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suspension of the rules, the resolve 
was given its second reading and 
passed to be engrossed as amended 
by House Amendment A in concur
rence. 

Joint Order, Increasing the Sal
aries of State Employees (H. P. 
1341) 

Comes from the House, passed as 
amended by House Amendment "A." 

In the Senate, the Joint Order 
was read, House Amendment A was 
read, and on motion by Mr. Elliot 
of Knox, the Order and Amend
ment were laid upon the table 
pending adoption of House Amend
ment A, and especially assigned for 
this afternoon. (Ordered repro
duced) 

Joint Order, relative to Postage 
Stamp Allowance for Indian Repre
sentatives. (H. P. 1368) 

Which was read and passed in 
concurrence. 

Bill "An Act to Incorporate the 
Bethel Water District." (H. P. 1346) 
(L. D. 885) 

Mr. DOW of Oxford: Mr. Presi
dent, because there is one part of 
that hill which I would like to 
check, I would ask to have the bill 
laid upon the table and I will take 
it off this afternoon. 

The motion prevailed and the bill 
was laid upon the table pending 
passage to be enacted, and especial
ly assigned for this afternoon. 

Passed to Be Enacted 
An Act Relating to Certain Car

riers Under the Financial Respon
sibility Act. (S. P. 366) (L. D. 638) 

An Act Increasing the Compen
sation of the County Attorney and 
Assistant County Attorney for An
droE'coggin County. (S. P. 369) (L. 
D.635) 

Finally Passed 
Resolve, in Relation to Status of 

Paul cT. Brown in Re Teachers' Re
tirement As~ociation. (S. P. 82) (L. 
D. 880) 

Resolve Relating to Retirement 
Pension for Ralph M. Chesley, of 
Thomaston. (H. P. 630) (L. D. 893) 

Resolve, in Favor of Miss Mary A. 
Hughes of Frenchville. (H. P. 1150) 
(L. D. 892) 

Resolve, Placing Sherman Graves 
of Mexico Under Law Relating to 

Superintendents Retirement Plan. 
m. P. 1351) (L. D. 890) 

EEBergency nleasure 
Bill "An Act Relating to In

fectious and Communicable Dis
eases." m. P. 1352) (L. D. 891) 

Mr. HARVEY of York: Mr. Presi
dent, inasmuch as this bill requires 
amendment, I would ask that it be 
laid upon the table until later in 
the day. 

The motion prevailed, and the 
bill was laid upon the table pend
ing passage to be enacted, and es
pecially assigned for this after
noon. 

Constitutional AEBendEBent 
"Resolve, Proposing an Amend

ment to the Constitution to Limit to 
Highway Purposes the Use of 
Revenues Derived from the Tax
ation of Vehicles Used on the Pub
lic Highways, and Fuels Used for 
Propulsion of Such Vehicles." (S. P. 
233) (L. D. 339) 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Presi
dent, one of the arguments pre
sented by the proponents <If this 
resolution, which is not an argu
ment at all, is that we should let 
the people vote on it. The people 
should not be allowed to vote on 
the matter until we ourselves shall 
decide that it is necessary, because 
we are supposed to be leaders. I 
was present when this matter was 
voted on elsewhere the day before 
yesterday, and I found that some 
of the members took the tail of the 
dog to be the leading end while as a 
matter of fact, the brains of the 
dog face in just exactly the op
posite direction, and I noticed that 
not only did they take the tail for 
the lead, but they ran with the 
tail! I say that we are leaders. We 
were chosen by the people to enact 
the laws. They chose us because 
they believed we were men of 
sound judgment, common sense, 
that we were able to weed matters 
out and so I say to you that we 
should be leaders not followers. 

Now when a child asks for a pill, 
thinking it is candy, if you have 
good judgment you don't give him 
the pill. Now we should not give 
the public a pill just because they 
think it is candy. What we should 
do is to take the leadership in this 
matter ourselves. Let's pass judg
ment on it according to sound 
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principles and common sense, I 
have talked with many, many mem
bers who admit that the arguments 
that we put up in opposition to 
this Constitutional Amendment are 
sound. They cannot do otherwise 
because it is obvious that the rea
soning is sound. The spending of 
money is not a Constitutional 
question. It is a question of sound 
judgment. There is not a man here 
but what has got to admit the logic 
and common sense in that state
ment. 

When we find people saying they 
want this thing we should tell them 
why they don't want it. 

Let me give you an illustration. 
During this session, there was a 
certain bill introduced into the 
legislature that was backed by a 
women's organization of this state. 
I received a letter from a prom
inent woman in that club organ
ization, stating that she was hoping 
that I would support her measure. 
The measure was highly ridiculous. 
I wrote back to that woman and 
explained why I could not support 
such a ridiculous measure as that, 
and she wrote back to me and 
thanked me for sending her the 
explanation and she fully admitted 
that she did not know much about 
those things, and she hoped that 
sound judgment would prevail. Now 
the point was that when I explain
ed to her, she had sense enough to 
see there was another side to this 
question. And when your consti
tuents and mine say "We want this 
Constitutional amendment" now 
knowing what they are talking 
about, we ourselves, instead of say
ing "Let them vote, let us give them 
the pill because they ask for it", we 
should explain to them why that is 
not sound. Man after man that I 
talked with, and some of them were 
gOing to vote for it, admitted to me 
that the principle involved in this 
Constitutional amendment is un
sound. Why should we pass un
sound legislation when we have 
principles to guide us that will keep 
us off the rocks? 

After that vote was taken, I was 
talking with a friend of mine who 
said, "Judge McGlauflin, I agree 
with your argument absolutely. 
The principle of it is right, but" he 
said, "I had to vote the other way 
because the political pressure 

brought u;>on me was so great that 
I did not dare to do otherwise." A 
very franl: statement. 

For the purpose of illustrating a 
pOint, I want to tell you briefly the 
story of the play or drama known 
as The Man From Home. Those of 
you who saw that play will remem
ber that a certain American in In
diana wa" the guardian of a girl 
who was then in Italy, and there 
was a politician who wanted to 
marry thi,; girl. But as she was un
der age she had to have the con
sent of the guardian. The guardian 
was disturbed and he went to Italy 
and he taok with him this pol
itician. HE refused to give his con
sent at first, but while he was 
standing by his automobile, an Ital
ian prise,ner escaped and the 
American had him hide under the 
automobile and the officers failed 
to find him. This politician sawall 
that and he thought he had the 
hook on the American so he went 
to the "man from home" and he 
said, "Let us suppose that the law 
of Italy is that a person who help.<; 
a prisoner escape gets two years in 
state prison, and let us suppose 
that a certain American helped a 
certain Iklian to escape and there
fore is liable to two years in 
prison." And then he said, "Let us 
assume that a certain man comes 
to him and asks for the hand of his 
ward, and by granting it he can 
escape prison. What do you think 
that man.vould say?" And this was 
the answer, "That depends upon 
the man. :~f it is a man I know, he 
would say, 'I will see you in hell 
first.' " 

That story thrilled me. An 
American who can stand on his own 
feet and tell the politicians and the 
lobbyists to go to hell before he will 
change hi, vote or a principle, is a 
man that I admire. 

I want to make another point 
and to do so I want to tell you of 
a court experience. Some years ago 
I was trying a case in Augusta be
fore Chief Justice Cornish. I had 
as my opponents, Judge Philbrook 
and Walter Gray of South Paris. 
During the trial I wanted to intro
duce som~ evidence, and Judge 
Philbrook objected, and Judge 
Cornish said "The objection is sus
tained." That meant I could not in
troduce m:v evidence but I said to 
Judge cornish, "I did not come here 
wholly U::lprepared. Before you 
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make that decision I want to read 
to you some law, as I have four 
cases that are squarely involved. 
And Judge Cornish said, "I will 
hear you." I started to read from 
one of my cases and I had not gone 
one-half way down the first page 
when Judge Cornish stopped me 
and he turned to Judge Philbrook 
and E.aid, "Brother Philbrook, that 
evidence has got to go in." 

Many years later, a short while 
before Judge Cornish died, we gave 
him a banquet at a hotel in Port
land and on that occasi'On I went to 
Judge Cornish and I said, "Judge 
Corni:sh, I think you are a big man." 
He said, "Why?" And I said, 
",Judge Cornish, you are big 
enough to change your mind when 
you see you are wrong; a little man 
never does." 

I want to call to your attention 
one more thing, a historical fact. 
Those of you who read history will 
recall that President Johnson
they attempted to impeach Presi
dent Johnson and you will recall 
that the vote of one man changed 
the entire situation. The public 
clamor against President Johnson 
was tremendous. We cannot com
prehend it today. He had failed, 
among other things to re-appoint 
members of Lincoln's cabinet as his 
own cabinet. He appointed his own 
cabinet as has every President since 
that time, but at that time that 
was an unpopular move. William 
Pitt :E"essenden 'Of Maine had the 
vote that decided that we should 
not impeach the President of the 
United states, and everybody today 
says that William Pitt Fessenden 
was right because he voted right on 
that day. William Pitt Fessenden 
has gone down in history as one of 
the greatest senators that ever sat 
in the Senate of the United States, 
and the point that I want to make 
to you men here today is this. The 
question that we are about to vote 
on may depend on one vote. It was 
close in the other branch and it 
may be your vote, what you vote 
today may be to your credit or 
your discredit for the next twenty
five years. Now, is it not safer to 
vote according to sound principles 
rather than to take the chance to 
vote the other way? 

Now, in closing, I want to say just 
this. You have heard the hymn 

"I am serving the Lord, in my own 
weak way 

I am serving the Lord in my own 
weak way 

I have nothing good of my neigh
bor to say 

But I am serving the Lord in my 
own weak way." 

When you go home, some of you 
Senators can say: 
"I was serving the state in my own 

weak way 
I was serving the state in my own 

weak way 
I had a vote but I threw it away 

and 
I served the state in my own weak 

way." 
Mr. BUCK of Lincoln: Mr. Presi

dent, there is only one thing, I 
think, which is swaying me in the 
way I am going to vote. I have 
listened with a great deal of inter
est to the proponents and the oppo
nents of this measure and the first 
time we voted upon it I was still 
doubtful as to how I should vote 
and so, being somewhat on the 
fence, as we might say, I decided 
that I would vote for this, and per
mit the people, our constituents to 
say how they felt about the mat
ter. I believe that back in English 
history we learned that Gladstone 
and his followers gradually broad
ened their number of constituents 
in England and they placed their 
confidence in them, and I am hap
py to place my confidence in my 
constituents in whatever they may 
do. 

Mr. VARNEY of York: Mr. 
President, I don't want to repeat 
anything that was said before, but 
I do feel that I should call to the 
attention of the Senators, two 
things which perhaps have not been 
discussed. 

It so happens that I believe the 
pe'Ople have made already one mis
take by putting into the Constitu
tion the amendment which says that 
we shall issue bonds, or can issue 
bonds but only to a certain figure. 
I think that when that was first put 
into the Constitution it was a very 
low figure. We had had to increase 
that figure, or have increased that 
figure by Constitutional amendment 
six or seven or eight times. 

Now in this very session of the 
legislature, there was brought a bill 
involving the refinancing of certain 
bridge bonds. If we could have en
acted that law all the Appropria-
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tions Committee agree that it would 
have resulted in a saving to the 
state of Maine in interest charges 
of approximately $700. We all fav
ored the idea. We reported the bill 
out "Ought to Pass" and sent to 
the Supreme Court for an opinion 
and found that it was unconstitu
tional. Now I don't object to the 
principles that there should be a 
limitation in the Constitution on 
the issue of bonds, but I say that 
it is written in there wrongly when 
you set an arbitrary figure, and I 
would be perfectly happy at some 
time to see that amendment 
changed to read something like this. 
Tha t no legislature shall increase 
the bonded indebtedness of the state 
without first submitting it to the 
people for their approval or dis
approval. 

One other thing, and then I shall 
come back to this for just a mo
ment. I heard one man use this 
argument. He said, "We want to 
put this amendment in the Con
stitution so that no future legisla
ture can do what the legislature did 
in 1937" and I say that that is one 
reason why I do not want to see 
this thing put into the Constitu
tion. I was a member of the legis
lature in 1937, and as I look around 
this Senate, many of you were mem
bers of the legislature in 1937 and 
let us look for a minute at what 
we did in 1937. You bear in mind 
that just previous to that session, 
the people of the State of Maine, 
including myself and I think mo~t 
of you initiated a bill and made It 
a law that no highway funds should 
be diverted. I was for that, and I 
am still for it. I still say that was 
a good law. Shortly after we had 
made that a law, we came down here 
for the session of 1937 and as I 
remember the picture, it was some
thing like this. We had thousands 
of aged and needy people in the 
state of Maine. Many of them had 
already had their cases investigated 
and had been receiving old age 
assistance from the state. In the 
month of December their checks 
were stopped - or it may have been 
November, it was either November 
or December. They did not receive 
their old age assistance and they 
did not receive it because there were 
no funds in the general funds of 
the state of Maine to pay those 
checks. W,e came in 1937 with those 

old people having been refused their 
pay in December. No funds in the 
general funds of the state. 

Over in the highway funds, more 
than a million. I don't remember 
now exac'Jy how much. My brother 
says five million and I think that is 
correct. Vve had the courage and I 
will say that many of you who are 
now asking us to put this into the 
Constitution voted with us, and I 
was not ashamed, I did not think 
I was doing something that the 
people had told me not to do. We 
had the courage then to borrow that 
money from highway funds and see 
that the ::1eedy and suffering people 
of Maine got their checks from then 
on, and as I understand it, or un
derstood it then, that money has 
been sinc,~ repaid, every dollar of it, 
to the highway fund. I call this to 
your attention, that if you put this 
amendment into the Constitution 
now and you come back here two 
years from now and find the same 
story that we found in 1937 - and 
I hope you won't - you will sud
denly di1:cover that you can't do 
a thing for the old people in the 
state of Maine no matter how much 
you may want to. You can't do a 
thing unl;i! you amend the Consti
tution. And you can't amend the 
Constitution until you have sub
mitted it to the people for a vote 
at the following September election. 

Now if you would say why not 
put into the constitution the prin
ciples of non-diversion of highway 
funds? Why not put into the Con
stitution that no legislature can 
divert money from the highway 
funds until they have submitted the 
question to the people at a special 
election; not require a Constitu
tional amendment but say that we 
will take the right away from the 
legislatur~ to do this until they have 
asked thl~ people if it is all right, 
by a majority vote, I would go along 
with tha;. Put it in that way. I 
would do the same thing with the 
bond issue and then I would turn 
around a:1d say, "But that principle 
is already in the Constitution be
cause if we try to divert highway 
funds at the present time, the peo
ple of the state of Maine have under 
the Constitution, the right to ask 
for a referendum on that subject. 

Now I eoncede that it is true that 
the Constitution in providing for the 
initiative and referendum did as
sume that there might be some case 
when it was so important to do the 
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thing at once that we should not 
leave with the people the right to 
ask for a referendum and thereby 
delay action. And so there is the 
provision in the Constitution that 
when that occasion arises, this leg
islature may declare it to be an 
emergency and if it is an emergency 
and two-thirds of the legislature 
think so, the people are willing to 
leave that to our judgment, and you 
all know that we have stretched the 
emergency provision beyond its ac
tual intent. All we actually do when 
we declare a matter an emergency 
and therefore make it effective at 
once, is to take away from the peo
ple of the state of Maine, the right 
to obtain a referendum on it and 
that it; the only reason that the 
emergency provision was written 
into the Constitution. 

I feel that a majority of the peo
ple of the state of Maine do not 
sufficiently understand our system of 
constitution and laws to intelligent
ly vote on whether or not they want 
to make this a Constitutional affair 
and for that reason alone I think 
it is our duty to lead them by say
ing to them, "We do not think we 
should submit this to you for your 
approval or disapproval." 

Mr. DUNBAR of Washington: Mr. 
President and member of the Sen
ate, as I sat here this morning and 
listened to the two arguments that 
have been presented by the legal 
profession, I wondered if we were 
really super-men. I wondered if we 
really possessed greater and bigger 
analytical minds than the people 
who elected us to the office we now 
hold. I want to go on record, as 
one Senator, in saying in analyzing 
myself--and I do it many times-I 
don't consider myself a super being. 
I can think back to the county of 
Washington from which I come and 
I know of many many men and wo
men who possess greater ability 
than 1 possess. I do not believe 
there are many children that can 
be fooled by passing to them a coat
ed pill. I believe when this ques
tion, if submitted to them, they can 
decide it as intelligently as any 
member of this Senate can decide 
it. I have faith in the people of 
Maine. 

I have been told, and I believe it is 
a law of physics, that the water ris
es no higher than its source, and 
I for one Senator do not want to 
take the position that I can rise 
higher than the people who elected 
me to this body. 

When the able Senator (Senator 
Varney)-I have come to learn to 
love him-tells you the people of 
Maine made a mistake in the con
stitutional amendment in which 
they did not provide for sufficient 
size of the bond money to be pro
vided by the state and for that rea
son it was necessary to refer it back 
six or eight times for additional 
amendments, who for heaven's sake 
was to blame for that? Was it the 
people of Maine or was it the legis
lature which submitted the consti
tutional question to them, because 
they can only vote on what was sub
mitted to them? As it was submit
ted to them six or seven times they 
voted to increase the bonded in
debtedness of the state. 

When the Senator from Cumber
land, Senator McGlauflin, says that 
all we hear here is not an argument 
but an excuse, I cannot agree with 
him on that proposition. I say that 
under the constitution of this state 
there is a necessity to prevent the 
div·ersion of the highways funds of 
this state, and although the legis
lature in 1937 borrowed, which they 
had a right to do, the Senator from 
York, Senator Varney, says that 
money was paid back. That was 
commendable. 

I say to you, as I said in a pre
vious speech on this floor, that I 
know of instances in this state and 
I believe it was in 1933 in Decem
ber when $400,000. from a fund in 
which there was $425,000 was divert
ed, and it has never been paid back. 
That is what the people of Maine 
would like to have an opportunity 
to vote upon, to see that this does 
not occur again. 

You will recall that only a few 
years back-I think it was the ses
sion of 1939 we passed a Title law 
which provided every person who 
owned an automobile had to prove 
to the Secretary of State that he 
owned it before he could get a li
cense, and that law became so un
popular when they put it into ef
fect, increased by the pressure of 
the Democratic convention in the 
spring of 1940 that the Republican 
convention that followed that con
vention adopted a like plank to re
peal the law, and the Governor of 
the state immediately convened the 
legislature in special session to re
peal it before the opposite party 
could make an issue of it in the 
campaign. 

Now. that money was highway 
money and there was $140,000 of it 
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left, and that was diverted and that 
has never been put back into the 
highway funds of this state. 

Maine, as you all know, Senators, 
is a big state. Some of you have 
covered it from Fort Kent to Kit
tery and from Jackman to East
port, and I say and I believe that 
there isn't a child being born at 
this minute that will live to be old 
enough but what every dollar of 
that rev·enue that is raised from the 
sources from which it came, won't 
be needed to apply on the roads of 
this state. If that is so, why don't 
we safeguard the fund? As I say, 
as I read this resolve, if the people 
adopt it there is nothing in it at 
all that will prevent future legisla
tures from borrowing from it in an 
emergency provided they pay it 
back. I do not want to take the 
chance of some future legislature 
or some future administration di
verting money from this fund and 
not putting it back, and losing our 
federal aid. That is the thing that 
is controlling me. It is not the 
lobby. I have been lobbied on this 
bill, and I believe, Senators, I have 
been lobbied more inside the Body 
than out of it. I have probably 
done my share of the lobbying, too. 

From my experience in and 
around the legislature, someone 
wants to try to defeat a measure 
the last and final arguments are 
that it is unconstitutional because it 
is class legislation, or tna t there is 
a big lobby in favor of the bill. Well, 
the lobby hasn't influenced me. I 
know two gentleman who are in the 
lobby who have been working for 
the bill and I have the highest re
gard for them and no one has 
threatened me that my political fu
tur·e, if I decide to try to stay in 
politics, will be affected by how I 
vote on this measure. 

So in closing, Senators, I have al
ready spoken too long because I 
think and I know your minds are 
made up, I want to go on record as 
saying, and I will r·eparaphrase in 
my humble way what Senator Mc
Glauflin said, just a line-I want 
to go home feeling that I have serv
ed the people in my weak way. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Presi
dent, I'd like to comment on one 
remark made by the Senator from 
Washington, Senator Dunbar. If I 
understood him correctly he said 
that if we adopt this constitutional 
amendment and the legislature had 
occasion. when they needed that 
money, that he had no objection to 

their bor::owing money from the 
highway funds provided they paid it 
back. If we borrow money now we 
are, under the law, obliged to pay 
it back, and if the State owes that 
highway Jund $400,000 it should be 
paid back. But the point I am ar
guing is this, if the legislature can 
now borrow money and not pay it 
back, and if the Senator from 
Washington, Senator Dunbar, says 
if they pass this bill he is willing 
for them to still borrow the money 
on their promis'e to pay it back, how 
are we gOing to be any more sure 
that they will pay it back after the 
constitutional amendment is passed 
than we He now when the obliga
tion is id en tical? 

Mr. SANBORN of Cumberland: 
Mr. President, I had not thought 
to make any further comments up
on this c uestion but I would like 
to call yoilr attention to what seems 
to me to be the unwisdom of assum
ing that in the future there will be 
no devele'pment which may make 
it desirable to divert some of this 
money from highway purposes. 

I confess that at the present time 
- I won t say I confess; I assert 
that at tt.e present time - I would 
oppose the diversion of any of these 
funds. Nor can I see far enough 
into the :'uture to devine the like
lihood th~t anything may develop 
which wculd make such diversion 
desirable. But I say that we can
not safely assume that no such cir
cumstancE's will take place, and if 
and when they do take place, if this 
amendmeDt is submitted to and 
adopted by the people, then the en
tire state would regret their action. 

I am reminded of an incident 
tha'ttook place down in my county 
some forty years or more ago. At 
that time Portland Bridge conneet
ed South Portland and Gape El~a
beth with the city of Portland. It 
was an o::d structure, very narrow, 
and the draw in that bridge fell into 
disrepair, it being a county struc
ture, and the county commissioners 
found themselves under the neces
sity of replacing the old draw with 
a new ODE'. That was, as I recall it, 
in about 1893 or 1894. 

At that time the only public util
ity for street transportation in that 
vicinity was the Portland Street 
Railroad which had, within a short 
time, bee::t electrified. There had 
already hegun to be bruited about 
a suggestion that one of these days 
the electr c road might want to go 
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across into South Portland. Having 
that in mind, the County Commis
sioners went to the then Portland 
Railroad Company. The President 
of the portland Railroad Company 
was then Charles F. Libby and it is 
pretty well known that no more 
capable or astute lawyer or business 
man lived in Portland in those days 
than Charles F. Libby. 

They told him they were about 
to replace this draw and asked him 
if he thought it likely that the elec
tric road might have occasion to 
go across into South Portland and 
he fairly laughed them to scorn. 
"Why," he said, "it isn't within the 
wildest imagination of anybody that 
the time will come within the life 
of people now living that any elec
tric road will ever want to go onto 
the Cape; you can go ahead and 
build your road without that con
struction." 

They relied on that judgment of 
his, which was undoubtedly his con
sidereCi judgment, and they replaced 
the draw with a draw just wide 
enough for two teams to pass. In 
l8!)7, three years later, the electric 
road went across that draw and it 
crippled traffic for the years which 
remained from 1897 until 1915 when 
the new bridge was built. Now there 
is a concrete illustration of the un
wisdom of assuming that conditions 
will not change. 

The anecdote related by my 
learned colleague about Justice Cor
nish reminds me of another one 
which I will tell in clOSing, and I 
assure you that there is not the 
slightest personal, application to it. 
I am telling it because I think it is 
a good story and too good to pass 
up. 

Back: in the days of greenbackism 
here in Maine you will recall, or the 
older p,eople will recall, that great 
apostle Solon Chase, he of the cow
hide boots and "them steers," in 1880 
toured the west for the greenback 
presidential candidate. He was uni
que in his methods and he had 
great audiences and made a big 
impression. By 1884 times had 
changed, the greenback doctrine had 
fallen into complete disrepute, and 
because of his personal admiration 
for the candidate and perhaps for 
some political consideration he es
poused the republican cause and 
went out for Blaine, who was then 
a candidate for President. 

The national committee thought 
that in as much as he was known 
to the West and had had great 
audiences there, they had better 
send him out again, so he went out 
and made a tour for Blaine. He was 
speaking in Indianapolis to a packed 
house and vehemently laying down 
the Republican doctrines and ex
pounding the Republican platform 
when someone in the audience broke 
in and said, "Uncle Solon, aren't 
you singing a little different song 
from what you sang out here four 
years ago?" Solon drew himself up, 
faced about and said, "My friend, 
men sometimes change their minds; 
mules never." 

The PRESIDENT: Is the Senate 
ready for the question? 

Mr. FRIEND of Somerset: Mr. 
President, when the vote is taken 
I asked for a division. 

Mr. BROWN of Aroostook: Mr. 
President, I move that when the 
vote is taken it be taken by the 
Yeas and Nays. 

Mr. BRAGDON of Aroostook: Mr. 
President, before the vote is taken 
I would like to make a brief state
ment. I perhaps am not capable of 
analysing this matter as I should, 
but I shall vote as I think is right 
on it and I am greatly impressed 
by the fact that there seems to be 
a very great demand on the part 
of 'the people fo1' this constitutional 
amendment and I more or less feel 
that the senators will agree with 
me, perhaps, that most of the time 
the people are right. It also im
presses me a little that in regard to 
limiting the amount of our bonded 
indebtedness in the constitutional 
amendment there has never arisen 
an occasion where there was need 
for increasing that. I don't think 
we have ever experienced any great 
difficulty in getting an amendment 
to the constitution to take care of 
emergencies as they have arisen. 

I shall continue to vote on this 
measure as I think the people of the 
state of Maine feel. 

Mr. BISHOP of Sagadahoc: Mr. 
President, this debate would not be 
complete without a few elements 
from the brown soil. In regard to 
the demand on the part of the 
people, I attended a Pomona Grange 
meeting a week ago l'ast night and 
just before the meeting came to a 
close the Master rose and said, "We 
have just had a communication" _ 
and I don't know which one of the 
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group it was from - "We want you 
people to write your Representatives 
and ask them to favor this bill." 
I rose and told them they need not 
write me because I did not favor 
it any more. 

In my confusion a week ago I 
went along with the group and I 
stated that when this measure came 
up for vote on referendum, if it did, 
I would fight against it. Since then 
I have had a letter thanking me for 
my vote on the measure, from Port
land Council 103. 

I would like to offer a homely 
illustration. I have just one dollar 
left. The wife and I have planned 
to go to the movies with that dol
lar. If we get home this afternoon 
and find our little boy with a tooth
ache shall we borrow that dollar 
and have his tooth fixed first, or 
go to the movies? 

If we put this measure into the 
Constitution it will be settled so 
that the little boy's tooth will have 
to ache. 

The PRESIDENT: The Senator 
from Aroostook, Senator Brown, 
having asked for a vote by the yeas 
and nays, it requires the approval 
of one-fifth of the members present 
to order a vote by the yeas and nays. 
Those in favor of the vote being 
taken by the yeas and nays will 
please rise and stand until counted. 

Obviously more than one-fifth of 
the members having risen, the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VARNEY of York: Mr. 
President, I have paired with my 
seat-mate from Penobscot, Senator 
Haskell. If Senator Haskell were 
present he would vote in favor of 
the passage of this resolve. If I 
vote I should vote against the pas
sage of the resolve and I now ask 
the Senate to be excused from vot
ing for that reason. 

The PRESIDENT: Does the Sen
ate approve of the request of the 
Senator from York, Senator Varney, 
to be excused from voting because 
of his desire to pair with the Sen
ator from Penobscot, Senator Has
kell, who is ill? 

There being no objection, the 
Senator from York, Senator Var
ney, is excused from voting. 

The question before the Senate is 
on the final passage of Legislative 
Document 339, Resolve Proposing 
an Amendment to the Constitution 
to Limit to Highway Purposes the 

Use of R.evenues Derived from the 
Taxation of Vehicles Used on the 
Public Highways and Fuels Used for 
TranspoLation of Such Vehicles. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll. 
YEA: Senators Boucher, Bragdon, 

Buck Clement, Dorr, Dunbar, El
liot 'Em~ry, Farris, Friend, Hall, 
Hanold, Hodgkins, Megill, Owen, 
Peakes, Peters, Sterling, Townsend, 
Washbur:l, Woodbury, Worthen-22. 

NAY: Senators Batchelder, Bish
op, Brown, Dow, Good, Harvey, Mc
Glaufiin, Sanborn-B. 

PAIRED: Senators Varney, Has
kell-2. 

The PRESIDENT: Twenty-two 
having voted in the affirmative, 
that being more than two-thirds of 
the Senators present in the Cham
ber the resolve is now finally passed 
and will be signed by the President 
and pre>,ented by the Secretary to 
the Governor. 

Orders of the Day 
The President laid before the 

Senate, House Report from the 
Committee on Appropriations and 
Financial Affairs, "Ought Not to 
Pass" or:. bill, "An Act Authorizing 
a Re-issuance of Kennebec Bridge 
Bonds" <H. P. 1(72) (L. D. 561) ta
bled on April 7th by Mr. Varney of 
York pending acceptance of the re
port. 

On me·tion by Mr. Varney, the bill 
and accompanying papers were re
tabled pending acceptance of the 
report, a,nd this afternoon assigned. 

The President laid before the 
Senate, Senate Report ,from the 
Oommittee on Welfare, Majority 
Report, "Ought Not to Pas.s," Mi
nority Heport "Ought to Pass" on 
bill, . "An Act Permitting Certain 
Aliens who have Applied for Nat
uralization Papers to be Eligible 
for Old Age Assistance" (S. P. 107) 
(L. D. '16) tabled on April 7th by 
Mr. Boucher of Androscoggin pend
ing acceptance of either report. 

Mr. BOUCHER of Androscoggin: 
Mr. Pre:;ident, for the same reason 
I havelsked it in the past. I ask 
to have this retabled until the oth
er bill regarding the care of neglect
ed children is disposed of. Until 
the tim~ it is signed by the Gov
ernor I would like to keep this bill 
here anj I move it be retabled. 




