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LEGISLATIVE RECORD-—

HOUSE.

Thursday, March 29, 1917.

The House met according to ad-
journment and was called to order by
the Speaker.

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Walsh of Au-
gusta.

Journal of previous session read and
approved.

Papers from the Secnate disposed of

in concurrence.
From the Senate: An Act to grant
additional corporate powers to the
Maine Title Guaranty Company. Came
from the Senate indefinitely postponed
in non-concurrence. In the Iouse it
was passed to be engrossed March 20.

On motion by Mr, Tuttle of Caribou,
the House voted to recede from its ac-
tion and concur with the Senate in the
indefinite postponement of the meas-
ure.

From the Senate: An Act to amend
Section 100, Chapter 98 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to loan and building
associations. In the House March 20
passed to be engrossed. Came from
the Senate indefinitely postponed in
non-concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Wilson of Port-
land, the House voted to recede and
concur with the Senate in indefinitely
postponing the measure.

From the Senate: An Act to amend
Section 15 of Chapter 136 of the Re-
vised Statutes of Maine, relating to
proceedings in court in criminal cases.
Came from the Senate indefinitely post-
poned.

On motion by Mr. Flint of Monson,
the House voted to concur with the
Senate in the indefinite postponement
of the measure.

From the Senate: Resolve in favor
of Otto Nelson. In the House passed
to be engrossed. Came from the Sen-
ate indefinitely postponed in non-con-
currence.

On motion by Mr. Tuttle of Cari-
bou, the House voted to recede and
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concur with the Senuate in the indefinite
postponement of the resolve.

From thc Senate: An Act relating
to competency of witnesses. In the
House passed to be engrossed. Came
from the Senate indefinitely postponed
in non-concurrcnce.

On motion by Mr. Allen of Sanford,
the House voted to recede from its ac-
tion and concur with the Senate in the
indefinite postponement of the meas-
ure.

From the Senate: An Act relating
to casualty assessment insurance com-
panies. In the House passed to be en-
grossed. Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed in non-concurrence.

Mr. DESCOTEAUX of Biddeford: I
move, Mr., Speaker, that we non-con-
cur with the Senate and have a com-
mittee of reference.

The SPEAKER: The only motion
the Chair could entertain would be a
motion to adhere and insist and ask for
a committee of conference. Non-con-
currence is what obtains at the pres-
ent time.

Mr. REED of Bangor: This bill was
introduced by Mr. Dutton of Bingham
and as he is not present in the cham-
ber I move that it be tabled.

The motion prevailed.

From the Senate: An Act to provide
for hetter telephone service. Came
from the Senate indefinitely postponed.

On motion hy Mr. Snow of Mars Hill,
the House voted to concur with the
Senate in the indefinite postponement
of the measure.

From the Senate: An Act to prohibit
the selling or giving away of air ri-
fles 1o children under 14 years of age.
In the House passed to be engrossed
as amended by House Amendment A.
Came from the Senate indefinitely
postponed in non-concurrence.

Mr. WILSON of ©Portland: Mr.
Speaker, T move that we recede from
our former action and concur with the
Senate.
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Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, it is doubtful if two men in
the House know what the bill is. 1 see
three do. It has a tremendous amount
of merit in it to those who are parents
of little children. Few measures of
any humanitarian value are going
through, apparently. This is a hill that
prevents a person selling an air rifie to
a child under 14 years of age. I move
that it be tabled pending concurrent
action.

The motion prevailed.

From the Senate: An Act for the
safe-guarding of employees in factories.
mills and workshops against danger
from fire. Came from the Senate indefi-
nitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Jordan of Bailey-
ville, tabled pending concurrent action.

From the Senuate: Rescive in favor
of the town of Phillips. In the House
indefinitely vostponed. Comes from the
Senate, that body voting to adhere to
its action of March 22, at which time
the resolve was passed to be engross-
ed

Mr. ROUNDS of Portland: Ny,
Speaker, T understand that is a school
biil of §$100 and it was stated when I
made the motion to indefinitely post-
pone that it would be taken care of in
another wayv. Now, if the gentleman
will say that it will be taken care of
in another way, I will move that we
insist and ask for a committee of con-
ference. At any rate I will move that
it lie on the table until we find out
-whether or not the Governor is willing
‘to take care of it in another way.

On motion by Mr. Rounds of Port-
land, the resolve was tabled pending
concurrent action.

From the Senate: Resolve in favor of
the town of Washburn. In the House
indefinitely postponed. Comes from the
Senate, that body voting to insist on
its former action of March 22, at
which time the resolve was passed to
be engrossed.

Mr. SNOW of JMars Hill: Mr. Speak-
er, when the hill was postponed I un-
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derstood that the Governor and Coun-
cil had agreed to see that the bill was
paid without the resolve going any
further; but as the Senate has now
acted upon it, I move that we con-
cur with the Senate and let it go along.

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
suggest that if there is any misunder-
standing between the two houses as
to the status of the resolve, the House
would be competent to insist and ask
for a committee of conference; but
the Chair has no wishes in the mat-
ter.

Mr. SNOW: I move that we recede
and concur with the Senate.

Mr. TUTTLE of Caribou: Mr.
Speaker, for fear that there may be
some misunderstanding in this matter,
I move that it be tabled.

Mr. DAY of Westfield: Mr. Speak-
er, I made the motion to have this
indefinitely postponed the other day
at the request of the Governor and
Council, who said that there were oth-
er resolves of the same nature which
would be disposed of.

The SPEAKER: The matter has
now been tabled and can come up to-
morrow for settlement.

From the Senate: An Act to prevent
public discrimination by reason of re-
ligious creeds at places of public ac-
commodation. resort or amusement.
This comes from the Senate, where it
had its two readings, Senate Amend-
ment A adopted, and passed to be en-
grossed as amended by Senate Amend-
ment A,

Mr. MIESERVE of Naples: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the bill be in-
definitely postponed.

Mr. ROUNDS of Portland: Mr,
Speaker, T would like 24 hours to look
that bill over. We have a lot of @if-
ferent creeds and nationalities in Port-
land, and 1 would like the indulgence
of the House for 24 hours to look the
thing over and confer with my con-
stituents; and I move that it he tabled.

The motion was agreed to.
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From the Senate: An Act additional
to Chapter 127 of the Revised Stat-
utes, relating to the enforcement of
the law against the sale of intoxicat-
ing liquors. Came from the Senate,
bill read two several times and Senate
Amendment A adopted; bill passed to
be engrossed as amended by ‘Senate
Amendment A.

The SPIEAKER: In order to consid-
er Senate Amendment A, it will be
necessary to reconsider the vote
whereby House Bill 305 was passed to
be engrossed.

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.

Speaker, has the amendment heen
read so that the House understands
it?

The SPEAKEKER: Of course, the ac-
tion should be reconsidered to bring it
to the amendable stage hefore consid-
ering the amendment.

On motion by Mr. Farrington of
Augusta, the House voted to reconsid-
er its action whereby House Document
305 was passed to bhe engrossed,

Mr. NEWCOMB of Scarboro: Mr.
Speaker, is that the bill in relation to
liquor being left at other places than
where billed to?

The SPEAKER:
stands that it is.

The Chair under-

Mr. NEWCOMB. Do 1 understand
that the Senate attached an amend-
ment?

The SPIKAKFER: That is the fact.

The bill is now in the amendable stage

and the Chair will read the amend-
ment
Senate Amendment A to H. D. 305.

Amend by striking out in the sixth
line of said act the words ‘‘except con-
signee,” and insert in place thereof the
words ‘“other than the person, firm or
corporation to whom it has been cen-
signed unless upon written order in
each instance of the bona fide con-
signee, or to any fictitious person or to
a person under a fictitious name.”

Also insert after the word “consign-
ee” in the seventh line of said act, the
words ‘“or his agent in each instance
duly authorized thereto in writing.”
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Mr. ROUNDS of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I see that the Senate has

taken my cue and has put on what I
tried to put on the first of it, that is,
that a man having liquor come, would
not have to go after it. The Senate is a

little more conservative than the
House, and is going to let an agent,

express man, cr anyonc else get it; and
thie first thing you know you will have
everybody going after it vnder ficti-
tious nameyg. Therefore, I am telling the
Hcouse what they did against my pro-
test the other day, and that now they
are coming around to do just what I
wanted them to do at that time if they
pass this hill as it is now. (Applause.)

On motion hy Mr. Farrington of Au-
gusta, the Housce voted to concur with
the Senate in adopting Senate Amend-
ment A and on further motion by the
same gentleman the bill was passed to
he engrossed as amended by Senate
Amendment A,

From the Senate: An Act to amend
Saection 100 of Chapter 52 of the Re-
vized Statutes and increasing the au-
thorized amount of accumulative cap-
ital of loan and building associations.
In the House on March 20, this bill was
passed to be enacted, Sent to the Sen-
ate, that body reconsidering the vote
whereby the bill was passed to be en-
grossed and adopted Senate Amend-
ment A; then passed the bill to be en-
grosged as amended by Senate Amend-
ment A.

On motion by Mr. Wilson of Port-
Innd, the HMHouse reconsidered its vote
whereby the bill to amend Scction 100
of Chapter 52 of the Revised Statutes
was passed to be enacted and on fur-
ther motion by the same gentleman,
the  TTousxe reconsidered its action
whereby the same bill was passed to
be engrossed.

Mpr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, may I inquire what was the
report of the committee to which the
hill was referred?

AMr. WILSON of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, T will explain this whole mat-
teir in a few words.

Alr, BARNES: Do I have the floor,
Ar. Speaker?
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The SPEAKER: The
from Houlton, Mr. Barnes,
floor, and the inquiry was—

gentleman
has the

Mr. BARNES: What was the report
of the committee to which the bill was
originally rcferred?

The SPEAKIR:
pass.

Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker, I rigse
now to object to any action upon this
bill adverse to the report of the com-
mittee which had it under considera-
tion and whose report has been acted
upon favorably by both bodies of the
Legislature up to this time.

Reported ought to

The SPEAKIIR: The question be-
fore the House is the motion to recon-
sider the vote whereby the bill under
consideration was passed to be en-
grossed in order that the House may
consider the Senate amendment; and it
is entirely within the pleasure of the
House whether it wishes to consider
the amendment.

Mr. WILSON of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I will explain this matter to
the House in a very few words. The
committee on banks and banking, to
which this bill was referred, reported
“ought to pass.” It was a bill provid-
ing for increase of capital stock of
building and loan associations. We had
two other bills which amended this
same section, Section 100 of Chapter
52. Through some misunderstanding,
two of those bills were reported. The
object of all the proposed amendments
to that section was to increase the
capital from one million to two million
dollars and the number of shares which
might be held from 25 to 50. Now there
was one bill which did all of that. There
was one bill which raised from one to
two 1million and one which raised from
25 to 50 shares. In the shuffle
however, through some mistake or other,
we got two bills reported, one of them
raising the capital stock from one mil-
lion to two million dollars and leaving
the shares at 25, and another leaving
the capital at one million and raising
the shares to 50. We discovered what
was going on and I had these bills held
up in the Senate at the committee’s
suggestion that the matters be consoli-
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dated;
in the

and this amendment as adopted
Senate clears up the matter.

Mr. BARNIES: May I inquire through
the Chair what was the fate of the
other bill to which the gentleman re-
Ters?

Mr. WILSON: The other bill, Mr.
Speaker, will be indefinitely postponed
when reached, if it has not already been
done.

On motion by Mr. Wilson of Port-
land, the House voted to reconsider its
action whereby the bill was passed to
be engrossed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will read
Senate Amendment A. ‘“Senate Amend-
ment A to House Document No. 480.

“¥House Document No. 480 is hereby
amended by striking out all of said
document after the word ‘two’ in the
fourth lineg thereof and substituting the
following: ‘and by striking out theq
word ‘twenty-five’ in the sixth line of
said section and substituting therefor
the word ‘fifty,” so that said section as
amended shall read as follows: ‘Sect.
100. Capital stock; shares may be is-
sued in series. R. S. C. 48, P. 56.

“The capital to be accumulated shall
not exceed two million dollars, and shall
be divided into shares of the ultimate
value of $200 each. The shares may be
issued in quarterly, half yearly, or year-
ly series, in such amounts and at such
times as the members may determine.
No person shall hold more than 50
shares in the capital of any such asso-
ciation. No shares of a prior series
shall be issued after the issue of a new
series.””

The SPEAKER: The question is on
the adoption of Senate Amendment A
in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Farrington of Au-
gusta, Senate Amendment A was
adopted in concurrence, and the bill
was passed to be engrossed as amended,
in concurrence.

From the Senate: Resolve in favor
of the co-operative survey of the bound-
ary ling between the State of Maine
and the State of New Hampshire. On
February 27th this resolve was finally
passed in the House. In the Senate,
that body reconsidered its vote whereby
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the resolve was pass:d to be engrossed.
Senate Amendment A was adopted and
the resolve passed to be engrossed as
amended by Senate Amendment A,

On motion by Mr. Flint of Monson,
the House voted to reconsider its action
whereby the above resolve was finally
passed and on further motion by the
same gentleman the House reconsidered
its vote whereby the resolve was passed
to be engrossed.

The SPEAKER:
the amendment.
“Amendment A to Senate Bill No. 6.

Amend Section 2 of Senate Bill No.
6, in the first line by substituting the
word ‘three’ for the word ‘five’ so that
said section as amended shall read as
follows: ’

The sum of $3000 is hereby appro-
priated to be used therefor on the part
of the State ot Maine when a like sum
shall have been appropriated by the
State of New Hampshire to defray its
part of the expenses of said joint sur-
vey and marking.”

On motion by Mr., Flint of Monson,
the House adopted Senate Amendment
A in concurrence.

The Chair will read

On further motion by the same gen-
tleman, Senate Document No. 6, as
amended by Senate Amendment A was
passed to be engrossed in concurrence.

Senate
Senate 287.
of Chapter
relating to
for sale.
Senate 385. An Act relating to term of
office of insurance commissioner.
Senate 398. An Act to provide for the

Bills on First Reading

An Act to amend Section 21
48 of the IRevised Statutes,
testing commodities offered

establishment of polling districts in
towns.
Senate 401. An Act to amend Section

45 of Chapter 117 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to the amounts to be paid for
clerk hire in the county offices.

Senate 402. An Act authorizing the
treasurer of State to negotiate a tempo-
rary loan.

Senate 403. An Act to legalize the do-
ings of the inhabitants of the town of
Windham at the annual town meeting
held on March 5th, A. D. 1917, and by
adjournment on March Tth, A. D. 1917,

The rules were suspended and the bills
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were given their three several readings
and passed to be engrossed in concur-
rence.

Senate 405. Resolve providing
demic or emergency fund.

The rules were suspended and the re-
solve was given its two several readings
and passed to be engrossed in concur-
rence.

an epi

From the Senate: Majority and minor-
ity reports of the committee on judiciary;
majority report; the majority of the
committee on judiciary on bill, An Act
for the enforcement of liens on walches,
clocks and jewelry for labor and mate-
rial furnished in making and repairing
same, have had the same under constder-
ation and ask leave to report that the
same ought to pass; signed Messrs. Hutch-
ins, Barnes, Dearth, Farrington, Gillin,
Cole. Minority report of same commlt~
tee on same subject matter, reporting
“‘ought not to pass,” signed Messrs. Bax-
ter, Davies, Gurney. In the Senate the
majority report was read and accepted’
and the bill given its two several readings
and passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Dearth of Dexter,
the majority report of the committee was
accepted in concurrence, and the bill had
its three several readings and was passed
to be engrossed in concurrence.

From the Senate: Final rcport of the
committee on State prison.

The report was accepted in concurrence.

Mr. EATON of Rumford: Mr. Speaker,
there is an item on the calendar today in
which I am particularly interested; and
as I must leave before 12 o’clock on ac-
count of a business engagement I ask
the indulgence of the House that the
rules be suspended and House Docu-
ment 625, bill, An Act to enable the town
of Mexico in the county of Oxford to
free the Mexico toll bridge to public
travel, be taken from the table.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House House Document 625, to
which the gentleman from Rumford, Mr.
Eaton, refers.
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Mr., KATON: 1 move you that the
bill be given its first and cecond readings,
Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The pending question
is the first rcading of the bill

On motion by Hir. Eaton of Rumfcrd
the bill was given its two readings.

Mr. EATON: Mr. Speaker, I
offer House Amendment A.

desire to

The SPEAKER: The Chair understands
the gentleman to mwove that the bill re-
ceive its third reading at the present
time and the gentleman &also moves the
adoption of House Amendment A, which
the Chair will read.

Amend House Document No. 625 by
adding thercto the following section:

“Sect. 8. This act shall take effect
when approved by a majority vote of
the legal voters ¢f the town of Rumford
and Mexico at special town meelings to be
held in said towns on the third Mon-
day of August in the year 1917. It
- shall be the duty of the selectmen of
said towns to call such meetings in the
manner provided by law for holding
special town mecctings in said towns.
The clerks of said towns shall reduce
the subject matter of this act to the
following question: “Shall the act to
enable the town of Mexico in the coun-
ty of Oxford to free the Mexico toll
bridge to public travel be accepted?”
And the voters shall indicate by a cross
placed over the words ‘“yes” or ‘no”
their opinion of the same.

“

The result
of the ballot in each case shall be re-
spectively declared by the selectmen of
said towns and be recorded by the
clerks of said towns and certificates
thereof shall bhe filed by the clerks of

said towns with the sccretary of
State.”
Mr. EATON: Mr. Speaker, the se-

lectmen of our town feel that we should
not be called upon to expend the sun
of $5000 for the purposes mentioned
without the voters of our town having
the opportunity to express themselves;
and that is my reason for offering this
amendment.

Mr. HUTCHINS of Mexico: Mr.
Speaker, this matter has now been be-
fore the Legislature since about the
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second week, and I wish in as few
words as I can to explain the situation
up there.

About ten years ago, the represen-
tative from that district introduced a
bill in this Legislature—they had had
a toll bridge then for thirteen or four-
teen years—with a view to freeing this
bridge and opening it to public travel
as a public way. At that time a bill
vent through, but that bill had been
50 changed and amended that it did
not have any teeth in it when it got
through and it did not have any ap-
propriation. Four years ago, the town
of Mexico, through its representative,
came to this Legislature and asked
for the privilege of the towns taking
this over-—the towns of Rumford and
Mexico—and providing that town meet-
ings should be held. The town of Rum-
ford did not call any town meeting;
they were not obliged to under the act.
Two years ago they came again and
they came at that time to form a bridge
district. That bridge district was
formed and an appraisal had of this
property, and the decision of that board
was appealed from to the Supreme court.
The matter went to the law court and
then came back for a second appraisal,
and on the second appraisal the bridge
company was awarded the sum of $16,-
200. It cost in actual expense, besides
a lot of time put in by the citizens of
the town of Mexico, it cost in actual
cxpense to this bridge district the sum
of $1400, making a total of $17,600.

Now the situation in the town of
Rumford has been, and is now, a little
peculiar, and their attitude on this
question is now, and has been, a lit-
tle peculiar. Two years ago the town
of Rumford came to this Iegislature
and asked this Legislature to pass an
act requiring the county of Oxford to
pay $25,000, and the county of Oxford,
or the middle and west sections, asked
for a referendum. The town of Rum-
ford, however, said “We don’t want
it” and thcy had their lobby here and
they did not give thec referendum to
the county of Oxford. The county of
Oxford paid its $25,000 and that went
into a municipal and court building.
Nowv T was not against that; the town
2 It dia

WwoTiedieo was not against it
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not appear here for it, either. It has
paid its part in that instance. At this
session, gentlemen of the House,
the town of Rumford comes again,
and rightly, I believe, to ask that at thewr
term of the supreme court they should
have a grand jury session. Again this
middle and western section of the county
asked for a referendum, and again Rum-

ford says “We don’t want it,”” and it
was denied. Now, gentlemen, we have
a proposition here of a bridge that

stands that bridge district $17,600, and no
man can make a penny out of that, and
the resolve went into this Legislatursz
asking the State to appropriate the sum
of $15,000. Now, gentlemen, you well
know that we had as good a committee
on ways and bridges as could have been
selected from this JT.egislature. They
took the matter carefully under advise-
ment, gentlemen—and I want to say (o
you here and now that when they were
considering that matter and when we
first went before them it was a pretty
cold proposition. The frost stood out
from every member of that committee,
and they had to do it, gentlemen. Why?
Because the Legislature was asking of
that committee for nearly a million dol-
lars and they did not have it to spend.
Now the municipal officers of the town
of Rumford came before that committes,
gentlemen, and they said to that commirt-
tee: “We don’t want you to give that
bridge to us; we can't afford it, gentle-
men; it will be an awful burden to us.”
Gentlemen of the ITouse, they were aide‘l
by an able attorney who is in this build-
ing at the present time lobbyving against
this proposition. They were aided by
an able attorney, they presented their
side of the case, and that committee,
gentlemen, seeing far better than any of
the proponents could explain to them,
seeing by the attitude of the town of
Rumford that we were helpless, did take
an interest. Why? Because the town of
Rumford at that hearing proved our
case much better than the feeble efforts
of any of the representatives of the town
of Mexico could show it up to them. Thev
had produced here, gentlemen, a hill for
your consideration, and they ask in thls
bilt that the State shall pay, not what
they would have to pay if we were build-
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ing a new bridge, because then the
amount which they would pay wouid be
$3520, We ask that State of Maine under
this bill to pay $520 less than that sum,
and who bears the burden? Mexico is
bearing that burden, not Rumford. We
ask the State of Maine to pay 20 per
cent. on §$15,000, and that only. TUnder
the bridge act they would pay $3520. The
committee considered the matter as to

the ability of the county to assist, as
they would have to assist under the
bridge act, and instead of the county

they have asked the county
to pay $3750. Who bears that extra bur-
den? Is it Rumford. Not a bit of it.
The town of MeXxico is going to bear it
and is willing to bear it, and we do not
need any referendum to do it, either.
Now then we come to the town of Rum-
ford; and I want to say to you, gen-
tlemen, that the town of Rumford for
about 20 years after Rumford Falls Ve-
gan to grow was a one-man town. Now.
gentlemen, it is not a one-man town; it
is ruled by two or three. The business
men of the town of Rumford petitioned
for this bridge to be freced by some meth-
od and it ought to be freed. Now where
is it located? It is located nearly oppo-
site the Oxford Paper Mill, nearly oppo-
site the Maine Coated T’aper DMill, very
near the Maine Central railroad shop,
which are all located in Rumford, and
the people of Mexico and vicinity bpay
toll over this hridge to go daily to their
work and from their work, and pay daily
to go to the town of Rumford to spend
their money with the Rumford merchants.
They pay daily to go to the town of Rum-
ford to deposit their little savings, for
we have no banks over in Mexico. We
put the most of our savings into tolls to
the tune of $30 a week, gentlemen. We
have been doing it for 23 years and we
are sick of it. Now we are asking Rum-
ford for what? Not $770%, gentlemen, thax
they would have to pay if this were a
new bridge built under the bridge act
but $5000; and T want you to consider for
a moment what that means to the town
of Rumford. The town of Rumford,
gentlemen, has a valuation of $5,000,-
0. T.et me sav to you that across the
river our valuation there is $§756.000,
hut that does not show vou the con-

paying $5280
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dition. The town of Mexico is valued
to the limit. Many a home there has a
tax of a sum greater than it could be
sold for today. What about across the
river in the town of Rumford? $5,000,-
000, and they have one mill, gentlemen,
that is worth between seven and eight
million—I refer to the Oxford Paper
Co. Then they have the Maine Coated
Paper Co., and that is a big plant, and
they have the International Paper Bag
Co., with two plants. They have, gen-
tlemen, their nice buildings, worth
many of them from fifty thousand to a
hundred thousand dollars. They have
their business section where you can-
not buy a lot for less than ten to fif-
teen thousand dollars in many local-
ities there. That is one reason, gentle-
men, why certain interests in Rum-
ford want to kill this proposition. In
the whole town of Rumford you can-
not buy a reasonable Iot for less than
five to fifteen thousand dollars. Across
the river, if this is opened up, the
workmen of that vicinity can make
their homes, where many of them are
now making their homes and paying
from six to thirty or forty dollars a
vear for passage across this bridge. We
ask them not for $7700—and T say to
you if their valuation was up to the
town of Mexico’s valuation, they would
pay seven times under the act, yes,
they would pay more than 15 times
what the town of Mexico would pay.
But we are not asking that. We are
asking for $5000; and what will that
leave for the little bit of a town of
Mexico to pay? $5850, or $850 more than
Rumford nays; or under the act, gen-
tlemen, if you were working undaer
that and the present valuations were
congidered, we are paving $4750 more
than we ought to pay in the town of
Mexico. The town of Rumford is nay-
ing under its present valuation $2700
less than it ought to pav. The countv
of Oxford is paving $152) less than it
oueht to pay, and the State of Maine
under thig act, $520 less than it ought
to pav. Now have we heen fair there
in assuming this burden? Do you want
us, gentlemen, hesides paving $1400 in
counsel fees to get the price establish-
ed. to go to work and have another
fieht over this and payv out some more
money? A good many of us have not
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got a dollar left to pay out, and we
do not want to do it and I do not be-
lieve, gentlemen, that you want us to
do it.

Now is it a burden? If so, where is
the burden coming? We are willing to
assume that $5&50 or any part oti it,
and we do not want to have a special
town meeting (o ask the voters about
it either, because I know that my con-
stituents will vote for it, and I know
it would benefit the pzople.

Well, now, whrat about toll bridges in
general? 1’o you like them? When you
drive along to one and get held up, it
isn’'t much, but it is a nuisance and it
is a disgrace to our present civiliza-
tion; and I believe, gentlemen, that this
committee has worked hard and long
and has worked wisely and well. They
have considered it, gentlemen, far
more than any voter will consider it in
the future, and I say to them, and i
say to this House, that T am perfectly
satisfied with their result and I trust
the amendnment will not be adopted.

New, gentlemen, T know that a lot

of yvou have seen the town of Rum-
ford and been in it. You know its
beautiful buildings, know its good

streets and know that they have every-
thing that they need without a great
burden; and, gentlemen, if they were
hurdened with taxes, they would ask
these mills to pay a larger tax. They
would ask the Power Company that
my brother represents and is manager
of to pay at least one-third of what
they are worth, and they are not doing
it now. Why they have a bond issue
there of $2,000,000, gentlemen—the
Rumford Falls Power Co—I am not
talking about the Oxford Paper Com-
pany now. The Rumford Falls Power
Company has a bond issue of $2,000,000,
and do you suppose they have got the
property to cover it? They have and
double that and they tax them $604,265.
Now is it going to be any burden if you
pass this without that referendum? If
you think it is, put it on; but if you
think that the town of Mexico has stood
enough burden, and under this bill if
you think it fair that the town of
Rumford should stand their part, then
put it to them straight and let them
take their medicine and pay for this
bridge and free it. I say to you, gen-
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tlemen, that I do not believe it would
cause a blind man any eye strain to
see that the town of Rumford is not
burdened by paying $5,000 to {ree this
pridge, and they are getting advantages
frem it, gentlemen, because the town
of Mexico pays them their money. The
town of Mexico uses their bank, the
town of Mexico gets all its heat, light
and power Trom the town of Rumford,
and the town of Mexico after a struggle
of 10 vears and after a burden of 23
vears comess to you and asks wvou to
stand with us and vote that this meas-
ure shall go through without any fur-
ther trouble and without any further
referendum or vote of the people. (Ap-
plause.)

Mr., BATON of Rumford: Mr. Speak-
er, 1n order to correct a statement made
by the gentleman from Mexico, Mr.
Hutchins, I desire to state that I do
not represent the Rumford Falls Power
Company in tkis House. I am a repre-
sentative of the wvoters of Rumford,
elected by them and I am voicing' their
sentiments when I ask that this amend-
ment be adopted.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, fortunately, there are always

at least two sides to any question. Now
the Housa will pardon me for speaking
for Oxford County because I lived in
Oxford County from 1892 to 1911. I
was county attorney for four years and
I took my job seriously so I travelled
through a great part of Oxford County
in many of its devious ways. Occasion-
ally I had business in Rumford, and if
we could not catch the rascal in Rum-
ford, we chased him across the toll
bridge and got him in Mexico; so I
know about the toll bridge.

Now, a toll bridge, gentlemen, to a
certain extent is a nuisance; but a toll
hridge is a splendid thing compared
with a ferry. And do you know the
Androscoggin River? Do you know it
is a wide, big river and that it is crossed
at many, many places on a ferry? It
was only a few yvears ago that this bridge
was constructed. As I remember it, a
gentleman who lived in Path furnished
the funds and built the bridge and the
populists rejoiced to a woman. It ig a
«plendid thing and it thereafter he-
came possible for men of small means
who worked in Rumford to go across
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into Mexico and get home sites at low
prices and establish homes there. The
town of Mexico grew up and the bridge
was conceded and agresd By all hands
to be a splendid thing. Now the legisla-
ture was consulted about it and only
two vears ago. That you know is a
very short time in the history of a
municipality. It is only two years ago
that a bridge district was established,
it my figures are right, and the gentle-
men who owned the stock in the bridge
enld it to the bridge district, which is
comprised of Mexico and Rumford, and
it was to be continued as the toll bridg
for 10 years. It was supposed by that
time it would clear itself. Now of
cours: that would be a splendid propo-
siticn if ihe bridge were a good thing
and it the bridge district took it; and
if the bridge district during the 10
vears in which it had its life could
clear it so that it could become a free
bridge, that would be first rate. Now
T am told that they are enabled to pay
up a thousand dollars a year. 1 should
say that would rapidly clear it. Ap-
parently Mexico and Rumford are the
interested parties. You know they are

tied together by a matrimonial
bond — a steel bridge — and like
other matrimonial bonds this has bhe-

come a little hit irksome after a while
and one of the consorts, you see, is ob-
jecting to this yoke. I anticipate that
the one who wants the divorce in Mex-
ico and for the reason of course that
they can get across the bridge cheaper
it made a free bridge. But let’'s see
what the situaticn would be if the
bridge had not been built—if the fer-
ry were there. How about continuing

as it is for just a short time longer
and then freeing themselves? Now
what do they ask? They ask that the

Legislature of the State shall step in
and shall cut this bond that connects
them by making it a free bridge, but
that they shall do it at the expense of
the rest of Oxford county. Now Ox-
ford county isn’t a very wealthy coun-
ty:; and if I understand the law—I may
be wrong of course—I cannot see how
the bridge building matter should be
congidered heve or how it would have
any effect, remembering that the l.eg-
islature already, right here, have set
dewn and figured that the people of
Oxford county shall be taxed especial-
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ly this coming year for Rumford and
Mexico for they are united and inter-
ested in that supreme court business.
Remember this, although you may get
the other impression from the speaker
who preceded me, that that arrange-
ment was made by agreement of the
town of Paris holding the February
term after the committee had reported
it out because they had agreed upon it.
But here you are asked to tax all the
property in the county of Oxford, all
the farm property and visible property
that the town assessors cannot help
seeing—all of that you are asked to
tax all over the county to free this
bridge which by the united opinion of
the best business men of that section
will free itself in a very few years
without any exorbitant tax on any-
body. Now it is natural that the town
of Rumford should object to the State
and this Legislature assembled fixing
the tax of Rumford every year. It is
natural that they should say, “Why,
let us settle our own tax.” It is nat-
ural that Newry, Hiram and Torter,
Graflton and such towns which will not
be bhenefited cne iota by putting this
bridge over the Androscoggin at this
northeastern corner of the boundary
should say, “Do not tax us for it)” T
am speaking advisedly for the rural
sections of Oxford county and there
arc men good and true here who will
deny what I say if I am not stating it
right. When you are talking about put-
ting a tax on property can there be
anything more fair than putting it to
a referendum to the people who have
to pay the tax? Gentlemen, you know
the situation—some of you—up in the
northeastern corner of Oxford county.
It is a bridge across the Androscoggin
river that affects a very small propor-
tion of the population of the county
and there is the rest of the county
that is not interested in or benefited
by it. Arrangements have been made
by good business men so that it will
free itself in 10 years’ time. They asked
for this two years ago and got it and
were to be bound together for 10 years.

It seems to me that the argument of-

the gentleman from Rumford, my
friend Mr., Eaton, is the one that we
should accede to; and it seems to me
that my brother Hutchins would not
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ask anything different except that he
represents the people that work or
earn their wages in Rumford and sleep
in Mexico. It seems to me fair that the
amendment be adopted.

Mr, HUTCHINS: Mr. Speaker, I did
not understand that this referendum
had any thing to do with the other
sections of Oxford County than Rum-
ford and Mexico. I did not under-
stand that anyone was in favor of any
referendum except the town of Rum-
ford. Does the amendment call for a
referendum to the County of Oxford?

The SPEAKER: The Chair under-
stands not—the town of Mexico and
the town of Rumford.

Mr. HUTCHINS: Mr. Speaker, I
wish to say just one more word, and 1
hate to do it. But before that I wish
to say a word that T am glad to say,
and that is, if by any inference from
my remarks any member of this House
could consider that I referred to my
Brother Iaton in a way that would
suggest that he represented here at
this time any company or any private
interests, 1 wish them now to under-
stand that I know he would not do it.
But I do wish them to understand that
the powers-that-be in the Town of
rumford are interested in those things
and are protecting somewhat the pric-
es of land in certain sections of the
town of Rumford.

Now, T wish to refer to the financial
situation of the Town of Mexico before
closing. It is a town that has un-
usual burdens. It is a town that is
poor and it has nothing to tax in the
way of industries—absolutely nothing.
The homes are taxed; the farms are
taxed, and that is about all we have to
tax. Our burdens do not come from
that particularly, but from the fact
that in Rumford the land is so high
and rents are so high that the men
working in those manufacturing
plants and the paper mills come into
the town of Mexico with their large
families to live, and we are glad to
welcome them. They come in there
and our school burden, gentlemen, I
believe, is unparallelled in the ‘State of
Maine. With the building of school-
houses and the support of the common
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schools and high schools, more than
50 per cent. of all the taxes we raise
goes into schools. Now, we are not
shirking that bhurden. I happen to be
a member of the School Board, and I
know what our burdens are. We are
fitting boys and girls for college and
we are going to continue to do it if
our tax rate doubles again, and it has
not been below 30 mills on a high val-
uation since I knew anything about
the town of Mexico, and, with our val-
uation as high as it is across the riv-
er, our tax would be 90 mills, instead
of 30. I say we assume that burden of
our schools, and we are maintaining
it, and we do not expect any relief
under the school bill which would have
given us over $2000 a vear in excess of
what we are getting now. We do not
expect any relief from that. The other
branch of the Legislature will look
after that and see that we do not get
it.

But we do not want to continue pay-
ing $50.00 a week, and T do not be-
lieve, if my Brother Barnes had to
live over there for 23 years, that he
would think that it was a very bright
prospect for the future—if he had got
to live there 23 wyears more, or 10
more, or 17 more, according to his own
figures. before it could be freed.

I want to correct one other little
statement, not false, but simply mis-
leading, and unintentionally mislead-
ing, gentlemen, that the towns of Rum-
ford and Mexico have made a bridge
district. It is called the Rumford and
Mexico Bridge District, but I want to
say to you, gentlemen, that there is
not an inch of Rumford in it, and the
whole of Mexico is not in it. It takes
out a small portion of that town of
Mexico that formed that bridge dis-
trict to take that proposition over. We
have taken it over, and, if you say so,
gentlemen, we will stand it for 17
years, but T do not believe you are go-
ing to say so. No, I will not say that—
I will not admit that, for we will be
back here in two years from now, and
we will come with a lobby if we can
afford to do it, and I move the previous
question.

The SPEAKER: The question before
the House is on the adoption of House
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Amendment “A” on motion by the gen-
tleman from Rumford, Mr. Eaton,
Those in favor of the adoption of
Amendment “A” will rise and stand un-
11l counted.

A division of the House being had,

22 having voted in the affirmative
and 89 having voted in the negative,

The motion was lost.

On motion by the gentleman from
Mexico, Mr. Hutchins, the rules were
suspended and the bill was given its
third reading and passed to be en-
grossed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair wishes
to take this opportunity to state that
it is very pleased that only one or two
members have said anything about
wishing to be excused next week. The
Chair would call attention to Rule 19,
which provides that no member may
be absent more than two days without
the consent of the House. Of course,
ordinarily, if a member wishes to be
absent, he comes to the Speaker and
says that he wishes to be absent and
asks if it will be all right, and the
Speaker, being in a way the embodi-
ment of the rules and the sentiment of
the House, usually gives his permission,
and everybody is satisfied.

Now, the Chair does not wish to assume
any responsibility in regard to excusing
members during the balance of this ses=
sion. The Chair feels that many meas-
ures of importance are to be settled this
week and next. We expect to get through
the middle or last of next week in all
probability. Several measures are com-
ing up that must be settled, having thz

referendum attached and having the
emergency clause, and it is absolutely
necessary that 101 members be present

here to vote. Matters of taxation and
other matters, as I have said, of greaf
importance, are coming up to be settled,
and we have a committee on leave of ab-
sence, I will read the names of the gen-
tleemen on that committee of the House:
Besse of Clinton, Daigle of New Can-
ada, Lawrence of Fairfield, Pendexter of
Cornish, Clason of Lisbon, Holt of Skow-
hegan and Meserve of Naples.

Now, it is the wish of the Chair that
this committee on leave of absence have
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a meeting today or tomorrow at its con-
venience, and it is further the wish of
the Chair, if any member wishes to be
excused because he thinks he cannot by
any chance come back next week and
stay till the close of the session, that
the member settle the matter with the
committee on leave of absence, who shall
report to the House, and if the House
sees fit to accept the report that any
member be excused, then it will be done
in accordance with our rules. The rules
were established by the House itself, and
in this matter of attendance it seems to
the Chair that the rules should be fol-
lowed. The Chair does not want to as-
sume the responsibility of excusing
members.

Another thing, there was a litile mis-
understanding last week in regard to
Friday afternoon’s session. The Chair
understood, and I think the majority of
the members of the House understood,
that that was to be a session for clean-
ing up the calendar and that courtesy
did not need to be extended to any mem-
ber because he failed to be present at
that session. Now we shall have a ses-
sion tomorrow undoubtedly, and, while
in the first part of the session and dur-
ing the middle of the session we do have
a gentlemen’s agreement that things are
not taken up Friday for final passage and
that questions are not taken up about
which there is any difference of opinion,
it does seem to the Chair that tomorrow
we should hold a regular session of this
House and that matters should be taken
up in the regular order and settled, bar-
ring, of course, exceptional cases of ill-
ness or things of that sort. If we are ta
table matters and only half of the mem-
bership are to be here tomorrow, the
Chair would like to know about it first.
Is it the wish of the House that we have
a regular session tomorrow and take up
the calendar as we would in the middle
of the week?

A viva voce vote being taken.

It was decided to hold a regular ses-
sion.

The SPEAKER: It will be impossible
to state today probably whether we will
have a session Monday or not, but to-
morrow will be plenty of time for that.
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Mr. BARNES of Houl .: Mr. Speak-
er, is it determined yet whether we
will have a session on Saturday?

The SPEAKER: The Chair is unable
to state, but we will know tomorrow
by afternoon possibly.

Mr. GOLDTHWAIT of Biddeford: I
would like to inquire if we will have a
session this afternoon?

The SPEAKER: That will depend
on the progress which we make this
forenocn., TUndoubtedly 1t wiil be wise
to have a session. Are there any com-
mittee meetings this afternoon?

Mr. JORDAN of Baileyville: The
committee on taxation have an executive
session this afternoon.

The SPEAKER: The clerk informs
the Chair that there ar: 38 matters on
the calendar and that it will take an
hour or and hour and a half to clean
up the routine matters this forenoon.
It scems wise to the Chair that we have
a session sometime this afternoon. Is
the meeting of the taxation committee
at a fixed hour?

Mr. JORDAN: Mr. Speaker, I would
say that we will introduce a notice that
it will be held at the close of the ses-
sion.

The SPEAKER: The committee on
leave of absence will please note the
mandates of the Chair. We will now
take up the regular order of business.

The following bills and resolve were
presented, and, on recommendation of
the committee on reference of bills,
were referred to the following commit-
tees:

Appropriations and Financial Affairs.

By Mr. Tuttle of Caribou: Resolve
in favor of W. W. Greaton, document
clerk, for preparing weekly printed in-
dex.

Taxation

By Mr. Allan of Portland: An Act
to amend Chapter 9, Revised Statutes,
relating to the taxation of insurance
companies.

By the same gentleman: An Act to
amend Chapter 9, Section 43, Revised
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Statutes of 1916, relating to taxation
of express companies.

Reports of Committees

(The gentleman from Bangor, Mr.

Murray, assumed the Chair.)

Mr. McNally, from the committee on
inland fisheries and game, on the fol-
lowing resolves:

Resolve in favor of screening Long

pond in the towns of Mount Desert
and Southwest Harbor, Hancock
county.

Resolve appropriating money for the
construction of a fishway at the out-
let of Great pond, in the town of Mt.
Desert and Southwest Harbor, on Mt.
Desert Island.

Resolve in favor of screening the
Stanley ponds in Hiram, in the county
of Oxford.

tesolve appropriating money to aid
in screening and maintaining a screen
- at the outlet of Garland pond ,in the
county of Oxford.

Resolve appropriating money for the
erection of a screen in the outlet of
Upper Kezar lake, in the town of Lov-
ell,

Resolve to appropriate $200 to screen
Parke pond ,in the county of Penob-
scot, with petition of 8. A. Parks and
others for same.

tesolve to screen Stetson pond, in
the town of Stetson, county of Penob-
scot.

Resolve in aid of screening Oak
pond, in Skowhegan, in the county of
Somerset,

Resolve in favor of screening the
outlet of Decker pond, in Somerset
county, with petition of A. F. Doni-
gan of Bingham and others.

Resolve in favor of screening the
outlet of Moxie pond, in Somerset coun-
ty, with petition of R. C. Jackson of
Mosquito, and others, for same.

Resolve in favor of screening Wilson
Lake, in Wilton, in the county of
Franklin, with petition of E. H. Morri-
son, and others, for same.

Resolve appropriating money for the
installation of a fish screen at the out-
let of Lambert Lake, in Township 1,
Range 3, Washington county, with
Statement of Facts, and petition of C.
F. Keef and others for same.
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Resolve in favor of screening Cath-
ance lake in Washington county, with
petitions of H. B. Sprague, A. D. Mc-
Faul, E. R. Gardner, J. C. Pike, F. B.
Keith, W. S Cates and others for same,

Resolve in favor of screening Boy-
den’s lake, in the county of Washing-
ton.

Resolve in favor of screening Adams
pond, or Rockhave lake, in Newtield,
in York county.

Resolve, in favor of maintaining the
screen at the outlet of Cochnewagon
lake, in the town of Monmouth, Ken-
nebec county.

Resolve in favor of additional feed-
ing pools at the Raymond fish hatch-
ery, in the county of Cumberland.

Resolve in favor of John E. Sewell
and C. F. A. Phair, which was recom-
mitted to said committee,

Reported the same in a new draft
under the title of “Resolve appropriat-
ing money to aid in secreening lakes
and ponds and for other purposes,” and
that it ought to pass.

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, to which was referred the order
of the I.egislature authorizing and di-
recting said committee to revise, col-
late, arrange, simplify and make such
other changes in the Inland Fish and
Gams Laws, both general and public,
and private and special, as might seem
necessary for the best interests of the
State as a whole, and to revise the
rules and regulations of the commis-
sioners of inland fisheries and game,
have had the same under consideration
and ask leave to submit the following
report:

After a careful consideration of the
present code of Inland T'ish and Game
Laws, the committee planned upon a
revision embedying private and special
restrictions as well as public laws, but
as it seemed necessary to retain so
many private and special restrictions,
the committee decided to proceed along
another line, with a view to devising
some way of relieving future Legisla-
turcs of the constantly increasing mass
of private and special fish and game
legislation.

It is generally admitted that owing to
the widely varying conditions existing in
this State it is absolutely impossible to
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regulate the taking of fish by a general
law, or even by a code of county laws,
as has Dbeen suggested; consequentl;
much special legislation of this charac-
ter is absolutely necessary in order to
properly conserve the inland fishing in-
terests of the State as a whole.

In 1899 the commissioners of inland fish-
eries and game were given authority by
the Legislature to regulate the taking of
game and inland fish by adopting regula-
tions restricting the taking thereof, the
law granting this authority expressly
stipulating, however, that said commis-
sioners should not permit the taking of
game or fish at a time when its taking
was prohibited by the laws of the State.
The intention of the framers of this law
was to place all private and special leg-
islation relating to hunting or fishing
under the jurisdiction of the commission-
ers, but this scheme could not become
effective until all private and special
laws were repealed, leaving in the stat-
utes only the general inland fish and
game laws, which has never yet been
done.

To illustrate: If waters are closed by
act of the Legislature, the commis-
sioners have no authority to open
them, legislative action being neces-
sary whenever the repeal of the law is
desired, while if the waters are clos-
ed by the commissioners, they have
authority, under certain conditions, to
change the regulations.

As the mass of private and
special lezislation has agsumed
stch proportion in recent years,
it is  of the opinion of the

committee that the time has arrived
when this matter should be handled
entirely by the commissionere, there-
fore, in the revised code of laws here-
with submitted, practically all private
and special exceptions have been elim-
inated, leaving in the Statutes simply
the general provisions.

Tf 1his plan is adopted by this T.eg-
islature, future TLegislatures will be
relieved of a vast amoun® of work, as
Tegislantive action will he necessary on-
Iv. when amendments to the wgeneral
fish and gome Inws are desired.

If the revised code of laws recom-
mended by this committee is passed
by this Legislature, in order that the
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hunting and fishing interests may be
protected, the committee recommends
the passage of an order directing the
commissioners of inland fisheries and
game to promulgate, within 60 days
after adjournment of this Legislature,
rules and regulations covering such pri-
vate and special Legislation as is neces-
sary, these regulations to embody such
of the 1913 and 1915 Private and Special
Laws as, in the judgment of the com-
missioners, shculd be retained at least
for the present, and such special laws
as have been recommended by this com-
mittee during the present session, these
regulations to become effective when
the repeal of the existing private and
special laws takes effect.

As will be noted by Section 2 of the
revised code of laws herewith submit-
ted, the adoption of rules and regula-
tions by the commissioners is safe-
guarded by providing that no regula-
tions can be adopted, after the first
code is promulgated, except upon peti-
tion of twenty-five per cent. of the le-
gal voters of the locality to be affect-
ed, except in cases of emergency, and
then only upon petition of the munici-
pal officers, or upon petition of twen-
ty-five interested citizens in case of
territory located in unorganized town-
ships. Public notice of the promulga-
tion of rules and regulations of the
commissioners is provided for by re-
quiring publication of the same three
successive weeks in a newspaper print-
ed in the locality affected, and by fil-
ing copy of such regulations in the of-
fice of the clerks of courts in the lo-
cality affected. These regulations will
also be given in an edition of the In-
land Fish and Game Laws which is
published by the commissioners.

The Committee would further state,
20 far as the general laws in the ac-
companying revised code are con-
cerned, that no radical changes have
been reported upon by the Committee
and accepted by this Legislature,

In pursuance with the idea above
outlined, the Committee have prepared
and ask leave to Report the accom-
panying Bill entitled “An Act to Re-
vise. Collate, Arrange and Simplify the
Inland Fish and Game Laws of the
State, both General and Public and
Private and Spe-zial, and the Rules and
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Regulations of the Commissioners of
Inland TFisheries and Game now in
force,” and recommend that it ought
to pass. (On motion by Mr. Flint of
Monson 500 additional copies of the
act ordered printed.)

Majority report of the committee on
judiciary, reporting “ought not to pass”
on bill “An Aect to amend Section 1, of
Chapter 60 of the Revised Statutes, en-
titled, Transmission of electric power
bevond the limits of the State prohib-
ited.”

(Signed) Messrs. Gillin, Baxter,
Barnes, Farrington, Dearth,
Hutchins, Davies.

Minority report of the same commit-
tee on same subject matter, reporting
“ought to pass.”

(Signed) Messrs.

Eliot.

(On motion by Mr. Cole of Eliot, the
reports wcre tabled, pending the ac-
ceptance of either.)

Deering, Cole of

Majority report of the committee on
judiciary, reporting “ought not to pass”
on bill “An Act to create the Maine
water power commission.”

(Signed) Messrs. Gillin,

Barnes, Farrington,
ies, Dearth, Cole.

NMinority report of same committee,
on same subjcct matter reporting same
in a new draft, under same title and
that it ought to pass.

(Signed) Messrs.

Hutchins.

(On motion by Mr. Baxter of Port-
land, reports tabled pending printing of
new draft.)

Deering,

Baxter, Gurney,

Mr. Baxter, from the committee on
judiciary, on bill “An Act to incor-
porate the Van Buren Light and Power
District,”” reported same in a new
draft, under same title, and that it
ought to pass.

(On motion by Mr. Baxter of Port-
land, the rules were suspended; the
bill was given its three several read-
ings, and on motion by Mr. Wilson of
Portland it was tabled pending passage
to be engrossed.)

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported “ought to pass” on bill

Dav-.
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“An Act to provide for the division and
management of the school fund from
the sale of timber and grass, and from
trespasses on reserved lands, and
amending Section 20 and 21 of Chapter
8 of the Revised Statutes.”.

(On motion by Mr. Barnes of Houl-
ton the rules were suspended; the bill
was given its three several readings,
and, on further motion by same gentle-
man, was tabled pending passage to be
engrossed.)

(The Speaker resumes the Chair.)

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
establish the farm lands loan commis-
sioners of Maine and to authorize the
investment of certain moneys now on
deposit in the State freasury known as
the reserved land fund.”

(Rules were suspended and the bill
was given its two several readings.)

Mr. ROUNDS of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, is that the fund they are go-
ing to let out to farmers at 5 per cent?

The SPEAKER: The Chair would
state that it is.
Mr. ROUNDS: Mr. Speaker, I un-

derstand we haven't any fund; it is

only on paper.

Mr. Garcelon, from the committee on
legal affairs, reported same on bill “An
Act to amend Section 13, of Chapter 7,
of Nevised Statutes, relating to duties
of election clerks.”

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, on bill “An Act changing the name
of the Auburn water commissioners to
the Auburn water and sewerage board
and transferring to it the sewer system
of the city of Auburn with the powers
and duties of the board relative there-
to;” reporting same in a new draft, un-
der title of “An Act to create the Au-
burn sewerage district, and transfer-
ring to it the sewer system of the city
of Auburn”; and that it ought to pass.

(On motion by Mr. Garcelon of Au-
burn 2000 copies of the bill ordered
printed.)

Mr. Brewster, from the same com-
mittee, on bill “An Act to amend Sec-
tion 20 of Chapter 5 of the Revised
Statutes of 1916 relating to registration
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of voters,” reported same
draft, under same title,
ought to pass.

Mr. Cushman, from the committee on
military affairs, reported “ought to
pass” on Resolve appropriating money
for the erection and equipment of a
State armory for the use of the Na-
tional Guard in the city of L.ewiston.

(The rules were suspended and the
resolve was given its first reading.)

Mr. Turner, from same committee,
reported same on Resolve appropriat-
ing money for the erection and equip-
ment of a State armory for the use of
the National Guard in the city of Ban-
gor,

(The rules were suspended and the
resolve was given its first reading.)

Mr. Sisson, from the committee on
State sanatoriums, on Resolve in favor
of the erction of the Northern Maine
sanatorium, reported same in a new
draft, under title of “Resolve in favor
of the erection of a State sanatorium
in the county of Arocostook for the
ireatment of persons suffering from tu-
berculosis’; and that it ought to pass.

in a new
and that it

Mr. Clason, from the committee on
woys and bridges, reported ‘“ought to
pass” on bill “An Act to transfer the
registration of motor vehicles from the
office of secretary of State to the State
highway commission.”

The reports were accepted and the
bilis and resolves ordered printed under
the joint rules.

Mr. Brewster, from the committee on
education, on bill “An Act to amend
Section 66 of Chapter 16 of the Re-
vised Statutes relating to the ages be-
tween which children are required to
attcnd school,” reported that same
ought not to pass, because legislation
is inexpedient.

(On motion by Mr. Jordan of Bailey-
vilie, tabled, pending acceptance.)

Mr. Flint, from the committee on in-
jand fisheries and game, reported
“ought not to pass” on bill “An Act to
amend Section 73 of Chapter 33 of the
Roevised Statutes (1916) relating to
Sunday hunting and fishing.”

Mr. Baxter, from the committee on
judiciary, on bill “An Act to provide
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for the establishment bonding or trust
company in connection with trust com-
panies, under certain regulations, and
supervision of the bank commissioner
and the insurance commissioner,” re-
ported that the same be referred to the
next legislature.”

Mr. Conary, from the committee on
legal affairs, reported “ought not to
pass, as legislation thereon is inexpe-
dient,”” on bill, “An Act relative to the
incorporation and management of
Credit Unions.”

Mr. Buzzell, from the same commit-
tee, reported ‘“ought not to pass” on
bill “An Act to amend Section 68,
Chapter 11, Revised Statutes, relating
to service of summonses for payment
of taxes.”

Mr. Conary, from same committee,
reported same on bill, “An Act in re-
lation to the salary of the superintend-
ent of public printing.”

Same gentleman, from same commit-
tee, reported same on bill “An Act to
amend Sections 1 and 2, Chapter 128,
Laws of 1909, relating to Maine labor
and Maine contractors upon all work
performed for State, municipal, char-

itable and educational institutions,
buildings or puklic works, or any
building or institution supported or

aided by the State or municipalities.”
Mr. Ames, from the committee on
sea and shore fisheries, reported same
en bill, “An Act relating to fish war-
dens.”
The reports were accepted.

First Reading of Printed Bills and
Resolves

House T02. An Act to amend Section
36 of Chapter 45 of the Revised Stat-
utes, relating to seed lobsters.

House 703, An Act relating to mark-
ing lobsters in transit.

House 704, An Act repealing Para-
graph 6, Section 6§, Chapter 10 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to the ex-
emption of certain livestock from tax-
ation.

House 701, Resclve for the publication
of automobile registration.

Passed to be Engrossed.

House 566. An Act to amend Sections
85 and 87 of Chapter 2. of the Revised
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Statutes, relating to the State contin-
gent fund.

House 644. An Act to amend Section
51 of Chapter 82 of the Revised Stat-
utes in relation to trial terms of the
supreme judicial court.

Houvse 699: An Act to amend Section
108 of Chapter 16 of the Revised Stat-
utes of 1916, relating to teaching of the
rrinciples of kindness towards birds
and animals in the public schools.

House 700. An Act to amend Section
85 of Chapter 16 of the Revised Stat-
utes providing a maximum annual tui-
tion in secondary schools of the State.

House 697. Iiesolve, making apbpro-
priation for the support of the bureau
of inspection for 1917 and 1918.

Mr. WILSON of Portland: I move,
Mr. Speaker, that the House recess un-
til 2.30 this afternoon.

The SPEAKER: The Chair suggests
that the recess, when taken, be taken
until 2 o’clock.

Mr. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I agree
to the améndment.

On motion by Mr. Wilson of Port-
land, a recess was taken until 2
o’clock.

After Recess.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
foer the House as unfinished business,
Senate Document No. 103, An Act to
amend Chapter 2¢5 of the Public Laws
of 1915, relative to compensation to
employees for personal injuries, tabled
by the gentleman from Tortland, Mr.
Wilson, pending its third reading.

Mr. HALL of Wilton: Mr. Speaker, [
move that the bill he indefinitely post-
poned.

Mr. JORDAN of Baileyville Mr.
Speaker, T object and yield to Dr.
Sawyer of Madison.

Mr. SAWYELR of Madison: Mr.

Speaker and gentlemen of the House:
The bill under consideration is Senate
Bill No. 193 and it provides by an
amendment to the law enacted in 1915,
known as the Workmen's Compensa-
tion Act. for the selection of a surgeon
or physician in case of accident.
This law as it now stands gives the
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impression that the sole right to name
the doctor or to select a hospital to
which the patient should be sent rests
with the employer or insurance com-
pany. Just why it was deemed neces-
sary to incorporate such a condition in
the first place, is not plain, because the
insurance company wouldn’t have the
right to nominate or appoint some
physician to take care of their inter-
ests in any particular case without
such an article being inserted; and if
this amendment is adopted (and I hope
it may be) the insurance company will
still have the same right.

As the law now stands, the wishes of
the workmen are not only ignored, as
it were, but the position of the insur-
ance company is protected by legal
cnactment. To adopt this amendment in
crder that the workingman might
know that he had a voice in the se-
lection of the one who was to minister
to his suffering while disabled by ac-
cident, is fair and just. I can see no
reason for not giving the same privi-
lege in an accident case that is allow-
able in a medical case, that is, the
right to choose our own physician. This
is a right that has been conceded both
by the laity and by the profession for
ages, and I believe that this is the only
instance in history where any attempt
has ever been made to destroy that
right, and even the opponents of this
bill claim that no such condition was
intended, whichk of course should re-
move any objection they might have to
the passage of this act.

To be sure, old line insurance com-
panies have their paid examiners ap-
pointed by themselves; corporations
have their regularly appointed medical
men, but I never heard of any special
legislation being invoked in such cases.

He who inspires hope and courage in
the human breast is the best physi-
cian, and those gualities are determin-
ed by the one in distress, and the mat-
ier of choice should be left entirely
with that one, if conscious, or with his
friends if conseciousness is impaired.

1 am speaking from an experience of
more than 230 years, and T believe T
Enow whereof T speak, and T hope the
mnotion to accept the minority report
will prevail, as it will then satisfy the
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workmen on this point and work
harm to the insurance company.

no

The SPEAKER: The Chair will state
for the benefit of the members who
Lave come in since the session opened
that the question under consideration
is on Senate Bill No. 103, and the pend-
ing question is that the bill be indefi-
nitely postponed.

Mr. JORDAN: Mr. Speaker, I call
for a division of the House.
Mr. DUTTON of Bingham: Mr.

Speaker, this matter came before our
insurance committee and we gave it
careful consideration. It is the feel-
ing of the Mercantile Affairs and In-
surance Committee, after hearing all
the evidence in regard to the time in
which the Workmen’s Compensation
TL.aw has been in force, that sufficient
time has not passed for it to be prop-
erly tried out and that it is very un-
wise at this early date to attempt to
make an amendment. We thought it
would be better for the matter to be
tried out for two years longer, and
then if sentiment demanded any
change in the Workmen’s Compensa-
tion Law, there would be sufficient
time to consider it; and I hope, gentle-
men of the House, that you will en-
tertain and favor the motion to in-
definitely postpone this matter.

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, either T am confused or the

gentleman from Bingham is. Is he
talking about House 103?
The SPEAKER: Senate 103. The

bill is to amend the Workmen's Com-
pensation Law.

Mr. WILSON of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, as the gentleman from Bing-
ham, Mr. Dutton, has said, the Com-
mittee on Mercantile Affairs and In-
surance heard this matter in connec-
tion with three or four other bills in
regard to the compensation law. That
law, as you all know, was passed only
two years ago. It has been in active
operation fourteen months and it will
be fifteen at the end of this month,
This is only one of several amend-
ments which were proposed to that
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law. This amendment was proposed
in a separate bill. The other amend-
ments were practically all put in one
bill and will come up later.

Now I would like to call your at-
tention to the reading of the law as
it stands now. Section 10 of the Work-
men’s Compensation Law reads:

“During the first two weeks after
the injury the employer shall furnish
reasonable medical and hospital serv-
ices, and medicines when they are
needed, but the amount of the charge
for such services and medicines shall
not exceed the sum of thirty dollars
unless in cuase of major surgical op-
erations being required, and the em-
ployer and employee being unable to
agree upon the same, the amount to be
allowed for such medical services or
medicines shall be fixed by the Com-
mission upon petition by either party
setting forth the facts.”

It so happens, gentlemen, that the
State of Maine is about the twentieth
state in the Union which has adopted
the Workmen’s Clompensation Law.
I think there are three or four states
which have adopted the law since we
did. Yesterday I tried to find out
what the medical provision was in
these other states, and I have gone
over the only available document
which I could find in the library, and
I would like to read to you briefly the
situation.

In California, the law provides:
“Such medical, surgical and hospital
treatment, including nursing, medi-
cines, medical and surgical supplies,
crutches and apparatus, as may rea-
sonably be required at the time of the
injury and within ninety days there-
after, to cure and relieve from the ef-
fects of the injury, the same to be
provided by the employer, and in case
of his neglect or refusal seasonably
to do so, the employer to be liable for
the reasonable expense incurred by
or on behalf of the employee in pro-
viding the same.” In other words, the
California law and ours are substan-
tially similar except as to the number
of days during which treatment shall
be furnished.

In Connecticut it is practically the
same thing. It says: “The employer
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shall provide a competent physician
or surgeon to attend any injured em-
ployee during the thirty days imme-
diately following the injury, as such
injury may require, and in addition
shall furnish such medical and sur-
gical aid or hospital service, during
such thirty days, as such physician or
surgeon shall deem reasonable or nec-
essary. In the event of the failure of
the employer properly to provide such
physician or surgeon or such medical
or surgical or hospital service, during
any portion of such thirty days, the
injured employee may provide such
physician or surgeon or medical or
surgical or hospital service at the ex-
pense of the employer. Or, at his op-
tion, the injured emplovee may refuse
the medical, surgical and hospital
service provided by his employer and
provide the same at his own expense.
If it shall appear to the Commission-
er that an injured employee has re-
fused to accept and failed to provide
such reasonable medical, surgical, or
hospital care, all rights of compensa-
tion under this act shall be suspended
during such refusal and failure. The
pecuniary liability of the employer for
the medical, surgical and hospital
service herein required shall be limited
to such charges as prevail in the same
community for similar treatment of
injured persons of a like standard of
living when such treatment is paid
for by the injured persons.” This
law provides, like the California law,
that in event of the failure of the em-
ployer to provide, the employee may
have treatment and the employer
shall pay for it

In Illinois—‘“The employer shall pro-
vide necessary first aid medical, sur-
gical and hospital services; also med-
ical, surgical and hospital services for
a period not longer than eight weeks,
not to exceed, however, the amount of
two hundred dollars. The employee
may elect to secure his own physi-
cian, surgeon or hospital services at
his own expense.”

In Towa—“At any time after an in-
jury and until the expiration of two
weeks of incapacity, the employer, if
so requested by the workman, or any
one for him, or if so ordered by the
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court or lowa Industrial Commission-
er, shall furnish reasonable surgical,
medical and hospital services and
supplies, not exceeding one hundred
dollars.” In lowa, it is not as fav-
orable as it is here because the em-
ployer is not obliged to furnish treat-
ment unlegs he is requested to do so.
Kansas has an entirely different
provision which is not exactly appli-
cable here. It provides “In case of
the death of the workman without
leaving any dependents the employer
must pay the reasonable expense of
his medical attendance and burial,
not exceeding one hundred dollars.”
Evidently in Kansas they kill them
outright.
Massachusetts—1
more directly

suppose we are
connected with Massa-
chusetts than is any other state in
this line. Massachusetts reads: “Dur-
ing the first two weeks after the in-
jury, the association shall furnish rea-
sonable medical and hospital services,
and medicines when they are needed.”
That word “association” needs a lit-
tle explanation.

In some of the states you will note
as I go along sometimes it says ‘“com-
mission,” sometimes “association,”
sometimes “employer.” In case it says
either “association or commission,” it
means the state provided the state has
an insurance of its own, and all this
work is paid for out of the insurance
fund. That is the difference. In the
Massachusetts law an authority says,
“All fees for services under the Act
should be based upon the rate which
would ordinarily be charged the in-
jured workman were he to pay the bill
himself.”

Michigan—“During the first three
weeks after the injury the employer
shall furnish, or cause to be furnished,
reasonable medical and hospital ser-
vices and medicines when they are
necded.”

Minnesota—“Such medical and surg-
ical treatment, medicine, medical and
surgical supplies, crutches and appara-
tus as may be reasonably required at
the time of the injury and thereafter
during the disability, but not exceed-
ing ninety (90) days, to cure and re-
lieve from the effects of the injury, the




2038

same to be provided by the employer
and in case of his inability or refusal
seasonably to do so, the employer to be
linble for the reasonable expense in-
curred by or on behalt of the employee
in providing the same; provided, how-
ever, that the totfal liability under this
section shall not exceced the sum of one
hundred dollars ($100.00) in value; ex-
cept that the court may, during said
period of ninety (90) days, upon neces-
sity being shown therefor, require the
enmiployer to {furnish such additional
medical, surgical and hospital treat-
ment and supplies as may be reason-
able, which, together with any sums or
relief theretofore furnished shall not
excecd in all two hundred dollars
($200.00) in value.”

Nebraska—“During the first twenty-
one days after disability begins the
employer shall be liable for reasonable
medical and hospital services and med-
icines as and when needed, not how-
ever to exceed two hundred dollars in
value, unless the employee refuses to
allow them to be furnished by the em-
plover; provided, however, that where
the injured employee refuses or neg-
lects to avail himself of such medical
or surgical treatment, the employer
shall not be liable for any aggravation
of such injury due to said neglect or
refusal.”

New Hampshire—“In case of death
without leaving dependents medical at-
tendance and funeral expenses not to
exceed one hundred dollars.”

Apparently New Hampshire follows
Kansas and proposes not to have any
sickness.

New Jersey: “Medical and hospital
services first two weeks. During the
first two weeks after the injury the
employer shall furnish reasonable med-
ical and hospital services and medi-
cines, as and when needed, not to ex-
ceed fifty doilars in value, unless the
emplovee refuses to allow them to be
furnished by the employer.”

New York—“The employer shall
promptly provide for an injured em-
ployee such medical, surgical or other
attendance or treatment, nurse and
hospital service, medicines, crutches
and apparatus as may be required or
be requested by the employee, during
sixty days after the injury. If the em-
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plover fail to provide the same, the in-
jured cmployee may do so at the ex-
penge of the employer. The employee
shall not be entitled to recover any
amount expended by him for such
treatment or services unless he shall
have requested the employer to furnish
the same and the employer shall have
rcfused or neglected to do so. All fees
and other charges for such treatment
and services shall be subject to regula-
tion by the commission as provided in
Section 24 of this chapter, and shall be
limited to such charges as prevail in
the same community for similar treat-

ment of injured persons of a like
standard of living.” .
Ohio—“Medical, hospital, etc., ser-

vices from the State fund not exceed-
ing in value $200, and in case of death
funeral expenses not exceeding $150.”
Ohio is one of the States carrying in-
surance.

Oregon—*“The commission shall have
authority to provide, under uniform
rules and regulations, first aid to work-
men who are entitled to benefits here-
under, together with transportation,
medical and surgical attendance and
hospital accommodations for injured
workmen at an expense not exceeding
two hundred and fifty dollars ($250) in
any one case, and to contract therefor
in its discretion. The commission may
in its discretion authorize employers to
furnish or provide, at thc expense of
the commission and upon terms fixed
by it, such transportation, actendance
and accommodations; provided, how-
ever, that all such transportation, at-
tendance and accommodations shall be
at all times subject to the supervision
and control of the commission.”

Rhode Island— During the first two
weeks after the injury the employer
shall furnish reasonable medical and
hospital services, and medicines when
they are needed, the amount of the
charge for such services to be fixed, in
case of the failure of the employer and
employee to agree, by the superior
court.”

Texas—“During the drst week of the
injury the association shall furnish
reasonable medical aid, hospital ser-
vices and medicines when needed. and
if it does not furnish these immediate-
ly as and when needed, it shall repay
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all sums reasonably paid or incurred
for same, provided, reasonable notice
of injury shall be given to the said as-
s«ociation, and this provision requiring
notice shall apply to all subsequent
sections of this act providing for com-
pensation.”

Washington—“Supervise the medical,
surgical and hospital treatment to the
intent that same may be in all cases
suitable and wholesome.”’

“There is no fund or provision for
payment of charges for ambulance,
physician, surgeon, hospital, nurse,
medicine or surgical appliances. The
‘first aid’ provision was stricken out
from the proposed act before passage
by the Legislature.”

West Virginia—“The commission
shall disburse and pay from the fund
for such injury to such employees as
may be entitled thereto hereunder such
amounts for medical, nurse and hos-
pital services and medicines as it may
deem proper, not, however, in any case
to exceed the sum of one hundred and
fifty dollars in addition to such award
to such employees, payment to be made
to the employee, or to the persons who
may have advanced payment for same,
as to the commission shall deem prop-
er; provided, that in case any injur-
ed employee be entitled, under contract
connected with his employment or oth-
erwise, to hospital or medical service
without further charge to him, no pay-
ment shall be made out of the work-
men’s compensction fund for hospital
or medical services.”

Wisconsin— “Where liability for com-
pensation under Sections 2394-3 to 2394-
31, inclusive, exists, the same shall pe
as provided in the following schedule:

“(1) Such medical, surgical and hos-
pital treatment, medicines, medical and
surgical supplies, crutches and appa-

ratus, as may be reasonably required

at the time of the injury and thereaft-
er during the disability but not ex-
ceeding ninety days, to cure and relieve
from the effects of the injury, the same
to be provided by the employer; and in
case of his neglect or refusal season-
ably to do so, the employer to be liable
for the reasonalhle expense incurred by
or on behalf of the employee in pro-
viding the same.”
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I have already read the Maine law,
and, gentlemen, you will notice that
the Maine law is practically identical
as it stands today with that of all these
other states. While there are, I think,
four states in which the law has been
adopted, of which I have not a copy,
I understand frem what I believe to be
reliable authority that the provision is
substantially the same as it is in these
other 20 states. In other words, there
is not a state in this Union wnren as-
lows a provision similar to the one
which is proposed in this amendment.
The employer, either directly or
through the commission or the state
insurance fund, pays the bill, and, al-
though there is no provision, it prac-
tically allows him to collect a commis-
sion. That is the way I understand it.

During 14 months this law has work-
ed here in Maine there has been no
conflict in the matter of the selection
of a physician. I understand in practi-
cally all cases the selection has been
satisfactory to both employer and em-
plovee. It seems to me some class of
people outside of the employees 1s more
more worried over this matter than
the employees.

There is one objection which is rais-
ed and which I understand applies in
all the states, to this proposition of
allcwing the employee to select his own
physician to be paid for by his em-
ployer, and that is what is called “ma-
lingering.” That is, it is claimed, that
where the employee has had the right
to select his own physician, there would
be a tendency for him to sham sickness,
and in Rhode Island, where this same
act has been in operation for a con-
«iderable time, the commission in re-
porting have said this:

“Inasmuch as $52,002 was paid out in
medical fees, either by insurance com-
panies or uninsured employers of labor
in Rhode Island for the f{first yvear of
the Workmen’s Compensation Act,
against $70,260 actually paid out on
account of deaths and disabilities, the
question of malingering is worthy not
only of careful consideration, but also
of enough importance to justify any
legislation which will reduce an un-
warranted expense under the Work-
men’s Compensation Act.”
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“It has been estimated by various
authorities that malingering accounts
for approximately 25 per cent. of all
medical fees paid out for accidents.

“If this p'ércentage is correct it is
important that all compensation laws
should contain such provisions as
would tend to decrease a totally un-
warranted expense, and one which
might well be termed a charge for en-
couragement of contemptible mean-
ness.

“The wage earner who becomes a
wilful malingerer is as despicable as
the employer who attempts to evade
just payments for non-preventable in-
juries.

“It is not the purpose of this report
to dwell at length upon records which
have been gathered in this and other
countries concerning this question, all
of which show the prevalence of ma-
lingering and the trouble in checking
it.

‘“Malingering is more than a mere
incident in connection with compensa-
tion laws. It is an evil which legisla-
tors have a perfect right to do all in
their power to prevent.

“Probably one of the easiest meth-
ods of encouraging ‘sham sickness’ is
the absence of any provision in com-
pensation laws restricting the selection
of physicians by employers.

“Such criticism cannot be inferred
in any way as a reflection upon the
great majority of physicians who
would not belittle themselves bhy the
encouragement of malingering for the
sake of a few dollars; but it is meant
for those few physicians in Rhode Is-
land whom employers of labor com-
plain of as constantly encouraging the
prolongation of sickness among their
patients for personal gain.

“Lawyers may be disbarred for il-
legal practice and the same law should
apply to physicians found guilty of the
encouragement of malingering. It is
one of the few detriments of compen-
sation practice which are hard to
reach, but one, the results of which if
not discouraged in every possible man-
ner, are so far-reaching, so contagious
and of such repid growth that too
much aitention cannot be given there-
to.
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“As has been frequently stated in
one form or another, in order to check
frauds, impositions and malingering,
‘investigations, surveillance and ad-
justments must be made by parties
having a great financial interest in de-
feating such abuses.

“Rhode Island, by reason of the den-
sity of its population, the variety of its
industries, and the compactness of its
accident area, can easily be made a
profitabie field for the study of this
and other important features of com-
bensation laws, without any great ex-
pense.”

That last phrase relating to the com-
pactness of the area in Rhode Island,
does not apply very well to the case of
Maine. You all know that in the man-
ufacturing portions of the State, we
have very little compared with Rhode
Island. Our population is varied and
scattered. But this compensation law
is paid for in one way or another by
Iocal corporations. This is not a ques-
tion of employer against employee, and
I do not wish to be misinterpreted in
what T have to say. I have just as
much interest in the employee as any
one and just as much interest in his
being properly protected and cared for,
but I do feel under all the circum-
stances, considering the fact that no
other State has yet stepped across the
line to the extent proposed by this
amendment (many of these States hav-
ing had the law for a great many
vears) that it is not the proper time
for us to take that step. I think when
the States which have had this thing
in operation and have had it under the
careful study of proper commissions,
see fit to grant what is claimed under
this section, it will then be time for the
State of Maine to follow their lead. I
hope the motion of the gentleman from
‘Wilton, Mr. Hall, will prevail.

Mr. HOLBROOK of Brooks: Mr,
Speaker, this bill, if I understand it
right, the only change it makes is giv-
ing the employee the right to choose
his physician and hospital. Am I right,
Mr. Wilson?

Mr. WILSON: That is the appar-
ent intent of it, Mr. Speaker.
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Mr. HOLBROOK: The gentleman
has explained why this works a hard-
ship to the employers by possible col-
lusion between the injured employee
and the physician he might employ. I
know that when I was injured and they
breught me in an automobile to my
house, a distance of perhaps one hun-
dred rods and summoned two physi-
cians, the company afterwards paid
those physicians without any question
the full limit of thirty dollars. While I
do not exactly see the great benefit of
this law to the employee, I think all
these things are subject to revision by
the accident commission of the State
and I think that commission if a physi-
cian were summonded in an emergency
would never refuse him his pay. The
company is sure to pay that amount, I
do not know as this would do any great
harm; neither do I see how it would be
of any great benefit to the employee.

Mr. SAWYER of Madison: Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman from Portland
has talked on the subject of malinger-
ing. Now Section 21 of the original act
is the section that takes care of that.
It says: “The employee shall after the
injury, at all reasonable times during
the continuance of his disability, if so
requested by his employer, submit him-
self to an examination by a physician
or surgeon authorized to practice medi-
cine under the laws of this State, to be
selected and paid for by the employer.
The employee shall have the right to
have a physician or surgeon selected
and paid for by himself, present at
su~h examination of which right the
eniployver shall give him notice when
requesting such examination.” Now I
understand that that takes care of the
malingering part and will prevent ma-
lingzring under any conditions whatso-
ever.

Now to come back to the change. The
amendment is to Article 10, or Section
10, which provides, the law as it now
stands ‘“during the first two weeks
after the injury the employer shall fur-
nish reasonable medical and hospital
services, and medicines when they are
needed.,” Now that can be construed
and is construed that the employer
shall name the one who is to attend
and also the hospital to which the em-
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ployee shall be sent for treatment if
such treatment is needed. Now the
change in that is very slight and is as
follows: “Section 10. During the first
two weeks after the injury the em-
ployer shall furnish reasonable medical
and hospital services, and medicines
when they are needed, and the injured
party shall have the right to select his
physician and hospital to which he
shall go.” Now the addition of those
last few words are all the changes
there are in this section as contem-
plated by Senate Bill No. 103. Now I
will submit, gentlemen, that there are
two bills following this that will have
more effect on the Workmen's Com-
pensation Act than this one does under
consideration, and for this reason I
think it should receive a different con-
sideration at our hands. I believe that
the motion to indefinitely postpone is
wrong and that the bill should be per-
mitted a passage.

Mr. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, just a
word of explanation. I would like to
say that the gentleman from Madison
(Mr. Sawyer) has mistaken the pur-
pose of Section 21 of the law. Section
21, which he has just read, applies to
the period of the two weeks waiting
period, so-called. Section 10, to which
this amendment applies, applies to the
fourteen days’ waiting period during
which it is to be definitely ascertained
what the nature and extent of the in-
jury is. As I understand it, if there is
a. permanent injury, or a serious in-
jury which requires hospital treatment,
Section 21 would apply as soon as that
treatment began; but in the majority
of cases of trivial injuries or sickness,
it would come under Section 10. Con-
cequently, Section 21 would not obviate

malingering as the gentleman sup-
posed.
Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.

Speaker, I shall have to disagree with
the gentleman from Portland, Mr. Wil-
son, and insist that the gentleman from
Madison (Mr. Sawyer) is correct that
after the injury—-any instant after the
injury—the employee must submit
himself {or an examination by a sur-
zeon suggested by the company. Cer-
tainly, if we understand the wording of
the statue, the gentleman from Madi-
son is correct.
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Do you not know that the great
corporations all have a company doc-
tor? If you do not know that, let me
tell you that a corporation doctor ap-
peared before one of the committees
here this winter and testified that he
did the job for a dollar a head. Now
if you were a laborer and your skull
was fractured, would you want your
wife to have to be content with a dol-
lar examination, or would you want
her allowed while you were lying
there unconscious to have a compe-
tent physician summoned? It is noth-
ing to me; I hope I will never get in
such a position; but certainly the in-
jured man and his family should have
the right to have their family phy-
sician if they have one or obtain a
competent surgeon aside from the
company doctor.

Mr. JORDAN of Baileyville: Mr.
Speaker, I was very much interested
in the remarks of the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Wilson, and his full ex-
planation of the law concerning this
particular point throughout our whole
great country, and I am very much
pleased to know that there are so
many beautiful things being done for
the laboring man. There was, how-
ever, one point that was not quite
clear to me. If I understood the gen-
tleman from Portland correctly, he
seemed to suggest that the Committee
on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance
thought it was within their province
to enter into some sort of collusion,
or recommendation or something that
might be effectual, to the effect that
there should be no interference what-
ever with the law concerning the
Workmen’s Compensation Act. I hope
this is not true and I do not believe it
is. T believe that the gentlemen who
served on the Committee on Mercan-
tile Affairs and Insurance were hon-
est in their judgment and impartial in
their decision. That being the case,
T certainly feel that all on the subject
has been said that is necessary; but I
did not want the precedent established
that there could not be any interfer-
ence with the law concerning the
Workmen’s Compensation Act.
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Mr. DESCOTEAUX of Biddeford:
Mr. ‘Speaker, the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Wilson, quoted from the
Massachusetts bill. He spoke about
the Maine bill having just fourteen
months’ experience. I want to read
the recommendations that Governor

Walsh of Massachusetts made two
years ago in Massachusetts as fol-
lows:

“One of the most important acts
which Governor Walsh has persuaded
the Massachusetts legislature to put
on the statute books in its present
session is the . long House Bill No.
2682, amending the Workmen’s Com-
pensation Act. It is of vital interest
to all the employees in the industries
covered by the act, because it materi-
ally increases the compensation they
will receive in case of injury.

The most striking changes brought
about by the amendment to the law
are here summarized:

(1) An increase in the percentage
of weekly wage to be paid to injured
employees from fifty to sixty-six and
two-thirds per cent.

(2) An increase in the maximum
payment of compensation on account
of total incapacitation from $3,000 to
$4,000.

(3) An increase in the number of
weeks during which compensation
shall be paid on account of partial in-
capacitation from 300 to 500 weeks.

(4) An increase in the maximum
amount to be paid for partial incapac-
itation from $3,000 to $4,000.”

Now I will go to the seventh—*(7)
In case of emergency or for other
justifiable cause, the right is given to
the employee to call on his own phy-
sician, or a physician other than the
one ordinarily provided by the in-
surer.”

He says later on “All of these rec-
ommendations were generally accep-
table to employees and employers
alike. In fact, the representatives of
labor and of the greater number of
employees of the State, after meeting
the members of the Industrial Acci-
dent Board and considering the facts
and figures brought to their attention
as the result of that Board’s experi-
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ence during the first year’s adminis-
tration of the law, agreed to the
amendments which have now become
the law of the commonwealth.”

Now I do not see, gentlemen, that
there is any need of guoting a number
of states. Here is this law which was
passed two years ago. It was under-
stood that it was only a law passed
that was kind of a skeleton that we
were to amend every two vears until
we got a good law. There were prac-
tically no teeth in it at all. We have
had it fer fourteen months and I
think it is time to do something to-
ward amending it. There have been
four or five amendments presented in
this committee, not one of which has
received a favorable recommendation
and I think something is wrong. I
hope the motion to indefinitely post-
pone will not prevail.

Mr. HOLBRGOK of Brooks: Mr.
Speaker, I think there is some miscon-
ception in regard to the scope of the
law as to the company furnishing the
physician. They do not expect the
man injured in an industrial accident
to wait for the company to summon a
physician; they pay a regular physi-
cian I think without question. Every
contract has a clause in it that the
company can if they choose send a
physician at any time to examine a
man who has been injured for the
purpose of ascertaining whether he is
as badly injured as he claims. That
is the meaning of that proviso as to
the company sending the physician.
I do not think it is the intention of
the company in this respect to sum-
mon a physician employed by them.
In my own case, I summoned the two
physicians there at Brooks, and their
bill was more than the company was
liable to pay. The company paid the
full amount of $30 they were liable for
without any question. This bill, as I
have said, can do no harm, and I can
see where it might do very much good.
It seems to me that it would be a com-
paratively harmless addition to the

law.
Mr. DESCOTEAUX of Biddeford:
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from

Portland (Mr. Wilson) spoke about a
man shamming sickness. No man
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getting five dollars a week compensa-
tion who has a ten dollar a week job
is going to sham sickness long.

The SPEAKER: The question is on
the motion of the gentleman from Wil-
ton, Mr. Hall, that the measure be in-
definitely postponed. Those in favor
of the motion will rise and stand until
counted.

A division being had,

Twenty-seven voting in the affirma-
tive and eighty-two in the negative,
the motion of the gentleman from Wil-
ton, Mr. Hall, was lost.

Mr. SAWYER of Madison: Mr.
Speaker, is the report of the commit-
tee a divided report?

The SPHAKER: It is a divided re-
port. The question before the House
now is the third reading of the bill.

On motion by Mr., Sawyer of Madi-
son, the bhill was given its third read-
ing and passed to be engrossed in non-
concurrence,

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House House Amendment A
to House Document No. 519, entitled
“An Act authorizing Fort Kent Elec-
tric Company to erect and maintain
a dam  across Wallagrass Stream,”
tabled by the gentleman from Walla-
grass, Mr. Daigle, pending the adop-
tion of House Amendment A.

On motion by Mr. Daigle, the House
voted to retable the amendment until
later in the day.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House House Report of Com-
mittee on Appropriations and Finan-
cial Affairs, reporting “ought not to
pass” on Resolve providing for the
payment of a bounty on bears killed
in the State, tabled by the gentleman
from Reed DPlantation, Mr. C(lifford,
pending acceptance of the report.

On motion by Mr. Flint of Monson,
the House voted to accept the report
of the committee “ought not to pass.”

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House Majority and Minority
Reports of the Committee on Sea and
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Shore Figheries, majority reporting
“ought not to pass,” and minority re-
porting ‘“ought to pass’” on House
Document 95, An Act to amend Sec-
tions 35 and 38 of Chapter 45, Revised
Statutes, relating to the measurement
of lobsters, tabled by the gentleman
from Biddeford, Mr. Goldthwait, pend-
ing acceptance of either report.

Mr. GOLDTHWAIT of Biddeford:
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House: I move that the minority re-
port “ought to pass” be accepted. In
explanation I wish to state as con-
cisely as I can the truth of this mat-
ter. I will take it up under three
heads, if you please.

‘We need the change in our present
law, first, because of the present con-
dition of the lcbster fisheries; second,
because of the fundamental errors in
the existing law, and, third, because
the law proposed is based on the cor-
rect principle and presents the best
measure possible for conservation con-
gsistent with a continued successful
prosecution of the fisheries.

T suppose the most casual and tran-
sient visitor to our shores is aware
that lobsters are soon to be in the class
of the great auk and the dodo; they
are a rare bird. Twenty years ago many
of us would go down to the seasiore
and we could buy a lobster for a rea-
sonahle price. It is not so today, and
practically all they do get down to the
shore, they ask the fishermen to hreak
the law rather than to break heir
pocketbook. Seriously, however, the
Tnited States reports show the lobster
catch of Maine has fallen off more
than 50 per cent. in the last 20 vears.
The ecatch per pot in 1900 was 53; in
1913 it was 30. The State reports for a
similar period show abhout the same
result. In the last 10 years, Massachu-
setts, having the 10 and 1-2-inch law,
which is our present law, experienced
a loss in her catch of from 956,000
pounds down to 426,000 pounds—more
than 50 per cent. At a hearing held in
this hall two vears ago by the fisheries
committee, one of the oldest wardens
in years of service testified that the
fall off in catch since 1895, when the
present law was enacted, was at least
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50 per cent. Now while we are on this
part of the discussion, we must not
forget that the fisherman knows of
this condition better than anyone else.
He has been railed against as an ignor-
ant and dishonest law breaker; but I
think I know something of this sturdy,
hard-working and courageous race, and
I say to you that he is just as intelligent,
just as honest and just as law abiding
as we have allowed him to be under
the laws we have given him. I some-
times marvel at his good deportment
under some of the fearful and wonder-
ful regulations that we have imposed
upon him. He knows the conditions of
that industry and that the conseyuenc-
es are the great increase in price as
the scarcity grows. No fisherman will
say that fishing with the same equip-
ment and in the same manner as 15 or
20 years ago he could make even a bare
existence. Perhaps, briefly, that is suf-
ficient along the line of the present de-
pleted condition.

Now let us take up the existing law
and see whether fundamentally it is
right, whether it has done what some
claim for it or, rather, what many
claim for it; because we find here that
the present law is the best law for
them all. The law on our statute books
today relating to the measurement of
lobsters provides that “no person shall
buy or sell, give away or exXpose 10T
sale, or possess for any purpose any
lobster less than 4% inches in length,
alive or dead, cooked or uncooked,
measured in manner as follows: Taking
the length of the back of the lobster,
measured from the end of the bone of
the nose to the center of the rear end
of the body shell.” This is what is
commonly referred to as a 10%-inch
lobster, that being the over an .ength.
This law was passed in 1895 to prevent
the canners destroving the lobsters. If
vou will searcl: the files of the Kenne-
hee Journal, as T have. in all the dis-
cussions at the time this law was
passed, vor will not find one word
about conscrving the lobsters—I mean
as to the principle of the thing. Tt was
+that we must establish this measure
at this point so that the canners would
pot destrov the lohsters. Manyv other
reasons have heen advanced by the
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latter day adherants of this measure-
ment law, but that is the fact. There
is no evidence, to repeat, that the bio-
logical knowledge of the lobster was
considered at that time at all. Now in
the last 18 or 20 years careful investi-
gation and study have determined cer-
tain facts that are vital and must be
considered if we are to have any con-
structive legislation for the preserva-
tion of this species. It has heen deter-
mined that the lobsters spawn hut once
in two vears; formerly it was thought
that they spawned every year. The fe-
male lobster carries her eggs attached
to the under sidc¢ of the tail for a pe-
riod of ten or eleven months until they
are hatched. The approximate number
of eggs are eight inches, five thousand;
10 inches, twelve thousand; 14 inches,
forty thousand, 16 inches, sixty thou-
sand; 18 inches nearly eighty thou-
sand, and that the rate of survival—
now mark you, gentlemen, this ig the
vital point—the rate of survival of
those eggs is riot over two in thirty
thousand. These facts show, first, that
the lobster is a slow breeder. Second,
that a close time, to he of any value
in increasing the numbers of this spe-
cics, must be of ten or eleven months
duration. Third, that one large loh-
ster as a breeder is worth eight or ten
small ones: and, fourth, ihat the rate
of survival makes it absolutely imper-
ative that we return to the water the
hig breeder.

Now what is the proposed law, the
bill under consideration? We who fa-
vor it think it presents the best meas-
ure possible for conservation consist-
ent with the continued successful pros-
ecution of the fishery. The bill as re-
ported amends Sections 35 and 38 of
Chapter 45 of the Revised Statutes and
will make it unlawful to “buy or sell,
give away or expose for sale, or pos-
sess for any purpose any lobster which
is less than 414 inches or more than six
in length, alive or dead, cooked or un-
cooked,” measured in the same man-
ner as provided in the present law,
that is, body measure. These changes
give an over all measurement of nine
inches and 133% inches. This is what is
commonly called the double gauge
law, and is almost unanimously admit-
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ted to be the Lkest statute we could
have. I might, perhaps, without viola-
tion of confidence state at this point that
there are members who signed the ma-
jority report ‘“ought not to pass,” who
believe thoroughly in the principle of
this law. The various excuses against
its enactment all proceed from one
source, the commercial objection. In
other words, those who oppose this act
are not interested in the future pres-
ervation of the lobster but have al-
Iowed themselves to be influenced by
divers and devious estimates of spec-
ulators and dealers and others as to
what would be their present loss. Such
speculators and dealers if allowed to
further pursue their methods will re-
sult in a future loss that will he com-
plete.

The proposed law will not injure the
fisherman who is now obhserving the
law, because he would gain as much or
more by the drop from 101 to 9 inches
as he would lose over 132%. Practical
tests of 100-pound lots of lobsters tak-

en at random have shown about 20
pounds over 133 which he would

lose and about 25 pounds between 10%%
and 9 which he would gain; and such
a measure would give us an ever in-
creasing protected class of large egg-
producers. Qur present seed lobster law
iz of but little value, principally for the
reason that it protects less than one-
half of the females.

Under the direction of the TUnited
States Bureau of Fisheries, Professor
Herrick, the foremost authority on lob-
sters in this country, examined 4600
seed-hearing lobsters from eight to
nine inches in length, and by his fig-
ures -is shown beyond the shadow of a
doubt that under our existing law we
protect only ten per cent of the eggs,
while under the proposed law we would
protect fifty per cent. If we want more
lohsters, we want more eggs. Now why
should there be any doubt as to the
value of this measure?

Two years ago there was appointed a
lohster commission in this State to
confer with similar commissions in
other states and to give us the benefit
of their investigation. Their report
was printed this winter, Senate Docu-
ment No. 120. They conferred with the
commissions from all the New England
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States, I believe, and New York, and
this is what they determined. The com-
mission after due deliberation adopted
the following resolution and I will just
read that particular part that applies
to the point at issue. It says: “Re-
solved, that the delegates to this con-
vention pledge support in securing
from Congress the federal legislation
and appropriations essential for ade-
quately extending the work to the re-
quired activities relating to considera-
tion and adoption of improved prac-
tices necessary for

A. A great annual natural produc-
tion of lobster eggs; and

B. The rearing of a greater number
of young from the eggs naturally pro-
duced.” They go on to say “We are of
the opinion that a union of public effort
is necessary for securing progress and
increasing the annual production of
lobsters through extending the efforts
for:

1. Salvage of eggs.

2. Rearing the young for such a
period and by such methods as may
best minimize the natural destruction
during the swimming period.

3. Protection of the adults, male and
female, above and below the optimum
market size (the so-called ‘double
gauge’).”

Now those were the deliberations of
all these commissions in the various
states. 1 submit that they are of the
greatest value and that we should en-
act this proposed bill into law.

There will be various arguments
made in opposition to this measure, of
course, and I anticipate one in partic-
ular will be along the line of artificial
propagation. For years we have had a
hatchery and they have been liberating
millions of fry. No man can say of
what real value it is or has been; but I
would like to read just a paragraph
along that line, because I do not believe
that such work has amounted to very
much. I think they are progressing
now along a little different line, the
matter of rearing them to a certain age
or size, rather, that will be of practical
value; but let us see what throwing
these fry on the surface of the water
amounts to, and this is from a special
report of the lobster fishery made to
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the
1911,

“The hatching of the eggs, followed
by the immediate liberation of the fry
is ineffective, because it cannot be
done on a scale commensurate with the
requirements of nature, or upon any
scale which can be deemed profitable,
This has seemed to be the case by ap-
plying the law of survival to the rec-
ords of the hatcheries during the period
of their greatest activities. The com-
bined hatcheries turned out according
to the records 4,214,000,000 young lob-
sters. ‘““At a rate of survival of one in
fifteen thousand, this would yield 280,-
933 adults, many of which would cer-
tainly enter many a trap.” In other
words, during ten years there were
added to the ocean by this means some
half million lobsters, while at the
same time its waters were depleted of
from half a billion to a bililon adults.

Many may say that this sounds all
right in theory but that it won’t work
out in practice; but I argue, gentlemen,
that the ideals of the day are the prac-
tical accomplishments of tomorrow.
This will work out and if anything can
be done to save this very valuable
branch of our fishing industry, this law
will do it. I thank you.

legislature of Massachusetts in

Mr. HARMAN of Stonington: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House: 1
signed the majority report against this
bill because I believe it for the inter-
ests of the lobster industry of the State
of Maine. 1 cannot agree with all the
remarks made by the gentleman from
Biddeford (Mr. Goldthwait) in favor of
this bill; but we can all agree on this
one thing that the State of Maine
should conserve and preserve the great
lobster industry of the State. I do not
for a moment contend that the theory
of the double gauge law is not correct;
but every theory does not always work
out well in practice. It is the con-
ditions that surround the State of
Maine which make this law impractic-
able, and before I finish I believe I can
prove to you beyond a reasonable
doubt that the double gauge law would
not work best in practice in this State.

A great many of the representatives
and senators have asked me what the
double gauge law was. They were liv-
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ing away from the coast and were not
familiar with the meaning of the
double gauge lobster law. Allow me to
explain to you for just a moment what
the double gauge lobster law means. It
means that you shall liberate all lob-
sters measuring thirteen and three-
eighths inches in length, which is the
length of this little rule that I hold be-
fore you. In other words, if a lobster is
measured on the body, or the tom-ally
box, it means a six-inch measurement
on the body of the lobster. This is a
measurement which will cover the full
length of the lobster. All lobsters be-
low this length under the double gauge
law will become illegal, nine inches in
length. In other words, if the lobster
was measured upon the tom-ally box,
it would mean four and one-eighth
inches in length—the body of the lob-
ster. Under the present law, all lob-
sters under ten and a half inches are
illegal lobsters. This rule which I hold
before me is ten and a half inches long.
That would cover the whole length ot
the lobster which is illegal under the
present law; or, if the lobster was
measured on the body measurement, on
the tom-ally box it would measure four
and three-quarters inches. This is the
meaning of the double gauge law.
There is but one issue, it seems to me,
before this House to be considered, and
that is the issue of whether this double
gauge law would be better for the lob-
ster industry of the State of Maine
than the present law,

It has been claimed that the lobsters
are diminishing very rapidly in the
State of Maine. That is true up to
within the last two years. I will read
from the statistics from the bureau of
fisheries at Washington. In 1902, there
were caught in the State of Maine in
round numbers 12,000,000 pounds of lob-
sters. In 1905, there were caught in
round numbers in the State of Maine
9,000,000 pounds. In 1908, there were
caught in the State of Maine 9,900,000
pounds—nearly 10,000,000 pounds of lob-
sters. In 1913, there were caught in the
State of Maine 8,116,000 pounds of lob-
sters. In 1914, there were caught in the
State of Maine 8,632,000 pounds of lob-
sters. We have no statistics for 1915,
but in 1916, we have statistics taken
from the report of the commissioner of
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sea and shore fisheries which has just
come from the press; and we caught in
1916 10,000,000 pounds of lobsters in the
State of Maine, at a value of §2,228,000.
Now, gentlemen, you will see at a
glance that the catch of lobsters was
at the bottom in 1913, and now is on
the increase, an increase in 1916 over
1913 of about 2,000,000 pounds approx-
imately.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the cause
cf the catch of lobsters in the State of
Maine keeping way above the catch of
any other state in the Union? For in-
stance, I will compare the catch in
Maine with the catch in Massachusetts.
In 1913, there were a million and a
half pounds of lobsters caught in Mas-
sachusetts. I received in the morning’s
mail a report from their commission-
er showing that in Massachusetts the
catch in 1916 was only 4915 pounds. Now
what is the reason? What is the cause
of this great decline in Massachusetts,
our sister state? Are not the condi-
tions the same in Massachusetis as
here? One of the reasons that their
catch is diminishing in Massachusetts
is on account of their nine~inch lob-
ster law. I will say that lobsters be-
tween nine and 1014 inches are very
easily trapped, and the supply de-
creases very fast when you change
from a 10% to a 9-inch law. The larg-
er the lobsters get the harder they are
to catch. One of the great reasons that
has kept our supply of lobsters as well
as it has is on account of the great
quantities of Icbsters that come into
Maine from Nova Scotia. In April more
than 20 lobster smacks leave the
Maine coast for Nova Scotia to buy
lobsters to stock up the cars and
pounds in the State of Maine. Those
smacks make a great many trips be-
tween about the middle of April and
the time that close time comes on in
Nova, Scotia. These smacks carry from
8000 to 15,000 pounds of lobsters on ev-
ery trip to Maine. During that time
all of the large lobster pounds and stor-
age cars are filled with lobsters to be
kept until long in July or August and
sometimes as late as September, to
get the higher price which is paid lat-
er in the season after the Nova Scotia
supply is cut off. Now at the time these
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lobsters are brocught here from Nova
Scotia they had no eggs, but after they
are deposited in the pounds and cars,
the eggs appear on the lobsters. After
the eggs appear on the lobsters, they
are taken to the hatchery, hatched
out and distributed up and down tne
coast. I will say that there are no
pounds in Massachusetts, and up to
the last few years a very few storage
cars. There have been storage cars
and lobster pounds in Maire for a great
many years and this is what is keep-
ing up our supply of lobsters. Nova
Scotia is stocking our waters with the
spawned lobsters from Nova Scotia.
There are taker out of these pounds in
August and September a great many
thousands of these spawned lobsters.
Now if this double gauge law is pass-
ed, those very large egg-bearing lob-
sters will be shut out from Maine and
will all go into Massachusetts, and
Massachusetts will get the benefit of
those very large lobsters which will be
barred out of the State of Maine. All
lobsters over that length (indicating
by ruler) will be barred out. The lob-
ster nine inches long rarely bears eggs
—about one in 15,000—and they only
kear about 5000 eggs. When a lobster
becomes 10 inches long she produces
about 8000 eggs; but they are not any
great producers until they get to be

about 11 or 12 inches long. T have
handled a great many spawned lob-

sters, sold a great many to the State,
and the lobsters which I sold have al-
ways carried not less than four pounds.
This length of lobster would mean not
over three and a half pound lobster.
We would lose the benefit which the
State of Maine is receiving from all of
those lobsters coming from Nova Sco-
tia if this law should go into effect,
and I bhelieve it would in a short time
have a great effect upon our supply.
Now under this double gauge law all
lobsters caught in Maine would have tn
be liberated over this length. What is
going to become of those lobsters lib-
erated in our waters? Would they re-
main there and spawn and produce
lots of fry, or would they be carried
away from the State by foreign smacks
from Massachusetts? During the past
winter, lobsters have sold as high as
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50 and 55 cents a. pound; that would be
the price paid to fishermen. During the
last half of last year, lobsters were
hardly ever less than 30 cents a pound.
Now one of those lobsters weighing
four pounds would during the winter be
worth more than $2. Would it not be a
great temptation to smuggle those lob-
sters out of the State? Would they
still remain in our waters if this law
should go into effect? It certainly
would be a great temptation, and, if
they violated our nine-inch law on the
small lobster, they certainly would
find some way to get those large and
valuable lobsters out of the State.

The contention of the proponents of
this bill is that liberating these large
lobsters would keep up the supply and
offset those caught between nine and
ten and a half inches. 1 do not think
for a moment that that would be the
case. The effect of these lobsters over
thirteen inches would not be felt for
five or six years. It takes about five
yvears for a lobster fry to grow and
become of legal length, which would
be nine inches wunder this law. For
the next two years we would nearly
clean up all our lobsters between nine
and ten and a half inches, and we
would no doubt feel the effect of those
large lobsters for about five years if
they were left in the water and not
all carried out of the State. I believe
it would be at least three years, if
these lobsters did remain in our wa-
ters, of very poor fishing. There are
bays upon the coast of Maine where
you cannot catch a small lobster.
They are practically all very large
lobsters and would be over the thir-
teen inch length. 1 recall that down
in Bluehill Bay they are all very large
lobsters and down about Eastport they
are all very large lobsters. Now it
would work a great hardship on the
fishermen who are located in those -
districts with all their money invest-
ed in traps and pots, to put them out
of business on account of this law go-
ing into effect.

This lobster industry for the State
of Maine is a great income to the
State. I was told within a few days
by one of the largest dealers in the
State that the price paid the fisher-
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men for lobsters this year was fifty
per cent. above the price of last year,
and it keeps advancing. The catch
this last year amounted to more than
two million dollars, and we have no
record of a great many lobsters. which
are smuggled out of the State and
which would increase that value a
great deal. This lobster industry is
going to increase and be of vast ben-
efit to the people of the State of Maine.

It is true that there are a great
many large dealers in Rockland and
Portland and about the -State who
have vast sums of money invested in
smacks. One firm has as many as
eighteen of these smacks, some of
them worth as high as from five to
eight thousand dollars—great plants,
cars and pounds and a great deal of
money invested. Now I do not think
that any of these gentlemen doing
this large business would intend to do
anything to hurt this industry of the
State. It is worth as much to them
as it is to the fishermen. I do not
believe they have investigated to know
how this law would work. If they did
I believe they would certainly be
against it. None of my constituents
in my section of the State are in favor
of the double gauge law. The small
dealers located down there are all
opposed to it. Is it good judgment to
take a chance of changing this law?
Why not let well enough alone and
stick by the policy and the law which
now is increasing our catch? Maine
is leading all other states four to one
in the production of lobsters. It is a
great asset.to the State of Maine and
it ought to be preserved for the bene-
fit of the people of the whole state. I
trust that the motion of the gentle-
man from Biddeford, Mr. Goldthwait,
that the minority report on this bill be
accepted will not prevail.

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta:
Mr. Speaker, I rise at this time to pre-
sent an emergency measure and would
ask the suspension of the rules for
that purpose. The members of the
House are so uneasy and so uncom-
fortable that for the sake of the safe-
ty, peace and health of the members
of this House, and the lobsters, I move
that the rules against smoking be re-
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moved at this time so we can keep
part of the membership in the House.

The Chair declared the rules against
smoking suspended for the afternoon
session.

Mr. PACKARD of Rockland: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House:
This question regarding the length of
lobsters is probably one of the most
important that has been before us
this session. For years past legisla-
tures have been here making changes
in the Iaws back and forth, making
restrictions here and there, but al-
ways with the same result, and the
supply is not keeping pace with the
demand. Most every man will agree
with me that in order to have lobsters
at all we must have eggs. When I tell
you that only about one in fifteen
thousand eggs ever reaches maturity,
you can see the necessity of conser-
vation. Gentlemen, it is the big fe-
male lobster that is the great produc-
er, and that is why I am asking you
to accept the minority report of the
gea and shores fisheriss committee.
This report says that you may take
lobsters between nine and thirteen
and three-eighths inches in length
and that you must leave those above
that measure alone. The law at pres-
ent prohibits the taking of lobsters
below ten and a half inches and those
are taken up by the Boston smack
men, both legally and illegally. A part
of this is due to the temptation to seil
the small lobsters to the Boston
smackers when Iobsters reach sixty,
seventy or seventy-five cents a pound.
Just becauss a lobster happens to be
half an inch below measure, it is pret-
ty hard when you stop to consider
that that lobster is worth a dollar or
more, to throw it back in the water;
and a fisherman, if he happens to see
a Boston smacker, is pretty apt to sell
it to him. Last year there were many
Boston smacks about, and there were
one or two in our harbor all the time
and the short lobsters were taken care
of very thoroughly. Of course a man
cannot sell a short lobster to a Maine
dealer; but it opens up the way to
temptation and for that reason our
lobsters are diminishing very fast. A
female lobster starts laying eggs for
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the first time in seven or eight years
when they are about ten and a half
inch length. There are cases when
the length is a little less, but they are
very few. I know of an instance of
some twenty-four thousand seed lob-
sters where only twenty-five bore eggs
below ter and a half inches in length.
The first lot of eggs that a lobster
bears are very few; so very often
they are a failure and two years will
pass before these lobsters start laying
eggs again. By this time the lobster
had grown probably two or three
inches and at this lot of eggs she will
lay as many as twenty thousand. As
I have said before, only one out of
fifteen thousand eggs ever reaches
maturity and the saving of the big
lobster, which is the source of income,
is the secret of preserving one of our
greatest industries. The quickest way
to destroy any animal is to Kkill its
adults because you strike at the very
source. Gentlemen of the House, I
trust that the motion made by the
gentleman from Biddeford (Mr. Gold-
thwait) will prevail.

Mr. BOMAN of YVinalhaven: Mr.
Speaker, T will not attempt to delay the
House with any lengthy remarks. I
suppose every member of this House
is so well informed in regard to this
measure (I mean the double gauge
measure) that what I may say will be
of little consequence. Every member
of this House has been interviewed and
told what a Dblessing this measure
would be to the lobster industry. This
bill has been ably advocated in the
corridors, but you have heard only one
side of the question, and, while I know
your minds are open, yet I have reason
to believe that some have been led to
think that this bill is the real thing.
There are about thirty-five hundred
lobster fishermen in the State, and, so
far as I know, they have had no one
here advocating their side, neither have
they presented any petition in favor of
this measure; but on the contrary have
remonstrated against this double gauge
bill. In behalf of 300 fishermen whom
I represent, I am opposed to the pas-
sage of any more restrictive laws. Now
what is claimed for this bill? That it
will make every lobster fisherman hon-
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est, that it will make every dealer in
lobsters honest, but, gentlemen, be not
deluded by such nonsense. Just as long
as a dealer buys everything when lob-
sters are scarce, just so long the fisher-
men will catch them. This has been
done, is done now, and will continue,
for I declare that you cannot enforce
the lobster law unless you have a war-
den placed at each buyer’s place of
business, as well as wardens watching
the fishermen. I know for a fact that
thousands wupon thousands of illegal
lobsters have been bought and shipped
(not in Boston smacks) and the only
time this is not practiced is when the
supply is in excess of the demand. Now
I have no objection to a nine inch law,
which as I understand is not objected
to by the fishermen, although they are
divided on that; but I do object to a
measure which subjects them to a
double prosecution which means that if
he catches a lobster under nine inches,
he is liable to a fine, and if he saves
one over a certain length he is liable to
prosecution.

There is another reason for objection
to this bill. There are a good many
middie aged, and I may say some old
men, who are not able to fish during
the winter months and who are de-
pendent on their living during the sea-
son of the year when Ilobsters are
scarce, and at a season when there are
good many large lobsters. Now by this
bill, a man catching a lobster worth a
dollar and a half, which sometimes is
the bulk of his catch, he is obliged to
throw away his earnings for that day.
I have known of men who hauled thirty
or thirty-five traps and getting as low
as fifteen pounds, and if they had to
put back half of that catch, where
would they be? This, gentlemen, is no
exaggeration. Now if you want to
drive the fishermen out of business,
pile up those restrictive laws and you
will accomplish that object. The only
way to save this industry is to encour-
age the fishermen to take care of the
seed lobsters, and you will accomplish
more than all the restrictive laws you
may enact. There is no class of men
who have so much to contend with as
the fishermen, and under the conditions
now existing we ought to do nothing to
discourage or hamper them. They are
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as honest in the pursuit of their busi-
ness as the most of us, and I trust this
legislature will not pass this law which
would make it more difficult for them
to make a living., Gentlemen of the
House, I hope you will not accept the
report presented by the minority com-
mittee,

Mr. COLE of Eliot: Mr, Speaker,
this is a matter which comes home to
me for the constituency which I repre-
seut, and I am willing to say that I
have had a change of heart in the per-
formance of my duties. Two years ago
I stood out in the Senate single-handed
against this measure and killed it. I
believe, however, that it is wise to
make the change and I will give you
my reasons for it. Whenever there is
discontent with any existing law
throughout the State, so that every
succeeing legislature has to devote a
large portion of its time to a discussion
of that measure, and whenever a large
percentage of the people persistently
come to the legislature because they
are dissatisfied with existing con-
ditions, then I believe it is time for the
legislature to make a change and en-
deavor to see if some better law cannot
be devised. Now that is the condition
at the present time. Now two or four
years ago, I forget which, the lobster
law was very carefully gone over., A
law wag made regarding the marking
of lobsters sent out of the State and all
kinds of ways and means were devised
whereby the lobster industry of Maine
was to be absolutely protected for all
time and we would be through with
that legisiation; but we are back again
right where we were then. A large part
of the people of the State are at pres-
ent dissatisfled, and they are the lob-
ster catchers as well as those who
would like to be lobster eaters. As a
matter of fact, gentlemen, coming right
down to the very truth of it, how many
of you are able to afford to buy any
Maine lobsters unless you buy shorts?
Now stop and think of that proposition.
Whenever you legislate you are mnot
legislating for your own interest here
unless you are a lobster catcher, be-
cause lobsters at the present time are
too high. Let’s take my own section of
the State, which is very largely filled
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with fishermen engaged in the lobster
industry and let’s see how the law
works there. The legal length of lob-
sters in the State of New Hampshire
and the State of Massachusetts is nine
inches. The legal length of lobsters in
the State of Maine is ten and a half
inches at the present time, and our
people are obliged to throw them over
if they do not want to be criminals;
and if we pass a law making them
criminals, they will have to throw them
over. If we are buying lobsters, we
never buy legal lobsters, we buy short
lobsters, and then growl because the
lobster men do not live up to the law.
Now those of vou who live back in the
country and come down to the sea-
shore, how many times do you get a
Jobster man to bring shorts to you be-
cause you can get them for less than
half price, and you buy them for less
than ten and a half inches because you
buy them at the cheap price. Now take
the lobster men in my territory, who
are situated in almost the same terri-
tory as the New Hampshire and Mass-
achusetts lobster men. The New Hamp-
shire fellow can catch the nine inch
lobster right over that invisible Iline
that is drawn up through Portsmouth
Harbor; and as New Hampshire has
only ecighteen miles of sea coast, you
come to the Massachusetts line with
nine inches again, and that lobster fish-
erman is able to buy them. What hap-
pens? Human nature is the same the
world over; and, if you make restric-
tive laws which take away his liveli-
hood, he has got to deal in them. The
New Hampshire dealers and the Mass-
achusctts dealers come down in their
bhoats, and they impose upon the poor
fishermen in the western part of this
State by making them sell them less
than ten and a half inches at a short
price; but the minute those buyers get
those lobsters into Massachusetts, they
charge the people who buy them a legal
price. The same buyers get them over
in New Hampshire openly and they
charge the people who buy them a legal
price. Now it you put the law on the
same basis as the Massachusetts law,
then the man who has nine inch lob-
sters in Maine will get a legal price
for them in Massachusetts, and if a
nine inch lobster is worth fifty cents in
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Massachusetts, and only worth eight
cents or nine and a half here, he will
come up to the price that they give in
Massachusetts, and your lobster men
that you are trying to help will get
fifty cents instead of eight, Let’s be
consistent and help the people out that
you are trying to legislate for and do
something for them, if the existing
laws are not right. They do not seem
to be right because the lobster people
come here and ask us to change them.
We in our wisdom thought we knew
more about them than they did. I
thought I did two years ago; but they
are back here asking for relief, and I
am willing to change my mind because
I think they know more about their
husiness than I do.

When 1 was a Loy, born and brougit
up upon the tidewaters of the Atlant-
ic, 1z or 14 years old, I could go out and
steal a parrel Loop, go to the shipyard
and steal some tarred rope, tase a Dbit
and bore it and weave a net, tie some
rocks on the side, steal a fence post,
cut it off and make a buoy, put that
net overboard and with half a dozen
other nets, a couple of our boys, one
backing up and the other drawing the
nets, could get a bushel basketful in an
evening and sell them for two cents a
piece in order to get some pocket mon-
ey around among the neighbors. Those
of you who live on the coast will re-
member that. You could go along the
coves, among the eelgrass, taking off

. your boots and stockings, see a little
bunch, kick it aside and you would find
a good legal length lobster in those
days. All that is gone because of the
conditions of the times and the meth-
ods of transportation. The Ilobster in
Maine today is shipped as far west as
Denver, and the people in Denver who
can afford it are able to have broiled
live lobster: and that is why you and
T in Maine cannot afford to have them,
and do not get them unless we violate
the law, and buy shorts. Now let’s do
something for the poor fisherman and
eliminate that short Ilobhster bhetween
nine inches and ten and a half inches,
which is a legal lobster elsewhere.
Manyv of the lcbsters that are causght.
in fact, the bulk of them, are within
that inch and a half. You and I know
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that they do not throw them over-
board. We buy them if we get the op-
portunity, and nobody considers it any
offense or any crime. We think it
lucky if we want them and can get
them, it is just as well to tell the
truth as it is to conceal it. Now if
lthese lobster men are criminals, what
happens to them under the double
gauge? T am mnot sure that it is any
better under the double gauge than it
would be to come down to the nine-
inch law. I believe we should come
down to the nine-inch law, and that is
why I was against the double gauge
two years ago. But if we cannot have
the nine-inch law, let's take the next
best thing we can get and try the
double gauge. Then if the double gauge
is not any better than the present con-
dition, after the fishermen have tried
that for a while, they can corze here
and ask for a change again, for that
is what you and I are here for. The -
great bulk of the lobsters caught, gen-
tlemen, are somewheres bhetween nine
inchs and 12 inches, and the great bulk
of the Ichsters sold are between those

lengths; and, if the breeders are
above 13 inches, the great bulk of
them, which bear so many eggs—
when they throw those over, the

fishermen of the State of Maine are not
fools, and if they know that the preser-
vation of their business depends on
their throwing cver those 13-inch lob-
sters, and that they can make a good
living without violaling any law, they
will be as honest as you and I. But I do
not believe we have any right to come
here and legislate against them as
compared with the people of the same
industry in othker states. As has been
said, those Massachusetts smacks do
come down our coast, and when they
are beyond the three-mile limit, the
State of Maine has absolutely no con-
trol over them whatever, and the
fisherman who goes over K near /the
three-mile limit and draws his pots.
and the smack gets them after he has
drawn them, 2nd he sells his lobsters
to that smack outside of the three-mile
limit, he is outside of the jurisdiction
of the Statc of Maine, and the Massa-
chusetts man, as I said before, is buy-
ing short lobsters of him below 10 1-2
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inches at the short lobster price, be-
cause they kncw that he cannot get
anything in Maine but short lobster
prices. They are making the money
and he-is losing it. Now let's legislate
for the fishermen of Maine instead of
the dealers of Massachusetts.

Mr. GURNEY of Portland: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House:
There were a few dominant phrases
that stuck out in my mind while the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Stonington,
Mr. Harman, was debating this ques-
tion. One was the decline of lobsters—
falling off of lobsters. Then he told us
that althiough 2,000,000 more were
caught during the last year, if we
could hold on a little longer, we might
hope sonmle day to see a man who had
really eaten a lobster dinner. He told
us furthermore, that they had reached
the price of 50 or 55 cents a pound, and
he spoke of the matter with that liber-
ality with which you would give a man
a glass of water or a match to light his
cigar. There was a time within my own
recollection when upon the streets of
our city there were teams selling lob-
sters at five cents a piece or six for a
quarter, but that period under this law
has passed away, until today the high-
est tribute you can pay any man is to
provide for him a lobster dinner; and,
when the citizens of Augusta opened
their hearts to us with a generosity
that was unparalleled, they paid us
that great tribute at the time of the
legislative recertion of providing 800
pounds of lobster at 75 cents a pound.

‘We have heard this question dis-
cussed from the viewpoint of the deal-
er and from the viewpoint of the fish-
erman; but there is a third party in
interest that it seems to me, after
thirty-eight years of waiting, is en-
titled to some consideration, and that
third party is the public which pays
these exhorbitant prices. The law to-
day is the law of ten and one-half
inches; and if you will look upon the
history of legislation in this State,
you would see that we weighed that
law in the balances for 38 years and it
has been found wanting. In 1879, our
first law was passed, and that provid-
ed that lobsters under ten and one-
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half inches should not be taken from
July until the following May. In 1883,
they changed this, and said that you
should not take female lobsters or any
lobster under nine inches. Again in
1885, they amended the law, and they
said this time that from the fifteenth
of August until the first of October
following there shall be a close time
on all female lobsters with eggs and
all other lobsters under nine inches.
Then in 1889, they took another step
and they said this time that from July
until the first of May following, there
should be an exemption of all lobsters
under ten and one-half inches. In 1895,
they took a final step and said that no
lobsters under ten and one-half inches
could be legally sold within the State
of Maine. 8o, I say, that from the
history of this State for 38 years, we
have been passing just such laws as
the gentleman from Stonington (Mr.
Harman) now asks us to hold on to
for 38 years more, and our lobster in-
dustry has suffered untold hardship.

In 1880, the statistics of the book
which bears the signature of the
gentleman from Stonington, Senate
Document No. 120, contained this as-
tounding detail. It said that in 1880,
there were caught 14,000,000 pounds,
and in 1913, 7,000,000. In that length
of time it has decreased more than
half and what about the prices? Well,
14,000,000 pounds in 1880 were worth
$268,000, and in 1913, the 7,000,000
bounds were worth $1,600,000; so while
the lobster itself has laboriously gone
up the stairs, the prices themselves
have ascended in the elevator and
were waiting for him at the top of the
last landing, and the last landing,
gentlemen, is being approached in
these days when the Iobsters have
reached the exhorbitant price which
the gentleman from Stonington asks
us to pay with kindness and patience
until some day when there shall be
some more. Now there is nothing so
agreed upon in the ‘State of Maine by
practical men and scientific men as
the lobster question. There was a time
when Maine knew comparatively lit-
tle about it; but that question has
been the subject matter of legislation
since the seventeenth century and
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from that time down to the present.
There was a time when Professor
Huxley asked the students of biology
what a lobster was; and one wrote as
his answer that a lobster is a red fish
that moves itself backwards. The pro-
fessor said that the answer was right
but for three things: First, the lob-
ster was not a fish; Second, it was not
red; and Third, it never moved itself
backwards. I say today that the sci-
entific men have studied this so that
no beast of the field and no bird of the
air is understood more accurately
than the habits of the lobster; and
what do you say? Now a ten inch lob-
ster is not normally a producing loh-
ster., How do we know that? Be-
cause the gentleman from Stonington,
Senate Document No. 120, tells us
that after that they begin to lay egsgs,
and as the gentleman from Rockland
(Mr. Packard) has told us, only one in
fifteen thousand survives. Now here is
the importance of the double gauge
law for the double gauge law would
make a lobster illegal to be sold from
nine inches approximately to thirteen
and a half. Now what happens be-
tween those periods while growing
from nine inches to thirteen and a
half? In the first instance it begins
probably at ten inches to produce eggs.
Then it goes on and perhaps the first
litter is from six to ten thousand eggs.
The second litter, two years later, and
twelve inches long, about twenty
thousand eggs; and the gentleman
from Stonington continues the inter-
esting ' story that a lobster about
eighteen inches long produces from
80,000 to 100,000 eggs. What the double
gauge law is proposing is this: it says
be they seven or nine inches, you shall
not touch them, although they are
non-producers. Then there shall be a
danger zone until they reach thirteen
and a half or thirteen and three
eighths, then they shall be exempt
forever from heing sold just at the
time the lobster reaches its adult
age and when it is producing the
greatest number of eggs—according
to the gentleman from Stonington as
high as 100.000. Then it shall be pro-
tected, and thereafter it shall continue
to propagate and reproduce its own
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species. Now I say that after 38
years of trial of this law of ten and a
half inches, we may well cautiously
take the next practical step and pre-
serve these adult lobsters that they
may reproduce themselves within the
limits of the State of Maine. He tells
us too that Maine is the last place of
refuge for the lobsters. Maine is four
and a half to one, overlooking every
other state in the Union. We are now
under a license system by which only
citizens of Maine can fish within our
waters. Now what will happen under
this double gauge law that is now of-
fered for the consideration of this
House? Up to nine inches they shall
be absolutely free from being caught
and being traded. Then there is a
danger zone, while they are first be-
ginning to lay their eggs, up to thir-
teen and a half inches, and from that
on they shall never be taken, but shall
be allowed to breed other lobsters and
reproduce themselves within the lim-
its of our State. Massachusetts has
her nine inch law and so has New
York; and Massachusetts today,
gentlemen, is producing less than five
per cent. of the lobsters they use.
The rest of them are coming from the
State of Maine, because just outside
the three mile limit, the smacks of
Massachusetts are buying our lobsters
under ten and a half inches which
cannot be legally sold in the ‘State of
Maine, and they are carried to Massa-
chusetts and then to the New York
market. That condition would be
stopped if we once should say that we
shall no longer catch any lobsters
under nine inches. This industry pro-
duced within the last few vears $1,-
600,000 anrually to our people. There
are from six to seven thousand fisher-
men involved. There are nearly fifty
thousand persons indirectly concerned
in the lobster industry, and I say to
vou in this House today that the time
has come when we must shut our
doors to Massachusetts until such
time as Massachusetts and New York
shall say that our law has resulted in
an increase of the lobster industrv
and that they will join with us and
have a double gauge law, so that the
old lobsters will be allowed to repro-



LEGISLATIVE RECORD— HOUSE, MARCH 29, 1917

duce themselves. Now from what in-
formation I have been able to gather,
I do not believe that this law is help-
ful. I believe the period of danger of
from nine inches to thirteen and a
half is too long. I think it should be
rather from ten and a half to thirteen
and a half or nine to twelve, I do not
know which; but the lobster men
ought to know. We have tried it for
38 years, and we have found absolute-
ly that the matter is a danger and a
menace to the lobster industry of this
State and to the people themselves.

Now the gentleman from Stoning-
ton has said that the larger lobsters
will be thrown upon the other market
and that they cannot be sold in Maine.
It is indeed true that they may be cap-
tured and taken outside for the three-
mile limit and there sold to the Massa-
chusetts smacks, as all lobsters under
the legal limit now are sold; but, gen-
tlemen, the lobsters that reach 13 1-2
inches are now so few that it would
not be sufficiently attractive financial-
1y for sloops to come here to get them.
In Nova Scotia there are 900 factories
canning lobsters and we are feeding
them at certain periods of the year;
but the great market is the New York
market, and it seems to me that, if we
may ever hope again to indulge our-
selves in this delicacy, we must cease
to listen to the pleadings of the gen-
tleman from Stonington, who says
“wait just a little longer for hope
is coming.” After we have tried a law
for 38 years and it has resulted in the
alarming shortage that this law has
produced, it seems to me that the time

has come when we should attempt
some other method. (Applause)
Mr. LARRABER of Bath: Mr.

Speaker and gentlemen of the House: 1
think we have heard enough of the poor
old lobster, and I think we have all
made up our minds how we propose to
vote on the question. I would say this,
that Mr. Cole of Eliot has expressed
the views as propounded by the lob-
ster fishermen, the real fishermen on
our coast, in an able and direct man-
ner. It is the way that the fishermen
wish to fish for these lobsters. T will
even go farther than he did and say
that they are not only sending
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them to cities as far as Denver, but
that our federal government is sending
them and has already sent several
carloads to the west coast to propagate
them in the Pacific. I wish now in be-
half of the lobster fishermen of Saga-
dahoc county, and of our delegation,
to go on record as favoring this
double gauge bill; and I would respect-
fully move the previous question, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: As many as are in
favor of ordering the previous question
will rise. It takes one-third. The ques-
tion before the House is, shall the main
question now be put. The gentleman
from Ellsworth, Mr. Redman, has five
minutes.

Mr. REDMAN of Ellsworth: Mr.
Speaker, I will not take five minutes, I
assure you. This is an ingenious law;
it has an ingenious name. There is
one feature of this law that is all right,
and that feature is that when you
catch a lobster that is 13 1-2 inches
long you should put that lobster back
into the water. There is another fea-
ture of this law that is all wrong, and
that is that when you catch a nine-inch
lobster, you can send that lobster up
to Massachusets and sell him and do
it legally. One gentleman has pointed
out the fact here that all we eat roday
are these short lobsters—these nine-
inch lobsters We eat them illegally,
and I submit to vou, Mr. Speaker and
gentlemen, that if we make those nine-
inch lobsters legal, they will go to
Massachusetts and we won’t even have
a chance to eat them.

I hold in my hand some questions
that were propounded to a certain lob-
ster fisherman in this State, and he
has given two very intelligent and
enlightening answers. The first ques-
tion is: “Do you believe the supply of
lobsters in Maine is diminishing?” and
his answer is yes. The second question
is: “If so, what remedy would you
suggest to keep up the supply?” His
answer is “better enforcement of the
law,” 2nd 1T will say that that is the
answer to this entire question. If you
want a law that says that you shall
put 13 1-2 inch lobsters hack into the
water, let’s have it, but let’s not have
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a law which permits the short lobsters
to become legal. I submit, gentlemen of
this House, that this is a double gauge
law, but that only one barrel of the
gun is loaded, and that is just toe
trouble with it, because you are going
to allow them to keep these nine-in~h
lobsters which should go back into the
water and be allowed to grow.

Mr. NEWCOMB of Scarboro: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of this Legis-
lature: I had a great burden taken off
my shoulders when my friend from
Kittery (Mr. Cole) said that he had
had a change of heart, because I was
informed that he was going to speak
against this double gauge law. Now,
Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the
Legislature, I won't take but a short
time. The gentleman from Ellsworth,
Mr. Redman, says that the law would
not be enforced. Gentlemen, is the law
enforced now? It was told us at our
hearing that this lobster law was as bad
as the rum law. Now, geutlemen, T
will tell you that it is worse, because,
without any solicitation whatever, I
heard a man from our committee say
that these smacks from Massachusetts
which came here after the short lob-
sters, brought rum with them and gave
it to the wardens and kept them drunk
for five days and . the fishermen sold
the short lobsters. He didn’t say that
last. (Applause)

Now, gentlemen, if we make a nine
inch lobster legal, we will save the
Massachusetts gentlemen from bringing
down their rum. We have an act pre-
sented in this Legislature that you
have not yet acted on which will in a
way protect the 13 1-2 inch Iobsters
which he says will not be thrown
away. That law asks that the State of
Maine buy the seed lobsters over 13 1-2
inches at a price 15 per cent. more than
the market price, mark them and
throw them overboard to breed.

Now, gentlemen, as the gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Gurney, has said,
only about ten per cent of the lobsters
that they catch now are over thirteen
and a half inches in length.

Gentlemen of the legislature, there
has been so much said that there is no
need of my saying anything, only I do
want you gentlemen to vote to keep
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the State of Maine lobsters in State of
Maine waters for the State of Maine
representatives and their families, and
not allow them to go to Massachusetts
and New Hampshire, when you will be
obliged to pay toll and go into New
Hambpshire and get a feed of lobsters.
(Applause.)

Alr. GOLDTHWAIT of Biddeford:
Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to move
that when the vote is taken it be taken
by the yeas and nays.

e, HOLT of Gouldsboro: Mr.
Speak:.r, I did not intend to say any-
thing about lobsters. I think the most
of the members have heard consider-
able about it before today. Mr. New-
comb has said that we have a law
coming on here cr, rather, what we
hope will become a law, allowing the
sState of Maine to buy seed lobsters.
Now he is asking you to pass a law
here that will prohibit every man from
catching those lobsters. I have always
from a boy been told that law was
based on common sense, and until I
came here to the legislature I thought
so. (Laughter.) But I have changed
my mind, and if we pass this double
gauge law, I shall be certain of this. I
want also to say that we will never see
any cheap lobsters no matter what is
done., When [ was a boy a man could
g0 cut and catch lobsters and then take
them in his team and peddle them
through the streets; but only a week or
two ago a man in the town where I live
sold five thousand pounds to one man
to go to Chicago. You see your market
is a little larger than when the old
gentleman had his team peddling them
through the streets. Mr. Goldthwait
tells us that one could not make a liv-
ing catching lobsters the same as he
could twenty years ago. Can you go
out farming and make a living the
same as you could twenty years ago?
The gentleman from Rockland, Mr.
Packard, says that in 30,000 eggs, you
only get two lobsters. Now I have
lived around the edge of the Atlantic
Ocean all my life, and I don't know of
any way that any man could chase
those lobster spawn up, chase those
young lobsters and find how many of
them wmature. If there is any way I
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would like to know about it. I hope
when you vote you will vote to leave
thig lobster law asg it is.

Mr, FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, I trust the gentleman from
Biddetord will not insist on his request
for a vea and nay vote. It seems to me
that we are so far behind on our cal-
endar that a division of the House
would answer our purposes.

Mr. BOMAN of YVinalhaven: Mr.
Speaker, I said in my previous remarks
that you would listen to an oration in
support of the proponents in favor of
the double gauge law, and after listening
to the gentleman from Portland you will
agree 1 was correct. 1 wish to state
that I have no quarrel with the dealers
for they are my friends, and, as I stated

bhefore, I have no objection to a
straight nine inch law; but I am op-
poged to a double gauge law. I want

to say that the law cannot be enforced
s0 long as the gentleman from York
county buys them as admitted. York
county’s lobstering industry amounts
to $99,000, while KnoxX county produced
$572,000; and I believe the interest of
Knox county shculd receive some con-
sideration, and I ask that you place no
more restricted laws by voting for this
douhle gauge law.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Biddeford, Mr. Goldthwait, has
moved that the vote be taken by the
veas and nays. The Chair deems it
wise to leave that matter to the House.
It takes one-fifth of those present to
demand the yeas and nays, and if the
gentleman is satisfied with a division
of the House, he has the opportunity to
withdraw that motion; otherwise the
veas and nays will have to be ordered.

Mr., GOLDTHWAIT: Mr. Speaker, I
should like to insist on that motion. It
will not take very long and this is a
matter of importance.

The SPEAKER: Those who are in
favor of ordering the yeas and nays
will rise.

Mr. COLE of Eliot: Mr. Speaker, we
have been here two hours and a half,
and while I am as much interested as
the gentleman from Biddeford, I do not

HOUSE, MARCH 29, 1917 1057

believe it will make a bit of difference
whether we take the vote by the yeas
and nays or by a division of the House.
I hope the gentleman will not insist.

MR. DEARTH of Dexter: Mr.
Speaker, I certainly hope that the gen-
tleman will not insist on that.

Mr. GOLDTHWAIT:
motion. (Applause.)

I withdraw my

The SPEAKER: The question is on
the motion of the gentleman from
Biddeford, Mr. Goldthwait, that the
minority report “ought to pass” be ac-
cepted. As many as are in favor of
the motion will rise and stand until
counted.

A division of the House being had,

One hundred and sixteen voted in the
affirmative and 14 in the negative, and
the motion of the gentleman from
Biddeford, Mr., Goldthwait, prevailed.

On further motion by Mr. Gold-
thwait, the rules were suspended and
the bill received its thrce readings and
was passcd to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Goldthwait of
Biddetord, the rules were suspended
and the bill was given its three several
readings and passed to be engrossed.

Did the Chair under-
stnd that the gentleman from Vinal-
haven had an amendment ready?
There will be opportunity to amend it
when it comes back, if that is satisfac-
tory. The motion was made and car-
ried that the hill receive its three sev-
oral readings under suspension of the
rales and, unless the vote is reconsid-
ered, it will not be at the amendable
stage until it comes back {from the
Senate passed to be engrossed. At
that time the bhill will be amendable.

The SPEAKER:

Mr. BOMAN of Vinathaven: I am

salisfied with that, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House, majority and minority
reports of the committee on mercantile
affairs and insurance, majority report-
ing “ought not to pass” and minority
reporting “ought to pass” on House
Document 225, An Act amendatory of
and additional to Chapter 50, Revised
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Statutes, entitled “The Workmen’s
Compensation Act,” tabled by Mr. Al-
lan of Portland, pending the accept-
ance of either report.

Mr., WILSON of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the majority re-
port *“ought not to pass” be accepted.

The motion prevailed.

Mr. BUZLELL of Belfast: Mr.
Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Portland if he will withdraw
that motion and I will move to have
the matter placed upon the table and
in the morning offer an amendment
that will cut out all of the indemnity
as provided in the new draft. I will
simply offer an amendment that{ will
make the bill more workable.

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, the bill would not be in any
stage to amend, if we have adopted
the majority report.

The SPEAKER: True. The major-
ity report “ought not to pass” having
been accepted, the only way to reach
the bill is by a motion to reconsider

the vote whereby the report was ac-
cepted.
Mr. BUZZELL: Mr. Speaker, that

was my idea. If the gentleman from
Portland, Mr. Wilson, should withdraw
his motion, it would be in a position to
be laid upon the table, wouldn’t it?

Mr. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I do not
understand that I can withdraw my
motion after it has been voted upon.

The SPEAKER: The only thing is a

reconsideration. That is the easiest
way.
Mr. DESCOTEAUX of Biddeford:

Mr. Speaker, I move we reconsider the
vote whereby the majority report
“ought not to pass” was accepted.

Mr. JORDAN of Baileyville:
the motion.

Mr. FARRINGTON: Mr. Speaker, I
trust that that motion will not prevail.
We are getting absolutely nowhere
with our calendar. We might just as
well bring this matter to a head in one
way as the other,

Second
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Mr. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I do not
just understand the object the gentle-
man from Belfast (Mr. Buzzell) has in
mind. From what I know about this
matter and from what information I
have, I think he has in mind the
trcuble about reckoning compensation
between gix days and five and a half.
If that is the case, that matter
has already been cleared up by a de-
cision of our supreme court since the
hearing on this bill, and there is no
occasion to interfere with that part of
it.

The SPEAKER: The question before
the House is the motion to reconsider

Are you ready for the question? It is
debatable.
Mr. DESCOTEAUX: Mr. Speaker,

that vote was put before anybody had
a chance to speak on it. I wanted to
speak on it, and some of the others do.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of
the House that the motion of the gen-
tleman from Biddeford, Mr. Desco-
teaux, prevail that the House recon-
sider its action?

A viva voce vote being taken,

The motion was lost.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House, House Report of com-
mittee on judiciary, reporting “ought
not to pass” on House Document 264,
“An Act to repeal Chapter 213, Public
Laws of 1913, relating to the appoint-
ment of road commissioners,” tabled by
Mr. Jordan of Baileyville, pending the
acceptance of the report.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, the gentlemen will note that
on the succeeding page of the calendar
is House Document No. 30 which per-
tains to the same subject-—the election
or appointment of road commission-
ers. If the House will bear with me,
I hope that they will adopt the motion
which I am to make, that this House
Document No. 264 lie on the table until
the other one is considered.

The motion prevailed.

Mr. FARRINGTON of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, I move that under suspension
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of the rules we take up the other one
on the calendar out of its regular or-
der.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
frcm Augusta, Mr. Farrington, moves
that under suspension of the rules we
take from the calendar out of its reg-
ular order, majority and minority re-
ports of the committee on ways and
bridges, majority reporting ‘“ought not
to pass’” and minority reporting “ought
to pass” in new draft, on House Docu-
ment 30, “An Act to amend Sections 16
and 17 of Chapter 4, Revised Statutes,
relating to road commissioners,” tabled
by Mr. Barnes of Houlton, pending ac-
ceptance of either report.

Mr, BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, can the Clerk give us the
number of the document in the new
draft?

The SPEAKER: The new draft of
the last act under consideration is

House Document No. 663.

Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker, there is
quite a demand in certain sections of
the State for the right to elect a road
commissioner at the annual town meet-
ing. So far as the town that I repre-
sent is concerned, and T assume so far
as the largest towns in the State and
cities are concerned, we do not wish to
be obliged to elect a road commission-
er, but many have discussed this mat-
ter representing the smaller towns, and
having no further interest than that in
the matter I would yield to the gentle-
man from Sidney, Mr. Longley.

Mr. LONGLEY of Sidney: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House:
I want to explain my position in pre-

senting this measure to this legisla-
ture. It was presented early in the
session.

Now, in my section and, in fact, in
sections all over the State of Maine
there has been a protest going up since
the old law was repealed. This
amendment simply puts it back where
it was before it was repealed, so that
road commisisoners shall be elected. All
over the State there has been a protest
going up, gentlemen, and you know it
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as well as I do, against this change.
Take it in almost any town in the
State of Maine, the people feel that

three or four hundred voters are bet-
ter qualified to say who shall spend the
money of the taxpayers than one or
two or three men are. I can show you
instances, gentlemen, although I do not
want to take up your time, where the
appointments have been made by the
sclectimen and where, admitting that all
gelectmen are good men, they have ap-
pointed a brother-in-law, or a brother,
or a wife’s hrother, or somebody else,
who, while perhaps he is a genial fel-
low, is not a good road commissioner.
You know what I mean. It does not
work out well if that man spends the
money of that town. There is a pro-
test going up all over the State of
Maine, so I have simply cancelled that
part in order to place it back on the old
basis where it was. I do hope, gen-
tlemen, when you come to vote that
you will let the majority rule, that is,
let the people of these small towns
elect their road commissioners. This
does not affect the cities, mind you.
This is not a matter between the city
and the country, but the country towns
want this privilege of electing their
road commissioner. Thank you.

Mr. ALDEN of Gorham: Mr. Speak-
er, I hardly think I represent one of
the small towns, because Gorham is
one of the largest towns in the State
of Maine according to the highway
commissioner’s report. 1 am down
here, after a contest in the primaries
last June on this thing, and at that
time I stood square on my feet believ-
ing the town and State should elect
their road commissioners.

Now, our people, ad we have 800 vot-
ers, raise nearly $10,000 for roads, and
we ask that the people, selectmen and
all, have the right to elect their road
commissioner. It was my hope and my
wish that everybody in every town
would be willing, but we find some
towns that are not, so we are willing
to refer it to the people and allow the
people to vote on whether they want it
or not. This bill meets the approval ot
most everybody I have talked with,
and I hope it will prevail.
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The SPEAKER: There is no motion
before the House. We have three pos-

sible courses of action, and the Chair’

would suggest that some motion he

made,
Mr. ALDEN: Mr. Speaker, I make a
motion that we accept the report

“‘ought to pass” in new draft.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from
Gorham, Mr. Alden, moves that the
minority report on House Document
No. 663, “ought to pass” be accepied.

Mr. DUTTON of Bingham: Xxcuse
me, Mr. Speaker, but T think you have
those confused as they are on the cal-
endar. The minority report is “ought
not to pass”, and the majority report
“gught to pass” in new draft.

Mr. GRANT of Hope: Mr. Speaker,
there is an error in the printing here
on the calendar.

The SPEAKER: House Bill No. 663
comes in with two reports from the
committee on ways and bridges. The
minority report is “ought to pass’”, and
the majority report is ‘“ougzht notr to
pass’”, and the gentleman from Gor-
ham, Mr. Alden, moves that the minor-
ity report ‘“ought to pass’’ he accepted.

Mr. DUTTON of Bingham: Mr.
Speaker, I come from a class of towns
which would like very much the priv-
ilege of electing their road com-
missioners. My own town is entirely
satisfied on the point, but they have no
objections to electing ancé the other
towns throughcut my district would
very much prefer to elect their road
commissioners. I think it is the feel-
ing throughout Maine in the rural
towns that they should have this priv-
ilege. Certainly we can make no mis-
take when we place in the hands of the
people the privilege of electing the men
who will serve them, and I move the
acceptance of the minority report.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
fromm Bingham, Mr. Dutton, under-
stands that the minority report on the
bill tvnder consideration leaves it op-
tional with the towns either to elect or
to appoint.
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Mr. LEWIS of Boothbay: Mr. Speak-
er, I represent six towns, and all those
towns would like to see the law re-
pealed so that they would have the
right to elect their road commissioners,
or to leave it optional. I think this
way the selectmen appoint them in-
flicts a3 hardship on the selectmen. !
have served on the Board of Selectmen
for 12 years, ané I know how this law
takes effect. We have several appli-
cants, perhaps a dozen men, who want
to be road commissioner, and they are
all good men, hut we cannot appoint
but three, and it inflicts a hardship on
the selectmen to pick three men from a
dozen. T hope this bill will pass.

Mr. SA’VYER of Madison: Mr.
Speaxrar, T would like to ask a question
in regard to the bill—whether this
leaves it optional with the town or
makes it mandatory?

The SPEAKER:
al.
Mr. SAWYER: Mr. Speaker, Section

16 reads, “Eacl town shall annually
elect a road commissioner.”

It leaves it option-

The SPEAKER: The Chair
read the hill, if anyone desirves it.
very short.

Mr. SAWYER: 1T think we all under-
stand it new, Mr, Speaker.

The SPEAKER: As many as are in
favor of the motion of the gentleman
from Gorham, Mr. Alden, that the min-
ority report “ought to pass” on House
Rill No. 663, be accepted, will signify it
hyv saying ayve.

will
It is

A viva voce vote being taken,

The motion prevailed.

On further moction by the gentleman
from Gorham, Mr. Alden, the rules
were suspended and the bill was given
its three several readings and passed
to he engrossed.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, I move that we take up the
other bill. ’

The motion prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Bowman of De-
troit, House Document No. 264, “An Act
to repeal Chapter 213, Public IL.aws of
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1913, relating to the appointment of
road commissioners”, was indefinitely
postponed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House, House Document No.
641, “An Act for better protection
against adulterated, misbranded or in-
ferior commercial fertilizers”, tabled
by Mr. Powers of Fort Fairfield, pend-
ing third reading.

Mr. POWERS of Fort Fairfield: Mr.
Speaker, I want to say a few words in
opposition to the passage of this bill. 1
stand as a farmer for any bill that is
in the interests of the farmer in the
use of commercial fertilizer. For the
last 25 years I have used and handled
perhaps as much as any man in this
State. I have given it as thorough a
study as I could, and I see no earthly
need for the passage of this bill.

Now, Maine has today a uniform law
which is the seme as that of the other
New England States. If this bill pre-
vails. it will mecan that the fertilizer
coming into this State will have to be
branded differently than in the other
New England States at least.

There is also a commercial reason that
I would like to speak of why that would
be a disadvantage. At this season of
the year we frequently run short of
goods that come in the regular course,
that is, goods that are manufactured
in the South and brought here by rail
or water for storage—we frequently
run short of goods and have to go to
other States, and if this bill passed, it
would mean that their goods, being in
packages already stenciled, would have
to be repacked and restenciled before
thev could be sold. T move the indef-
inite postponement of this bill.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, may I inquire whether the re-
port of the committee on agriculture
was unanimous for the passage of the
bill?

The SPEAKER: There is nothing to
show on the report. T'hey reported the
same in new draft under a different
title and that it ought to pass—signed
by nne memher of the committee. T
presume some member of the com-
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mittee could probably give that inform-
ation,

Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker, I would
tike to inquire through you of the chair-
man of the committee on agriculture on
the part of the House if the report was
not a unanimous report?

Mr. AVERILL of Prentiss:

Mr. GRANT of Hope: Mr. Speaker, I
think there is a little misunderstanding
about that bill. On the original bill they
did not make a unanimous report. There
was a new bill came in afterwards, and
there was absolutely no argument on it
whatever. I am very much in doubt as
te_that bill,—the first bill that came up
there. It was held up in the committee
for a long time to decide on one ques-
tion. I think Mr. Barnes and the men
representing the different fertilizer com-
panies agreed, with the exception of one
section, and that was the only thing that
held up the original bill. After that the
new draft came in and I have not read it.

It was.

The SPEAKER: The new draft is
House Bill No. 641.
Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker, several

amendments were made to Chapter 36,
our pure fertilizer statute, which were
agreed upon by a gentleman who repre-
sented himself as being an employee of
the National Fertilizer Association and
who was represented by counsel as good
as there is in Maine, relative to the kind
of nitrogen in the fertilizer. The expres-
sion at the time of the hearing to which

Mr. Grant alludes, contained the re-
quirement which the State of Maine
law requires to be attached to all

packages of fertilizer, is that any brand
should show the amount of nitrogen and
the source from whence it is derived.
Now, if it is agreeable to House to table
this new draft, I will present an amend-
ment in the morning in the very words to
which the entire committee on agricul-
ture assented and agreed, and so I would
make the motion at thig time that it be
tabled.

Mr. NEWCOMB of Scarboro:
Speaker, it would seem to me—

The SPEAKER: Does the gentleman
wish to second the motion?

Mr.
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Mr. NEWCOMB: Mr. Speaker and Gen-
tlemen of the House, I rise to second the
motion of Mr. Powers. Mr. Powers made
a motion to indeéfinitely postpone, as 1
understand it, and I wish, Mr. Speaker,
to rise and second the motion of Mr.
Powers, as we are getting slong far into
this session of the legislature and as we
have already tabled a whole lot of bills
and as Mr. Powers, one of the largest
dealers as well as users c¢f commercial
fertilizer in the State, seems to think it
is unimportant and as we know that
there is one clause in this bill whien
says “and the form in which it is pres-
ent,” which is ambiguous, and I doubt
very much if you could find two lawyers
or judges who would decide the same on
what that meant.

Then we have these large fertilizer com-
panies who send fertilizer into the dif-
ferent states and who send them all over
the United States, and, if we oblige them
to put on some extra thing on the bag
in which they ship the fertilizer into the
State of Maine, it will cost quite an ex-
tra expense to do so. Those fertilizers
come to storehouses, in which they are
stored—fertilizer for all the different
states perhaps in the Union-—or, we might
say, for all the New England states or
the Middle states or the different states
in the Union—and they would necessarily
have to keep them separate in order not
to send into the State of Maine some-
thing which is directly opposed to the
law of the State of Maine; and, if they
should by accident get one or two bags
into the State of Maine that should have
gone into some other state or one or two
farmers only get one bag of that mis-
branded fertilizer in a ton of it, if we
pass this law, he would have a chance to
go to the courts and a chance to get a
decision that he need not pay for per-
haps two or three tons of fertilizer from
the fact that there was one bag mis-
branded in that lot. If they have got to
specially brand those bags and handle
them separately, it will entail neces-
sarily an expense which T assure you, gen-
tlemen, and T have had experience enough
with fertilizer companies to know, they
will not stand themselves, but it will be
charged to the farmer. 1If a farmer of
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the State of Maine should use 200,000 tons
of commercial fertilizer a year, at b0
cents a torn how much would that amount
to? At $1.00 a ton it would cost twice as
much. I believe, Mr. Speaker and Gen-
tlemen of the Legislature, we have got
so far along in the session and there are
so many bills that we have got to act on,
—Dbelieving honestly that this will be of
no benefit but a hardship to the farmer—
I believe the motion of Mr. Powers ought
to prevail

The SPEAKER: The Chair must rec-
ognize the motion to table. Does the gen-
tleman from Houlton, Mr. Barnes, wish
to insist on his motion to table?

Mr. BARNES: Solely for the purpose
of presenting an amendment which Iis
just one clause, leaving the new draft in
the form in which it was reported unani-
mously by the committee on agriculture,
1 desire to put the motion to table.

Mr. DEARTH of Dexter: Mr.
Speaker, may I ask the gentleman
from Houlton, Mr. Barnes, through
the Chair if these amendments which
he suggests are satisfactory to the
other side or if it means that we are
going to have a scrap after he makes
the amendments. Let’s have the facts.

Mr. BARNES:
inguire through

Mr. Speaker, I might
the Chair from the
gentlemen from Fort Fairfield, Mr.
Powers, whether the draft as agreed
upon by the committee on agriculture
would bhe satisfactory?

Mr. POWERS of Fort Fairfield: Mr.
Speaker, T hope my motion to indefi-
nitely postpone prevails.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
state this in justice to his own posi-
tion: This new draft was tabled for
printing under the rules; it was tabled
on March 23, and it has been on the
calendar every day since pending its
third reading, and the third reading is
the amendable stage.

Mr. BREWSTER of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, do I understand that the gen-
tleman from Fort Fairfield (Mr. Pow-
ers) takes the position that any legis-
lation, either this or that proposed, is
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undesirable; that is, the amendment
would not alter his position at all. Do
I understand that to be his position?

Mr. POWERS: Mr. Speaker, 1 do
not wish this bill to go through in any
form.

The pending question being on the
motion of the gentleman from Houlton,
Mr. Barnes, that the bill be tabled.

A viva voce vote being taken,
The motion was lost.

Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker, the
motion of the gentleman from Fort
Fairfield, Mr. Powers, that the Dbill be
indefinitely postponed, I take it, is
debatable?

The SPEAKER: It is debatable.

Mr. BARNES: Mr. Speaker, I must
crave the indulgence of the House for
ten minutes or so to discuss the gen-
eral question. The suggestion in the
bill is to change the law relative to
the sale of commercial fertilizer in
Maine in two respects.

Section 6§ of the law which has stood
for a good many years, requires. that
on the package there shall be stamped
or stated certain things relative to
the ingredients. 'Those who have got
commercial fertilizer in any quantities
know there are three ingredients re-
auired in commercial fertilizer—nitro-
gen, phosphoric acid and potash. The
amendments have only to do with the
qguantity of nitrogen.

Since 1876 there has been legisla-
tion in the United States relative to
the analysis of chemical fertilizer.
My brother from Fort Fairfield (JMr.
Powers) hegan to buy fertilizer to use
about that time and has used it ever
since, and it is a fact which the House
should know that he is a seller of com-
mercial fertilizer and interested from
that point of view.

All of us who live in the agricuitural
sections of Maine Buy commercial fer-
tilizer, in an amount running from
three to four or five bags in some
sections where a small quantity of
sweet corn is planted to great quan-
tities in the areas which are planted
with potatoes.

In the early days of stamping the
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analysis on the bag this expression was
used, that the person selling the fertili-
zer should stamp upon the package in
which it was sold the minimum per-
centage of nitrogen or its equivalent
in ammonia in available form. We
have learned during these years quite
a little bit about chemistry in connec-
tion with commercial fertilizer. Ni-
trogen exists in very many forms in
life. In some forms it is of value
as plant food; in some forms it is not.
If we are not familiar with nitrogen,
let’s take carbon, for instance. <Car-
bon exists in the coal we burn. It
exists also in the diamond. If you
want an ornament for a white shirt-
waist, you will not take the coal, but
will take the diamond. If you want
carbon to eat, you will take a bit of
potato to eat and not a chip of wood.
Carbon in one form is a food, and

- carbon in another form is not a food.

Nitrogen in one form is a food, and
nitrogen in another form is not a food.

Bear this in mind further, please.
We feed the plant just as we feed the
pig. We make a trough for the pig.
We make a drill or furrow for the
plant. In the trough we put food for
the pig that he can eat. In the fur-
row we put food that the plant can
eat. It is of no value to feed the
pig carbon in the form of coal or the
diamond. It is of value to feed it in
the form of starch or sugar. It is of
no value to put in the furrow or on
the face of the earth nitrogen that
the plant cannot eat. And here is the
joker in the statute—“nitrogen or its
equivalent in ammonia.”

The word amimonia was used Dbe-
cause we were all familiar with the
fact that to make plants grow our
mothers or grandmothers would put
some ammonia in water and turn it
on the plants. There are very many
forms of life in which ammonia oc-
curs. It is very prevalent in hair, in
leather and in garbage tankage picked
up in the cities, but neither hair nor
leather nor garbage tankage is of any
use to the plant in the furrow. Yet,
if ground up and put in the fertilizer,
the hair is in the fertilizer and in
the chemical laboratory at Orono the
analysis registers so many atoms of



1064

nitrogen or its equivalent in ammonia
because it can be reduced to ammonia
in the laboratory. But to any other
extent the hair put in the ground will
remain as hair, the leather scrap will
remain as leather scrap, and the plant
cannot eat it.

In the State of Maine the guarantee
affixed to the package—the guarantee
must show you that nitrogen is in
available form for plant use. We are
paying this year $20.00 more for fer-
tilizer than we did last year. I have
mine bought and it is out to the farm
in the barn. We are paying $§55.00
this year for fertilizer because prices
have gone up. No farmer in Maine
objects to paying that if he gets full
value, but the farmer simply asks the
man who sells it that the guarantee
printed on the package shall show
what is in there, and we will pay for
it. We do not want to buy for the
potato elements that are good for rais-
ing tobacco. We do not want to buy
food for the potato with elements good
for raising grass and grains. We want
to buy for the potato food that the po-
tato can eat, and can eat that very
season. So, we say we want the
guarantee on the bag to show the
amount of nitrogen that there is there
in available form. What does that
mean? In the form that the plant can
eat. Now, give us that, it is all we
ask for, and put your price on it.

Another section of the act, amending
Section 12 of Chapter 36, provides, “If
any commercial fertilizer is found to

contain any pulverized leather, hair,
ground hoofs, horns, wool waste,
peat, garbage, tankage or any

nitrogenous ingredients derived from
any inert material whatsoever, un-
less the same have been so treated
as to be immediately available
without an explicit statement of the
fact, conspicuously affixed to every
package of such fertilizer, and accom-
panying and going with every lot, par-
cel or package of the same, such fertil-
izer shall be deemed to be adulterated.”

There are two ways of mixing the
fertilizer: one is a dry mixture, where
it is ground up and mixed together in
a substance just like concrete mixture;
the other is a wet mixture in which
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hair, leather, horns, hoofs or peat are
treated with sulphuric acid. We have
sulphate of ammonia which is a very
valuable plant and potato food, and we
buy fertilizer that has sulphate of am-
monia in it. A gentleman raised a
question here as to the ambiguity of
the expression “the form in which the
nitrogen occurs.” While, of course, 1
cannot demonstrate it and prove it, 1
make this statement to you, and
all who have studied chemistry will fol-
low me and will agree with it: If the
question comes before the court wheth-
er the guarantee shows nitrogen and
the form in which it occurs, that means
chemical form; that is to say, if the
fertilizer has in it sulphate of ammonia
and has nitrogen, it will say five per
cent of nitrogen and it will say three
percent of sulphate of ammonia, and
we will know what we are buying. If
it contains two per cent. of nitrate of
soda, which is another splendid nitro-
zen compound for potatoes, all we ask
is that the brand shall show in what
form it is. If scme brand is on the
rackage as to what is in fertilizer, a
man who goes into the store to buy the
fertilizer, will buy that which says sul-
phate of ammonia and will not buy the
other.

Another thing, let me tell you this,
that I do know more than 200,000 tons
are brought to Maine every year. They
are not brought to Maine in teaspoon-
fuls, gentlemen, and they are not
brought to the storage houses down on
the coast and put up on the shelves.
200,000 tons, nine barrels to the ton, is
a tremendous amount of stuff. Now,
it is brought from the South or New
Jersey, we will say, in barges, to Stock-
ton Springs and taken out in great

shiploads—a whole hold full of fertiz-

er. It is put in houses there or shipped
up to Houlton to the Bowker works and
put in the house there in lumps, and
it is vacked or barreled there and ship-
ped out. It is true that, if a man
wanted a compound to put about the
tulips in his flower bed, having a strong
percentage of nitrate of soda. he would
have to send in for a special package,
but it would not be more than a hun-
dred pounds. But the gentleman who
buy thousands of pounds simply asks
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that he may know what he is paying
for.

It is suggested that it will be expens-
ive for the great commercial fertilizer
comrpanies to mark their bags and bar-
rels for the State of Maine. Can you
conceive of the fertilizer company that
would not be glad to print three or
twenty extra words on a bag or to cut
three or twenty extra words on a sten-
cil plate by which a barrel is marked
if they could sell 220,000 pounds in the
State of Maine? We are not attempt-
ing to hurt any fertilizer company.
There are presented at our agricultural
or experiment station at Orono every
vear a hundred different brands for
analysis. There are a dozen or more
separate companies or branches of
companies bringing in this hundred
different brands more or less. It 1s re-
quired only that they snail show to the
ultimate consumer or purchaser just
what is in the package, and they can
put on the price, and we are glad and
ready to pay it.

It happened a few years ago by dis-
covery made in Germany and attempt-
ed to be applied in this country, that
nitrogen was taken from the air. Now
you can conceive that nitrogen from an
organic substance, that is, nitrogen
from blood, be it human or animal or
fish blood, might be a food, but that
synthetic nitrogen, that is, nitrogen
taken from the air and caught in
quicklime and strong in nitrogen,
might not be plant food. Now experi-
ments were made and it was discovered
that a certain little amount of this syn-
thetic nitrogen might be put in and not
hurt the plant, but it was soon discov-
ered that if a large amount was put in,
it released all the rest of the fertilizer
there in a form that went off in the air
as gas and it hurt the crop. That Iis
i{he inert material in nitrogenous sub-
stances of inert nature. We do not say
it shall not be there, but we say if you
put it there, tell us it is there, so we
will not be buying a pig in a bag or
some other substance.

About the expense: The fertilizer
that comes into Maine finally goes to
the consumer either in boxes or barrels.
A gentleman representing one of the
fertilizer companies was at the hearing
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before the agricultural committee, and
he testified that 85 per cent. of the fer-
tilizer that was sold in Maine was sold
in barrels, Now I submit to you, gentle-
men, that it is fair to assume that 85
per cent. of 225,000 pounds is sold in
barrels. The way it is stamped, they
cut a stencil plate which will fit the
top of the barrel, and when they are
ready to stamp that fertilizer, they
wet a brush in black paint and go over
their stencil plate. It will not cost any
more to stamp a barrel with 25 words
than it will with 10 words. Isn’t that
true? With a stencil plate it will cost
no more to stamp a barrel with twenty-
five words than it will with ten words.

On bags the proposition is a little dif-
ferent. The bags have to be printed—
the type has to be set up and the bags
have to be prir.ted, but every bag must
show on its face in readable characters
what substances are in it and what
percentage, because for instance they
will sell us fertilizer 5-8-5, that is, 5
per cent. or 100 pounds to a ton of
nitrogen, if you will accept the new
draft—under the old draft it might
have been nitrogen or its equivalent in
ammonia, and that has caused a great
deal of trouble—8 per cent. phosphoric
acid and 5 per cent. potash.

T.et the legislature for instance think
that the farmers of Maine are trying to
put anvthing over on the fertilizer
companies, T am safe in saying that
many if not most of the fertilizer com-
panies do not object to this amend-
ment. There is a stringent law—Ilet’s
have this true—there is a stringent law
in Pennsylvania, Massachusetts and in
Vermont, as there is here today, but
suppose that a fertilizer manufacturing
concern buvs a whole trainload of
slaughter-house garbage out west, and
suppose that when that gets to the
mixing room it is discovered there is a
lot of hair in it! TUnder the law as it
stands today they cannot mix that and
sell it in Pennsylvania and they cannot
in some of these other states, but they
can mix it and sell it in Maine, and then
when a chemist takes a little bit of it
in a mortar and grinds it up for analy-
sis, he finds the hair, the leather and
that stuff in it, and he reduces it by
strong chemical tests and finds 5 per
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cent of nitrogen there, but o much of
that that was in the shape of hair or
nails or ground up leather is not plant
food.

We ask just this: When you go to the
grecer and ask for a barrel of flour you
wish for 196 pounds of ground wheat,
with the bran and other stuff out, and
yvou do not have ground buttons given
you or ground corn. So we ask that
fertilizer that comes shall say on the
top of the bag what the stuff is that is
in it.

Do you think for a moment that any
farmer is chemist enough to determine
what is in it? Tt costs a good deal of
money to have an amount of that that
I can hold in my hand analyzed. The
farmer buys that just as the wife buys
flour and takes it home and makes
bread, and he distributes that and puts
in fifty-five dollars worth to every acre
just in fertilizer. Isn’t it right that he

should know what he puts into the
drill is food for the plant?
Another illustration, gentlemen!

You go to the apothecary or the drug-
gist and you present the physician’s

prescription. Would you for one in-
stant dream of passing a law that
would allow the apothecary or pre-

scription clerk to put in part of what

the doctor called for and something
else? Not for a moment. Now that
1s ‘all that the farming community
agks.’

There are just a few that are wor-
ried over this extra price and I sym-
pathize with them. ™The farmer seven
vears out of ten has his hard times.
The seven lean years are just as sure
to come as the seven fat years. The
farmer will pay if it is going to cost
more money for bags. He will hate to
have to pay a little more, but wouldn’t
he much rather pay twenty-five cents
a ton—and that is what the testimony
was—wouldn’t he much rather add
twenty-five cents to the fifty-five dol-
lars that he puts into the ground and
get 120 barrels of potatoes from the
acre than not to pay the twenty-five
cents and put into the ground some-
thing that will give him forty barrels
to the acre?

Gentlemen, I think I have said all
that is necessary to be said on the
subject. I have attempted not to be
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technical, T have tried not to weary
you. 1 assure you that the farmers,
many of them, are behind this; most
cof them are behind this; all ¢f them
that buy more than ten tons a vear arc
behind this, and they only ask this,
that relative to the guarantce that is
stamped or printed on a bag or barrel,
it ¢hall show relative to the nitrogen
that the nitrogen there is in availahle
form, that is, that it can be eaten by
the plant, and, sccond, that it shall
show the chemical form and what salt
of nitrcgen, if yon are familiar with
chemistry, is there; so that if he
wants it for beans, he will buy the
nitrogen that is best for beans; if he
wants it for sweet corn, he will buy the
nitrogen that is best for sweet corn; or
it he buys it for potatoes, he can buy
sulphate of ammonia and nitrate of
soda. The other point is, if the fertil-
izor does contain any of the elements
we have named that are not made in
plant food form, the package shall sim-
ply say s0, and, if you want to buy hair
to make mortar with, go and buy a
package; but if you want to buy nitro-
gen in the form that the potato can

cat, vou won't buy that package but
will buy another package.

I would suggest in closing that the
farmers in Maine are just as good as
the farmers of any other state, and
that Maine for a number of years has
been the dumping ground for inferior
brands of fertilizer, fertilizer they
would not dare to offer to the Dutch-
men of Pennsylvania and fertilizer
they would not dare to offer to the
farmers on the shoulders of the Green
Mountains in Vermont. We only ask
that our farmers who do not know
chemigtryv-—we are learning about it—
can go into the open market and ask
for what they want and ask what the
price is and, if they have got the price,
pay for it. I think it is an extremely
fair proposition.

While I disagree with my friend from
Fort Tairfield (Mr. Powers) we will
continue to be friends still. I do not
attribute anvthing to him but the mo-
tives of a most honorable gentleman.
But 1 do ask you that you do not by
vour vote now submit to the dictation
of the fertilizer lobby that has been
here throughout the whole session of
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the legislature, spreading out about
hrough the members of the House in
their own scientific way the idea that
there is something wrong about this
attempt to make the Maine pure fer-
tilizer law, which is Chapter 36 of the
Revised Statutes, plain. and fair; so
that the man who gives his note for
four or five hundred dollars’ worth of
chemical fertilizer to feed potatoes can
get a food that the potato can eat.

I hope, gentlemen, speaking for so
many men who sent us here to make
it possible for them to get the money
to keep their families, that you will
not now at this late hour on an after-
noon when you are all weary indefi-
nitely postpone this bill, because this
bill will hurt no upright concern and
this bill "will help every man who
buys and uses commercial fertilizer to
make plants grow. (Applause.)

Mr. SNOW of Mars Hill: Mr.
Speaker, the towns which I represent
are towns where we have used a great
deal of fertilizer on the potato fields.
I doubt if this bill would be of any
very material benefit to those farmers.
Iet me tell you how they buy their
fertilizer and when they buy it. They
buy their fertilizer, carload after car-
load, in bulk nine months before they
are ready to use it. They buy from
an agent who comes along with his
formula. The formula shows what the
fertilizer contains. They are conver-
sant with the different brands of fer-
tilizer because they have been using
them for years and years, and when
they find a brand they think they want
they order from one to five or ten
cars of it. That comes in the winter
when they can haul it home on a sled,
perhaps four or five months after it is
ordered. They do not go as we go to
a store and buy one barrel and see
what the bhrand is on it, or buy any
one article and take it home and see
what the brand is or the name of it
when they buy it, only as they buy it
from the formula. Now if they get
some fertilizer——a carload or ten car-
loads—that is not branded the way
that formula is from which they buy
it, what are they going to do? 'They
do not look at that formula at all
The expect it is what they bought. If
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they turned that down, they could not
get any more that year, and it is hard
to get it anyway. Sometimes they
wait until after the potatoes should
have been planted before they get it.
They cannot afford to turn it down;
they have got to use it, but I do not
know of a farmer in the four towns
that I represent who finds any fault
with the present arrangement. Not
one of them has made any suggestion
to me about the branding of the fer-
tilizer or that he has not been used
all right, and I second the motion of
the gentlemman from Fort TFairfield
(Mr. Powers.)

Mr. MORISON of Corinth: Mr.
Speaker and gentlemen of the House:
As I understand .it, this House Bill
No. 641 is a reproduction .or a new
draft of House Bill No. 66 which was
introduced. early in the session by the
gentleman from Houlton, Mr. Barnes.
Although I am engaged in the manu-
facture of fertilizer, I would not un-
dertake to go into the details.of the
business. The business has been very
well explained by some of the men
who have preceeded me; but I wish to
say that the present law requires. the
mannfa~tu.er to put into each pack-
age the percentage of nitrogen in
available form or its equivalent in am-
monia which is practically the same
thing. ’

The gentleman from Houlton, Mr.
Barnes, has laid great stress on that
point, available form. Now, mark you,
the present law requires us to put in
the percentage of nitrogen in avail-
able form. What more is needed or
should be required if the percentage
is available? 1Is not that sufficient?
I claim it is.

It has also been stated that this bill
is generally satisfactory to all the fer-
tilizer men. I wish to correct that
statement, or rather to say that I do
not believe that it is. The bill to my
mind is not intelligently or consist-
ently drawn. I refer particularly to
the second amendment, “and the form
in which it is present.” 1 do not know
the meaning of that clause and I admit
my ignorance in regard to that. I took
the trouble to go to the department of
agriculture and inquire of our secre-
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tary as to its meaning, and was in-
formed that he could not advise me.
I have been ingquired of by several of
the members of the committee on
agriculture who had this bill under
advisement, and they were unable to
give me the meaning of that clause.
I have also inquired of several attor-
neys with the same result. Now, gen-
tlemen, if the fertilizer man here and
the secretary of agriculture and our
committee on agriculture and our at-
torneys do not know the meaning of
that term, I would like to know who in
this State House does know.

Now I have been speaking thus far
from the standpoint of the fertilizer
manufacturer, but I represent here a
class of towns comprising seven in
number and covering an area of some
260 square miles. The sole industry
in that legislative district is agri-
culture. My firm furnishes fertilizer
in every town in that class. Every
man who voted for me last September
to come to this legislature knew that
he was voting for a fertilizer manu-
facturer, but I stand today at this
time shoulder to shoulder with the men
who sent me here and I wish to speak
from that viewpoint.

‘When this legislature shall have ad-
journed and we return to our homes,
if this law should be enacted, it would
be printed in every paper throughout
the State, that paper would find its
way to every home in our State, and
some prosperous farmer in my town
perhaps would run across this law and
read it. Well, he would not under-
stand it any better than I do, and
very naturally he would come to me
to ascertain, if possible, its meaning.
I sheuld certanly be obliged to plead
ignorance. Imagine the amazement of
that man, gentlemen, to find out that
his representative in the legislature, a
farmer, and not only that but a far-
mer who is engaged in the manufac-
turing of fertilizer, was present when
this law was passed and allowed it to
be passed and was unable to find its
meaning. Gentlemen, imagine the
amazement of that man and imagine
the embharrassment of his representa-
tive! Certainly, he would be justified
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in calling me any kind of a fool which
his religion might admit. (Laughter.)

1 wish to touch briefly on another
point. On page 4 of the bill, in regard
to the ingredients, it says, “If any
commercial fertilizer is found to con-
tain any pulverized leather, hair,
ground hoofs, horns, wool waste, peat,
garbage fankage or any nitrogenous
ingredients derived from any inert ma-
terial whatsover, unless the same have
been so treated as to be immediately
available,” etc. I think, gentlemen,
that the term “immediately available”
is inconsistent. The most of our pros-
perous farmers understand full well
that a fertilizer to be efficient should
not contain all of its nitrogen and
ammonia in a form immediately avail-
able. Such a fertilizer would grow
cornstalks eighteen feet high, but there

would not be any ears on them. A
fertilizer, gentlemen, must be so
formulated and compounded that it

will not only give the plant a proper
start, but so that it will nourish that
plant throughout the entire growing
season. As to these materials, these
are materials which the fertilizer trade
look to where they look to furnish that
form of nitrogen which will gradually
apply the nitrogen to the plant. Any
man knows that a complete fertilizer
should be of that order which I have
described.

These two pointg which T have men-
tion I think are sufficient reason why
this bill should not become a law.

Mr. CATES of Vassalboro: Mr.
Speaker, T want to say just a word. 1
am interested in fertilizer, and if I con-
sidered this bill necessary I would be
one of the first persons to vote for it.
If T am rightly informed, as I think I
am, every pound of fertilizer sold in
the State of Maine is analyzed; a sam-
ple has to be submitted before it is
sold, and they have to have samples
taken of it before the fertilizer is per-
mitted to be sold. That analysis is
quite a protection to the farmer, and it
seems to me mno  fertilizer company
would dare to ship any fertilizer in
here that does not come up to the
analysis that is specified on the out-
side of the bag. It does not make so
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much difference what is written on the
bag; what wc are concerned with is
the contents of the bag. I do not con-
sidcr this bill is at all necessary and I
trust that the motion of the gentleman
from Fort Fairfield will prevail.

Mr. BOWMAN of Detroit: Mr.
Speaker, the question has been raised
whether the report on this bill was
unanimous, and I have just been in-
formed by the Clerk that the report on
this new draft was unanimous.

Mr. HAILL of Wilton: Mr. Speaker,
this fertilizer bill was hashed over con-
siderably in the committee room and
there was one feature that seemed to be
objectionable. It was held up on just
this one clause which added “the
source from which it is derived.” With
that clause in there, there were some
who did not think it was proper or
nceessary. Nitrogen, as we heard
about it in the committee room, was
derived from several sources. All oth-
er features were agreeable to the pro-
ponents of the bill and manufacturers.
After it was amended and printed in
the new draft, this new draft came up
and the clause ‘‘the source from which
it is derived” was stricken out and the
words “the form in which it is pres-
ent” were represented to be satisfac-
tory to both parties. As a member of
the agricultural committee I could not
see whether changing these words
would change anything or not, and
when the vote was taken, I did not file
any minority report, nor did I vote
with them. T did not know enough
about it to know whether I wanted to
file a minority report or not, and that
is about the position T am in today.
I had a member come in who wanted
to know what that meant, and I had to
be frank and tell him I did not know
anything about what it meant. I think
I am in good deal the same position
that Mr. Morison of Corinth is. It is
hard to tell just what that does mean.
It contains the words ‘“available for”;
those words are already in there, and I
do not see the object of that clause.

Mr. BARNES of Houlton: Mr.
Speaker, I do not think it necessary to
take but a minute, but I must clear up
a point on which the gentleman from
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Corinth (Mr. Morison) and I disagree.
If he will look at the statutes, he will
find your statute does not say that the
guarantee shall show the amount of
nitrogen in available form. It says
the amount of nitrogen or its equiva-
lent in ammonia in available form. All
the substance I have mentioned can be
reduced to many salts called am-
monia, and no matter what kind of
nitrogen there is in there it would be
equivalent to five per cent ammonia.
Another point specified by the gentle-
man from Wilton—the source. ‘‘The
source from which it is derived” was
accepted by the professor who claimed
that he represented the International
Association of Commercial Fertilizer
Companies, and he was introduced to
me by Brother Scott Wilson, on whose
integrity I absolutely rely. He accept-
ed this second amendment, and with-
out any doubt that one phrase ‘‘the
source from which it is derived.” The
arguments showed that they objected
to specifying the source. The director
of the Agricultural Station at Orono
suggested in the dilemma that I sug-
gest to the committee that 1 substitute
the expression ‘“the form in which it

appeared’’. That is at the suggestion
of the chemist at Orono who went
through all the analyses. It is not
fair to assume that we under-
stand it, but he understands about
it, and he will be the fellow who
will have to testify if it ever

comes into court. All chemists under-
stand that that means, “the form in
which it appears’, the name of the
salts of nitrogen.

About this being immediately avail-
able—if the farmer puts in fifty-five
dollars into fertilizer and, if he can buy
the seed this year, he is going to put in
over thirty dollars worth of seed on
each acre, he puts in his acre eighty-
five dollars there. How much time do
vou think the plant has got to return?
1t has only got ninety days. That stuff
must pbe immediately available or the
poor plant this year will not get up.
There will be no loss under the statute
requiring pure fertilizer. The fertilizer
company is not fined if it puts up stuff
not up to the guarantee. The fertiliz-
er company would lose fifty-five dollars
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an acre. What would the farmer lose?
He would lose all he put into it, and it
looks as though this year he will have
one hundred and twenty-five dollars in
it for every acre. When he gets them
finally packed and put in a barrel, the
fertilizer company, if it honestly and
unintentionally makes a mistake, will
lose fifty-five dollars an acre, but the
farmer will lose one hundred and twen-
ty-five dollars an acre in addition to
the loss of the profit he might make if
he had the potatoes to sell.

Be fair with the farmer, just as you
require the druggist, the grocer and
everybody to Le fair with you. Let’s
be able to rely wupon the guarantee
stamped on the package. What good
is it to us the fall afterward to go and
have the stuff aralyzed? It won’t hurt
any fertilizer this year, because fer-
tilizers were all mixed last fall and
they are all contracted for. This will
not take effect until next July, and it
will not affect anybody until they come
to the next season’s planting, the year
1918. I hope the motion to indefinitely
postpone will fail of passage.

Mr. LONGLEY of Sidney: Mr.
Speaker, I won’t occupy but a moment
of your time. Now betore this bill was
redrafted I did demand that it state In
some way the source from which the
nitrogen should be derived, but the way
this bill is drafted, Mr. Speaker, it is
inconsistent. For forty years I have
been a buyer and user of commercial
fertilizer, and as a rule I have found
manufacturers of commercial fertiliz-
ers honest men. I do not want my
nitrogen all available; I want it so it
will come along and take care of my
corn and potatoes all' through the
season and that it why I get good
crons. It is so distributed that we get
it all through tHe season. As Mr. Mor-
ison says, you can raise corn eighteen
feet high, but where will your ears be?
It is ears we want. I want to he con-
sistent with myself, with the farmers
and with the commercial fertilizer
manufacturers. We want to be con-
sistent all around. I have used fertil-
izer for forty years. If vou were to
have your nitrogen all available, gentle-
men, you would not raise much. That
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is just as true as you live. You want
it through the season so it will start up
the corn and so it will fill it out grad-
ually and mature it.

Mr. MESSER of Union: Mr. Speak-
er, I am doubly interested in this bill. I
represent a farming community and 1
am also a dealer in fertilizer and have
been for twelve years. I will say that
in my dealings with the fertilizer com-
pany which I am agent for, I have al~
ways found them absolutely and strict-
ly honest, white and above board. I
have no {ault to find with them. I will
also say that I have confidence in the
farmer, but I am sorry to say that my
experience with the farmers has not
been as satisfactory as my experience
with the fertilizer company—I won't
say all, but a good many. I hate to call
them dishonest, but I think they are
not honest always. As a man inter-
ested in the farmers, I cannot see
things in this bill that is of any mater-
ial advantage whatever to the farm-
ers, and I caniot see where it will add
extra cost to the goods. The Lord
knows they cost enough now.

As to the form in which this clause
is expressed in here, if we need any
legislation more than we have, just
give it thorough and proper considera-
tion and have it presented in a man-
ner in which it can be intelligently un-
derstood, not only by the farmer but
by the manufacturer. As to this word
“form”, I took occasion this forenoon
to go down to the library and look at
the dictionary I found the word
“form’ took nearly a whcle column in
that big book, and it is capable of being
interpreted in many ways. This clause
as put in is very obscure in meaning
and can bz interpreted in a great many
different ways. I cannot see anything
in that clause that is of real advantage
to the farmer, hut I can see where it is
going to be of great advantage to the
lawyer. :

Another point I will suggest to those
present who are farmers. If any of
yvou have heen Jewed by any fertilizer
company that was not responsible, it
will pay you to go out and buy from a
responsible firm. I would like to name
the firm I represent, and I will tell you
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it when I get outside, but not now.
(Laughter.)

Now it is with great sorrow that I
take exception to my {riend, Brother
Barnes. We eat at the same table and
1 have had a very pleasant acquaint-
ance with him, and I admire him as a
gentleman and I admire his ability, but
I must take exception to him on this
question, and I hope that the motion of
Mr. Powers—I do not remember where
he comes from and it does not make
any difference—prevails, and that the
bill is indefinitely postponed, and that
another one will be drafted two years
from now that will be intelligent. (Ap-
plause.)

The pending question being on the
motion of the gentleman from Fort
Fairfield, Mr. Powers, that the bill be
indefinitely postponed.

A viva voce vote being doubted,

A division of the House was had.

Fifty-five having voted in the affirm-
ative and forty-three having voted in
the negative, the motion to indefinite-
ly postpone prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The Chair lays be-
fore the House House amendment
“A” to House document 519, entitled
*An Act authorizing the Fort Kent
Electric Company to erect and main-
tain a dam across Wallagrass Stream,”
the pending question being the adop-
tion of House amendment “A.”

On motion by Mr. Daigle of Walla-~-
grass, the amendment was indefinitely
postponed.

Mir. Daigle of Wallagrask woffered
House Amendment “B” and moved its
adoption.

The SPEAKFER: Does the House
care to hear this amendment read?
There being no response, the amend-
ment was adopted without being read.

On further motion by the same gen-
tleman, the rules were suspended and
the bill was given its three several
readings and passed to be engrossed as
amended by House Amendment “B.”

Mr. DUTTON of Bingham: Mr.
Speaker, I desire to move to reconsid-
er a vote whereby we referred An Act
to amend Chapter 9 of the Revised
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Statutes relating to the taxation of
insurance companies to the taxation
committee this morning.

The SPEAKER: The Chair will
suggest to the gentleman from Bing-
ham, Mr. Dutton, that the papers in
regard to that bill have been sent to
the Senate. Would it be satisfactory
to make the motion that it is proposed
to reconsider the vote whereby that
bill was referred, and to ask that the
papers be returned and be here to-
morrow morning?

Mr. DUTTON:
Mr. Speaker.

I make that motion,

The SPEAKER:: Mr. Dutton of
Bingham gives notice that he will
move the reconsideration of the vote
whereby the bill on taxation of in-
surance companies, introduced this
morning out of order under suspension
of the rules, was referred to the tax-
ation committee, and the clerk will
get the papers that will be considered
tomorrow morning.

Mr. SISSON of Island Falls: Mr.
Speaker, I wish to correct an apparent
error in the calendar. If you will look
at the first tabled and unassigned bill,
you will see that Senate Document 82
is in that unassigned list, and I will
call the gentleman from Augusta, Mr.
Farrington, to witness that this bill
was assigned for Wednesday; and I
would like to move at this time, with
Mr. TFarrington seconding the motion,
for I think he will in fairness, that this
bill find its place tomorrow morning
among those assigned for Wednesday.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Island Falls may have it assigned
in the unfinished business list if he
so desires.

Mr. SISSON: Mr. Speaker, I wish
to have it assigned with the others
that were to be considered today under
the Wednesday list.

Mr. TUTTLE of Caribou: Mr.
Speaker, I move we take from the table
House Bill 575, tabled by me this after-
noon.
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The SPEAKER: Is that on the as-
signed list or unassigned list?

Mr. TUTTILE: Mr. Speaker, it is on
the assigned list, I think. It was
tabled pending its third reading today.

The SPEAKER: Does the House
care to consider this matter out of
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order, or will it keep on with the reg-
ular order of the calendar?

On motion by Mr. Farrington of Au-
gusta,

Adjourned until 9.30 o’clock tomor-
row morning.



