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ment of Minors an Premises Where 
Liquar to' be Cansumed on the 
Premises is SaId CR, P. 1227) (L. D. 
751) 

An Act relating to Manufacturing 
Liquor CR. P. 1228) (L. D. 752) 

An Act relating to' Transfer af 
Liquor Licenses (H. P. 1229) (L. D. 
753) 

An Act Amending the Charter af 
the city af Brewer relative to' Elec
tian Date and Filing af Petitians 
CR. P. 1288) (L. D. 942) 

An Act Repealing the law relating 
to' Priar Canvictions in Offenses 
Against the Liquor Law (H. P. 1477) 
(L. D. 1091) 

An Act relating to Incame Ac
cruing to the state (H. P. 1478) (L. 
D. 1092) 

An Act Compensating Gardiner 
G. Deering of Bath, far Duties as 
Recorder (H. P. 1530) (L. D. 1112) 

An Act relating to' Civil Service 
Rules for Palice and Fire Depart
ments CR. P. 1532) (L. D. 1113) 

Were reported by the Committee 
on Engrossed Bills as truly and 
strictly engrassed, passed to be en
acted, signed by the Speaker and 
sent to the Senate. 

Orders of the Day 
The SPEAKER: Under Orders of 

the day, the Chair lays before the 
Hause the first tabled and taday as
signed matter, Resalve Prapasing 
an Amendment to' the Constitutian 
Praviding far Additianal Signers in 
Petitians fl)r Referendum. (S. P. 
107) (L. D. 238) tabled on March 
5th by the gentleman fram Booth
bay Harbar, Mr. Perkins, pending 
final passage; and the Chair rec
ognizes that gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members af the Hause: I want to' 
give yau very briefly my reason for 
voting against this Canstitutional 
amendment at this time. 

Our forefathers, in adopting our 
Constitutian, pravided a methad 
far the amendment of that docu
ment. First, a resalve prapasing an 
amendment to the constitutian 
must pass both houses of the Legis
lature by twa-thirds vate; secand, 
it must be accepted by the people. 
But first, before the resolve gaes to 
the people, we must determine un
der aur oaths as members of this 
House of the Legislature whether 
there is any necessity far any such 
change, whether there is any pub
lic demand for it. 

I do nat believe that the Can-

stitution shauld be amended light
ly. Some states provide that a reso
lution amending the Constitutian 
must pass two successive legisla
tures. It is a solemn matter to 
amend our Constitution, and, not 
seeing any demand or any reason 
impelling for use to prapase this 
amendment, I shall vote "No" upon 
the pending question. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman fram Cape 
Elizabeth, Mr. Chase. 

Mr. CHASE: Mr. Speaker, in view 
of the fact that this praposed 
amendment in its earlier stages 
commanded the suppart of a sub
stantial majority af this House al
thaugh lacking the necessary two
thirds vote for enactment, it seems 
to me that further discussion is ap
propriate at this time. I think the 
public concern, or the public de
mand, to' use the gentleman's 
wards, is given some calor of sup
part by the vate which it did re
ceive by a majority af the people's 
representatives in this House. 

One af the greatest threats to 
our farm of gavernment is the 
growing power of organized minar
ities. From its very inceptian, the 
referendum has been far the most 
part the weapan of a minarity. 
When it was adapted in 1908 at a 
general election a,t which 142,{)(}0 
voted, only 53,785 people wanted 
the referendum at all. Twenty-faur 
thousand voted against it. Only 55 
per cent of the people voting, nat 
all the vaters, but vhe people voting 
voted at all. 

It may be interesting to' review as 
briefly as I can the histary of ref
erendum elections in this state. 
This does not include the public 
votes t a ken an constitutional 
amendments but the list does in
clude every referendum election 
where the Legislature has called a 
referendum or where it has been 
invaked by petitian. 

In 191()..-this was in the first two 
years af the referendum-the ref
erendum was invaked on an Act to' 
Divide the Tawn af Yark. It was 
alsO' invaked an An Act Relating to' 
Recanstructian of Portland Bridge, 
and although in that electian 141,-
000 people voted only 50,000 people 
voted one way ar the ather on this 
measure. 

On An Act to make Uniform 
Standard Relating to' Percentage of 
Alcohol, in that same year, appraxi
mately one-half of the people voted 
one way or another. 
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In a special eleotion which was 
called to provide for nomination of 
candidates by primary election, only 
86,000 people out of 141,00{) voting 
in the election at that time voted 
at all. 

On the right of women to vote 
for presidential electors, which was 
held at a regular election in 1920 
with 205,000 people vo·ting, only 
118,000 voted one way or the other. 

On the special election when cor
porate Dexter P. Cooper of the 
Quoddy Corporation had his bill be
fore the people less than 60,000 peo
ple voted at that time although 
there were in the state 300,000 vot
ers. 

In 1927, a bill was initiated to re
peal the direct primary law. The 
bill called for the return to the old 
convention system without any 
change or reformation or improve
ment, and a special elec,tion was 
called on that bill. In the previous 
year 181,000 people had voted in this 
state, but on thait act to repeal the 
direct primary and go back to the 
convention system as it was with no 
referendum whatsoever, only 57,0{){} 
people voted one way or the other. 

In 1928, at a regular election on 
an act relating to the excise tax on 
railroads, which was well-publicized 
and upon which the people were 
well informed, there was a sub
stantial vote; about 170,000 out of 
215,000 voted one way or tJhe other. 

In 1929, on the referendum rela
tive to the sale of surplus hydro
electric power or to modify the 
Fernald Act, with 213,000 people 
having voted in the la;test election 
less than 120,000 voted one way or 
the other, and the opposition which 
defeated the bill was only 63,000 
voters, which was al>out twenty per 
cent of the voters of the State at 
that time. And in the same election 
there was a vote on the increase 
on the tax on gasoline which the 
voters defeated. 

Now I was in that Legislature in 
1929, and the program which was 
evolved l>y a compromise in the 
Legislature was between those who 
wanted a l>ig bond issue and those 
who wanted to pay as you go, and 
we finally found a mutual ground, 
we thought, by which we would 
shorten the term of the bond iJSue 
and make its retirement more rapid, 
and we would increase the gas tax, 
which was what the pay-as-you-go 
people wanted to do. That was a 
compromise program. The bond is
sue had to go to the people as a 

constitutional amendment; the rm
erendum was invoked on the in
creased gasoline tax, and the result 
was that the people defeated the gels 
tax and the whole financial pro
gram of the Legislature with respect 
to highways was upset. The people 
approved the bonds and refused to 
pass the bill which was Lo provide 
the money to pay the bond'S. 

On the special election cailed in 
1931 on the so-called Code Bill, an 
act relating to the administration of 
the State, only 71,00{) people voted. 
At the regular election in 1932, how
ever, we find that an act relative to 
the tax on gasoline was defeated l>y 
195,000 to 24,000. 

An act creating the Deer Isle
Sedgewick Bridge District, which in
volved the credit of the State in 
the opinion of the attorneys who 
gave an opinion on the bond issue, 
that was a referendum in which less 
than 30,000 people voted at all. 

On the act to provide for Old 
Age Assistance, in 1927, when about 
300,000 people had voted in the 
State in the previous year, only 
120,000 people voted two to one 
against it, because it was a tax mea-
sure. . 

At a special election called in 
1941 on a referendum imposihg an 
additional gasoline ~ax, only 46,000 
people voted in the entire State, 
something over two to one against 
it. 

Now I think those figures show 
that the referendum is a weapon 
ideally adapted to the use of organ
ized minorities by which this Leg
islature is held con~tantly in fear 
of having its program upset. 

The original l>ill called for 30,000 
signatures being required on a ref
erendum petition. That was cut 
down to ten per cent of the vote 
in the previous election, which 
means that from 18,000 to 25,000 sig
natures will be required. 

Now to go l>ack and recapitulate 
briefly: The direct primary was es
tablished in the State l>y thirty per 
cent, and so was the Pul>lic Utili
ties Commission. Only about twenty 
per cent of the voters voted on the 
repeal of the direct primary and the 
return to the convention system, 
only twenty per cent voted at all. 
Only thirty-nine per cent voted on 
power export, and only about twen
ty-two per cent voted against. Less 
than thirty per cent voted on the 
Code Bill. 

Now how can the referendum be 
used as the weapon of an organized 
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minority? We have frequently 
heard in this Legislature that no 
matter what tax bill we may pass, 
a referendum would be invoked 
against it, which means we really 
do not know whether or not we 
have any money here to spend. 

When the initiative and referen
dum was adopted in the Legislature 
in 1907, the Legislature usually ad
journed before April 1st, and it is 
perfectly apparent that the whole 
timing of the referendum provision 
was based upon the expectation ex
isting at that time that the Legis
lature would get through by April 
1st, that the 90 days required for 
the petitions to invoke the referen
dum would have to be in by June 
1st, and that the sixty days require
ment for calling the election would 
expire before the regular election 
was held for the election of Gov
ernor in September. That whole 
timing has been thrown out by the 
fact that this Legislature is now 
wondering if it will get home by 
May 1st. If it is May 1st. and the 
opposition to any bill passed here 
has 90 days to file a petition and 
files it on the last day, that refer
endum cannot be held at the regu
lar September election. which means 
that the number of people voting 
on it will be small and the oppor
tunity of an organized minority 
opposition will be very greatly in
creased. Now if on these petitions 
for referendum. which. under those 
conditions, cannot be held at the 
regular September election. the pe
titioners ask the Governor to call 
a special election. he has to do it. 
He has an option otherwise to car
ry it over to the next statewide 
election. but if they ask for a spec
ial election he has to call it. which 
means another situation where a 
very small minority in opposition 
to any measure here can upset ev
erything we do. And that is a wea
pon which is going to be used and 
which can be invoked today with 
10.000 signatures - 10.000. a number 
which was taken when the women 
did not vote and when the means 
of transportation were entirely dif
ferent from what they are today; 
and this proposes to only go up 
from that figure to from 18.000 to 
25.000. or ten per cent of the previ
ous vote. 

Now that is a weapon which ought 
not to be lying around in these 
times of minorities which frequent
ly have a purpose far less patriotic 
than they used to have when they 

were talking about the rights of the 
minority. And so I say that the 
referendum established by a min
ority has been the weapon for the 
most part of organized minorities 
ever since. It can be invoked light
ly and easily; it can be the means 
of disruption and destruction of 
representative government. 

Gentlemen. throughout the his
tory of the world, wherever Free
dom has seen the light - and those 
occasions have been rare indeed in 
the recorded history of government 
-wherever Freedom has seen the 
light. it has always been associated 
with free enterprise and with rep
resentative government. Democracy, 
popular government. has been on 
trial throughout history. We can
not say today that it has been suc
cessful. We are today the only sur
vivor of a long history of govern
ment by the people which has fallen 
by their own excesses. Representa
tive government has been, through
out history. the only salvation and 
the only implement of action by 
free men. and the best that can 
be said for the people in the light 
of history is that they usuallY act 
wisely when they know what they 
are doing. The referendum elec
tions have frequently been invoked 
in situations where the people did 
not know what they were doing, 
when they would have been better 
advised and I believe would have 
been more glad to leave the deci
sion to their own representatives in 
this I,egislature. 

Now this is a step, a very short 
step. back toward the restoration 
of representative government. It 
still leaves the referendum easy to 
invoke. but it makes it a little more 
difficult for a mere handful. a mere 
organized minority. to invoke it. I 
hope this measure will command 
the affirmative vote of two-thirds of 
the members voting. 

'"('he SPEAKER: The C'lair recog
nizes the gentleman from portland, 
Mr. McGlauflin. 

Mr. McGLAUFLIN: Mr. Speaker 
and Members of the House. I re
gret exceedingly that my friend, the 
gentleman from Boothbay Harbor 
(Mr. Perkins) cannot go along with 
me on this matter. I say that be
cause I have a very high opinion 
of his opinion. I think he is one 
of the most valuable men in this 
LegislatlAre. .aut the argument that 
he has put up to you I myself have 
used many times on the floor of 
this Hous·e: that yoU should find 
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that it is necessary before you vote 
to change the Constitution. But I 
myse,f find the necessity here now. 

The gentleman from Cape Eliza
beth (Mr. Chase) has just pre
sented to you a most able argument 
that shows the necessity of this 
thing. 

I debated this matter before you 
the other day. I want to say to you 
ladies and gentlemen of this House 
that I have had a great deal of ex
perience in the matter of debate 
and argumentation. I know when 
an argument is sound, and I am 
telling you now that the argument 
which is put up by the gentleman 
from Cape Elizabeth (Mr. Chase) is 
sound, and I am going to present, 
repeatillg a little bit, another sound 
argument why we should change 
this Constitution. 

As was pointed out, when this 
matter was adopted for ten thou
sand names We did not have the 
women's vote-and bear in mind 
that the population of Maine has 
increased largely since that ref
erendum was adopted. Now if it 
required ten thousand names when 
we had 125,000 voters or 142,000 
voters. it is just plain logic and 
common sense to say that when you 
have twice that number of voters 
there should be more names on that 
refer'endum. 

A few moments ago I counted 146 
school children in that gallery, and 
I venture to say that every last 
child up there would admit that the 
argument I am putting up this 
minute is sound. 

Now if you members will vote ac
cording to sound judgment, logic 
and common sense, you will vote to 
have this amendment. But I have 
found from long experience that if 
you are prejudiced, that if you 
have made up your mind already, 
that you just won't go along. I 
might as \':'e11 argue to that wall as 
to talk to any of you, because I 
have never been able in my life but 
once to change a prejudiced vote, 
a prejudiced person. I did succeed 
once in g,etting Judge Emery of the 
Supreme Court to change his mind 
when he swore that he would not. 
(Laughter) 

Now this requires a two-thirds 
vote. I know that most of you 
think the same way that I do. You 
so voted the other day. But, gentle
men, that is not enough. We have 
got to have a two-thirds vote. I 
have not the eloquence nor the 
ability to convince you, but it seems 

to me that if you just use plain 
horse sense that you will realize 
that when it takes 10,000 for 142,-
000 voters that when you have 
more than 300,000 voters you ought 
to have more names on a referen
dum. 

The argument that has been put 
up to you or an organized minority, 
how they can do things, has been 
made very clear. Four years ago 
we had up before this Legislature 
the question of whether the Con
stitution should be amended to put 
the road tax on highways. I argued 
against that thing with all the abil
it,. that I possessed, and men in 
this House and men in the Senate 
-and I can give you their names
tolrj me that I was absolutely right 
on my argument, but some of them 
said they did not dare to vote ac
cording to their convictions, and 
some of them told me that they 
had pled15ed themselves to vote be
fore they thought anything about 
it and could not go back on their 
word. That thing was put through 
bv an interested organization that 
had a lobbyist up here all winter, 
and a powerful and influential one 
at that, and, by that organization, 
they put it over this Legislature. 
It went to the people and the peo
ple did not know anything about it, 
they had never heard the argu
ments against it, and they voted for 
it. 

We are trying to do something at 
this Legislature. If we go home and 
do not pass the measures that we 
are supposed to, we will get it from 
one end of the State to the other 
that we were down here, a Legisla
ture that did not do anything. If 
we are going to get any tax mea
sure through, we have got to do 
it by a two-thirds vote or it will go 
back to a referendum and our ef
forts are killed so easy that it is 
fairly laughable. I am asking you 
members who use sound common 
sense to come up here and help us 
put this thing across. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Farming
ton, Mr. Mills. 

Mr. MILLS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I hesitate to 
speak on the opposite side from my 
illustrious colleague and seatmate 
and also on the OPPOSite side from 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Portland. However, it strikes me 
that the very able arguments which 
have been presented here this morn-
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ing are arguments against the ref
erendum, ag! inst having any refer
endum at all. 

It has been said that we should 
make it more difficult for the people 
to have a referendum. I say to you 
that you will make it more dif
ficult for some people to have the 
referendum if you pass this, but 
you will not make it more difficult 
for the people in organized minori
ties, against whom they have been 
speaking. Only yesterday, at the 
town meeting down in my home 
town, I was approached by a gen
tleman with a petition for an ini
tiated bill, and with the petition 
was a letter from a well-known 
union buster in Portland who was 
seeking to initiate certain legisla
tion, and that letter said that the 
man would have ten cents a signa
ture for all signatures which he 
secured on this initiated bill, with 
a kitty behind them of probably 
ten thousand dollars, buying signa
tures at ten cents apiece. 

Now the gasoline companies, the 
retail merchants and others won't 
have any difficulty in getting suf
ficient votes together to !jet a peti
tion, whether it is 18,000 or 25,000, 
if they want a referendum on bills 
which we pass, but the poorer peo
ple, the people who cannot organize 
their financial interests in such a 
way, groups like the grange who do 
not put out large SUITlS of money to 
influence legislation, will be cut 
off by this measure. 

Remember, it was only a few 
years ago that the Grange ini
tiated or attempted to initiate a 
certain bill, and they failed for lack 
of securing sufficient signatures. I 
venture to say that if the solicitors 
for signatures had been receiving 
ten cents apiece they would have 
had no difficulty in securing them. 

So by passing this bill you will 
not be taking the referendum away 
from these organized minorities
and that has been the argument 
that has been presented, that you 
will be able to do it all right; but 
the less organized groups, the 
less articulate minority, people who 
have been dOing a lot of thinking, 
on issues, will find it impossible. 

I wish to point out one of the 
impracticable things in the way 
,the bill is set up as amended, and 
that is that the number required is 
based upon ten per cent of the vote 
cast in the last preceding guber
natOirial election. Some years, in a 

presidential year particularly, we 
get a very large vOite in the guber
natorial election, somewhere over 
230,COO. Then your required signa
tures during the next biennium 
would be 23,000 or 25,000, something 
like that. In an off year the guber
natorial vote drops down to 175,000 
or 180,(',,0, and then your require
ments fo1' a referendum would be 
ten per cent of that figure, which 
would be considerablY less. 

So I say. if you are against the 
referendum, if you are against the 
initiative and thooSe forms of dem
OIcra,tic expression, go ahead and 
pass this measure, but if you are 
for keeping it for the people where 
the pe8ple can use it, vot.e "No" on 
this measure. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair 1'eo
ognizes the gentleman from Lewis
ton, M1'. Jalbert. 

Mr. JALBERT: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: The thought 
just OCCUlTed to me that since 1936, 
according to the figures used by me 
when I was speaking last week, that 
our vote during OIur September elec
tion has dropped off since 1936 
frem 320,000 to 179,000 this last 
year. This bill calls for ten per cent 
of the vote. According to the rate 
we are going down now, we might 
as well leave it as it is, because 10,
OCO will be sufficient anyway. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Rock
land, Mr. Sleeper. 

Mr. SLEEPER: M1'. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I wish to 
correct an impression that people 
have that one reason that I took 
this monitor's job was so that peo; 
pIe would not know how I votea. 
For that reason, I am going to tell 
you that on this measure I will vo'te 
"No," I will not duck behind the 
fact I am a monito,r. 

My reasons for voting "No" are 
several. The arguments of the pro
ponents of the measure seem to con
vince me that for that reason I 
should vote "No." I cannot agree by 
any means that the referendum is 
the weapon of the mg,jority: I 
would say very definitely thg,t the 
referendum is the shield of the 
minority. 

Another proponent of the bill 
mentioned that fa(;t that this Leg
islature could easily be influenced 
by powerful 100bbies to pass certain 
measures and then those same 
powerful interests could influence' 
the vote on a referendum. For that 
reason, I would say again that we 
should make this referendum more 
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easily obtainable for the minq-rity. I 
still insist the referendum lS not 
a weapon; 1t is the shield of t~e 
minority, and let us not take It 
away. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair rec
ognizes the gentleman from Port
land, Mr. Haskell. 

Mr. HASKELL: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It seems to 
me tha,t it might be well to keep 
in mind exactly what a referendum 
is under our Constitution. It is an 
objection by the people to some act 
or resolve tha't is passed by the 
Legislature. It may be put to a 
special election or to a general 
election. As long as it may be sub
mitted to a special election, it seems 
to me only fair that the people 
who are objecting should have to 
convince one voter in ten that that 
measure should go to the people. I 
do not think it is a question of its 
being a shield to the minority or a 
threat by the minority; I think it 
is entirely proper that the people 
should have a check on the Legis
lature. At the same time, before 
groups subject the State to the ex
pense of a special referendum elec
tion, it does seem to me they should 
show by their petition th!!-t <?ne 
voter in ten, a very small mmonty, 
that one voter in ten feels there is 
objection to some measure. I see 
no harm in the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Green
ville, Mr. Rollins. 

Mr. ROLLINS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I fail to 
feel that it is important to weigh 
the expense possibly of a special 
election against taKing the rights 
away from the people. I believe 
that the people have a right to 
speak, and in the passag,~ of this 
bill you are making it more difficult 
for them to speak. I have always 
said, and I say again, that the least 
represented in the State of Maine 
are the people. I hope the bill does 
not receive passage. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Woodland, 
Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BROWN: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: I want to 
go on record before this House as 
supporting the gentleman from 
Boothbay Harbor (Mr. Perkins) in 
his stand on this measure. 

It seems to me, if I recall history 
right, our past two wars have been 
fought to defend the rights of mi
norities. Are we in this State go-

ing to forget about the rights of so 
many of our young men who lie 
buried in foreign soils and who died 
protecting the rights of minorities 
in these wars across the sea? I want 
to say that I am surprised, this be
ing my first time in the Lrgisla
ture in the State of Maine, to hear 
the statements made here that we 
are afraid of minorities here in the 
State of Maine, this state that we 
are all so proud to live in. I am 
not afraid of any minority organ
ization that exists in this State. I 
think this referendum should be 
kept so that if there are any ques
tions that we feel should be sub
mitted to the people of the state 
that the requirements will not be 
so high that it would be impossible 
for them to circulate those petitiOns 
to submit the matter back to the 
people. Let us allow the oeople in 
the state of Maine to decide these 
issues and not be afraid 00 sut,mit 
them to them. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Auburn, 
Mr. Bickford. 

Mr. BICKFORD: Mr. Speal{E'r, 
this is my initiation. Why not pass 
along all important bills to refer
endums? I wonder if that would be 
good legislation. Now it seems to 
me that we are sent here to repre
sent the people, and if a small mi
nority can change over our judg
ment I should say we had better 
stay at home. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Chelsea, 
Mr. Harris. 

Mr. HARRIS: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: It would 
seem to me that if back in 1 Q08 
ten thousand signers would be 
needed, then it would be only com
mon sense that we should have 
twenty-five thousand now. 

The gentleman from Farmin:;tnn 
(Mr. Mills) spoke about the Grange 
being unable to get ten thousand 
signers for a measure. Now r am a 
Granger and Master of a Grdnge 
now, and I am quite sure that if 
the Grange as a body were behind 
that they could have easily got ten 
thousand names. I think this mea
sure should pass and that now we 
should have twenty-five thousand 
signers for a referendum. 

The SPEAKER: Is the House 
ready for the question? The ques
tion before the House is on the final 
passage of Resolve, Proposing an 
Amendment to tJhe Oonstitution 
Providing for Additional Signers in 
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Petitions for Referendum. (S. P. 
107) (L. D. 238). This being a Con
stitutional amendment, it requires 
two-thirds vote of the House. All 
those in favor of final passage of 
the resolve will please rise and 
remain standing until counted and 
the monitors have made and re
turned the count. 

A division of the House was had. 
The SPEAKER: Ninety-two hav

ing voted in the affirmative and 
forty-five in the negative, and nine
ty-two being more than two-thirds, 
the Constitutional amendment has 
received final passage. It will be 
signed by the Speaker and sent to 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair now 
lays before the House the second 
tabled and today assigned matter. 
"An Act Guaranteeing Loans for 
Veterans." (S. P. 77) (L. D. 104) 
tabled on March 7th by the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Bowker. 
pending passage to be enacted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from Portland, Mr. Meloon. 

Mr. MELOON: Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House: This bill 
was tabled by me on March 6th. and 
in my absence on the 7th was re
tabled by Mr. Bowker in my behalf. 
I originally tabled the bill for fur
ther ocrutiny of the phraseology of 
an amendment adopted thereto, 
and. having found it entirely satis
factory, Mr. Speaker, I now move 
this bill be passed to be enacted. 

Thereupon the bill was passed to 
be enacted, signed by the Speaker 
and sent to the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. Bell of Thom
aston, the House voted to take from 
the table the eighth tabled and un
assigned matter, Bill "An Act to 
Prohibit MUSic, Dancing, or Enter
tainment on Certain Premises Li
censed for the Sale of Liquor." (H. 
P. 1099) (L. D. 674) In the House 
read twice and tabled on February 
27th by that gentleman pending 
third reading. 

The SPEAKER: The Ohair recog
nizes the gentleman from Thomas
ton, Mr. Bell. 

Mr. BELL: Mr. Speaker, I now 
offer House Amendment "A." This 
amendment has the approval of the 
sponsor of this bill, the gentleman 
from Auburn, Mr. Williams. 

House Amendment "A" was read 
by the Clerk as follows: 

House Amendment "A" to H. P. 
1099, L. D. 674, Bill "An Act to Pro-

hibit Music, DanCing or Entertain
ment on Certain Premises Licensed 
for the Sale of Liquor." 

Amend said Bill by inserting in 
the 5th line thereof, after the word 
"No", the underlined word 'fuIl
time' 

Further amend said Bill by add
in!!' at the er.d of that part desig
nated "Sec. 37." the following un
derlined paragraph: 

'Nothing in this section shall be 
held to prevent the commission 
from issuing part-time summer li
censes subject to such rules and 
regulations as it shall deem neces
sary. No such part-time summer 
licensee shall permit music, dancing 
or entertainment on licensed prem
ises unless the licensee shall have 
obtained a permit from the com
mission therefor. The fee for a 
part-time summer amusement per
mit shall be $10 per license year 
and may be revoked by the com
mission at any time when it ap
pea.rs to the commission that the 
use of the permit by the licensee 
has resulted in disorder, disturb
ance or illegality or that the prem
ises are not adequately policed, and 
no such permit shall be issued by 
the commission unless the applicant 
shall have first obtained the ap
proval of the municipal officers of 
the municipality in which the li
censed premises are situated.' 

House Amendment "A" was 
adopted and the bill was given its 
third reading and passed to be en
grossed as amended and sent up 
for concurrence. 

~ motion by Mr. DeSanctis of 
MadIson, the House voted to take 
from the table "An Act relating to 
Local Option Provisions (H. P. 355) 
(L. D. 225) tabled by that gentle
man earlier in today's session, pend
ing passage to be enacted. 

On further motion by the same 
gentleman, under suspension of the 
rules, the House voted to reconsider 
its former action whereby the bill 
was passed to be engrossed on 
Februarv 28th. 

Mr. DeSanctis then offered House 
Amendment "A" and moved its 
adoption. 

House Amendment "A" was read 
by the Clerk as follows: 

House Amendment "A" to H. P. 
355, L. D. 225. Bill "An Act Relat
ing to Local Option Provisions." 
section 2 by inserting in the sixth 

Amend the sixth paragraph of 
line thereof, after the word "carry", 




