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To the Honorable the House of Representatives :

I am impelled by a sense of duty to return to the House of
Representatives, where it originated, a bill entitled “ An Act to
amend chapter 167 of the General Statutes, in relation to the
running of horses for wagers,” with my objections to the same.

It is only by comparing the provisions of the first section of
this Act with section 9 of chapter 167 of the General Statutes,
which is repealed by the second section, that the true character
of the bill under consideration can be seen.

Section 9, chapter 167 of the General Statutes is as follows:

“ All racing, running, trotting, or pacing of any horse, or
other animal of the horse kind, for a bet or wager of money, or
other valuable thing' or for a purse or stake made within this
state, is declared to be unlawful; and all persons engaged in
such racing, running, trotting, or pacing, for any such bet or
wager, purse or stake, and all persons aiding or abetting the
same, shall be punished by fines not exceeding one thousand
dollars, or by imprisonment in the jail, not exceeding one year,
or by both such fine and imprisonment.
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The Act under consideration is as follows

Sect. 1. All racing, running, trotting, or pacing of any
liorso, or other animal of the horse kind, for a bet or wager of
money, made within this state, is declared to be unlawful; and
all persons engaged in such racing, running, trotting, or pac-
ing, for any such bet or wager, and all persons aiding or abet-
ting the same, shall be punished by fines not exceeding one
thousand dollars, or by imprisonment in the jail not exceeding
six months.

Sect. 2. Section nine of chapter one hundred and sixty-
seven of the General Statutes is hereby repealed.

The prohibition of betting or wagering any valuable thing or
for a purse or stake upon horse racing is by the present bill en-
tirely removed. This bill in itself appears to be in the interest
of good morals, but when it is compared with the section of the
law which it repeals, certain words and phrases are omitted in
such a manner as to have quite the opposite effect, and leave only
betting or wagering for money an unlawful act. All other
forms of bettings at horse races, such as bets, wagers or stakes
of watches, diamonds or “ other valuable things ” are legalized,
and even the form of bet or wager known as the “ pool ” is sup-
posed by persons engaged in the business of gaming to be in-
cluded.

All forms of gambling are repugnant to the moral sense of
the people of the Commonwealth, and they earnestly desire
most rigid enforcement of the laws tending to its suppression.
The license allowed by this bill will increase the number of
these races for the sole purpose of gambling. Under it I can-
not see how there would ever be a violation of law. Two men
would bet a certain sum, each would put his amount of money
in the hands of a stake-holder, and then it would be called a
purse or stake. There would be no betting of money. Each
would in fact bet or wager money, but when paid in and united
with his opponent’s bet, it would be christened a purse or stake,
or the money might be temporarily invested in some valuable
thing, and so the wager would be made legal. With the most
stringent laws every good citizen must feel that there will be
opportunities enough for the indulgence of this kind of gam-
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bling. The occasion brings together crowds of persons who live
by gaming, and the young and thoughtless who visit the race-
course from curiosity are drawn in and taught the ways of the
vicious. In our densely populated communities the race-course
is very objectionable to the residents near the grounds. They
are much disturbed by the intrusion of lawless persons whom it
is hard to control even with a large force of police.

Surely no encouragement should be given by law, to increase
the number of these places, which produce no good result, but,
on the contrary, much evil. So far as I can learn, no one peti-
tioned for a change in the law, and there is no complaint of its
interference with the proceedings of associations whose purposes
are worthy, in any part of the State.

I am quite sure that the bill was passed under a misappre-
hension of its true character, and that on a reconsideration the
Legislature will decide that it is wiser and more in accordance
with the sentiments of the people of the Commonwealth to
strengthen rather than to weaken the law.

WILLIAM CLAFLIN.




