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Statements made by Members speaking to Questions of Per-
sonal Privilege in the House of Representatives on
Tuesday, May 29, 1900, concerning Newspaper Criticisms
of their Votes on the Bill relative to the Building at

the Corner of St. James Avenue and Trinity Place in
the City of Boston (printed as House, No. 567).

Mr. Briggs of Taunton
Mr. Speaker : There is printed in the public press a charge

against myself and the members of this House, which is so out-
rageous and unjust that I wish to declare this charge absolutely
false. The honor of the city which sent me here, the honor of this
House, my own, has been personally attacked ; and I would be
neglectful of my duty to my people if I did not rise at this time.
I wish to state here, Mr. Speaker, that I have not been approached
by anybody and I have not been seen by any members of the third
house in any particular ; and my vote was not corruptly given or
obtained. Mr. Speaker, I was absent from this house six weeks
through illness, and absolutely lost the run of all business that
was going on. I came back when this bill was under consider-
ation. The only argument I heard was from the gentleman from
Boston in the fourth division. The next morning, coming in late,
I heard the arguments on both sides, and I claim I had a right
to change my vote. If to change an opinion after listening to
debate is crime, then the whole procedure of this Legislature is
wrong, and done to make criminals of men. Because I changed
my vote lam held in contempt. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to ask this
House to make a thorough investigation of the charges against
the honor and integrity of its members.
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Mr. Belden of Gloucester:
Mr. Speaker : On the floor of this House last Friday I asked

the Boston ‘ Herald ”to prove the statement made by them that I
In reply to my request they an-
“We hasten to snatch Represent-

had been open to corruption,
swered on Saturday as follows
ative Belden of Gloucester as
freely concede that he has b

a brand from the burning, and we
;en a saint for seven years. We

printed the list of changelings as it was sent to us from the State
House.”

Mr. Speaker, the man who sent my name to the “ Herald ” office
has violated the privileges of this House by printing matters
reflecting upon the integrity of its members, and some proper
action should be taken in regard to the same.

Mr. Speaker, the city which I have the honor in part to repre-
sent had no personal interest in this matter. It is well known that
the Senator from my district was ill, and that I was in the Senate
with constituents when the bill came up following the Judge Taft
case, that being a subject in which my city is vitally interested, and
I did not hear the debate in the House. When informed that a
roll call was being taken, I hurried back, and a member near me
said, “ You had better vote no, as this is a question of law.” I
took his advice. Representative Cluer of Lowell can vouch for
this statement. The next day 1 heard the debate and changed my
vote, because of the able arguments advanced by the leaders of
this House who went on record in favor of the bill, the principal
reason being that it would relieve the city of Boston of a great
responsibility. Mr, Speaker, I did not change my position through
the influence of money. Nobody approached me.

Since my graduation from school I have held positions of trust.
Ten years were spent with one firm, and how well I performed my
duties is attested by the following letter ;

Philadelphia, Dec. 9, 1895.

It gives me pleasure to state that the firm of Cowperthwait & Co,,
school-book publishers, now no longer existing (of which I was a mem-
ber for seventeen years, ending in 1890), found Mr. 11. L. Belden (then
of Chicago) honest and devoted to its interests, as well as capable in the
position he occupied. As the only surviving member of said firm, I
shall be glad always to hear of his success in life.

Mr. Speaker, my present employers are one of the largest com-
panies of its kind in the world, and they have confidence in my
honesty and integrity.

(Signed) David Weatherly
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Mr. Speaker, this House demands an investigation to silence its
critics, and it was my intention to introduce an order for that pur-
pose, but I will waive the right at the request of another member
of the House.

Mr. MacCord of New Bedford;

Mr. Speaker:—ln an issue of the Boston “Herald,” on
Thursday, my name appeared among a list of twenty-one members
who changed their votes on the Westminster Chambers’ bill.
Subsequent editorials have seen fit to charge, or rather to insinu-
ate, that the members named in that list were open to corruption.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say most emphatically that at no time
during the discussion of this bill, from its first suggestion until it
reached a third reading, has any one spoken to me in regard to
the bill. I have spoken to but one member of this House in re-
gard to that particular bill, and that gentleman is held in such
confidence and esteem that the assumption that he has influenced
me in any way is absurd.

On Wednesday, Mr. Speaker, when the general question was
voted on, I voted against it. I listened very attentively to the
argument of the gentleman in the fourth division, from Boston,
who so vigorously opposed the bill, and in whom I have a great
deal of confidence ; and I voted against the bill. As a lawyer, Mr.
Speaker, I have a great desire to uphold the law in every particu-
lar, as much desire, if not more, than the gentleman who writes
the articles in the paper I have just mentioned.

Mr. Speaker, on the following day (Thursday) I listened to the
very able arguments presented by the gentleman from Everett in
this division, and the gentleman from Chelsea, the honorable chair-
man of the judiciary committee ; and I felt convinced that there
certainly was equity on the side of the Westminster Chambers
people ; and before changing my vote I had a talk with the honor-
able gentleman who presides over the judiciary committee, in
whom every one in this house and every one in this Commonwealth
has the greatest faith and the greatest confidence. I stated to him
that, hearing those arguments, it was my intention to vote yes,
rather than no, as I had done previously ; and I asked him if it
would be consistent. What did he tell me ? That it was not only
consistent, but that it was my privilege and my duty. And it is
the duty of every member in this House, when he finds he is not
right, to change his vote; and I challenge any man to prove that
I have been influenced by any member of the third house.
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Mr. Salter of Lynn :

Mr. Speaker: Last Thursday night I retired to my bed ap-
parently an honest man, as far as I knew: I had never committed
a wrong against any man. Friday morning, when I awoke, I found
that I was a felon, and that, Mr. Speaker, upon the charge of
having betrayed not only the constituency which I am proud to
represent, but that I had betrayed the honor of the old Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, the honor, Mr. Speaker, of that old
Commonwealth which we all love so dearly, and which I would
gladly lay down my life to uphold.

Mr. Speaker, on Saturday morning, when I arose, even worse
than Friday, in that staid old paper of Boston which I have
all my life taken as a political Bible of the party to which I
belong, I found my face upon its page as in a rogues’ gallery,
and the name of having betrayed my State and the confidence of
my constituency.

Mr. Speaker, those who made these accusations against mem-
bers of this House, those who cast these slurs upon us, do not
hurt us alone, but they tarnish the reputation of this grand old
State. We stand within cannon-shot of old Plymouth Rock, made
holy by the landing of the Pilgrims, where this State was born, —

aye, even the nation was born. The annals of the history of Mas-
sachusetts shine with the deeds of its people. Its honor, as a

great statesman once said, is untarnished. This statesman also
said of Massachusetts, “ There she stands : behold her; she needs
no defence.”

I saw in an editorial of a Boston paper Saturday an article
where it compared the State of Massachusetts with Montana and
New York. The State of New York, Mr. Speaker, has become,
to the minds of the citizens of other States, as the most corrupt
political State in the Union. That opinion has been engendered
mostly by attacks upon the State of New York by the New York
press.

I want to ask the press of Boston if they want to place Massa-
chusetts in the same category ; I want to ask the press of Massa-
chusetts if they wish to make this State as New York is, a

reproach to her sister States.
Mr. Speaker, I do not care, myself, however, for this attack,

scurrilous though it is. It does not hurt me so much; but when
my friends and relatives who are scattered over these New Eng-
land States, and who have sent me scores of letters, Mr. Speaker,
commending my attitude in this House on various questions last
year and this, when they read these attacks upon ray personal
integrity and honor, what will they think?
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Upon this question of the Westminster Chambers I took no in-
terest at all. 1 considered it an unimportant Boston measure, and
I did not care which side I took. If it had been a question upon
which I had taken decisive action, if I had espoused one side or
the other, then no power on earth could make me change my vote ;

but I did not care which way the vote went. The first time, I
voted inadvertently. I was approached by no man on that ques-
tion, no man connected with the third house, no man in Boston,
nor any man who had any financial interest in that question ; and
I do not stand here to make excuses for my changing, because
every member of this House has a perfect right to change his vote.
I would not care much, Mr. Speaker, for a man who would not
change his mind.

Mr. Thurston of Swansea

I changed my vote in this matter because I felt that I had a

perfect right. Mr. Speaker, I have tried to discharge the duties
that were imposed upon me by the appointment which you made
as a member of the committee, and you know, and the members of
this House know, that that committee has been away from the
deliberations of this House most of the time. It has been my
custom, when a question is under discussion, if I have not heard
the discussion, to ask members, regardless of which side they
were on, in relation to the question. I will say that I was in the
House but a few moments on the first day when this matter was
brought up. I have always had a regard for law. The history of
my life has been to abide by the law. Every one for the law, and
abide by it. Thatwas my first thought in voting on this question,
and I voted because I understood the law was that that building
should not be so high.

I listened to the conversation of the member in the fourth divi-
sion with another gentleman, and he in a very few words stated
that the law department of the city of Boston had exonerated
these men from building that building as they did. A gentleman
in this division called my attention to the same point; and those
two gentlemen were the only ones with whom I had any conversa-
tion, inside or outside of this chamber, and I decided to change
my vote, and I thought I had a right to do so.

And now, sir, to think that my name should be coupled with the
others, and that the others should be coupled with mine in the
public print, and not only for this city and this State, but for
other States, Mr. Speaker, it is going too far. I had sent to me

yesterday a newspaper from another State, and there the fair name
of Massachusetts was assailed and this House was assailed ; and
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so we get it from all directions. Mr. Speaker, I feel that while my
hide is thick and I care nothing about the discussion, yet for those
with whom I am associated and for the honor of this House, I say
let this matter be cleared, if it is possible to be done. Igo further
than that: if it is going to be the habit of the newspapers to come
in here and report things contrary to what they are, it is time the
newspapers were excluded from the privileges of this House.

I met a “ Herald ” reporter. He asked me if I would give the
reason for my change of vote, and he did print it fairly; but the
next morning there was a complete change. Now, if the truth had
been permitted to have stood, we could all have stood as we stood
before that time ; but it is because it has been changed and twisted,
and intentionally, as I believe, that we are called to witness this
scene as we are to-day.

Mr. James H. Donovan of Boston:

Me. Speaker :My name has also been entered in the roll of
honor with twenty-two members for turning a somersault, in the
daily press. I want to state here to the members of this House
that on Wednesday, when that bill came before the House, the
only person I had heard speak was the honorable gentleman in
the fourth division, who told his case, and I think well. The next
day, when I came into the House with both of the members on my
right and left, when they asked for reconsideration, I said I would
vote for it, but that I did not know whether I would change my
mind or not. After listening to the able remarks of the gentle-
men on both sides, and when I found that the city of Boston was
involved, I found, as an advocate of not raising the taxes of the
city of Boston, that I could not be consistent, that 1 could not
vote to have it involved in a $75,000 or $lOO,OOO law scrape. I
do not know one person in this firm, I do not know one person
employed by them ; and the man does not breathe the breath of
life that can say that anything was offered me to vote for this bill.

I have a wife and six children dependent upon me, and my
reputation is at stake. I will go further, and make the news-
papers prove this. I hope the dignity of this House will be up-
held. For thirty years I have been in business for myself, and this
is the first time in my life that I have been accused of corruption.
I have seen that building but twice in my life, and that afternoon
when the matter came up here I went down to the corner of
Massachusetts Avenue and Columbus Avenue, but would not have
known the building then but for what came out in evidence about
the statue. I hope the matter will be thoroughly investigated.
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Mr. Charles S. Sullivan of Boston :

Mr. Speaker : —lt has been said in the Boston press that I,
with twenty-one others, performed a somersault the other day.
If to do right and to do justice to the cause to which one has
pledged himself is to turn a somersault or is a crime, Mr. Speaker,
I plead guilty to that. But, Mr. Speaker, I think it is the right,
I think it is the duty, of any member of this Legislature, if he
thinks that he has done wrong, to change his vote.

On Wednesday, Mr. Speaker, when this matter came before the
House, I came in quite late, and I only heard one gentleman
speak. I came in directly from the street, with my hat in my
hand, and I heard the gentleman from Ward 11 expound his
cause. I immediately left this hall and went into the reading-
room, having business there, and believing his ease was proper;
and when I came back, when the vote was about to be taken, Mr.
Speaker, I then voted on the same side of the question that he did.

When I came in on Thursday morning I heard the motion had
been made to reconsider, and I was not here at the time the gentle-
man from Rockland made his speech, and I do not ask that I be
protected by any speech of his for the reason that I changed my
vote. Ido not change my vote upon a speech like that. I then
heard the arguments presented by the other side. I was not
changed by the arguments of the gentleman from Everett. If
there was eloquence, and there was, there was also eloquence
on the other side. I listened to the case on both sides, and I
voted, Mr. Speaker, as my conscience dictated ; and when that
matter comes before this House again for another reading, I pro-
pose, Mr. Speaker, if I am the only man of this House, to vote
yes on the question then.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I learned further on that Mayor Hart pre-
sented this petition. lam not one of the political faith of Mayor
Hart, and do not always believe in the actions of the mayor; but,
Mr. Speaker, if he interested himself in this bill in behalf of the
city of Boston, if I believed it just, as a representative in part of
the city of Boston I should follow the chief magistrate in that line.
I did so, and I have no apology to offer for my vote. And if no
order of investigation is introduced to-day, I propose to introduce
an order to-morrow morning. No member of the lobby has
approached me in regard to this matter, and no member of the
lobby at any time has approached me on any question before this
House.

To the honesty, to the dignity and the good name of this Com-
monwealth, to the dignity and integrity of this House, it becomes
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our duty, as chosen representatives, to purge ourselves of this
crime that i splaced at our door ; and I, as an humble representa-
tive of the people of Charlestown, pWpose to do my best to get
an investigation and to clear up this matter.

Mr. Lanergan of Boston :

I do not rise to apologize at this time to this House, neither do
I rise to apologize to any newspapers in the city of Boston, nor to
the constituency who have sent me here to represent them;
but I rise to make an explanation to this House at this time be-
cause one of the dearest things to me on this earth is at stake. My
honor has been attacked by newspapers in the city of Boston, and
I believe it is just to me and just to this House and just to the
constituency which I represent to resent it in the most emphatic
words that it is possible for me to use. I believe that the dignity
of this House has been attacked bj? unscrupulous newspapers,
which have put before the people facts which do not exist. I be-
lieve that it is the duty of a representative of this House to vote
as his conscience dictates ; and, as I have been sent here by my
people to represent them, I have tried to do so at all times. I
have represented my people in four elective offices, and I believe
they have confidence enough in me, and I think it is needless for
me to make any apology to them ; but in order that the people of
the city of Boston and the public of Massachusetts may not be-
lieve for one moment that the House of Representatives is what it
has been declared in the newspapers, I have risen at this moment
to make an explanation of my position to the members in this
Legislature.

It was my intention from the first to vote for this bill, and in
conversation vrith the members who sit around me I told them
before the bill came up that I would vote for it. I heard the re-
marks of the gentlemen from Boston, and voted for the bill.
When reconsideration was moved, on considering the subject, and
at first thinking it was a very trivial matter, 1 thought I would
take, on my way home, a cross-town Field’s Corner car, and have
a view of the building. I did so, and saw nothing in the building
which would destroy the view of the square. I then found there
was a lawsuit pending against the city of Boston, and considering
this, and coming in when the roll was called, I thought it was my
duty, in representing the city which I do, which was directly in-
terested in this matter, the matter coming in on petition of the
mayor of this city, and that it was my duty to represent my
city in the best way possible, I tried to do so.
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Since then it has been spread widely by the newspapers in the
city of Boston that corruption was displayed in the passage of the
bill. That corruption was never displayed in this House of Mas-
sachusetts, I can raise up my right hand. That corruption was
ever displayed in this House of Represensatives I do not believe,
because, on recalling my own motives in voting on these matters,
I believe the members have good motives at heart; and I believe
that it was the worst thing that ever happened to the State of
Massachusetts when newspapers came out and criticised its actions
without any reason. I believe it is about time for this Massa-
chusetts House to act in this matter. The matter has gone far
enough, and I believe the only thing to do is to probe it to the
bottom ; and, Mr. Speaker, I hope, if an order is presented,
as I understand it is, —I hope it will be unanimously voted for.

Mr. Coolidge of Cambridge :

I find my name among the list of notorious members of this
House, on account of having changed my vote in reference to the
Westminster Chambers. I have no apology to make for my action
to any one. It is proverbial, Mr. Speaker, that there are a class
of men who sometimes change their mind, and that there is a cer-
tain other class who never do. This is not the first time, Mr.
Speaker, that I have changed my mind, and I presume it will not
be the last. I hold the sovereign right to change my mind when-
ever I am convinced I have reached a wrong conclusion, or by any
act of mine have done an injustice. I have had the honor of
serving my city in our council three years, and I have the honor
to be elected for the third time as a member of the General Court.
I have never had my honesty of purpose questioned.

When the vote was taken on Thursday, soon after the vote
was taken, I was asked by one of the representatives of the Boston
newspapers to give him my reason for changing my vote. I did
so, and he very correctly reported me in the paper the next morn-
ing. I believe in the newspaper. I have always treated their
representatives courteously ; but when they go aside to assail the
honesty and integrity of this honorable body by the reason of their
actions, I should most emphatically and earnestly protest against
such circulations as have been circulated.

Mr. Lydon of Boston :

Relative to this matter, I believe that some of the members take
this more seriously than I do. I have not been the subject of any
great attack in my district in regard to my action in changing my
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vote on this bill. Ido not need to rehearse that matter again. I
simply believe that it is the right and privilege and duty of the
members of this House of Representatives to change their minds.
We are sent here on the supposition that we are intelligent, that we
are capable. We are to decide by debate whether we should vote
yes or no. I believe, when we hear debate on one side and vote
yes on one reading, and weigh the argument on the other side
on the next reading, that it is better, it is certainly right, that
we should change and vote the other way.

Mr. Speaker, we have in this House four readings of a bill, for
the purpose of giving us an opportunity of looking into the ease,
and when we hear both sides, to give an intelligent vote upon the
same.

Relative to the Boston “Herald,” I am surprised at their article.
In my interview with the reporter, without any question, I told
him just why I voted one way on the bill one day and the other
way the other day. And the other papers have gladly taken it up,
with the result that I suppose there has been a great trade on the
strength of this little episode. I submit, Mr. Speaker, it is a
duty we have. We do not ow 7 e the papers an apology,— the
papers owe us an apology for making inferences without charges.
Let us have some charges from these papers. Let us find
out what we are going to investigate. It is but natural that
those interested should ask you or any one of this House to vote
for or against any bill in which they are interested; but I submit
that on this bill in question I do not know of one man interested
in it, and it is safe to say the other members are of the same
mind.

As I see it, all this newspaper talk is made by the editor of the
“ Herald ” simply because his editorials did not influence votes.
They have been sending clippings to the members of the House,
hoping to use their influence to create votes against the bill, and
when they have not succeeded, the editor has felt sore over the
failure. It is immaterial to me whether an investigation should
be had or not.

Mr. Harrington of Boston :

Mr. Speaker : A certain newspaper of the city of Boston has
seen fit to slan'der the members and the honor of this House. I,
for one, dissent. I changed my vote on this bill, and I gave my
reasons to the papers. I was not seen by any reporter, but, hear-
ing that they were interviewing the members, I called for one and
gave him my views. The following day came an article which I
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think is a disgrace to any civilized community, and I think the
paper so printing that article is liable to the law, and I propose
to see whether they are, or not. We can expect nothing better
from such a paper. Many of you know not the history of the
paper, but it is sufficient to say that this paper ought to be inves-
tigated upon this question, and not us.

I hope, sir, that an order of investigation will go through this
House, and, further, that a committee will be appointed from this
House to defend the honor of the members and to prosecute these
same papers, if they cannot prove the charges which they make.
This is a matter which the House should deal with.

I give no reasons for changing my vote, other than that which
you read in the papers. I think it is a disgrace that papers should
be allowed to throw aspersions like this upon any members of this
House without proofs of their charges. If these papers cannot
prove their charges, I hope justice will be meted out to them.

Mr. Green of Boston

I have heard speeches on both sides of this question. I was
undecided. The gentleman on my left told me it was purely and
simply a violation of law and a defiance of law. I made up my
mind right there and then that I should vote as I did.

Going out to the annual supper that night, we got out of the
car pretty near the building, and my attention was called to the
building, and I saw, as I thought, that the building was all right.
I told the gentleman with me that if I had known what kind of a
building it was I should not have voted as I did.

I came in the next morning, and after hearing the speech of the
gentleman from Chelsea, that one showed me that I had voted
wrongly, and I voted to reconsider. As far as paper talk is con-
cerned, it does not bother me a bit. I have no apology to make
to the newspapers or anybody else for my action.

Mr. Hopewell of Fall River

If the Boston “ Herald ” or any other newspaper or any individ-
ual can prove that I changed my position through corruption, now
is the time for them to do it. I have no objection to the papers
coming out and stating that they have an idea that I did so, but
I want to be in position where I can reply. Up to the present
time I have not been, and I thank the House for this chance to
reply ; and all I would say is this, that I would gladly welcome
any investigation of any act of mine during my two years’ service
here.
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Mr. Mooney of Boston :

I do not know as I quite agree with the advisability of airing
this matter in the Legislature as it has been, but, inasmuch as it
has been started, I feel it incumbent upon me to say a word. I
would not say one word if Mr. Mooney of Boston alone were at-
tacked and vilified ; but there are one hundred and thirty-three
members of this Legislature whose reputation has been assailed,
and I care for the reputation of this Legislature ; I care for the
honor of the men who constitute it. I feel aggrieved because,
serving, as I am, under one of nature’s noblemen, that gentleman
should be drawn in and attacked indirectly. The reasons for the
newspapers’ stand is open to question. There are two sides to
this question, Mr. Speaker, as there are to all other questions.
Because the Boston “ Herald ” editorially takes a stand and en-
deavors to intimidate the members of the Legislature in this and
other matters, it is time that the Commonwealth’s Representatives
should rise and rebuke such insinuations. The time has gone by
when Massachusetts should permit yellow journalism to exist and
be fostered in its State House. The Boston “Herald” cannot
come to any place with clean hands ; it has already been fined in
the courts of this Commonwealth for contempt, and has used its
influence by cartoons, editorials and news items to intimidate and
influence the members of this House ; it performed an acrobatic
feat on the foreign policy of this government which never will be
forgotten.

Mr. Speaker, Massachusetts should not allow this time to pass
without taking a determined stand and probing this matter to the
bottom. If there is evidence of corruption, if men have been
changed by the use of money or by wrong influences, I say that
the burden is upon the press of this Commonwealth to prove cor-
ruption before they sacrifice the reputation and the honor of in-
dividual members and this body collectively. There is not a
doubt but what some of the press are thoroughly disappointed over
this matter. It has been a pet measure with some of them.

As a matter of equity, there is not a living soul that is injured
one bit by that building as it stands. Every man will admit, and
if this Legislature will go there in a body they must admit that the
building itself is an architectural ornament to Copley Square. I
want to say to the gentleman from Boston, there will be at least
two men voting for this bill. This Commonwealth can afford to
take a stand of equity in this matter, and it ought to do so. There
is absolutely nothing to show that there has been a wilful violation
of the law ; and I propose as one member to vote for what I think
is right, as I have always done during my life.
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On the eighth day of May, I think it was, the Boston “Herald ”

printed a cartoon, where the trunk of a tree was shown with its
limbs being torn off and pocketed by the Vanderbilts. These
limbs were labeled the names of different railroads. That was
deliberately sent through our post-office to the members of this
House ; and I submit to this respectable and intelligent body of
men that that was a source of intimidation, and that that thing
ought to be stopped.

I have heard it said, in addition, that the editorial columns are
bought; that the editorials of the newspapers of the city of Boston
are for sale ; and to think that newspapers of that character will
deliberately send out to the world, that this grand old Common-
wealth is bought and sold ! They might just as well have used
those words.

Mr. Speaker, I submit that the whole matter is a base, deliberate
fabrication. I consider under the circumstances that the action
of some of the newspapers was as cowardly as it was contempt-
ible, and as far as God has given me the power I will join this
House in its attempt to probe this matter to the bottom, and I will
go as far as any man that lives to discover corrupt influences at
work in this measure.

Mr. Bugbee of Monson

I want to say to the members of this House, and the Boston
“ Herald ” in particular, that I voted for this matter and changed
my vote only at the dictates of my own conscience and not for the
glittering gold of any man ; and that, if this matter comes up
again, I will vote the same way.

Mr. John L. Donovan of Boston :

I did not intend to say anything upon this subject, but, seeing
the other members who have been attacked in the Boston “ Her-
ald ” have done so, I wish to say a few words. I want the mem-
bers of this House to know why I changed my vote on this bill. I
did so because my conscience dictated it, because I had seen that
building, and thought that it did not hurt the city of Boston. The
Copley Square Protective Association wanted this building low-
ered, and they came to me here and asked me to vote against the
bill; but, when I saw the building, and the expense that would be
incurred by the city of Boston, I could not conscientiously do so.
And let me say to the members of this House that at any time
that I think I ought to change my vote upon any bill, if it is in
the interest of my constituency, in the interest of the people of
the Commonwealth, I will always be found ready to do so. I owe
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it to the people who elected me from the Seventh Suffolk District,
and I am ready to go back to those people, as I have done in the
past.

Mr. Minihan of Cambridge

Mr. Speaker:On this question I was somewhat in doubt
whether to speak, but, seeing that the members who have been
accused by the newspapers have taken the privilege, I feel that I
ought to act in a like manner.

Last Monday I left Boston for the western part of the State.
What occurred in this House during my absence is entirely beyond
the scope of my knowledge or authority. I did not hold myself
accountable for anything that occurred except so far as this House
was concerned. If the House had sold itself in my absence, it is
not my fault, and I am only sorry that I was not here to stop it.

I hold no such opinion, however. I have a very high regard
for the high sense of honor of the members of this House, and I
hold that any man in this House has a right at any time to change
his mind upon any question.

When I returned from North Adams, which was about 11 o’clock
at night, a reporter asked me my position in relation to the West-
minster Chambers. I told him my position very frankly, as I
understood it, as it passed through the committee. He then asked
me why I changed my vote. I said candidly I did not know, as I
was not present. If it had been done, it was done through some
mistake or misapprehension on the part of some member of the
House.

On going away from this House I told a member of this House
the gentleman from South Boston that if any question should

come up, anything in the line of labor, or questions of that char-
acter, he might pair with me. He took advantage of that priv-
ilege, and paired me against the bill exempting the owners of the
Westminster Chambers from the operation of the law. That was
perfectly proper.

Leaving this House, I met a gentleman whose honor is as high
as any man’s, a member of the Legislature. He tried to per-
suade me that my position was wrong with regard to the West-
minster Chambers. Being in a hurry, I told him I would not be
there to vote upon it, anyway. He said he took it for granted
that if I was there I would have voted in favor of the bill. It
was a mistake on his part. I feel that I should not be held re-
sponsible for that mistake.

In relation to the newspapers, I have no reason to complain
of the treatment I have received from the Boston “ Herald.” Its
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representative met me and kindly and politely asked me why I
changed my position. But the other papers of Boston have not
been so kind. I did not think or feel that it was my duty to go
around to all the different newspaperoffices and explain my position.

If a question of this kind comes up for our consideration, it is
our business ; we are responsible for it. I do not think that a
member of this House should be obliged to go around to the dif-
ferent newspaper offices and explain his position. I imagine other
newspapers had read my statement in the “Herald.” I imagine
almost every man in this House knows I was paired without my
authority. These papers have done a great deal to injure me.
They hold my name on their sheets throughout the week as one
of the men purchased.

I care as much for my reputation as any man living. I started
in life upon the threshold of poverty. It was my greatest ambi-
tion to become a member of this House. During all my trials and
troubles in my perhaps peculiar career, I have never yet met a
man who could point a finger of accusation of any kind at me.
And the reputation which is injured is not due to any newspaper
on earth.

I hold that no newspaper has a right to take away what it cannot
give. These newspapers had ample opportunity to see me ; they
had ample opportunity to get an explanation from me. That
they have not done. I represent a good, law-abiding community.
They expect me to represent them in a decent manner. That is
what I have tried to do. In my action on the Westminster Cham-
bers matter I acted from conscientious motives.

Mr. Daly of Lawrenc
I am one of the members who changed my attitude in this mat-

ter. I wish to state my position. Last Wednesday I was so
carried away with the able argument presented by the gentleman
from Boston in the fourth division that I thought it was right to
vote no on this bill at that time. Knowing that the bill would
have to take another reading, I took it upon myself, Mr. Speaker,
to see this structure, to see whether or not they complied with the
regulations and law. I went to see this building, and as soon as I
saw it I pronounced it an architectural success. Hence my
change on that matter.

Mr. Heath of Taunton
Me. Speaker : I will say that I can vouch for my honesty and

integrity with any member of this House or any reporters of the
Boston papers in the matter.
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Mr. Frederick C. Mahony of Boston:
Mr. Speaker: Last Wednesday, when I voted no on this

Westminster Chambers bill, I find I voted under a misapprehen-
sion. The following day, in conversation with members of the
committee on cities, and in conversation with a member of this
House, they explained the matter to me, so that I thought I had
voted wrong the first time. I intend to vote the same way at the
next stage of the bill. I have as much right to change my vote
as I have to change my mind. I was honest in my action; I
cared nothing for the Boston “Herald.”

I simply desire to explain my position, and to clear myself from
any suspicion or criticism.

Mr. Pearce of Fitchburg
Mr. Speaker: This is something I never expected, that the

first time I addressed this House it would be on a matter of this
kind. I have listened to the different members who have been
accused of doing what I supposed was right, that is voting as
they saw fit, and according to the arguments before the House.

I shall have to give the “ Herald” credit for putting me exactly
right. I gave to the reporter my reasons for changing that vote.
That reason -was, that I had a perfect right to. I listened to the
argument here, and voted with my friend here at my right, who is
a very fine and conservative gentleman, and I talk with him a

good deal on questions that come before this House. When the
roll was being called I was undecided whether I would vote for or
against the bill. As I came along late in the line, after hearing
the vote yes and no from the different members, finally I said,
“ Brother Edson, I guess I will stay with you ” I was undecided
with the argument that I had heard. The next day, when I heard
this was up for reconsideration, I was ready to vote for reconsider-
ation. I sat in my seat and listened to the argument, and I be-
lieved I was right in changing my vote and I did so; and when it
comes I will vote so again ; and I stand here and am ready for
any investigation, whatever it may be. If these members who
feel so about this affair and feel so hurt about it want my assist-
ance, they surely have it. I was not serious, and I do not care
anything about it. I did not intend to say a word, but I feel
that when all of the members, all of the accused, have said some-
thing, it would be wrong for me not to raise my voice in this
matter. I did not go to the dinner. I did not see that beautiful
building, and came here from my own home in Fitchburg that
morning, all right, straight and sober. I understood that, under
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certain rights and authorities they got from men in authority, they
put that top on that building. I have never seen it, but I see it in
my mind. It would be a disgrace to the building to take the orna-
ment off from it, and it is up there ninety-six feet, and perhaps
it is higher than some of us will ever get.

Mr. Higgins of Boston :

Mr. Speaker : — Through you, the House of Representatives of
1900, I do so unbend as to apologize for any action of mine that
has cast one iota of reproach upon this Legislature, and want to
stand the ground with those who represent the people of this
Commonwealth in the State House. I have no apology to make
for my vote. The papers have said that I refused to give a reason.

The reason I changed my vote, Mr. Speaker, was that it was my
constitutional right to change my vote when occasion demanded it;
and after hearing the arguments on the last day of reconsideration,
not being here on the first day, I changed my vote, and changed
it as a man of honor, and demand in this House that my honor
shall not be assailed or my character assailed by the public press
of this city or any other city of the Commonwealth. It is only in
justice to this House that I have made this statement, but we are
sent here as citizens of this Commonwealth to uphold its dignity.
We do not wish to question the public press, but we find one of
these journals opposed to the common good beyond the limit of the
Monroe doctrine, and in a short space of time we find that paper
turning a somersault as completely as it is possible for a paper to
turn. That paper occupies a high position in this State. Mark
Hanna occupies a high position in the country as a politician.
Mark Hanna has no more right to change that paper than that
paper has to change the vote in this House. The members of this
House will honor its own dignity and its own importance, to stand
up and demand that they present specific charges here. Like the
gentleman here who has gray hairs, my hide is thick. I can stand
any accusations that the public press care to make, but if they
want to prove them, I am ready here to meet them at the bar of
this House. Over in that section where I come from, —in Charles-
town, I will go back to the people there who sent me here last
fall to represent them this year, I will go back to them this fall,
and standing before them I will let their judgment bo placed upon
my character and my honor. I have every reason to think they
will stand by me.

I did not intend to say a word, but when the honor and dignity
of the House are at stake, I rise to make this explanation.




