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HOUSE

Wednesday, March 29, 1939.

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr, Dunn of
Gardiner.

Journal of the previous session
read and approved.

Papers from the ‘Senate disposed
of in concurrence.

Senate Reports Tabled

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Public Health report-
ing “Ought not to pass” on Bill
“An Act relating to the Use of
Marijuana” (S. P. 395) (L. D. 820)

Comes from the Senate, report
read and accepted.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Cowan of Portland, tabled pending
acceptance of committee report in
concurrence.

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Public Health re-
porting “Ought not to pass” on Bill
“An Act Defining and Relating to
Narcotic Drugs and to Make Uni-
form the Law with reference there-
to” (S. P. 416) (L. D. 880)

Comes from the Senate, report
read and accepted.

In the House, on motion by Mr.
MacNichol of Eastport, tabled pend-
ing acceptance of committee report
in concurrence.

Senate Resolve in First Reading

Resolve Authorizing the Forest
Commissioner to Convey Certain
Interest of the State in Land in
Washington County to Robert Ber-
nard Jr,, of New York (S. P. 229)
(L. D. 276)

Resolve was read once and tomor-
row assigned.

With Committee

Amendment in First Reading

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs on Bill
“An Act relating to Public Exhibi-
tions” (S. P. 390) (L. D. 823) re-
porting “Ought to pass” when
amended by Committee Amendment
“A” submitted therewith.

Comes from the Senate, report
read and accepted and the bill
passed to be engrossed as amended
by Committee Amendment “A”.

Senate Bill
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In the House, report read and
accepted in concurrence and the bill
had its two several readings.

Committee Amendment “A” read
by the Clerk and adopted in con-
currence, and the bill as amended
was assigned for third reading to-
morrow morning.

The SPEAKER: The next item
on the calendar (Item 13) has been
recalled to the Senate for further
consideration there.

Placed on File

Remonstrance of Robert M. Scott
Jr. and 106 others of Webster and
Sabattus against H. P. 1998, L. D.
1057, Act Increasing the Fee for
Resident and Non-resident Hunt-
ing and Fishing Licenses (H. P,
2077) (Presented by Mr. Holden of
Webster)

Was ordered placed on file and
sent up for concurrence.

The following remonstrances and
petitions were received, and upon
recommendation of the Committee
on Reference of Bills were referred
to the following committees:

Inland Fisheries and Game

Remonstrance of S. W. Jordan of
Mechanic Falls and 18 others
against H. P. 1560, L. D. 658, Act re-
lating to the Issuance of Permits to
Propagate Game Birds, Game and
Fur-bearing Animals (H. P. 2078)
(Presented by Mr., Goss of Poland)

Sent up for concurrence.

Legal Affairs

Remonstrance of Rev. James J.
Maullen and 25 others of Old Orch-
ard Beach against H. P. 1655, L. D.
853, Act Authorizing and Licensing
the Racing of Greyhounds (H. P,
2079) (Presented by Mr. Young of
Old Orchard Beach)

Sent up for concurrence.

Taxation

Remonstrance of Riverside Grange
in the form of a Resolution against
Increase in Gasoline Tax (H. P.
2080) (Presented by Mr. Chandler
of New Gloucester)

Remonstrance of Narramissic
Grange in form of a Resolution
against same (H. P. 2081) (Pre-

sented by Mr. Emery of Bucksport)

Remonstrance of Floral Grange
158 in form of a Resolution against
same (H. P. 2082) (Presented by
same gentleman)
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Remonstrance of Verona Grange
in form of a Resolution against
same (H. P. 2083) (Presented by
same gentleman)

Remonstrance of Riverside Grange
in form of a Resolution against
same (H. P. 2084) (Presented by
Mr. Merrifield of E. Lebanon)

Petition of Wesley J. Brown and
84 others of Bangor and Brewer in
favor of H. P. 1758, L. D. 933, Bill
“An Act relating to Licenses for
Operation of Retail Stores” (H. P.
2085) (Presented by Mr. Churchill
of Brewer)

Remonstrance of Mrs. Evelyn
Nichols and 136 other Consumers of
Freeport against same (H. P. 2086)
(Presented by Mr. Cushing of Free-
port)

Remonstrance of Bertha H. Brown
and 210 other Consumers of Fair-
field against same (H. P. 2087)
(Presented by Mr. Ellis of Fairfield)

Remonstrance of Mrs. C. C.
Heselton Jr. and 310 other Con-
sumers of Skowhegan against same
(H. P. 2088) (Presented by Mr.
Hinman of Skowhegan)

Remonstrance of Mrs. Harding
W. Gaylord and 144 other Con-
sumers of Farmington against same
(H. P. 2089) (Presented by Mr.
Mills of Farmington)

Remonstrance of Marion J. Rick-
er and 360 other Consumers of Lis-
bon against same (H. P. 2090) (Pre-
sented by Mr. Plummer of Lisbon)

Remonstrance of H. C. Gates and
313 other Consumers of East Milli-
nocket against same (H. P, 2091)
(Presented by Mr. Preble of Milli-
nocket)

Remonstrance of William J. Daigle
and 53 others of Gardiner against
same (H. P. 2092) (Presented by
Mr. Slosberg of Gardiner)

Remonstrance of Mrs. John 1I.
Hill and 103 other Consumers of
Guilford against same (H. P. 2093)
(Presented by Mr. Snow of Dover-
Foxcroft)

Remonstrance of Mrs. J. Cleveland
Bartlett and 108 other Consumers
of Bethel against same (H. P. 2094)

(Presented by Mr. Williams of
Bethel) v ¢

Petition of B. L. Watson and 41
others of Parsonsfield and vicinity
in favor of same (H. P. 2095) (Pre-
sented by Mr. Batchelder of Par-
sonsfield)

Petition of Omer LaRoche and 54
others of Auburn In favor of same
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(H. P. 2096) (Presented by Mr. Mar-
shall of Auburn)

Petition of Ernest M. Roy and 56
others of Lewiston in favor of same
(H. P. 2097) (Presented by Mr.
Hamel of Lewiston)

Sent up for concurrence.

Orders

On motion by Mr.
Portland, it was

ORDERED, that the State Con-
troller be, and hereby is, directed to
file with the Clerk of the House
forthwith a statement of the list of
the municipalities in the State that
have received Emergency Aid, dur-
ing the past four years, together
with the amounts received by each
niunicipality.

Payson of

Mr. MILLS of Farmington: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House now
consider the report of the Confer-
ence Committee on “An Act Relating
to Medical Examiners and Their
Duties” (H. P. 29) (L. D. 22) which
I believe the Clerk has in his pos-
session.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk has in
his possession report of a Confer-
ence Committee which he will read
at this time.

Report of the Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing action of
the two branches of the Legislature
on Bill “An Act relating to Medical
Examiners and their Duties” (H. P.
28) (L. D. 22) reporting that the
House recede from its former ac-
tion whereby the Bill was passed to
be engrossed as amended by House
Amendment “A)” and by House
Amendment “B,” reconsider the
adoption of House Amendments “A”
and “B,” adopt Senate Amendment
“A” to House Amendment “A” in
concurrence, adopt House Amend-
ment “A” as amended in concur-
rence, indefinitely postpone House
Amendment “B” in concurrence,
adopt House Amendment “C” sub-
mitted therewith and pass the Bill
to be engrossed as amended by
House Amendment “A” as amended
by Senate Amendment “A” thereto,
and by House Amendment “C”;
and that the Senate recede from its
former action whereby the Bill was
passed to be engrossed as amended
bv House Amendment “A” as
amended by Senate Amendment “A”
thereto, adopt House Amendment
“C” and pass the Bill to be en-
grossed as amended by House
Amendment “A” as amended by
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Senate Amendment “A” thereto and
by House Amendment “C.”
(Signed) Messrs. Mills of Farm-
ington, Pike of Bridgton
—Committee on part of House.

Marden of Kennebec, Elliot of
Knox, Chase of Washington
—Committee on part of Senate.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will
read House Amendment “C.”

House Amendment “C” to H. P.
29, L. D. 22, Bill “An Act Relating
to Medical Examiners and Their
Duties.”

Amend said Bill by adding there-
to the following:

‘Sec. 5. Effective date. This act
shall take effect January 1, 1941’

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House to accept the report
of the Conference Committee? The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Skowhegan, Mr. Hinman.

Mr. HINMAN: Mr. Speaker, I
wonder if it would be in order for
someone on the Committee to ex-
plain to us who do not understand
what we are now voting on. I have
heard Amendment “C” read but I
would still like to know what I am
voting on.

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker, it would
take a Philadelphia lawyer to un-
ravel the list of procedure which has
to be gone through to effect a very
simple solution.

As you remember, the House put
on an amendment, Amendment
“B,” which would keep the pres-
ent medical examiners in office un-
til their terms expired. The Senate
disagreed with that, if T may refer
to the action of the other body. In
the Conference Committee a com-
promise was struck, by which the
effective date of the Act would be
January 1, 1941. Amendment “C” is
the only real change. Rather than
stick to our proposition whereby the
present examiners would stay in
coffice until their terms expired, the
Conference Committee thought it
was proper to set the effective date
January 1, 1941, and I might state
that that was unanimous on the
part of the Conference Committee.
I do not know as that explanation
is clear, but I have fried to make it
so.

Thereupon, the report of the
Conference Committee was accept-
ed.

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House to recede from
its former action whereby it passed
this bill to be engrossed as amended
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by House Amendments “A” and
“B,” reconsider the adoption of
House Amendments “A” and “B,”

concur with the Senate in the adop-
fion of Senate Amendment “A” to
House Amendment “A,” adopt House
Amendment “A” as amended by
Senate Amendment “A,” indefinitely
postpone House Amendment ¢“B”
and adopt House Amendment “C”?

The motion prevailed and the bill
was passed to Dbe engrossed as
amended by House Amendment “A”
and as amended by Senate Amend-
ment “A” thereto and as further
amended by House Amendment
“C,” and sent up for concurrence.

Reports of Committees

Leave of Absence

Mr. McGlauflin from the House
Committee on Leave of Absernce, on
the illness of Mr. Erswell of Bruns-
wick, reports that he be excused
from attending the sessions of the
House during his illness.

Report was read and accepted.

House Committee Report

Mr. Goss from the Committee on
County Estimates of the Several
Counties reported two Resolves un-
der title of “Resolve for the Laying
of the County Taxes for the Year
1939 (H. P. 2075) and “Resolve for
the Laying of the County Taxes for
the Year 1940” (H. P. 2076)

Mr. GOSS of Poland: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: For the
information of the members, I would
just like to state that these two
resolves under consideration are the
budgets of the several counties of
the State, and it is of vital impor-
tance that they be passed by both
branches of the Legislature and be
signed by the Governor before April
1st. I urge their speedy passage,
and Mr., Speaker, I move the ac-
ceptance of the committee report.
~ The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Poland, Mr. Goss, moves that
the report of the House Committee
on County Estimates be accepted.
Is this the pleasure of the House?

Thereupon, the motion prevailed,
and the report was accepted.

Mr. GOSS: Under suspension of
the rules, Mr. Speaker, I move that
the two resolves be given their sev-
eral readings and be passed to be
engrossed, after which they be sent
forthwith to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Poland, Mr. Goss, moves that
the rules be suspended and the
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“Resolve for the Laying of the
County Taxes for the Year 1939”
(H. P. 2075) be given its two several
readings at this time. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

Thereupon, the resclve was given
its two several readings, under sus-
pension of the rules, passed to be
engrossed and sent to the Senate.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Poland, Mr, Goss, now Imoves
that the rules be suspended and
that “Resolve for the Laying of the
County Taxes for the Year 19407
(H. P. 2076) be given its two several
readings at this time. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the re-
solve had its two several readings,
under suspension of the rules,
passed to be engrossed and sent to
the Senate.

Leave of Absence

Mr. McGlauflin from the House
Committee on Leave of Absence re-
ported that Mr. Thompson of Castle
Hill be excused from attending the
sessions of the House during his
illness.

Report was read and accepted.

Leave to Withdraw

Mr. Cleaves from the Committee
on Claims on Resolve in favor of
Alden Robbins of Belfast (H. P.
1545) reported leave to withdraw.

Mr. Young from the Committee
on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance
reported same on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Insurance Companies” (H,
P. 1770) (L. D. 946)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought Not to Pass

Mr. Hinman from the Committees
on Appropriations and Financial
Affairs and Inland Fisheries and
Game jointly reported “Ought not
to pass” on Bill “An Act Increasing
the Fee for Resident and Non-
resident Hunting and Fishing Li-
censes” (H. P. 1998) (L. D. 1057)

Mr. Bragdon from the Commit-
tee on Claims reported same on
Resolve in favor of Harold J. Allen
of Lubec (H. P. 1376) as it is taken
care of in another matter.

Mr. Churchill from same Com-
mittee reported same on Resolve in
favor of H. W. Peck of Winthrop
(H. P. 828) as it is taken care of
otherwise.

Mr. Cleaves from same Commit-
tee reported same on Resolve in

565

favor of Viola O. Penny of Auburn
(H. P. 462)

Mr. Cushing from same Commit-
tee reported same on Resolve for
payment of Expenses of Reporting
Births and Deaths in Township 17,
Range 4 and Township 17, Range b
(H. P. 1475)

Mr. Bird from the Committee on
Judiciary reported same on Bill
“An Act to Preserve Attachments
against Property of Persons who
Die Subsequent to the Attachment
and Whose Estates are Later De-
creed to be Insolvent” (H. P. 1323)
(L. D. 506)

Mr. Fellows from same Commit-
tee reported same on Bill “An Act
relating to Iiens on Vehicles” (H.
P. 1636) (L. D. 722)

Mr. McGlauflin from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An
Act relating to Reports and Regis-
ters of Probate” (H. P. 1157) (L. D.
385)

Reports were read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Placed on File

Mr. Peakes from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
the following Remonstrances against
Changing the Present Law on Deer
H. P. 1762, 1894 to 1898 both in-
clusive, 1900 to 1923 both inclusive,
1936, 1948 to 1954 both inclusive re-
ported that they be placed on file.

Report was read and accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Ought to Pass With Committee
Amendments

Mr. Plummer from the Committee
on Towns on Bill “An Act to Pro-
vide for the Surrender by Bigelow
Plantation of its Organization” (H.
P. 521) (L. D. 176) reportec “Ought
to pass” when amended by Commit-
tee Amendment “A” submitted
therewith.

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on Bill “An
Act to Provide for the Surrender by
town of Williamsburg of its Or-
ganization” (H. P. 1750) (L. D. 677)

Reports were read and accepted.

Ought to Pass In New Draft

Mr. Hanold from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
Bill “An Act Prohibiting Trapping
in the town of Scarboro and in the
city of Saco” (H. P. 1132) (L. D.
410) reported same in a new draft
(H. P. 2098) under title of “An Act
Prohibiting Trapping in the town
of Scarboro” and that it “Ought to
pass”
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Report was read and accepted
and the new draft orderec printed
under the Joint Rules.

Bill Tabled

Mr. Peakes from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
Bill “An Act relative to Closed
Time on Deer” (H. P. 272) (L. D.
82) reported same in a new draft
(H. P. 2099) under same title and
that it “Ought to pass”

(On motion by Mr. Noyes of
Franklin, tabled pending acceptance
of committee report and 1000 copies
of the new draft ordered printed)

Mr. Welch from the Committee
on Inland Fisheries and Game on
Bill “An Act relative to Game Pre-
serve in York County” (H. P. 274)
(L. D. 84) reported same in a new
draft (H. P. 2100) under title of “An
Act relative to Bird Sanctuary in
Old Orchard Beach” and that it
“Ought to pass”

Report was read and accepted and
the new draft ordered printed under
the Joint Rules.

First Reading of Printed Bills

Bill “An Act relative to the Office
%é)l‘own Auditor” (H. P. 519) (L. D.

Bill “An Act to Provide for the
Surrender by Milton Plantation of
11t75 )Organization” (H. P. 522) (L. D.

5

Bill “An Act to Provide for the
Surrender by Medford of its Or-
ganization” (H. P. 587) (L. D. 210)

Bill “An Act to Provide for the
Surrender by Orneville of its Or-
ganization” (H. P. 588) (L. D. 211)

Bill “An Act relating to Regula-
tion of Pauper Expense for Convey-
ance of Children Attending the Pub-
lic Schools” (H. P. 1751) (L. D. 900)

Bills were read twice and tomor-
row assigned.
Tirst Reading of Printed Bills With

Committee Amendments

Bill “An Act to Provide for the
Surrender by Lexington Plantation
lo)f its )Orgamzatlon” (H. P. 407) (L.

Blll “An Act to Provide for the
Surrender by town of Topsfield of
iztls2 Organization” (H. P. 589) L. D.

)

Passed to Be Engrossed
Bill Tabled

Bill “An Act relating to the Clerk
of Courts of Lincoln County” (S. P.
271) (L. D. 503)

(On motion by Mr. Varney of Ber-
_wic§<, tabled pending third read-
ing
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Passed to Be Engrossed
(Continued)

Bill “An Act relating to Incorpor-
ation of Cemeteries and the Oper-
ation of Buryihg Grounds, Burial
Structures, and Disposal of Dead
I%r)nan Bodies” (S. P. 325) (L. D.
5

Bill “An Act relating to Local
?ption Provisions” (S. P. 497) (I.. D.
035)

Bill “An Act relating to Permits
for Non-resicent Charter Parties”
(H. P. 1333) (L. D. 540)

Bill “An Act Increasing the Li-
cense and Permit Fees for Outdoor
Advertising” (H. P. 1995) (L. D.
1062)

Sent up for concurrence.

Bill “An Act Amending the Un-
employment Compensation Law re-
}%tirllgglt)o Benefits” (H. P. 2055) (L.

Mr. BIRD of Rockland: Mr.
Speaker, this is an important bill
and I move that the rules be sus-
pended and the bill have its third
reading and be passed to be en-
grossed at this time and sent to
the Senate forthwith.

Thereupon, the rules were sus-
pended, the bill had its third read-
ing, was passed to be engrossed and
sent to the Senate.

-
Passed to Be Engrossed
(Continued)

Bill “An Act relating to the As-
sessment of Inheritance Taxes” (H.
P. 2056) (L. D. 1092)

Bill “An Act Regulating the Op-
eration of Motor Vehicles” (H. P.
2058) (L. D. 1094)

Bill “An Act relating to the In-
spection of Motor Vehicles” (H. P.
2060) (L. D. 1096)

Resolve Authorizing the Sale of
a Certain Interest held by the State
in an Undivided Part of Township
4, Range 3, N. B. K. P. in Somer-
set County (H. P. 948) (L. D. 374#;

Resolve Authorizing the Forest
Commissioner to Convey Certain
Land to Mrs. Grace Shannon Moore
of Macwahoc (H. P. 1460) (L. D.
569)

Resolve Authorizing the Forest
Commissioner to Sell Land on Mus-
congus Island (H. P. 1461) (L. D.
568)

Resolve Authorizing the Forest
Commissioner to Convey Certain
Land in Aroostook County to Hector
Martin (H. P. 1726) (L. D. 898)

Sent up for concurrence.
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The SPEAKER: The Clerk has in
his possession some items received
too late to go on this morning’s
calendar.

Finally Passed
(Emergency Measure)

Resolve for the Laying of the
County Taxes for the Year 1939 (H.
P. 2075)

The SPEAKER: This resolve be-
ing an emergency measure, it re-
quires for its passage the affirma-
tive vote of two-thirds of the entire
elected membership of the House.
As many as are in favor of the pas-
sage of the Resolve for the Laying
of the County Taxes will rise and
stand in their places until counted,
and the Monitors will make and re-
turn the count.

A division being had,

One hundred and thirty-three vot-
ing in the affirmative and none in
the negative, 133 being more than
two-thirds of the entire elected
membership of the House, the re-
solve was finally passed.

Finally Passed

Resolve for the Laying of the
County Taxes for the Year 1940 (H.
P. 2076)

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Poland, Mr. Goss, moves that
the two resolves which have just
been finally passed be sent forthwith
to the Senate.

The motion prevailed.

Orders of the Day

The Chair lays before the House,
under Orders of the Day, the first
tabled and unassigned matter, Bill
“An Act Relating to Travel Expense
of State Employees” (H. P. 1967)
(L. D. 1036), tabled on March 21st
by Mr. Gyger of Cumberland, pend-
ing assignment for third reading.
The Chair recognizes the gentle-
man from New Gloucester, Mr.
Chandler.

Mr. CHANDLER: Mr. Speaker, I
talked with the gentleman from
Cumberland, Mr. Gyger, on the tele-
phone yesterday afternoon, and he
suggested that this bill be indefin-
itely postponed because there is
other legislation which takes care
of it. Therefore I move that L. D.
1036 be indefinitely postponed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from New Gloucester, Mr. Chandler,
moves that Bill “An Act Relating
to Travel Expense of 3tate Em-
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ployees” (H. P. 1967) (L. D. 1036) be
indefinitely postponed. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, the pill was
indefinitely postponed, and sent up
for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the second tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act Amending an
Act Relating to Compensation of
County Attorneys” (H. P. 1968) (L.
D, 1037), tabled on March 21st by
Mr. Thorne of Madison, pending
nmotion of Mr. Stilphen of Dresden,
that the bill be indefinitely post-
poned. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from South Portland, Mr.
Hinckley.

Mr. HINCKLEY: Mr. Speaker,
due to the illness of the gentleman
from Madison, Mr. Thorne, I move
that this bill be retabled.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Hinckley,
moves that Bill “An Act Amending
an Act Relating to Compensation of
County Attorneys” (H. P. 1968) (L.
D. 1037) lie on the table, pending
the motion of the gentleman from
Dresden, Mr. Stilphen, that the bill
be indefinitely postponed. Is this
the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the bill
was retabled.

The Chair lays before the House
the third tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act Providing for
Clerical Employees for Legislative
Joint Committees” (H. P. 1985) (L.
D. 1054), tabled on March 21ist by
Mr. Downs of Rome, pending second
reading. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Unity, Mr. Farwell.

Mr. FARWELL: Mr. Speaker, in
the absence of the gentleman from
Rome, Mr. Downs, I move that this
bill be retabled and be specially
assigned for next Tuesday.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Unity, Mr. Farwell, moves that
Bill “An Act Providing for Clerical

Employees for Legislative Joint
Committees” (H. P. 1985) (L. D.
1054)  lie on the table, pending

second reading, and be specially as-
sighed for next Tuesday. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, the bill
was retabled and specially assigned
for Tuesday next.

The Chair lays before the House
the fourth tabled and unassigned
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matter, Bill “An Act Repealing the
Bounty on Porcupines” (H. P. 1986)
(L. D. 1055), tabled on March 21st
by Mr. Dennison of East Machias,
pending second reading; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. DENNISON: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: I want
to thank you very kindly ior help-
ing me get the porcupines off the
teble. Now I propose an indefinite
postponement of this bill.

This morning, when I came into
the building, Harvey called me into
the office. I think it was the first
time I have seen him riled up over
anything. The first thing he said
was: “Where is Judge McGauflin?”
I said, “He was across the hall play-
ing cards when I came in.” Harvey
says, “Go and get him.” So I went
and got the Judge and went into
Harvey’s office. The Judge did not
know what was up, why we had to
go in on the carpet. The first thing
Harvey said was: “Ever since we
have been up here, for the last three
months, some of you Representa-
tives have been putting these ani-
mals on the table and going home
Friday night and leaving them
there. I wonder what you think hap-
pens to them over the weekend?
Earle and I have had to stay here
over the weekend and feed these
animals. Now you put this porcu-
pine on the table and it took the
both of us to handle it last week.”

Now, Judge McGlauflin, I am
ashamed of what you have done.
After all this trouble yesterday, you
got up and put those cussed hell-
graminites on the table with the
porcupine, and we have hardly been
able to live in the building since
then. (Laughter)

Now it is not necessary for me to
explain to the members the dam-
age which porcupines do. Probably
many of the members of the House
are familiar with the destruction
of trees and blueberry land. It
seems to me that the small amount
paid out for the bounty is balanced
three or four times by the destruc-
tion to these different things.

I have got to tell you a little
story. It is a very true story that
happened Monday, our Town Meet-
ing day. We had a very successful
town meeting. We started in at ten
o’clock and fought until three and
finished up. Then in the afternoon
I went to Sid’s store, the Town
Treasurer, who runs the town store
as most of them do. We sat down
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on a nail keg and commenced to
talk about Legislature and different
things. A little boy named Jim
came up and he had purcupine’s
feet which he laid down on the
counter. He was all smiles when he
got his quarter for the bounty. Of
course the idea when you pay the
porcupine bounty you get rid of the
damage they do. It is not to make
employment for anybody, but the
bounty is very acceptable to little
boys like this and to some of the
men toco. The little boy got his
quarter and was looking at it. He
turned around to go and Sid says,
“Now, Jim, you must not bring in
any more porcupine because we are
going to repeal the bounty.,” If
you ever saw a crestfallen face, it
was on this little boy. I honestly
pitied him. He came over while I
was talking with Oscar and Jim—
those are the two fellows who ship-
ped the pickerel and get a little
money this way. The little boy
stood there. He said, “How much
do you pay on porcupine?” 1 said
we raised about $47,000 to pay por-
cupine bounties. He sayvs, “You
have got another bill up there. My
brother Bill is dusting blueberries
in the summer time and that costs
the state about six or seven thou-
sand dollars. Now about thirty-five
boys who go to college have a little
summer job. They are going to cut
that out so Bill is going to lose his
job.” 1 say, “I guess that is about
right and there is nothing we can
do about it.” He wanted to know
what we were going to do with the
porcupine money. I told him we
were in hopes of paying the Old
Age Pension. He thought that was
a prefty good thing. After think-
ing of that twelve or thirteen thou-
sand dollars he thought it was an
awful lot of money. He says, “How
many Old Age Pensions will that
pay?” He says, “Do you pay them
all just alike?” I says, “No, some
of them get thirteen dollars, some
twenty-five dollars, and 1 guess
some get thirty dollars. They get
different amounts.” He says, “That
will pay an awful lot of people,
even the porcupine bounties.” I
said, “We generally divide them as
equally as possible. Probably half
of that money would pay about
fifty-four or fifty-five, the State’s
part of it.” He says, “What do
you do with the other half, the six
or seven thousand?” I says, “We
just keep that and divide it equal-
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ly.” Of course he couldn’t under-
stand that kind of legislation.

Then he started in and wanted to
know who put in the porcupine bill,
and I said it was a great big ugly
man named Hinman. This man Hin-
man never smiles; he is very serious.
Well, he says, “What are you going
to do with him anyway? I don’t
know what to think of a man like
that.” I says, “What can we do?”
The only thing I can think of is for
a lot of us little fellows to get to-
gether and hang him.” He thought
a while and he said he didn’t think
that was hardly fair. He thought
that would be about the same as a
bunch of hounds on a stag. After a
while he says, “I do not think you
ought to do that.” He says, “Why
don’t you talk to him someway?”
I says, “I don’t know what I can
say to him that will have any effect
on him. After a while he looked at
this quarter and he says, “Why con’t
you take this quarter and go up and
give it to him and see if he won’t
ltay off this porcupine bill?” (Laugh-
er)

Mr. HINMAN of Skowhegan: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
The rules of the House prevent me
from expressing my thoughts.

Now getting back to the matter
which is before us—the porcupine
bill—it has been suspended and
been put back, and there is a ques-
tion how long the people of Maine
are going to take from this State
every service they can get without
assuming any responsibility.

The Committee on Appropriations
and Financial Affairs are pleased to
submit to this Legislature that we
believe it is about time that the
citizens of the State of Maine took
upon their own shoulcers the obli-
gation to kill what porcupines they
could and do it without remuner-
ation. I submit that there are men
in the State of Maine who earn
their living in the winter in taking
bounties on porcupine, and I don’t
believe it is a proper activity for the
State. It is true it has been decided
that there are certain charitable
activities that we shall indulge in,
but if you are to indulge in other
activities to give charity to every-
body, then we might just as well
cecide that we are not going to pay
our way. I submit to you that it is
perfectly in order that porcupines
should be killed as freely as they
are now, but no bounties should be
paid for doing it. I hope the motion
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to indefinitely postpone will not
prevail.

Incidentally, I will say that this
year we are spending $3,000 more
than the appropriation, or $10,000.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from East Machias,
Mr. Dennison, that Bill “An Act
Repealing the Bounty on Porcu-
pines” be indefinitely postponed. Is
the House reacy for the question.

Mr. STILPHEN of Dresden: Mr.
Speaker, I ask for a division.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Dresden, Mr. Stilphen, asks
for a division. All those in favor of
the indefinite postponement of the
bill will rise and stand in their
places until counted, and the Mon-
itors will make and return the
count.

A division of the House was hac.

Thirty having voted in the affirm-
ative and 80 in the negative, the
motion did not prevail.

Thereupon the bill had its two
several readings, and on motion by
Mr. Hinman, under suspension of
the rules, the bill received its third
reacing, was passed to be engross-
ed, and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the fifth tabled and unassigned
matter, Senate Report “Ought to
pass” of the Committee on Legal
Affairs on Bill “An Act to Provide
for the Repeal of the Charter of the
Fort Kent Village Corporation” (S.
P 393) (L. D. 763), tabled on March
22nd by Mr. Labbee of Fort Kent,
pending acceptance in concurrence;
and the Chair recognizes that
gentleman.

On motion by the same gentle-
man, the House voted to accept the
“Ought to pass” report of the com-
mittee, and the bill had its two
several readings.

Senate Amendment “A” was read
by the Clerk and adopted in con-
currence.

Senate Amendment “B” was then
read by the Clerk and adopted in
concurrence, and the bill, as amend-
ed. was assigned for third reading
temorrow morning.

The Chair lays before the House
the sixth tabled and unassigned
niatter Bill “An Act Amending the
Unemployment Compensation Law
Exempting Certain Employees” (H.
P. 902) (L. D. 294), tabled on March
22nd by Mr. Varney of Berwick,
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pending adoption of Senate Amend-
ment “A”; and the Chair recogni-
zes that gentleman.

Mr. VARNEY: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: I think
perhaps a motion which I am about
to make calls for a little explana-
tion, and I will try and be as brief
as possible. In case all the mem-
bers of this House do not know it,
the Federal Government has impos-
ed a three percent. payroll tax,
ccmmonly called a payroll tax, on
employees in the State of Maine,
providing that the employer shall
pay the tax. Omne provision of the
Federal Act is, in substance, that if
the State of Maine will set up their
own Unemployment Compensation
Commission, then the State of
Maine may have credit for 2 7-10%
of the tax which is collected under
the Federal Act. Our Maine Act,
however, must conform in every
respect to the terms of the Ped-
eral Act, and I would like to add
that that tax amounts to approxi-
mately $3,700,000 per year that is
collected here in the State of Maine.
This bill would take out from under
the terms of the Maine Act some of
the boys who are going to college
and working in the Praternity
Houses and getting something for
their work, waiting on tables, or
whatever they do in that respect.
The Federal Government has said
that we here in Maine may take out
from under the Act those boys.

Now I noticed the other day that
someone had proposed an amend-
ment to the Act which purports to
take out from under the Maine Act
services performed by officers in
cooperative organizations who do
riof. receive a salary from those
organizations. I placed this on the
table in order that I might find
out what would happen if we should
take out from our Maine Act this
class of person.

I have a letter here from the
Chairman of the Maine Commission
in which he tells me, in substance,
that he has taken this up with the
Federal Department. Should this
amendment which is now proposed
be adopted, it would save these offi-
cers, whoever they are that this
amendment would apply to, from
paying the 2 7-10% to the State of
Maine, but the Pederal Government,
because our Act will not conform to
theirs, would require these same
officers to pay the entire 3% tax
to the PFederal Government. In
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fact, I think I could put it best by
reading a paragraph from his let-
ter. ‘Therefore the effect of the
amendment would be to pay the
entire 3% tax to the Federal Gov-
ernment, with no return to the
State of Maine. Whereas, under the
present arrangement, the Maine
fund does derive the benefit of 90%
of the 3% tax. This raises a ques-
tion for the Legislature as to
whether or not is is good policy to
make an exemption in the Maine
law which served the sole purpose
of returning the entire 3% tax over
to the Federal Treasury, thereby de-
priving the State of Maine of any
return on that tax and in no way
relieving the tax obligation of the
cooperatives.” Therefore, not be-
cause I am opposed to relieving the
cooperatives from paying this tax,
but because I find I cannot relieve
the cooperatives from paying the
tax, and because I think the State
of Maine should get the credit, I
now move that this amendment be
indefinitely postponed. I might
say that I have taken the matter
up with the man who proposed the
amendment in the first instance and
he thinks that is the proper pro-
cedure.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that Senate Amendment “A” to
Bill “An Act Amending the Unem-
ployment Compensation Law Ex-
empting Certain Employees” be in-
definitely postponed. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and Senate
Amendment “A” was indefinitely
postponed, and the bill was passed
to be engrossed in non-concurrence
and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the seventh tabled and unassigned
matter, House Report “Be Referred
to the Committee on Legal Affairs”
of the Committee on Counties on
Bill “An Act Relating to the Com-
pensation of the National Guard”
(H. P. 1408) (L. D. 551), tabled on
March 22nd by Mr. Lambert of
Lewiston, pending acceptance. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Auburn, Mr. Winslow.

Mr. WINSLOW: Mr. Speaker, I
move that H. P. 1408, L. D. 551, be
recommitted to the Committee on
Counties. This is being done at the
request of that committee and also
with the approval of the Chairman
of the Committee on Legal Affairs.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
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from Auburn, Mr. Winslow, moves
that the report of the Committee
on Counties on Bill “An Act Relat-
ing to the Compensation of the Na-
tional Guard”, and the accompany-
ing bill, be recommitted to the Com-
mittee on Counties. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
report, together with the bill, was
s0 recommitted, and sent up for
concurrence,

The Chair lays before the House
the eighth tabled and unassigned
matter, Bill “An Act to Provide
Moral Instruction for Children in
Connection with the Public Schools”
(H. P. 1312) (L. D. 535), tabled on
March 22nd by Mr. Stilphen of Dres-
den, pending adoption of Commit-
tee Amendment “A.” The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Cam-
den, Mr Dwinal.

Mr. DWINAL: Mr. Speaker, in
the absence of the gentleman from
Madison, Mr. Thorne, who is quite
interested in this bill, I move that
this bill be retabled and specially
assigned for next Tuesday.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Camden, Mr. Dwinal, moves
that Bill “An Act to Provide Moral
Instruction for Children in Connec-
tion with the Public Schools” lie on
the table, pending adoption of Com-
mittee Amendment “A,” and be
specially assigned for next Tuesday.
Is this the pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the bill
was retabled and specially assigned
for next Tuesday.

The Chair lays before the House
the ninth tabled and unassigned
matter, Senate Report of the Com-
mittee on Legal Affairs on Bill “An
Act to Provide for the Appointment
of a Board of Commissioners of Po-
lice for the city of Bath (S. P. 183)
(L. D. 234) reporting same in a new
draft (S. P. 510) (L. D. 1049) under
title of “An Act to Provide for Civil
Service Rules for the Police and
Fire Departments in the city of
Bath” and that it “Ought to pass,”’
tabled on March 23rd by Mr. Miller
of Bath, pending acceptance in con-
currence; and the Chair recognizes
that gentleman.

On motion by Mr. Miller, the
“Ought to pass” report, and accom-
panying bill, was retabled and
specially assigned for next Tuesday.
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The Chair lays before the House
the tenth tabled and unassigned
matter, House Report “Ought not
to pass” of the Committee on In-
land Fisheries and Game on Bill
“An Act Relating to Open Season
on Fur-bearing Animals” (H. P.
1567) (L. D. 665), tabled on March
23rd by Mr. Snow of Dover-Fox-
croft, pending acceptance; and the
Chair recognizes that gentleman.

Mr. SNOW: Mr. Speaker, I sup-
pose I am guilty of leaving one of
these animals on the table for some-
body to look after over the week-
end. This bill was backed by the
Department of Agriculture, also by
the Department of Inland Fisheries
and Game, and it was also backed by
every Fish and Game Association in
the State of Maine so far as I can
learn. Although I feel that I have
enough support in the House to
pass this bill, T wish to save the
trouble and therefore move that we
accept the committee report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Dover-Foxcroft, Mr. Snow,
moves that the House accept the
“Ought not to pass” report of the
Committee on Inland Fisheries and
Game on Bill “An Act Relating to
Open Season on Furbearing Ani-
mals.” Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed, the “Ought
not to pass” report was accepted,
and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the eleventh tabled and unassighed
matter, House Report “Ought not to
pass” of the Committee on Salaries
and Fees on Bill “An Act Relating
to the Western Hancock Municipal
Court” (H. P. 1782) (L. D. 947), ta-
bled on March 23rd by Mr. Emery
of Bucksport, pending acceptance;
and the Chair recognizes that gen-
tleman,

On motion by Mr. Emery, the
“Ought not to pass” report, and
accompanying bill, was recommitted
to the Committee on Salaries and
Fees, and sent up for concurrence.

The Chair lays before the House
the twelfth unassigned matter, Ma-
jority Report, “Ought not to pass”
and Minority Report, “Ought to
pass,” of the Committee on Legal
Affairs on Bill “An Act Creating a
State Lottery Commission” (H. P.
1644) (L. D. 852), both of which re-
ports were tabled on March 23rd by
Mr. Weed of Manchester, pending
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acceptance of either report; and
the Chair recognizes that gentle-
man.

Mr. WEED: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: When I was
a small boy, as my friend Judge
McGlauflin starts off with, that was
in the days before the radio, be-
fore the moving pictures and before
the days of Sunday movies, and
one of the amusements of a small
boy on a rainy Sunday afternoon
(I being that small boy) was to
delve in the bookshelves for old vol-
umes of books. One of the books
which I was specially interested in
was a ponderous volume dealing
with travels in darkest Africa. It
had a heavy binding and gilt edge
—1I can see it now. It was profuse
with illustrations and pictures. Only
one of the pictures in this volume
of seven or eight hundred pages
has made any impression upon my
youthful mind. It pictured a cap-
tive of one of these African tribes
who had been captured by a man
from another tribe, and it pictured
the method of torture meted out to
that captive. The captive was
placed in an open enclosure, bound
to a stake which was driven firmly
into the ground, and in front of him
was another stake. Upon this stake
was placed a bowl of water. The
captive was left to remain there in
the broiling sun for many hours,
and finally, thirst getting the bet-
ter of him, he made frantic efforts
to reach this bowl of water, with
the result that in time he went
raving mad and died a terrible
death.

Now, gentlemen, the Legislature
of the State a few years ago passed
a bill, a very commendable bill, the
old age pension bill. This, in my
estimation, is one of the finest ges-
tures for the aged and infirm in
the annals of our history. However.
they failed to do one thing, they
failed to make any provision for
funds with which to pay those pen-
sions. In other words, they chained
the aged to a stake and placed a
pension just beyond their reach and
.Sélld to them, “Now you try and get
it”

I came to this Legislature as a
proponent of the Townsend Bill,
with the thought uppermost in my
mind to do something for these aged
people if T could. I know that you
are in sympathy with them and so
am I, and I know that we would
do anything in our power to re-
lieve their distress.
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Many of these aged people started
life the same as you and I, with
high hopes and aspirations. They
built their homes, reared their fami-
lies, and were law-abiding citizens;
they saved for a rainy day. But
with sickness, accident, reversals in
business, and the present condition
of business, when that rainy day
arrived they found, many of them,
that they had not the wherewithal
to carry them through life, and were
left without help in a relentless
world. .

Now you and I, campaigning for
this Legislature, recall that one of
the first things we heard among our
constituents was that they wanted
ne new taxes. They reminded us
that planks in both of the major
parties provided that we have no
new or increased taxation. .

It seems almost as if the body in
power was determined to stand by
their guns. Any such proposal that
has been put forth in this Legisla-
ture you recall has met with op-
position. The gasoline tax, the
chain store tax, the cigarette tax
and the increase in fee for hunting
and fishing licenses.

Now I am not advocating an in-
crease in taxes; I am not advocat-
ing new taxes. I think the present
taxpayers are overburdened, espe-
cially on real estate taxes. To put
more taxes on real estate is like
trying to get the last drop from a
juicy orange, and the last drop is
generally rather bitter.

Gentlemen, this matter of taxes
is one in which we are all con-
cerned. Taxes have reached a point
in my home town where last year
41 pieces of property had tax liens
placed upon them, and this year I
note that 34 resident taxpayers and
45 non-resident taxpayers did not
pay their 1938 real estate taxes.

An article written by Arthur
Staples, in the Lewiston Journal,
5ays:

“yYou ought to do a lot of think-
ing about taxes. Taxes are liable
to reduce the sources of revenue if
they get excessive. As a matter of
fact, nobody knows just what to do
about taxes, because everywhere one
looks he sees obstacles.”

You recall the matter of taxation
was what started the American
Revolution. You have heard about
tax strikes. Since the town meet-
ing in our town in March of this
year, on account of the proposition
that we may have an increase of
seven or eight mills in the tax rate,
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there is a petition being circulated
in town whereby certain influential
citizens have vowed that if their
taxes for another year are increased
one dollar they will refuse to pay
another cent of taxes to the fown
of Manchester. They say that they
will allow their buildings to tumble
down, that they will allow the town
to take that property and let the
towns pauperize them. You know
it costs anywhere from two hundred
to two thousand dollars to pauper-
ize a family.

With this old age assistance to
look after, many of us came to the
Legislature with the idea we were
going to help out the situation.
What are you going to use for
money? I am asking you: What
are you going to use for money?

Gentlemen, there appears on the
horizon an answer to this in the
proposed lottery bill. I believe that
the proposed lottery bill if enacted
into law will take care of every old
age petition on file. It is so simple
that it is just like manna dropped
from heaven. All you have got to
do is reach out and take it. It pro-
vides for no new taxes. If pro-
vides for no increase in taxes. It
provides enough funds to take care
of those who have applied for aid
and assistance in their old age.

Every year vast sums of money
go out of this country to finance
some foreign lotteries, just how
much no one knows. Every week
vast sums go out of this State in
payment for some chance games,
baseball pools or government treas-
ury balances. This you say is ille-
gal. Then for Time’s sake let us
legalize it. Let us keep some of
this money in our own State where
it belongs.

The opponents of the bill deplore
the idea of caring for our aged with
funds of this kind. Please note this
bill does not say specifically that the
funds are to be used for old age pen-
sions. They are not earmarked for
such. They go into the general
treasury and from there may be used
for roads, bridges, poor welfare or
what have you.

Furthermore, the recipients of
pensions are not asking the source
of their pensions. When you put
your donation on the collection plate
Sunday morning, does the collector
ask you anything about it? When
you pay your taxes, is there any
question asked as to the source of
your income? When I go down here
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to buy a registration for my car,
does the cashier ask me if I got
that money bootlegging or by rob-
bing a bank? They do not care. It
is funds they want.

If games of chance and lotteries
were not so general, there might be
some reason for moralizing, but our
best people have accepted them and
are using such funds to finance
their pet charities and bazaars, at
which games of chance predomi-
nate. At State and County fairs,
firemens’ circuses, horse races,
games of chance are periitted and
are licensed by the State. The
Wall Street stock market and the
Chicago Grain Market are good ex-
amples of licensed gambiing. Many
churches use this method of raising
funds to support their current ex-
penses.

I attended a church fair quite a
while ago where chances were sold
on a ton of coal, and the winner
donated the coal to the church.
There was another lucky winner of
one barrel of flour, and he donated
that to the minister and he ac-
cepted it.

Understand, gentlemen, I have no
quarrel with the church members
but I do believe that it would be a

legitimate means of supporting
legally authorized institutions.
Now if you should be lucky

enough in an Irish Sweepstakes to
win $50,000 and you tucked that
down in the old sock and felt com-
fortable about it, it would not be
long before you would have a
gentleman come up and tap you on
the shoulder and congratulate you
on your good luck and say: “How
about your Uncle Sammy, where is
his cut?” You will find you have to
hand part of it over to Uncle Sam,
and he tucks it down in his jeans
without batting an eye.

A certain judge in this State with
whom very many of you are well
acquainted, used to get a lot of
amusement by gathering around
him a certain group of friends.
There was a fellow in town named
Tom. Tom was not quite bright.
He was not a nit-wit but he was
not quite bright. The judge wanted
to show him off, so he called Tom
over and proceeded to ask him some
questions, simple questions, and the
nit-wit would give him some pla-
tonic answer, to the amusement of
the judge and his friends. Then,
as a final gesture, the judge would
say: “Here are two pieces of
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money.” He would show him a
nickel and a ten-cent piece. ‘“You
can have whichever one you want.”
The little fellow would pick up the
nickel and weigh it and scrutinize
it and pick up the dime and do the
same to that, and, finally, to all in-
tents and purposes Tom decided
that the nickel was the larger, and
he decided to keep the nickel, to
the great amusement of the judge
and his friends. But the little fel-
ilow confided to one of his pals one
day that the reason that he took
the nickel was that if he took the
dime he would never get another
chance. (Laughter)

Now Uncle Sam says, of course,
that lotteries are illegal. If you
win $50,000 on a lottery, why doesn’t
Uncle Sam confiscate the whole
$560,000 and clap you in prison?
Uncle Sam knows he is going to get
another chance. You wouldn’t take
another chance on a lottery if you
knew it was all going to Uncle Sam
and you were not going to get a
dime of it.

Of course there are some con-
scientious people who will not take
a chance on a lottery and who will
not take a chance on anything.
Why, some of them haven’'t got
married. (Laughter)

I knew a fellow who never left
his house without carrying an um-
brella. No, sir, he would not take a
chance. He used to attend baseball
games, football games and basket-
ball games, and he would sometimes
get into a heated argument. He had
one of those old-fashioned um-
brellas with a big newel at the end
and sometimes he used it physically.
No, sir, he did not have a chance
without that umbrella.

I have a great deal of sympathy
for a man who ceclines to take a
chance, and I have a great deal of
sympathy for a man who appears
to take a chance, but, Lord, I do
hate a hypocrite, the man who
preaches about the evils of the lot-
tery and at the same time has two
or three tickets in his pocket. You
know the type, the type that shouts
from the house-tops: “Thank God,
I was not made like other men.”

I believe if this bill was enacted
into law it would be a panacea for
many of the evils which confront
the State.

Please keep in mind that you are
not voting on this bill. What you
are voting on is to decic¢e whether
or not you will give the people an
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opportunity to say yes or no on this
measure. If you decide to give them
this opportunity, I think the out-
come will be satisfactory.

Someone whispered in my ear:
“Do you think the people have suf-
ficient intelligence to vote on this
subject?” If you have that feeling,
that is o. k., but just remember that
those people whom we are consider-
ing giving an opportunity to vote
on this are the same people that
you considered had intelligence
enough to send you to this Legis-
lature.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not my
intention to put anyone on the spot.
I am not going to ask for a yes or
no vote. I hope there are some
others who wish to speak on this
matter, and they will have an op-
portunity to speak pro and con.
That having been done, I move you
that we accept the minority report,
“Qught to pass.”

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Manchester, Mr. Weed, moves
that the House accept the minority
report of the Committee on Legal
Affairs, reporting “Ought to pass.”
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. McGlauflin.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I ask permission to address you
facing the House.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
has permission.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: I
heartily endorse the sentiment ex-
pressed in favor of the aged people
by the gentleman who has just
spoken. I differ with him very de-
cidedly on the matter of raising the
money for that purpose.

Lotteries have been tried many
times in many countries and have
repeatedly been done away with be-
cause of the tremendous amount of
harm they did. They were tried in
this country and abandoned. The
only lottery that I can find that was
ever authorized by the State of
Maine was many years ago a pri-
vate lottery was allowed to get
funds to build a bridge in Sullivan
in Washington County. That lottery
was not much of a success, and it
ended up in a lawsuit.

Before making comments on this
matter, I want to read briefly some
statements that I find in a book
written by H. M. Muller on the
subject of lotteries. In that book
I find these words:

“The profits of state lotteries are
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often negligible. The histories of
lotteries considered successful prov-
ed that not more than 20% of the
money reaches its object. In some
cases debit balances are the result.

“Lotteries are a retrogressive form
of Taxation.

“They are supported largely by
the poorer strata of society. .

“The effect of lotteries on ordin-
ary citizens is deplorable.

“The savings of the poor are dis-
sipated. .

“Many of those who buy tickets
need their few dollars for essentials.

“The lottery dulls all sense of
civic responsibility. People become
unwilling to pay any taxes without
hope of return.

“Lotteries are unsound. They ex-
ploit human frajlty. They increase
crime. They foster the gambling
evil.”

“If people get something for
nothing, then certainly they are
living at the expense of the com-
munity, and the community will be
that much the poorer.”

“But one thing we have learned
is that lotteries are ethically de-
moralizing and that they are a very
expensive way to make money.”

Now I object to lotteries first be-
cause I want the State of Maine
that tells me what my conduct must
be to live up to that conduct itself.

For 119 years we have had on the
statute book laws against gambling.
Lotteries are gambling pure and
simple; there is no question about
that. You and I all know that we
ourselves may smoke and drink and
swear and gamble, but if the pastor
of our church does the same thing
we dispise him. Why? Because he
professes something better. And if
he does a thing, as the gentleman
from Manchester (Mr. Weed) said,
he is a hypocrite, and we have no
use for a hypocrite. I do not want
the State of Maine to be a hypo-
crite. It has said for 118 years:
“We cannot gamble.”

Now you are proposing to have
the State of Maine go into the
gambling business to raise money
to take care of the old age pen-
sions. I want to tell the men and
women in this House that there are
thousands of men and women that
are old and poor but who would be
ashamed to accept the money that
came from such a source.

. My second objection to this bill
is that it tends to break down the
morale of the people of the State
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of Maine. What is morale? Morale
is self-respect, confidence in your-
self. Morale is what makes Var-
ney, Buzzell, Bird and Hinman and
all the rest of you members here
men that you look up to and listen
to. There is a fighting spirit there.
It takes morale to win games and
it takes morale to win battles. It
takes morale to win the battle of
life. And you are trying to break
down that morale.

I have had experience with men
and I know what I am talking
about. Haven’t I had men time
and time again come into court be-
fore me who were nothing but sots.
They had no self-respect, they had
no pride, they had no confidence in
themselves. They had lost their
morale, and they were no good to
themselves, they were no good to
their family, they were no good to
the State. They were better off
dead, actually. Many such men
have been before me.

I want to tell you, men and wom-
en, that to build up the morale of
this State is vastly more important
than it is just to get a few paltry
dollars. (Applause)

Mr. HOLMAN of Dixfield: Mr.
Speaker and ladies and gentlemen
of the House, something like eight
or ten days ago I came up here into
the Senate Chamber with several
of the members of the Legislature,
and the members of the Maine De-
velopment Commission and another
gentleman from out of the State.
He was an Associate Editor of one
of the papers in Buffalo, New York,
and he came here to tell us his
opinion of the people of Maine. I
cannot quote his words but to me
the thing he told us is this: That
the people of Maine are different
than any other group of people in
the United States. He said you no-
ticed the difference as soon as you
came over the State line. He said
that they have characteristics that
appeal to out-of-state people. To
me it means that he thinks we are
modest, that we are conservative,
and that we are stable, and he ad-
vised us to maintain those char-
acteristics in the State of Maine. He
said people coming in here from out
of state like those things from the
State of Maine; they like to get
away from the hurry and bustle of
turmoil of the places where they
live, coming into a State that is
clean and has good sensible people
In it. He said he came into this
State nine years ago for the first
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time on vacation and since then he
has bought a place in the State of
Maine for a summer home. He also
said when he_ retires he intends to
come here to live. He says he is not
the only one that has that opinion
of the State of Maine. These par-
ticular characteristics appeal to the
people outside the State of Maine.
Now it seems to me that that is one
of the best arguments that you have
got against a State lottery or
against Sunday movies, or any
gambling of any kind, and I hope
that this Legislature is going to
keep the State clean so far as it
can.

Now I am sorry that the pari-
mutuel betting bill was ever passed.
One of the largest and best fairs in
the State of Maine is located eigh-
teen miles from where I live and
they never have allowed pari-
mutuel betting, and they are as
prosperous as any fair in the State
of Maine.

Now we have a class of people in
the State of Maine who cannot seem
to think of anything but the plea-
sure they are going to get out of life.
That is all the object they have in
mind, just what they are going to
get out of life as they go along.

We have another class of people
who are very much interested in
keeping this State clean. They work
hard, they help their friends and
neighbors and will do all they can
to uphold the noble characteristics
the State of Maine is noted for.

We have another class of people
that somehow or other, it seems to
me, do not have will-power enough
to control themselves. If they have
a little money and there is a chance
to spend that, they are going to
spend it, regardless of whether
their family needs it.

Now the report that comes to us
from other States where they have
gambling is that the merchants in
some of those towns are almost on
the rocks. People get their pay-
checks and they are small, and they
know there is a chance for them to
get some more money and they go
to the gambling place and spend it
and go home without it. That is just
wlhat happens to that class of peo-
ple.

I believe that the majority of the
people of the State of Maine are
not in favor of Sunday moving pic-
tures. They can pass their time away
Sunday afternoon and Sunday eve-
ning in some other way. With all
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the leisure time we have on our
hands nowadays and the cutting
down of working hours, I fail to see
why we should have to have Sunday
afternoon and evening moving pic-
tures.

Now I have got a family. Half of
that family, ladies and gentlemen,
sits right over there in the corner.
They are young men and women
just coming into their own. There is
a group of others who came down
from my town today to see this
Legislature perform. They have
come to the time of life when they
have got to decide what kind of
principles they are going to stand
for.

Now if a member of my family
comes to me and says they want
this thing, and another wants some-
thing else and another one some-
thing else, and so forth and so on,
and I have got money enough to
provide all those things, it is all
right for me to do it for them, but
if I haven’t the money, some of
them have got to go without some
of those things they want and
would like to have.

The same thing would apply to
individuals and corporations in gen-
eral in the State and Nation, no
different.

Now the State of Maine can be
locked at from the same point of
view. Here are all these different
departments of State. It is perfect-
ly proper for the heads of these
different departments to try to im-
prove the service which their de-
partment renders to the people of
the State of Maine, but we as mem-
bers of this Legislature must see this
whole picture. You must not look
at old age pensions and at salaries
and at Fish and Game and all those
things separately. We must see the
whole picture and we must keep the
expenses of this State within the in-
come of this State. If we do not, we
are going to go somewhere we do
not want to go, and we will realize
it some time.

Now the bonding indebtedness of
the State is thirty nine million dol-
lars, and the interest on that at two
per cent is four hundred and eighty
thousand dollars—I do not know
whether the State pays more than
two per cent or not. Now if we
had the interest on this item of
four hundred and eighty thousand
dollars, that would help 3 little, and
the same principle applies to any-
thing else. We seem to think that
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money is all the thing there is in
life; if you keep money circulating,
going around from hand to hand we
will be all right. We forget that
every time money comes around we
have to take out a little to pay
taxes and it wears out after a while
and grows less and less. Now our
income in the United States is
based on a profit 6n the goods we
produce plus a profit on our im-
ports and nothing else. It cannot
be measured by any amount of
work or by any volume of business.
It is a profit on the goods we pro-
duce in this country plus the profit
on our imports. Now we are cut-
ting down the hours of labor and
reducing our production, and when
we reduce our production we are
reducing our income. Then we
need more money to spend for
something else so we hire a lot of
money and go in debt. A univer-
sity professor, speaking on public
finance, says that we are lowering
our standards of life every day we
spend more than our income, and
that sometime if it is not stopped,
we will have to repudiate our debts.

Now ladies and gentlemen, when
we vote on the moving picture
bill, I hope you will think of what
I have said. Now the same thing
applies to moving pictures. I am
not going to take any more of your
time, but I want to say that I am
very much opposed to legalizing of
Sunday moving pictures or the lot-
tery bill or anything of that nature.

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, I move you that the
House recess until 4:30 this after-
noon.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that the House recess until 4:30
this afternoon. Is this the pleasure
of the House?

The motion prevailed and the
House so recessed.

After Recess—4:30 P. M.

The SPEAKER: The House will
be in order. The pending question
is on the motion of the gentleman
from Manchester, Mr. Weed, that
the House accept the minority re-
port “Ought not to pass” from the
Committee on Legal Affairs on Bill
“An Act Creating a State Lottery
Commission” (L. D. 852).

Mr. BUTLER of Waterville: Mr.
Speaker, I move that we recognize
our Representative from the Third
District, Honorable Ralph O. Brews-
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ter, and invite him to sit at the
Speaker’s desk.

The SPEAKER: The Chair is
glad to welcome to the House this
afternoon the distinguished Con-
gressman from the Third District.
The Chair will direct the Sergeant
at Arms to escort the Congressman
to the Speaker’s desk.

Thereupon, Congressman Brews-
ter was escorted by the Sergeant at
Arms to a Chair at the right of
Speaker, amid the applause of the
House, the members rising.

The SPEAKER: The pending
question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Manchester, Mr.
Weed, that the House accept the
minority report ‘“Ought to pass” on
L. D. 852, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Monticello, Mr.
Good.

Mr. GOOD: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to discuss for just a few
moments the question before the
House when we adjourned, in re-
gard to the Lottery Bill.

I am opposed to a Lottery Bill
personally because my conhscience
tells me it is wrong, and, in the
second place, because I belong to
one of the greatest organizations in
the State of Maine which is op-
posed to it, and that is the Church.

We have heard said here this
morning the amount of revenue that
it would turn in, yet there have
been no figures to show how much
revenue it would turn in.

I do not believe the time has come
when the citizens of the State of
Maine want to tear down the morals
of our State by legalizing lotteries
or gambling. I have always said
that our State would not rise any
higher than the morale of the
country, and if we are going to
lower the morals of the country,
we must expect to go along with
them.

.~ You have heard it said this morn-
ing that the better class of people
are in favor of the Lottery Bill. I
take issue with the gentleman from
Manchester, Mr. Weed. I do not
believe that. I do not think the
better class of people are in favor
of the Lottery Bill, therefore I am
cpposed to it. I move that the ma-
jority report be accepted on this bill.

Mr. DOW of Norway: Mr. Speaker
and members of the House: This
bill came up for hearing on March
8th before the Legal Affairs Com-
mittee, and as the result of the
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hearing held on that day the re-
port comes back to this House six
against and four in favpr. I want to
say that at that hearing every one
who wanted to speak for or against
it was given a chance to be heard.

I think those who signed the ma-
jority report of the committee feel
that the conducting of a State Lot-
tery is not a sound financial policy
for the State, that it is not sure to
lower any taxes, that it is not sure
to raise any money for old age as-
sistance, and that, at the best, it is
a guess which is rather wild and
rather far-fetched. I hope, when
the vote is taken, the motion of the
gentleman from Manchester (Mr.
Weed) does not prevail, and I ask
for a division.

Mr. BROWN of Caribou: Mr.
Speaker, so much has been said on
this Lottery Bill that perhaps I do
not need to say anything more. 1
do want to say that I am firmly
opposed to it. It seems that now-
adays old¢ age assistance, like
charity, covers a multitude of sins.
All kinds of schemes, legal and il-
legal, both moral and immoral, are
being urged upon the people of the
State of Maine in the sacred name
of Old" Age Assistance.

I presume that I have just as
much interest in the welfare of the
aged people as the gentleman who
introduced the bill and who spoke
this forenoon, but I did not promise
to come down to this Legislature
and perform any act or vote for any
bill which T considered immoral and
against the interest and welfare of
the people. We have another duty
beside the duty to the aged. We have
a duty to the young people; we have
a duty to the laboring man of the
State; we have a duty to the peo-
ple who are trying to carry on. This
bill aims directly at the morals of
the people.

It is true that there is a lot of
gambling going on and a lot of
sweepstakes tickets sold and a lot
of different kinds of lotteries and
gambling, but there is nothing in
this bill that does away with any
of them. The racketeer who today
is selling sweepstakes tickets and
who is selling fickets on the treas-
ury balance and so forth will con-
tinue to do business and thrive, and
the only way you can put him out of
business is by making the State of
Maine Lottery more attractive than
these other lotteries, by setting up
a great gambling institution in the
State of Maine to mulet the money
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out of the people who can least af-
ford to lose it. It is not going to be
the business man who buys any
great number of these tickets, be-
cause he knows only too well that
he cannot beat the game. It will
only return back to the people half
of what they put into it. To get one
hundred dollars for old age assist-
ance means that two hundred dol-
lars of someone’s hard-earned
money must be put into it. I do not
think that is a fair way to tax the
people of the State of Maine.

I lived for some time in a State
where, for two or three years, they
had slot machines. I know we have
a few of them here, at least they
tell me they have some in some of
the club rooms, but I lived in a
State where they were legalized and
stood out in front of the stores.
Nearly every filling station, hard-
ware store and grocery store had a
line of slot machines in front of the
door. I have seen little children go
and play those slot machines and
put in the money their mothers gave
them to buy lunch with and come
away crying because they lost. I
have seen women play the machines
and put in the machines the money
that their husbands gave them to
buy groceries with, and come away
empty-handed. I never saw any-
one who won on those machines but
who stayed right there and played
them. Finally they had to do away
with those machines because the
merchants said it was ruining their
business and taking money out of
circulation that should be paid into
their stores, and people were putting
it into these slot machines.

There is no difference in prin-

ciple between the slot machine and
the lottery business. It is taking
money from the people that they
should spend for groceries or to
care for their children.
. Let me tell you, while T am talk-
ing about old age assistance, which
I believe in, that there are many
aged people who lose their money
through misfortune and whom we
must take care of, but there are
also lots of aged people who play
the lotteries all the time and that
is why we have to support them in
their old age. They are people who
have never saved anything and
never would save anything.

Now under this Lottery Bill you
propose to create a class of people
who will put money into lotteries
and spend it as they go along, and
when they get old we have got to
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take care of them, I believe it is for
the interests of the State to dis-
courage those things and not to en-
courage them. I believe it is the
duty of the State to try to build up
a good citizenship and to try to help
the people who are weak-minded—
and those people who play the lot-
tery are weak-minded—and to pre-
serve them from temptation or at
least not throw it in their way.

Now, as I said before, this does
not take away any of our present
lotteries. Sweepstakes tickets will be
sold on the Irish sweepstakes just
the same. Your racketeer will ped-
dle around slips with numbers on
them just the same as he is doing
tuday. The only thing you are do-
ing is that you are legalizing and
putting the State of Maine into the
gambling business. I do not know
how much money it will raise.
Someone has said that it will raise
at least a million dollars. If you
raise a million dollars, you will have
to take two and a quarter million
dollars out of the people, because
only half of it goes for prizes, and
you have to pay commissions for
the sale of the tickets.

I doubt if there is anyone who
has ever prospered or got ahead by
winning a lottery prize. If you want
to get two million dollars for old
age assistance, you have got to sell
two and a quarter million dollars’
worth of tickets. Ten per cent of it
goes to provide for the commission
to regulate it. That means over two
hundred thousand dollars that is
talmken out of the pockets of the peo-
ple.

I just want to cite you one in-
stance of the man who appeared be-
fore a legislative committee some
years ago, in discussing a tax or
opposing a tax. He had been told it
was a painless tax the same as this
one is supposed to be, and he told
this story: “Years ago I was work-
ing in a mine up in the mountains,
and one of the miners had his leg
horribly crushed by a rock, and we
were not able to get the man to the
hospital. There was only one thing
we could do and that was to cut
his leg off. There was one man there
who had some rude knowledge of
surgery. He had no anaesthetic or
anything to work with, but he sat
on the man’s head and held his
arms and cut his leg off and the
man got well.” Then he said: “A
short time ago I was in a railroad
train and we had a train wreck and
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there was a man who had his leg
crushed beyond any possible chance
of recovery. They rushed him to the
hospital and they gave him an
anaesthetic and took his leg off. It
was a painless operation, but, gent-
lemen, the man lost his leg just the
same.”

Now, members, this lottery tax is
coming out of the pockets of the
people just the same. I do not care
whether it is a tax on food or real
estate or clothing; the place where
the money comes from is out of
the pockets of the people. I say that
this tax is just as much of a burden,
it is just as hard to pay, and de-
creases the buying power of the
man who puts his money into lot-
tery tickets as if you took it away
from him in some other way. It may
be a painless tax, but you cut off
Elis%eg just the same. I am opposed
o i

Mr. RICHARDSON of Strong: Mr.
Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion,

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Strong, Mr. Richardson, moves
the previous question. In order for
the Chair to entertain the motion
for the previous question it requires
the consent of one-third of the
members present. All those in favor
of the Chair entertaining the mo-
tion for the previous question will
rise and stand in their places until
counted and the Monitors will make
and return the count.

A division pf the House was had.

The SPEAKER: More than one-
third of the members having arisen,
the question before the House is,
shall the main question be put now?

Mr. SLEEPER of Rockland: Mr.
Speaker, I move the two reports lie
on the table.

Cries of “No” “No”.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Rockland, Mr. Sleeper, moves
that the two reports lie on the table
pending the motion of the gentle-
man from Manchester, Mr. Weed,
that the minority report be accept-
ed. Is this the pleasure of the
House? All those in favor of the mo-
tion to table will say aye; those op-
posed no.

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

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House that the main ques-
tion be put now?

Cries of yes, yes.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion
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of the gentleman from Manchester,
Mr. Weed, that the House accept
the minority report “Ought to pass”
on Bill “An Act Creating a State
Lottery Commission” (H. P. 1644)
(L. D. 852). The gentleman from
Norway, Mr. Dow, has asked for a
division. All those in favor of the
motion to accept the minority re-
port 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.

Forty-eight having voted in the
affirmative and 78 in the negative,
the motion did not prevail.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Norway, Mr. Dow, now moves
the acceptance of the majority re-
port of the committee, “Ought not
to pass.” Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed, the “Ought
not to pass” report was accepted
and sent up for concurrence.

Additional papers from the Sen-
ate, out of order and under suspen-
sion of the rules.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
call to the attention of the mem-
bers that there are additional sheets
distributed and on their desks this
afternoon which include additional
papers from the Senate.

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs report-
ing “Ought to pass” on Bill “An
Act relating to the Examination of
Railroads by the Public Utilities
Commission (S. P, 562) (L. D. 1087)

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

In the House:

Mr. PAUL of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
This is one of our economy mea-
sures that your Economy Commit-
tee, which was appointed on the
fifteenth of February, came out with
for enactment after hearing the
matter pertaining to the State De-
partments and after giving them
serious consideration.

_In taking up the bills in rota-
tion, I would like to say just a few
words in explanation. This first bill
is “An Act relating to the Exami-
nation of Railroads by the Public
Utilities Commission.”” Many years
ago there was established in~ the
State a law requiring examination
of railroads which required one or
two individulas to walk railroad
tracks for the entire State. Later
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it was determined in carrying out
the functions of that law that those
same individuals could ride the rear
end of a train and make the exam-
ination required. The law today, we
believe, is of no value. It is cost-
ing the State several thousand dol-
lars and we therefore recommend
that this bill be passed, and I now
move acceptance of the committee

report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland; Mr. Paul, moves that
the House accept the “Ought to
pass” report of the Committee on
Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act relat-
ing to the Examination of Rail-
roads by the Public Utilities Com-
mission.” Is this the pleasure of the
House?

The motion prevailed, the “Ought
to pass” report was accepted in con-
currence, the bill was given its two
several readings and tomorrow as-
signed.

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs report-
ing “Ought to pass’ on Bill “An Act
relating to Reports to Towns of
Excise Tax Payments.” (8. P. 557)
(L. D. 1082).

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

In the House:

Mr. PAUL of Portland: Mr.

Speaker and members of the House:
This is a second bill which your
Economy Committee recommended.
In 1933 there was a law requiring
the State to make a report back to
the towns and cities for the collec-
tion of excise tax payments. Upon
investigation we find that law is
not a necessity by any means. The
State of Maine will save $15,000 per
year by the repealing of that law,
and I move that the committee
report be accepted.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Paul, moves
that the House accept the “Ought
to pass” report of the Committee on
Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Reports to Towns of Ex-
cise Tax Payments.” Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, the “Ought
to pass” report was accepted in
concurrence, the bill was given its
two several readings and tomorrow
assigned.

From the Senate: Report of the
gommlttee on Legal Affairs on Bill
An Act relating to Automobile
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Travel by State Employees.” (S. P.
564) (L. D. 1085) reporting same in
a new draft (S. P. 536) under same
title and that it “Ought to pass.”

Comes from the Senate, report
read and accepted, and the new
draft passed to be engrossed.

In the House:

Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr.
Speaker, I move that we accept the
“Qught to pass” report of the com-
mittee, and that the bill be given
its two several readings at this time.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Franklin, Mr. Noyes, moves
that the House accept the “Ought
to pass” report of the Committee on
Legal Affairs on Bill “An Act re-
lating to Automobile Travel by
State Employees.” Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed, and the
report was accepted in concurrence.

Mr. COWAN of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, may I ask if we have copies
of the new draft?

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman that the new
draft has not as yet been printed.

Mr., NOYES of Franklin: Mr.
Speaker, the new draft on this bill
exempts the Department of Inland
Fisheries and Game. That Depart-
ment is now being operated on a
mileage basis different than that
in the other departments of the
State. In L. D. 550 you will note
that the mileage therein contained
showing expenditures for the De-
partment of Inland Fisheries and
Game amounts to less than two
thousand dollars. In reality the
Department of Inland Fisheries and
Game is spending more than $75,-
000 for mileage. 'The game wardens
are allowed a flat amount of $600
per car, and that figures about three
cents per mile. The trucks being
used by the Department of Inland
Fisheries and Game are being op-
erated at about three cents per
mile. It is the desire of the com-
mittee that the Department of In-
land Fisheries and Game be allowed
to continue on its present basis be-
cause we feel that they are already
operating on a very economical
plan.

Mr, VARNEY of Berwick: Mr.
Speaker, what I am about to say
I think applies not only to this hill
but to the others as well. Answer-
ing the question of the gentleman
from Portland (Mr. Cowan) as to
whether or not these bills have been
printed, I understand that the new
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drafts are not available yet. It was
my feeling, at least, that probably
this House was not in position to
debate the merits of these bills at
this time. However, we did feel
that possibly we could have the re-
ports accepted at this time and let
the bills have their two readings
and that they would lie on the table
until tomorrow for consideration and
their third reading, at which time
they will be printed. You will all
have an opportunity to read them
and if there are any who are op-
posed to any of the bills, I would
simply suggest that we defer the
debate until tomorrow, and that
nobody ask to lay them on the
table tonight.

The SPEAKER: Is it now the
pleasure of the House that the rules
be suspended and that the new
draft be given its two several read-
ings at this time?

The motion prevailed, the bill
was given its two several readings,
and on motion by Mr. Varney, 500
copies of the new draft ordered
printed.

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs on Bill
“An Act relating to the Support
of Parents” (8. P. 556) (L. D. 1081)
reporting “Ought to pass.”

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

In the House:

Mr. PAUL of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
I move the acceptance of the re-

port.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Paul, moves
that the House accept the “Ought
to pass” report of the committee on
Liegal Affairs on Bill “An Act re-
lating to the Support of Parents.”
Is this the pleasure of the House?

Mr. BUZZELL of Belfast: Mr.
Speaker, and members of the
House: It is rather an unusual

position to find yourself in when
just one of the committee signs a
minority report—

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
inform the gentleman that on this
particular bill there is a unanimous
report of the committee. The mat-
ter before the House is L. D. 1081.

Mr. BUZZELL: Mr. Speaker, I
beg your pardon.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure
of the House that the “Ought to
pass” report be accepted?
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The motion prevailed, the report
was accepted in concurrence, and
the Wbill received its two several
readings and tomorrow assigned.

From the Senate: Majority Re-
port of the Committee on Legal Af-
fairs reporting “Ought to pass” on
Bill “An Act relating to Require-
ments for Old Age Assistance” (S.
P. 555) (L. D. 1080)

Report was signed by the follow-
ing members:

Messrs. Marden of Kennebec
Chase of Washington
—of the Senate.

Dow of Norway

Donahue of Biddeford

Dwinal of Camden

Payson of Portland

Pike of Bridgton

Shesong of Portland

—of the House.

Minority Report of same Com-
mittee reporting “Ought not to
pass” on same Bill.

Report was signed by the follow-
ing member:

Mr. Buzzell of Belfast
—of the House.

Comes from the Senate with the
Majority Report read and accepted
and the Bill passed to be engrossed.

In the House:

Mr. PAUL of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I move acceptance of the
majority report “Ought to pass.”

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Paul, moves
that the majority report “Ought to
pass” of the Committee on Legal
Affairs be accepted. Is this the
pleasure of the House? The Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Bel-
fast, Mr. Buzzell.

Mr. BUZZELL: Mr. Speaker and
members of the House: It is rath-
er unusual for just one member of
a committee to sign a minority re-
port, but our Economy Committee
has made a report and I wonder
whether or not all of us have read
these bills and their provisions. In
order that you may know just what
this bill provides for, I want to
read the bill and make slight com-
ments. “Report to department of
increase in income. Sec. 11-A of
L. D. No. 1080. Every recipient of
old age assistance shall forthwith
notify the department upon the re-
ceipt and possession of any proper-
ty or income in excess of the amount
allowed by this chapter. Whoever
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violates any provision of this sec-
tion shall be punished by the pen-
alty provided for in section 14 of
Title IT hereof.” I wonder just how
many of you know what the punish-
ment is for the violation of this
law on the part of some old person.
That you may know, permit me to
say it is not over five hundred dol-
lars or eleven months in jail, or
both. I, for one, of that commit-
tee, said that I preferred to resign
and walk home before I would vote
to submit one of the recipients of
old age assistance in the State of
Maine to any such provision as that.
Perhaps some of you have discovered
that I am rather in favor of old age
assistance. I think the State of
Maine is committed to it by the vote
of the people, but, by the attitude
of some of our votes, it seems very
sfrange to me.

Another provision of this law, this
economy—1I do not know just where
the economy comes in —this Econo-
my Committee reports “Payment
illegally received may be recovered.
The department may recover from
any child, children, or spouse (that
is the other side of the family —
ordinarily the best side) of any
beneficiary under this act who is
able to support the said beneficiary,
but who fails to provide such sup-
port, in an action on the case for
the amount expended by the de-
partment for the said support. This
action shall be prosecuted by the
attorney general in the name of the
state, and the amount recovered
shall be credited to the Old Age
Assistance fund.” We are now tak-
ing part in sharing in the passage
of a law that permits the great
Commonwealth of Maine to bring
an action at law against any child,
children, or spouse of any benefici-
ary under this act who is able to
support the said beneficiary but who
fails to provide such support. I do
not like that very much. I do not
see very much economy in that.
Now, mark you, all the rest of the
committee who were there have vot-
ed for this bill. I simply want to
register my voice that I am against
the haling of old people into court
under any such provision, under
any such law. I have mentioned
it two or three times to some of the
members and they say: “Why, no
judge would ever do anything with
an old person under those condi-
tions.” Now what is the use of
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passing a law that is unnecessary
and uncalled for? Do we want to
send out to the old people of this
State any word like that? What is
provided for in this law? I know
what some will say. They will say
yes, that is just to deter them from
obtaining old age assistance wrong-
fully and deceitfully. We have ex-
aminations every three or four
months and the thing is nicely tak-
en care of. I waited for the gentle-
man from Portland (Mr. Paul) to
make his motion for the acceptance
of the majority report “Ought to
pass,” but I just want to go on
record against being in favor of any-
thing like that.

Mr. PAUL: Mr. Speaker, I just
want to call your attention to the
fact that this was reported out by
two committees. Our Committee of
Economy, who made a study of
the administration, are duly con-
scious of our obligations to the
old age program. We are for
it; we always have been for it,
but we want equality and we want
fairness. This report came
from two committees, consisting of
ten men each. Now our good friend,
Mr. Buzzell, signed the minority re-
port. Now gentlemen and ladies,
let me repeat again, this bill should
not be debated at this time. It
would be unfortunate to put any of
the bills on the table There is a
time coming when they can be de-
bated if those who wish to debate
them have any merit in what they
wish to say.

Mr. SHESONG of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, as a member of the com-
mittze who signed the majority re-
port, a word of explanation might
be advisable at this time. It is a
fact that the recipients of old age
assistance are not called paupers.
We have been careful to keep away
from that in recent years. When
old age assistance is set up each
recipient is allowed a certain
amount of money each month. In
addition to that, there is a flexible
maximum of propsrty which they
may have in their possession. If at
any time that person receives in ex-
cess of that maximum, under this
law, he is required or she is re-
quired to report it. For instance,
if a recipient should, under a will,
receive five hundred dollars, that
recipient would report that amount
to the proper authority. That is
all the first section does.

Under the second section, the
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provision is simply made that the
child should be made responsible
for the support of the parent. It
seemed to the committee, after a
thorough investigation last night,
that they were right in reporting
thjs out “Ought to pass”. I hope
the motion of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Paul, prevails.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the gentleman from Portland,
Mr. Paul, that the “Qught to pass”
majority report of the committee
be accepted. Is the House ready
for the question? All those in favor
of the motion of the gentleman
from Portland (Mr. Paul) will say
aye; those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
majority report “Ought to pass”
was accepted in concurrence, the
bill was given its two several read-
ings, and tomorrow assigned.

From the Senate: Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs on Bill
“An Act Creating the Board of
Sanitation, Licensing and Inspec-
tion and Defining ifs Powers and
Duties” (S, P. 563) (L. D. 1084) re-
porting same in a new draft (S. P.
597) under the same title and that
it “Ought to pass.”

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

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Paul of Portland, the report of the
committee was accepted in concur-
rence, and on motion by Mr. Noyes
of Franklin, under suspension of the
rules, the bill was given its two sev-
eral readings, and on further mo-
tion by the same gentleman 500
copies of the new draft were ordered
printed.

Mr. NOYES of Franklin: Mr.
Speaker, I present House Amend-
ment “A” and move its adoption.
I will say that those who were op-
posed to certain sections of the bill,
together with the members of the
Economy Committee, have written
the new draft and 1 believe it is
acceptable to all concerned.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Franklin, Mr. Noyes, offers
House Amendment “A” and moves
its adoption. The Clerk will read
the amendment,

House Amendment “A” to S. P.
597, which is a New Draft of S. P,
563, L. D. 1079, Bill “An Act Cre-
ating the Board of Sanitation,
Licensing and Inspection and De-
fining its Powers and Duties”
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Amend said Bill by striking out
the second paragraph of Section 1
thereof, and by inserting in place of
said paragraph the following:

‘The board shall, as far as possi-
ble, eliminate needless duplication,
travel and other expense in exam-
ination, licensing and inspection
services carried on by the Bureau
of Health in the Department of
Health and Welfare, and by the De-
partment of Agriculture, and shall
have full authority to perform all
acts necessary to accomplish such
purpose. Provided, however, that
nothing contained in this act shall
be deemed to give said board any
authority to dispense with or trans-
fer any such services except where
duplication and unnecessary ex-
pense may be found to exist and
where such services can reasonably
be consolidated.

Mr. PAUL of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, there is an error in the
legislative document number. It
should be 1084 in place of 1079.

The SPEAKER: On the sugges-
tion of the gentleman from Port-
land, (Mr. Paul) the error will be

corrected,

Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr,
Speaker, due to the fact that
the new draft has not been

printed yet, I move that this bill
lie on the table, pending adoption
of the amendment.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that House Amendment “A” with
accompanying report and bill, lie on
the table, pending adoption of the
amendment. Is this the pleasure of
the House?

The motion prevailed, and the bill
and report were tabled, pending the
adoption of House Amendment “A”.

From the Senate. Report of the
Committee on Legal Affairs report-
ing “Ought to pass” on Bill “An
Act relating to Emergency Aid in
Certain Organized Territory (S. P.
558) (L. D. 1083),

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

In the House, on motion by Mr.
Paul of Portland, the report was ac-
cepted in concurrence, and the bill
was given its two several readings,
and tomorrow assigned.

The SPEAKER: The House is
%rooeeding under Orders of the
ay.
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The Chair lays before the House
the thirteenth tabled and unas-
signed matter, Majority Report
“Ought to pass” and Minority Re-
port “Ought not to pass” of the
Committee on Legal Affairs on Bill
“An Act to Permit Sunday Moving
Pictures” (H. P, 1892) (L. D. 736);
both reports tabled on March 23rd
by Mr. McGlauflin of Portland,
pending the motion of Mr. Dow of
Norway that the Majority Report
be accepted.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
i‘pan from Portland, Mr. McGlauf-
in.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
again I would like to address the
Speaker facing the House.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
has permission.

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I am opposed to this Sunday Mov-
ing Picture Bill, for these reasons:
First, because it opens the door
wide open for the destruction of
Sabbath Day observance. Second,
it removes an ancient landmark in
the State of Maine. Third, it is go-
ing to shock the sensibilities of a
great many Christian people in this
State. And, fourth, it will tend to
lower the standards of the State of
Maine.

I want to discuss these four points
a little more in detail. I say that
it opens the door wide open for the
destruction of Sabbath Day obser-
vance. Of all the blessings that
have ever come to men from the
Creator himself, there is no greater
glessing than the creation of Sun-

ay.

Now you say that there is no
harm in the movies. I agree with
you. You say it would be a pleasure
to attend those movies, and I agree
with that too. A bear, travelling
through the forest, comes upon a
piece of meat, and that bear rea-
sons: “That is a good piece of
meat.” It is. He reasons: t
won’t do me any harm.”
won’t. He further reasons: “That
will give me a great deal of pleas-
ure.” And it would. But, if he
touches that meat, it is Good-night
Mr. Bear, because there is a trap
behind him.

We have in this House today
quite a number of fine young men,
men whom I greatly admire and
whom I am glad to count among
my friends. Buf, unfortunately,
they have never had experience in
life, and they fail to see that the
harmless thing that we do today is
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going to lead to the destruction of
the Sabbath Day tomorrow. They
say you can have a referendum and
that you have not got to have this
unless you want it. Members, when

you put a hole through a boat, if .

vou do not stop that hole, the boat
will sink. Some of you are like the
Jews who were on a boat in Lake
Erie, and the boy came to his father
and he said, “Fadder, fadder, de
boat is sinkin’.” The father said,
“Nivver mind, boy, nivver mind, we
don’t own de boat.”” (Laughter)
Already we have punctured the
boat with horse racing and the pari-
mutuel. a big step downward in the
morals of this State. Already we
have put another puncture in it
by Sunday baseball. Now you are
opening the door wide open.

How do I make that out? How
are you going to say to the barber
tomorrow, who wants to open his
shop on Sunday, that he cannot do
it when you allow the moving pic-
ture man to open his theater on
Sunday for pictures? It is not the
thing in itself; it is the conse-
quences that are sure to follow. The
merchant, the grocery man, the
clothier, the mill man, the factory
man, every last one of them, have
a right to come before you and say:
“You have opened the door for the
theaters. Why can’t I work on Sun-
day too?” You will argue that that
will not come to pass at once. That
is true. But, there is all the time
that pressure. The man who cares
for neither God nor the Devil and
who wants to make money, goes at
it, and the other fellow, who today
is half decent and respectable, sees
he has got to do the same thing
in order to protect himself, and the
result, inevitably, in the course of
time, is what has happened in Rus-~
sia—they have no Sunday. The
Church is gone and even the home
has no longer any sanctity in
Russia. My first point, members, is
that you are opening the door wide
open.

Now they offer us some money;
they give us two hundred thousand
dollars to sell our souls to the Devil.
Judas Iscariot sold Christ for thirty
pieces of silver, and then he hung
himself for being a fool.

My second point is this: The
Scriptures say, “Remove not the an-
cient landmarks.” Up in the town
of Chapman, about six miles from
Mapleton, where I formerly lived,
there were two men, one by the
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name of Hanson and the other by
the name of John Swandike. Those
two men lived in a little community
all by themselves. There was no-
body else there at all, but they had
trouble over a line, and one day
Hanson came out with a loaded
shotgun, and, seeing Swandike, he
called to him and said, “Come out
here and we’ll settle this question
right now.” Swandike, who was an
old veteran in the war, went in and
got his army rifle. He came out,
raised it, leveled it at Hanson and
shot and killed him. Hanson’s
shotgun was also loaded, and, as he
fell, he pulled the trigger. The shot
hit Swandike in the arm and Swan-
dike lost his arm. He was tried for
manslaughter, found guilty, and
sent to Thomaston for five years. I
knew this man Swandike, both be-
fore and after he went to State
Prison. If there had been ancient
landmarks in that place at that
time, that tragedy never would have
happened. But I want to tell the
men and women in this House that
that tragedy is not a circumstance
to the tragedy that will come to
this State if we lose the observance
of the'Sabbath Day.

I said that my third point was
that we were going to shock the
sensibilities of a great many Chris-
tian people in this State. All over
the State of Maine there are men
and women who each and every
week go up to the little Church and
hold weekly prayer meetings. They
take their children to the Sunday
School on Sunday and they bring
up those children to have a pious
character. As they grow up they
are sent all over this country and
they constitute the backbone of this
nation. A man, speaking in Boston,
not a great while ago, said, “Who
are the men and women who fill
the positions of trust and responsi-
bility in the city of Boston today?
Are they the sons and daughters of
the wealthy men of Boston? No,
for the most part they are men and
women from all over New England
who have been knocked down time
and time again but who have got
up once more than they were
knocked down.”

Let me call your attention to an-
other thing that may not have oc-
curred to you. We have in this
Senate three Senators from Port-
land. Not one of the three was
born in Portland. We have in this
House seven men from Portland.
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Not a single one of them was born
in Portland. There are three oth-
ers: Our Honorable Speaker from
Cape Elizabeth, the gentleman from
South Portland, Mr. Hinckley, and
Senator George Hill. They have of-
fices in Portland, and not one of
them was born in Portland. I
could go on further. The member
from South Portland, Mrs. Robin-
son, was not born in South Port-
land. What does that mean? You
can put your own interpretation on
it, but to me it means that, for the
most part, the men and women of
character, the men and women who
have stamina and will power to get
somewhere in the world, for the
most part come from Christian
homes in the country, and in those
homes the Sabbath is a tremendous
influence in producing such men
and women.

My last point is that it lowers the
standards of the State of Maine.
What do I mean by that? Let me
give you two illustrations. I was
formerly one of the trustees of the
Women’s Reformatory at Skowhe-
gan. Just twenty years ago this
winter we found that our budget in
some way was forty thousand dol-
lars short of what it ought to be.
I came to this Legislature, repre-
senting the trustees, and asked for
that additional forty thousand dol-
lars. I told them some of the work
that that institution was then do-
ing. I remember of telling them
about a certain girl whose name was
Maggie and who had fallen but
who had been raised up and she
had made good. The State of
Maine gave us that forty thousand
dollars, and I was very proud of the
State of Maine, to think that it
would help lift a fallen woman of
%his1 State and put her on a higher
evel.

I want to give you another illus-
tration. 1 was walking down Ex-
change Street one day, and a man
overtook me and he said, “Do you
remember me?” 1 said, “No.” He
said, “You did me a great favor
once.” I said, “How was that?” He
said, “You sent me to the Reforma-
tory at South Windham.” Well, I
was interested. I said, “I have sent
quite a number of men to the Re-
formatory at South Windham, but
you are the first man who ever told
me it was a favor.” He said, “I was
going to the Devil fast. You sent
me out to South Windham. They
took an interest in me; they kept
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me there a few months and then
they let me go out on probation and
they got me a job. Now I am work-
ing down on Commercial Street
every day and I take my wages
home to my wife and we are very
happy.” I did not care about his
praising me for sending him to the
reformatory, but I thought at once
what a wonderful thing it is that
the State of Maine takes enough in-
terest in the men who are going
downward to lift them up and put
them on a higher basis of self-re-
spect, making good citizens out of
them instead of letting them go to
Hell.

Every Fourth of July or Armistice
Day, in the city of Portland and
elsewhere, the soldiers march down
the streets, and as they march each
group or division has a flag, and as
that flag comes along and we are
standing on the sidewalk, gach and
every one of us takes off our hats
to that flag. I can imagine that as
we tramp, tramp, tramp down the
ages of eternity, that Sunday will
be God’s flag, as we bow humbly
before the Creator of this great uni-
verse.

Some day each and every one of
us is coming face to face with death.
Some of our members in this House
have already had that experience.
I, for one, want to feel, when that
day comes, whether it be soon or
whether it be late, that I, in my
life time here on earth, tried, in
my feeble way, to raise men and
women to a higher level and not
to break them down. I call upon
Christian men and women, the men
and women who have had Christian
training, to vote no on this motion
this afternoon, because it tends to
kill Sunday.

I hold in my hand a Masonic
charm. It has on it a square and a
compass, and in the center of that
square and compass is the letter
“G.” 1 want to tell you members
of the Legislature that the “G”
does not stand for gambling, even
when it involves Sunday observance.
I ask the Masons who believe that
that means God to vote with me on
this question today. And I call up-
on the Grangers, that great insti-
tution that so many times has
stood for good things, to vote no
on that motion today. I go fur-
ther, and I call upon every man in
this House, whether you be a
Christian or a Pagan, whether you
be heathen or not, whether you be
Jew or Gentile, Protestant or Cath-



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—HOUSE, MARCH 29, 1939

olic, to bear in mind that of all the
blessings that ever came down to
man, there is no greater blessing
than Sunday. If T could only make
you realize that it is not today
alone but it is the future that is
involved. R

Just a word in conclusion. I
heard a great temperance speaker
speak once, and he told about the
mistake that he had made in be-
coming a drunkard, and as he told
it, he uttered these words: “The
bird with the broken pinion ne’er
rises so high again.” If you once
lose the Sabbath, you cannot get
it back so easy. It is only a step
downward from Heaven to Hell, but
it is a long climb upward, from Hell
back to Heaven.

Mr. Speaker, when the vote is
taken, I ask for a yea and nay vote.

Mr. DOW of Norway: Mr. Speak-
er and members of the House: At
the hearing held on this bill on
March 8th, the people who attended
the hearing attended in such large
numbers that it was necessary to
adjourn to the Hall of Flags on the
second floor, where a full discus-
sion was given to this bill both pro
and con. I want to say that con-
siderable time was spent on it that
afternoon. By permission of the
Chairman of the Committee, and at
his suggestion, three Sunday bills
which were before our committee
that afternoon were discussed at
the same time, if the proponents
and opponents saw fit to discuss
them that way, and in most cases
they did.

I want to_ say that I rise to
speak in a dual capacity, in one
capacity as representing the ma-
jority of the Legal Affairs Commit-
tee who signed this report and in
the other capacity as representing
my own personal views. I think that
probably I will do the latter job
better. I do want to make one or
two comments on the remarks of
the distinguished gentleman who
has just preceded me. I will not
try to compete with him in ora-
tory, but I will try to compete with
him in his sincerity. He referred
to some of the younger men in the
Legislature as lacking in experience.
I hope my distinguished friend
meant me, because I think I am
one of those men. I realize some
of us younger men have not had
as much experience as others. But
if that is not what I have been
getting for the last ten years, hav-
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ing a family of six, I do not know
what experience is. I have an idea
it was experience, quite a lot of
experience, crowded into a small
space of time.

I want to say also that reference
was made to a money amendment.

In speaking for the majority re-
port of the committee, “Ought to
pass,” I want to say that no amend-
ment concerning money or revenue
was presented to the committee,
and the report did not come out
from the committee with that in
mind. I think that is true for the
whole of the majority report. I
know it is true so far as I am con-
cerned.

I do not expect anything I may
say here will change one vote, and
I shall not be disappointed about
it because I do not want to change
one vote. I think this measure is
different than a lot of measures
we have to talk over and discuss
and debate on. I think this meas-
ure goes deeper than the matter of
expediency, and is a matter of what
is best under the circumstances. I
think it is a matter of personal
convictions. I think that some of us
who feel we ought to say a few
words might as well keep quiet if
we look at the net result. I do not
believe the vote will be a single
vote different after this discussion
takes place than it would have been
if we had taken the vote imme-
diately when the bill came off the
table. However, as a member of
the Legal Affairs Committee, I want
to give the House, as best I can
in my imperfect way, a picture of
what took place down in the Hall
of Flags on the afternoon this bill
was heard.

As I say, the hearing was well
attended. I wrote out a list of
names of those who spoke, and
then I thought that maybe they
would not be of interest to you, so
I will not read them. But, of those
who spoke for that bill, there were
five or six representative citizens
from the State who are not mem-
bers of either House. There were
five or six representatives from this
body who spoke in favor of it.
There was one Senator who spoke
in favor of it, if my memory serves
me correctly. I know that this is
not going to sound right to you,
but it is so: There was one minis-
ter of the gospel who spoke for
the proponents. That is, he pro-
fesced to be a minister of the gos-
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pel, and I have no reason to sup-
pose that he was not.

The opponents of the bill had a
number of members of the House
of Representatives, the exact num-
ber I do not remember, but I would
not wish to create the impression
that there were not as many who
spoke against it as there were who
spoke for it. A Professor from Colby
College spoke against the bill as
well as some interested -citizens.

As near as we could find out
from that hearing that afternoon,
the main objection of the opponents
was the further commercialization
of the Sabbath. I think the com-
mittee was very patient that after-
noon. I think every one who at-
tended was given a chance to speak
and no one was shut off from de-
bate. A full hearing was held, and
as much time was spent in execu-
tive session in the Legal Affairs
Committee as was necessary to
properly reflect the desires and
ideas of that committee on this
measure.

I think that is as much as I
want to say about the majority re-
port. As far as my own personal
feelings are concerned, I will say
that two years ago we had this
same measure and I, at that time,
sighed the majority “Ought to pass”
report which was not accepted by
the House. I want to say that in
the meantime my feelings in the
matter have not changed in the
least except that they have become
a little more fixed.

I want to give one or two illus-
trations, and I want to be brief,
because there are others who will
want to speak on this. In the town
of Norway we have one of the best
small golf courses in the State of
Maine. It is crowded all day Sunday
and anyone who desires can pay
his money and go and play golf.
I often go fishing up to South Arm,
and I take my automobile with me
because my wife does not drive.
Sunday afternoon to her is appar-
ently quite a long afternoon be-
cause she does not have any auto-
mobile to go anywhere. I know
when I get home that apparently
things have been crowded together
quite a little because there wasn't
any car there and no one to take
them for a ride. I do notice that
my children are out in front of
the house on Sunday playing mar-
bles, and I notice a good many folks
go to Sunday baseball games. I
want to say that I made the mo-
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tion for Sunday baseball in the
town meeting at Norway the first
time it was ever proposed, and it
was carried. We have had Sunday
baseball ever since. We make no
provision for police at those games.
We never have had one disturbance
at the fairgrounds that has been
brought to the attention of the
authorities since we have had Sun-
day baseball. I do not believe that
a good many of the things that my
good friend imagines will take place,
but I will bow to his superior wis-
dom in saying that I probably have
not had his experience. I "thank
you very much.

Mr. WEATHERBEE of Lincoln:
Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentle-
men of the House: I want to speak
very briefly this afternoon on this
question from the standpoint of the
effect which I believe it will have
on the young people of the State.

I was brought up in a small com-~
munity that had the old-fashioned
Sabbath, but I am honestly con-
vinced that over the State condi-
tions have changed somewhat, We
have had an urbanization of our
communities; the opportunity for
enjoyment of the out-of-doors is
not so easily accessible to all of
our people, and, whether I regret
it or not, I cannot help coming to
the conclusion that the interest of
many young people in the old-
fashioned form of Sabbath has
passed through a change.

What about these young people
who cannot or do not want to en-
joy the pleasures of the old-fash-
loned Sunday? We cannot legislate
these young people into liking the
old-fashioned Sunday. and we can-
not legislate them into enjoying it
when the opportunities for their
enjoying it have passed. Isn’t it
better fo give those young people
a place that they can go to on
Sunday afternoon” or evening for
‘nnocent, harmless entertainment,
rather than to ingsist that they find
some other less innocent and pos-
sibly harmful entertainment and
amusement on Sunday? I believe
that it is. I think that we should,
this afternoon. frankly weigh the
two values, on the one hand the
value of keeping the old-fashioned
Sabbath intact in spite of the
changes in our modern society, in
sp'te of the unfairness to some of
the people who do not like it or do
not have the opportunity to enjoy
it, and, on the other hand, weigh-
ing the value of the State adopt-
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ing a reasonable attitude and giv-
ing these young people an oppor-
tunity to find harmless amusement
on Sunday afternoon or evening.

I do not believe any boy ever went
wrong from going to a movie on
Sunday afternoon, but if you go
into the municipal courts on Mon-
day morning, you will find a great
many boys who did wrong because
Sunday was a long, dull day and
gave them a chance to spend their
time in getting into mischief.

I do not like to offend the peo-
ple who feel so strongly about the
old-fashioned Sabbath. I have a
strong sentimental attachment for
it myself, but I cannot help realiz-
ing that this bill gives every town
an opportunity to vote and to de-
cide whether or not the town
wants Sunday movies. Those towns
that do not want it do not have
to have it, and those who do not
want it should not feel that they
should prevent those who do want
Sunday movies from having them.

There 1s another thing that I
want to add, and that is that I
am informed that an amendment
will be offered, if the majority re-
port is accepted, which will make
this measure in part a tax measure,
and which will bring in a consider-
able income, apparently, to the
State of Maine.

Those are the feelings I want to
express. I am confining myself to
the attitude of the young people,
because I am still one of the young-
er members of this Legislature. I
took this same stand two years ago,
because I felt that the bill allowing
Sunday movies would make a real
contribution to the welfare of the
people of the State. Two years have
passed, and I am two years older,
but I still think I am a young man
and I still think I am in touch
with the young people, and I feel
even more strongly than I did two
years ago that it is the duty of
this Legislature to consider the
conditions, weigh them against the
sentimentalities, and decide wheth-
er or not the young people should
not be given the chance to have
some innocent, harmless amusement
on Sunday afternoon and evening.
(Applause)

Mr. GOOD of Monticello: Mr.
Speaker, I have listened with in-
terest to the discussion for and
against this Sunday Bill. I, per-
sonally, oppose Sunday movies on
the ground, as I said before, that
I belong to one of the greatest
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institutions in America, and that is
the Church. I have Iletters and
telegrams asking me to vote against
this bill. I listened with interest to
the remarks of the gentleman from
Norway, Mr. Dow. I think he was
very fair when he said that there
was a good hearing and the com-
mittee gave it great attention. Yet
it seemed to me there was no rep-
resentation from some districts
which should have been there, be-
cause the outlying districts which
believe in the old-fashioned Sun-
day wherein people can rest from
their labors, were not represented
there.

Now maybe I am a little different
from some of you members who
have been born in the city. I was
born back in the country, on the
banks of Nuxkeag Stream, in a log
cabin. My father taught me that
Sunday was one of the best days
of all days. When it came to Sun-
day, he did not speak about moving
pictures because there were not any,
but he did take his children to
Sunday School and he went to
Church in the schoolhouse in the
afternoon. We were taught to be-
lieve that Sunday was a sacred
day; we were taught to believe that
Sunday was a holy day, that it was a
day set apart for rest, when men
and women should stop their activi-
ties and rest. Maybe my father
was a little bit strict. When it came
to snowshoes—of course we had
barrel staves with a strap across
them for snowshoes—and we had
to put our snowshoes away because
we recognized Sunday.

I have heard it said—I guess it
was today—that moving pictures are
going to be a great asset to our
young people.

We have never had such a crime
wave in the history of the United
States of America as we have got
today. You can attribute it to any-
thing you have a mind to, but I
say that it is because we have let
down the standards of our Chris-
tian principles and have bowed to
the gambling instinet. Therefore,
members, we are losing ground with
our children, our boys and girls.
Those boys and girls say that if
other people are doing such and
such things why can’t they do it?
. I want to say that I am affi-
liated with the greatest institution
in the world and that is the Church.
And I want to say that it did some-
thing to me once I will never
forget. When I was twenty-two
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years of age I found myself a
drunkard. 1 affiliated with the
Church, and I discovered that they
had something for me that I need-
ed. For thirty-two years I have
never touched liquor because I affi-
liated myself with a body of peo-
ple whose morals were higher than
those who would have moving pic-
tures on Sunday. I heard someone
say here today that the pictures
would not do anybody any harm.
1 know of a case In Aroostook
where a young boy went to a pic-
ture—I do not know whether it was
on Sunday or not—but he went to
this picture and saw a boy who put
a rope around another boy’s neck
and threw him into the stream and
then pulled him out. They had a
lot of fun with him in the picture.

This boy went down the next day
to where they were bathing and
saw some young boys, and he took
a rope with him and put it around
a boy’s neck and threw him in the
stream and then pulled him out,
doing the same identical thing that
the boy did in the picture. When
they took him out the second time
the boy was dead. If I am not mis-
taken, the boy who did that is in
Thomaston today. I say to the
members of this House that I do
not believe we have any right to
legalize Sunday moving Dpictures
when we have these boys who will
go to see the pictures.

I have telegrams and I have let-
ters from moving picture men in
Aroostook County, begging of me to
protest against Sunday moving pic-
tures. The boys and girls employed
in the moving picture theaters have
a right to have a rest on Sunday,
the same as you and I. Therefore, I
hope, members, when it comes to a
vote, that you will see clear to hold
up the standards of our Sunday
and give our boys and girls a Godly
day and recognize our Sunday as
a holy day. We cannot afford to
lower the standards any more than
they have been lowered. I thank

you.
Mr. PIKE of Bridgton: Mr.
Speaker and members of the

House: I find myself in an embar-
rassing position, the same as the
gentleman from Belfast, Mr, Buz-
zell, did a little earlier in the after-
noon. 1 find myself the only mem-
ber of the Legal Affairs Commit-
tee who signed the minority report
in the House, so I feel it is my duty
to myself, as well as perhaps to you,
to state my position in the maftter.
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There has been such a wave of ora-
tory this afternoon that I will try
to be known for my little speak-
ing. In the first place, my position
on this question is not because of
any peculiar religious belief that I
may have. Whatever religious be-
lief I have is my own business, and
what you have is yours. We have
no business, in my opinion, in im-
posing them on one another, but we
do have a right to voice the views
on questions of public morals and
public welfare. I feel from my ex-
perience in life that this bill, if en-
acted, would not make for better
morals in the State. That has al-
ready been gone into by the previ-
ous speaker. I am not going to touch
upon that any further. I do not be-
lieve it is good business for the
State.

Ever since 1914 I have had some-
thing to do with what has grown
to be the biggest business in the
State, the summer business. We
hear a lot about our summer guests
of the State, and I have seen a good
cross-section of them in the past
twenty years., I have never heard
but one of those ever speak about
having Sunday movies in the State
of Maine. I see our summer people
taking souvenirs home with them,
especially photographs. I have seen
them taking pictures of almost
everything, except two things. One
is a movie house and the other is a
large ten foot square Neon sign set-
ting forth the beauties of Hacker’s
XXXX Ale. I tell you we have some-
thing here that we do not fully ap-
preciate in business, and that is the
State of Maine atmosphere. You
heard the gentleman this morning
speak about this editor from New
York and about his impression when
he came to Maine, that it was a
different atmosphere than any of
the other states when he crossed
into Maine. The tempo was not
quite as high, we were more con-
servative, and there was more good
fellowship. Instead of throwing
away our greatest asset, the big- .
gest business we have, let us con-
tinue to have rest on the Sabbath
day. Nobody can complain that
they cannot have athletics and am-
ateur sports as long as they do not
pay for them. Personally, I would
have no objection to the Sunday
movies if they wanted to give them
free, but we do not find them clam-
oring to do that. It is the commer-
cializing of the day that I object
to. I hope this bill will not pass.
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Mr. VARNEY of Berwick: Mr,
Speaker, I move that the House
adjourn.

Cries of “No, No.”

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that the House adjourn. All those
in favor of the motion will say aye,
those opposed no.

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

Mr. LAMBERT of Lewiston: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
I was one of the proponents of the
measure when it came to a hearing
before the committee. At that time
I stated that I represented a city of
thirty-five thousand inhabitants. Of
the thirty-five thousand inhabi-
tants, I dare say 75 per cent are
industrial workers in mills and shoe
shops and they are not greatly
overpaid. On this matter of Sun-
day movies, I want to state on their
part that a great majority of them
have approached me as the gentle-
man from Monticello (Mr. Good)
claims the Church has approached
him,—a great many of these work-
ers have approached me and asked
me to give them Sunday movies.

They are forced, members, to
work in the mills five days a week,
and, on Sunday, being members of
the poorer class, they are obliged
to remain at home. They observe,
as any good Christian observes, the
Sabbath Day by attending Church
in the morning. In the afternoon
they have nothing to do but remain
at home to observe the Sabbath,
while others who are more fortu-
nate and who have money can go
out to the summer resorts and en-
joy themselves. 1 believe it is high
time that we give the younger ele-
ment, not only the young element
but everybody, an opportunity to at-
tend movies on Sunday afternoon.
The people of Massachusetts have
had them for a long time and they
have not gone to Hell; they are
still in existence.

I refer you now to the local op-
tion which is included in this bill.
This bill has a local option, so if
the larger cities of the State of
Maine want Sunday movies, why
should the majority be held back by
some of the smaller towns? I say
to you that if any towns want Sun-
day movies they should have an op-
portunity to vote on it. I thank you.
(Applause)

Mr. BUTLER of Waterville: Mr.
Speaker and members of the House:
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In the city of Waterville we have
sixty-five hundred votes, and I have
not heard a single one of them op-
posed to this bill. My good friend
from Monticello, Mr. Good, has said
that the Sabbath Day is on Sun-
day. As I remember, way back
when I was working I got into a
place on Saturday where they said,
“I am sorry, Mr. Butler, but_you
cannot do your work today. It is
the Sabbath Day.” That was on
Saturday. Now we have Saturday
and Sunday both as the Sabbath
Day. What are we going to do
about it when we have two days?
Shall we observe Saturday or Sun-
day? I hope that we have movies
on Sunday afternoon.

Mr. MILLS of Farmington: M:
Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Farmington, Mr. Mills, moves
the previous question. In order for
the Chair to entertain the motion
for the previous question it re-
quires the consent of one-third of
the members present. All those in
favor of the motion to entertain the
previous question will rise and
stand in their places until counted
and the Monitors will make and re-
turn the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: Obviously more
than one-third of the members hav-
ing arisen, the previous question is
ordered- The question now before
the House is, shall the main ques-
tion be put now? Is it the pleasure
of the House that the main ques-
tion be put now?

The motion prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Norway, Mr.
Dow, that the majority report of
the Committee on Legal Affairs,
“Ought to pass,” be accepted. The
gentleman from Portland, Mr.
McGlauflin, has asked that the vote
be taken by yeas and nays. The
Constitution of the State of Maine
requires that the vote shall be tak-
en by the yeas and nays at the re-
quest of one-fifth of the members
present. Since this is the first time
this question has arisen this ses-
sion, the Chair will read House
Rule 22,

“Every member who shall be in
the House when a question is put
where he is not excluded by inter-
est shall give his vote, unless the
House for special reasons shall ex-
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cuse him, and when the yeas and
nays are ordered, no member shall
leave his seat until the vote is de-
clared . . .”

All those in favor of the motion
for the yeas and nays will rise and
stand in their places until counted
and the Monitors will make and re-
turn the count.

A division of the House was had.

The SPEAKER: More than one-
fifth of the members present hav-
ing requested that the vote be taken
by the yeas and nays, the yeas and
nays are ordered. All members will
remain in their seats until the vote
is taken and declared.

The question is on the motion of
the gentleman from Norway, Mr.
Dow, that the House accept the ma-
jority report “Ought to pass”. All
those in favor of the motion will
answer aye when their names are
called; those opposed no. The
Clerk will call the roll.

Mr, McGILLICUDDY of Houlton:
Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER: For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY: I would
ask that you repeat the question,
Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Norway, Mr.
Dow, that the House accept the
majority report “Ought to pass” on
Bill “An Act to Permit Sunday
Moving Pictures” (H. P. 1892) (L. D.

736). Does the House understand
the question? The Clerk will call
the roll.

YEA-—Arzonico, Ayotte, Bacon, Bar-
ter, Batchelder, Belanger, Bird, Bol-
duc, Bragdon; Brown, Corinna; Brown,
Eagle Lake; Burgess, Limestone; But-
ler, Buzzell, Cleaves, Cook, Crockett,
Dennison, Donahue, Dorsey; Dow,
Norway; Dwinal, Ellis, Emery, Far-
rington, Farwell, Fellows, Hamel, Han-
old, Hussey, Jordan, Labbee, LaFleur,
Lambert, Larrabee, Latno, Leveque,
Lord, Luro, MacNichol, Mahon, Mar-
shall, McNamara, Melanson, Merrifield,
Miller, Mills, Murchie, Norwood, Noyes,
Otto, Palmeter, Paul, Payson, Peakes;
Pike, Lubec; Plummer, Porell; Pou-
lin, Waterville; Pratt, Race, Robbins,
Robie; Robinson, Peru; Shesong,
Slosberg; Smith, Westbrook; Stacy,
Stevens, Sylvia, Tardif, Varney, Wal-
lace, Weed, Weatherbee, Williams,
Winslow, Winter.

NAY—Bowers; Brown, Caribou; Bu-
bar; Burgess, Rumford; Chandler,
Churchill; Colby, Cowan, Cushing,
Davis, Dean, DeBeck, Dorrance; Dow,
Eliot; Eddy, PFernald, Fogg, Ford,
Fowles, Good, Goss, Grua, Gyger, Hall,
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Haskell, Hinckley, Holman, Howes,
Keene, McGillicuddy, McGlauflin, Me-
serve; Pike, Bridgton; Preble, Rams-
dell, Richardson; Robinson, 8. Port-
land; Sleeper; Snow, Dover-Foxcroft;
Snow, Hermon; Starrett, Stilphen,
Thompson, Townsend, Walker, Welch,
Whitney, Worth; Young, Acton.

ABSENT-—Babin, Bates, Burbank,
Clough, Douglass; Dow, Kennebunk-
port; Downs, Erswell, Everett, Hawes,
Hinman, Hodgkins, Holden, Jewett,
Maxim, Pelletier; Poulin, Rumford;
Robinson, Bingham; Smith, Thomas-
ton; Thorne, Violette; Young, O. O.
Beach.

No—49.

Absent—22.

The SPEAKER: Seventy-eight
having voted in the affirmative, and
49 in the negative, 22 being absent,
the motion prevails and the majori-
ty report “Ought to pass” is ac~
cepted.

Mr. McNamara of Winthrop,
thereupon offered House Amend-
ment “A” and moved its adoption.

House Amendment “A” to H. P.
1665, L. D. 736, Bill, “An Act to
Permit Sunday Moving Pictures.”

Amend said Bill by inserting after
the word “annual” in the tenth line
the words ‘or special’

Thereupon, House Amendment
“A” was adopted.
Mr. McNamara then offered

House Amendment “B” and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “B” to H. P.
1665, L. D. 736, Bill, “An Act to
Permit Sunday Moving Pictures.”

Amend said Bill by striking out
from the ninth line the words “the
municipal officers of a city” and
inserting in place thereof the words
‘a majority of the legal voters, pres-
ent and voting, at any regular or
special election’ and by striking out
in the tenth line the word “a” and
inserting in place thereof the word
‘such’.

House Amendment “B” was then
adopted.

The same gentleman then offered
House Amendment “C” and moved
its adoption.

House Amendment “C” to H. P.
1665, L. D. 736, Bill, “An Act to
Permit Sunday Moving Pictures.”

Amend said Bill by inserting after
the paragraph beginning “Section
39-G” a new paragraph as follows:

‘A tax of 5 cents shall be collected
by the state tax assessor on each
admission on Sunday to a motion
picture theatre. The state tax as-
sessor is authorized and empowered
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to issue all necessary rules and
regulations for the collection of the
tax levied by this paragraph. The
funds collected from such tax shall
be paid to the treasurer of state and
are hereby appropriated for old age
assistance.’

Mr. DONAHUE of Biddeford: Mr.
Speaker, I move that House Amend-
ment “C” be indefinitely postponed.
As a member of the Legal Affairs
Committee, I joined with several
others in signing the majority re-
port “Ought to pass” on the orig-
inal bill. This amendment in-
troduces a tax feature and there is a
question in my mind how many of
the proponents for L. D. 736 would
have appeared before our committee
in support of the passage of that
bill had they known that House
Amendment “C” during the process
of legislation was to become a part
of that bill. I, for one, would not
have signed the majority report on
this bill if House Amendment “C”
had been put on the original bill.

Mr. BROWN of Caribou: Mr.
Speaker, T move that House Amend-
ment “C” be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Caribou, Mr. Brown, moves

that House Amendment “C” lie on
the table, pending the motion of the
gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Donahue, that House Amendment
“C” be indefinitely postponed. Is
this the pleasure of the House.

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

The SPEAKER: The question be-
fore the House is on the motion of
the gentleman from Biddeford, Mr.
Donahue, that House Amendment
“C” be indefinitely postponed. The
Chalir recognizes the gentleman from
Berwick, Mr. Varney.

Mr. VARNEY: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to call to the attention
of the House to the fact that many
of the members had to leave on ac-
count of the lateness of the hour. I
feel that it is not fair to debate this
matter at this time. I therefore re-
new my motion that the House ad-
journ.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Berwick, Mr. Varney, moves
that the House adjourn until ten o’-
clock tomorrow morning. Is this the
pleasure of the House?

The motion prevailed and the
House so adjourned.



