city of Old Town
aned the town of Milford, and the grad-
ing of the highway and approaches
thereto. (Tabled pending the accept-
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ance of the report of the committee
in concurrence, and specially assign-
ed for consideration on Thursday of
this week on motion by Mr. Davis of
Old Town.)

Resolve in favor of the official re-
porter of the Senate.

Resolve in favor of John W. Higgins
for services as clerk of the commit-

tee on Maine School for Feeble
Minded.
Resolve in favor of the Northern

Maine General Hospital at Eagle Lake,
for maintenance,

Resolve in favor of the Augusta
General Hospital for maintenance.

Resolve in favor of Edward W.
Murphy for expenses of the commit-
tee appointed by the 75th ILegislaturs
to investigate methods of distributing
State school funds.

Resolve in favor of the Holy Inno-
cent’s Home for Infants at Portland,
for maintenance

Resolve in favor of the State highway
department, to provide for dJeficiencies
on certain contracts for bridge construc-
tion at 0Old Town and te legalize the
acts of the Governor and Council re-
lating to such construction.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Insane
hospital to liquidate a deficiency in cer-
tain accounts.

From the Senate: Report of the com-
mittee on ways and bridges on hill, An
Act to provide for the permanent im-
provement of land within the limits of
any highway adjoining any land not
known as wild land.

In the House the report of the com-
mittee was accepted, and in the Sen-
ate the report of the committee was
accepted in concurrence. Subsequently
in the Senate the vote was reconsidered
whereby the report of the committee
was accepted, and the bill was recom-
mitted to the committee on ways and
bridges.

Cn motion by Mr. Scates of Westbrook
the vote was reconsidered whereby the
report  of  the committee, reporting
“oaght not to pass,” was accepted, and
on further motion by Mr. Scates the
House concurred with the Senate in
recommitting the bill to the committee
an ways and bridges.

From the Senate: An Act to amend
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Chapter 195 of the Public Laws of 1911
entitled “An Act to extirpate contagious
diseases among cattle, horses, sheep and
swine.”

In the House the report of the com-
mittee on agriculture, reporting “ought
not to pass” was accepted, and came
from the Senate recommitted to the
committee on agriculture.

On motion by Mr. Skelton of Bowdoin
the vote was reconsidered whereby the
report of the committee was accepted,
and on further motion by Mr. Skelton
the House concurred with the Senate in
recommitting the bill to the committce
on agriculture.

The following bills, petitions,
were presented and referred:
Appropriations and Financial Affairs.

By Mr. Swift of Augusta: Resolve in
favor of T. M. Rollins, mail carrier of
the IHouse of Representatives.

Placed on File.

By Mr. Marston of Skowhegan: Peti-
tion of K. N. Merrill and 45 others of
Skowhegan in favor of the Massachu-
setts ballot bill.

By Mr. Peterson of New Sweden: Pe-
tition of I\ G. Creed and 25 others of
Woodland in favor of distribution of
State school funds according to the ag-
gregate attendance in the common
schools.

By Mr. Sanborn of South Portland:
Petition of F. F. Driscoll and 35 others
of Portland in favor of the Massachu-
setts ballot law; also petition of An-
thony Dryver and 7 others for same:
also petition of John C. Stewart and
14 others for same; also petition of C.
¥. Latham and 38 others for same; also
petition of ¥larry M. Bigelow and 51
others for same; also petition of Wil-
liam H. Looney and 56 others for same.

1By Mr. Higgins of Brewer: Petition
of W. J. Sargent and 49 others of
Brewer for same; also petition of B.
B. Merrill and 18 others for same; also
petition of Arthur 8. Hatch and 18 oth-
ers for same.

By Mr. McBride of Mount Desert:
Pctition of Joseph M. Small and 42
others of Mount Desert for same.

By Mr. Pendleton of Searsport: Pe-
tition of ¥. J. Nash and 2 others for
same; also petition of Thomas M. Lan-
ders and 17 others for same; also peti-
tion of J. Franklin Anthony and 52 oth-
crs for Eden for same.

ete.,
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By AMMr. Sturgis of Auburn: Petition of
J. H. Murdock and 29 others ror same;
also petition of Roland E. Clark and
19 others for same; also petition of Er-
nest L. Noble and 25 others for same;
also petition of H. L. Bartlett and 17
others for same.

By Mr. Butler of Farmington: Peti-
tion of Jabez Daggett and others for
same, also petition of E. W. Shackford
and 41 others; also petition of Charles
A. Rolfe and 21 others for same; also
petition of Martin Farraday and 6 oth-
ers for same; also petition of E. B.
Farnsworth and others for same.

By Mr. Tryon of Pownal: DPetition
of D. P. Phelan and 18 others for same;
also petition of Albion P. Goodhue and
18 others for same.

By Mr. Washburn of Perry: Petition
of A. O. Briggs and 50 others for same;
also petition of R. W. Straw and 30
others for same.

By Mr. Morrison of Corinth: Petition
of G. D. Blake and 28 others for same:
also petition of Jeremiah C. Galvin and
others for same; also petition of
Charles P. Burns and 20 others for
same.

By Mr. Waterhouse of Kennebunk:
Petition of Melville Woodman and 28
others for same; also petition of Wil-
liam H. Dwyer and 12 others for same;
also petition of Clifford E. McGlauflin
and others for same; also petition of
Jacob Rosenburg and 6 others for same.

By Mr. Irving of Caribou: Petition
of James H. Gray and 40 others of
Caribou in favor of same.

First Reading of Printed Bills
Resolves.

An Act to provide for the election
of officers in cities by plurality vote.
(Tabled pending its second reading on
motion by Mr. Quinn of Millinocket.)

Resolve in favor of Ina A. Chad-
bourne.

Resolve in favor of Helen Gaffney.

Passed to Be Engrossed.

An Act to amend by Sections 18, 22
and 23 of the Primary Election Law,
as amended by Senate Amendment A.

An Act to amend Chapter 122 of the
Public Laws of 1911 relating to Cor-
rupt Practices at Elections, as
amended by Senate Amendment A.

An Act to provide for the safe keep-
ing of indemnity bonds.

and

An Act to appropriate moneys for
the expenditures of government for the
yvear 1913.

An Act to amend Section 5 of Chap-
ter 184 of the Private and Special Laws
of 1831, relating to drains and sewers
in the Clity of Portland.

An Act to create a body politic and
corporate by the name of Bustin's Is-
land Village Corporation.

An Act to amend Section 5 of Chap-
ter 23 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to ways.

An Act te permit the Town of Pitts-
field to obtain a pure water supply.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 93 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to omrtgages of personal property.

An Act to amend Section 32 of Chap-
ter 27 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to care and support of paupers.

An Act to authorize the Town of
South Berwick to own and maintain
an electric lighting and power plant.

An Act to incorporate the Pittsfield
Water Distriet.

An Act to amend Section 13, Para-
graph2, Chapter 9 of the Revised Sta-
tutes, relating to the Taxation of Per-
sonal Property as amended by Chap-
ter 8) of the Public Laws of 1909.

An Act to amend Secticn 69 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended by
Chapter 41 of the Public Laws of 1905,
relating to nonfeasance of duty by
Sheriffs, Deputy Sheriffs, and County
Attorneys. (Tabled pending its third
rcading and specially assigned for
consideration on Thursday of this
week on motion by Mr. Scates of West.
brook.)

An Act to amend “An Act to incor-
porate the Livermore Falls Sewer Dis-
trict,”” as amended by Chapter 441 of
the Private and Special Laws of 1907
and as amended by Chapter 185 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1911,

An Act relating to the construction
of sidewalks in the Town of Sanford.

An Act to amend Section 20 of Chap-
ter 67 of the Revised Statutes as
amended by Chapter 134 of the Tublie
tion of Personal Estate.

An Act to establish a municipal court

aws of 1911, relating to the Distribu-
in the town of Readfield.

Tesolve in favor of National aid for
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the Improvement of Postal Roads.

Resolve for the scientific investiga-
tion of scallops and the scallop fish-
eries.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Indus-
trial School for Girls for Medical Tix-
amination and Treatment with Sup-
plies.

Resolve in favor of Mellen Tyron,
Secretary of the Committee on Maine
School for Feeble-Minded.

Resolve in favor of Presque Isle
General hospital, Presque Isle.

Resolve in favor of the Androscoggin
Anti-Tuberculosis Association. (Tabled
pending its second reading and special-
1v assigned for consideration on Thurs-
any of this week on motion by Mr.
Stargis of Auburn.)

Resolve in favor of St, Mary’'s Gen-
eral Hospital, Lewiston.

Resolve in favor of the Official Re-
porter of the House.

Resolve in favor of York Hospital,
in the town of York.

Resolve in favor of Maine Anti-Tu-
berculosis Association, ‘Waterville.
(Tabled pending its second reading on
motion by Mr. Quinn of Millinocket.)

Resolve in favor of Maine Home for
Friendless Boys, Portland.

Resolve in favor of Knox County
General Hospital, Rockland.

Resolve in favor of the Bath City
Hospital, Bath.

Resolve in favor of the Maine In-
stitute for the Blind, Portland.

Resolve in favor of Daughters
Wisdom, St, Agatha,

Resolve in favor of Girls
age of Lewiston.

Resolve in favor of the Children’s
Heart Work Society of Maine.

Resolve in favor of Maine Children’s
Home Society, Augusta.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Eye
and Ear Infirmary.

Resolve in favor of Trull Hospital
Aid Association, Biddeford.

Resolve in favor of People’s Ferry
Company, Bath. (Tabled pending its
second reading and specially assigned
for consideration, on Friday, of this
week, on motion by Mr, Ricker of Cas-
tine.)

Resolve in favor of Maine Mission
for the Deaf, Belfast.

of

Orphan-
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Resolve in favor of Webber Hos-
pital Association of Biddeford.

Resolve in favor of Greenvilie Junc-
tion Young Men’s Christian Associa-
tion, Greenville.

Resolve in favor of the Maine Gen-
eral Hospital.

Resolve in favor of Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union, Temporary
Home for Children, Gardiner.

Resolve in favor of Central Maine
Association for the Relief and Control
of Tuberculosis, Fairfield. (Tabled
rending its second reading on motion
by Mr. Quinn of Millinocket.)

Resolve in favor of Lewiston & Au-
burn Children’s Home, Lewiston.

Resolve in favor of Temporary
Home for Women and Children, Port-
land.

Resolve in favor of the Good Sa-
maritan Home Association, Dangor,

Resolve in favor of the Maine Schoot
for the Deaf, Portland.

Resolve in favor of Bangor Anti-
Tuberculosis Association, Bangor.
(Tabled pending its second reading on
motion by Mr. Quinn of Millinocket.)

Resolve in favor of Children's Aid
Society of Maine, Belfast.

Resolve in favor of Eastern Maine
Orphans’ Home of Bangor.

Passed to Be Enacted.

An Act to amend Section 70 of
Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes as
amended by Chapter 186 of the Pub-
lic Laws of 1909, relating to the col-
lection of inheritance taxes.

An Act relating to the assistant as-
sessors of the city of Portland.

An Act to amend Section 30 of
Chapter 51 of the Revised Statutes, as
amended by Chapter 127 of the Pub-
lic Laws of 1905, and as amended by
Chapter 92 of the Public Laws of 1907,
relating to railroad branch tracks.

An. Act to amend Chapter 119 of the
Public Laws of 1911, regmlating the
sale of agricultural seeds, commercial
feeding stuffs, commercial fertilizer,
drugs, foods, fungicides and insecti-
cides, by amending Section 9 thereof
by adding two new gections thereto.

An Act to amend Section 5, An Act
to provide for the nomination of can-
didates of political parties by primary
elections.
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Orders of the Day.

The SPEAKER: The first matter
specially assigned for today is bill, An
Act to regulate the packing, shipping
and sale of apples. The pending gues-
tion is the third rcading of the bill and
its passage to be engrossed.

Mr. Chick of Monmouth
touse Amendment A,

Mr. CHICK: I wish to say that this
amendment affects only Section 2 of
the bill which is before the House
pending its third reading, and relates to
the classification of apples. It is prac-
tically the same Section 2, oiher
tiian it Jdiminishes the limit of mini-
mum size; that is, it changes, under
the classification of fancy, thc mini-
mum limit from 23; to 21 inches, under
No. 1's it changes the minimum limit
trom 2% to 2% inches; and the class-
ificaticn of No. 2's it changes from
2% te 2 inches in diameter. T have con-
sulted with many of the propeonents of
the bill and will say that the ameond-
ment has Leen endorsed by many of the
nroponents, and I move its passage.

Mr. COOK of Vassalboro: Mr. Speak-
er, and gentlemen of the House: In
cases of lotal loss tliere is sometimes
insurance. I have lost any special
interest in this bill personally, for this
reason: it has occurred to me that I
can ship my apples to TLiverpool by
way of Bosten with only a trifle morae
expense, and that when they get into
Boston they are outside of the juris-
diction of the Pomological Society, an:d
my agent there will be only too glad
to re-brand them any way I wish him
to. Other exporters will do the same.
Thig will divert a large amount of
shipping from the port of Portland;
but I don’'t think that needs to worry
me. A man who is in the apple busi-
ness shipping apples has a good deal
to worry abeout, without the worry of
what the inspector will do to him. He
wants to get his apples just as® fine as
he can; of course it is for his financial
intcrest to do so; but he has to send
out men--three or four in a crew—to
pack in a number of different places;
he cannot be with them; he must be
at the car frequently, or most of the
time, to receive the apples, pay the
parties, make out invoices, and a lot

offered
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of other things which takes him away
from his packers most of the time, and
he is worrymg for fear they are not
nacking them well enough—for fear
thiey may get drunk end pack them
any oid way: and he does not want to
have the additional worry that he will
be fined it they do get drunk, as they
frequently do, and pack them in a
promiscuous way. But, as I have said
before, I have lost my special interest
in it, and don’t care.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Canton: I
wish to say in relation to this amend-
ment as drawn by the membper from
Moamouth ithat it is perfectly satisfac-
tory to wme; in fact, T am in favor of
1t, because it more neariy follows the
oriignal draft of the bill which T in-
iroduced. I think the committee—I
have neot seen them all—but I think
they have all approved this amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Monmouth.

The question being on
of Flouse Amendment A,

A viva voce voic being taken,

The amendment was adopted.

The bill then received its third read-
ing and was passed to be engrossed, as
amended.

the adoption

The SPEAKER: The next matter for
consideration is the report of the com-
mittee of conference on Senatle Docu-
ment No. 17, known as the Mussachu-
setts ballot bill, reporting that said
committee is unable to agree, and the
motion of the gentleman from South
Portiand, Mr. Sanborn, upon the same,

ir. SANBORN of South Fortland:
Mr. Speaker, I Go not propose to speak
to any length upon this matter at the
present time

Mr. NEWBERT of Augusta:
Speaker, I rise to a point of crder.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman will
state his point of order.

Mr. NEWBERT: Mr. Spcaker, as 1
understood the action of the House
the other dayv, and 1 may be in error,
but as I understood the moticn of the
gentieman from Kittery, Mr. Mitchell,
it was that the bill be tabled. Now, if
that is the case, it did not table the
motion cof the gentleman from Souh
Portland, Mr. Sanborn. In that case, it

Mr,
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seems to me that the motion to table
having precedence over the motion to
recede and concur, was carried, and in
that particular case the motion to re-
cede and concur has no standing be-
fore the Housea

The SPEAKER: The Chair will state
that the endorsement upon the report,
which is the matter before the House—
and also the memory of the Chair, ag
far as it has any bearing, although the
Chair is not perfectly clear about the
matter-—the endorgsement shows as fol-
lows: “Mr. Sanborn moved that the
1iouse recede and concur with the Sern-
ate; repcert and motion were tabled on
motion by Mr. Mitchell of Kittery, and
assigned fcr darch 25th.” The record
appears to make the report of the com-
mittee and the motion both on the ta-
ble and both assigned for today.

Mr. NEWBERT: In that case, Mr.
Speaker, I will withdraw my point of
order: and 1 have another point of or-
der which I will make with the indul-
gence of the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Sanborn. It is that the
motion of the gentleman from South
Portland, Mr. Sanborn, to recede and
concur is not in order. The history of
this bill, without going into the details,
is about this—the Senate accepted the
report, and I presume passed the bill
to be engrossed; it came into the
House here, and, if my memory serves
me right, the House agreed with the
Senate in accepting the report of the
ecomtittee. On the following day or on
some subsequent day the motion was
made to indefinitely postpone the bill
on one of its readings, which motion
was carried. This action went back to
the Senate, and that body having the
facts, the Senate action was that the
Senate insist and ask for a committee
of conference. The papers then came
back te this House, and the House then
agreed with the Senate in the prop-
osition for a committee of confer-
ence, insisting on its action and
agrceing to the conference, and the
committee was appointed; this confer-

ence reported in  both branches
a disagreement. Now, T submit, Mr.
Speaker, that at this stage of the

parliamentary procedure on this bill
a motion now in this House to reqede
from our action, as I take it, indefinite-
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ly postponing the bill, and to concuy
with the Senate in a previous action
taken about two weeks ago is not in
order. I do not kKnow anything about
parliamentary law, but the little read-
ing I have done has convinced me of
this, that it is made to suit the human
mind, and it is made for the purpose
of expediting business in an assembly
like this, and it is made for the pro-
cedure of Legislative business. I sub-
mit that there have been subsequent
actions since the first action of the
Senate with which we are now asked
to concur, over which we cannot go
unless by reconsideration under a sus-
pension of the rules. For instance, we
have our indefinite postponement in
this House. I submit that to get past
that this House will have to reconsider
under a suspension of the rules. We
have our action here insisting upon
our indefinite postponement and the
appointment of a conference commit-
tee, Therefore I submit, Mr. Speaker
and gentlemen, that in order to get
by that action in this House under a
suspension of the rules we will then
have to reconsider; and further, the
only possible action before this House
this morning asking for concurrence
here is the recent action of the Senate
askipg for the second committee of
conference, and not the action in re-
ceding from our indefinite postpone-
ment and agreeing with the action two
weeks remote in the Senate for the
passage of the bhill. I submit, Mr.
& geaker, that the mouon is not in or-
der.

Mr. SCATES of Wesbrook: Mr.
Speaker, I have been absent for some
time and for that reason do not know
the condition of this bill. If T am cor-
rectly informed, as I remember the
ruling of the Chair, that when the
House disagrees with the Senate it is
necessary to reconsider the action of
the House where it disagreed with the
Senate before we can recede and con-
cur. T think that has been stated by
the Chair heretofore.

The SPEAKER: Does the gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Newbert, maintain
that the motion to recede and concur
has not precedence over the motion to
insigt? The Chair thought that to be
the point made by the gentleman.
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Mr. NEWBERT: It may have pre-
cedence under our rules, but according
to the general parliamentary procedure
it is not in order for this House to go
over all the other actions subsequent
to the early action of the Senate and
agree to that early action. I claim
that we cannot get back of our in-~
definite postponement, and we cannot
get back of our action to insist the
other day; and that the only question
before this House, this morning, for
concurrent action is the recent action
of the Senate in asking for a second
conferenc.

The SPEAKER: Does the gentleman
from Augusta, Mr. Newbert, claim that
because of our action to insist the oth-
er day that a motion to recede and
concur is not in order?

Mr. NEWBERT: It is not in order
unless we retrace our steps one at a
time, and do one thing at a time, If
we are going to take a stand like this,
I don’t know whether any legislative
actions are going to be determined in
this House.

The SPEAKER: If the Chair under-
stands, one pnint made by the gentle-
man from Augusta, Mr. Newbert, i~
that a motion to insist having passed,
the House canot now recede and con-
cur. Is the Chair correct in so un-
derstanding?

Mr. NEWBERT: That is correct, Mr.
Speaker, and I think the Chair under-
stands my position, that we can con-
cur, this morning, with the action of
the Senate in asking for a second con-
ference, but we cannot recede from our
indefinite postponement of the meas-
ure and concur with the Senate in its
passage of the bill because of suhse-
quent action taken by both branches.
It seems to me that I am right in this
contention.

The SPEAKER: The Chair is very
anxious to make no ruling which will
develop to be unauthorized by the pre-
cedents, and as this matter appears
to be a large and important matter,
and may be a precedent in the action
of the House, and possibly of the Sen-
ate, the Chair would much prefer to
make a ruling later, unless the House
insists.

Mr. Austin of Phillips moved that
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the matter be laid upon the table and
specially assigned for consideration on
Thursday of this week.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKEIR: The next matter
assigned for consideration, today, is
resolve for an amendment to the Con-
stitution providing for the classifica-
tion of property for the purpose of
taxation. The pending question is the
adoption of House amendment A,

Mr. Irving of Caribou moved that
Houge amendment A he adopted.

Mr. IRVING: I will simply state for
the information of the members who
have not taken the time, or could not
take the time, to inform themscives on
the matter, that the proposed amend-
ment to the originai bill has been adept-
ed by all the new States coming into the
Union for the past several years, and
is now in the Constitution of Virginia
and Maryland. It was the sense of the
committee that this would be prefer-
able; but some opposition was raised
against the classification of taxes on
real estate. We have been struggling
here for a number of sessions of the
Legislature to get at intangible prop-
orty. The (Constitution as it now
stands prevents the taxation of prop-
erty in any other way than by eqgual
valuation. This resolve simply gives
tp the Legislature power to classify.
It does not, as amended, affect real
estate.

I move the adoption of the amend-
ment.

The question being on the adoption
of the amendment,

The amendment was adopted.

The bhill was then passed to be en-
grossed as amended.

The SPEAKER: The next maftter
in order for consideration is the mat-
ter of the reports of the committee
on judiciary concerning the bill, An
Act relating to the power of the board
of prison and jail inspectors, majority
and minority reports.

Mr. SMITH of Auburn: Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the minority report be
accepted. To state it briefly, four
vears ago the Legislature passed an
Act whereby the inspectors of jails
and prisons were allowed to come inte



1120

any county and say what should be
done in that county to the jail or
prison. They came into Androscog-
gin, and we had our experience with
them. They went to other counties
and they had their experience with
them, The law became so obnoxions
that two years ago it was repealed,
and not a single word was said in
favor of the bill. This year, the pris-
on inspectors came before the com-
mittee and asked for the re-enact-
ment of that bill. There seems to be
no reason why the State prison in-
spectors should come into any coun-
ty and say what that county shall do,
and make them do it under threat if
they do not do it the State will do it
and charge it to them. The people
in the county who pay the bills are
the ones who elect the officers, and
should be the ones to determine what
they will do; therefore I hope my mo-
tion to accept the minority report will
prevail,

Mr. BOMAXN of Vinalhaven: Mr.
Speaker, I wish to say a few words
in support of the remarks made by
the gentleman from Auburn (Mr.
Smith). A few years ago they came
into Knox County and obliged the
commissioner to erect a workshop.
They were reluctant to do so, because
of the burden upon the county, and
after some consideration between the
jail inspectors and the county com-
missioners they obliged the county
commissioners to build a workshop
for the jail at an expense, if I remem-
ber correctly, of about $1000 or more.
After the workshop was built they had
no implements, no machinery, and
nothing for the prisoners to do ex-
cept to saw wood, and that is all they
could set them to doing; and it seewm:s
al that time the expense of the coun-
iy was altogether unnecessary. I am
glad to know this Act is opposed by
the minority, and trust that the re-
port will prevail.

Mr. WATERHOUSE of Kennebunk:
Mr. Speaker, I was one of the mem-
bers of the committee that signed this
minority report, and I did it for this
reason, as I believed the several coun-
ty commissioners within the several
counties in the State were competent
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and proper persons to determine the
necessary repairs and expenses to be
incurred in our several jails through-
out the counties. Under this proposed
bill, as I understand it, any one or
the inspectors can go into a county
and if the buildings, jails and work-
shops, do not suit their tastes they
have a right to apply to the county
commissioners and order these re-
pairs made; then if these repairs are
not made they (the inspectors) pre-
sent the matter to the Governor and
Council, and the repairs can be or-
dered made at the expense of the
county, thus taking the whole matter
entirely out of the county where I
think the proper place for it is to re-
main. Now this particularly applies
to my county for this reason—there
bas been an agitation for a number
of years for the removal of our courn-
ty buildings. Now supposing that the
inspectors should go to our jail at Al-
fred, and it not meeting their tastes
they should order a large amount of
money expended, under this proposeil
bill they would have authority to do
80, with the consent of the Governcr
and Council, thus controverting the
wishes of a great many people in our
county. I sincerely hope the minority
report will be accepted.

Mr. SHERMAN of Eden: I am one
of the commissioners of Hancock
County, and I sincerely hope that the
minority report will be accepted. In
that county we have upon an aver-
age only about five prisoners, and it
would indeed be a hardship if we were
obliged to add a workshop. I know
that has been suggested, and we have
stove them off for quite a while; but
sometime we shall expect them to de-
mand that we have a workshop. I
will call your attention to the fact
that a bill has passed this Legislature’
giving the right to work prisoners
upon roads, therefore the workshops
will not be as necessary as they have
been in the past. I sincerely hope the
motion of the gentleman from Auburn
will prevail.

Mr. DUNTON of Belfast: As a
member of the committee signing tho
majority report it seems to me that
something should be said, and a good
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deal might be said, in favor of giving
to the jail inspectors the authority
asked for. The State is paying the
jail inspectors to go about through
the various counties and inspect their
jails. 'They have power to make rec-
ommendations to the county commis-
sioners. Now the bill as introduced,
as I understand it, gives the right to
appeal from any order that is made
by the jail inspectors to the Gover-
nor and Council. Now these jail in-
spectors are supposed to be reason-
able men; the Governor and Coun-
cil are known to be reasonable men,
and they would not enforce any order
that would be a hardship to the coun-
{ies unless the conditions ahsolutely
demanded them. Now it seems to me
that the modern thought is in the line
of the reform asked for; that the
people the country over are thinkin';;‘
more of the unfortunate ones of their
communities, and are more and more
working toward the reform of .thf:
criminal. It is known and admut_(n
that there are jails in these counties
that are a disgrace to the State, and
that the community itgelf \\'oul(,". 'not
tolerate if they knew the COndltl()Y']S
there. ¥How many people are there in
the cities where jails are SJtugt.ed
that have ever gone inside the Jallf
unless their duty calls them there?
Iow iany Deople know  of the'
conditions that exist there HoWw
many know what filth, what unsanitary
conditions are to be found there? Of
the cells where three or four prisoners
are crowded together with no sanitary
provisions whatever? These jail in-
spectors are in office for that purpose—
to represent the people of this Statle
who have placed those men and women
there, who have taken away from them
their liberty because by their acts they
have forfeited it; but I submit that no
unnecessary haraship should be im-
posed upon those from whom their per-
<onal liberty has been taken away, from
those who for the good of the com-
munity are taken out from among their
feilows and placed in prison, in cells.
I say that no unnecessary hardship
should be imposed upon them, and I
say, too, that having taken from them
that right of freedom to move about

among their fellows the charity of the
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community should follow them into
their cells, and see to it that they are
treated like human beings; and that is
what these jail inspectors are for, and
that is why they are paid to go about
and inspect the jails. In order that the
community may be protected, in order
that the county finances may not suffer,
an appeal is given to the Governor and
Council in all of those cases, and it
seems to me that we may safely leave
this matter to the jail inspectors and
the Governor and Council to determine
whether a condition exists in a certain

jail which should be remedied. Now
this matter of workshops has been
spoken of. As I understood from the

jail inspectors all that was asked in any
case was a place where the prisoners
could get out of doors and work, or get
into a building and work. Now that
is a small part, it scems to me, of the
things that ought to be done for these
unfortunates. The jail inspectors, be-
fore the committee, stated that a yard
answered the purpose. Now we want to
get our ideas away from this item of it
that has been enlarged upon and brought
before our vision as the only thing
within the range of our vision. We are
looking at it as though the jail inspec-
tors and Governor and Council were go-
ing to order new

workshops in every
county. Now it seems to me reason-

able that anything that can be done in
the line of reforming those prisoners
should be done; and it scems to me that
we should leave this matter with the
jail inspectors and Governor and Coun-
cil, as this bill provides.

The question being on the motion of
Mr. Smith of Auburn that the minority
report “‘ought not to pass” be accepted,

A viva voce vote being doubted,

A division was had and the motion
prevailed by a vote of 65 to 39.

The minority report was then adopted.

The SPEAKER: The next matter for
consideration is report of the Commit-
tee on Inland Fisheries and Game, to
which was referred bill, entitled “An
Act to provide for a resident hunter’'s
license,” reporting ‘“ought to pass” in
a new draft, entitled “An Act providing
for a license for residents of the State
to hunt on the wild lands of the State.”

Mr. Mooers of Ashland offered House
Amendment A, and on further motion
by Mr. Mooers the bill together with
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the amendment were laid upon the table
for the printing of the amendment.

On motion by Mr. Cook of Vassalboro,
report of the Committee on State Lands
and Forest Preservation to which was
referred “Resolve to establish a State
nursery, to encourage the reforesting of
waste lands of the State of Maine,”’ re-
porting ‘“‘ought to pass,” was taken from
the table, and on further motion by Mr.
Cook the report of the committee was
accepted.

The resolve then received its first
reading and was assigned for tomorrow
morning for its second reading.

On motion by Mr. O’Connell of Mil-
ford, the report of the committee on
ways and bridges to which was referred
‘“Resolve in favor of the reconstruction
of the easterly span of the Old Town-
Milford bridge,”” report ‘‘ought to pass”
in a new resolve entitled “Resolve re-
lating to the construction of the Old
Town-Milford bridge,”” was taken from
the table.

Mr. O’CONNELL: Mr. Speaker, I move
that the original resolve be substituted
for the report of the committee. In
making this motion T wish to state that
the resolve in favor of the Old Town-
Milford bridge has been before the Leg-
islature here since the 15th day of Fep-
ruary, and it has been a long-drawn-out
fight. The members of the committee
have given the matter careful considera-

tion and it has been gone over and
threshed out thoroughly. I make this
motion just the same as you would

make it, gentlemen, if you had a case
in court. I consider that an injustice
has been done to the people of Old
Town, Milford and Penobscot county.
We have not asked this Legislature to
support our bridges, but we have asked
them to support their bridge. We will
take care of our bridges, and all we ask
you to do is to take care of yours.

‘We have already 33 bridges in Old
Town and Milford, more bridges than
any four towns in the State of Maine
have got, and we allege that the State
of Maine owns this bridge, and I can
prove it to you. The charter for this
bridge was granted in 1829; the bridge
was completed in 1832, and at that time
the State of Maine said that the corpor-
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ation should have the right to collect
tolls for 10 years. That started in 1832,
and four years later they granted them
the right to collect tolls for 40 years.
That charter said that the briuge should
revert to the State of Maine at he end
of 40 years. In 1872 if he State had done
its duty the State would have taken the
bridge then. They let that corporation
rob us for 20 years, until 1891 before the
State woke up to the fact that the town
was being robbed by a bridge corpora-
tion. The citizens of Old Town run toll
bills amounting to $3500, and the briage
corporation sued them. The supreme
court had that case before it until 1892,
This Legislature the years before that,
in 1891, said that the bridge did revert
to the State, and what aid the State do,
they immediately settled it off ono the
towns of Milford and Old Town proviaed
the supreme court said the bridge had
reverted to the State. In 188 the su-
preme court again said that the bridge
belonged to the State of Maine, and Mil-
ford and Old Town had to maintaln it
for 16 years.

Now what did the Legislature of 190¢
do? In 1907 the Legislature of thls State
took the bridge over, the abutments and
everything connected with it, and 1 defy
any man in this Legislature or any man
in this State House to show me that the
State of Maine did not own this bridge,
I don’t care who the man is or where
he comes from. The attorney general
for the last six years said that you owned
it, and I say that you own it, and the
statutes say that you own it. I want to
tell you, gentlemen, that Milford will
take care of its own bridges; Penobscot
county will take care of its own bridges
and Old Town will take care of its
bridges, but I want you to remember
this, that Milford has 35 miles of road
and 12 bridges, Old Town has 125 miles
of road and 23 bridges. We do not want
you to dllow the State of Maine to take
this step backward. The people of the
State of Maine are taking over the
bridges of the State. You have already
a $2,000,000 road bond proposition for the
building of highways, and I ask you
what the bridges are for if they are not
a continuation of the highway.

I ask you if you are not satisfied tnat
the town of Milford with its 971 inhapi-
tants hasn’t got road enoug.a to carry,
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and if you think the town of Milford
ought to take over anything that be-
longs to this great State; and also if you
people want to go back into the old stage
coach methods of years ago, then it is
yvour duty to vote this bridge out of the
control of the State of Maine. In the
spirit of fairness and in the spirit ot
progress I claim it is your duty to vote
to leave the control of this bridge righu
where it is. I claim that the State of
Maine ought to take over .aree or four
of these bridges every year and give us
people in the country a chance to strug-

gle along. Look at this opinion of the
court in the 85th Maine and give us a

square deal, but do not let the State ot
Maine dodge this bridge.

Mr. JONES of China: Mr. Speaker, 1
believe in all justice and fairness that
the State of Maine should take over this
bridge and maintain it, and 1 hope the
motion of the gentleman from Milford
(Mr., O’Connell) will prevail.

Mr. BUTILER of Farmington: M.
Speaker, just a word in connection with
the position of your committee in re-
gard to this Old Town Dbridge. The
statemoents of the gentleman from Mil-
ford, as 1 understand them, are correct
in regard to the history of this bridge—
that it was taken over by the State by
the Legislature of 13%07. As we under-
stand from the Attorney General the
Legislature now in session has the same
rights in regard (o this bridge that the

Legislature  of 1907 had. We have
made an appropriation, this year, for
the western span of the OIld Town

bridge of $33,000 in our committee; we
also made an appropriation of 545,000
for the construction of the eastern span
of this bridge. It is estimated by the
engineer of the State that this bridge
will cost $62,100, allowing that it is
placed ahove the railroad bridge as it
is now contemplated. I think it would
cost much less money to lay it on the
old piers, reconstructing these piers, and
placing it below; but the committee
made the appropriation of §$45,000, leav-
ing two-thirds of the remaining expenses
for the county of Penobscot, and one-
third of the remaining expenses to be
divided between the towns of 0Old Town
and Milford; so you will see that the
appropriations we have provided for
amount to $78,000, for this bridge. We
also have damage claims which will
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have to be taken care of, which will at
least amount to $7000, much more we
c¢laim-—but that will make $85,000. In-
asmuch as the committee in other appro-
priations for bridges have placed a por-
tion of the Dburden on the county and
also upon the towns we can see no rea-
son why we should make an exception
in the case of this bridge. To be sure,
it was taken over by the Legislature,
in 1907; but, as the attorney general
sayvs that our ruling, today, is equal to
the ruling in 1907, if we feel that the
State should maintain the whole of
this bridge that settles the issue, or if
we decide that the towns and county
bear a small portion of it we have the
right to so determine. That wag the
position of the committee. 1 thank
vou, gentlemen.

Mr. SCATES of Westbrook:
Speaker, 1 was not present when the
committee reported on this bill, and
do not know its condition, and I would
like to ask the gentleman from Farm.
ington according to your report what
portion of the total cost of that bridge
will be borne by the State, what por-
tion by the County, and what by the
town?

Mr. BUTLIER: The State would pay
$45,000, according to the appropriation,
which would leave a little less than $17,-
000. Mind you, this is for the westerly
span. The State has already appro-
priated the whole of the amount of $33,-
000. 'The appropriation of §45,000 is
for the eastern span, the State already
providing $33,000 for the westerly span,
leaving about $17,400, according to the
estimate, to be divided. two-thirds for
Penobscot county, and the other one-
third divided, according to the last val-
uation, between Old Town and Milford.
T think Old Town's valuation is about
$3,000,000, as I remember it, and Mil-
ford's about $600,000.

Mr. SCATES: As I understand the
report of the committee, the State is to
bear $78,000 of the cost of that bridge,
and $17,000 is to be borne by the county
and the different towns?

Mr. BUTLER: And in connection
with that there is about $7000 or $8000
of land damage in regard to the change
of grade that will have to be taken
care of by the State, making some $85,-
000 that the State will help in this
bridge, to be paid for by the present
Legislature.

Mr.
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Mr. WHEELER of Paris: Mr.
Speaker, and gentlemen of the House:
This is a matter that concerns citizens
of other counties, because there are
other bridges to be disposed of in the
future. We are already disposing of
some of the smaller ones at this ses-
sion. I am much impressed with the
argument advanced by Mr. O’Connell,
the gentleman from Milford, because I
believe this case has already been de-
cided—almost finally decided-—by the
decisions of the court, and decided by
a previous Legislature, and 1, for one,
am in favor of the proposition that the
State should take over the bridges in
good time and under the proper regu-
lations; and certainly while we are tak-
ing care of bridges in this Legislature
it would hardly seem logical that we
now refuse to grant an appropriation
for a bridge which does belong to the
State already; and I am in favor of the
motion of the gentleman from Milford.

Mr. THOMBS of Ldncoln: Mr. Speal-
er, as a representative from Penob-
scot County, and a eitizen of that
county, this matter perhaps has more
of a personal interest to me than to
a great many of you gentlemen of the
House living outside of that county.
In order that there may be no mis-
taking the condition about the legal
status of the bridge at the present
time I wish to read just a paragraph
from the 85th Maine Report that has
teen referred to by the gentleman from
Milford. He has stated it correctly;
but I wish you to hear the language
of the court, After a very exhaustive
opinion they say in summing up: “"We
are of the opinion, therefore, that the
bridge, together with the fixtures, ap-
purtenances and approaches necessari-
ly incident thereto, reverted to the
State in 1872 when the legal right of
the respondent—the bridge company---
therein ceased; also that the respond-
ent’s right to levy tolls against the
public for passing over the bhridge
ceased at the same time; such was the
contract between the respondent and
the State in 1829.”

Now, gentlemen, there is a great deal
that might he said about this matter,
and I presume it appeals in a different
phase perhaps to each ane of us. This
particular thing I would call your at-
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tention to, and that alone. as heing
the particular phase which appeals to
me. In the ordinary bridge matter
coming hefore this Legislature a town,
or two towns, or possibly the county,
comes in and asks the Legislature for
a gratuity to help them in building
a bridge which they wmust bhuild in
some way or other. Generally, if T am
correct, those are towns that have to
bear the whole expense themselves; hut
the Legislature feeling that on account
of their being small vowns, or poor, or
an extremely large bridge, that they
are deserving of help, and consequent-
ly in a great many cases give them
something. Now, geutiemen, when you
come to vote on this matter bear this
in mind,—the county of Penobscot, the
city of 0id Town, and the town of Mil-
ford, have never had a single thing to
say about this bridge. They had noth-

ing to say about its building: it was
built by a private corporation; they
had nothing to say about its leing

taken over by the State, and now in
view of all that is this Legislature go-
ing to say to them that you must bear
the proportion of the expenses for re-
pairing this State bridge that this com-
mittee on ways and bridges recom-
mended?

Gentlemen, I hope you will not say
that to the people of Penobscot coun-

ty and the citizens of 0Old Town and
Milford.

Mr. O’CONNELIL: Mr. Speaker, T
want to add to what I have already

said that in the year 1908 the highway
commigsioner of Maine, Mr. Sargent,
condemned these approaches and pest-
ed notices on the end of the bridge
saving that thig bridge was dangerous
and that anyone who passed cver it
passed at their own risk. A Dbridge
built in 1829, Mr. Speaker, ought to bhe
considered dangercus in 1909.

In September of last year the bridge
was considered dangerous, and the offi-
cials of Old Town notified the Gover-
nor and Council and they immediately
came to Old Town, cn the supposition
of having Inoked up the law and know-
ing that it was a State bridge. They
ordered the westerly span of the hridge
to e reconstructed, and surveys for
the easterly span of the bridge to he
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made, and today they are putting the
steel on. The result has been that we
have not been consulted in Old Town
or Milford from the fact that it is
known to be a State bridge. It is true
that it may be built cheaper in an-
other location by about $6000, but in
going above the railroad bridge it elim-
inates two dangerous grade cross-
ings. Now, if the State of Maine can
eliminate two dangerous grade cross-
ings by expending $6000, T don’t know
why it is not a henefit to do so, be-
cause later on if we have to do that
it will ccst them perhaps five times as
much.

Mr. ROLFE of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, this question resolveg itself
in my mind into two questions. First
either the State of Maine owns the
bridge or it does not. Upon hearing
the evidence presented here and the
facts, I feel quite confident that the
State of Maine alone owns this bridge;
and I Delieve that the members of
this House today knowing those facts
will not go on record otherwise than
to let the State support its own.

Mr. O'Connell called for a division
of the House.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion by
the gentleman from Milford, Mr. O’-
Connell, that the original resolve he
substituted for the report of the com-
mittee, the report of the committee, as
the Chair understands it, reporting in
a new draft for a less amount. The
gentleman from Milford, Mr. O’'Con-
nell, calls for a division of the House.

A division being had,

The motion prevailed by a vote of
116 to none.

The resolve was then substituted for
the report of the committee.

The resolve then received its first
reading and was assigned for tomor-
row morning for its second reading.

On motion by Mr. Cook of Vassal-
bhoro, bill, An Act to amend Section
88 of Chapter 15 of the Revised Stat-
utes, as amended, relating to school
holidays, was taken froni the table,
and on further motion by Mr. Cook
the resolve was again laid upon the
table and specially assigned for con-
sideration on Thursday of this week.
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On motion by Mr. Thombs of Lin-
coln, the report of the committee on
education reporting ‘“ought not o
pass” on resolve to aid in repairs to
Mattanawacook Academy, was taken
from the table.

The pending question being the ac-
ceptance of the report,

On further motion by Mr.
the report was accepted.

Thombs

On motion by Mr. Mitchell of Kit-
tery, House Document No. 613, resolve
in favor of the Hayes Young Women’s
Home in Lewiston, was taken from
the table, and on further motion by
Mr. Mitchell the resolve received its
second reading and was passed to be
engrossed,

On motion by Mr, Mitchell of Kit-
tery, Senate Document XNo. 368, re-
solve in favor of the purchase of the
Maine State Year Book for the years
1913 and 1914, was taken from the ta-
ble.

The pending question being the
adoption of House Amendment A,
Mr. ROLFE of Portland: Mr. Sbea..er

I want to make a few remarks upon this
resolve. I assure you, gentlemen, that
whatever action you may take I will not
personally try to keep this resolve before
the House.

It has been the policy of the State in
past years to encourage literature and
art in the State of Maine. If you will
grant me just a moment—back in the
vears 1871 the Maine Year Boosn Was
started here in this State. On page 182
of the Acts and Resolves of wie year
1871, the State, if I understand it, through
some office or officer bought 600 copies
of the Maine State Year Book, giving
the sum of 80 cents per copy, and ihat
has been carried down through until the
vear 1911, In 1872 they bought 620 copies,
giving $1.25 per copy, and continuing that
down to 1882, buying at that time 600
copies. In 1885 to 1892 they bought from
550 to 800 copies each year, paying the
sum of $1.50. In 1843 they bought 600 cop-
ies, and extended the time to June 1Ist,
paying $1.50 a copy, and continued that
on until 1901, when they bought 650 copies
and gave $1.75 each. In 1902 they began
by buying for the two years 16w copies,
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and paying 32 per copy, and continued
that until the year 1911, when there was
no resolve passed; but they contracted
with- Mr, Donham for 200 copies in 1911,
and 4u0 copies in 1912; that is, they cut
down the buving of this book from Iow
copies from the years 1903 until 191¢, down
to 600 copies, and they bought them for
$1.50 per copy, saving to the State $2200
during those two years, by a litue com-
petition. In 1911 the gentleman came be-
fore you with the Maine Official and
Classified Directory, offering this book
for that sum, and offered to deliver that
book to the State of Maine on or before
the first day of June; and, gentlemen, let
me tell you that you have passed a re-
solve at this present Legislature to pay
for a book that was not delivereu until
the very last of September or the first
of October of last year. The time had
elapsed and the State refused to pay the
bill; nevertheless they accepted those
books, and it is no more than just that
they pass the resolve and pay for them.
Again before your committee on lib.a-
ries the two gentlemen appeared, making
the offer that they will supply these
books. One makes the oifter that he wilt
supply them and deliver them for $l.zo
per copy by June 1st; the other says that
they ecannot possibly be reauy before
August 1st.. Now I do not wish to worry
you in regard to this bill or this resolve;
I simply say that you have encouraged
literature in times past, and wuring the
time that this Maine Year Book has been
published you have bougut 2,320 copies
and have been $44,354 to the publishers;
so if you have owed in the past any du-
ties to the publishers of this book vou
have at the present time, gentlemen,
done all that you need to do; you have
established a paying business for the
publishers of the Maine Year Book. The
resolve that I offer here today is siraply
that you may buy 300 copies of the Maine
Official and Classified Directory, and also
300 copies of the Maine Year Book, for
the reason that very many of yvou have
got used to the Maine Year Book, and
it is like your own home—you know ev-
you may find it. On the other hand 1}
think that if you were accustomed to the
other. book vou would

Book

find that it excels

the Maine Year greatly.
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I move the adoption of House Amend-
ment A.

Mr. CHICK of Monmouth: Mz,
Speaker, 1 would like to state briefly
the position of the committee on 1li-
brary in regard to this matter. Early
in the session an order was intro-
duced in the Senate, and it came into
the House, directing the committe=
on library to receive proposals for
the purchase of a suflicient numbert
of copies of the Maine State Year
Book for the various departments of
the State. A little later an order was
introduced in the House directing the
committee on library to receive pro-
posals from the publisher of the
Maine Official Clagsified and Busi-
ness Directory for a sufficient num-
her of copies to meet the needs of
the various departments.

The committee gave proper notice
and a hearing was had on these twou
orders. After careful consideration it

was the unanimous opinion of the
committee that only one of these
books should be adopted, and a re-

solve was framed to that effect and
introduced into the House, The com-
mittee also thought it would be for
the best interests of the State to
adopt the Maine State Year Book, as
it had in past years. The resolve call-
ed for the furnishing of 600 ¢opies &
yvear. This would give a sufficient
number to be distributed to the vari-
ous libraries throughout the State.

As a matter of economy it was
thought that if one of these books
was adopted that it would save dupli-
cation in many respects. The time in
which this book is to be printed is
August 1st. It was thought that a
business directory containing infor-
mation such as the Maine State Year
Book contains, that it would be al-
most impossible to get the book out
at an earlier date, because returns
have come in from the various towns
after they have held their annual
meetings, and it would take consider-
able time to get the book in shape. As
a member of the committee on libra-
ry, I certainly hope that this amend-
ment will not prevail.

Mr. SMITH of Auburn: Mr.
Speaker, I did not intend to say any-



LEGISLATIVE RECORD —HOUSE, MARCH 25.

thing on this question; but there is
one thing that has been bhrought out
that appealed to me as cne of the
committee on library very strongtly
It was in regard to the date the book
could be gotten out. We asked one
man, and he said the first of June.
We asked him what he did if he aid
not get the returns all in, and he
said he used the returns from the year
before. The Maine Year Book man
said they took two months longer, so
ag to get accurate returns every time.
It seems to me the accuracy of the
ook is worth waliting the two months
for. 1 asked various members which
book they wanted, and the reply in-
variably was the Maine Year Book. I
asked a number of the officials of the
State House—two or three of them—
and they said they wanted the Year
Book. They said, “If you want t»>
buy the Maine Classified all right”
but they wanted the Year Book. 1In
view of those statements it seemed to
us that the demand was for the Year
Book and that there was no call for
the other,
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Mr. ROLFE: I want to say in re-
gard to the accuracy of the two books,
that vou will find some towns or plan-
tations omitted from the Maine State
Year Book during the last year; ana
if. you will look the books over care-
fully 1 think you will find also that
the figures given there are not abhso-
lutely accurate. During the last Sep-
tember election the Maine Official and
(lassified DBusiness Directory was the
ook that was in existence and was
the book that was referred to on the
night of election, as the other book at
that time was not in existence.

The question being on the adoption
of House Amendment A,

Mr. Rolfe called for a division of
the House.

A division being had,

The Amendment was lost by a vote
of 39 to 56.

On motion by Mr. Rolfe the resolve
was then passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Goodwin of
Xiexico,

Adjourned.





