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HOUSE

Friday, March 29, 1935.

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

Prayer by the Rev. A. W. Brown
of Gardiner.

Journal of the previous -session
read and approved.

Papers from the Senate disposed
of in concurrence.

Senate Bills in First Reading

S. P. 691, L. D. 853: Resolve ap-
propriating money t0 pay pauper
claims heretofore approved by the
committee on Claims.

S. P. 409, L. D. 526: Resolve in
favor of the Maine Guide’s Associa-
tion.

From the Senate: Majority report
of the committee on Inland Fish-
eries and Game reporting ought to
pass on bill an act relative to resi-
dent fishing and hunting licenses
(S. P. No. 132) (L. D. No. 79)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. Burns of Aroostook, Bart-
lett of Oxford, Schnurle of Cumber-
land—of the Senate. MacKenzie of
Jackman, Burgess of Rumford,
Hescock of Monson, Davis of New-
field—of the House.

Minority report of same Com-
mittee reporting ought not to pass
on same bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. Thompson of Chelsea,
Ryder of Orrington, Sprague of
Qakfield—of the House.

Comes from the Senate majority
report accepted and the bill passed
to be engrossed.

In the House:

Mr. DAVIS of Newfield: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House
concur with the Senate in the ac-
ceptance of the majority report.

Mr. CLARKE of Cooper: Mr.
Speaker, if it is in order and as
this bill is quite an important one,
and as the question of constitution-
ality is involved in it, which some
of the brightest legal minds in the
House are divided upon, I move
that it lie on the table until Tues-
day of next week, pending the mo-
tion of Mr. Davis to concur.

A viva voce vote being doubted,

A division of the House was had,

699

Sixty-one voting in the affirma-
tive and 44 in the negative, the
motion prevailed, and the bill and
reports were tabled, pending the
motion of Mr. Davis of Newfield to

accept the majority report, and
specially assigned for Tuesday,
April 2,

From the Senate: Report of the
committee on Legal Affairs report-
ing ought not to pass on bill an act
relating to State Planning and De-
velopment (H. P. No. 1331)( L. D.
No. 539) which was accepted in the
House on March 20th.

Comes from the Senate recom-
mitted in non-concurrence.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Burnham of Kittery, a viva voce
vote being taken, that body voted
to recede and concur with the Sen-
ate in the recommitment of this bill.

From the Senate: Bill an act rela-
tive to the countersignature of all
insurance policies and bonds (H. P.
No. 206) (1. D. No. 66) on which the
House accepted the report of the
committee on Mercantile Affairs
and Insurance reporting a new draft
(H. P. No. 1751) (L. D. No. 768), on
March 15th and passed the new
draft to be engrossed as amended
b{f tHouse Amendment A on March
21st.

Comes from the Senate with the
report and bill indefinitely post-
poned in non-concurrence.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Ellis of Rangeley that body voted to
recede and concur with the Senate
in the indefinite postponement of
the bill and report.

From the Senate: Bill an act re-
lating to the procurement of medi-
cal services, physicians and surgeons
for injured employees under the
Workmen’s Compensation Act (H. P.
No. 200) (L. D. No. 69) on which the
House accepted the minority report
of the committee on Judiciary re-
porting a new draft (H. P. No. 1647)
(L. D. No. 725) on March 19th and
passed the new draft to be engrossed
on March 26th.

Comes from the Senate with the
majority report of the committee
reporting ought not to pass accept-
ed in non-concurrence.

In the House:

Mr. HILL of South Portland: Mr,
Speaker, recognizing the futility of
appointing a committee of Confer-
ence in this particular instance to-
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confer with what the gentleman
from Cooper (Mr. Clarke) would call
“gnother body,” and what a Te-
nowned member of the Eighty-sixth
Legislature would term “the slaugh-
ter house at the other end of the
building,” I move that the House
adhere. .

The motion prevailed.

The following petitions were re-
ceived and upon recommendation of
the committee on Reference of Bills
were referred as follows:

Education

Petition of Estelle M. Gregory and
64 others in favor of L. D. No. 56,
relating to educational program (H.
P. No. 1822) (Presented by Mr. Doyle
of Caribow)

Placed on File

Petition of Harry P. True of New
Gloucester, and 25 others in favor
of L. D. 420, relating to farm roads
(H. P. No. 1824) (Presented by Mr.
Roach of New Gloucester)

Reports of Committees

Mr. Clark from the Committee on
Aeronautics and Radio Control re-
ported ought not to pass on bill an
act providing for the regulation of
aeronautics within this State (H. P.
No. 1242) (L. D. No. 602)

Mr. Hescock from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game re-
ported same on bill an act relating
to trapping in Aroostook and Pis-
cataquis Counties (H. P. No. 71D
(L. D. No. 276)

Mr. Ryder from same Committee
reported’ same on bill an act re-
lating to trapping in Washington
and Hancock Counties (H. P. No.
139) (L. D. No. 41)

(Tabled by Mr. Drisko of Jones-
boro, pending acceptance of report,
and specially assigned for tomorrow
morning) .

Mr. Sprague from same Commit-
tee reported same on hill an act
relating to muskrat season in north-
ern counties (H. P. No. 1310) (L.
D. No. 537) .

Mr. Davis from same Committee
reported same on bill an act re-
lating to trapping in Cumberland
and Vork Counties (H. P. No. 774)
(L. D. No. 273)

Mr. Thompson from same Com-
mittee reported same on bill an act
relating to hunting foxes in Frank-
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lin County (H. P. No. 691) (L. D.
No. 229)

Mr. Pike from the Committee on
Ways and Bridges reported same
on resolve in favor of a highway
from Bangor to Rockland (H. P.
No. 55)

Mr. Worthen from same Com-
mittee reported same on bill an act
relating to the Hancock-Sullivan
%I%i;ige (H. P. No. 1116) (L. D. No.

Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr.
Speaker, T move that we substitute
the bill for the report for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment.

The motion prevailed, and under
suspension of the rules the bill had
its two several readings.

Thereupon Mr. Noyes offered
House Amendment A and moved
its adoption as follows:

House Amendment A to H. P, 1116,
L. D. 307, entitled an act relating
to the Hancock-Sullivan Bridge.

Amend said bill by striking out

thekwords “and the county of Han-
cock.”
. Further amend said bill by strik-
ing out the period at the end there-
of, and by adding thereto the fol-
lowing words: ‘from the general
highway fund.

Mr. MACE of Augusta: Mr. Speak-
er, I had the honor of representing
the class towns where this bridge
is located in the Legislature of 1911.
The upkeep of that bridge has be-
come a tremendous burden to those
towns. The “blow” of 1929 has swept
through those class towns as it did
through all other parts of Maine.
It is a tremendous burden. Their
industries are gone; their granite
industry in Sullivan is no more.
The State of Maine maintains the
upkeep of every other bridge of
like nature in this State. Why
should you impose such a burden
upon those people who are not able
to_bear it? I hope the amendment
will be adopted.

Mr. YOUNG of York: Mr. Speaker,
I feel that I should defend the
position of the Ways and Bridges
committee on this particular bill.
Legislative Document 307 calls for
the State to take over the bonds
that are now due or will become
due on the Hancock-Sullivan bridge.
The amendment, as I understand
it—if I understand it correctly—
provides that the State will just
assume bonds that the towns owe,
and that money is to be taken from
the general fund or the general
highway fund.
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Now the general highway fund,
I think, is really misunderstood by
a lot of people. That money, in-
stead of coming from what you
would call the general highway
fund, would have to come from
maintenance, and maintenance
alone now is short nearly $900,000.

I would like to see the State as-
sume the debts of those towns; I
would like to help those people out;
I would like to help anyone out or
any town, but the Ways and
Bridges committee felt that if they
allowed this bill to pass, it was
simply letting the bars down for
other towns and other bridge dis-
tricts that are practically in the
same position as this bridge district
mentioned in Legislative Document
3017.

At the hearing on this bill I
heard_the evidence in favor of it,
and I marked that in my book
“ought to pass,” but when I begun
the check-up later of similar situa-
tions all over the State, I felt that
we would simply be opening things
up for every other bridge district
and every other town which hag
built a bridge and owes for it, and
the State has taken over the main-
tenance of it, they could come in
and say: “Here, you took over the
Hancock-Sullivan bridge, and why
shouldn’t you take over ours?”

Right in my own town we built a
bridge a year ago on the State road.
Two years from now I would look
foolish, wouldn’t I, if I came down
here and put in an order or bill for
the State to take over bonds that
are due on my bridge? I think it is
the same all over the State. I realize
the situation and I am sorry if they
are in that position; but I do not
feel that the State of Maine should
take over every bridge situated on a
State road on which a town owes
money; at least I do not so feel at
this time.

Mr. SCATES of Wesbrook: Mr.
Speaker, I dislike very much to dis-
agree with my friend from Augusta
(Mr. Mace) but I must, for this rea-
son: This bill is opening a gate to
a road which no man knows where
it may lead nor how much it will
cost the State. If we even pass the
amendment as proposed, there is no
reason why the city of Portland,
with two bridges built under a dis-
trict act, should not come in here
and ask the Legislature to assume
the bonds, amounting originally to
some two million dollars. How much
has been paid on them since, I know
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not, At that rate they would have
that precedent. If you are going to
have the State assume the bridge
district bond of one district you
must all of them, and as a result
no man knows how much the State
will be involved in the future.

Another question! I notice that
amendment says that the money
shall come out of the State Highway
fund. Everybody seems to want to
dip into that. Now what condition
is that State Highway fund in to-
day? The Highway Commission tell
us that to properly maintain the
roads already constructed they
should have $3,400,000. The most
that the committee on Ways and
Bridges can assign to imaintenance
is $2,400,000, and this money would
come out of that fund. Now if you
are not going to maintain the roads
that are already built or that you
intend to build in the future for
God’s sake don’t build them.

Mr. NOYES of Pranklin: Mr.
Speaker, apparently all I need is a
gun and a mask to rise to the un-
coveted position of Public Enemy
No. 1. I would like to say just a
word in defense of this Bridge Dis-
trict which I represent. This district
was formed in 1921 for the purpose
of building a bridge in Hancock
county. That bridge is more than a
quarter of a mile in length. At the
time that bridge was built, it was on
a public road. That, today, is a Fed-
eral highway. These towns,

as you
have already heard, like a good
many other towns in Maine, are

laboring under constantly diminish-
Ing revenue. Their property valua-
tion is decreasing, their industries
are dead. The granite quarries in
Sullivan are still. The fishermen at
Winter Harbor and Gouldsboro
come home with pennies in their
pockets instead of dollars. Perhaps
they will find, when they get home,
the tax collector waiting for his six
dollar poll tax,—six dollars which
is needed to buy bread for his chil-
dren; but the tax collector insists
that the money must be paid while
the trucks and automobiles from
California are passing over the Han-
cock-Sullivan bridge in ever in-
increasing numbers. Not only has
there been a change in the economic
condition of these towns since this
bridge was built, but there has been
a marked increase in the amount of
taxes to support the highways.
I refer to the gas tax which was
inaugurated in 1923 — two
years after that Bridge District was
formed. Everybody knows that
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the gas tax is a just one. It puts
into practice the theory that the
users of the highway shall bear the
burden of its cost, and, unlike the
bridges built in Portland, which were
built for the use of a population of
approximately 70,000 souls, this
bridge was built for a population of
less than 1,500 between the two
towns. I will say that these towns
have paid $48,000 in principal into
this bridge in addition to $30,000 in
interest, and we say that we have
paid enough. In view of the fact
that the State has seen fit to take
over bridges on other Federal high-
ways and further in view of the fact
that a bridge built on Federal high-
ways does not cost the town where
built a nickel, is this Legislature go-
ing to penalize any community for
building a bridge ten years too early,
particularly in view of the fact that
that bridge would not have been
built had we not built it. I say to
you, ladies and gentlemen, that your
vote will be interpreted in just one
of two ways, either playing the part
of Shylock and demanding your
pound of flesh or letting justice come
into this House.

Mr. SCATES: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask the gentleman one
question.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
frorn Westbrook (Mr. Scates) de-
sires to ask the gentleman from
Franklin (Mr. Noyes) a gquestion,
which he may answer if he wishes.

Mr. SCATES: Would the gentle-
man be in favor of the State taking
over the bonds of the two bridges
built in the city of Portland?

Mr. NOYES: The situation in
Portland is a whole lot different and
is not parallel to the situation in
these small towns that I represent.

Mr, DEVEREUX of Penobscot: Mr.
Speaker, perhaps it would be well to
name the towns that are included
in this Bridge District. They are the
towns of Hancock, Sullivan, Goulds-
boro, Sorrento and Winter Harbor.

Now the bill in its original draft
calls for the State to take over bonds
amounting to $104,000, and under
the amendment which Mr. Noyes
has presented this morning it asks
that the State take over the towns’
part of these bonds. I am making
this statement so there may be no
misunderstanding. Now the towns’
part of these bonds—these are all
due in the next eight years—will be
$4,000 a year or $32,000.

Now the town of Hancock has no

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MARCH 29, 1935

industries whatsoever. The town of
Sullivan has no industry. Goulds-
boro is in the same situation with
the exception of a little summer bus-
iness. Sorrento has a small summer
business as well as Winter Harbor.
The industries that were thriving
at the time this bridge was built,
including the granite industry, are
all gone and probably will never re-
turn. In rising I wish to just let
the Legislature know that I wish to
support the remarks and the motion
of the gentleman from Franklin, Mr.
Noyes.

Mr. WORTHEN of Corinth: Mr.
Speaker, is there a pending motion?

The SPEAKER: There is a pend-
ing motion on the adoption of House
Amendment A to H, P, 1116, L. D.
307. Is the House ready for the
question?

Mr, SCATES: Mr.
would ask for a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Westbrook, Mr. Scates, has
asked for a division. Is the House
ready for the question? All those
in favor of the motion of the gentle-
man from Franklin, Mr. Noyes, on
the adoption of House Amendment
A to an act relating to the Hancock-
Sullivan bridge, H. P. 1116, L. D, 307,
will rise and stand in their places
until counted and the monitors make
and return the count.

A division of the House was had.

Seventy-nine having voted in the
affirmative and 37 in the negative,
the motion prevailed; and on fur-
ther motion by the gentleman from
Franklin, Mr. Noyes, and under sus-
pension of the rules, the bill was
given its third reading and passed
to be engrossed, as amended.

Speaker, I

Reports of Committees—Continued

Mr. Campbell from same Com-
mittee reported same on resolve
designating No. 1-A highway as a
State highway (H. P. No. 1092)

Mr. Graves from same Committee
reported same on bill an act to ac-
quire the American portion of the
International Bridge at Baring in
Washington County, and to provide
for its maintenance (H. P. No. 218)

Mr. Ellis from same Committee
reported same on resolve in favor
of the completion of Route 7 from
Brooks to Belfast (H. P. No. 914)

(Tabled by Mr. Payson of Brooks,
pending acceptance of report)

Mr. Jacobson from the Commit-
tee on Judiciary reported same on
bill an act relating to registration
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of pleasure cars by paupers (H. P.
No. 1135) (L. D. No. 360)

Reports read and accepted and
sent up for concurrence.

Mr. Burgess from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
bill an act relating to Game Pre-
serves at Back Bay, Portland (H.
P. No. 1202) (L. D. No. 499) report-
ed same in a new draft (H. P, No.
1825) under same title and that it
ought to pass

Mr. Hescock from same Commit-
tee on Resolve regulating fishing in
tributaries to Pleasant Pond in
Kennebec and Sagadahoc Counties
(H, P. No. 11'13) reported same in a
second new draft (H. P. No. 1828)
under same title and that it ought
to pass

Mr. Sprague from same Commit-
tee on bill an act relating to open
season on fur bearing animals (H.
P. No. 101) (L. D. No. 29) reported
same in a new draft (H. P. No.
1829) under same title and that it
ought to pass

Mr. Jacobson from the Committee
on Judiciary on bill an act relating
to collection agencies (H. P. No.
1209) (L. D. No. 457) reported same
in a new draft (H. P. No. 1830) un-
der same title and that it ought to
pass

Mr. Donahue from the Committee
on Legal Affairs on bill an act re-
lating to the Bingham Water Dis-
trict (H. P. No. 1076) (L. D. No.
412) reported same in a new draft
(H. P. No. 1827) under same title
and that it ought to pass

Mr. Young from the Committee
on Ways and Bridges on bill an act
relating to maintenance and snow
removal on highways (H. P. No.
1230) (L. D. No. 433) reported same
in a new draft (H. P. No. 1831) un-
der same title and that it ought to
pass

Reports were read and accepted
and the new drafts ordered printed
under the Joint Rules.

Mr. Graves from the Committee
on Ways and Bridges reported
ought to pass on bill an act relating
to construction of State Aid roads
in Indian Township (H. P. No. 705)

Report read and accepted and the
bill ordered printed under the Joint
Rules.

Majority report of the Commit-
tee on Judiciary on bill An act to
provide for the temporary filling of
vacancies in the office of sheriff (H.
P. No. 333) (L. D. No. 103) report-
ing same in a new draft (H. P, No.
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1823) under title of An act relating
to deputy sheriffs and that it ought
to pass.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. Burkett of Cumberland
Burns of Aroostook
—of the Senate.
Hill of South Portland
Vaughan of South Berwick
Philprick of Cape Elizabeth
Weatherbee of Lincoln
Gray of Presque Isle
Willey of Falmouth
Jacobson of Portland
—of the House.
Minority report of same Commit~
tee reporting ought not to pass on
same bill.
. Report was signed by the follow-
ing member:

Mr. Fernald of Waldo
—of the Senate.

On motion by Mr. Hill of South
Portland the majority report was
accepted and the new draft ordered
printed under the Joint Rules.

First Reading of Printed Bills and
Resolves

(H. P. No. 1816) (L, D. No. 866)
An act relative to Game Preserve
in York County.

(H. P. No. 1817) (L. D. 867
An act relating to the South Port-
land Sewerage District.

(H. P. No. 1818) (L, D. No. 868)
An act to designate New Year’s
Day as a legal holiday.

(H. P. No. 1819) (L. D. No. 869)
An act providing for the manufac-
ture of motor vehicle registration
plates for the use of the State at
the State Prison.

(H. P. No, 780) (L. D. No. 870)
Resolve relative to extending open
season on white perch,

(H. P. No. 1815) (L. D. No. 871)
Resolve relating to extending the
ice fishing season on white perch.

Passed to Be Engrossed

(8. P. No. 637) (L. D. No. 793)
An act creating the Portland Pub-
lic Improvement Commission.

(H. P. No. 140) (L. D. No. 42) An
act relating to the trapping law in
Waldo County.

(H. P. No, 328) (L. D. No. 99) An
act relative to closed time on deer
in York County.

(H. P. No. 846) (L. D. No. 291)
An act to incorporate the Presque
Isle Water District.
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(H. P. No. 849) (L. D. No. 293)
An act relating to the charter of
the City of South Portland,

(H. P. No. 1757) (L. D. No. '7198)
An act to extend the charter of the
Bluehill Water Company.

(H. P. No, 1814) (L. D. No. 856)
An act relating to the challenging
of voters in towns,

Finally Passed
(Emergency Measure)

H. P. 1802: Resolve appropriating
money for the construction of road
and terminal approach in the town
of Lincolnville or the town of
Northport to Penobscot Bay, and
for the construction of a road and
terminal approach in the town of
Islesboro to Penobscot Bay.

The SPEAKER: This being an
emergency measure, it is necessary
that it have the affirmative vote of
two-thirds the entire membership
of this body. All those in favor of
the final passage of this resolve will
rise and stand in their places until
counted and the monitors will
make and return the count.

A division being had,

One hundred and thirty-four vot-
ing in the affirmative and none in
the negative, the resolve was finally
passed.

Passed To Be Enacted

(S. P. No. 151) (L. D, No. 83) An
act relating to the insurance of
steam boilers.

(S. P. No 153) (L. D. No. 85)
An act relative to the payment of
wages.

(5. P. No. 201) (L. D. No. 831)
An act relating to clerk hire in the
office of Register of Deeds for the
Southern District of Aroostook
county.

(S. P. No. 248) (L. D. No. 828) An
act relating to terms of the County
‘Commissioners’ Court for the county
of Washington.

(3. P. No. 426) (L. D. No. 830)
An act relating to pensions for
State employees.

(3. P. No. 629) (L. D. No. 763)
An act creating a State Park Com-
mission.

(Tabled by Mr. Tupper of Calalis,
pending passage to be enacted, and
ggﬁn:ially assigned for Friday, April

)

3. P. No. 636) (L. D. No. 796) An
act relating to beauty culture.

(5. P. No. 6561) (L. D. No. 834)
An act relating to revocation of
medical doctors’ licenses.

(8. P, No. 652) (L. D. No. 824)
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An act relative to motor vehicle
transfer certificates.

(S. P. No. 654) (L. D. No. 825)
An act relating to vital statistics.

(8. No. 655) (L. D. No. 854)
An act relating to obstruction of
justice.

(8. P. No. 656) (L. D. No. 829)
An act to provide for pensions for
veterans of the Civil War, Spanish
War and Philippine Insurrection,
and their dependents.

(H. P. No. 1146) (I.. D. No. 334)
An act to incorporate the Eastport
Cemetery Corporation.

(H. P. No. 1761) (L. D. No. 781)
An act relating to a superintending
school committee for the town of
Mount Desert.

(H. P. No. 1772) (L. D. No. 801)
An act for the regulation of cos-
metics.

(H. P. No. 1787) (L. D. No. 822)
An act to provide a Town Council
and Manager Form of Government
for the town of Richmond, in the
county of Sagadahoc.

(H. P. No. 1795) (L. D. No. 838)
An act relating to school unions.

(Tabled my Mr. Tupper of Calais,
pending passage to be enacted, and
ggﬁ():ially assigned for Friday, April

(H. P. No. 1799) (L. D. No. 842)
An act relating to licenses for sell-
ing clams.

(H. P. No. 1800) (L. D. No. 843)
An act relating to taking of soft
shelled clams.

(H. P. No. 1801) (L. D. No. 844)
An act relating to roadside im-
provement.

Finally Passed

(S. P. No. 650) (L. D. No. 833)
Resolve in favor of Ethel M. Parker
of Portland.

(Tabled by Mr. Tupper of Calais,
pending passage to be engrossed
and speclally assigned for Friday,
April 5th)

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
appoint the following Conference
committee on the part of the House
on bill an act relating to licenses
for wholesalers in malt beverages,
S. P, 347, L. D. 397: Messrs. Gibbons
of Portland, Hill of South Portland,
and Wentworth of Kennebunk,

Mr. TUPPER of Calais: Mr.
Speaker, I find I made a mistake as
to one of the measures I tabled,
and, if there is no objection, I will
take it up now.

On motion by Mr. Tupper, the
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rules were suspended in order that
that gentleman might take off the
table an act relating to school
unions, H. P, 1795, L. D. 838, tabled
earlier in the day; and on further
motion by the same gentleman the
bill was passed to be enacted.

Orders Of The Day

The Chair lays before the House
the first matter tabled and today
assigned, report A ought not to pass
and report B ought to pass in new
draft of the committee on Judiciary
on bill an act relating to town and
county officers enforcing laws along
the highways, H, P. 1244, L. D. 464,
new draft H. P. 1810, L. D. 851,
tabled on March 26th by the gen-
tleman from Kennebunk, Mr. Went-
worth, pending acceptance of either
report; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

Mr, WENTWORTH: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: In or-
der that I may introduce House
Amendment A, I ask that the ought
to pass report be accepted, and that
the bill have its first two readings.

I want to further state that this
was a five to five report of the
committee, and that the new
amendment, which is in substance
a new bill, is favorable to all the
House members of the Judiciary
committee.

Thereupon, report B, ought to pass
in new draft, was accepted, and
under suspension of the rules the
bill had its first two readings.

Mr. Wentworth offered House
Amendment A and moved its
adoption, as follows:

House Amendment A to H. P.
1810, L. D. 851, bill an act relating
to town and county officers enforc-
ing laws along the highways.

Amend said bill by striking out
all of the second paragraph there-
of and inserting in place thereof
the following:

‘Sec. 4-A. Limitation of power of
certain police officers, No sheriff,
deputy sheriff, constable, municipal
or State police officer shall, between
one hour after sunset and the fol-
lowing sunrise, for the purpose of
enforcing the laws against illegal
sale, transportation or possession of
intoxicating liquor, stop any motor
vehicle lawfully using ony of the
highways in the State of Maine,
unless said officer be in uni-
form, or unless said officer has
reasonable grounds to believe
and does believe that said motor

vehicle is being operated or occu-
pied by a person violating some pro-
vision  of said law, or unless said
officer be acting under a warrant
in his hands for service.”

Mr. WENTWORTH: Mr. Speaker,
I think the amendment speaks for
itself, and I do not know as I need
to say much on this bill. I can best
illustrate what I am trying to get
at in this way: Suppose any mem-
ber of the House is riding out at
night between here and Winthrop,
and a man, not in uniform, steps
out and stops his car, how is_any-
one to know whether he is a high-
wayman or an officer? .

T was urged to put this bill in not
only by drivers of cars, but by sher-
iffs and deputy sheriffs, who did
not think it was right for them to
stop cars indiscriminately.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the adoption
of House Amendment A. Is the
House ready for the question? All
those in favor will say aye; those
opposed no. .

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and under sus-
pension of the rules the bill as
amended was given its third read-
ing and passed to be engrossed.

The Chair lays before the House
the second matter tabled and to-
day assigned, bill an act relating to
the construction of State aid high-
ways, H. P. 1804, L. D. 845, tabled
on March 26th by the gentleman
from Chelsea, Mr. Thompson, pend-
ing passage to be engrossed; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Mr. Thompson offered House
Amendment A and moved its adop-
tion, as follows:

House Amendment A to H. P. 1804,
L. D. 845 bill an act relating to the
construction of State aid highways.

Amend said bill by inserting after
the word “commission” in the last
line of Sec. 2, the following words:
‘and municipal officers.’

Mr. MOSHER of Farmington: Mr.
Speaker, I am opposed to this
amendment, as, in my opinion, it
would destroy the bill and the prin-
ciples of it completely.

Two years ago, at the session of
the State Association of County
Commissioners, the matter of sur-
face treatment of our State aid
highways was considered. It was
felt at that time that something
should be done to protect our roads
when constructed, and it was agreed
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that a study should be made by the
commissioners in the various coun-
ties in the State as to the need of
some bill which would bring about
surface treatment of our State aid
highways.

This bill is the result of two years’
study of the State highways of
Maine, construction program and
existing laws and results obtained.
This study has been made by coun-
ty commissioners in several coun-
ties in the State. Under this bill,
when surface treatment is to be ap-
plied, the construction will be some-
what changed. There will be less
surface gravel used, and in case of
a long haul for the gravel there will
be nearly enough saved to pay for
the surface treatment of our high-
ways. To substantiate this state-
ment, I will give you the costs on a
2.6 mile construction job in Bruns-
wick, as given me by Mr., Burnham
of the Highway Department. The
surface of gravel applied when this
road was built cost approximately
three thousand dollars. A few years
later the road was treated with tar
at a cost of $2,400, If tar is to be
used at the time of construction, in-
stead of applying four to six inches
of surface gravel, only about an
inch of gravel will be needed, when
surface treatment is to be applied,
and therefore it will save the haul-
ing of about three-quarters of this
gravel which is now being used. On
a long haul, as I stated before, the
saving would be nearly enough, and
in some instances fully enough, to
pay for the cost of the surface treat-
ment.

In the State of Maine there are
3,825 miles of improved State aid
road. Of this mileage but 1,350
are surface treated, leaving 2,476
miles of expensive roads unprotect-
ed from freshets and rains and in
many cases wash-boardy, and rough
roads as the result. No doubt you
merbers have all ridden over that
type of road.

This bill also has the endorse-
ment of the State Association of
County Commissioners and of the
Highway Commission. I think the
purpose of the amendments was to
give the municipal officers a voice
in the matter. 1 will read Section
2 of the bill:

“Sec., 2. Provision for surface
treating state aid highways. The
highway commission, each year,
shall set aside from the joint fund
provided by chapter 28 of the re-
vised statutes for the construction
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of state aid highways in each town
a sufficient amount to provide for
the application of bitumimous or
other suitable surface treatment to
each section constructed from said
joint fund; provided, however, that
the provisions of this section shall
not be applicable to any state aid
highway which, in the judgment of
the commission, does not require
such surface treatment.”

I do not feel that there will be
any additional burden placed on
the towns if this bill goes through.

The necessity for this bill arose
from the fact that the selectmen,
under the present law, had a right
to say whether or not surface treat-
ment should be used. Evidently
there has been pressure brought to
bear on the selectmen in various
towns—I could not say for what
reason—but on account of that in-
fluence they have constructed many
miles of road which have not re-
ceived treatment to protect it. I
therefore hope this amendment is
not adopted.

Mr. GRAVES of Mt. Desert: Mr.
Speaker, the committee on Ways
and Bridges went into this matter
at great length, and they believed
that this was a very worth-while
bill. It is utterly useless to build
roads if we do not surface them.,
This third class money is practical-
ly a gift to the town. It states,
down at the end here, that it is
not mandatory for the Commission
to say when they shall have tar on
these roads, but when, in their
judgment, it demands tar. I feel
that this amendment would utterly
defeat the purpose of this bill.

Mr. ELLIS of Rangeley: Mr.
Speaker, as I interpret the amend-
ment, it would leave the law just
where it is today, and that is the
thing we are trying to get away
from. I do nhot see any change
whatever in the law we have now.
You might as well postpone the bill
entirely as to add this amendment.

Mr. CROWELL of Weston: Mr.
Speaker. would it be out of order
to ask for the reading of the
amendment again?

The SPEAKER: If there is no
objection, the Clerk will read the
amendment the second time.

Amendment read.

Mr. STILPHEN of Dresden: Mr.
Speaker, the way towns are fixed
today—the money is raised in two
units——and most towns feel finan-
cially able to raise only one, and
the way this bill reads I think the
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Highway Commission could take
that entire unit and use it for tar-
ring. I do not believe the towns
should be required to use it for tar
unless they see fit. It is optional
for the town. I, for one, had rather
ride over a rough gravel road than
to try to get through mud.

Mr. YOUNG of York: Mr. Speak-
er, as it is now, it is left to the
digeretion of the selectmen whether
or not they will tar a piece of road
when it is built. If this amend-
ment goes through, it would still
leave it to the discretion of the
selectmen. The gentleman from
Dresden, Mr. Stilphen, suggested
the Highway Commission might
take the whole unit for tarring.
This bill states that the money
shall be taken for the repair of
these roads. It does not mean a
piece of road built previous to this
year.

Now I believe that any piece of
road that is worthy of having spent
on it State aid and third class
money, should be protected. You
never heard of a man going out
and building a house and putting
furniture in it and not shingling it.
You have got to keep the water
out. It takes only a small amount
of money spent each year to give
that piece of road one coat of sur-
face treatment and protect it. I
hope the amendment is not adopted.

Mr, THOMPSON of Chelsea: Mr.
Speaker, inasmuch as the town fur-
nishes one-third of the money that
goes on State aid roads, it seems
only fair to me that the town shall
have the right to say as to whether
or not it should all be used for
gravel or partly for tarred surface.
Some of our towns build a State aid
road, and when you come to the
end of it, you go off into a mud hole.
What use is tar if you are going to
go into a mud hole? Some of our
roads are not much travelled, and
it is not necessary to tar them. I
think the municipal officers should
have a word to say about the money
the town spends. It seems to me
only fair that they should have a
word to say. I do not see why the
Highway Commission should be
scared of the town having a word
to say.

Mr. GLEASON of Bridgton: Mr.
Speaker and members of the
House: It has not been my oppor-
tunity to talk on any special sub-
ject during the session, but this
subject I have always been great-
ly interested in. I have watched,
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for years, roads being built and
blown away so that in two years,
probably, we are in the same shape
we were in before they were built.
I believe that it is necessary to have
some law to compel the towns to
tar and protect their roads from
blowing away. I feel, at this time,
that this original bill should be
passed without the amendment.

Mr. MOSHER: Mr. Speaker, the
fact still remains that we have 2,476
miles of road that have not been
surface treated. That fact alone
was reason for this bill being draft-
ed. It was thoroughly considered
by the County Commissioners’ As-
sociation of the State of Maine,
from every angle.

Under the present law it seems
impossible to have our roads sur-
face treated to the extent necessary
to protect them, During the past
winter we have been plowing snow
out of our roads, and this spring
you are all familiar with various
hills where the water has gotten in
there and is washing that road out.
It will still continue to do so until
we get surface treatment on there
to protect it from washing away.
To my mind, it is just as important
as it is to shingle a house after you
have built it. If you do not shingle
that house, it will not stand up
very long. That is the way I feel
about this road construction pro-
gram.

This was not a matter that was
decided hastily; it was given a great
deal of consideration by the County
Commissioners of the State of
Maine. I therefore hope this amend-
ment is not adopted.

Mr. SEABURY of Yarmouth: Mr.
Speaker, I would just like to speak
about half a minute. There is one
field I can claim some knowledge of
through experience, and that is the
field of road construction. The
gentleman from  Chelsea, MTr.
Thompson, emphasized the fact that
because the town furnished one-
third of the money, they might be
well considered. That is true, But
how about the State, which is fur-
nishing two-thirds of the money?

Mr. PHAIR of Caswell: Mr.
Speaker, on this matter of building
roads, I do not think it is a question
of who furnishes the money to
build the roads, but who has to
use them after they are built. As
long as it is left optional to the
towns, they neglect to tar the roads,
and I do not believe there is any
use today of spending money on
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roads unless they are taken care of
before they are worn out.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the adoption of
House Amendment A to bill an act
relating to construction of State aid
highways, H. P. 1804, L. D. 845. Is
the House ready for the question?
All those in favor of the adoption of
House Amendment A will say aye;
those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
the motion did not prevail.

Thereupon, the bill was passed to
be engrossed.

The Chair lays before the House
the third matter tabled and today
assigned, bill an act to amend the
city charter of Bangor, H. P. 1529,
L. D. 674, tabled on March 26 by
the gentleman from Bangor, Mr,
Eddy, pending passage to be enact-
ed; and the Chair recognizes that
gentleman.

On motion by Mr. Eddy the bill
was passed to be enacted.

The Chair lays before the House
the fourth matter tabled and today
assigned, House report ought not to
pass of the committee on Banks and
Banking on bill an act relating to
small loans, H. P. 1199, L. D. 449,
tabled on March 26 by the gentle-
man from Falmouth, Mr. Willey,
pending acceptance: and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman,

Mr. WILLEY: Mr. Speaker, the
committee on Banks and Banking
have reported favorably on a sim-
ilar measure which is now in the
Senate. I therefore move the ac-
ceptance of the committee’s report
on this measure.

Thereupon, the report of the com-
mittee was accepted.

The Chair lays before the House
the fifth matter tabled and today
asgigned, bill an act providing medi-
cal service for small towns, H. P.
821, L. D. 236, tabled on March 26
by the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Eveleth, pending passage to be
engrossed; and the Chair recogniz-
es that gentleman.

Mr. EVELETH: Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Au-
burn, Mr. Flanders.

Mr. FLANDERS: Mr. Speaker, I
wish to present House Amendment
B and move its adoption.

Before that amendment is read, I
would like to explain the bill brief-
ly, and also the amendment. The
bill calls for an appropriation of
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five hundred dollars a year for two
students who wish to attend college
and practice medicine. That is, five

hundred dollars a year for four
years. .
Now the amendment which I

wish to present provides that any
student who wishes to study osteo-
pathy shall be included in the bill.
I do not see any reason why, if we
have some ambitious young man
who wants to be a doctor, we should
discriminate against him if he wants
to be an osteopathic doctor, and
félﬁetamendment would provide for
at.

Now in 1929 there was an amend-
ment to the law which provided that
any osteopathic doctor practicing in
a town could carry on the same
practice provided for residents of
that town as the medical doctor. I
know of one place in the western
part of the State where they wanted
a physician located there. The town
paid so much, and an osteopathic
physician located there. He has been
there many years, and, so far as I
know, he has been satisfactory to
the residents of the town. I hope
this amendment is adopted.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Auburn, Mr, Flanders, presents
House Amendment B to bill an act
providing medical service for small
towns, and moves its adoption. The
Clerk will read the amendment.

House Amendment B to H, P. 821,
L. D. 236.

Amend said bill by adding a new
section numbered “four,” at the end
thereof, to read as follows:

“Sec. 4. Students who desire to
be educated as osteopathic physi-
cians and surgeons shall be equally
entitled to the benefits of the pro-
visions hereof.”

Thereupon, a viva voce vote being
taken, House Amendment B was
adopted, and the bill as amended
was passed to be engrossed.

Mr. TUPPER of Calais: Mr.
Speaker, as this is another bill that
calls for an appropriation, I would
ask permission to lay it on the table
until April 5th.

Thereupon, on motion by Mr. Tup-
per the House voted to reconsider its
action whereby the bill as amended
was passed to be engrossed; and on
further motion by the same gentle-
man the matter was tabled pending

assage to be engrossed, and spec-
lally assigned for Friday, April 5th.

The Chair lays before the House
the sixth matter tabled and today
assigned, majority report ought not
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to pass and minority report ought
to pass of the committee on Judici-
ary on resolve proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution abolishing
the Governor’s Council, S. P. 214, L.
D. 187, which came from the Senate
majority report accepted, tabled on
March 27 by the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Jacobson, pending ac-
ceptance of either report; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. Jacobson: Mr. Speaker, 1
move the acceptance of the minority
report. I would like to have the
privilege of yielding the floor to the
gentleman from Westbrook, Mr.
Scates.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Westbrook,
Mr. Scates.

Mr. SCATES: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I want to
thank the gentleman from Portland
(Mr, Jacobson), for his courtesy. I
want to state at the beginning—and
I am not going to take up much of
your time—three things: In the first
place, I had nothing to do with and
knew nothing about the introduction
of this resolve; second, I have not
taken the matter up with any State
official, small or great; third, that I
am not a new convert to this matter.

Ever since I was a member of the
Council in 1915 and 1916, I have be-
lieved that the Council performed no
useful service in our form of gov-
ernment. And while I was sitting
here, thinking what I might say and
how far I might go, there came to
my mind an incident that happened
some seven or eight years ago in a
city in Florida in which I was a
transient. You all know that seven
or eight years ago Florida had a
land boom. People, not only in
Florida, but throughout the coun-
try, went there and got enmeshed
in the boom. Land worth about two
dollars an acre was cut into lots
?r%d sold at from $500 to $1,000 a
ot.

In 1928 that boom burst, and
amongst the wreckage was a man
who had been speculating in land,
and he lost most all his money, and
in an endeavor to regain what he
had lost, he went into the stock mar-
ket in Wall Street. That boom burst

in 1929, and there he was, left
stranded, no money, no job, no
business; and, to make matters

worse, about that time his wife be-
came ill and passed to the Great Be-
yond. And some of his children fell
by the wayside. That so affected
him that he became despondent and
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he said: “What is the use? Why.
carry on? Why not end it all
now?” And with that idea in
view he went down to the dock
one day at Miami, and as he stood
there on the edge of the dock, look-
ing into the waters, thinking the
thoughts of a man about to com-
mit such an act, an officer saw him.
He went up and tapped him on the
shoulder, and he said: “My friend,
I know what you are thinking about,
but don’t do it, don’t do it. Let us
talk it over.” He took the man by
the arm and led him to the park,
and they talked it over, and in about
an hour they both came back to
the very spot that they started from,
and they both jumped overboard.
Now 1f I had the persuasion of
that man, I might lead some of you
along the path that you ought to go.
The abolishment of any institution
that is hoary with age requires time
and a great deal of discussion. Now
that is true with this matter. It
will require time and will require
discussion. That will come later.
The history of the Council is this:
It dates back to the time of Charles
the First of England, when he sent
over here his royal governors to gov-
ern the colonies, the royal colonies.
In the proprietory colonies, like
Pennsylvania, Maryand and Dela-
ware, they had their councils to
help them enforce the edicts of the
King of England upon the colonies.
Now that same thing continued
down to the Revolution, and after
the adoption of the Federal Con-
stitution in 1798 the states which
had before been colonies commenced
to abolish the councils, because they
were of no use; they were a hind-
rance. Pennsylvania abolished the
council in 1790, two years after it
became a state. New York abolished
its council in 1821; Delaware in
1792; Maryland in 1837; Virginia
in 1850; South Carolina in 1790;
Georgia in 1789; Rhode Island in
1842; Connecticut in 1818; and Ver-
mont, the last, in 1870. So today
there are only three states out of
the forty-eight states in this Union
that have a council, New Hamp-
shire, Massachusetts and Maine.
But in Massachusetts and New
Hampshire the councilors are elect-
ed by the people, the same as the
Representatives, and the same as
the Senators. Here in Maine, two
or three men in the county from
which the councilor comes prac-
tically say who shall be councilor.
You know that as well as I do.
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It is wrong in principle and un-
democratic in every way, shape and
manner.

Let me read a little part of the
Constitution of the State. This is
what the Constitution says:

“The legislative power shall be
vested in two distinet branches, a
House of Representatives and a
Senate.”

That is the Legislature of the
State, with its power.

“The supreme executive power of
this State shall be vested in a Gov-
ernor.”

That is the Constitution.

“There shall be a Council, to con-
sist of seven persons, citizens of the
United States, and residents of this
State, to advise the Governor in the
executive part of government, whom
the Governor shall have full power,
at his discretion, to assemble.”

$So the Council, according to the
Constitution, should perhaps take a
very small part in the administra-
tion of State affairs. But, in late
years, the Council has usurped the
power and right of the Legislature.
There is no question about that.
What has been done by former
councilors? They have built build-
ings costing from $100,000 to $200,-
000, without any authorization from
the Legislature, and some of them
not very far from where we are
sitting today.

Before the hearing, I heard a for-
mer Governor of this State criticise,
and justly criticise, the Council for
its messing into the matters of the
Highway Department. And, by the
way, the law says that the Highway
Commission shall consist of three
members; the Council says two;
because about a year ago the Gov-
ernor nominated the third mem-
ber, and the Council today has not
had the courage to either approve
hira or disapprove him, and that
lies upon the table today in the
Council. It will not be a great
while before there will be another
vacancy, and if the Council does
not approve it, and lays it on the
takle, we shall have a commission
of one. and that will be objected to,
I rvhink, by some officials of the
State. While I am not a lawyer, I
question whether two members of
that commission can act legally.
Maybe they can, but I do not believe
there is a scintilla of authority for
one man to act as a commission,
and if that thing should happen, I
i)ehelve that every act would be il-
egal.

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MARCH 29, 1935

I speak about highway matters,
because I am more familiar with
the highway matters of the State
than any other State department.
In 1913 I wrote the Highway Act.
It has been emasculated since then.
Here is what has happened under
the present act and under the pres-
ent procedure in the Highway De-
partment, between their actions and
those of the Council:

In the first place, the Highway
Commission prepares a program for
the year., That program is sent
over to the Governor and Council.
The Council considers it for weeks
and weeks and weeks before they
act on it, and then they do not
agree with it. They send it back
to the Highway Commission, and
the Highway Commission has to
prepare another plan. Then it goes
to the Council, and the Council
goes through the same operation,
requiring weeks. They may ap-
prove that plan. If they approve
it, then the Highway Commission
has got to advertise for bids, and
that takes two weeks, and after
those bids are received for State
roads, they have to have the ap-
proval of the Federal Government,
and then they have to be sent over
to the Governor and Council for its
approval, and they may approve
them, or they may not. Thai has
been the case with every road that
has been built in the State, of any
great importance.

We do not get started on our
State road work until July, and
sometimes August, all owing to the
action of the Council, The Highway
Commission gets the criticism; but
the criticism does not belong there;
it belongs to the Council. The De-
partment has told me that they
would send in a recommendation
to the Council, and nothing would
be done on it. They have gone to
find out about it, and it has been
lost in the Council, and no one
knew anythig about it. Today no
department can hire a girl in an
emergecy, for one day even, unless
they get an order from the Gov-
ernor and Council, unless they want
to pay her out of their own pocket.

Let us see how this works out in
regard to roads, On August 15th,
1934, the State Highway Commis-
sion approved the construction of
the road commencing at Fulton’s
Corner in the town of Brunswick
and running in a northerly direction
through the towns of Bowdoin,
Bowdoinham and Richmond. On
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November 7 bids were received for
the construction of the project, and
on the same date a council order
was submitted to the Governor and
Council, asking for approval of
award of contracts to the low bid-
der. On November 14 the Federal
Government approved award to the
low bidder. On January 8, 1935,
the Highway Commission had to
send another order or another re-
quest for the Council to approve it,
and there the matter lays on the
table today, and has never been
acted on by the Council.

That is what you get as it is to-
day. Do you want to continue it?
That is the question.

Take the Bath road: On April 19,
1934, the Highway Commission vot-
ed to reconstruct the road between
Brunswick and Bath on its present
location, but owing to the mixing in
of some member of the Governor’s
Council, nothing has been done;
no action has been taken on the
matter.

Now I am not going to talk about
all of the small matters at this time.
I only want to say this—and I say
it advisedly—that the Council for
the past five or six years has been
nothing but a trading post, with
$30,000,000 annually of the State’s
money as a stake.

It has been sald by someone,
truthfully, that the Council is the
graveyard of politicians. I have been
there. Now you must remember this:
The graveyard is full. You must ei-
ther abolish the Council of get a
new graveyard.

Now if the great states of New
York and Pennsylvania and Ohio
and Indiana, and all the great states
of this Union, can conduct their af-
fairs without a Council, why, in the
name of God, cannot the little State
of Maine do the same thing and
save money? (Applause)

Mr. SMITH of Bangor: Mr.
Speaker, fortunately, or unfortun-
ately, I too at one time was a mem-
ber of the Governor’s Council, and
I do not consider-—and I do not
agree with my friend from West-
brook--that I took a step downward
when I came from the Governor’s
Council to the lowly House of Re-
presentatives.

Last Wednesday, my friend from
Westbrook was going to bring up
Legislative Document 188, which was
to abolish the Governor’s Council.
He very politely deferred until to-
day, because there was another leg-
islative document pending, and he
agreed with me that the Governor’s
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Council should not be abolished
twice in the same week. It is true
that in Colonial times, under var-
ious names, or under various groups,
we had a council, who not only were
advisors to the Governor, but they
were advisors as well to the lower
house of the assembly. That has
been materially changed. It is equal-
ly true that today we have real ex-
ecutive councils in only three states,
operating as in the State of Maine:
Maine, New Hampshire and Massa-
chusetts,

I am familiar with,—and have
read a great deal—our Constitution.
It provides that there shall be three
branches of government: There
shall be the legislative; there shall
be the executive; and there shall be
the judicial. The legislative branch
is composed—and I am proud to see
that they mention it—of the lowly
House of Representatives, and the
Senate. Then it goes along to the
executive, and we have a Governor,
who is supposed to be the head of
our State. Then they mention the
Governor’s Council as an advisory
body. And perhaps we will all agree
—or at least the ones who are op-
posed to the Governor and Council
will agree—that the founders of our
Constitution did make a slight slip
when they said that the Governor’s
Council should from time to time
meet. At the present time they seem
to adjourn from time to time. I
agree with you there. I also think
that my friend from Westbrook—
who served on the Governor’s Coun-
cil, and served ably-——had many mo-
ments, as well as his associates,
when he knew that the Governor
under whom he served would have
been delighted to have abolished the
Governor’'s Council. That was true
of my experience. It is also true, in
my opinion, that there are many
moments in the lives of our Gov-
ernors’ Councils when they might
unanimously vote to abolish the
Governor. (Laughter)

The affairs of Maine have mater-
ially changed in the last hundred
years. When we were first founded
as a State there were small expendi-
tures, but we have grown from a
small State to a big one, and today
we are spending practically twenty
million dollars annually. The Gov-
ernor’s Council acts as an advisory
board to all of the other depart-
ments, and when you figure the ab-
solute expense of your Governor’s
Council, it is costing less than two-
tenths of one per cent in the way
of administration.
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It is also true that our biggest
corporation have boards of directors.
It is true, too, that the President
has a Cabinet. It is hardly true that
Maine and New Hampshire and
Massachusetts are the only States
who are not formulating or plan-
ning for some form of executive
council. Kansas, Michigan, South
Carolina, Wisconsin, Connecticut,
by appointment of the Governor,
Pennsylvania and New York and
Iowa are on the way to having
some form of council, either in an
advisory capacity to the Governor
or in an advisory capacity to the
Legislature.

We have been a State for close
to a century and a quarter, and I
am proud to think that in all that
time, regardless of who has been
Governor, regardless of who has
been on the Council, the Governors’
Councils, through their adminis-
trative ability, — having charge,
which they have been given by the
Legislature, over the several de-

artments,—in over a century there

as never been any intimation in

any department but what it has
been well administered, and, in my
opinion, Mr. Speaker, the Gover-
nor’s Council has been a big factor
in the development and the clean
way in which our State has been
administered. (Applause)

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Portland, Mr.
Jacobson, to accept the minority
report ought to pass on resolve pro-
posing an amendment to the Con-
stitution abolishing the Governor’s
Council. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Hill.

Mr. HILL: Mr. Speaker, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland (Mr. Hill),
asks for the yeas and nays. Before
the yea and nay vote can be order-
ed one-fifth of the members pres-
ent must signify their desire that
the vote be taken by the yeas and
nays. All those in favor of the
vote being taken by the yeas and
nays will rise and stand in their
places until counted and the moni-
tors will make and return the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-fifth of the members
having arisen, the Clerk will call
the roll. No member shall leave
his seat until the roll call is com-
pleted and tabulated and the result
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announced. Are you ready for the
question? The question is on the
acceptance of the minority report of
the committee on Judiciary on re-
solve proposing an amendment to
the Constitution, abolishing the
Governor’s Council. The minority
report is ought to pass.

Mr. SCATES: Mr. Speaker, I
wonder if the members understand
how they are voting on this bill.

The SPEAKER: Is there anyone
who does not understand the ques-
tion? The question before the House
is on the acceptance of the minority
report, ought to pass, on resolve
proposing an amendment to the
Constitution, abolishing the Gov-
ernor’s Council. The Clerk will call
the roll and the members will an-
swer:

YEA—Allan, Austin, Parkman; Bel-
aire, Boucher, Bramson, Brown, Bur-
gess, Burrill, Bushey, Carswell, Con-
nolly, Cote, Crosby, Demers, Desmond,
Donahue, Donovan, Doyle, Caribou;
Doyle, Skowhegan; Drisko, Eveleth,
Forbes, Forgue, Lewiston; Fortin, Gib-
bons, Gray, Brooksville; Hastings,
Heald, Hobbs, Jacobson, Jilson, Kilroy,
Labbee, Latno, Lausier, Lebel, Leclair,
Lindsey, Mace, Mahue, Mallett, Pou-
lin. Proctor, Sawyer, Scates, Smith,
Van Buren; Stoddard, Thompson, Bel-
fast; Thurston, Wallace, Wheeler,
Wright,

NAY—Alden, Austin, Exeter; Ayer,
Bragdon, Bubar, Burnham, Cambridge,

Campbell, Carleton, Chase, Baring;
Chase, Limington; Chase, Sebec;
Churchill, Clark, Plymouth; Clarke,

Cooper; Cole, Cook, Coolidge, Crowell,
Cummings, Currier, Davis, PFairfield;
Davis, Newfield; Deering, Devereux,
Dorr, Dow, Eddy, Elliot, Ellis, Castle
Hill; Ellis, Rangeley, Findlen, Flan-
ders, Fogg, Rockland; Fowles, Glea-
son, Goss, Graves, Gray, Presque Isle;
Hagan, Hall, Hammond, Harriman,
Gardiner; Harriman, Prospect; Has-
kell, Hathorn, Hearn, Hescock, Hig-
gins, Hill, Kendrick, King, Lancaster,
Leonard. Lewis, MacKenzie, Martin,
Dexter; Martin, Oakland; Mason, Mc-
Kay, Mosher, Newton, Noyes, Oliver,
Palmer, Parsons, Patterson, Payson,
Phair, Philbrick, Pike, Richardson,
Rush, Russ, Ryder, Seabury, Sennett,
Sewall, Shaw, Sleeper, Smith, Bangor;
Sprague, Stickney, Stilphen, Story,
Thompson, Chelsea; Tupper, Vaughan,
Weatherbee, Webber, Wentworth, Wil-
ley, Woodbury, Worthen, Young.

ABSENT — Dennett, Jandreau,
Roach,

No, 95.

Absent, 3.

Fifty-two having voted in the
affirmative and 95 in the negative,
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the motion that the House accept
the minority report did not pre-
vail; and on motion by Mr. Hill of
South Portland the majority report
ought not to pass was accepted in
concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair calls
the attention of the House to the
fact that there are several specially
assigned matters which have not
been disposed of today. As the hour
is getting late, and the members
probably want their lunch, the
Chair will be glad to entertain a
motion to recess to some hour this
afternoon.

On motion by Mr. Carswell of
Gorham,

The House recessed until 2 P, M.

Afternoon Session
2 P. M.
The Speaker in the Chair.

The Chair lays before the House
the seventh matter tabled and to-
day assigned, House report ought
not to pass of the committee on
Ways and Bridges on bill An act
relating to snow removal on R. F.
D. routes, H. P. 40, L. D. 13, tabled
March 27 by Mr. Russ of Woodstock,
pending acceptance; and the Chair
recoghizes that gentleman.

Mr. RUSS: Mr. Speaker, I move
to substitute the bill for the report
of the committee ought not to pass.

The SPEAKER: The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from
York, Mr. Young.

Mr. YOUNG: This bill received
considerable attention from the
members of the Ways and Bridges
committee. It was passed out ought
not to pass for the reason that any
money that would have to be paid
out under this bill would necessarily
come from the maintenance fund.
We felt that the maintenance fund
is already so short that we could
not pass this out with an ought to
pass report. This bill would add to
the mileage that is being plowed a
good many miles of road, if the
State reimbursed the towns at the
present time, and the money is not
available at this time to do that.
Therefore, I hope the motion to
substitute the bill for the report
does not prevail.

Mr. RUSS: Mr, Speaker, I feel
that I should say a few words in
explanation of this bill, This is a
bill which, if passed, would help
practically every town in the State
of Maine. In 1927 the Legislature
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passed a law that the State Highway
Commission designate certain routes
for snow removal, particularly the
improved ways. That law I think
was amended in 1931 prohibiting
plowing roads over fourteen feet.
The reason I introduced this bill is
to aid those roads that cannot be
plowed fourteen feet or the R F D
routes. Plowing out the main lines
of course necessitated the opening
of the cross roads, the feeders to
these main lines. The towns are re-
quired to purchase expensive equip-
ment to plow out those roads, and
most of the towns that T know about
have had to go into debt for equip-
ment which cost from five to nine
thousand dollars and which only
lasts four, five or six years at the
most. I thought that the towns
were enfitled to some aid on those
roads that could not be plowed.
Therefore, I introduced this bill and
I hope you will substitute the bill
for the report.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the acceptance
of the report ought not to pass on
bill an act relating to snow removal
on R F D routes, H. P. 40, L., D. 13;
and the gentleman from Woodstock,
Mr. Russ, has moved to substitute
the bill for the report. Are you ready
for the question. All those in favor
of the motion will say aye, contrary-
minded no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion failed of passage, and the
report ¢f the committee ought not
to pass was accepted.

The Chair lays before the House
the eighth matter tabled and today
assigned, resolve approtpriating
money to pay the claim of Frank
D. and Evelyn C. Goodwin of Her-
mon, against the State of Maine, S.
P. 649, L. D. 832, tabled March 27 by
Mr. Russ of Woodstock, pending
second reading; and the Chair rec-
ognizes that gentleman.

Mr. Russ offered House Amend-
ment A and moved its adoption, as
follows.

House Amendment A to S. P. 649,
L. D. 832, entitled resolve appropri-
ating money to pay the claim of
Frank D. and Evelyn C. Goodwin
of Hermon, against the State of
Maine,

Amend said resolve by inserting
after the word “all” in the 3rd line
thereof, the word “their.”

Thereupon House Amendment A
was adopted.
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On motion by Mr. Tupper of
Calsis, tabled pending second read-
ing and specially assigned for Fri-
day, April 5.

The Chair lays before the House
the ninth matter tabled and today
assigned, House report ought not
to pass of the committee on Judic-
iary on bill an act relating to fees
for registration of motor vehicles,
H. P. 39, L. D. 12, tabled March 27
by Mr. Clarke of Cooper, pending
acceptance of the report; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr., CLARKE: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I am going
to move the substitution of the bill
for the report, but I would like first
to give a little word of explanation.
I am doing this with the full
knowledge and consent of five
members of the Judiciary commit-
tee of the House. I had intend-
ed to see the other two but was
unable to do so in the short time
at my disposal. My purpose in
doing this is to offer an amend-
ment at the proper time. As
I understand the procedure, if the
House permits me to substitute the
bill for the report, whether the
amendment is adopted or not, it will,
under the usual routine, lay on the
table until the third reading. In
that case I have no wish to change
the routine. Everybody would have
a chance to familiarize themselves
with the amendment. .

I move the substitution of the bill
for the report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Cooper, Mr. Clarke, now moves
the substitution of the bill for the
report. Are you ready for the ques-
tion?

A viva voce vote being taken, the
bill was substituted for the report,
and, under suspension of the rules,
the bill was given its two several
readings.

Mr. CLARKE: I now offer House
Amendment A and move its adop-
tion, as follows.

House Amendment A to H. P. 39,
L. D. 12, entitled an act relating to
fees for registration of motor ve-
hicles. . .

Amend said bill by striking out all
after the enacting clause thereof,
and by inserting in place thereof
the following:

Registration of motor trucks may
be paid for in two instalments.
Chapter 29 of the revised statutes is
hereby amended by adding thereto
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a new section to be numbered sec-
tion 57-A, and to read as follows:

‘Sec. 57-A. Registration fees for
trucks may -be paid in two instal-
ments. The secretary of state may
permit the payment of the registra-
tion fee on motor trucks to be paid
in two instalments; one-half of the
total fee to be deposited with the
application, and the other half to
be deposited within 6 months there-
after. At the expiration of the 6
months’ period, if the remainder of
the fee has not been paid, the sec-
retary of state shall declare the
registration void and forthwith ob-
tain the registration plates so issued.
The secretary of state shall upon
payment of the 1st instalment col-
lect an additional charge in the
amount of 5 per cent of said instal-
ment as a special charge for such
privilege.’ *”’

The SPEAKER; Is it the pleasure
of the House to adopt House Amend-
ment A as read?

On motion by Mr. Hill of South
Portland, the bill and amendment
were tabled and specially assigned
for Tuesday, April 2, and 500 copies
of the amendment ordered printed.

The Chair lays before the House
the tenth matter tabled and today
assigned, House report ought not
to pass of the committee on
Judiciary on bill An act relating to
the exemption of personal property
from attachment, H. P. 1324, L. D.
571, tabled March 27 by Mr. Sawyer
of Brunswick pending acceptance
of the report.

Mr. LEBEL of Brunswick: Mr.
Speaker, in view of the fact that
the gentleman from Brunswick, Mr.
Sawyer, who tabled this report is
not present, I wonder if we could
defer the consideration of it until
the gentleman comes in, and I so
move.

Thereupon the bill and report
were retabled until later in today’s
session.

The Chair lays before the House
the eleventh matter tabled and to-
day assigned, majority report
ought not to pass and minority re-
port ought to pass of the committee
on Judiciary on bill an act relating
to the abolishment of the Gover-
nor’s Council, 8. P. 215, 1. D. 188,
which came from the Senate the
majority report accepted, and which
was tabled March 27 by Mr.
Scates of Westbrook, pending the
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acceptance of either report; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.
On motion by Mr. Scates the

majority report ought not to pass
was accepted in concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the twelfth matter tabled and to-
day assigned, bill an act to provide
for assessment of premium notes
and insurance contracts, H. P. 1811,
L. D. 852, tabled March 28 by
Mr. Richardson of South Portland,
pending third reading; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Mr. Speaker,
I wish to offer House Amendment
A and move its adoption.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will
read the amendment.

After consultation at the desk
the gentleman from South Port-
land, Mr. Richardson, was given
permission to withdraw his amend-
ment for the reason that legislation
has already been enacted covering
the same subject matter.

Thereupon the bill had its third
reading and was passed to be en-
grossed.

The Chair lays before the House
the thirteenth matter tabled and
today assigned, bill an act relating
to games of sport on Armistice Day,
S. P. 357, D. 338, which was
passed to be engrossed in the Sen-
ate on March 22, and which in the
House was tabled on March 28
by Mr. Hill of South Portland,
pending the motion of Mr. Wright
of Madison to indefinitely post-
pone; and the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from South Portland,
Mr. Hill

Mr. HILL: Mr. Speaker, this bill
is designed to prohibit sports on
the forenoon of Armistice Day. It
was sponsored and originated by a
certain Post of the American Le-
gion. When the question arose here
yesterday, the gentleman from
Madison (Mr. Wright) had con-
ferred with the State Commander,
I believe, of the American Legion
and had learned that the State or-
ganization of the Legion was not
interested in the bill. It so happen-
ed that just before the House con-
vened I had talked with someone
from the Post who was interested
in this bill, and it was for that
reason that I moved that the bill lie
on the table until that difference
might be adjusted. In view of the
attitude of the State organization
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of the American Legion, I have no
gprther interest in the bill at this
ime.

Mr. WRIGHT: Mr. Speaker, I ask
permission of the House to withdraw
my motion to indefinitely postpone.

There being no objection the mo-~
tion to indefinitely postpone was
withdrawn.

Mr. WRIGHT: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I have con-
ferred with the proponents of this
bill, and they have requested that I
submit House Amendment A to S. P.
357, which I do, and move its adop-

ion:

House Amendment A to S. P.
357, L. D, 338 bill an act relating to
games of sport on Armistice Day.

Amend said bill by adding thereto
the following section:

‘Sec, 2. This act shall not apply
to towns or cities having a popula-
tion of less than 50,000.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
amendment was adopted, the bill
had its third reading and was passed
to be engrossed, as amended, in non-
concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Fogg of Rock-
land, it was voted to take from the
table the first unassigned matter,
and act relating to local option pro-
visions, H. P. 1364, L.. D. 593, tabled
by that gentleman March 26,
pending passage to be enacted.

On motion by Mr. Fogg, under
suspension of the rules, the House
voted to reconsider its action where-
by this hill was passed to be en-
grossed on March 14, and that
gentleman offered House Amend-
ment A and moved its adoption as
follows:

House Amendment A to House
Paper 1364, Legislative Document
593. bill an act relating to local
option provisions.

Amend said bill by striking out
all after the enacting clause and
ingerting in place thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘P. L., 1933, c. 300, §17, amended.
Section 17 of chapter 300 of the
public laws of 1933 is hereby re-
pealed and the following enacted
in place thereof:

‘Sec. 17. Local option. The sale
of liquor as permitted by law shall
be lawful until January 1, 1937, in
any city or town in the state which
at the biennial election in Septem-
ber, 1934, voted in favor of the re-
peal of the 26th Amendment to the
Constitution.

The aidermen or cities, the select-
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men of towns and the assessors of
the several plantations of this state
are herebv empowered and directed
to notify the inhabitants of their
respective cities, towns and planta-
tions to meet, In the manner pre-
scribed by law for the calling and
holding of biennial meetings of said
inhabitants for the election of sen-
ators and representatives at the
time of holding such aforesaid bi-
ennial meetings, to give in their
votas upon the 3 follows questions:

(1) Shall state stores for the sale
of liquor be operated by permission
of the state liquor commission in
this city or town?

(2) Shall licenses be granted in
this city or town under regulation
of the state liquor commission for
the sale therein of wine and spirits
to be consumed on the premises?

(3) Shall licenses be granted in
this city or town for the sale there-
in of malt liquor?

The secretary of state shall pre-
pare and furnish to the several
cities, towns and plantations bal-
lots in manner and form as pre-
scribed in section 20 of chapter 8
of the revised statutes for consti-
tutional amendment or other ques-
tions; together with all other forms
including those for instructions and
returns as may be prescribed in said
chapter 8 of the revised statutes.

And the inhabitants of said cities,
wowns and plantations shall vote
by ballot on said questions, those
in favor voting “Yes” on their bal-
lots and those opposed “No”, and
the ballots shall be received, sort-
ed, counted and declared in open
ward, town and plantation meet-
ings and return made to the office
of the secretary of state in the
same manner as votes for governor
and members of the legislature, and
the governor and council shall
count the same and the results may
be determined as provided in sec-
tion 56 of chapter 8 of the revised
statutes.

I: a majority of the votes cast in
a city or town in answer to question
(1) are in the affirmative, the com-
mission may operate therein a state
store or stores for the sale of li-
quor subject to all provisions of law.

If a majority of the votes cast
in a city or town in answer to
question (2) are in the affirmative
the commission may issue licenses
for the sale therein of wine and
spirits for consumption on the
pfre}plises, subject to all provisions
of law.

If a majority of the votes cast
in a city or town in answer to

uestion (3) are in the affirmative,
the commission may issue licenses
for the sale of malt liquor therein
subject to all provisions of law.

If a majority of the votes cast
on question (1) are in the negative,
the operation of state stores in
that city or town for a period of 2
calendar years next following shall
be unlawful.

If a majority of the votes cast on
question (2) are in the negative, li-
censes shall not be issued for the
sale of wines and spirits for con-
sumption on the premises in that
city or town for the two calendar
years next following.

If a majority of the votes cast on
question (3) are in the negative,
licenses for the sale of malt liquor
in that city or town shall not be
issued for the two calendar years
next folowing.

Mr. PHILBRICK of Cape Eliza~
beth: Mr. Speaker, as this amend-
ment is rather long, it may be that
the House did not follow it. I would
suggest that the bill has already
been passed to be engrossed and
the amendment is offered by the
Secretary of State to clarify the
duties of the Secretary of State in
preparing ballots and the result of
an affirmative or negative vote.
There is no change in the material
parts of the bill whatsoever.

Mr. SCATES of Westbrook: Mr.
Speaker, it would seem to me that
an amendment so complicated and
long as this should be tabled for
printing, and I so move.

The motion prevailed and the
amendment and bill were tabled,
and 500 copies of the amendment
ordered printed.

The Chair lays before the House
the tenth matter tabled and spe-
cially assigned for today, House re-
port ought not to pass of the com-
mittee on Judiciary on bill an act
relating to the exemption of per-
sonal property from attachment, H.

. 1324, L. D. 571, tabled March
27 by Mr. Sawyer of Brunswick,
pending acceptance of the report;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman.

Mr. SAWYER: Mr. Speaker, I
would say that the amendment is
in the hands of the Revisor of Stat-
utes for preparation and is not in
shape today to be presented. There-
fore, T would like to retable the
matter to some day certain.
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The SPEAKER: What day does
the gentleman suggest? .

Mr. SAWYER: Tuesday morning.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Brunswick, Mr. Sawyer, now
moves that this matter be retabled
and specially assigned for Tuesday,
April 2.

The motion prevailed.

Mr. JACOBSON of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I move to reconsider our
action of a few moments ago where-
by we passed to be engrossed an
act relating to games of sport on
Armistice Day, my purpose being
that we did not listen carefully to
what the amendment was. Why
should my brother from Madison
(Mr. Wright) be selfish about the
matter? If sports are to be allowed
in another part of the State on the
morning of Armistice Day, why
should they not be allowed in Port-
land? Portland is the only place
that is affected by that amendment.
%. move that we reconsider our ac-
ion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Jacobson, moves
that the House reconsider its action
whereby it passed to be engrossed
as amended, and in non-concur-
rence, S. P. 357, L. D. 338, an act
relating to games of sport on Armis-
tice Day. All those in favor will
say aye, those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion to reconsider prevailed.

Mr. JACOBSON: Mr. Speaker, I
now move that the matter be in-
definitely postponed.

Mr. WRIGHT: Mr. Speaker, I had
no selfish motive when I asked that
the matter be indefinitely postponed
yesterday. The gentleman from
South Portland (Mr. Hill) had it
tabled in order that we might come
to some understanding. It seems
as though this situation developed
in Portland alone, in that it infer-
fered with some sort of a celebra-
tion in that city. I had no objec-
tion to it. I wanted it indefinitely
postponed because I felt it inter-
fered with every high school and

college in the State of Maine.
The ©Dbill was put before the
committee, the members of
the House understood the bill,

and it came to its second reading.
I considered the matter and I real-
ized that very few people really
understood it, and that if it were
passed to be enacted it would be
quite a throw-back on the Ameri-
can Legion. It is not an American
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Legion bill. I conferred and agreed
with the proponents of the bill on
this amendment. There is no sel-
fish interest on my part.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to say some-
thing on this bill. The bill was
presented, I understand, by the
Harold T. Andrews Post in Port-
land. For some reason or other
there seems to be a misunderstand-
ing about it. In Portland, on Arm-
istice Day, we have very sacred ser-
vices, and especially at eleven
o’clock in the morning. The bill
was to prevent any sports taking
place in the morning, especially at
eleven o’clock. We have a tablet
on the plaza of our City Building
where services are held by the
American Legion. We have a rec-
ord there in tablet form of every
boy who sacrificed his life in the
World War, and for this reason
alone this bill was presented. It
was very misleading at first, and
Brother = Wright and myself this
morning talked it over with some
of the members of the Harold T.
Andrews Post in Portland, and we
agreed to put this amendment in to
protect the American Legion in
Portland as well as those in other
parts of the State,

Mr. YOUNG of York: Mr. Speak-
er, I do not think there is really
any call for this bill from the
American Legion standpoint. No
matter where the sport is, or in
what part of the State it is going
on, at eleven o’clock on the eleventh
of November everything stops, and
I think that is about as impressive
a ceremony as could ever be held
upen Armistice Day.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the indefinite
postponement of the bill on the

motion of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Jacobson. Are you
ready for the question? All those

in favor of the motion will say aye,
contrary minded no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
bill was indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Richardson of
South Portland, the House voted to
reconsider its action of today where-
by it passed to be engrossed in new
draft bill creating the Portland
Public Improvement Commission.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Mr. Speaker,
I now offer House Amendment A
and move its adoption as follows:

House Amendment A to S. P. 637,
L. D. 793, entitled an act creating
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the Portland Public Improvement
Commission, .

Amend said bill by striking out
in the title thereof the word “Im-
provement” and by inserting in
place thereof the word ‘Develop-
ment.’

Thereupon House Amendment A
was adopted, and the bhill was
passed to be engrossed as amended
in non-concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House a
recalled matter, report of the com-
mittee on Judiciary reporting ought
not to pass on bill an act relating to
applications for licenses, H. P. 443,
L. D. 121, recalled from the Senate
by House Order; and the Chair rec-
oghizes the gentleman from Auburn,
Mr. Flanders.

Mr. FLANDERS: Mr. Speaker, this
is a bill presented by Mr. Young of
York, which would require you to
have your poll tax receipt of the
ggeceding year. I ask that the rules

» suspended so that Mr. Young may
offer an amendment.

Thereupon the House voted to re-
consider its action, under suspen-
sion of the rules, of March 26th
whereby it accepted the report of
the committee ought not to pass.

Mr. FLANDERS: Mr. Speaker, 1
now yield to the gentleman from
York, Mr. Young.

Mr. YOUNG: Mr. Speaker, I wish
to express my appreciation to the
House for allowing a reconsidera-
tion of this matter. I have in pre-
paration now an amendment, which
is not quite ready, and I would like
to table this bill until tomorrow
morning, at which time I will pre-
sent to this House an amendment
which I feel certain will meet the
approval of the House.

On motion by Mr. Young it was
voted to substitute the bill for the
report and on further motion by the
same gentleman the bill was tabled,
pending first reading.

On motion by Mr. Oliver of Bath,
it was voted to take from the table
the second unassigned matter, House
report ought to pass in new draft
of the committee on Temperance on
bill an act to define the powers of
the State Liquor Commission, H. P.
1363, L. D. 592, tabled March 28
by that gentleman pending accept-
ance of the report; and the Chair
recognizes that gentleman.

On motion by Mr. Oliver the re-
port of the committee ought to pass
in new draft was accepted.
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Thereupon the rules were suspend-
ed, the bill given its two several
readings and tomorrow assigned.

Mr. HILL of South Portland: Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
of the House to introduce a bill. In
explanation of this request I may
say that the Eighty-sixth ILegisla-
ture, in the Special Session of
December, 1933, passed a resolve
proposing to amend the Constitu-
tion by permitting the Legislature
to authorize a bond issue in the
amount of two million dollars. That
resolve went before the people on a
referendum and was favorably acted
upon. The Legislature then passed
an act authorizing the bond issue
and providing for the distribution
of the bonds which was for the
purpose of construction of public
buildings and for the equipment
thereof. No bonds have been issued
as yet under that act and since
that time conditions have mater-
ially changed, so that it is found
that in some cases the allotments
for particular institutions are not
necessary, while in other -cases
those allotments should be in-
creased: and it is for the purpose
of altering those allotments
that I ask consent to introduce
this bill.

I will say further that if consent
for the introduction of the bill is
granted, I will move that the bill lie
on the table and that five hundred
copies be printed, so that every
member may have an opportunity
to examine it before it is acted up-

on.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland, Mr, Hill, pre-
sents out of order and under sus-
pension of the rules a bill and asks
unanimous consent of the House for
its reception. If there is no objec-
tion the bill will be received.

Thereupon, permission being
granted, bill an act to provide for
the issuance of State of Maine im-
provement bonds and the allocation
of the proceeds from sale (H. P.
1826) was received and on further
motion by Mr. Hill the bill was
tabled pending reference and 500
copies ordered printed.

Mr. CHASE of Baring: Mr.
Speaker, the Engrossing Depart-
ment has discovered an error in one
of the bills presented to it and asks
to have it corrected. Therefore, I
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present the following order, out of
order, and move its passage:

Ordered, the Senate concurring,
that S. P. 661, L. D. 836, bill an act
relating to the payment of wages, be
recalled to the House from the En-
grossing Department.

The order received passage and
was sent up for concurrence.

The SPEAKER: The Chair wishes
to state that, with some diligence, it
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is believed that this Legislature will
be able to adjourn one week from
tomorrow. This will require strict at-
tention to business. If the members
of this House are so agreed, we will
take up in the regular order all mat-
ters coming before the House except
enactors on Saturday and Monday.

On motion by Mrs. Forbes of Dov-
er-Foxcroft,

Adjourned until nine o’clock to-
morrow morning,



