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The fo llo w in g  is  a tra n s c r ip t  
o f  an address d e live red  by 
the Honorable Robert B. 
W illiamson, C h ie f Ju s tice  o f  
the Supreme J u d ic ia l Court o f  
the S ta te o f  Maine to  those 
assembled a t F ir s t  Parish  
Church in  Portland  on October 
12y 1969 to  commemorate the 
Sesquicentennia l o f  the 
w ritin g  o f  the C on s titu tion  
f o r  Maine.

FIRST PARISH MEETING-HOUSE,

1740 -  -  1825.



THE CONVENTION OF 1819

by the Honorable Robert B. Wil l iamson

"H is to ry  i s  the s t o r y  o f  mankind", are the opening words 
o f  Samuel E l i o t  M or ison 's  H istory o f  the American Peop le . He 
t e l l s  o f  the day: "On 12 October 1^92 at 2 a.m. a lookout  in 
P in ta  s igh ted  in  the moonlight a l imestone c l i f f  on what 
turned out t o  be an i s la n d  in  the Bahamas. Columbus named i t  
San Salvador  and i t  i s  so c a l l e d  t o d a y . "  A f t e r  dawn Columbus 
and h is  capta ins went ashore.

This even ing  we cons ider  the a c t ion  o f  our f o r e f a th e r s  
w ith in  a p e r io d  o f  days, one hundred and f i f t y  years  in  the 
pa s t ,  and no l e s s  than th ree  and one quarte r  cen tu r ies  a f t e r  
the d is cove ry  —  days o f  g rea t  and l a s t i n g  importance in 
t h e i r  t ime and no l e s s  in  ours.

Here in the meeting house on the s i t e  o f  the present  
church, the Convention chosen to  d r a f t  a c o n s t i tu t i o n  f o r  the 
new S ta t e ,  met from October 12th to  29th, 1819, f o l l o w in g  an 
opening sess ion  at the Court House on October 11th. The 
meeting house, "Old Jerusa lem ,"  e r e c t e d  in 17^0 and rep laced  
by the stone church in 1826 , served  both church and community 
Here indeed ,  in 1785 a Conference met to  discuss separa t ion  
from the Commonwealth.

What were the reasons th a t  the peop le  o f  Maine, o f  the 
D i s t r i c t  o f  Maine, should seek separat ion  from the Common
wealth? The Convention d id  not simply happen. I t  came a f t e r  
years o f  e f f o r t  t o  c rea te  a new S ta te .  D istance from the 
seat o f  government w ith  long  de lays and increased  expenses 
was an important f a c t o r .  Of more consequence, was the rap id  
development o f  the f r o n t i e r  in  Maine f o l l o w in g  the Revo lu t ion  
We were the f r o n t i e r ,  bounded by w i ld e rn ess .  The se t t lem en ts  
were l a r g e l y  on the coas t .  I t  has been e s ta b l i s h e d  as w e l l  
tha t  by 1819 our p o l i t i c a l  v iew po in t  d i f f e r e d  markedly from 
Massachusetts p roper .  We were a f r o n t i e r  peop le  w ith  the 
needs, d e s i r e s ,  and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f ten  not found in  the 
o ld e r  communities.

The drama o f  those years  and the reasons f o r  an i n e v i t a 
b l e  sepa ra t ion  are found in  the census. From 1790 to  1820, 
a p e r iod  o f  30 y e a r s ,  our popu la t ion  inc reased  from 100,000 
to  300,000, o r  by 200,000. In Massachusetts p roper  the in 
crease was on ly  150,000. Our ra t e  o f  growth by decades 
ranged from 58 per  cent t o  30 per  cen t ;  in  Massachusetts p ro 
p e r ,  13 per cent t o  10 per  cent .  The nat ion  as a whole 
in c reased  from U m i l l i o n  in 1790 to  under 10 m i l l i o n  in  1820,

65



or  at  the  ra te  o f  one t h i r d  or more each decade.
In 1820 our popu la t ion  was l a r g e r  than tha t  o f  Connect i

cut o r  New Jersey .  Between 1810 and 1820 " Ohio f e v e r ” 
brought Ohio from a popu la t ion  equal to  tha t  o f  Maine t o  near
l y  tw ic e  our number. In p a s s in g , 1792 R e g is t e r  records "no 
s l a v e s ” on ly  in Maine and Massachusetts.

We were growing in Maine on the northeast  f r o n t i e r ,  both 
r e l a t i v e l y  and a b s o lu t e l y , more r a p id ly  than Massachusetts 
p roper .  The c r e a t io n  o f  new in s t i t u t i o n s  and o f  new govern
ments was to  be repea ted  again and again as America advanced 
westward. Our numbers t r e b l e d  from 1790 to  1820, from 
100,000 to  300,000; and again in  the 130 years to  1950, to  
over  900,000.

I t  i s  u nders tandab le , t h e r e f o r e  why the D i s t r i c t  w ith  
i t s  r ap id  g row th , a lready  l a r g e r  than some States  in  the 
Union, should cons ider  separa t ion .  The movement away from 
Massachusetts p roper ,  the term used in the Separat ion  A c t ,  
began in  1785 . The Revo lu t ion  had b a re ly  ended. I t  was ten 
years  from the burning o f  Falmouth [P o r t la n d ]  by the B r i t i s h ,  
from the march o f  A rn o ld ’ s men to  Quebec, from O 'Br ien  and 
the M argare t ta  at Machias.

The Conference or Convention met at ” the Rev. Messrs 
Smith ’ s and Deane’ s meet ing-house” on October 5, 1785* They 
c a l l e d  a convention  f o r  January 1786 to  cons ider  ” ls  i t  ex
ped ien t  th a t  these eas te rn  counties  should be formed in to  a 
separate  S t a t e ? ” That Convention cons idered  the i s s u e s , 
r ep o r te d  g r ievances  t o  the peop le  and then c a l l e d  another 
Convention f o r  September 1786 . I t  was there  vo ted  t o  reassem
b le  in January 1787 a f t e r  a vo te  o f  the p eop le ,  which was 6U5 
" f o r ” and 3̂ -9 " a g a in s t ” . The Convention d ied  f o r  lack  o f  
i n t e r e s t  in September 1788 .

Note th a t  the a c t io n  I  have recounted took p lace  be fo re  
the adoption  o f  the C on s t i tu t ion  o f  the United S ta t e s ,  and 
on ly  short  years  f o l l o w in g  the adoption o f  the Massachusetts 
C on s t i tu t ion  o f  1780. In February 1788 the Massachusetts 
Convention adopted the C on s t i tu t ion  o f  the United States  by 
a vo te  o f  187 t o  l6 8 ,  or a m a jo r i t y  o f  19* Of the members 
from the D i s t r i c t  25 vo ted  f o r ,  and 21 aga ins t .  I t  was a 
near th in g  f o r  the C on s t i tu t ion  o f  our land in Massachusetts.

In 1792 the peop le  vo ted  aga ins t  s epa ra t ion ,  2,500 
" a g a in s t ” , and 2,000 " f o r ” . Again in  1793-9^ the movement 
was renewed. Meetings were he ld  (not in  the meeting house) 
at which P r e n t is s  M e l len ,  a young law yer ,  took an a c t i v e  part.  
Mellen l a t e r ,  as you know, res ign ed  as a Senator from Massa
chusetts  t o  become the f i r s t  C h ie f  Ju s t ic e  o f  Maine.

S u l l i v a n  in the H istory o f  the D is t r ic t  o f  Maine in 1795
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wrote :  "Th is  ex te n s iv e  country i s  so l a r g e  and populous, and 
i t s  s i t u a t i o n  so p e c u l i a r ,  tha t  i t  cannot remain long  a pa r t  
o f  the Commonwealth o f  M assachusetts ."  D iscuss ion d id  not 
end; but I  must pass the d e t a i l s  o f  the s to ry .

In May l 8 l 6  a v o te  in  which l e s s  than a m a jo r i t y  o f  the 
l e g a l  vo tes  were cast  was cons idered  in con c lu s iv e .  In Sep
tember o f  the same yea r  a vo te  was again he ld  on the issue  o f  
separa t ion  and f o r  a meeting o f  d e lega te s  to  prepare a con
s t i t u t i o n  f o r  the new S ta te .  The C on s t i tu t ion  was t o  be 
submitted t o  the peop le  f o r  approva l ,  in the event the vo te  
was 5 to  h f o r  sepa ra t ion .  The vo te  f o r  sepa ra t ion  was about 
12,000 " f o r "  and 10,000 " a g a in s t " ,  o r  l e s s  than the r eq u ir ed  
f i v e - n i n t h s .

I t  appeared th a t  the m a jo r i t y  o f  yeas over  nays in towns 
in  fa vo r  was to  the m a jo r i t y  o f  nays over  yeas in towns 
opposed g r e a t e r  than 5 to  U. The Convention by "Brunswick 
a r i th m e t i c "  ( f o r  tha t  i s  where i t  was h e ld )  construed the Act 
to  permit p repa ra t ion  o f  a c o n s t i tu t i o n .  The General Court 
or L e g i s la tu r e  d id  not approve,  and I  th ink most o f  us would 
have so v o t e d .

At lon g  l a s t  came success to  the proponents. Under a 
new Act ,  a m a jo r i t y  o f  1500, not 5 t o  U, was r equ ired .  The 
vo te  in July 1819 was 17,000 " f o r " ,  and 7,000 " a g a in s t " .

The Po r t land  Gazette  in 1819 i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  read ing .  On 
August t h i r d  the E d i to r  w ro te :  "The D i s t r i c t  o f  Maine is  no 
longe r  to  remain a par t  o f  Massachusetts. This p o r t io n  o f  the 
Commonwealth is  about to  assume i t s  rank as an independent 
S ta te .  A new c o n s t i tu t i o n  is  t o  be formed. A new frame o f  
government i s  t o  be e s ta b l i s h ed .  Fresh s e c u r i t i e s  f o r  freedom 
are to  be dev ised  and i n s t i t u t i o n s  adopted f o r  the maintenance 
o f  our c i v i l  r i g h t s  and p r e s e r v a t io n  o f  our p o l i t i c a l  p r i v i 
le g e s  -  a v i s t a  i s  now opening upon our s i t u a t i o n ,  which w i l l  
c lo s e  on ly  w ith  our ex is t en c e  as a s t a t e . "  On October 11, 
the Gazette  r ep o r ted  th a t  the b e l l s  were rung, and the Con
ven t ion  assembled at the Court House.

Our s to ry  o f  the Convention is  drawn almost in  e n t i r e t y  
from P e r l e y ' s  Debates. I  recommended the Debates> f i r s t  pub
l i s h e d  in  1820, and again w ith  a d d i t i o n a l  m a te r ia l  by Nash in  
189^.

D an ie l  Cony o f  Augusta, a s o l d i e r  at Burgoyne1s surren
der ,  a S ta te  Senator and member o f  the Execut ive  Counc i l ,  an 
e l e c t o r  f o r  Washington and Adams, took the ch a ir  by a unani
mous vo te .  Two grandsons o f  Dan ie l  Cony were t o  be governors 
o f  Maine, Joseph W il l iams and Samuel Cony, and a g rea t  grand
son, M e l v i l l e  Weston F u l l e r ,  C h ie f  Ju s t ic e  o f  the United  
S ta tes .  W i l l ia m  King, o f  Bath, was chosen P res id en t  o f  the
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John Holmes 
1 7 7 3 - 1 8 4 3

Convention, and la t e r  the f i r s t  Governor o f  our State.
"The personnel o f the Convention was n otab le " ,  says 

Nash. "A majority o f  the members had o r ig in a l ly  come to the 
wilderness to e s ta b lish  th e ir  homes, and now they had assem
bled in Convention to erect a new State dedicated to A l
mighty God and p o l i t i c a l  l i b e r t y " .  I mention only a few:
John Holmes o f  A l f r e d ,  chairman o f the Committee o f  th ir ty -  
three to prepare and report a constitution , soon to be 
United States Senator; Ether Shepley o f  Saco, United States 
Senator, and Chief Justice ; George Thacher o f  Biddeford, 
Justice o f  the Massachusetts Supreme Jud ic ia l Court; Albion  
K. P a r r is ,  Judge o f  the United States D is t r ic t  Court at 26, 
Governor, United States Senator and Justice o f  our Court; 
Ezekiel Whitman, Chief Justice o f  Portland; John Chandler of 
Monmouth, United States Senator; Nathan C utle r, o f  Farmington, 
Governor. They were strong, ab le , and earnest men.

The convention had a model in the Constitutions o f  Mass
achusetts. "Commonwealth" was soon replaced by "S tate".
A fte r  considerable  discussion "Maine" was adopted. Consider
a t ion , only b r i e f l y ,  I  report with p leasure, was given to  
"Columbus" and L igon ia" as names fo r  the State. As one would 
expect, there was l i t t l e  d if fe rence  between the Massachusetts 
Constitution and that adopted by the Convention. Our fo re 
fathers in the Meeting House were not w r it in g  on a blank
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paper. This was not P h i la d e lp h ia  in 1787 or  Boston in  1780.
I  mention on ly  a few issues .  F i r s t ,  in  the matter  o f  

r e l i g i o n ,  we s truck out a l l  connections between S ta te  and 
Church. In th i s  we preceded the Commonwealth by a few y ea rs .  
Second, the im pe ra t ive  need o f  education f o r  a f r e e  p e o p le ,  
and the duty o f  the p u b l ic  t o  p rov id e  th e r e f o r e  were p l a i n l y  
r ecogn ized .  The importance o f  such an a r t i c l e  in the con
s t i t u t i o n  had been s t r e s s e d  by Thomas J e f f e r s o n  t o  W i l l ia m  
King. King wrote him: "The l a s t  w in te r  ( l 8 l 9 )  you may 
r e c o l l e c t  naming an a r t i c l e  o f  the kind to  me as o f  the f i r s t  
importance, as c a l c u la t e d  to  perpe tuate  our Republican system. 
I  was convinced o f  the co rrec tness  o f  your op in ions on t h a t ,  
as on eve ry  o th e r  o c c a s io n . ” Indeed King, in a l a t e r  y e a r ,  
gave c r e d i t  t o  J e f f e r s o n  f o r  the language o r  substance o f  the 
a r t i c l e .  Th ird ,  the c o n s t i tu t i o n  c a l l e d  f o r  napportionment 
and assessment o f  t a x e s ,  on r e a l  p r o p e r t y ,  e q u a l ly  accord ing  
to  the ju s t  va lue  t h e r e o f ” . This removed a d i s t i n c t i o n  in 
t a x a t io n  between improved and unimproved land in  Massachusetts 
at the t ime.

L a s t l y ,  th e re  was a long ,  and at times pass iona te  debate 
over  apportionment o f  the L e g i s l a tu r e .  The d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  
1819 are not unknown today ;  the c o n f l i c t i n g  in t e r e s t s  o f  the 
c i t i e s  ( i n  1820, l a r g e  towns) and o f  the ru ra l  areas .  Judge 
Bridge o f  Augusta reminded the de lega te s  o f  t h e i r  duty: " I  
should hope, S i r ,  tha t  we were making a c o n s t i tu t i o n  t o  l a s t ,  
at l e a s t ,  f o r  one genera t ion .  Indeed, S i r ,  we ought to  look  
fu r th e r  ahead and c a l c u la t e  that  we are making a c o n s t i tu t i o n  
to  l a s t  f o r  many g enera t ions .  I t  i s  not enough f o r  us to  
consult  merely our p resen t  convenience. A temporary p o l i c y  
i s  not the p o l i c y  f o r  c o n s t i tu t i o n  making . . . .  Let  me cau t ion ,  
gentlemen, aga ins t  an unreasonable jea lou sy  o f  the l a r g e  
towns —  in  p ro p o r t io n  as they  are depr ived  o f  an equal r e p r e 
s en ta t ion  they are s l a v e s . ” Strong s t u f f .  I t  c a r r i e s  the 
idea  o f  ”0ne man One v o t e , ” somewhat de layed u n t i l  our day.

On October 28th the c o n s t i tu t i o n  was accepted  by the 
Convention by a v o te  o f  230 to  30. On the f o l l o w in g  day, the 
Convention p ro v id ed  f o r  a vo te  o f  the peop le  " e x p re s s in g  t h e i r  
approbation  or  d isapprobat ion  o f  sa id  c o n s t i t u t i o n ” in Decem
b e r ,  and adjourned t o  January 5th to  meet at the Court House. 
Th e ir  a p p re c ia t io n  to  F i r s t  Pa r ish  was expressed : "R eso lv ed ,  
tha t  the thanks o f  t h i s  Convention be presen ted  t o  the members 
o f  the F i r s t  Pa r ish  in P o r t la n d ,  f o r  the use o f  the meet ing 
house o f  sa id  p a r ish ,  g r a t u i t o u s l y  and generous ly  fu rn ished  by 
them f o r  the  accommodation o f  t h i s  C onven t ion .”

The c o n s t i tu t i o n  was overwhelm ingly  adopted by a v o te  o f  
9,0^0 f o r  and 796 a ga in s t .  The Convention met on January 5th
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and adjourned w ithout  de lay  on the 7th,
"The time o f  S e p a ra t io n , "  sa id  Governor Brooks to  the 

General Court,  " i s  a t  hand - the 15th o f  March n ex t ,  w i l l  
te rm inate  f o r e v e r  the p o l i t i c a l  u n ity  o f  Massachusetts proper  
and the D i s t r i c t  o f  Maine; and tha t  D i s t r i c t ,  which i s  hone 
o f  our bone , and f l e s h  o f  our f l e s h , w i l l  assume her rank as 
an Independent S t a t e , in the American Con federacy . "

On March 3rd Congress Admitted Maine as a S ta te  from 
March 15, 1820. The S ta te  government was soon o rgan ized  w ith  
W i l l ia m  King, our f i r s t  Governor. In July the f i r s t  commission 
o f  a judge was issued  to  P r e n t is s  M e l len ,  C h ie f  Ju s t ic e .  Maine 
was at lon g  l a s t  a S ta te  in the Union and a go ing concern.

The S ta tes  in  1820, measured aga ins t  the Federa l  Govern
ment, were o f  r e l a t i v e l y  f a r  g r e a t e r  importance in the l i v e s  
o f  the peop le  than today .  The growth o f  the n a t io n a l  govern
ment had not then occurred. The emphasis was on fe d e ra l i sm ,  
not na t iona l ism . Wow we are a grea t  n a t ion ,  w ith  a s trong  
c e n t ra l  government, not dependent on the States  as such, hut 
reach ing  hy i t s  own energy to  new and in c reas in g  r e la t i o n s h ip s  
w ith  the m i l l i o n s  o f  i t s  c i t i z e n s .  I t  was in  1803, on ly  l6  
years b e fo r e  the Convention, that  Ch ie f  Ju s t ice  Marshal l  f o r  
the Supreme Court d ec la red  the p r in c i p l e  that  a law not meet
ing  the c o n s t i tu t i o n  was v o id  and tha t  the Court ’ s determina
t i o n  governed the r e s u l t .

We have watched developments in  c o n s t i tu t i o n a l  law in 
the past f i f t e e n  yea rs .  In 195^ the Court he ld  that  schools 
must not he se g re ga ted ,  and we have mentioned "One man, one 
v o t e . "  These are s u f f i c i e n t  examples o f  the process I  have 
in mind.

We have seen s ince  1820 the development o f  i n t e r s t a t e  
commerce guarded and guided hy the Supreme Court from the 
e a r l y  days o f  the steamboat. Issues o f  s la v e ry  and o f  our 
n a t io n a l  e x is t en c e  were so lv ed  in  the h i t t e r  c lash  o f  c i v i l  
war. Always the trend  has been toward a s t ron ge r  n a t io n a l  
government and so toward r e l a t i v e l y  weaker s ta te  governments.
I  exclude o f  course c o n s id e ra t ion  o f  defense and f o r e i g n  a f 
f a i r s  which are the s o le  p rov ince  o f  Washington.

Today so many o f  our governmental s e r v ic e s  r e s t  on a 
n a t i o n a l ,  and not a s t a t e  foundat ion. S o c ia l  S e c u r i t y ,  Med
i c a r e ,  and the programs to  a id  the poor and u n d e rp r iv i l e g e d ,  
to  b u i ld  grea t  highways, t o  renew the c i t i e s ,  are examples.
The Federa l  Treasury supp l ies  funds to  States  and munic ipa l
i t i e s  hy grants and o th e rw is e ,  in ways undreamed o f  in  the 
past .  D i r e c t  e l e c t i o n  o f  the P res iden t  r e c e i v e s  support in  
the Congress, from the P r e s id e n t ,  and across the land. The 
need f o r  re fo rm  o f  the E l e c t o r a l  Co l lege  i s  everywhere r e -
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cogn ized .
P l a i n l y  s t a t e  l i n e s  do not bound the l i v e s  o f  our peop le  

as in the pas t .  The S ta t e ,  I  sugges t ,  has d i f f e r e n t  func t ions  
than in 1820. From the needs o f  today may come g r e a t e r  
i n t e r e s t  in the p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  r e g io n a l  un its  o f  government.
A few days ago in an e d i t o r i a l  "A New England S t a t e ? ” the 
Boston Globe sa id :  "The r e a l i t i e s  o f  p o l i t i c s  and s ta t e  
chauvinism w i l l ,  o f  course, m i l i t a t e  aga ins t  the combining o f  
government. S t i l l , the in c re a s in g  complex ity  o f  our S o c ie t y  
may e v e n tu a l ly  make some form o f  r e g io n a l  adm in is t ra t ion  
n e ce s sa ry . "  There w i l l  be ,  in ny op in ion ,  an e v e r - in c r e a s in g  
i n t e r e s t  in  r e g io n a l  agenc ies .  I  b e l i e v e ,  however, that  
n e i th e r  our S ta te  nor any o f  the 50 States  i s  in danger o f  
e x t i n c t i o n .

We are Maine p e o p le ,  bound by t i e s  throughout our land. 
E f f i c i e n c y ,  c o ld  e f f i c i e n c y ,  i s  not the goa l  o f  government.
I t  must s a t i s f y  the s p i r i t  o f  f r e e  men. Ingra ined  in us, as 
in  the men o f  New Hampshire or  Vermont or  Massachusetts p ro 
p e r ,  i s  a lo v e  o f  S ta te  that  w i l l  prevent the d e s t ru c t io n  o f  
our f e d e ra l i s m ;  that  i s ,  o f  a n a t io n a l  government o f  United  
S t a t e s .

Here, then, i s  pa r t  o f  the s to ry  o f  the b i r t h  o f  our 
grea t  S ta te .  In good consc ience we must not attempt t o  l i v e  
i d l y  upon our in h e r i ta n ce .  In our t ime we have f u l l  respon
s i b i l i t y  f o r  the w e l f a r e  o f  our b e lo ved  S ta te .  In per form 
ing  our simple duty, i t  i s  r equ ired  that  we study the past .
We w i l l  f in d  tha t  the work o f  our founders was w e l l  done, and 
has l a s t e d  throughout 150 years .

The C on s t i tu t ion  o f  1969 i s  in  g rea t  par t  the C ons t i tu 
t i o n  o f  1819* The preamble i s  unchanged. The B i l l  o f  
Rights has been amended in one respec t  on ly .  The a r t i c l e s  
c r e a t in g  the Execut ive  and the Courts are s u b s ta n t ia l l y  as 
then adopted. A r t i c l e  V I I I  on education i s  unchanged.

There are changes to  be sure. Women shar ing  in  govern
ment, the i n i t i a t i v e  and referendum, were unheard o f  in  1819. 
L e g i s l a t i o n  i s  now "Enacted by the People  o f  the S ta te  o f  
Maine" and not "By the Senate and the House o f  Representa
t i v e s  in L e g i s l a t u r e  Assembled ." The insurance o f  i n d u s t r i a l  
loans i s  l i k e w i s e  something new. In g e n e r a l , how ever , the 
pa t te rn  i s  u n a l te red  and the language has been s u f f i c i e n t .
We have the  same th ree  g rea t  branches o f  government, des igned 
w ith  the checks and balances o f  our American system. The 
house was b u i l t  on a f i rm  foundat ion.

Two ve rses  from a poem in  the Farmerrs Foundation in  
1833 by Thomas Randall  express the thoughts o f  our peop le :
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Convention o f  Maine"H

Sages o f  Maine, who framed t h e i r  s ta tu te  laws 
Save r i g h t  the r e i g n ,  w h i le  wisdom p lead  the cause;
As minor gods, they sought the good o f  a l l ,
True to  t h e i r  t r u s t ,  l e t  acts o f  freedom f a l l .

Th e i r  sons we hope w i l l  walk t h e i r  fa th e r s '  road,
Give L ib e r a l  laws t o  men, and worship t o  t h e i r  God,
Not b r in g  on them, the sm a l les t  s u l l  or  s t r a in ,
But e v e r  w e l l  p rese rve  the f r e e s t  r i g h ts  o f  Maine.

" I  t h in k , "  sa id  Ju s t ic e  Holmes, " th a t ,  as l i f e  i s  ac t ion  
and pass ion ,  i t  is  r eq u ir ed  o f  a man that  he should share the 
pass ion  and ac t ion  o f  h is  t ime at p e r i l  o f  be ing  judged not 
t o  have l i v e d . "  Sure ly  our f o r e f a th e r s  in  the meeting house 
o f  the F i r s t  Pa r ish  shared the pass ion and act ion  o f  t h e i r  
t im e ,  a t ime more t rou b led  perhaps than our own. We must be 
worthy o f  our h e r i t a g e .
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