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HOUSE 

Tuesday, March I, 1921. 
The House met according to ad

journment and was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

Prayer by Chaplain Frank L. Phal
en of National Soldiers' Home. 

Journal of previous session read 
and approved. 

Papers from the Senate disposed of 
in concurrence. 

From the Senate: Bill "An act to 
amend Section 76 of Chapter 82 of 
the Revised Statutes relative to price 
of Maine reports." This was passed 
to be engrossed in concurrence in the 
House, February 23. 

Comes from the Senate, that body 
having reconsidered its vote whereby 
the bill was passed to be engrossed, 
and having adopted Senate Amend
ment A, and having passed to be en
grossed as amended by Senate 
Amendment A. 

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will 
read what will be Section 76 of Chap
ter 82 of the Revised Statutes, pro
vided the House accepts Senate 
Amendment A. 

(Senate Amendment A read by the 
Clerk.) 

On motion by Mr. Rounds of Port
land. the bill with Senate Amend
ment A as suggested was tabled, and 
specially assigned for Thursday, 
March 3. 

Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr. 
Speaker, before we proceed with the 
next order of business, there are 
some ten bills that have come over 
to us from Friday and Monday, and 
I move at this time a suspension of 
the rules that they may be enacted 
and signed by the Governor before he 
leaves the State. 

The motion prevailed, the rules 
were suspended and the House pro
ceeded under Section eight of the 
regular order. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act to amend Sections 2 and 8 

of Chapter 55 of the Private and Spe-

cial Laws of 1903 entitled "An Act 
to incorporate the Squirrel Island 
Village Corporation." 

An Act to amend Chapter 211 of 
the Private and Special Laws of 1911 
relating to the Congregational Con
ference and Missionary Society of 
Maine. 

An Act to extend the charter of 
the Quebec Extension Railway Com
pany. 

An Act to amend An Act entitled 
"An Act granting a charter to the 
Alumni Association of Bates Col
lege." 

An Act to extend the charter of 
the Eastern Maine Railroad. 
An Act to amend Section 10 of 

Chapter 182 of the Public Laws of 
1919 relating to inmates escaping 
from the Reformatory for Men. 

An Act to revive, renew and extend 
the charter of the Lubec and Ma
chias Railway Company. 

An Act to permit the town of 
Southport to obtain a supply of pure 
,Yater. 

An Act amendatory of Section 7 of 
Chapter 117 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended by Chapter 226 of the 
Public Laws of 1'919, relating to com
pensation of judges upon retirement. 

An Act establishing a game sanc
tuary in Range 3 east of the Kenne
bec River in the city of Augusta and 
county of Kennebec. 

Recess 

After Recess 
The SPEAKER: We are now under 

the regular order again. 
Communication from the President 

of the University of Maine transmit
ting a list of the receipts and ex
penditures of the University of Maine 
in response to a House order of Feb
ruary 15. 

The communication was received 
and placed on file. 

TIle following bills, resolves and 
petitions were received and upon rec
ommendation of the committee on 
reference of bills, were referred to 
the following committees: 
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Placed on File 
Mr. Barwise of Bangor: Petition of 

Edward L. Foss and 431 others of 
Portland in favor of the "Barwise 
Sunday Bill." 

By Mr. Lowe of Gray: Remon
strance of Eliza J. Jordan and 1'7 
others against the same. 

By Mr. Varney of Windham: Re
monstrance of Mrs. Mary K. B. Var
ney and 37 others of ,Vindham 
against same. 

Education 
By Mr. Varney of Jonesboro: 

Bill "An Act to amend Section 82 of 
Chapter 16 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the High Schools." 

Judiciary 
By Mr. Maher of Augusta: Bill "An 

Act to amend Chapter 126 of the Re
vised Statutes relating to accesso
ries." 

By same gentleman: Bill "An Act 
to secure the purity of ice cream of
fered for sale." (500 copies ordered 
printed.) 

Legal Affairs 
By :\11'. Clarke of Stonington: Bill 

"An Act additional to Chapter 126 
of the Revised Statutes, for the pun
isllluent of offf'nces against chastity." 

By the same gentleman: Bill "An 
Act to amend Chapter 120 of the Re
vised Statutcs relating to desertion 
:J nd non-support of families." 

By the same gentleman: Bill "An 
Act to secure prosecution against 
hail in criminal cases." 

Sea and Shore Fisheries 
By Mr. Varney of Jonesboro: Re'

monstrance of vVillis H. Allen and 45 
others of l\Iachias against hill re
lating to the nine inch lohster law. 

By Mr. Roberts of Vinalhayen:'RE,
monstrance of Arthnr B. Arey and 
37 otllers of Vinalhaven against same. 

B~' the snme gentleman: Remon
stl'a n('8 of Arthur PhilbrOok and :l6 
c,thel's of l\Iatinicus against same. 

B~' the same gcntlemap: Remon
strance of H, W. Dyer and four oUt
ers of North Haven ag'ainst same. 

By tIle same gentleman: Remon-

strance of F. B. Erickson and 13 oth
ers of Criehaven against same. 

Ways and Bridges 
By Mr. Porter of Pittsfield: Bill, 

"An Act to provide for the inspection 
and repair of all steel or iron high
way bridges in the State." 

Reports of Committees 
Mr. Chase from the committee on 

claims reported "ought to pass" on 
resolve in favor of the town of Hart
land for aid rendered to a mother 
with dependent children during the 
year 1918. 

Mr. Rounds from the committee on 
salaries and fees reported "ought to 
pass" on bill "an act to increase the 
compensation of fence viewers." 

The reports were read and accept
ed. 

On motion by Mr. Brewster of 
Portland from the committee on legal 
affairs, that gentleman was granted 
leave to present out of order the re
port of that committee, "ought to 
pass," on bill, "An act to amend 
Chapter 118, Section 8, Revised 
Statutes, relating to fees of jurors." 

The report was accepted. 

Passed to be Engrossed 
House 173. An Act requiring 

political advertisements to be signed. 
House 180. An act to authorize the 

city of Portland to pay a pension to 
Henrietta ::VI. Miller. 

HOllse 18]. An Act to amend Sec
tion 6 of Chapter 486 of ille Private 
and Special Laws of 1885, as amend
ed by Chapter 370 of the Private and 
Special Laws of 1909, relating to the 
appointment of chicf of police of 
Portland. 

House 182. An Act to amend 
Chapter 13 of the Private and Spe
cial Laws of 1915, entitled "An Act to 
incorporate the l\Iopang Dan'. and 
Improvement Company." 

House 184. An Act for the better 
protection of clams within the limits 
of the town of Brunswick. 

House 185. An Act relating to the 
catching of smelts in the Piscataqua 
river. 

House 186. An Act regulating the 
taking of clams in the town of Jones
boro in ,'(Tashington county. 
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House 187. An Act to amend and 
enlarge the corporate powers of the 
Fort Kent Electric Company. 

House 188. An Act to extend the 
provisions of Chapter 155 of the 
Private and Special Laws of 1917, as 
extended and amended by Chapter 9 
of the Private and Special Laws of 
1919, entitled "An Act to authorize 
the town of Yarmouth to supply gas 
and electricity." 

Orders of the Day 

The SPEAKER: The Chair will 
state that under the regular order, 
matters especially assigned upon the 
calendar for today have precedence. 

On motion by Mr. Maher of Augus
ta, House Doc. No. 28, Report of the 
Committee on Judiciary on Bill, An 
Act relating to prohibiting business 
on Sunday, was taken from the table. 

The pending question being that 
the report of the committee, reporting 
"ought not to pass," be accepted. 

Mr. Maher then moved that the re
port of the committee be accepted. 

Mr. BARWISE of Bangor: Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen, I have no de
sire to take up very much of the 
time of this House in talking about 
the good points and the pedigree of a 
dead horse, but I think in justice to 
the many thousands of people who 
favor this bill, some statement of the 
reasonable circumstances underlying 
this bill is due to them and to the 
members of this House. 

This bill originated in a peculiar 
way. Last winter the Bangor Sym
phony Orchestra. a very creditable 
musical organization advertised a 
Sunday concert in City Hall, Bangor, 
at which classical music was to be 
rendered. There was some little op
position from some of the Evangelical 
clergymen, and equally liberal sup
port from those liberally inclined. 
Dr. Scott, the pastor of the Unitarian 
church, who delivered the eulogy 
over the late Governor Parkhurst a 
few weeks ago, in the course of his 
sermon on Sunday morning, told his 
congregation that he was going to at
tend the Sunday concert and advised 
them to go, and they all took his ad
vice. In fact, nearly all of the profes-

sional and business men of the city, 
and all of the first people of the city 
were in attendance at that concert. 
The consensus of opinion among the 
people of real consequence in Bangor 
was that a law ought not to exist on 
the books which made a misdemeanor 
of such a thing as that. It was 
agreed between myself and Mr. 
Thomas Kline who was the demo
cratic candidate in the primaries that 
whichever one was elected, a bill for 
8, reasonable Sunday law would be 
presented to the legislature, and that 
\vas the reason for the presentatIon 
of this bill. 

If the gentlemen of this House will 
turn to House Doc. No. 28, and look 
at the bill, they will observe that 
there is nothing provided for or al
lowed in this bill, with the excep
tion of one line, but what is already 
done in the bigger towns of our State 
and but what all of us are doing ev
ery Sunday. This bill is not intended, 
and in fact, it distinctly prohibits any 
commercialism on Sunday, and yet it 
tries to make legal the things that 
the first people of our State are do
ing. \Vith the exception of this one 
line, as I have stated. and that .I 
think can very well be justified on 
this ground, that the golf links of 
Maine are all open on Sunday with 
two exceptions. They play golf in 
Bangor, in Waterville, in Augusta, in 
Skowhegan and in Portland, and in 
all the golf links all over the State, 
and if a boy in Bangor begins to 
knock a ball, the officers chase him 
half way out of the county. The 
boys resent this fact as rightly they 
may. It is commonly remarked 
among the boys that if you are rich 
and accomplished no law reaches 
you. The present situation in regard 
to the law on our books is one which 
has .come down from Colonial days, 
and which is entirely out of line with 
our present notion of things, still 
powerful now and still in force now 
as far as some of these things are 
violated by everybody. 

It was contended by one of the 
speakers in the hearing the other day 
that this bill would make for law
lessness if it was passed. I contend, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen that 
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there is nothing that makes for law
lessness so much as the regular and 
systematic breaking of the law. The 
thing for sensible legislators to do 
is to pass a law that can be enforced, 
and a law that public sentiment will 
stand behind if it was enforced. Tt 
was also said by one of the disti;~

guished speakers the other day in the 
hearing that the supreme court will 
take care of us. Very likely they are 
doing the best they can; they are 
rendering necessitous decisions, and 
necessitous decisions are always ri
diculous from the standpoint of the 
layman and from the standpoint of 
common sense. La wyers can see the 
need and the necessity for neces8i
taus decisions, but a decision which 
does violence to common sense is not 
a decision which builds up respE,ct 
for law in the State of Maine, and 
the thing ahove all others in this age 
"'hich ,\"e should encourage is the 
principle of standing firmly by the 
law. 

I claim it is the business of the 
Legislature, and not our business to 
put it up to the Rupreme court to twist 
an ancient Rtatute into an impossihle 
meaning as they did in the Cleveland 
case. The law says that you cannot 
travel on Sunday for pleasure or busi
ness, and that meant just what it said 
all down through the generations 
which have preceded us; it meant the 
same in all of the early decisions, but 
somebody had an idea that traveling 
for pleasure was nothing but traveling 
for pleasure, and that idea prevailed 
all down through the 30's, the 40's, the 
50's and the 60's. Now yoU COme to 
the Cleveland Case. The Cleveland 
case sa~"s "Then ·we take out our cars 
On Sunday morning that we think we 
are doing it for fun, but as a matter 
of fact, we are not; it says that we are 
doing this for Our health, and health 
is a puhlic necessity, and so, therefore, 
it comes under the head of a necessi
ty and the respondent is discharged. 
If this course of necessitous decisions 
is followed, there is no need of the 
ridiculousness of what we will force 
our supreme court to do, if ·we have 
not the manhood in this Legislature to 
do by virtue of our legi81ative qnali
fications what the supreme court is 
doing by decision. 

Supposing the distinguished gentle
man from South Portland, Mr. Hinck
ley, were arrested for playing golf. 
You would have a line of decisions 
like this: They would say, now the 
accused thought he was playing a 
glme, and games are prohibited un
Cler the Statute. but as a matter of fact 
he was not playing a game; golf is not 
a game; golf is a device whereby yoU 
chase a homeopathic pill over a 20-
acre lot for the purpose of seeing how 
far the Gulf Stream of youth may be 
defiected into the Arctic regions. Golf 
is not a game; golf is a matter of 
public health, and consequently the re
spondent is discharged. 

Now, I suhmit to yoU, gentlemen of 
the House, is it a reasonable thing 
that we should force this sort of thing 
upon a dignified supreme court to 
pass upon such idiotic measures as 
this. or shall we make a statute that 
fits the conditions of the present age? 
Let me say to you that the basis of 
law has always been the habits and 
customs of the people. None know 
that so well as the lawyers in this Leg
islature, and in the days of Coke. 
Blackstone and Littleton, when a judge 
did not know the law that applied to 
a specific caRe, the law ,vas deter
mined simply by finding out what \-he 
customs of the people were. So in that 
way, the customs of the people were 
inquired into to see what the basis for 
the law should be. Statutory law is 
simply an application of the common 
law; and I submit to you that a stat
ute passed in the Colonial period, 
hased on the habits of the people of 
that time is not in harmony with the 
habits of the people now in any of our 
communities, and that a reasonable law 
should supercede it; and for that rea
son, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I 
move that when the vote is taken upon 
this measure, that it be taken by a di
vision of this House. 

The SPEAKER: The pending ques
tion is on the acceptance of the re
port of the committee, reporting 
"ought not to pass." The gentleman 
from Bangor, Mr. Barwise, upon that 
question, asks for a division of the 
House. All those in favor of the ac
ceptance of the report will rise and 
stand in their places until counted. 

A division being had, 



320 LEGISLATIVE RECORD-HOUSE, MARCH 1, 1921 

One hundred and seven voted in the 
affirmative, and 15 in the negative. 

So the motion prevailed, and the re
port was accepted. 

The SPEAKER: The next matter 
for consideration upon the. calendar 
is the report of the committee on Sea 
and Shore Fisheries on Bill, An Act 
relating to the use of trawls and nets, 
tabled pending acceptance of the re
port on motion by the gentleman from 
South Portland, Mr. Hinckley. 

Mr. Hinckley then moved that the 
bill and report be recommitted to the 
committee on Sea and Shore Fisheries. 

The motion ·was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER: The next matter 
for consideration upon the calendar 
i" House Document No. 145, Bill, 
An Act relating to fishing in Kenne
bago stream, tabled pending its 
third reading on motion by the 
gentleman from Fairnelct, Mr. 
Weeks. 

On motion by Mr. WeekS, the bill 
received its third reading and was 
passed to be engrossed. 

The SPEAKER: The next matter 
for consideration upon the calendar 
is House Doc. No. 61, Bill, An Act 
relating to poll tax, tabled pending 
its third reading on motion by the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. Mur
ray. 

Mr. MURRAY of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to say that I tabled 
that bill for the purpose of offering 
an amendment. I have the amend
ment all prepared, but before offer
ing it, I wish to take it up with 
the other members of the Portland 
delegation, and for that reason I 
will ask that it be re-tabled and be 
especially assigned for consideration 
tomorrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to and the 
bill was again tabled. 

The SPEAKER: If there are any 
matters under the heading of "ta
bled and unassigned" that can be 
disposed of at this time, it might be 
well to take them up now. 

On motion by Mr. Winter of Au
burn, Senate Doc. No. 54, Report of 
committee on Salaries and Fees on 
Bill, An Act relating to the salaries 

of justices of the supreme judicial 
court, was taken from the table. 

Mr. WINTER: Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from Per
ham, Mr. Bragdon. 

(Mr. Hinckley of So. Portland as-
sumed the Chair.) . 

Mr. BRAGDON of Perham: Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
for the purpose of bringing this 
matter into a debatable condition, I 
will move for the indefinite post
ponement of the bill. The subject 
of salaries and fees is one of the 
difficult and troublesome questions 
which will engage the attention of 
this Legislature. Every person on 
the pay-roll of this State, and every 
person on the pay-rolls of the sev
eral counties of the State have been 
coming to us requesting an increase 
in salary, and intimating that if 
such increase is not granted, they 
will be compelled to vacate the 
yarious offices which they now hold. 

The situation seems to be in line 
with these strikes which have been 
prevailing so much in recent years. 
If you should learn that the rail
road brotherhoods had served notice 
that unless they were granted a 
substantial increase of salary at 
once, that the freight and passen
ger business of the country would 
be tied up, no doubt the cold chills 
would run up and down your spinal 
column, and in view of your past 
experience you would wonder if the 
supply of sugar and other neces
saries of life would be sufficient to 
hold out until conditions had again 
resumed normal. But as resigna
tions among our public Officials in 
the past have been or rar less fre
quent occurrence than have been 
strikes in the industrial pursuits, we 
do not perhaps appreciate the grav
ity of the situation. J\Taine, how
ever rich in scenic power, and in its 
wealth of honest and true-hearted 
men and women, is, When measured 
by the standard of dollars and cents, 
a poor state; our tax rate is becom
ing burdensome; we cannot afford 
to support our public officials ac
cording to the standards existing in 
Massachusetts or in New York; we 
cannot afford the highways of Cali
fornia; we cannot afford in our own 



LEGISLATIVE RECORD--HOUSE, MARCH 1, 1921 321 

homes the comforts anlI convenien
ces that are enjoyed by the citizens 
of our sister states, and our public 
officials should be content with a 
standard of living which is in keep
ing with the wealth of the State. 
Any other course would simply tend 
to stimulate the growth of Bolshe
vism. 

Now, Mr. S'peaker and gentlemen, 
this particular branch of the sub
ject of salaries and fees is one 
which the layman will naturally 
approach with a feeling of hesitan
cy. The position of justice of our 
supreme judicial court is the most 
important and honorable one that 
has been created under our Con
stitution. It has almost mvarlably 
been filled by the most honorable 
men that the State of Maine has 
ever produced; their value to our 
State can never be measured in 
money. It seems to me that this 
is a very evident fact and one 
which is known to all Of us. At the 
same time, gentlemen, I feel that I 
am speaking within due bounds 
when I state that every lawyer in 
this Legislature-yes, every lawyer 
in the State of J\faine. has be-en 
fen'eritly praying to his God eyer 
sincc his admission to the Dar that 
he may some day land on the Su
preme bench of our State. Certain
ly, the ambition is a very laudable 
one. 

I will be frank enough to state, 
gentlemen, that I do not consider the 
salary of the justices of our supreme 
court to be sufficient at the present 
time. It is now $5000, with actllal 
expenses ,vhile on duty a,"'\.~ay from 
their homes, as I understand it. And 
in these days when a s~'stem of "Taft, 
real or imaginary, appears to preY"il 
everywhere, I consider th"t it is the 
highest tribute that can be paid to 
the honor "nd to the integrit~' of lhe 
justices of our supreme juclieial 
court that in the past ~'car the lligh
est expense account turned in Vv 
either of them was only a little on'r 
$700. I f('cl that perhnps a slight in
crease might have been granted at 
this time, perhaps $1000, witJl0Ut ·?x
citing any comment, but if you will 
raise this salary to $7500, then yon 
cannot go to your homes \vithout 
waiting to readjust the complete E:al-

ary list of all the officials of the 
State. 

This is not the time for making 
such a revision. Prices since 1914 
have been rising by leaps and bounds, 
and are now receding. It is possible 
that in six months from today, and I 
think I may say it is probable that a 
salary of $5000, with expenses, may 
look like a fortune to the citizens of 
our State. The only logical way to 
adjust this salary matter is by the 
appointment of a recess committee 
\\ hose duty it would be to inquire 
into the whole subject of salaries and 
fees, taking into account the salary 
that is received at the present time, 
with the expenses and other per
quisites that may go with the office, 
a nd reporting to the next Legislature, 
or to a special session of this Legis
lature which will no doubt have to 
be called for other purposes than 
this, and adjust the matter in that 
\vaj.'. 

If we attempt to adjust this mat
ter of salaries and fees by a special 
resolve covering eaeh case, you will 
find that the man with the big pull 
will get the biggest salary, regard
less of the duties connected with or 
the importance of the office; and I 
"'ill submit, gentlemen, that there are 
other salRries in the State of Maine 
which shOUld be considered beside 
this one. I feel that it would never 
do to give the people of this State a 
chnnce to say that the salary of this 
office WRS increased 500/0 under 
pressure of the great and powerful 
Bar Association of the State, when 
the ordinRry applicant, the unorgan
ized applicant, could not even get a 
consideration of his claim. 

Gentlemen, we have seen the repre
hensible figure of Democracy spring 
"gain into an active nnd troublesome 
existence, even while the mourning 
friends were standing around the 
open gTave and the last sad rites were 
being performed; and I contend that 
it is no part of our dutv as true re
publicans to fan the fe~ble spark of 
life that is remaining there today. 

Gentlemen, I must apologize to you 
for the time I am taking, I realize 
that I am here representing the plain
est of the plain people of Our State, 
that great body of farmers with no 
powerful organization looking after 
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their interests, and no eloquent ex
ponent to plead in their behalf, but I 
feel that the course that I am taking 
here today and the position which I 
am taking here today, is the position 
of the farmers, the laborers and the 
taxpayers of this State. I feel that 
they are watching us, and that they 
will want to know how we have voted 
today, and so, Mr. Speaker, in spite 
of the advice and the admonition of 
our leaders, I will move that when 
this vote is taken, it be taken by the 
yeas and nays; so that the people of 
this State can see if any of us here 
who have been preaching economy 
from the housetops, who have been 
opposed to even a consideration of 
the claims of the ordinary office-hold
ers, and who have reported unan
imously against giving jurors even 
as much as their board while they 
were in the service of the public, but 
who perhaps afterwards saw the 
error of their ways-I want them to 
see that if after doing these things, 
we voted for an increase in salary of 
50%, in the salary of a position they 
were hoping some day to pull down 
for themselves, and when in the 
seclusion of their homes they calmly 
and dispassionately examine these 
matters, may the thought of their 
early training come across their 
minds so that they will stand with 
heads uncovered and devoutly make 
the sign of the cross-the double 
cross, gentlemen, and say "Consisten
cy, thou art a jewel." (Applause.) 

(Speaker Barnes resumed the 
Chair.) 

Mr. WADSWORTH of Winthrop: 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe 
in economy, and I believe that all of 
the people of this State believe in 
economy, but I think when we ap
proach this question and ali ques
tIons relating to matters of this na
ture, we should approach them upon 
their individual merits. I find in my 
experience that the people of the 
State of Maine do not object to pay
ing for what they receive; what they 
object to is paying for things that 
they do not consider they get their 
money's worth from. Now, as we all 
know, the government of the State of 
Maine is divided into three distinct 
branches, the legislative, the execu-

tive and the judicial. I do not know 
which of these three costs the most 
to maintain, but I do not think it is 
the judicial. I do not think, however, 
that that is an argument why this 
particular bill should pass. The 
question is, what do they do, what is 
the duty of each? 

We come here and we make laws, 
and we try to write them out in such 
a way as to express our meaning, but 
we find after we have left here and 
gone away, that when other people 
read them there is some question as 
to our meaning being made plain and 
the people go to different ones to get 
their opinions, and they get various 
opinions; the law may possibly be in 
conflict with some Federal Statute, 
and it may be in conflict with some 
other law of the State which will have 
a tendency to make it inoperative. 
Who will have the decision of that 
question? Where does that rest? It 
should rest in the hands of men who 
have had training, men of brilliant 
intellect, men of honor and of hon
esty. ,Ye go to the Supreme court. 
,Vhat are their duties in other re
spects? Can they delegate their au
thority to others? ,Vhen a great case 
comes up before them, they are 
obliged to investigate personally, 
they have to look into the matter, 
and they cannot get someone else to 
do it for them. In the other depart
ments, they have heads of those de
partments who delegate their authof'
ity in many cases to assistants. It 
is not so in the judiciary. The bur
den is upon them. Who stands be
tween us and the promoter? Who 
stands between the small corporation 
and the powerful organization that 
is able to secure the best legal talent 
in the country? Where do we leave 
our case? Who is going to look after 
our rights? 

I have in mind now a case that was 
decided in this State during this past 
year in which a great injustice was 
to have been done to an old lady who 
was unable to defend herself. The 
case went to the Supreme court, and 
they dealt with the matter legally, 
and they did justice. That is the 
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question we haye to consider here, 
we should consider the justice of each 
case. What class of men do we re
quire for this particular work? 'Ne 
require men who are legally trained 
and men with a bright intellect to 
start with; we require men of hcm
esty, the highest type of American 
manhood is the class we seek, and 
I claim that we han' it today on the 
bench of our Supreme Judicial court. 
The men who are occupying those 
positions in our State today repre
sent the highest type in the world, I 
belieYe. 

Now, gentlemen, I say that when 
the Governor has an appointment to 
make as a justice of this court, it is 
not well that he should be obliged 
to canyass all the lawyers in the 
State of Maine, or any large per
centage of the lawyers. I think there 
should be a salary commensurate 
with the living conditions and living 
expenses, with the dignity of the of
fice; and I think it should be suffi
cient so that if a man is asked to ac
cept that position he will feel that 
he can afford to accept the appoi.nt
ment. The men who are at present 
occupying these positions are not 
asking for money; if they were they 
would not be upon this bench. Many 
of them can make a great deal more 
money than they are making today, 
without any question. \Ve feel that 
these men have left this matter in 
our hands. They do justice by us in 
court, and I think it is nothing more 
than right and fair that we should 
do justice by them here, and I hope 
that the motion will not prevail. 

Mr. \VEATHERBEE of Carroll: 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, As a 
new member among you, I could not 
sit here in my seat as a listener while 
this matter was under discussion, 
without expressing my opInIOn. I 
feel that this is so important a ques
tion that I would not be doing my du
ty if I were not to express what I be-· 
lieve to be the s"ntiment of the peo
ple whom I represent. Healizing 
that able and eloquent speakers will 
address you upon this subject, I will 
abbreviate my remarks. 

will endeayor to abbreviate my own 
remarks. 

First, permit me to refer you to 
the remarks of the distinguished gen
tleman from Kennebec, Senator Far
rington, while addressing the Honor
able Senate upon this matter on 
Thursday of last week. In defend
ing this proposed increase, he re
ferred his colleagues to the fact 
that our Budget Committee had unan
imously recommended an increase in 
the salary of justices of the Supreme 
court to the sum of $8000., and that 
the committee on salaries and fees 
had also unanimously recommended 
an increase to $7500., without any op
position. There is no secret in 
the fact that our Budget com
mittee recommended this increase as 
a compromise with one of our ex
public officials, and I think they 
shOUld be congratulated; I think they 
should be given a vote of thanks for 
heing able to affect a compromise 
with the gentleman in question. We 
also know that all members of the 
committee on salaries and fees are 
not champions of this measure at the 
present time. We do not doubt that 
the lawyel's know and realize the sit
uation, espef"ially after being- so in
formed by the distinguished Senator; 
but that the rest of us should acqui
esce without sufficient enlightenment 
is an improper conclusion to be 
drawn. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker and 
gentlemen, that the sum of $5000, to
gether with the general expenses 
which are paid by the State and es
pecially when we consider 'that our 
judges are retired upon half pay 
after a service of ten years, providing 
they have reached the age of 70 
years, is a fairly charg'eable sum for 
the work performed during one 
year. Of the eight judges who 
are now serving us so effiCiently, six 
of them are already between the ages 
of 60 and 70, so that they ,vill be re
tired within a very few years; six of 
the eight are almost at the retire
ment age, which means that if they 
live the average length of life in ex
cess of 70 years agreed by the in
surance companies, to be 81, years, 
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reckoned on the increases basis of 
expenditure, it would mean $225,000 
of the people's money, in excess of 
what we will pay the incoming 
board of judges. Now if it is a fact, 
and it has been so stated by the 
chairman of our most important 
committee, that some of our judges 
could make $25,000 a year in private 
practice, how have we been able to 
keep eight of the ablest lawyers in 
the State of Maine contentedly serv
ing as justces of our Supreme Judi
cial Court during so many years in 
the past? 

I feel with Senator Morrill, that 
if this question could be laid before 
the people of our State today for 
them to vote upon, that their answer 
would be overwhelmingly for no in
crease of salary at this time. Let us 
now have this Legislature go on rec
ord as one of the people, by the people 
and for the people. Let us not talk 
of economy unless we intend to prac
tice economy. Let us not talk of un
necessary expenditures unless we in
tend to act so as to curtail those ex
penditures. Each of us here in this 
Legislature represents several thou
sand of the taxpayers of our State, 
and we feel that it is their desire 
that we close the door at this time 
against salary increases and against 
extravagance. 'Vhen your income 
and the incomes of the people whom 
you represent are being reduced, it 
is no time to increase the salary of 
any State official; and in closing, I 
beg of yOU not to open the door at 
this time but rather to show to those 
who placed us here by their votes in 
September that we still remain true 
to the trust which they placed in us. 
I thank you, gentlemen. (Applause) 

Mr. ROUNDS of Portland: 'Mr. 
Speaker, I have no apologies to make 
for the decisions of our committee on 
Salaries and Fees. I am one of that 
committee, and I am one who would 
like to reduce salaries and keep them 
down to a reasonable basis, but there 
is a large class of people who are 
practically ~solated from the rest of 
the community. There are only eight 
men who ocCUpy the positions of 
justices in our supreme court. This 
matter was explained before our 
committee ~nd we talked it over for 

a long time. I was one of the low 
men, and I came up with the others 
and I have no apology for that com
mittee or myself for my action. I 
wish to state, however, that we are 
$4000 under this budget if we keep 
to this program. If all the other 
committees will keep under the bud
get requirement, there is no doubt but 
what the tax rate will be lower, and 
so much lower that nobody will care 
whether the judges get $7500 or $5000 
a year. Now I want to say that if 
you will all keep down within the 
budget requirement, there will be no 
difficulty. 

It has been said here that the ex
penses of one of these men was some
thing over $700. Here is a list of the 
expenditures for the year 1920 for the 
justices of the supreme judicial 
court, found on page 21. In the year 
1920, it was $789.31, so that the others 
must have been very low. There is 
the budget, and that is all I know 
about it, and that is what we are 
working under. Now if there was 
only $789 paid, it looks to me very 
queer and that there must be some 
mistake somewhere, and I for one 
want to go on record as believing that 
we should have this thing threshed 
out, and for that reason I move that 
this bill be tabled. 

(Cries of "no, no.") 
Mr. ROUNDS: (Continuing) And 

send the matter back to the commit
tee for further investigation. 

Mr. CARROLL of Norway: Mr. 
Speaker, before that motion is put, I 
would like to say just a word, if I am 
in order. 

The SPEAKER: The motion to 
table the matter is not debatable; it 
must be decided at once. All those 
in favor of laying this matter upon 
the table, will sa,- aye; those opposed, 
will say no. 

A viva voce vote being doubted,-

Mr. CARROLL: ::\Ir. Speaker, I 
wish to make a sl10rt resume of this 
matter from 0 bllsiness man's stfllld-
11oint. There is 'no man on the floor 
of this HOllse ,,,ho is more opposed 
to flxcessiYe and extravagant expen
ditures than I am, but I do want to 
leave here "'hen we leave this Legis
lature, the impression that I am fair-
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minded. Kow I think every man in 
this House today, if he is fair-mind
ed, will recognize the fact that the 
judges upon the bench of our supreme 
judicial COUl't ought to get more sal
ary than the engineer on the loeo
motive of the train which we ride 
upon. That is pretty near the posi
tion we are putting them in today. 
The judges of our supreme court 
have been obliged to devote a large 
part of their lives and a great deal 
of their money, or that of somebody 
else, to complete their education in 
order to fit themselves for this posi
tion, and when a judge of this court 
gets $5000, in comparison with a man 
in business or a man in an offieial 
eapaeity in some of om' industries, 
he is not being paid at all, because 
while he has been obtaining his 
education he has been paying out 
his money, while the other man has 
been gctting an equal salary and has 
been a constant earner. I do not 
think it is fair to take a man who has 
spent so much of his time and so 
much of his energy to equip himself 
with an education and then ask him 
to work for $5000 a year. 

Mr. DODGE of Portland: :\11'. 
Speaker, I hesitate about making any 
remarks upon the question which is 
!':'ow before the House. I am no t a 
lawyer and I am not really qualified 
to speak upon this measure, but I 
would like to say a word simply in 
the capacity of a layman. I, too, ean 
sav with the other gentlemen who 
ha~'e spoken, that I am in favor of 
keeping down expenses. I do not 
believe anybody on the floor of this 
House is any more in favor of ke'2p
ing down expenses than I am, but I 
do helieve that this queRtion of the 
salaries of the justices of our supreme 
judicial court is one that stands out 
by itself, and that it really has no 
relation to those hundred and one 
other bills that have been put in 
here for increases of salary. ~'he 

proposition is to increase this salary 
from $5000 to $7500. 

Let me call your attention, gentle
men, to the salaries that have been 
paid by this State to the judges of 
our supreme judicial court. Prior to 
1901 they received $3fiOO: in 1901 this 

,vas changed to $4000; and in 1903 
it was increased to $5000 a year, 
where it has remained e\'er since. 

Now, gentlemen, we havc always 
had the highest type of men on the 
bench of the supreme judicial court 
of Maine, and I think we all want to 
pay enough money to the judges of 
our supreme judicial court so that 
we shall continue to command the 
services of the leading' lavvyers of our 
State, It is not merely to realize the 
ambitions of the embryonic lawyers; 
it is not that; we want to be able to 
pay enough so that we can obtain 
the services of the very best lawyers 
there are in this State. I do not 
think you can get them under existing 
conditions for $5000 a year. I do 
not think there is anyone in our 
State who will regret more that this 
sl.bject has to be debated here on the 
floor of this House than the justices 
of our supreme court themselves. I 
do not understand that this proposi
tion emanated from them; it is from 
the desire to recognize ability, and I 
think in fairness to our justices that 
we ought to take this matter under 
very careful consideration, and that 
we should pay enough so that we 
can get, as I haye said before, the 
very best lawyers of our State, as we 
always have had in times past. 

The supreme judicial court of the 
State of Maine, stands pre-eminent 
among all the states of this Union, 
and the decisions which this court 
has handed down rank among the 
very best in our country. We want 
to continue that policy. ,Ve could 
not pay the justices of our supreme 
court adequately if we were to double 
Or to treble their salaries, because I 
venture to say that many of these 
men could go into private practice 
and get yery much more for their 
sen-ices than they are now receiving. 
That, however, is not the question. 
These men have to liYe and they 
have to pay their grocery bills just 
the same as everybody else; they 
have to raise their families, and this 
argument as to their ages being 60 or 
65 years, has no effect whatever; we 
have to have strong and virile men, 
and in order to get them, we must 
pay an adequate salary. 
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Now, gentlemen, let us not look at 
this from a narrow standpoint, but 
look at it from a very broad stand
point and keep in mind that it does 
not have any particular bearing on 
the other salary increase bills which 
l'ave been presented to this Legis
lature. I am as opposed as any oth
er man to any general salary in
crease, and I will fight it to the fin
ish, but I do believe this proposition 
merits your particular attention and 
stands out by itself alone. 

Mr. CROXFORD of Newport: Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
even though I myself was heartily in 
accord with increasing this salary, 
my constituents whom I represent 
are as heartily the other way. I have 
taken pains to find out how my con
stituents would have me vote upon 
this mntter, and to a man they say 
"no," and as I say, providing I was 
in favor of this bill, how can I go 
back and confront them when I have 
disregnrded what they have request
ed me to do. I am a representntive 
from a class of towns, and to be a 
true representative, I must do as my 
constituency would require of me, 
and unless a man is a true represen
tative of his people, whether State 
or National, he can never be a true 
representative. 

I am frank to confess, gentlemen, 
that I believe that this salary busi
ness here today, in the raising of the 
salaries of the justices of our supreme 
court, is the key-stone to the arch, 
and if you let that key-stone down, 
the arch falls, and where will your 
salaries go when you allow or permit 
that to be done? Sitting here day af
ter day, we have heard the clamor for 
increased salaries, and I ask you in 
all fairness, how are you gOing to act 
in regard to their requests? What are 
you going to say to them? They have 
as much right, and there is as much 
justice in their claims for increases 
as these particular gentlemen have. 
They are not provided with pensions, 
after a certain length of time, and 
they never will be. I do not know 
how it may be with other men, but I 
wish that I might myself be assured 
that I would have a pension when I 

was incapacitated for work, but I 
have no such assurance, and I have 
no assurance of what my ability will 
be in future years to earn a liveli
hood; and if we, coming here as we 
have, pledged to the people that we 
would practice economy, I ask you if 
we are practicing economy? It has 
been said here that we have to go 
out and seek for these men to fill po
sitions on the bench, but I will sub
mit to you, gentlemen of the House, 
if yoU think that you have to do 
much seeking! I think there are as 
many aspirants ns necessary for the 
position from time to time when 
there is a yacancy occurring. 

Now, the sum total of the matter is 
this: What are you going to do with 
the salaries of these men who are 
clamoring for more salary, outside of 
the justices of the supreme judicial 
court, when they come here? You 
have opened up the doors, and the 
bars are down, and they are going to 
come through, and if you are pledged 
to economy, and if you want in 1922 
to have a lot of nice propaganda you 
have got to go around and mince and 
soft pedal and tip-toe around and 
tell your people that you did this, 
that and the other, it is up to you to 
do it, but I will tell the truth. (Ap
plause). 

Mr. MURCHIE of Calais: Mr. 
Speaker, before his argument closes, 
it seems to me that it would not be 
improper for something to be said 
to the House about the reasons why 
the committee on salaries and fees 
has reported this bill in its present 
form. I am sorry the gentleman 
from Newport (Mr. Croxford) is go
ing out of the House, but I will say 
that if he had such an urgent de
mand from his constituency not to 
permit the increase in salary referred 
to in this bill, that he was very care
ful not to come before the committee 
On salaries and fees and state that 
fact. This bill, like any other bill, 
was introduced into the Legislature 
and followed its normal course. It 
was referred to a committee, by that 
committee advertised and a full hear
ing held; and I want to say to this 
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House that before that committee no 
man, woman or child from the State 
of Maine appeared in opposition to 
the bill, not to oppose any increase, 
but not eyen to oppose the salary of 
$8000 to the justices of this court. 
The committee cut the salary from 
$8000 down to $7500 and they made 
that cut not because they understood 
there was any widespread feeling in 
the State of Maine against an $8000 
salary, but because it seemed to them 
that $7500 was a proper salary for th, 
State of Maine to pay for that posi
tion. 

\Ve had before us in considering the 
measure a report showing the sala
ries of justices of courts ail O\'er this 
country, and showing the cost of 
courts in the several states of this 
l7nion, and in order that the gentle
men of this House may be fully in
formed, I want to read a few figures 
from these reports in order that they 
may understand the situation in oth
er states before voting upon this 
matter. The State of Maine stands 
forty-first in the total cost of the 
administration of justice in courts. 
The only states where the court cost 
was less than the Maine courts were 
Nf'w Hampshire, North Dakota. 
80uth Dakota, Delaware, \Vyoming, 
Arizona and Nevada, everyone of 
smaller population and with the ex
ception of the two Dakotas, states of 
very noticeably smaller population 
than that of Maine. 

Of these seven states, three now 
pay a larger salary than is paid to 
the supreme court justices of the 
State of Maine, and in one of those 
states, Wyoming, a bill is pending for 
an increase to $7500. Three states in 
the Union, smaller in size than the 
State of Maine, namely, Rhode Is
land, Montana and New Mexico, with 
a court cost yery much greater than 
that of Maine, pay a salary of $8000, 
$7500 and $6000 respectively. 

It seemed to the committee, and it 
still seems to me, and I think to the 
other members of the committee that 
the people of the State of Maine, were 
not so penurious that they would 
want economy carried to a point 

",hel'e the State of Maine should pay 
her justices any great amount less 
than is paid in states of similar size 
and similar conditions. I do not think 
the gentleman from Perham (Mr. 
Bragdon) intended in his statement 
about the resignations being equiva
lent to strikes, to intimate that there 
was any threat of strike of resigna
tion from the bench of the supreme 
iudicial court of Maine. 

As the gentleman from Carroll, 
Mr. Weatherbee, has said, the state
ment of the Chief Justtce before the 
budget committee has been read 
into the legislative record, not in 
this body, but in the other branch, 
and all the members of the Legis
lature have had an opportunity to 
read it. I do not think it would be 
possible for any man at any time to 
make a more modest and dignified 
statement than was made by Chief 
Justice Cornish before the budget 
('ommittee. Finally, I want to say 
just thiG, I had always supposed that 
the real essence of good orderly 
procedure was based in the confi
dence of the Legislature in its com
mittees. The committee on Salaries 
and Fees has considered this meas
ure carefully and well. No member 
of the Legislature before the com
mittee in open session or privately 
in the corridors of the State House, 
so far as I know, ever approached a 
member of the committee on Salaries 
and Fees and told him anything 
about opposition either on his part 
or on the part of his constituents; 
and I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the 
House may show its confidence, not 
alone in this committee, nut tn com
mittees generally, by voting down 
the motion which is before the 
House, and subsequently giving the 
bill a passage in concurrence. 

Mr. BRAGDON: Mr. SpeaKer, the 
gentleman from Portland, Mr. 
Rounds, questioned the accuracy of 
a statement made by me, and I think 
before this vote is taken, he will pre
fer to stand corrected on this matter. 

Mr. ROeNDS: Mr. Speaker, 
looking over the budget, I will say 
that I took the wrong line, and it 
was in reference to clerks that I 
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took the statement instead of jus
tices. 

Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr. 
Speaker, I regret at thIs time to feel 
that I must take part in the dis
cussion before this House on this 
question. I wish to say to the gen
tlemen of this House that I believe 
we are getting in wrong, and that 
there is a mistake, and that a mis
take was made at the beginning of 
this Legislature; it was made over 
the action of a committee. I be
lieve that the committee were hon
est in their endeavors to do What 
was right, but I believe that many 
of the members of this House have 
incorrectly construed the action of 
that committee. I have reference 
to the bill providing for an increase 
in the pay of jurors; the committee 
on legal affairs reported "ought not 
to pass" on this measure. 

r want to say at this time to the 
gentlemen of this House, that there 
are more than one committee of 
lawyers in this Legislature. There 
is a committee on Judiciary, and 
there is a committee on Legal Af
fairs, and there are lawyers on other 
committees. Do not feel, my friends, 
that this is a question of laymen 
against lawyers in this House. The 
lawyers in this House want to work 
with you, and you should want to 
work with them. Now, as I have 
said, if you have got that feeling, 
it is a mistaken feeling. That bill 
was reported back to the committee 
on legal affairs, and they have been 
talked with by other members of 
this House, and they, as I under
stand it, and I get it from some of 
them, reported this bill in here now 
as "ought to pass." Now this is not 
as a lever, my friends, for the pur
pose of getting the pay of the jus
tices increased, however much you 
may think so, and however much 
you may feel that some have been 
inconsistent. 

Now, gentlemen, in regard to that 
other bill, I feel that the pay of 
jurors should be increased at least 
$1.00 per day, and that is not suffi
cient, I firmly believe. It was the 
feeling of the Legal Affairs commit
tee, because of the fact that this 

was a bill that came over from thE 
last Legislature, and having no one 
appear before the committee either 
as proponents or opponents, that 
they wished to let the matter rest 
there, as I understand it, and for 
that reason it was reported in that 
way, "ought not to pass." It should 
pass, and I for one want to go on 
record as saying that tllls has no 
connection with this other bill rela
tive to the salary of the justices of 
our supreme court. I for one am 
willing to let each bill come into this 
House and be decided upon its own 
merits. 

It has been said here this morn
ing that we must consider the salar
ies as a whole. Is that fair? I have 
presented bills for an increase in the 
salaries of about all the officers of 
my county, and some of them have 
approached me and felt that they 
have not availed themselves of a 
glorious opportunity. Uur county 
delegation has taken care of that; 
that is a question of county concern, 
while on the other hand, tne salaries 
of the justices is a question of the 
whole State and all the CitiZens of 
the State. 

N ow, what are the facts? Is this 
bill going to be decided because of a 
feeling which may exist between the 
laymen and the lawyers? I am sure 
I do not want to approach it from 
that point of view; I want to ap
proach it from the point of view of 
a lawyer practicing in tIle courts of 
this State, and not because of any 
personal feelings or because of any 
attitude towards the court for a mo
ment, but simply because I believe 
the justices are entitIea to an in
crease in their salaries just the same 
as I believe that some other men 
have asked and are entitled to an in
crease in their salaries; and I am 
going to vote when the proper time 
comes for an increase in their salar
ies, even if I am the only man in this 
House who votes for the measure. 
Now I will say that no one in my 
locality has approached me, and 
there are no burning fires of indig
nation in my county against an in
crease in the pay of the justices of 
our supreme judicial court. 

Xow, what are the racts? 
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As it has been said here the three 
coordinate branches of government of 
this State are the Legislative, the Ex
ecutive, and the Judicial. ,\'e come 
first, my friends in the legislath'e, 
and you all know what our part in 
this great drama is. The next is the 
executive, and we all know what his 
part is, and then we come to the 
judicial department of the g'overn
ment. The judg'es who have assumed 
office, put on the robes of their high 
office, in a W[lY [lre shut out from the 
world. People cannot and do not ap
proach them as they did before the,' 
took their oath of office, [lnd '\'e 
should see to it that there be no qUES

tion of where their expenses, or 
where thcir pay shall come from. 
,Yo should sec to it that they had suf
ficient pay so that as they work along 
upon their work thcy may not feel 
th[lt the fleeting hours of the latter 
p[lrt of their lives are going' by and 
th[lt they are not properly t[lken care 
of in the way of pay. Xo\\' that is the 
wa,' I feel [lbout it. ,Yhat if we 
should have to raise the salaries of 
the judges as is proposed and as this 
commit tee has recommended ~ ,Yhat 
\yould we be doing? The,' are no,,' 
getting' $~OOO a year, $40,000 all told 
hpsirjes their expenses. If this bill 
should pass as recommended by the 
committee. they would be getting 
$60,000, an increase of $20,000. I can
not for my life see why any of us 
need feel greatly concerned abo"lt 
that. ,Ye spend $20,000 in some oth'2r 
proposition with the slightest con
cern. ,Ye spend hundreds of thou
sands of dollars by way of other ap
propriations. and in fact millions, 
without much concern, and here ,~o 

m~~ astonishment ,ve are makin.e,' a 
fig'ht on the jlidges' salaries as pro
posed. I believe that it is a condition 
this House has worked into hecflusc 
some of )'ou. my friends, feel that 
you were not treated rigllt on ,'our 
hill proposing an inrrease in pa,' for 
the jurors. Have yOu not got a mis
taken idea of the Legal Affairs com
mittee of the lawyprs on 'hat com
mittee? Xo\\' there are onl,' ten on 
the Lega.l Affairs committee, but 
there are many more law,'ers than 
that in this House. They simpl,' tool, 
that action hecause they belieyed it 
\"as right and then the,- put the 

proposition up to the House for us 
to act upon as our judgment dictated. 
Our good judgment dictated to re
commit the matter to them and now 
they have reported it back here. I 
for one am perfectly willing to con
sider each proposition on its own 
merits, but is $7500 a year out of the 
way as a salary for a supreme court 
judge in the Rtate of Maine? Is that 
out of the way? That is the CJ.ues
tion. ,Ye are living, my friends, and 
I wish to emphasize this, in different 
times today than we were a fe,,' ,'ears 
a~-o. ,\,ho stands between us? Law 
[lnd order. ,\'ho are the men \\'ho 
grace the bench and pass out in their 
cJig'nified way their rulings that gOY
ern lIS from day to day? \\'e are a 
country tha t is gro\ying very fast. 
Far diffcrent conditions occur today 
than existcd twent,'-fi"e years ago. 
In 1 ~103 the salary of judges was 
$5000. How much cloes $5000 bu,' to
day as compared with that time? 
Xow it is n.Il right to talk about a 
decrease in the cost of living. It is 
all right to say that in a short time 
\ye nre going to get along \vithout 
expending a,ny money \vhatevcr, 
hardl,'; but I fa il to sec any great 
differen ce in my grocery bill. I fa il to 
see any great difft?rcnce or decrease 
in other bills that I have to pay, and 
I think that is true of the judges. 
I hope, my friends, that YOU will not 
consider this bill as I feel it is being 
considered here. It is not a question 
of laymen against lawyers; it is a 
question of what is right; and I want 
to go 0 n record that I fa YOI' a n in
('reRse in the salaries of the judg'es of 
this Statc to the extent of $7500--not 
[In increase of that but to that total. 
TJlat is not because I am a law,'er 
hut because I feel that they ought to 
hayc it, and I am in favor of their 
having it. 

:'Ifr. MAHER of Augusta: 1\fr. 
Rpeakcr and gentlemen: Realizing 
thRt the time is rapidly moving along, 
and that you haye all heard this dis
cussed at considerable length, I shall 
refrain from adding anything par
ticular to the length of time, and per
haps nothing to the argument; but 
I have patiently listened here to the 
presentation in order to ascertain 
what the real argument against a 
unanimous budget report, supple-
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mented by a unanimous committee 
report, could be for such unprece
dented opposition, and I am frank to 
say that I am entirely disinterested 
on'the proposition from any angle of 
it, except the ang'le of a representa
tive and a servant of the people. I 
do not get the force of the last speak
er's suggestion or inference that there 
could be any friction between lawyers 
and laymen in this regard or that a 
lawyer ,,'ould have any particular 01' 
peculiar interest in this measure. It 
is not so, It might seemingly be so. 
Ccrtainly, it would not he particularly 
and peculiarly and selfishly a matter 
that would interest a lawye1' that this 
meaSU1'e should pass, because the 
Constitution of this State has wisely 
provided that no member of the Leg
islature shall be eligible to appoint
ment to any position the emolu
ments of which have been increased 
during' his term of office; so in a ce1'
tain s'ense the lawyer of ambition for 
judiCial service, if he ,,'ould look at it 
from a selfish angle, personal motives 
woul,l impel him to opposition. I do 
not believe that an:v man approaches 
this from a selfish angle. I am sure 
that my friend and associate from 
Aroostook OIl'. Bragdon) is looking 
at this thing just exactly in the spirit 
of a desire that the best in
terests of the State of Maine 
slmll be upheld; but none of us 
ha \'c a rnonopoly upon excellence of 
judgment any mOl'e than upon ex
""lkncc of motiYe and desire for 
e('onomY. Economy is an attractive 
term th'at does not always mean that 
which it is literally defined to be by 
the dictionary, The gentleman from 
Aroostook (Mr. Bragdon) who elo
quently opposed this proposition of 
an increase, by his very argument
if YOU will permit an attorney to meet 
him in argument - should have 
caused the unanimous action of this 
House to defeat his motion. Now 
e\'ery man here, whether he believes 
in that increase Or not, aside from 
the gentlemen from Aroostook (Mr. 
Bragdon), must have noted that the 
premise of his argument was that he 
himself believed that the salaries 
should be increased, and parentheti
cally, he suggested perhaps one thou-
sanel dollars a year, and he address-

es to that premise that he has given to 
this House in good faith his own 
.iudgment that the salary should be 
increased perhaps one thousand dol
lar's a year by the legislative mqtion 
to inclefinitely postpone and kill the 
whole proposition. Now, gentlemen, 
I know that he intends the fair thing 
and when he says one thousand dol
lar's a year' increase, he establishes 
at once a working basis that there 
should be some increase; and that I 
a~SLllnE' is the attitude of his constitu
E'llts that there should be some in
CH'ase, Then it comes to thc ques
tion of relativity,-how much in
enase; and you have thc committee 
J'qlOl't. suppiementing the budget re
])Ol't, and corroborated by the state
nwnt of House Chairman ::\lurchie 
lhat not a ,Yo1'd in opposition to this 
Pl'oposition was advanced, but that 
tl1(' committee of its own motion re
C~ll(,(>cl the budget recommendation five 
hnndrerl dollars per year per justice; 
so it is only a question of individual 
jllc1g'll1ent 01' the judgIllent of thE' com_ 
;nittee. So much for that. 

All discussion it seems to me has 
been morc or less aside from the 
question. =,,"ow I impugn the motives 
of no man nor do I wish my own to 
be questioned, and I wil! not favor 
here and now, nor after I go from 
these halls, anything which leads di
rectly or indirectly to the creation 
of that condition whiCh we in this 
country need to avert, to wit, a dis
position of class consciousness. Class 
consciousness, gentlemen, has pre
ceeded the chaos and confusion that 
the Old ,Yorld now trembles under, 
and class conscienceness which is the 
stone upon which the SOCialistic edi
fice is huilded has no room, ac
cording to my views in a republic of 
free men, and I do not care whether 
the class consciousness comes from 
the agitation of the 1. W, W. man, 
fl'om the agitation of the non-partisan 
league man, or from the agitation of 
a particular group of laymen against 
la,vye1's. \Ve are not here either as 
][;"men or as lawyers but we are 
hpJ'{' as the bondmen, servants and 
representatives of the people of the 

State of :\iaine, and you gentlemen 
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al'e now ~erving for the first time 
in a judicia: capacity upon judges, 1 
pI ay ,Oll, gentlemen, let the plane of 
this dis(,l1~si()n, and let the act of 
YOUI' joclg111cnt by -vote 111eaSUl'C UP TO 

;he l;l'ec'-'dent of judicial procedure, 
jwlicial (,o!l~i(lel'ati()n, and judicial lk
cision, \yhieh the Bench has given 'IS, 

XO\Y, funlw!', are tlll' saJal'les, meet 
for the position, I assnme that IS the 
prilllarr question. It: thp salal'ies al_'e 
~utficient, that is the' end of the ma l
t(,I', The g('n tleman from Aroostook 
O,l!', Bragdon) says they are not; I 
aO'I'ee with him, He says that OLe 
tl~()Usand dollars a year is enough in
cl'case; I disagree with him, ~he 
committec has recommended an m
('I case c:>f twc;nty-five hundred dollars 
a year, I agrcE' ,,-ith the c~mmittcE; 
I acquiesce, How are we gOIng to dE'
termine individuallY? Now this is a 
committee of the whole, and I do not 
know an,- better way of determining 
whethcr those salaries al'e suffiCIent 
than loy compal'ison; anc1 when you 
talk of economy anrl of the alm'm of 
the pr'opll', I regret, gentlemen, that 
thcn, ,yas one note stl'uck hel'e, This 
is llO time for the interjection of par
tisanship, This is no place, by direc
tion or indirection, to urge partisan 
pl'ocpc1ur0, and I, personally, do not 
like th"t notf', 

::\ow ,d us see how your constitu
ents are affccted by judicial expense 
in l\laine,~ancl I presume we can get 
no better authority on that subject 
than the Census reports, !'\my in the 
whole l'nited Sta t('s the expenditure 
fOI' court per c"pita was 14 ('cnts for 
the last year~14 cents and a slight 
fraction, . In Xcw England, witll its 
7,400,000 population, the pOl' capita ex
pense to the' poople of Ne,,, England 
was ~6 cents, 12 cents more than the 
gpnera1 aV0-1'ag{-\ uf thE' ",rhole country. 
Xow let us analyze :'-Jew England-H 
cents for the nation, 26 cents for New 
Englancl~and let us see how the peo
ple of :Uainf' al'e gl'oaning under thi8 
burden, 

In Connccticut the expense of the 
Sllpl'cme Court was three cents per 
capita and al] other courts 49 cents 
pel' capita, Or 52 cents, 

In Rhode 1sland, 10 cents for the 
Sllpremc Court, ;'3 CCIl ts fOI' other 
courts, 63 CClltS £01' all coul'1s per ca
pita. 

__ \Iassa('hlls('tt~, t '\VO c(,lli S f'xpense 
for the Supreme Com't, 1:; cents for 
other courts, 17 cellts £01' all (,Olnts, 

Vermont ~ little Vermont ~ with 
Whom I presume wo are able to com
pan; from a fiscal ancl fl'(lm a finan
cial angle, 11 cpnts rOl' tne t:3u
preme Court, 7L,)41 eonts for othor 
courts, a total of 82 (,l'nts pel' capita, 

="ew Hampshij'(" six ('c'nts for the 
Suprpme Court, 11 cents lor the 
othel' eourts, 17 cents per capita, 

So we ha"e thpYl1 running from 83 
cents ]lpr capita in \'PI'mont to 17 
pCI' capit" in l\lussuehnsetts and 
Ne,,- Hampshil'c, and then \\'e turn 
to ::\Iaine, t1lC last of the New Eng
land stat( s, to sop ho\\" \'"e are groan
ing und"I' the ilUnlen, l\laine's 
Supreme COllI't, nine cents per cap
ita, other COlll'tS (I,Pcause the 
SupI'eme coun dol'S the work of oth
('I' ('ourts) t,,-o c('nts pet' capita, 11 
cents, the smallest in ::'\'ew England 
HnrI the smallest in the country. 

XO\V D.l"P your people gl'oaning un
der that', Do ,'ou think they are 
going to rehuke you 1'01' an increase 
which amounts to $~O,OOO a ycar, less 
Ulall it will ('ost you to lJuild one 
mile of State-aid high,yay, and not 
use the cnst-plus system either'? 

:\'0\\' compal'e the salaries thoms
selves: In the state of f'enns,-Ivania 
and New .lel's"y $14,001), way out of 
('onsidl'ration, $13700 in New York, 
$12,000 in ;\1nssachusHts, $10,000' in 
TlIinois, $8,000 in Co!'necticut, $8,500 
in Wisconsi'1 and Ohio, $8,000 in 
Rhodc Isla'"ct California, "'Test Vir
ginia anrI Louisiana, $7,500 in "Ion
tana, ::\lissolll'i, Dcleware, Nebraska 
and }Iinrcsota, $7,000 in Michigan, 
Georgia [t'ld vVashington, $6,800 in 
::\lan-land, $6,GOO in Alahama, Texas 
ancl Mississippi, $6,000 in Indiana, 
]o\,'a, Ne.-ada, New ::\lexico, Okla
homa anc1 Kansas, $5,500 in ::'\'orth 
Dak'1ta ancl Ten'lC'ssee, $5,350 in 
Nl)dh Caroli!'a, $5,200 in Virginia 
Dnd Ol'egon, $5,000 in New Hamp
shirl', Maine, Arizona, Colorado, 
Idaho, Kentuek,-, Utall and vVyom-
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ing, C\'ow, with the exception of New 
Hampshire, the State of Maine pays 
its Supreme Court the smallest sal
ary of any state east of the Missis
sippi. 

Now, gentlemen, just a word and 
then I am done, It is not a case 
for comparison, Now what about 
the court itsclf, what about the 
\york The basic law upon which 
rests the fundamental twelve tablets 
of the Romans was "salus populi 
suprema lex"-"The safety of the 
people is thl' supreme law," Now 
you wani a Bench that not only will 
function flS it has, but will continue 
to meet conditions; and I call your 
mincls hack, gentlemen, to the opell
ing day of this auspicious and un
usual legisJaVve session, I call your 
minds back there to thc day when the 
late Chief Executive was inaugurat
ed, The Chief Executive and th .. 
former Chief Executives were here, 
with the august senatol's in front, 
t1nd poised right between the two. 
the Justices of our Supreme Court. 
It was an aUSPicious, suggestive, vis
ill Ie lesson in govel'nment in this 
very unusual and auspicious period, 
,\Ve had the Executive, the Legisla
tive, and between the two to preserve 
tlw even po:se, to give force to the 
mandates that you make under the 
direction of the Executive, those 
laws which you pass whieh are to 
safeguard the people and are the 
supreme law, Now you see the un
cel'tahty of things, That Chief 
Executiye who was with us then is a 
memory, That Bench that was there 
that day is a waiting your decision, 
They are not here as seekers, What 
if< the right and the honest and the 
fair a'1d judicial treatment? N'ow] 
will tell yon as I see it. I believe 
that the best intC'lTsts of nil the peo
ple al'(' to preserve a Judiciary and 
to insurE' a Judician' that not only 
will administer justice but will ad
minister it in such a way that 
the people fire satisfied that it is 
justin'; and you are unwittingly do
i"g om' of two things in not making 
the salary 01' compeI'sation meet to 
the position, There is no escape 
from it, You are either, as the years 
go on, tn f:1'eat,,-I do not mean im-

mediately, and address the argu
ment in all good faith-you are ei
ther going to create a .Judiciary that 
from the natural element of necessity 
will not reflect the best minds from a 
legal standpoint in your State, be
('ause lawyers al'e men, and produc
tive necessity and economie neces
sity rule an attorney the same as any 
other man, and you are either ci1'
cumscl'ibing that Bench to men who 
do not represent the best legal minds, 
or you are faCing the proposition of 
a Bench composed of men advanced 
in yeal'S \\'ho accept the appointment 
after the interests of active legal life 
have passed, men who are in a finan
cial position of independence: inde
pendent either one of t,,'o ways, ei
ther independent from accident or 
if'dependent by acquisition; and, if 
they al'e independent by accident, I 
say that we have not got to the stage 
of tre old judicial s,'stem of coun
tl'ies that have gone to decay where 
the judiciary is solely a rich man's 
prerogative, If those men are inde
pendent by financial acquisition when 
they have reached tllat age, I tPiI 
you that no man, however honest he 
may be, can disregard the environ
ment of years, and when there arise 
propositio1's of far reaching moment 
uffecting not only the present, but 
posterity, \,hen the decision upon 
those propositions tUl"lS as by a hair, 
a judge is human, and not swayed 
by a ('orrupt, venal or impropel' ('on
sidcl'ation; not for a minute do I 
mean that, but he cannot disassoci
ate the yeal's 01' his environment that 
have hl'ought him to that P01l1t, 
You either \vill mal,e a ,Tndieiary in 
the years to come that "'ill not meet 
the canditior's of \I'hat the people de
mand in the shape of best judg
ments, 01' YOll \vill mal,e a rich man's 
retreat. Xow I do 110t helieve that 
that is desired, and I do not helieve 
that yOUI' people desil'e it, I do not 
belie"e that the fathers of the boys 
111 the State of Maine desire it, I 
helie"e that the leg-al \)1'ofession is 
still a great and karned profession, 
and T do not belie"e that you want 
by an,' ill-considered action to stamp 
your approl'al upon a policy which 
means other tha'1 thai the \'el'y highest 
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judicial minds shall attain to this 
position in this State, nor do I be
lieve that that can be done on a 
salary of $3,000 a year, What is the 
attraction to the young man to enter 
that profession as contrasted with 
commerce, with industry, with ex
ploitation, with the aaventures of 
finance? There are men right in 
this House I can see whose incomes 
from their own wOI'k are far in ex
cess of $7,300 a year, I want this 
court treated today in that judicial 
and judicious way that the court 
merits, and I shall nope that you 
gcnl1emen ,,-ill give to the com
mittee report that ealIn considera
tion which it surely mcrits and 
which it absolutely aemands. (A'p
plause). 

:\11'. HIXCKLEY of i:3outh 1'ort
lanel: .:IIr, SpeakeI', I realize that 
the ltour is getting late, but I do 
want to sa,' just a few words to this 
fine body of men, e\-eryone of whom 
I I,now wants to do thc rigltt tlting 
as he sees it and as he understands 
it; and I know that you "'ill pardon 
mo if I say at this time that I have 
no,""r yet from the fioor of this 
House spoken feom a sclfish moti ';e, 
I have never yet spoken in this 
llouse unless I was sincere in the 
lllattel'S, and I nc\"e1' ,vH1. .illy oath 
of otfice will not permit me to do it. 
TlLis is a l-:icrious Blatter. The at
torneys arc, it i~ true, in favor of the 
PI'OI)Qsition. Attorney" are not al
\\"ays \vl'ong, uttol'neys are not al
wa,-s selfish; and you men lznow in 
all fait'ncss that when n great crisis 
or enlef'gcnc~~ ariRes in your to\vn 
that thel-e is no man wltose aid ill 
more (jllickly sought or who re
sponds more readily and gives of his 
tinle in t11at elnorgency than does 
the attorney. I wislt that c\-ery 
mcmber of this House understood 
and appreciated this matter as the 
attorney appreciates it, I believe 
gentiemen, that if you understood 
the matter, if you appreciated the 
situation, if you understood what 
tltc supreme court of this State real
ly is, and what it really means to 
you, there would be >t unanimous 
vote here this morning. I believe 
that if your constituents ovcr the 
State understood this matter that 

they likewise would be unanimous, 
because when the people of the State 
of Maine understand a proposition, 
their judgment is always good. 

The supreme court of the State of 
~.ral1\() foe' more than one hundred 
years has been passing upon the 
laws that this Legislature has been 
enacting. The Constitution of the 
State of Maine is the bulwark of the 
State, and every law that is passed 
by this body is sooner or later 
passed upon by the great supreme 
court in the State of Maine. 'I'hey 
are obliged not only to take our 
Statute law, but to go back to the 
laws that ha\'e conle down in the 
opinions of the justices of the past 
fronl :i'.lassachusetts, back into Eng
land and back to the old Roman law. 
\Ve have all been proud of the su
preme court of the State of l\Iaine, 
ancl the opinions and decisions of 
tltis court are held in as high esteem 
alt(l as high regard as the opinions 
of any court in this world. 

Now, genti81nen, what it, the su
preme court'? It is that body of men 
tllat has in its hands your property, 
lll~' property, every dollar of prop
erty in the entire State. It is that 
gTeat body of Illen that stands be
t\Y8l'1l your l"ight.s and n1Y rights. It 
is that body of Illelt that protects 
lifc itself; and in these days, gentle
men, wlten the world is so upset, 
wlIen unrest is apparent everywhere, 
when anxiety hi in the breast of 
every thinking human being, is it not 
time to retain a court of the high
est caliber to stand between us and 
the laws which we have made? And, 
gentlcmen, think of it from a mone
tary standpoint. After tltinking 
what it is, be honest with yourselves 
and realize this, that this great su
preme court that has your very fu
turc and the future of every person 
ltere and in this State in its hands, 
is getting in salaries and total ex
penses each year loss than what it 
costs to build one mile of highway. 
It is a shame and a disgrace, and I 
cannot conceive of any man saying 
that his constituents are apPalled to 
it when an increase is being asked 
here of $20,000 a year that will build 
loss than half a mile of highway in 
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the State, as did the thousand 
patriotic business men, and they 
gave their time at $1.00 a year. Do 
you begrudge that to these men, 
these men who responded to the call, 
and very few lawyers when the call 
comes,-not for salaries that is not 
it, but they respond as did the 
thousands of patriotic business men 
during the great war that we have 
just passed through,-they respond
ed and they gave their time at $1.00 
a year, and these men responded. 
Now, gentlemen, are you not willing 
to pay these men enough so that 
they can maintain the dignity of 
their position? Are you not going 
to pay them enough so that they 
can live in that dignity and manner 
that you require? Are you not go
ing to pay them enough so that they 
can educate their children in the 
manner that is expected of them, 
and required of them? I cannot 
conceive of it. Men, do not be fools 
by thinking that your constituents 
are against it. Your constituents, 
the people of the entire State of 
Maine, are against extravagance. 
They are against a general increase 
in salaries. I am opposed to it and 
you will find before you get through 
here that I am sincere in this; but, 
men, these judges of the supreme 
court for 17 years have received this 
same salary. Every man knows they 
are entitled to more; there cannot 
be any argument against it. You 
know that they cannot live and keep 
up appearances as they should on 
that. The doors are closed and that 
is not always understood. The doors 
of their offices are closed when they 
go on the Bench. They cannot take 
retainers, they cannot give advice. 
They are there to administer your 
rights and my rights and to protect 
them all the way througn. 

I certainly hope that this House 
will be big and broad and do the right 
thing in this matter and vote against 
this proposition to indefinitely post
pone, and then pass this matter along 
and enact it into law, as you men 
know you should do. (Applause). 

Mr. BRE\VSTER of Portland: Mr. 
Speaker, I feel that the House will 
perhaps agree that the committee on 
Legal Affairs is entitled to three or 

four minutes of your tilne inasn1uch 
as the gentleman from Perham, Mr. 
Bragdon, has intimated that we have 
performed a 1I0liticai somersault, and 
even Mr. Buzzell of Belfast could not 
characterize it much better than a 
rather late repentance. As a conse
quence, I think it is fair to the com
mittee and to the different members 
of the committee that their action 
should be plainly understorod. I do not 
see that it has any special relation to 
the matter under consideration, but ap
parently it has operated in the minds 
of some of the members that in some 
\vay the :'3alaries of our ,iustices and 
our action in relation tlH."reto was to 
make it with the action of the com
mittee On Legal Affair~ in relation to 
the fees of jurors. Mind you, it was 
not what the fees should be but what 
the Legal Affairs made a report upon. 
It has for, I think, some 500 veal'S 
at least been a matter of record'that 
there is more or less opposition against 
the lawyers. One certain Mr. \Vatts 
started a rebellion in England and 
his first propOSition was "Let's kill 
the lawyers," and from that time as 
the years have gone on there has been 
more or less criticism of both the 
Bench and Bar which we all run into 
from time to time. I want to tell you 
just one story which illustrates the 
only reply that we have been able to 
make to that criticism of the profes
sion to which I am proud to belong. 
David Harum told us: "You shall 
have an honest hoss race when you 
have an honest human race," and so 
I have always said yOU will have all 
honest lawyers when you have all 
honest clients. The average of human 
nature does not differ within the pro
fession and without. I hold no brief 
for myself or my profession. but I do 
say that we SImply average as well 
as others. Many times I have seen 
attorneys resist the importunities of 
their Clients; perhaps yOU have seen 
them yield. But. coming back to the 
Legal Affairs, lawyers have faults like 
otller 111en, and so "\yhen this bill came 
into the Legal Affairs C0111l11ittee it 
took its course. In the first place you 
all know that there seems to be a 
sense of pressure in Our business for 
all of us. \Ve all have a great many 
people pressing upon us with one 
thing and another and matters do not 
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ahvays get the consideration to "which 
they aI'e entitled. Every ol1e of us 
has heen obliged to dismiss some 
rJroposition that canle befol'E' you 
without giving it the time that it 
needed. Secondly, this bill came ov.,,· 
from the last Legislature as has been 
said, and I wish you would all turn 
over in your 11lind.3 that proposition 
and see if you can discover '~NitILn 

your recollection of legislative affairs 
a bill referred from a previous Leg
islature about 'which anything has 
ev("r been done. I have no recolle.:~

tion of one. It is a comrl1on and a 
polite way of disposing of a matt(>r. 
So that came to us in tllat way. In 
the next place the hearing was dul,' 
advertised and lwld. ;"\'0 one appearE·d 
at the time it was called. I believe. 
as the result of a page being sent out, 
the gentleman from Perham. Mr. 
Bragdon, appeared before the conllni'> 
tee tllat afternoon and spoke in favor 
of the bill, but not with the eloquence 
which \ve have Reen here today; not 
\vith t118 earnestness \yhi\~h \\'e k}lOW 
he possesses. In fact, thp onl,' propo
sition v{i1ich sticks in 111Y 111ino which 
he presented was that ~e attended as a 
juror a ternl of court in Caribou Ja:..;t 
year. I believe. and that it cost him 
$26 dollars a week, if I rememher ('01'

rectly, for his board; and that is one 
of the reasons that he mentioned. Tlte 
cOlnmittee discussed the 111attpl'. Scnne 
of the members of the committee felt 
that something should be done: otlWI'S 
felt that if there was no reason for 
action (wo years ago, when the peak 
of prices had nearly been reache,l, 
there was no reason for action at th:s 
ti1118 \\~hen Dlatters \yere Vel'y 11luch 
changed. However, I do not think it 
received in committee the considera
tion to which it was entitled. The re
port came in here and the minute it 
struck this I-IousC', we knew some
thing had happened. It was very C'"i
dent that there was a substantial feel
ing on the part of the members of this 
House that something should be done 
on that matter. It may seem that the 
desire of individual members of this 
Legislature does not bear upon the de
sirability of legislation. 'Ve all Im0v{, 
however, as a matter of fact that it· 
does and that we all consider it. I du 
not know why this was referred to L(,
gal Affairs. A lawyer is peculiarly 

disqualified from considering (his 
proposition from an academic stand
pOint. A lawyer takes the judicia~ 
standpoint. First, where did the bill 
come from? What were the conditions 
then? Secondly, what is the evidence 
before him, and there was very little 
evidence presented and the matter got. 
a more brief consideration than it de
ser"c,d, and it was evident after the 
committee saw the sense of this House 
that they had to reconsidC'r their ac
tion; and, remember, that that was at 
a tilne \vhen there was no motion on 
the part of anyone that there was to, 
be any issue whatever of the salaries 
of the justices. The matter was cer
tainly settled in the minds of the com
mitt·", at that time, and two or three 
attorneys in this House, not members 
of the committee, immediately advanc
ed that view. So I would not want you 
to think that all lawyers even in this 
House were in the same class of do
ing an injustice on that proposition. 
So it was the unanimous opinion of 
the committee shortly after that that 
it should go back and be sent in with 
the n's1. The matter simply was ta
bled without anyone taking any spe
cial concern regarding it. That is the 
whole awful story and I will not take 
any more of your time; but I felt 
that the committee on Legal Affairs 
was entitled to that statement in the 
record, of the poor, bald truth how
e\"('r unpleasant it may seem; and I 
will simply close by saying that all 
that I have said in my judgment has 
nothing whatevcr to do with the pro
position before the House, (Laughter 
and applause), so when you gentle
men comc to vote I hope you will 
vote from the question of the sala
ries of the Justices of the Supreme 
Judicial Court. I thank you. (Ap
plause). 

JUl'. McILHERON of Lewiston: Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen of the House: 
I have listened very attentively to the 
discussion bcfore the House and I be
lieve that you should vote on this 
matter as individuals representing 
your own community. You are sent 
here by the people and vote on this 
question for the people. We may aP
pear to be in legal slavery here in the 
House, but we do not want to drive 
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our constituents into legal sla ,·ery. 
We form our own judgment by our 
own obseryation; and, talking about 
lawyers. they should be eliminated 
from this question altogether. I 
brought a matter before the Judi
ciary committee composed of ten law
yers. Nobody appeared against it, 
but they brought in a report that it 
ought not to pass, and you all know 
what that bill was. It was a law 
that was in conflict with thp diYine 
law, but they brought in a r"port 
ought not to pass. Now, I think that 
this matter that is before the House 
at the prespnt time of increasing the 
judges' salaries should not be consid
ereel. A ehain is just as strong as its 
weakest link and that State may be 
compal'ed in the same manner. It is 
just as strong as its weakest citizen. 
I know men "'ho are bringing up 
large families whosp pay has been 
cut fifty pel' cent. within the last six 
months. Are we haYing a lot of elo
quenee in behalf of those men who 
ha ye got the great responsibilit" be
fm'" God of pj'oviding for large fami
lies, and do we hear great oratory and 
great pleas for them! Do you hoar 
men come in hero and tell about the 
men who go out in the Yirgin forest, 
with the brawn and muscle, and pro
duce wealth for this State? Do we 
hear any great eloquence in their be
half? Do we hear any great e,o
quence for the men who go into the 
shops and the mills and produce the 
wefllth that the people of the Su
prome Dench also enjoY,-some of the 
luxuries that they produce? vVe do 
not hear ~ny great eloquence for 
them. Gentlemen, vote justly; yote 
fairly because the tax will come from 
those poor people to pay the in
creased salaries, if you increase the 
salaries of the judges. Let us not 
imagine that there is such a halo of 
justice surrounding the Supl'eme 
Bench. I want to giYe credit where 
credit is due. I have come in contact 
with men who disgrace the offices 
that they should adorn, and I will 
not stand here and vote to take mon
ey out of the poor man's pocket and 
enrich the man that is enriched with 
such a beautiful mind, and that we 

ha \'e got to throw a halo around ane 
look up to him as though it was a 
divine right that we were giYing ado
]'ation to. Gentlemen, I hope you will 
"ote unclerstandingly on this ques
tion and that Mr. Bragdon's motion 
,Yll! prevail. 

:\11'. 'WOODRUFF of Brunswick: 
::\lr. Speaker, I do not wish unneces
saril,' to prolong this discussion. I 
was convinced before I heard the 
eloquence .)f this morning that the 
salaries of the justices of the supreme 
court ought to be increased; but 
there are other salaries that ought 
equally to be increased. Economy 
has b('('n spoken of here as an elastic 
term; and whatever way we may de
fine it, there is something that is 
more important than econom,'. Fair
ness and jlmtice and the vital "'e!fare 
of the State of ::\1aine are more im
pOl·tant than dollars and cents. I ~d
vocate a thorough discussion of this 
question on the ground that was 
bl'ought forward by the gcntleman 
from Perham, 1\11'. Bragdon. I think 
the whole question of salaries ought 
to be taken into full and fair consider
ation. sufficient study being given to 
it so that the whole range of salaries 
can be propprly adjusted; and on that 
ground I object to the immediate 
passag'e of this bill to increase the 
salaries of the justices of the supreme 
court. 

]\II'. PEHKINS of Orono: ]\Ir. 
Speakc'!', I think it is time that every 
man in this House should l;;now jnst 
how he is going to Yote, and I move 
for the question. 

The SPEAKER: The previous 
question is called for. All those who 
are in favor of ordering the previous 
Cjuestion will rise. 

A sufficient number having arisen 
the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: A sufficient num
ber having arisen, the previous ques
tion is ordered and the question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Perham, ::\Tr. Dragdon, to indefinitely 
postpone the bill. The yeas and nays 
have been asked for. Those who are 
in favor of voting by means of the 
yeas and nays will rise. 

A sufficient number having arisen, 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The SPEAKEH: 'rhe members of 
the House will assume their seats as 
required by the rules and anS'YCI' to 
the call by the Clerk. The questIOn 
shall the ::'ill be indefinite!," post
lJoned? "' yea vote is against the bill: 
a nay vote is in fayor of it. 

Mr. D[~AGDON of Perham: ::\Ir. 
Speaker, I am afraid that the mem
bers do not yet understand. 

The SPEAKETI: I have no doubt 
the gentleman is correct. The Chair 
will state it again. The question is 
not a yea and nay vote on the bill, 
the question is a yea and nay vote on 
the motion to indefinitely postpone. 
A yea vote indefinitely postpones, and 
is against the bill; ana,' yote does 
not indefinitely postpone and is not 
against the bill. The Clerk will call 
the roIL 

YEA--A(lrul1s, _-\udihert. AU'-illll, j;al'
IH'Y, Lkan. UdnlOl't-', HelliyE'cl.u. HlcuJ('il
aI'el, U(,othby, Uragdon of P('rhalll. 
Hl'ew~tel' of Orland. <-- 'halnHT;-';, C'halll
lWl'lalll. CI1:-tIHller. C'ha<.;,e, Ch('lTY. Co
llc-tnt, Crahtree. Crafts. Croxford, l>aigle. 
l)aill. Dayis. Downing, r:h)\Yll~. D()~Tlp. 
llLllllling. ElInore, Elnpl':,>T, Finni'1!. 
Gag-nt', Ci-ipson. Harrin1811, Ha~·('.'-i, I-Ipa1. 
Ju. dan, Kilnl'tll. J.al'l'ab('e. Le.igl1tllll. 
L()\ye, ~\laill, l\Ia::wll, ~rasse, ~Ic(~lallf-
lin, ~Ic lIller-un, 11oCHly. l\l~Ticl\, ~'a-
deau, ~('\\'Cdlllh of Fcal'tlol'O, -=--:t-""\'-
cOlnl) of ~l'\\"l)Ul go, XiC'kel':-;~ 11, 0'( '(\n
nell, Onlll1, P;l..ti('-]-·sl)ll. Pf'nbody. 1)\-<1:-;

let::'. 1'('11111'11, i'erkills, Phillips 01" ('1'

ringtdll, n_t'pd, RollE:'l t~ o( \~illn11l<.-n-f"1l, 

H"ol)el'1'"~ of L."lnan, Rogers of RockLl.l'(l" 
~<lw\"er. ~nlitll of \\~aterlJol'o. Smith of 
LlFll()\\', ~nilH:>. ~peal' o[ Linlt'st01li', 
~lH::'(ll' of [{j,cl-::port, RtoI',\', Twomh;.\", 
\T'lrI1e.\- of \\Ti1\(l' anI. \Ye"ttlF'l'i--'f'p, 
'Yeek ... ; or l>l"i.:'sd('ll. \\TC'llt\ynrth. \Yig·llt. 
\\Tilliall1s, \\'illtc]', '\~ithanl, \\·()tICl. 
\\~o(J(ll'uff -S:i. 

~~\ Y--Ua1-:: t--'l', BarneN, Barwise. Hl"ag
don of \\'('sthrook, I1rewstel" of ll,l},t
j-and, Buzzell, Carroll, Carney. (;a~~t::, 
('hadhoul'llP. C181'1(e, C'ol'dwel1. (\)1(-'. 
Crall1. I)odge, Eastnlall, FarllsWtl}·th. 
G l.rdinp1". U-el'l'isll. (;l'anvillp. H,Ul1-
111ond, Hincl.;:ley, ITo(lg"ldns, Holh'Y, 
Houghton, I-Illllton, Lander~. LU(llH:'S. 
J.\Jahpl·, :\'Taxwell. =_Hul'chii.', )"Iul'l'ty, 
()w("n. Phillips (,f Bar Harbor. Ulnm
]Ylel'. Hick('!', Round~. ~lnall, ~ll1ith of 
~kowheg;all. 'l-'ilden. Thol11<l"":: of C'hE:-:
t(,l'\-illp, TllOlll'lR of South I'Ul"tLlll(1. 
Towne. TrefetlH'n, ,Tarne .\" of JOIH'~
boro. Yi Ie..;;;, \\~ads\\'orth, "\Yal'l'i-'ll. 
'Y'~eks or Fairfield, \\~il1an1. \\·il....:()ll, 
'\·ing-"O. 
An~EXT-'\tlH"rt()n, Bartlett, Dt:,nn. 

Bennett, Bl"Rg"c1on o[ F'rallklin. Bro\\"n. 
Burns. Fa~"an. Forhes. Huss('~·. K:1l's
"'~'ll, ::\lol'l1eau. Poon-". Porter. R(lg't.'l's 
of Jonesport, Savage, Teague. \\"a~h
l)llJ'n, ,Yi:-;Pll1'.\1l--1 ~ 

Spf':lkel', r \"ish to change my vote 
j 1'0 III no to yes, 

1\11". ::\lURCHIE of Calais: 1 wish to 
change my vote from no to yes. 

The Sl'l'JAKl'JR: One hun,ln,d and 
thin~"-three having voted, 83 in the 
affinnatlve of the proposition and 50 
III the negative, the motion to in
ucfinitely postpone pl'evails. 

;\IL IIlURCHIE of Calais. Mr. 
Speakel', I move that we reconsider 
the '"ote whel'eby we voted to in
definitely postpone this measure, and 
[ ,,"ant to say one word in explana
tion befo1'e the vote is taken. I un
([prstood from the opening statemelJt 
made by the gentleman from Perham, 
l\IL Bragdon, that those who are op
)Jost',l to the bill recognize that the 
salan" is insufficient, and that some 
inel'easc' should be made - perhaps 
not at this session, but in any event 
11," a l'eCESS eommittee reporting to a 
special session of this Legislature if 
one is held. If this bill is reported 
"ought not to pass" or is indefinite
ly pI>stponed, I understand that that 
\\'ill hal' action not onl,' at the pres
(,lit session, but at any special ses
sion or this Legislature; and I make 
tlw motion oC re('onsid"ration in or
riel' that the matter may be recom
mitte,,] to the committee on Salaries 
and Fees, and that that committee 
may ha "t' an opportunity to get 
,,"hat Ivas not granted to them at the 
heat'ing-, a very fair idea of the sense 
oj' the LcgislDture as to what the sal
arips SllOUld he. 

~II·. BRAGDO~ of Perham: 1\1r. 
Speakel', I am willing to do every
thing that is fair in this matter, hut 
it spems to me tllat the result can be 
accomplished in another way. No 
doubt the Senate will refuse to con
elll' in our action and the Conference 
(,OInmittpe will be appointed, and I 
thil'k that the matteI' can be arranged 
at that time as well as any other. 
Therefol'e, 1 hope that the motion to 
reconsider will not prevaiL 

The Sl'l'JAKER: ::\11', ::\lurchie of 
Calais moYes that the House now 
reconsider its action \,"hereby the bill 
'''as indefinitely postponed. Th0se in 
1"a,'OI' will say, aye, contrary minded 

'fI'. CARNEY or Xe,ycastle: 1\11'. no. 
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A viva voce vote being taken, the 
motion to reconsider was lost. 

On motion by Mr. Buzzell of Bel
fast it was voted to take from the 
table, report of the committee on 
towns on Bill "An Act relating to 
Kendall's Mills Village Corporation," 
which ~was tabled by that gentleman, 
February 28, pending acceptance of 

the report of the committee, and the 
report of the committee was "ought 
to pass;" and on further motion by 
the same gentleman, the report was 
accepted. 

On motion by Mr. Thomas Df So. 
Portland, 

Adjourned until 10 o'clock tomor-
1'0'\- morning. 




