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SENATE

Tuesday, April 3, 1917.
Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent.
Prayer by Rev. Mr. Robinson of Gar-
diner. .
Journal of previous session read and
approved.

Mr. AMES of Washington: Mr. Pres-
ident, I move that the rules be sus-
pended in order that I may present an
order, out of order.

The motion was agreed to and the
senator presented the following order
and moved its passage:

Ordered, that a2 message be sent to
the House of Representatives propos-
ing a convention of the Legislature
forthwith in the hall of the House, for
the purpose of receiving a communica-
tion by the Governor.

The order was passed, and the secre-
tary conveyed the message.

Sunsequently the secretary reported
that he had delivered the message with
which he was charged.

Message from the House

A message was received from the
House of Representatives conveyed by
its clerk, informing the Senate that the
House concurred in the proposition for
a joint convention for receiving a com-
munication from the Governor.

The PRESIDENT: The Senate hears
the message.

Thereupon the Senate proceeded to
the hall of the House where a conven-
tion was held.

(For proceedings in joint convention,
see House Report.)

Upon return of the Senate to its
chamber:

Papers from the House disposed of in
concurrence.

From the House: An Act to amend
Chapter 295 of the Public Laws of 1915
relative to the compensation of em-
ployes for personal injuries.

The House accepted the cominittee
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report, ought to pass; the Senate ac-
cepted the report, ought not to pass.

The House insisted upon its former
action and appointed a committee of
conference.

On motion by Mr. Higgins of Penob-
scot, the Senate voted to insist upon its
former action and join a committee of
conference.

The Chair appointed on such com-
mittee on the part of the Senate,
Messrs. Higgins, Grant and Lord.

From the House: The committee of
conference on the disagreeing action
of the two branches on resolve in fa-
vor of Freeman Boynton of Boothbay
Harbor for money paid in lieu of mili-
tary service, H D. 391, reported that
they were unable to agree.

In the House the report of the com-
mittee was accepted and they asked
for another committee of conference.

On motion by Mr. Conant of Waldo
the Senate voted to adhere to its for-
mer action.

House Bills in First Reading

H. D. 719. Resolve in favor of cer-
tain employees of the House of Repre-
sentatives.

H. D. 717. Resolve appropriating
money to pay Kthel M. Wade, steno-
grapher and typist to the clerk of the
House.

(Under suspension of the rules the
resolve was read twice and passed to
be engrossed in concurrence.)

H. D. 716. Resolve in favor of the
official reporter of the House for ser-
vices of assistant reporter, typewriter
operator and additicnal assistance in
preparation and completion of the Leg-
islative Record, including installation
and rental of dictating machines. (On
motion by Mr. Peacock of Washington,
the rules were suspended and the re-
solve was given its second reading and
nassed to be engrossed in concurrence.)

On motion by Mr. Higgins of Pen-
obscot, the <vote was reconsidered
whereby H D. 719, Resolve in favor of
certain employees of the House of Rep-
resentatives, was assigned for second
reading Thursday morning.

On further motion by the same Sen-
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ator, the rules were suspended and the
bill was read twice and passed to be
engrossed.

H. D. 721. An Act to amend Sections
92, 93 and 94 of Chapter 2 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to the esti-
mated income and expenditures of the
State departments and institutions. (On
motion by Mr. Googin of Androscoggin
under suspension of the rules the bill
was given its two several readings and
passed to be engrossed in concurrence.)

Resolve in favor of securing plans
for a state library building. (On mo-
tion by Mr. Baxter of Sagadahoc the
rules were suspended and the bill was
read twice and passed to be engrossed.)

H. D. 722. An Act to authorize the
county of Aroostook to enlarge ‘and re-
pair the court houses at Houlton and
Caribou in said county. (On motion by
Mr. Burleigh of Aroostook the rules
were suspended and the bill given its
two several readings and passed to be
engrossed in concurrence.)

H. D. 712. An Act to revise, collate,
arrange and simplify ihe inland fish
and game laws of the State, both gen-
eral and public and private and special,
and the rules and regulations of the
commissioner of inland fisheries and
game now in force.

Emergency Bill

From the House: An Act authoriz-
ing the issue of bonds and notes to the
amount of one million dollars to defray
expenses incurred to suppress insur-
rection, repel invasion or for purpose
of war, and making an appropriation
therefor.

On motion by Mr. Davies of Cumber-
land, the resolve was received under
suspension of the rules, read twice and
passed to be engrossed, in concurrence.

From the House: An Act to amend
Section 7 of Chapter 117 of the Revised
Statutes relating to payment of pro-
portionate parts of salaries of retired
justices of the supreme and superior
courts.

On motion by Mr. Davies of Cumber-
land, the report of the committee on this
bill was accepted, and it was then in-
definitely postponed in concurrence.
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On motion of Mr. Marshall of Cum-
berland the rules were suspended and
that Senator presented the following
order, out ¢f order, and moved its pas-

sage!:
Ordered, the House concurring, that
when the Benate and House adjourn

they adjourn to meet Thursday, April &,
at 9.30 o’cleck in the forenoon.

The order was passed and sent down
for concurr=nce.

Subsequently the Chair informed the
Senate that the House had concurred in
the passage of the order.

House Bills in First Reading

H. D. 724, An Act relating to qualifi-
cation of judges of municipal and police
courts. (Tabled pending second read-
ing, on motion by Mr. Hastings of An-
droscoggin.

H. D. 72(. An Act to amend Section
60 of Chaptler 4 of the Revised Statutes
of 1916, relating to the creation of a
sinking fund by cities and towns.

H. D. 723. Resolve appropriating
moncy for the care and maintenance for
Fort Willlum Henry in the town of

Bristol.

H. D. 713, Resolve in favor of Mary
S. Hillmarn.

II. D, 713, Resolve in favor of Rena
Cooley.

An Act to amend Section 117 of Chap-
ter 18 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the insurance department.

In the House this bill was indefinitely
postponed.

On moticn by Mr. Grant of Cumber-
land, tabled pending acceptance of the
report of the committee.

H. D. 68§i. An Act to insure the col-
lection of taxes in unorganized town-
ships.

H. D. 678. An Act to regulate the

operation of jitney busses or any other
steam or motor driven vehicle.

H. D. 715, An Act to authorize the
county of [PPiscataquis to reimburse the
town of Brownville to the extent of 30
per cent of its disbursements in the
construction of a bridge across Pleasant
river.

From the House: Majority and mi-
nority report of the committee on ju-
diciary on An Act to amend Section 10
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of Chapter 99 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to leases.

The majority report, ought not to
pass; minority report, ought to pass.

In the House the minority report was
accepted.

Mr. DAVIES of Cumberland: Mr,
President, I move that we concur with
the House and accept the minority re-
port.

On motion by Mr. Deering of York,
the bill and report were tabled pending
acceptance of either.

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act authorizing the issuing of
bonds and notes to the amount of one
million dollars to defray expenses in-
curred to suppress insurrection, repel
invasion or for purposes of war, and
making an appropriation therefor.

This bill carrying an emergency
clause required a two-thirds vote of all
the members of the Senate elected.

A rising vote was taken and 26 Sena-
tors voting in the affirmative and none
in the negative the bill was passed to
be enacted.

Messages and Documents from Heads
of Departments.

A communication was received from
the office of the secretary of State,
transmitting a list of the Public Acts
approved by the Governor.

Received and placed on file.

Bills in First Reading

S. D. 430. An Act relating to bonds in
the probate court, given by executors and
administrators to obtain license 1o sell
real estate, amending Chapter 76 of the
Revised Statutes.

S. D. 431. An Act to provide for the
seizure and forfeiture of wvehicles car-
rying intoxicating liquor intended for il-
legal sale.

S. D. 432. An Act in addition to Chap-
ter 26, Revised Statutes, relating to the
registration of motor vehicles.

S. D. 433. An Act to amend Section 38
of Chapter 117 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to the salary of the judge of
probate for the county of Androscoggin.

Passed to Be Engrossed
H. D. 427. An Act to amend Sections
10, 17 and 18 of Chapter 45 of the Re-
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vised Statutes of 1916, relating to the im-
portation of horses and cattle and also
the testing of pure blooded cattle to be
sold for Dbreeding purposes. (House
Amendment A adopted in concurrence.)

S, D. 652. An Act to create a board of
harbor commissioners for the harbor of
Portland and define its powers. (House
Amendment A adopted in concurrence.)

H. D. 611l. An Act to incorporate the
Calais Water and Power Company.

H. D. 673. An Act to amend Paragraph
10 of Section 456 of Chapter 117 of the Re-
vised Statutes, increasing the clerk hire
in the Oxford county registry of probate
office. (Tabled on motion by --r. Gran:
of Cumberland pending passage to be
engrossed.)

H. D. 677. An Act to improve the pub-
lic highways of Maine by regulating the
width of tires upon wagons and carts for
carrying heavy loads. (Tabled on motion
by Mr. Marshall of Cumberland pending
acceptance of House Amendment A in
concurrence.)

H. D. 688, An Act amending Section 14
of Chapter 41 of the Revised Statutes, in-
creasing the license fee for itinerant
vendors. (Tabled by Mr. Wood of Ian-
cock pending passage to be engrossed.)

H. D. 701. Resolve authorizing. the pub-
lication of automobile registrations. (Ta-
bled on motion by Mr. Higgins of Penob-
scot pending acceptance of Hougse Amend-
ment A in concurrence.)

H. D. 702. An Act to amend Section 36
of Chapter 45 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to the purchase, marking an<
liberating of seed lobsters. (Tabled on
motion by Mr. Gordon of York pending
passage to be engrossed.)

H. D. 703. An Act to amend Sections
40 and 42 of Chapter 45 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to inspection and
transportation of lobsters. (Tabled on
motion by Mr. Gorden of York pending
passage to be engrossed.)

H. D. 704. An Act repealing Paragraph
6 of Section 6 of Chapter 10 of the Re-
vised Statutes, relating to the exemption
of certain live stock from taxation.

H. D. 705. An Act to create the Auburn
Sewerage District and transferring to 't
the sewer syvstem of the city of Auburn.

H. D. 706. An Act to amend Section 13
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of Chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes, re-
lating to duties of election clerks.

H, D. W7. An Act to amend Section 20
of Chapter 5 of the Revised Statutes of
1916, relating to the registration of vot-
ers,

H. D. 708. Resolve appropriating
money to aid in screening lakes and
ponds, and for other purposes.

(Tabled on motion by Mr. Wood of
Hancock, pending passage to be en-
grossed.)

H. D. 709. Resolve in favor of the
erection of a State sanatorium in the
county of Aroostook for the treatment
of persons suffering from tuberculosis.

S. D. 358. An Act to amend Sections
1, 21 and 22, Chapter 69, Revised Stat-
utes, relating to succession taxes.

Resolve on the pay roll of the Senate.

S. D. 420. Resolve for the pay of the
chaplain and certain employes and for
typewriting and stenographic assistance
for the official reporter of the Senate.

S. D. 421. Resolve for a memorial in
honor of Major General Hiram G. Berry.

S. D. 422, An Act relating to the
operation of motor vehicles.

S. D. 423. Resolve appropriating
money for the purpose of obtaining in-
formation in regard to wild lands for
the purposes of taxation.

S. D. 424, An Act to establish mili-
tary training in the public schools.

An Act to amend Section 23 of Chap-
ter 115 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to poor debtors.

S. D. 426. An Act to provide for the
transfer to the reformatory for women
of women serving in the State prison, in
any county jail or in any house of cor-
rection. *

S, D, 427, Resolve proposing an
amcndment to the constitution relative
to the authority of the legislature to
impose taxes. (Tabled by Mr. Holt of
Cumberland, pending passage to be en-

grossed and specially assigned for
Thursday morning.)
8. D. 428, An Act additional to Chap-

ter 19 of the Revised Statutes, to facili-
tate the care and treatment of certain
infectious discases, and to add certain
sections to Chapter 19 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to the State board of
health.

8. D. 423, An Act to amend Sections
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49, 50, 51, 1.3, 54, 57, to amend certain
sections of Chapter 64, Revised Stat-
utes, in relation to the protection of
neglected children.

On motion by Mr. Walker of Somer-
set, the vote was reconsidered whereby
H. D. 704, .An Act repealing paragraph
6, Section 6. Chapter 10 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to the exemption of
certain live stock from taxation.

On further motion by the same Sena-
tor the bill was tabled pending its pas-
sage to be cngrossed.

Passed to Be Enacted

An Act to provide for discharge of
record attachments of real estate which
have lapsed.

An Act to extend the time within
which the provisgions of Chapter 186 of
the Private and Special Laws of 1915,
providing for reorganization or consol-
idation of the railroad companies con-
stituting the Boston & Maine Railroad
system may be exercised.

An Act authcrizing the Biddeford
and Saco Water Co. to increase its
capital stock and to hold securities in
other corporations.

An Act to amend Section 5 of Chap-
ter 117 of thz Revised Statutes, relating
to the expenses of the justices of the
supreme judicial court.

An Act to amend Section 17 of Chap-
ter 8 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the sale of timber on rcserved lands
in all townships or tracts.

An Act to amend Section 42 of Chap-
ter 117 of the Revised Statutes relating
to expenses of county commissioners.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chapter
285 of the T'rivate and Special Laws of
1854, relatinz to the erection of wooden
buildings in the city of Portland.

An Act o amend Paragraph 1 of
Section 4 of Chapter 72 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to the appointment
of guardians.

An Act -0 secure information relat-
ing to the yearly cut of timber from
the wild Jland townships. (Tahled on
motion hy Mr. Davig of Piscataquis,
pendine passage to be enacted.)

An Act ir addition to Sections 44, 45, 46
and 47 of C"hapter 86 of the Revised
Statutes, relating to attachment  of
property mortgaged or pledged.
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An Act providing for monthly pay-
ment of salaries of county officials.

An Act to amend Section 1 of Chap-
ter 11 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to the collection of taxes and the com-
mitment of poll taxes in incorporated
places.

An Act to rprevent discrimination
against soldiers and sailors in the ser-
vice of the United States or State of
Maine, on account of their uniform.

An Act to amrend Section 538 of Chap-
ter 64 of the Revised Statutes, relative

to the licensing of children’s homes
and maternity hospitals.

An Act amending Section 14 of
Chapter 65 of the Revised Statutes,

relating to custody of minor children
of divorced parents.

An Act to amend Section 79 of
Chapter 57 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to speed of trains over and
cbstructions of grade crossings.

An Act to incorporate the Summer
Harbor Water Co.

An Act to amend Section 19 of Chap-
ter 86 of the Revised Statutes, relat-
ing to service of writs on corpora-
tions.

An Act to amend Sections 12 and 13
of Chapter 37 of the Revised Statutes
relative to the inspection of milk and
to providc a penalty for interference
with inspectors appointed by cities and
towns in the performance of their du-
ties.

An Act to provide for the expenses
of the l.egislature, for salaries fixed by
law, for departmental expenses of the
State government and for the mainte-
nance of the several State institutions
during the period of the biennial ses-
sions of the l.egislature. (Tabled on
moticn by Mr. Higgins of Penobscot,
pending vassage to be cnacted))

An Act to amend Section 4 of
Chapter 76 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to notices upon petitions for
sales of real estate.

An Act to incorporate the Invest-
ment Insurance & Guaranty Co.

An Act to amend Chapter 213 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1915, vel-
ative to the granting of licenscs for
certain businesses and purposes by the
municipal cfficers of the city of Dort-
land.

An Act Lo amend Section 20 of Chap-
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ter 117 of the Revised Statutes, and
mcrenging the salary of the chief clerk
in tle of ; of State superintendent of
public schools.

An Act to amend Secction 28 of Chap-
ter 45 of the Revised Statutes, relat-
ing to violations of the lobster law.

An Act to provide for card index for
probate registry of Aroostook county.

An Act to amend Section 8 of Chap-
ter 65 of the Revised Statutes relative

to time for hearing of libels for di-
voree,

An Act amending  Section 17 of
Chapter 45 of the Revised Statutes,

rclative to granting lobster licenses.

An Act to amend Section 32 of Chap-
ter 117 of the Revised Statutes, in-
creasing the salary of the clerk of the
Board of State Assessors.

An Act velating to the place of pay-
ment in this State of dividends de-
clared hy foreign mutual fire insurance
companies.

An Act to amend Section 16 of Chap-
ter 117 of the Revised Statutes, in-
creasing the salary of state treasurer.

An Act in relation to the duties of
county attorneys.

An Act to amend Chapter 452 of the
Private and Special Laws of 1897 re-
lating to the trustees of the fund for
the support of the Iicpiscopate of the
Protestant Episcopal church in the dio-
cese of Maine,

An Act to amend Section 24 of Chap-
ter 58 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to unclaimed haggage and merchandise
transported by street railways.

An Act to accept the benefits of An
Act of Congress to provide for the pro-
teetion of vocational education.

An Act to amend Sections 4, 5 and 7
of Chapter 95 of the Revised Statutes,
in relation to mortgages of real estate.

An Act providing for the control of
the white pine blister rust and other
fungous and insect pests.

An Act to authorize the town of Yar-
mouth to supply gas and electricity.

An Act to amend Section 36 of Chap-
ter 26 of the Revised Statutes, fixing
a fee for registering motor cars in neu-
tral automobile zones.

An Act to amend Sections 37 and 45
of Chapter 117 of the Revised Statutes,
increasing the salaries of county at-
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torney and assistant county attorney
for Cumberland county, and to provide
for clerk hire in said couny attorney’'s
office.

An Act to amend Section 3 of Chapter
384 of the Private and Special Laws
of 1907, increasing the salary of the
recorder of the old Town municipal
court.

An Act amendatory of and additional
to Chapter 44 of the Private and Special
Laws of 1887, relating to the Skowhegan
water district.

An Act relating to the department of
electrical appliances of the city of Port-
land.

Orders of the Day

On motion by Mr. Grant of Cumberland,
H. D. 673, An Act to amend Paragraph
10 of Section 45 of Chapter 117 of the
Revised Statutes, relating to clerk hire
in Oxford county offices, was taken from
the table. *

On further motion by the same sena-
tor the bill was passed to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Baxter of Sagada-
hoc the vote was reconsidered whereby
An Act to permit savings banks to invest
in certain railroad bonds was passed to
be enacted.

On further motion by the same senator
the bill was tabled.

On motion by Mr. Davies of Cumber-
land, S. D. 400, An Act to amend Section
5 of ‘Chapter 146 of the Revised Statutes,
relative to admittance and charges for
patients at State sanitoriums, was taken
from the table.

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. President, I desire
to offer Senate Amendment A to this bill,
and in connection therewith I merely de-
sire to say that the amendment amends
the bill so that it shall read in accord-
ance with the deed of gift to the sana-
torium.

Strike out the words in Section b, Lines
6, 7 and 8, ‘‘according to the capacity
of the sanitorium, such patients shall be
eligible for treatment in all stages of the
disease.”

I move the adoption of the amendment.
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The amendment was adopted and the
bill passed to be engrossed as amended.

On motion by Mr. Marshall of Cum-
berland, 8. D. 356, An Act to amend
Chapter 319 of the Public Laws of 1915,
entitled An Act to provide for State and
county aid in the construction of high-
way bridges, was taken from the table.

Mr. MARSHALL of Cumberland: Mr.
President, I now second the motion of
Senator Conant to adopt Senate amend-
ment A.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CONANT of Waldo: Mr. Presi-
dent, I offer Senate amendment B to
this bill:

‘‘Senate amendment B to S. D. 356.
Amend by adding after the last word on
page 4, the following: ‘So that said sec-
tion as amended shall read as follows:'”

Senate amendment B was adopted and
the bill as amended by Senate amend-
ments A and B was passed to be en-
grossed.

On motion by Mr. Bartlett of Kenne-
bec, H. D. 395, An Act to amend Section
55 of Chapter 30 of the Revised Stat-
utes, relating to the amount to be ex-
pended by the insurance commissioner
in the investigation of fires, was taken
from the table.

The same Senator then offered Senate
amendment A to H. D. 395, and moved
its passage.

“Senate Amendment A to H. D. 395,

Amend said bill by striking out the
words ’fifteen hundred’ in the 5th and
6th lines thereof, and insert in lieu
thereof the words ‘two thousand.””

On motion by Mr. Grant of Cumber-
land, tahled, pending the adoption of
Senate Amendment A.

On motion by Mr. Peacock of Wash-
ington, majority report, ought not to
pass, and minority report, ought to
pass, from the committée on sea and
shore fisheries on H. D. No. 95, An Act
to amend Sections 35 and 38 of Chap-
ter 45 of the Ilevised Statutes of 1916,
relating to the measurement of lob-
sters, was taken from the table.
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Mr. PEACOCK of Washington: Mr.
President and Fellow Senators: Two
years ago I advocated a double-gauge
law in reference to the lobster fishery
business, believing at that time if this
law was passed it would help con-
serve the lobster business in the State
of Maine, which at least 3500 fisher-
men depended upon for a liveiihood and
also for the support of their families,
and I believe I am conservative in
stating that at least 15,000 people in
the State of Maine depend for their
livelihood and the support of their
families upon this business. But the
double-gauge law recommended at
that time is not the same law you are
considering today. The law last year
as recommended was from 10 to 13
inches, that is, to make it 1legal to
catch and sell lobsters that measure
not lcgs than 10 inches and not over
13, while the law we are considering
today is from 9 inches to 13§ inches,
or making it legal to catch all lobsters
9 inches long up to 133 inches. This
is nothing mote or less than a 9 inch
law, especially in some sections of the
State, namely, in York county and the
western part of Cumberland county
and in different sections of the State
where the law has been persistently
violated.

Last year the people interested in
the double-guage law, who were prin-
cipally lobster dealers, sent to Wash-
ington and consulted Prof. Herrick,
who is the best authority and expert
on lobster business in the country, and
he stated if we wanted to conserve the
lobster business in Maine we should
pass a law making it legal to catch
lobsters from 9 to 12 inches.

Now let us look at the difference in
the law we are counsidering today and
the recommendations presented by
Prof. Herrick. The law recommended
today is from 9 to 133 inches, and from
the evidence your committee can get
the lobsters caught above 12 inches
represent fully 35 per cent of the
weight of the whole lobsters caught in
the State of Maine, but the lobsters
caught above 132 inches do not repre-
sent over 7 per cent of the Ilobsters
caught.

Now the double-gauge law that is
recommended today would increase or
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make it legal to catch at least 35 per
cent more lobsters than the present
law does. It has been argued by the
people favoring the double-gnauge law
that the present law under which we
are operating, which is known as the
“10% inch law” is not conserving the
business and the catch of lobsters is
greatly decreasing., Now I would like
to know if the people who favor the
double-gauge law believe that it
would work out for the best interest
of the State of Maine and the fisher-
men who follow this business for a
livelihood if we should make a law
that would legalize the proposition so
that we could catch 25 per cent more
lobsters than they do at the present
time. This new law if passed would
reduce the legal length of lobsters
from 10% inches to 9 inches and places
a restriction only on taking lobsters
above 133 inches, and from what in-
formation we can collect, as stated be-
fore, only 7 per cent of the lobsters in
weight caught are over 13% inches
long, and 33 per cent of the lobsters
in weight that are caught run from
103 to 9 inches. This would naturally
increase the catch of lobsters 25 per
cent. Now if the lobster business is
decreasing under the present law will
it help the general business to make a
new law whereby it is legal to increase
the catch 25 per cent? I think the
answer is very plain, that it will sim-
ply ruin the business, and within a
short time there will not be lobsters
enough to warrant making a business
of catching these fish.

Representative Cole argucd in the
House last week that when the people
are dissatisfied with a law then it is
time to change it, and I fully agree
with him, when we find that the ma-
jority of the people are acking for a
change; but let us consider who is
asking for a change in the present law.
Ve find it is principally and almost

wholly the lobster dealers and very
few fishermen. The very large ma-
jority of the fishermen and their

representatives who appeared before
the sea and shore fisheries committee
requested that the law be left as it is.
They stated that all they needed was
a strict enforcement of the law, and
it has been demonstrated in certain
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sections of the State where the fish-
ermen have observed the law that
they are not finding the fault that the
people are who have persistently vio-
lated the law. There are certain sec-
tions in the State whete the fishermen
have got together and decided it was
for their interest to observe the pres-
ent law and they have liberated all
lobsters below 101 inches in lcngth,
with the resuit that they are having a
good business: in tfact, are earning
more money than they ever earned
hefore.

Two vears ago we authorized the Gov-
ernment to appoint a Commission of
three men to investigate the lobster
pusiness and report at this Legislature,
and they have made a very extensive
report, and on page 56 they gay . —"“We
find and conclude that the legal length
of 10 1-2 inches required by our law is
the safest and sanest length and
should be sustained under all condi-
tions and no changes made therein.”
This Commission attended a meeting of
delegates from New Hampshire, Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
New York and New Jersey appointed by
the Governors of these states and in-
cluding representative fishermen, deal-
ers, scientists, state and National offi-
cials. 'This meeting was held in Woods
Hole, Massachusetts, July 12th, 1915,
and from what information they got
from the various representatives from
the different states the industry in the
states of Delaware, New Jersey, New
York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New
Hampshire and Massachusetts was prac-
tically paralyzed and the future ex-
tremely dark, and that the catch in all
of these states was decreasing very rap-
jidly, and they stated that Maine wa$ the
only bright star in the firmament of the
producing states, as they produced 65
per cent of all the lobsters caught along
the coast. These figures were made in
1913 and it has grown gradually worse
and the proportion since that time has
gone very laigely in favor of Maine.
By their unwise laws, and especially in
reducing from 10 1-2 inches, which they
all had once, a most serious decline has
come, and it was admitted that Maine
had showed the best judgment and had
sensge enough to retain the 10 1-2 inch
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law which had supported and maintain-
ed her position so much better than the
9 inch law had done in the other states.
It was admitted and agreed by the heads
of those great departments that the
10 1-2 inch law was the only wise and
safe law, and that they would like to
make a uniform law in all the states.
They all agreed that a uniform law
would be the right thing to have. To
have agreed to a uniform law it would
have been necessary for our Commission
to agree to change from the 10 1-2 inch
to a 9 inch law in the State of Maine to
conform with the other states, but in-
asmuch as it was admitted by these
great depariments that the 10 1-2 inch
law was the only wise and safe law for
the industry and that the other states
had ruined “heir business by having the
9 inch law, the Commission could not
agree to any uniform law unless the
other states were willing to come up to
our present law.

It was argued before your Committee
that the present law should be changed
to conform with the Massachusetts law.
Still all the evidence shows that the
business in being very rapidly depleted
in Massachusetts, and we cannot possi-
bly see wry if Massachusetts has a
wrong law that in order to harmonize
our laws we should adopt a law that has
practically annihilated their business.
At the present time there is an associa-
tion working in Massachusetts, com-
posed largelv of fishermen and people
interested it this industry, and they are
trying to bring about a new law making
a 10 inch law instead of 9 inches. This
demonstrates that they have seen the
errors of their way by being willing to
recommend .. more restrictive law, and
must mean that our law is right and
their law is wrong.

In my opinion the great trouble with
the prescnt law is the non-enforcemérnt
of it. Two years ago we passed a li-
cense law whereby each fisherman was
compelled to take out a license to fish
lobsters, and if any fisherman violated
the law the Commissioner had the right
to take awayv his license and stop him
from fishing. We don’t find in any one
case that this law has been enforced,
notwithstanding the fact that the evi-

dence brought before the committee
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shows that this law has been violated
persistently and that fully 50 per cent
of the lobsters caught less than 10 1-2
inches have been saved. Now if these
lobsters had been liberaled I believe you
would see a different condition in the
lobster business. The lobsters that are
caught below 10 1-2 inches are netting
the fishermen about 50 cents per lobster.
Now if wce are not able to have the lob-
ster fishermen observe this law and Iib-
erate all lobsters under 10 1-2 inches, is
it fair to suppose that they will observe
the law which makes it illegal to catch
lobsters above 13 3-8 inches when every
lobster above 13 inches is worth $2.00
to the lobster fisherman? 1f we cannot
enforce the present law we certainly
could not enforce the law recommended.

We realize in trying to formulate a
law to govern this business that we
meet with different conditions in differ-
ent sections of the State; but we do find
that wherever the law has been persist-
ently violated that the catch of lobsters
has been decreasing and that the large
lobsters above 13 3-S inches, the present
gauge recommended, have practically
disappeared from the waters, while
where the fishermen have reasonably ob-
served the law and thrown back all lob-
sters under 10 1-2 inches they arc get-
ting a good supply of large lobsters.

Most of the arguments in the House
would give you to understand that if
this law was accepted that we would get
cheaper lobsters and the people in the
State of Maine would be able to buy
them for their own consumption. Now
Gentlemen, I want you to understand
that supply and demand regulate the
price of every commodity, and during
the last 10 or 15 vears the demand for
lobsters has materially increased owing
to the installation of refrigerator cars
whereby people in Kansas City can have
live broiled lobsters as well as in the
State of Maine and Massachusetts. This
has increased the demand and no mat-
ter what law we may pass it will not
materially reduce the price of lobsters.

I believe, during the next two or three
vears, if this law was enacted, that the
lobster dealers would be able to make
a lot of money, but they would do this
to the permanent injury of the business.
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They might be able to make money
enough so that they could retire from
business, but the poor lobster fisherman
who is depending on this for a livelihood
from year to year would be absolutely
driven out of business.

I believe it is for the best interest of
the lobster fishery business to retain the
present law, and hope the Senate will
vote not to accept the minority report
of this committee.

Mr. President, T make the motion that
the majority report be accepted.

Mr. DEERING of York: Mr. Presi-
dent, I desire simply to ask the senator
from Washington a question.

The PRESIDENT: The senator from
York, Senator Deering, desires to ask
the senator from Washington a ques-
tion.

Mr.
can.

PEACOCK: I will answer it if I

Mr. DEERING: Has the commission
or body of men who has this subject un-
der consideration at the present time,
an idea to place a maximum gauge on
the lobsters that can be caught?

Mr. PEACOCK: I do not understand
the question, Senator.

Mr. DEERING: 1 understood you to
say that there was a commission or body
of men now making a study of this
cuestion, and I ask vou if they have in
mind placing a maximum gauge on the
lobsters that can be legally caught?

Mr. PEACOCK: That commission I
referred to was the commission of the
state of Massachusetts., You understood

that?
Mr. DEERING: Yes.
Mr. PEACOCK: My information is

that their recommendation is that the
law of Massachusetts be changed from
9 to 10 inches, saying nothing what-
ever of a maximum.

Mr. DEERING: And is that the com-
mission that Professor George W. Field
is chairman of?

Mr. PEACOCK:
sure about that.

I think so. I am not
My information came
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from the present commissioner of sea
and shore fisheries who attended that
meeting and reported to our committee
the result of their deliberations, Mr.
Dunbar.

Mr. BUTLER of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent, it would seem that the lobster, like
the poor, we have always with us. In
any event I hope we shall so conduct
ourselves that we may always have that
delectable morsel of food with us.

This double-gauge law, which has
been proposed, meets with favor only in
a. small section of our coast, and it
meets with favor in a section where a
bill was introduced to have a 9 inch law,
an out and out 9 inch law, and this law
has been accepted by those persons as
about as good as a 9 inch law.

We have had this present law—and
there is no sacredness about the age of
it particularly—but we have had it a
good many years, and today under that
law the lobster is on the increase in the
State of Maine, if I read the figures
aright, In 1913, if I may quote from the
commissioner's report, . there were
caught in the State of Maine 8,116,776
Ibs. of lobsters. That seemed the low
water mark. In 1914, according to the
commissioner’s report there were caught
in amount 8,632,915 1bs. of lobsters. In
1916, the last report, there were caught
in Maine under this law 10,155,047 lbs.
of lobsters. That shows an increase
since 1913 of nearly two million pounds.

While we have not yet heard from the
senators from Hancock county, if I mis-
take not in the expression of the face of
one of them we may, I believe that you
will find, senators, that Hancock county
and Washington county and Knox coun-
ty will be a unit for the present law.

Now what about those particular
counties who are most interested in
this law? Let us see where the lob-
sters are caught, where the great in-
dustry is. In 1916 there were caught in
my own county 2,196,200 1bs. of lohsters.
In the county of Washington, the home
county of the distinguished senator who
has just spoken, there were caught 2,-
343,488 Ibs. of lobsters. In the county of
Hancock, same year, there were caught
2,304,375 1bs. of lobsters. Those three
counties are more interested in the
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lobster law than all the other counties
combhined. They have in those coun-
ties not wholly obeyed the law, bhut
they have lived up to it reasonably
well, and in many sections admirably.
They want no change. They are suc-
cessful, and the lobster is being con-
served.

Now there are smaller counties: The
county of Sagadahoc last year caught
446,000 1bs. of lobsters in round num-
bers, the county of York 416,000. Now
I understand and am persuaded to be-
lieve that the county of York would
like a change in the present law. But
compare their catch of lobsters with
the catch of these other three counties
that I have named, and would it lead
you, fellow seunators, to change the law
because of a desire in one county. The
county of York catches practically the
same number of pounds of lobsters as
the whole State of Massachusetts,
which in 1916 caught 491,940 1bs. And
vet, gentlemen, we are asked to adopt
a law in this State which is practically
a 9-inch law because Massachusetts
has one, so as to have uniformity in
lobster legislation. Why, the catch of
lobsters in Massachusetts today under
a 9-inch law is infinitesimal. Do we
want to put Maine on the same footing
as ‘Massachusetts? What do I care
about the Massachusetts smacks com-
ing down here into Maine? If the fish-
ermen of Maine live up to the Maine
law the Massachusetts smacks cannot
buy 9-inch lobsters, and it is preposed
that in the next two years the present
law, if allowed to stand, shall he en-
forced so that thing will have to stop.
I am deeply concerned aboul this meas-
ure, 2s are my fellows in the eastern
part of Maine, the great place for “he
lobster industry.

This past week-end I had occasion to
zo down along our coast to Swan’s Is-
land, and I talked with some of the
fishermen there. They are very suc-
cessful in that section. They were very
much disturbed when I told them that
this double-gauge lobster law had
passed the House, and one of them
went over the island—and the people
are scattered—and in a very short time
he brought in to me a petition with
fifty signatures on it. He says, “If I
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had only had time I could have got ev-
ery man on the island”, something like
200, that would have registered their
copposition in this way: ‘“We, the un-
dersigned lobster fishermen, in Swan’s
Island, in the county of Hancock—I
trust the senator will pardon me for in-
truding upon his county of Hancock—
earnestly urge you to oppose the pass-
age of the so-called double-gauge lob-
ster, as we believe it would be a serious
blow to the lobster industry.”

I received yesterday morning before
leaving home a letter from three young
men who are lobster dealers in Rock-
land. 'That is a curious thing, too, that
I should get a letter of this kind from
a lobster dealer. If I mistake not, I
have seen lobster dealers over here
during the session advocating the
double-gauge law. But these men are
not only dealers, but they are fisher-
men. They have both ends of the bus-
iness. They are intcrested in both ends
of the Dbusiness. They own one
of the large islands off our coast
and send fishermen there to fish for
them. I want to read you this letter.
There is a good deal in it, and this is
from their view point, not mine. They
say: “We are opposed to the two
measure law on lobsters. Our reason
is this: If the fishermen will not put
the small lobsters back”’—and that is
something worth considering, gentle-
men, under the present law a 9-inch
lobster or 2 lohster under 10 1-2 brings
the fisherman about ten cents, not
much money, and yet they sell it —"in-
to the water as our present law reads,

curely thev would not put hack the
large oncs that would be worth $2. Of
course the Doston smacks will come

down on our ccast and buy those large
lobsters that the Maine smacks cannot
handle. We suggest the present law
well enforced will proteet the lohster
inductry much  better than  the two
measures. We will give vou the nuom-
her of lohsters eaught at Green island,
where we put back into the water all
the seed lohsters as well ag the small
ones. These are the catches of nine
men for four venrs: 1913, 49978 1loh-
sters in count; 1914, 65,493 in count; 1315,

51,272 in count; 1916. 63,543 in count.”
Now these men know what should
he done, and they have done the thing
Ce
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that the whole of Maine ought to do,
and the only reasonable thing to do,
throw over the small lobsters where
they are caught, and throw over the
seed lobsters where they are caught.
They have done that for years about
that island, with the result that one
fisherman on an average has caught
from six to seven thousands pounds
of lobsters a year. Take Monhegan
where the industry is very prosperous.
Those men have been a law unto
themselves. They do not allow a man
to violate the law there, if he does
he canot fish,—mnot any great length of

time, They have splendid fishing
there. Take Matinicus, another large
lobster center.

Gentlemen, in my judgment, and

vou will believe me if I tell you that
I am not a lobster fisherman,—in my
judgment, from all I can learn from
intimate association with the men who
catch the lobsters, who are interested
in the preservation of the industry as
no other class of men can be, the best
thing for the industry is to keep the
present law and enforce it by the ma-
chinery provided two years ago, which
has not been tried yet. There has
been no effort, so far as 1 can learn,
to enforce that law.

The fishermen in the main that have
been living up to the law want no °
change. Their lobstering in their
locality is fairly good. T have shown
you that in the State of Maine as a
whole, from the report of our com-
missioner of inland fisheries and game,
there hag been an increase during the
last three years rather than a decline.
They want no change, because they are
in doubt how this theory will work
out. They are in doubt whether they
could make a living under this law,.
And gentlemen, this proposed law has
never heeon tried in any state or coun-
try in the world. T think T am right
about that, if not T am willing to be
corrected, Tt is purely an academic
proposition reasoned out by a profes-
sor in his study. Tt might work well
possibly. But the doubhle-gauge law
proposed here, gentlemen, is not the
law suggested by this eminent scholar.
Professor Herrick, as has been ex-
plained by the distinguished Senator
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from Washington county. Far from it.
The law which he suggests is from 9
to 12, and not from 9 to 13 inches and
3-8. I think I am right about that,
gentlemen. He says, if I may read
just a sentence, “There is no other al-
ternative but to adopt a double-
gauge, placing the lega facs at say 9
and 12 inches, not 9 and 13 3-8.

I know not how the majority of
my fellows may feel on this propo-
sition. I have shown you, and you
will pardon me if I emphasize it, that
the section of Maine that I know di-
rectly about, the three counties that
I have named, according to the last
report caught more than six million
pounds of lobsters, more than all the
rest of our sea coast together. Those
counties do not want this law. And
surely they are as vitally interested
in their industry as the counties in
other sections where they have a
diminishing industry. 1 feel that this
should have some weight with you,
especially you men who know little, if
anything, from personal contact with
the lobster industry. I feel too, and I
feel it keenly, that the fishermen of
Maine are trusting us. They are let-
ting us alone, they are staying at
home attending to their fishing and
minding their own business, but they
expect us to give them such a law as
will meet with their approval. The
other side have been here. They are
here now. They have been here all
winter. We have heard their. side;
but we have heard little, if anything,
from the men so deeply concerned.
And I say to you, in closing, gentle-
men—and I have spoken at random—
let us stand by the interests of a ma-
jority of the fishermen of Maine.

Mr. DEERING of York: Mr. Pres-
ident, this is a question which con-
cerns the welfare of the whole State
of Maine, and I do not disagree with
my distinguished friends who have
spoken in one particular, and that is
that we are all trying to accomplish
the same results. They believe in ae-
complishing these results by the meth-
ods. which they have discussed with
you, and I believe in accomplishing
those results by the bill which is pro-
posed by this minority report.
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I understand that the minority re-
port was signed by four, was it, or
five?

Mr. BUTL.ER: Four; six to four.

Mr. DEERING: By four men of the
committee, so it is not such a small
minority report as it might be. Now
we are going to differ somewhat with
the distinguished gentlemen who have
spoken in many of the conclusions to
which they have arrived. We are go-
ing to disagree somewhat with this
voluminous document which was writ-
ten by Harman, Lewis and Donohue,
62 pages of it. We are going to show
before we get through that this
voluminous document differs in vari-
ous placss from itself, and we are go-
ing to prove that Professor Francis
H. Herrick recommends very nearly
the law which we propose.

The present law, as has been stated,
has been in vogue in this State a good
many years. It first saw the light of
day in the year 1879, when we had it
partly——part of the year in this State.
In 1895 we adopted it for all of the
vear in the State of Maine.

Lobster regulation is a regulation
that is very old. I think that lobster
regulation began in Sweden in 1686,
and has been going on down to the
present time, and ever since lobster
regulation has been going on under all
the laws we have had up to the pres-
ent moment, the lobsters have been
decreasing. It seems to me, gentle-
men, that up to the present time, none
ot the lobster legislation that we have
had touches the vital point of the
whole question. The vital point of the
whole questicn to my mind, and to the
mind of those who have put the most
study upon it, is the preservation of
the lobsters which produce the eggs,
and of the eggs themselves. I under-
stand from various books and pamph-
lets that have been handed around
here, that about one lobster in 22,000
less than 10 inches long bears eggs.
So you are not going to take very
much of a chance in destroying an egg
producer if you take them less than
that measurement. When a lobster
gets to be 12 inches in length, as I
understand it, it can produce 20,000
eggs; when 14 inches long the produc-
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tion is 40,000; 16 inches long 60,000
eggs; and 18 to 20 inches long, 80,000
to 100,000 eggs.

It will be seen that the lobsters of
the lowest lcgal length are the ones
that produce the least eggs. Various
experiments have been tried, hoth in
this country and Canada, to show
what happens in regard to the des-
truction of the eggs. l.eaving aside
for the moment the fact that the dis-
honest fisherman would brush off the
eggs if he could, of the female lobster
and keep her and sell her—Ileaving
that aside, the idea is this: The lobster
bears eggs about once every two
yvears. It bears them, as I understand
it, a period of eleven months, and they
hatch in a period of a week. That is,
they arc hatched for a period of a
week. When a lobster hatches it is
nothing but a speck—it is not a
lobster as I understand it. After he
has three or four changes he sinks to
the bottom around amongst the rocks
and sea-weeds and hides himself. Be-
fore he gets down there he is sub-
jected to all the birds of the air—the
kingfisher, the gulls and the fish
hawks make these small lobhster eggs
and small lobsters thcir prey while
they are floating. When they sink a
little farther down the dog fish eat
them, and further down I understand
the cod and cven the bhig lchsters
themselves cat them. So you see,
zentlemen, what a terrible chance the
lobster has before it arrives at the
place where it can protect himselt,
and out of all the eggs  hatlehed, my
undersitanding, from what I have read

and been told and had coxperience is
that about one egg in 15,000 ever
reaches maturity. 1 want to  submit

to yvon, gentlemien, right here, that if
the bum:in race had to undergo anv
stch hardships as beset the path  of
the lobst ithere would be some @difli-
culty in radsing a family.

I understand that this  cominitiee,
composcd  of  ITarman, Lewis and
Donohue, met with committees from
varicus other states, and I would like
to take up one or two of the matters
that they way they are agreed upon.
1 think by lvoking over the pages of
this document that they agree with me
in the figures which I have just quot-
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ed. But on page 19 of S. D. No. 120,
this committee said the following: “It
was admitted and agreed by the heads

of those great departments that the
ten and one-half inch law was the
only wise and safe law; that they

would like to have a uniform law in
all the states. We could all agree
that a uniform law would be the right
thing to have, if the conditions were
all alike. To have a uniform law, it
would be necessary for our commis-
sion to agree to recommend a change
from the ten and one-half inch law
to a nine inch, if the State of Maine
conformed to the other states.” They
say that the heads of all those de-
partments agreed to that. Now the
heads of all those departments—one of
them was Dr. George W. Field, and I
am going to read an article, part of an
article that George W. Field has writ-
ten to show whether he agrees with
this that they say that the heads of all
those departments agree to. This is
written by Dr. G. W. Field, and I am
going to assume that Dr. G. W, Field
is George W. Field for the purpose of
this argument. He says: “The chief
difficulty is that the majority of fish-
ermen cannot sce heyond the fact
that ‘if you protect the small lobsters

there are bound to be plenty of big
ones;’ they fail to carry the thought
farther and ask themselves, ‘If we
catch every large lobster possible

above 8 to 10} inches as soon as it
reaches the breeding age, where i the

supply of voung to come from?
These large lobsters are the in-
dividuals which produce from 30,000

to 160,000 young, pessibly annually, as
compared with 500 to 10,000 every two

vears, by thosze below 11 inches. We
do pot kill yvoung gceese bhefore they

reren mnrket size, but hold them un-
til ropid growth slackens, But if at
the wame time (fo make the compari-
son complete with  our methods of
dealing with the lobsters) we Killed
every old geose which we could find
we would soon come te the end of the

supply, both of geecse and goslings.
VWith the lessening number of eggs

produced annually would follow a di-
minished number of yvoung and the
curtailment oi the supply would come
with increasing acceleration.”
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This commission said that Dr.
George W. Field recommended that
the 10% inch law was thc one needed.

In this document writen by G. W.
Field, he says that you must preserve
the large lobsters as well as the small
ones. Furthermore, in this same
document, to turn over one page—
page 21, they recommend a greater an-
nual natural production of lobster
eggs. Where do they expect to get
the greater annual natural production
of lobster eggs if they are going to
leave the law as it is and allow fish-
ermen to catch all the lobsters that
produce the great number of eggs and
allow them to kill those that do not
have any eggs at all.

On the next page, page 22—this is
where the commission is recommending
that they adopt this resolve—Resolved
that we hereby express our ungualified
confldence in the bureau of fisheries—
until they get to the third one. The
third recommendation of the bureau of
fisheries is ‘“protection of the adults,
male and female, above and below the
optimum market size (the so-called
‘double-gauge’).” So they recommend
what the bureau of fisheries of the Unit-
ed States government says, and the bu-
reau of fisheries of the United States
government recommends the salvage of
eggs, and the double-gauge law, if that
amounts to anything.

T.et us sce how this particular thing
works out in practice. It is the practice
which concerns us in Maine, and not the
particular theory which we are discuss-
ing. About every afternoon in the sum-
mer when the automobiling is good from
Brunswick, yves, even from Bath, to the
New Hampshire line, in all those cities
and towns where the merry dietists or
the noble epicure have their habitat, the
frequent invitation is, Let us go up to
Portsmouth and have a lobster supper
at Hamm's. Of course in our part of
the State, as in all parts of the State,
there are those evil-minded individuals
who say that there is another com-
modity at Hamm's dispensed which
cheers the human system quite as much
as 9 inch lobsters do; but your knowl-
edge of the culture and refinement of
those people who go there of course will
dispel any such unworthy thoughts from

LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE, APRIL 3, 1917

vour mind. Of course I have heard that
there are people who go to Hamm’s for
both, and I have heard my medical ad-
viser say that both go well together.
Considering. however, the fact that the
Federal government has passed a bone
dry bill, and the State of Maine may
pass a bone dry bill, and we have in-
creased the strictness of our regulation
in regard to the confiscation of automo-
biles if they carry any liquor, and vari-
ous other severe restrictions have been
placed about such matters, I do not
think that anything can be proven
against the people who are returning
from New Hampshire into Maine this
summer unless we pass another statute
authorizing the sheriff to use the stom-
ach pump. (Laughter.)

But to return, I notice the figures that
the distinguished gentleman from Knox
quoted in regard to how many lobsters
are caught, or were caught for a year
past, last year I think, in Hancock,
Washington and Knox counties. I do
not remewber the exact figures, but I
think perhaps it was something like two
million pounds in each county, and down
in York ccunty 400,000 1bs., and he did
not say how much in Cumberland.

Mr. BUTLER: A million in Cumber-
land.

Mr. MARSHALL of Cumberland:
123,000 in Cumberland.

1,-

Mr. DEFERING: 1,123,000 in Cumber-
land. Now gentlemen, the argument is
from the opposition that they are the
people wh) know most about the law;

they are the ones most interested be-
cause they have caught the most lob-
sters. They say they do not want any

change in the law because they are
satisfled with it as it is. Down our way,
they say, vhere we don’t catch any lob-
sters, we 'want the law changed. Well,
why in th2 world shouldn’t we want it
changed? The fishing smacks and fish-
ermen from New Hampshire and Massa-
chusetts come down into York county,
and have been coming there for year
after year, and taking our lobsters away
from us and carrying them up to those
places to sell. They have not got down
as far as your counties yet, but when
they get down to your counties you will
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want this law just as much as we do.
That is why we do not get many lob-
sters in York county today and fewer in
Cumberland county than they get down
in those counties. It is because the
New Hampshire and Massachusetts fish-
ermen have come there and carried our
lobsters away, and that is what they
are going to do sooner or later to the
lobsters that are in Knox, Washington
and Hancock. That is just as true as
the gentlemen here live, the time will
come when they will 160k back upon this
legislature and see that they ought to
have advocated a double-gauge law for
the protection it would give them. Now
why: Because, gentlemen, the 9 inch
lobster is a legal lobster in New Hamp-
shire and in Massachusetts. When we
g0 to Hamm’s we eat our own 9 inch
lobsters caught along the coasts of York,
—along Fortune’s Rocks, Biddeford
pool, Harpswell—that is where New
Hampshire gets its lobsters; that is
where Massachusetts gets its lobsters,—
from the coast of York county which is
nearest to them. How many times you
will read the story of somebody going to
Biddeford pool, asking somebody for lob
sters.

They will reply, “A smack came in
from Boston last night and we have
Just shipped ours all away.” Or at
Scarborough the same reply, or at
Cape Porpoise the same reply. The
smacks come in from Boston, New-
buryport and Portsmouth, and they
ship all the lobsters from the coast of
York county to those cities. Now
when they get so scarce that we have
not any more and cannot supply
them, they are going to strike farther
down and take what iz in Cumberland
and what is in Bro. Butler’'s county,
in Knox, and finally they will go
down and take them away from
Washington and Hancock counties.
That is just what is going to happen.

They say that under this particular
law the amount of lobsters has in-
creased in the last two years. Well,
that may he so. They may have in-
creased a Iittle. But from 1895 down
to 1913 they decreased from fourteen
million pounds to seven million
pounds.

Mr. BUTLER:
wasn’'t it?

Eight  million,
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Mr. DEERING: My book says
seven.

v Mr. BUTLER: This report says

eight million in 1913.

Mr. DEERING: A million pounds
more or less—I want to get it right.
Comparative statistics of the lobster
product of the Atlantic coast states
for various years from 1880 to 1913.
I find that year should be 1880, that is
when the law began in Maine, 14,234,-
182 lbs. of lobsters; in 1913, 7,670,667.
That is what I find in this book. This
is the United States bureau of fish-
eries, department of commerce. For
all practical purposes, any way—if
the reports of the State and the gov-
ernment differ a little, they do not
differ much-—the fact is that since
1880, when we had the 103 inch law,
down to 1913, the Ilobsters had de-
creased more than half.

Now see what happened to the price.
In 1880, when they were getting four-
teen million pounds, they were worth
$268,000, and in 1913, when they were
getting seven million pounds, just half
as much, they were worth $1,525,000—
say, half as much lobsters were worth
five times more in 1913 than in 1880.

Thut means something to another
class of people besides the Ilobster
fishermen and the lobster dealers.

That means something to the class of
people that we represent, the public,
They are the ones that are concerned
in the lobster industry as well as the
dealers or the fishermen. Compari-
son has been made between the
amount of lobsters produced in the
State of Maine and in the state of
Massachusetts and Rhode Island and

those other states. But I want the
Senate just to remember that the
State of Maine, with all its inden-~
tures and coves and bays, has two

thousand miles coast, which probably
is as long as all the rest of the coast
put together where they catch lob-
sters. So that comparison of total
numbers doeg not prove any particular
thing.

Go on with this fact, that New
Hampshire and Massachusetts desire
to keep our law as it is. They claim
that all laws ought to be uniform in
regard to lobsters, but just notice
where they keep their law. They
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have the 9 inch law in Massachusetts,
and they recommend that we keep a
10% inch law. If they are so sincere
that a 104 inch law is correct, why in.
the world do they mnot adopt the 10%
inch law themselves in Massachu-
setts? Well, the reason is this. A
smack can come down here and get
right outside of the three mile limit
and buy a 9 inch lobster from one of
our fishermen at an illegal price and
then go up to Massachusetts and sell
that same lobster at a legal price, and
that is why Massachusetts wants us
to keep a law that is different from
theirs, so they can get our poor fisher-
men and trade with them on illegal
prices and go to Boston and sell them
at five or six times the price they pay
for them.

I have a letter here from Edward
Jameston & Sons, Portsmouth, N. H.,
written to Mr. Frank H. Ellis, dated
March 31: “Dear sir: We understand
that the DMaine Legislature has passed
a double gauge-law; and this is to
come before the Senate next week.
If this law passes it will make a
hardship for the dealers in New
Hampshire. We would like to have it
remain the old length, ten and one-
half inches long. Do all you can to
have it remain as it is. Thanking you
for the favor, we are, respectfully, E.
Jameson & Sons.”

And 1 understand Edward Jameson
is now a member of the Massachusetts
Legisiature, and he has written this
letter down here to Representative

Ellis, asking us to keep the same
lobster law we have because it is go-
ing to be a great hardship to the
"dealers in New Hampshire if we
change it.

Another one—Edward S. Downs, a
fish dealer, 67 Market Street, Ports-

mouth, N. H., written to the same Rep-
resentative: “Please do all you can to
kill that double-gauge lobster law for
it will be better for us in New Hamp-
shire. E. S. Downs.”

Now to take up what Professor Her-
rick has said. I understand that the
gentlemen who are in the. opposition
here say that Professor Herrick rec-
ocmmends a 9 and 12 inch law, a double-
gauge. Well, if they admit Professor
Herrick knows what he is talking
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about, here is a lecture he gave before
the committee on sea and shore fisher-
ies of Maine. I think he has given
about the same figures that I have giv-
en. On page 11, quoting from Professor
Herrick, he says: ‘“The quickest way
to destroy any animal is to kill its
adults, because ycu strike at the source
of its eggs.” Now if whoever read
what Professor Herrick has said had
continued further in reading what he
recommended, they would have read
further than that paragraph where he
says 9 to 12 inches is the proper length
and the only length, and if they had read
in the third paragraph on the 14th page,
they would have read this—after speak-"
ing of his recommendation of 9 ana 12
irches in total body length, and weight
from ore to 2 3-4 lbs. he says: “The
precise terms of these limits are not so
vital, provided we preserve the prin-
ciple of protecting the larger and more
productive adults.” That sentence,
gentlemen, explodes the whole theory
that they have built this case up upon.
He recommends the principle and says
those particular measurements are not
so vital provided they adopt the prin-
ciple.

1 have not much more to say upon this
suhject, but I desire to say that this is
not an academic proposition. It is a
proposition where the law as it is now
has proven to be a destruction or the
lobsters and the lobster industry. From
the first year that it was adopted it
has cul the amount of lobsters almost
in half, and it has increased the price
five times.

It has been suggested by one of the
senators who has spoken that if we
rass this bill, we make it illegal for H.
D. No. 702 to pass. In that hill it is
rrovided that the large female lobsters
bearing eggs can be caught and de-
livered to some government officer or
some state. official for the protection of
its eges. That bill is now on the table,
and bhefore this bill passes, if there is
any inconsistency in that with this law,
a proner amendment will be made so
that it will not be illegal to market
those female lobsters, or sell female
lohsters to the government officials
lezally.

Now another principle

involved is,
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above 13 1-2 inches, of 3-8, whatever it
is, are all adults, both male and female,
of large productive sizes. At the pres-
ent day the law requires that the re-
male lobsters bearing eggs should be
put back into the water. That is all
right as far as it goes. But you know,
and everybody knows that the eggs
have to be fertilized, and there is no
provision in the law at all now to pro-
vide for putting back any male lob-
sters, and science teaches that the sex-
es of the lobsters, in order to secure the
best production should be about equal.
The law as it is now allows us to de-

stroy all the male lobsters you
can catch, no matter how big
they are, and allows us to destroy
all the female lobsters unless you

happen to catch them bearing eggs.
Now they only bear eggs about half
the time. So by that law as it is now,
vou only protect one sex half of the
time. Ry the law that we propose you
protect both sexes all the time above
this measurement. And we contend,
and we think we have the documents
here to prove it, that the law that pro-
tects both sexes all the time is far bet-
ter than the law that protects one sex
half the time.

Mr. GILLIN of Penobscot: Mr.
President, just a moment of the valu-
able time of the members of the Senate.

I do not profess to pe able, my fellow
senators, to give you a diagnosis of the
habits of the lobster. In order to as-
certain where T am at myself, as 1 con-
fess T know but very little about the
subject matter, T have paid great at-
tention to the arguments of the dis-
tinguished zentlemen, pro and con, and
1 can give my views in about two min-
utes. I know you will be glad to know
I am not going to inflict a speech upon
you.

It seems {0 me that the distinguished
senator who has just spoken admits that
Washington, Hancock and Knox are at
least protected amply and well by the
present law, where the great mass of
lobsters in the State of Maine are
caught. That much I have got into my
head because it has been admitted. In
the county of York, not only the amount
caught is small but the lobsters are
small. Now I have also got that into
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my head. Furthermore than that, the
states of New Hampshire and Massachu-
setts that have a 9 inch law are so de-
void of all kinds of lobsters that they
are coming down to York county to buy
our 9 inch lobsters against our law. Now
that is something else I have got into
my head out of these arguments.

But there is something else to it. If
the great counties of the State of Maine
that furnish this great, lucrative indus-
try for the balance of the people of the
State of Maine can protect their lobster
fishing under the now existing law,
which admittedly does protect them,
then they must admit that it is because
certain officers in the State of Maine
who are delegated by the authority of
the State and paid for by the money of
the State, are violating their duties
when they allow a few 9 inch lobsters in
the county of York to be illegally sold.
Therefore, leaving out the breeding of
the lobster and getting down to the cold
facts, it seems to me that I know as
much about the lobster fishing industry
at Monhegan and Matinicus as any other
man within the area of the State of
Maine or New England, for about fifteen
vears there is scarcely a Saturday or a
Sunday that I am not down round there
in a yacht which buys lobsters—not
owned by me by any manner of means,
because I would not be able to buy the
lobsters we use in the yacht—and we
know what class of lobsters they sell
and what class they throw back.

In conclusion, my fellow senators,
when the great lobster industries of the
State of Maine under the present law
are amply and well protected, and in the
states that are now under a 9 inch law,
they have so used up their lobsters that
they have to come down and violate our
law by buying a few 9 inch lobsters in
York, I think it is time that the distin-
guished senators in this legislative body
paid attention to the arguments of those
distinguished senators that come from
the counties where the great lobster in-
dustries are being protected in the inter-
ests of all and for the interests of every-
body. And if they have got law violat-
ors in New Hampshire and law violators
in Massachusetts, and come down here
to induce our citizens to violate our
laws, there is no reason under heaven
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why we should attempt to destroy the
great lobster industry of an entire state,
which coming hot from the mouth of
those who oppose that industry they ad-
mit that they are coming down to a time
where there is only a small portion of
your Ilobsters caught,—and those are
small lobsters. And I second the mo-
tion of the distinguished senator from
Washington, that the majority report be
accepted.

Mr. AMES of Washington: Mr. Pres-
ident: The senators on the committee
on sea and shore fisheries have given
ample reason for the retention of the
present so-called lobster law. I want to
remind my fellow senators of the neces-
sity for its retention as a matter of
political economy.

You all remember how Senators u-
gene Hale, William P. Frye and John D.
Long, fought for the upbuilding of the
merchant marine and the Gloucester
fishermen, so we could Kkeep in training
sailors who could readily be transformed
into marines. How the western dele-
gation in Congress ridiculed and defeat-
ed their legislation, and today we have
a weak navy, partially manned.

It has been exemplified that U boats
can successfully invade our shores. Na-
val attaches are today scouring the
coast of Maine for experienced surfmen
to man speedy gasoline scout boats. T
feel if you pass the nine inch lobster
law and you will put out of business the
thousands of lobster fishermen who are
especially trained not only for scouts
but for marines. You will be sacrificing
your last line of defense. Don’t legis-
late for the benefit of a few Iobster deal-
ers, at the sacrifice of the lobster indus-
try of the State of Maine and your coast
guard.

Mr. DEERING: Mr. President, I
wish to make just an addition of a
few words. Perhaps I .would better
preface my remarks by saying they
are going to be partly in answer to
the distinguished Senator from Pe-
nobscot, Senator Gillin.

I understand him to say that he sec-
onds the motion of the distinguished
gentleman from Washington, relying
upon that understanding that he has,
that there are a few law-breakers in
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New Hampshire and Massachusetts
that come down into York county and
destroy the lobster industry of York
county, and that the rest of the state
in all right.

I had hoped that the distinguished
senators here would pay some atten-
tion to the scientific gentlemen who
have made studies of these things all
their lives. I had hoped that the idea
of preserving the eggs of the lobster,
preserving the adult lobsters for the
purpose of propagation of the race
would make some impression upon the
distinguished senators here assembled.
I understand now, however, that there
are some who are going to ignore
the fact that the adult lobsters are
the ones who produce the race, and
they are going to throw this whole
question off upon an idea that there
are law-brcakers in New Hampshire
and in Massachusetts, and that these
gentlemen who raise the most lobsters
are perfectly satisfied with the law.

T say to this distinguished gentle-
man from 1’enobscot, as I do to these
gentlemen, that the time is coming
and has now arrived when York coun-
ty lobsters are no longer profitable for
these smack men to come after, and
they have ulready begun in Cumber-
land, and taey are going down your
coast and take every single county in
turn, and tiey are going to rob the
State of Maine in Hancock county, and
Knox, and Washington, just the same
as they have robbed us in York and
Cumberland counties of our lobsters.
And when they say that the only thing,
only question of this whole argument
is that York county gets vobbhed by
violators of the law from New Hamp-
shire and Massachusetts and ignore all
the geientific arguments that are made,
they ignore such men as Professor
Francis H. Herrick, Professor George

W. Field, and all those distinguished
gentlemen, who have declared ahove
their signstures and in public print

time and time again that the double-
gauge system in which you protect the
immature and the adults, is the only
scientific way to protect the lobster
industry, just the same as it is the
only scientific way to protect every
single industry which thrives in the
State of Muaine.
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It is true, gentlemen, that Washing-
ton, Hancock and Knox produce more
lobsters now than we do in York and
Cumberland counties. But it is not
so that they always did. They produce
them now because Massachusetts and
New Hampshire let them alone and
refuse to change their law so that
they can come down and get ours.
And 1T say to you—

Mr. BUTLER: Will the gentleman
permit a correction?

Mr. DEERING: Certainly.

Mr. BUTLER: We have seen Mas-
sachusetts smacks down in Knox
county. I do not think they confine
their operations, if T may make a

statement, exclusively to York.

Mr. DEERING: 1 accept the sug-
gestion of the gentleman from XKnox
county that they come down to Knox
county. That may be true. They may
come as far as Washington or Hancock.
But it is very unlikely that anybody
with a gasoline boat should go down to
Knox county if he can go to York
beach and get them from Portsmouth,
or down to Washington or any of those
places that are three or four hundred
miles away, when he has right under
his nose in York ‘ajrd Cumberland
counties plenty of places he can go to
get the lobsters without coming so far.
I have no doubt, as the Senator from
Knox savs, that they have seen smacks
down there and that smacks come
down there and take away some of
their lobsters; but I do not think that
any where near the number come down
there as do to our shores and take
our lobsters away.

I desire to say that this whole ques-
tion is a question not for today, not
for this year, but for the future. We
have shown you what happened to our
lobsters. We have shown you that
the present law, which has been in
force thirty-eight years, has not pro-
tected them. Under thirty-eight years
operation of this present law the lob-
ster supply has been cut in two, and
the worth has increased five times.
And now to have this whole question
thrown off, all the scientific facts dis-
regarded, and blamed upon some law-
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breakers in New Hampshire and Mas-
sachusetts, is not the proposition
worth thinking about? We are trying
for the same thing that these gentle-
men are trying for. We are trying to
protect this industry for the whole
State of Maine. The time is going to
arrive, nay, the time is now here, when
we should pass a law which would pro-
tect not only the small lobsters, but
those that lay the eggs.

Gentlemen, I desire to protect Lin-
coln and Knox and Hancock and
Washington counties as much as they
desire to protect themselves. But I
want them to take from the example
of York and Cumberland counties a
lesson home to themselves, that lobster
fishermen will come where Ilobsters
are, and when ours are all gone theirs
are going to disappear the same way.
This is the time to change the law,
not wait until you lose your lobsters
the same as we have lost ours. Take
it at the time when you can protect
them and not wait until your lobsters
are gone.

Gentlemen, T hope the minority re-
port of this committee will be accept-
ed. Tt is the proper report, in my
mind, to accept.

Mr, GILTIN: Mr, President, just one
word., T think I can appcal to the dis-
tingitished senator himself, and I think
T can puncture the scientific knowl-
edge of some of these gentlemen with
a cold poriard of simple common
senge. The law as now upon your
statute bhooks protects all of the
small lobstcers under 10% inches. Does
the gentleman mean to say that on
that side of the question, if you put
vour law down to 9 inches, that they
will he any Dbetter protected, Mr.
President and gentlemen of the Sen-
ate? Does any scientific man that
ever studied the question, in an age
of scientific principles, put such an
absurd proposition up to the thinking
gentlemen of this Senate, that cut-
ting vour law down from a 10% inch
law to a 9 inch law will protect your
small lobsters?

Mr. WOOD: Mr. President, coming
from the great fishing county at Han-
cock, where it has been aptly said
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that in Hancock, Washington and
York we do the great bulk of the
fishing, I think we ought to be taken
into consideration. I just want to say
a word. So much has already been
said, and the hour is late, so I will not
attempt to make any extended re-
marks. Perhaps it would not be ne-
cessary. I could not add anything,
Mr. President. But I want to say that
I have been interested in lobsters for
years, ever since I was a bare-footed
boy down on the shores of French-
man’s bay, when I used to take a
pitchfork and go down among the
rockweed and catch lobsters., They
were born about 10% inches Ilong in
those days, you know.

Now Mr. Redman, Representative
Redman, from my nearby town of
Ellsworth—city they call it—I beg
their pardon—said in the House the
other day a very apt thing. He said,
“This is a double-barrel gun, but only
one barrel is loaded.”” Now the idea
is simply this, the way it looks to us
down in Washington and Hancock
counties, that this double-gauge law
is simply a disguise for a 9 inch law.
That is all there is to it. Now we say,
let the law alone. OQur fishermen say
that. They write me hundreds of
letters, and by petitions and by tele-
phone, and all through that section,
they say, “This is good enough as it
is. I.et it alone., Don’t have any
change.” The only note of wanting
a change from my section is from the
dealer. He is a very good friend of
mine, and he gives me bhusiness in my
law office, but at the same time he is
a dealer in lobsters and he wants the
change, and he is the only one that
expresses that note. The others say,
Let well enough alone.

This double-gauge business works
on another idea. Up in New Hamp-
shire and Massachusetts they can
serve a lobster that is 9 inches long
and get a dollar for it just the same

as if it was 13 inches long. They
want to catch those 1little ones.
Another thing, just briefly. I wish

vou all could have read the speech of
the distinguished representative from
Stonington, Mr. Harman, in the House
the other day. He knows something
about lobsters. He has bheen engaged
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in the lobster business for eighteen
yvears. He ras made a scientific study
of it. He is not a Republican either,

and he spok: against his Democratic

colleague, Mr. Goldthwait, in the
House the other day and said, “Let
this lobster law alone. After two

yvears of careful study by the commis-
sion we are satisfied that the law is
best just as it is.” And who makes
this 9 inch? The distinguished sena-

tor from enobscot, Senator Gillin,
has taken all the meat out of that.
You haven’t got to make this gauge

nine inches in order to save your big
lobsters and protect and preserve your
race. That is all nonsense. It is
just simply @ subterfuge to get the 9
inch law. 7That is what they put the
double-gauge on for. .

Another thing, how much would it
affect York and Cumberland counties
should you put this 13% inch law into
effect. Some fisherman was overheard
to say, “Oh. we don’t care anything
about it. We get a hundred 9 inch
lobsters where we don’t get one 133%
inches long.” I do not know whether
that was true or not. He was over-
heard saying that in an aside. It is
probable that they catch a great many
more 9 inch lobsters than they do the
larger ones. But it affects very ma-
terially down in Hancock and Wash-
ington and Knox counties.

Then there is one thing that Repre-
sentative Eaton, who knows some-
thing about the lobster law, says, that
new over twenty smacks go down into
the provinces in the spring of the year
and bring up lobsters, big lobsters,
and all those big seed lobsters have to
be liberated in Maine waters, and
those would be shut off if they put
this double-gzauge into effect. He says
that is why the lobster supply is be-
ing kept up now at the present time,
those seed ‘obsters are being thrown
over into tre water and are keeping up
the supply. And he says, and they say
in their report, and in the report that
the distingiished senator from Knox,
Senator Buatler, read, that the lobster

industry i+ increasing. It was at a
low ebb i 1913, and it has increased
since ther under the present law,

Without taking more of your time—I
wish I had : little more, but I will not
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- take it; so many good things have
been said about it, it is unnecessary to
say any more,

I hope, Mr. President and Senators,
that the majority report will prevail.

Mr. BUTLER: I move that when the
vote be taken, it be taken by the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDENT: The question be-
fore the Senate is on the motion of the
Senator from Washington, Senator
Peacock, that the Senate adopt the
majority report of the committee on
sea and shore fisheries, and the Sena-
tor from Knox moves that when the
vote is taken it be taken by yeas and
nays.

A sufficient number having arisen,
the yeas and nays were ordered and
the secretary called the roll.

Those voting yea were: DMessrs.
Ames, Bartlett, Baxter, Burleigh, But-
ler of Knox, Conant, Davis, Gillin,
Higgins, Holt, Merrill, Peacock, Peter-
son, Ricker, Walker Wood—16; and
those voting nay were: Messrs. Boyn-
ton, Chick, Deering, Fulton, Googin,
Gordon, Grant, Hastings, Lord, Mar-
shall, Stanley, Swift—12. Absentees:
Messrs. Butler of Franklin and Davies.

Sixteen Senators having voted in the
affirmative and twelve in the negative,
the motion of the Senator from Wash-
ington, Senator Peacock, prevailed.

On motion by Mr. Swift of Kenne-
bec, the vote was reconsidered where-
by Senate 173, An Act to extend the
time within which the provision of
Chapter 186 of the Private and Spe-
cial Laws of 1915, providing for reor-
ganization or consolidation of the rail-
road companies cnstituting the Boston
& Maine Railroad system may be ex-
ercised, was passed to be enacted.

On further motion by the same sen-
ator the bill was tabled.

On motion by Mr, Higgins of Pen-
obscot, a recess was declared until
2.30 o’clock this afternoon.

After Recess

Senate called to order by the Presi-
dent at 2.30 o’clock.
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On motion by Mr. Davies of Cum-
berland, a recess was taken until 3
o’clock.

After Recess

On motion by Mr. Higgins of Pen-
ohscot, H. D. 555, An Act to provide
for expenses of the Legislature for sal-
aries fixed by law for departmental ex-
penses of the State government and
for the maintenance of the several
State institutions during the period of
the biennial session of the Legislature,
was taken from the table.

On further motion by the same sen-
ator the bill was passed to be enacted.

On motion by Mr. Hastings of Andros-
coggin, H. D. 641, An Act for better pro-
tection against adulterated or misbrand-
ed fertilizers, was taken from the table.

Mr. HASTINGS of Androscoggin: Mr.
President, I now move that the bill be in-
definitely postponed, and that when the
vote 1s taken it be taken by the yeas
and nays.

Mr. PETERSON of Aroostook: Mr.
President, I move that the Dbill be tabled.

Mr. GRANT of Cumberland: Mr. Pres-
ident, may I ask the senator to assign
a day?

Mr. HASTINGS: Mr. President, I call
for the yeas and nays on that question.

The PRESIDENT: The gquestion before
the Senate is on the motion of the sena-
tor from Aroostook, Senator Petersen,
that this bill be tabled, which takes
precedence of the motion of the senator
from Androscoggin that it be indefinitely
postponed.

A rising vote was had and 3 senators
votiné in the affirmative and 14 in the
negative the motion of the senator from
Aroostook was lost.

Senator Hastings withdrew his motion
asking for the yeas and nays, and the
bill was then indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Higging of Penob-
scot, S. D. 693, An Act to amend Section
45 of Chapter 117 of the Revised Statutes,
providing for tlerk hire in the office of
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the county attorney of Penobscot, was

taken from the table.

The pending question being on the mo-
tion by Senator Grant to indefinitely post-
pone the bill.

Mr. HIGGINS of Penobscot: I move
that we concur with the House in pasgs-
ing this bill to be engrossed.

Mr. DEERING of York: Mr. Presi-
dent, T would like to ask the senator
from Penobscot, if this is not one of
those salaries and fees bills that was
reported adversely by the committee on
salaries and fees?

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. President, I will
say that it is not.

Mr. GRANT of Cumberland: Mr.
President, I will say that I thought it
was when I tabled it, but have found
out differently.

The PRESIDENT: The Chair was in
error in stating the pending question
on this bill. The pending question is
on the adoption of House Amendment
A. House Amendment A strikes out the
word “sixth” in the fourth line and in-
serts the word “fifth.”

House Amendment A was adopted
and the bill as amended was passed to
be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Walker of Somer-
set, H. D. 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, was taken from the table.

Mr. WALKER: I now move that this
bill be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. BARTLETT of Kennebec: Mr.
President, T hope the motion of the Sen-
ator from Somerset, will not prevail
This was a bill that come before the
committee on taxation two years ago,
and it repealed the tax on sheep and
swine, and on live stock wunder 30
months of age. I understand that in
certain towns there is considerable of
this property and I do not think it
works anywhere to the general advan-
tage. I think it should pass, as it has
already gone through the House, al-
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lowing this class of property to be
taxed.

Mr. WALKER: Mr. President, the
object of tae passage of this bill two
vears ago was to encourage the farm-
ers to raise neat stock and sheep. I
think it has been an encouragement to
that end, and for that reason I believe
it should b2 continued during the com-
ing two years.

Mr. BUTLKER of Franklin: Mr. Pres-
ident, the iaotention of this law I think
was correc:. but as it worked out in
practice I can see where it is of very
little advanlage. You take the sheep
around the State, they are in small
flocks and will not be appraised by the
assessors for more than about $3 each.
If a man is losing money on them now,
six or seven cents won't make but very
little change

We have stock in some sections of the
State where it is in quite large quanti-
ties that ttis law exempts. In my own
town we have one party own cattle
that would e exempt—1I think he must
have had last spring one-fourth of all
the stock *hore was in town.

As one ol the assessors taking the
valuation, it did not appeal to the farm-
ers I met &s being of any particular
advantage. With most of them the
stocks would be so small that they did
not seem arxious about it. There are
places where it exempts quite a large
amount, in one spot, and it would be my
judgment thst without the law it would
be better and more satisfactory to the
farmers in the State.

I would hcpe that the motion of the
Senator from Somerset will not pre-

vail.
Mr. FULTON of Aroostook: Mr.,
President, [ think that I can say from

experience nr observation in my own
county tha: the exemption of sheep and
stock of ci:rrain ages as mentioned in
the bill passed two years ago has had
the effect 10 increase that stock in my
own town.

I know that quite a number of years
ago, when quite a small boy in that
county, ther= used to be great herds of
young cattle and of sheep. Within the
past few years, and since the people of
the county went into the culture of po-



LEGISLATIVE RECORD—SENATE, APRIL 3, 1917

tatoes almost wholly, they have neg-
lected the raising of stock, and especi-
ally sheep, but I have noticed this past
two or three years that the number of
sheep have increased markedly, and
they also have gone more into stock
raising. I fancy the exemption of that
class of stock in the bill passed two
vears has had an effect in increasing
shecp and young cattle in the county.

I am not posted, especially, but that
has been my observation, and I have
talked with a number of farmers who
look upon the matter as I do.

I hope the motion of the senator
from Soinerset, will not prevail.
Mr. MERRILL, of Somerset: Mr.

President, onc of the great interests of
the State of Maine is the agricultural
interest, farming, and I think every-
one who has had any experience or
has any knowledge of the farming in-
terests of this State will allow that the
great and one of the most important
propositions for the farmer is the rais-
ing of some stock.

You cannot farm it, properly, unless
yvou do raise stock, and feed the pro-
ducts of the farin on the farm, and
thereby build it up and make it better.
That is the only way to farm. Your
fertilizer bill that you have just pass-
ed into oblivion is the thing that has
made poor the farmers of the State
of Maine. It is all right to raise pota-
toes on, but when you come to rais-
ing hay and grain on fertilizer alone,
vou can’t do it. The important thing
is to have the stock in the tie-up, feed
out your hay, feed out your grain and
fced out everything you raigte on the
farm and sell it in the mature crop,
the beef and mutton and pork. That
is where you get your money from the
farm, and that is how you build up the
farm.

The Legislature of this State exempted
from taxation all sheep and swine, and
neat stock up to thirty months of age,
and mules and young colts up to six
months old. What are we doing here if
we pass this bill todayi You are taking
away the first boon you ever handed out
to the farmers in the world in the score
of taxation. The farmer is taxed more,
he pays a higher rate of taxation on his
propérty than any other class of property
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in the State of Maine. His farms are
taxed nearer to the full value than any
other real estate in the State.

You may go into your towns and vil-
lages and cities and you see a set of
buildings that cost from ten to fifty
thousand dollars, and how much are they
taxed fort Ten thousand dollars may be
taxed for four or five thousand, and that
will be the limit. Your fifty thousand
dollar house will be taxed ten or twelve
thousand and that will be the limit. Take
your farm that is worth twenty thousand
dollars, and how much will it be taxed
for? It will be taxed practically for
twenty thousand dollars, and then your
assessors will hunt around and find every
little calf, every hen and turkey and
pig and colt and heifer and steer, and
they will put a valuation on of practi-
cally the full value.

‘What have we heard about the intangi-
ble property in the State of Maine dur-
ing this whole session? We have heard
that not one-tenth or one-twentieth part
of it is taxed.

I say not only was that bill passed for
the purpose of encouraging the farmers
to raise more stock, to raise more sheep,
to raise more hogs, and better their
farms, but it was passed for the pur-
pose of evening up a little, if possible,
with these men that have this intangi-
ble proverty and do not pay a mill on it.

Mr. President, and fellow Senators, I
hope you will see that this motion of
the Senator from Somerset, Mr. Walker,
prevails.

Mr. BARTLETT: Mr. President, as a
member of the committee on taxation
two vears ago, I was in favor of this
hill which took the tax off this class of
property and the only rcason that I re-
call before the committee was that it
might encourage the agricultural inter-
ests to that extent, although we all felt
that it might be to only a small extent
in view of the small tax. As stated by
the Senator from Franklin, Senator
Butler, the information I get at the
present time is that it has not had the
effect to stimulate this, as it seemingly
would, but it has had the effect to ex-
cmpt herds of a few large breeders. In
other words, it exempts those people
who are doing a large business of that
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nature, whereas in a large business on
other matters they have to pay taxes,
and I feel that it is wise to repeal this
bill.

Mr. WALKER: Mr. President, while
the tax is small, yet I know the farm-
ers in Maine appreciate the fact that the
legislature of Maine two years ago re-
membered them even in a slight degree.
And if they repeal that law they will
also remember that the legislature of
Maine remembers them in this legisla-
ture.

Vir. BUTLER: Mr. President, it has
been stated that more farmers are go-
ing into sheep raising than perhaps
have been going into that business rer
a few years. The price of the product
has much to do with that. Wool 1is
bringing something, and sheep ancl
lambs are worth something today.

I started into business in 1892, and
paid farmers in the locality where I
was 25 cents a pound for wool in 1892,
Twenty-five cents seemed to pay for
ihe product fairly well, and there were
many sheep in the locality where I
was., The next year we paid them 18c
a pound for wool, and the next year
after that in 1894, we paid 16c. In 1895
we paid 12c¢ for first quality wool, and
9¢ for second grade.

You can all remember the situation,
and that after that date the sheep in-
dustry ceased in Maine. There were
no sheep except in isolated places, and
there have been none up to the pres-
ent time. Of course prices now will
guarantee keeping sheep, and possibly
farmers may maintain flocks again as
fast as they can produce them, but this
amount that is exempt from the aver-
age farmer, as I met them, they con-
sidered it more as a joke.

If you ¢an help them in any way, in
a way that wculd have some money
consideration to them, and exempt all
neat stock, I would not oppose a meas-
ure of that kind. I do not think for the
average farmer over the State that the
amount exempt pays for the bother of
sifting it out in making the assess-
ments.

I have no objection to the principle
of exempting neat stock to benefit the
farmer, and I would be favorable to
exempting it all, but this hits in such
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a small way, and you have to sort it

out in assessing, and I think it is of
but very little value.
Mr. WOOD of Hancock: Mr. Presi-

dent, I am not a candidate for anything
except to come back here again after

two years, if I have good luck, for I
have made so many friends, that I want
to meet them again I am not a can-
didate for anything more Iimportant
than that, and I attach due importance
to that position So that I am not say-
ing what I say to get the farmers’
votes, but in listening—I do not pre-
tend to know anything about farming—
but in listening to Senator Walker and
to Senator Merrill, their arguments ap-
pealed to me as perhaps being disinter-
ested in a way, not claiming to have
any special interest, and I believe prob-
ably they are right and if we can extend
any encouragement to the farmer in
this small way—as has heen said by the
oposition it does not amount to very
much as a matter of taxation, but some-
times these little encouragements held
out to the farmer, while he is proper-
ous, lives comfortably, gets on well,
at the same time he does not have such
a wonderful cinch of it but what he
may be glad to have this little encour-
agement.

It strikes me, fellow senators, that we
better hold out this help, and I am in
favor of leaving the matter as it is to
encourage the farmers.

The PRESIDENT: The question befors
the Senate is on the motion of Senator
Walker of Somerset that this bill be -in-

definitely postponed. The bill is very
short and the Chair will read it: ‘“An
Act repealing Paragraph 6, Section 6,

Chapter 10 of the Revised Statutes, relat-
ing to the exemption of certain live stock
from taxation.

Section 1. Paragraph 6, Section 6,
Chapter 10 of the Revised Statutes is
hereby repealed.

Section 2. All other acts or parts of
acts Inconsistent with the foregoing are
hereby repealed.”’

This part'repeals the law whereby a
certain eclass of animals on the farm is
exempt from taxation.

Mr. WALKER: Mr. President, when
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the vote is taken I ask that it be taken
by a division.

A rising vote was had and 22 senators
voting in the affirmative and four in the
negative the motion of the senator from
Somerset, Senator Walker, prevailed, and
the bill was indefinitely postponed.

On motion by Mr. Davis of Piscata-
quis, S. D. 208, An Act to secure infor-
mation relating to the yearly cut of
timber from the wild land townships
was taken from the table.

On further motion by the same sen-
ator the vote was reconsidered whereby
this bill was passed to be engrossed.

The same senator then offered Sen-
ate Amendment A to Senate Document
208: ““Amend by inserting after the
word ‘lands’ in the third line of Section
1, the words ‘which have been cruised
and examined under the authority of
the board of State assessors for taxa-
tion purposes’; so that said section as
amended shall read as follows:

“Section 1. That the -owners or
agents of all lands in unorganized
townships and organized plantations,
classed as wild lands, which have been
cruised and examined under the au-
thority of the board of State assessors
for taxation purposes, shall return to
the board of State assessors, on blanks
furnished upon application to said
board, the amount in board feet of all
logs and other timber cut, or if it has
been cut into four-foot lengths, or oth-
erwise, the number of cords of each
wind of wood cut from their land the
vear preceding April first of the year
in which said return is made.”

Senate Amendment A was adopted.

The same senator then offered Sen-
ate Amendment B and moved its adop-
tion:

“Senate Amendment B to S. D. 208,
An Act to secure information relating
to the yearly cut of timber from the
wild land townships. Amend by adding
at the end of Section 1, the following
words: ‘such reports shall not be ac-
cessible to the public nor shall they he
deemed public records.’”

Myr. DAVIES of Cumberland: Mr.
President, may I inquire through the
Chair of the senator from Pisacataquis,
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what the purpose of the second amend-
ment is, that they shall not be public
records?

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. President, the bill
provides for the report on any wild
land to the State assessors, all that has
been cut off the land in the previous
year, and it is for the information of
the State assessors and not to alow
anybody to go and look over the pri-
vate business of any private owner.

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. President, I would
ask the senator what objection would
there he to making it a public record?

Mr. DAVIS: Mr. President, the prin-
ciple objection is that the people who
own the property do not like to have
everybody knowing about their private
business.

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. Presiden.t, then it
seems to be a matter of personal lib-
erty.

Mr. DAVIS: The information is for
the State assessors and the only pur-
pose I will say is so that they can tax
the land. '

On motion by Mr. Higgins of Penob-
scot the bill and amendments were ta-
bled.

Mr. BUTLER of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent and fellow senators, let us pause
a moment in our deliberations. As citi-
zens of this country, this united coun-
try, we were drawn very closely to-
gether today by the joint session of
the morning, and as members of this
body I am sure we were drawn more
closely together by the common ties of
brotherhood and citizenship.

We have reached the point, my fel-
fows, when our work here is nearly
ended. In a few days, the 78th session
of the Maine Senate will have passed
into the realm of history, and the
story of our achievements and failures,
ot our victories and our defeats, will
be told, in after years only by the
printed page. But that story will only
be told in part. But light of the eye
will not be there; the familiar voices
of our associates will not be there; the
charm and the personality and com-
radeship of our fellows of this body
will be wanting. These we shall re-
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member when the printed page, the
cold, formal type, is by us forgotten.
Some one has written, I cannot re-
call the author, a very beautiful thing
on comrades, and it has been running
through my mind at this hour, and I
can recall but the one sentence which
sums it all up: “Come, I will build in-
separable cities with the love of com-

rades, with their arms linked about
each others’ necks, with the manly
love of comrades.” So, my fellows,

our burdens have heen lightened, our
defeats softened, our victories gladden-
ed by the personality and comradeship
of our fellows.

It has indeed been worth the while
to have met one another, to have learn-
ed from one another, to have talked
with one another, to have felt inti-
~mately this association. Today we for-
get those who fought against us, and
we have fought. We forget even those
who fought with us, and remember on-
ly that we are 31—31 kindred spirits,
working for our noble State as God has
given us to see the way.

And to you, Mr. Pregident, we are
indebted in large measure for what-
ever measure of achievement we have
accomplished. Since the organization
of this body, you have presided over
our deliberations with distinguished
ability, with fairness, with courtesy,
with kindness to all. And no man, no
senator of this body, I feel sure, has
been able to discern that you have in
the slightest degree preferred one sen-
ator above another. To a presiding of-
ficer of any deliberative body, this is
the highest praise that can be bestow-
ed. And this praise I bestow upon you
now, Mr. President, ungrudgingly,
without stint, gladly.

But words, mere words, are tempo-
rary and passing. Your fellows desire
to remember you in a more substantial
way than by mere speech, and on their
behalf I now present you with this
beautiful gold watch. As it ticks away
the minutes and hours of your life,
may it serve to remind you of the
winter of 1917, of the 78th Maine Sen-
ate, and of the 30 fellows who have
called you President.

As you face the long future, may you
be able to say with another, “As I
look life lightens, joy deepens and love
embodies the earth.” (Applause.)
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The PRESIDENT: The Senator from
Knox, Senator Butler, and fellow Sena-
tors: A man would surely be bereft
of all finer sentiments and emotions if
he were not touched at a moment like .
this. As I look at this beautiful gift
I cannot help being surprised, as it
represents time, how quickly time has
flown with us here this winter. It has
been now almost 14 weeks since we be-
gan our deliberations, but the time has
gone very quickly and very speedily.
And if there is one thing, as I look into
the face of this beautiful emblem, that
emphasizes itself upon my mind now,
it is the fearsome fact of how quickly
time flies. Here we have a watch with
the 12 numerals, each one an hour, two
hands, and they go about twice—one
day is gone—another day added to thos®
in the past. But really when you come
to think of it, time does not fly. We are
the people who fly. Time was here
vesterday, was here today, it will be
here tomorrow. But we are just simply
motes floating on the eternal stream of
time. Thinking it over, it does not seem
as if we had been here in work and in
comradship for 14 weeks, the time has
gone so quickly., When time drags

-heavy, then it is generally disagreeable,

but the converse is time here.

The average man’s time is made up
or divided into three parts, work, recre-
ation and sleep. Our work at the Leg-
islature has been governed more or less
by the hands of the clock, or watch.
‘We have met at certain stated periods.
We have deliberated as long as there
was anything which called us so to do.
Our time has been freely given to the
State in work as long as there was
work to be done. And I wish to state
right here that there is no man that
ever appreciated any more than I, how
much the Senate has done for me. Be-
cause I am not infallible. I have made
mistakes in rulings sometimes. I have
had some shortcomings in matters, be-
cause I am simply human. I am not
like this watech, strict, unyielding, abso-
lute, but have some limitations. But
you Senators have put up with that very
gladly. I also appreciate the unfailing
courtesy that has always been shown
me upon all occasions by you in my
duties as presiding officer, and wher-
ever I have felt called upon to enforce
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the rules—and I can say very gladly
that has been very, very seldom, be-
cause the Senators have certainly
known the rules and observed them—
why, the Senators have yielded very
cheerfully. So you may be very sure
that I appreciate your forbearance of
my shortcomings, your forgiveness of
my faults, and your courtesy in every
respect.

There is another period of our time
which is given to recreation, and that
which the Senator from Knox has so
beautifully and so graphically portray-
ed that part of our time which we can
sue for ourselves. That part of the
time which we shall work is governed
more or less by the clock and by the
watch., Nature requires that a certain
amount of our time be given to sleep,
but that which we give to recreation is

our own. We can use that as we see
fit. And as we have met one another
in the intercourse and exchange of
ideas in the corridor of the State
House, in the lobbies of the ho-
tels or at our boarding places,
why we have had that play of

ideas which is always broadening and
helpful. We have had what you might
say good fellowship, not good fellow-
ship as used in the vulgar sense of
depravity or degeneracy or dissipa-
tion, but in helpfulness and cheerful-
ness, in kindness and in appreciation
of a fellow senator’s good qualities
and trying to help one another along
in this work in which we are all en-
gaged.

I sometimes think that in this world
we are too much afraid of those stern
people who would want all our move-
ments to be as regular and fixed as
those in this watch. There are aus-
tere people in the world, in the state
of Maine, who say that if everything
was ruled as rigidly, as unyieldingly
and as absolutely as the movements
of that watch, that all would he well.
I am sorry to say that I cannot agree
with them in that respect. Perhaps
some of us, or some people, stand in
too much fear of that class of people.
Those people say that we should not
act unless we live in accord with cer-
tain rules which they wish to make
themselves; that our very actions
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should be governed by sort of wheels
and cogs like these in this watch,
that our thoughts should not be re-
leased except by some springing of a
lever the same as there may be in
this watch, and that our emotions, our
sentiments, should be kept in restric-
tion as some of the motions of this
watch are held in check by the dif-
ferent springs. And you can see what
a cold and cheerless world this would
be. There would be no spontaneity of
emotion or sentiment. There would be
no love, no consideration or pity for
the shortcomings of our friends or of
our neighbors.

Sometimes I think we make too
many laws restricting people accord-
ing to the ideas which these very
stern, austere people have. And it
seems to me sometimes that their only
purpose and object is to add to the
sum total of conventional hypocrisy.

Another thing that impresses itself
upon my mind as I look at this match~
less piece of machinery is that it will
keep time for a long period to come;
that is, it will serve as a mirror upon
which will be shown the different
memories which must come to me
whenever I think of this legislature.
‘When you come to think of it, fellow
senators, life without memory would
not be worth very much. And as a
man grows older I imagine that sense
increases, because when we go along
the darkening shades of life and turn
down the back side, with many a man,
all he has to console himself is the
memory of his happier and younger
days. So thig time-piece, as T look
into it in the future, will he a token
to bring to my recollection very pleas-
ant and very happy memories spent
with vou in these halls, and in the
different gathering places where T
have had intercourse with you., And
you may be verv sure that T appreciate
what the Senator from Knox, Senator
Butler, has said, and I appreciate the
tangible and concrete inspiration of it
in this form.

T thank you again, senators, for
this. (Applause.)
Mr. HASTINGS of Androscoggin: Mr.

President, if in order I wish to take from
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the table S. D. 391, An Act to grant a new
charter to the city of Auburn, tabled by
me on the adoption of House Amend-
ment A.

The miotion was agreed to.

On further motion by the same senatcr
House Amendment A was adcpted in con-
currence and the bill as amended was
passed to be engrossed in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Grant of Cumber-
land, H. D. 682, An Act to amend Section
45 of Chapter 117 of the Revized Statutes,
relating to the amount to be paid for
clerk hire in the municipal court of the
city of Portland, was taken from the
table.

On further motion by the same senator
the bill was given its first and second
reading under suspension of the rules.

On further motion by the same senator
House Amendment A was adopted in con-
currence and the bill was passed to be
engrossed in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Hizgins of Penob-
scot, H. D. 520, An Act to amend Section
76 of Chapter 45 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to smelts, was taken from the
table.

Mr. HIGGINS: Mr. President, I now
move that Senate Amendment A be in-
definitely postponed, and yield to the sen-
ator from Washington, Senator Peacock.

Mr. PEACOCK of Washington: My.
President and fellow senators, I second

the motion of Senator Higgins that this
amendment be indefinitely postponed. In
explanation of the same * will say that
this bill was submitted to the commitiee
on sea and shore fisheries, and a very
careful hearing was given, a public hear-
ing, and also in executive session your
committee considered this proposition
very carefully.

We realized in considering this prop-
osition that there were two interests
there, there were two lines of fishermen.
There were people that were interested
in the line fishermen, fishing through
the ice, and there were people that were
interested in the geiners.

The bill as originally presented to us
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asked the repeal of the whole law. We
felt that the line fishermen and the sein-
ers had a common interest there, and the
bill as we presented it we believed pro-
tects the interests of the line fishermen
and their seiners, and the line as we rec-
ommended it is Telow any possible point
that the line fishermen through the ice
could possibly use, because the ice does
not go down the bay that far, and we
cannot see why the report of the com-
mittee shonld not be accepted.

I move that the report of the commit-
tee be accepted. '

Mr. BOYNTON of Lincoln: Mr. Pres-
ident, I rise to sustain the amendment.
I will say that the hand-liners view
this repeal of the law with a good deal
of consternation and alarm, and they
have written and telephoned and sent
petitions and they have been here in
person. They do not wish their chance
of livelihood be taken from them. On
the other hand I have not received from
the seiners one unsolicited demand that
the law be repealed. The hand-liners
and the sympathizers of the hand-
liners, something over two hundred,
they protest on the ground that there
was a new draft submitted in the place
of the original bill, and they have had
no chance to appear for that; and they
further say that between the time of
1887 and 1901, when the law was re-
pealed that the fisheries at the head
waters of both rivers were destroyed
and the smelts become so scarce that
fishing was necessarily abandoned. They
cannot see why these two rivers were
singled out. The original bill called for
a repeal of the law from Casco Bay to
the Penobscot.

The smelts are migratory fish and re-
turn to the same river in which they
were hatched and where they are ac-
customed to spawn, and when they are
once taken from the river it takes a
good while to propogate them again.

And then again it seems a little in-
consistent that at this session we have
enacted three laws, House bills, 158, 96,
and 518, and all of those restricting the
seiners and giving the hand-liners more
liberties and more fishing grounds.

It seems to me that the place where
they can fish with hand lines, where the
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ice is, does not have much bearing on
this question, for it is the fish that they
are after, and if the fish are taken at
the mouth it does not matter whether
there is ice clear down to the sea or
not.

Mr. DAVIES of Cumberland: Mr,
President, will the Chair be kind enough
to read the amendment.

The PRESIDENT (reading):
amendment A to H. D. 520.

House Document 520 entitled An Act
to amend Section 76 of Chapter 45 of
the Revised Statutes, relating to smelts,
is hereby amended by striking out the
words ‘“Merrill’s Ledges” in the twelfth
line of Section 76 on page two of said
act and inserting in place thereof the
words ‘“Spectacle Island and Brooks
Point” and striking out in the thir-
teenth line of said section the words
“Merry’s Island” and inserting in place
thereof the words “Farnum’s Point” in
Lincoln county so that said section as
amended shall read as follows:

Section 76. No smelts shall be taken
or fished for in the tidal waters along
the coast of Maine within one-half mile
of the coast line at mean high-water
starting from Cape Small Point on the
west bank of the Kennebec river and
continuing easterly along the coast of
Maine to Owl’s Head in Penobscot bay,
except by hook and line or weirs or set-
nets through the ice, under penalty of
not less than ten, nor more than fifty
dollars for cach offense, to be recovered
by complaint or indictment. This sec-
tion shall not apply to the waters along
the coast of Maine between Martin's
Point and White Head in the county of
Knox, or in the Sheepscot river to Spec-
tacle Island and Brooks Point, nor in
the Damariscotta river to Farnum's
Point in Lincoln county.”

“Senate

Mr. BOYNTON of Lincoln: Mr. Pres-
ident, I move that when the vote be
taken it be talen by a division.

The pending question being on the
motion of the senator from Penohscot,
Senator Higgins, that Senate Amend-
ment A to I1. D. 520 be indefinitely
rostponed, a rising vote was had, and
13 senators voling in the affirmative
and six in the rnegative. the motion pre-
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vailed and the amendment was indefi-
nitely postponed.

On further mction by the same sen-
ator the bill was passed to be engross-
ed in concurrence.

On motion by Mr. Peacock of Wash-
ingten, 8. D. 333, An Act to require cer-
tain vehicles to carry lights at night
and 1o control the glare of headlights
was laken from the table,

The same senator then offered Sen-

ate Amendment B to H. D. 333 and
moved its passage:

“Amendment “B” to Senate Docu-
ment 333.

Senate Document 333, entitled “An

act to require certain vehicles to car-
ry lights at night and to control the
glare of headlights” is hereby amend-
ed by striking cut all of Section 1 aft-
er the word *‘vehicle” in line seven and
inserting the following: ‘which is de-
signed to be precpelled by hand, or any
vehicle designed for the transportation
of hay, straw, wood, lumber, stone,
machinery or other heavy freight, nor
shall it apply to any form bf vehicle
whatsoever while upon any bridge or
highway where street lights are main-
tained at a distance of 500 feet apart
or less’ ” so that Section 1 as amended
shall read:

Section 1. Every vehicle on wheels,
whetbher statiorary or in motion, on
any public way or bridge, shall have
attached to it a light or lights so dis-
played as to be visible from the front
and rear thereof during the period
from one hour after sunset to one hour
before sunrise: Frovided, however, that
this act shall not apply to any vehicle
which is designed to be propelled by
hand, or any vehicle designed for the
transportation of hay, straw, wood,
iumbher, stone, machinery or other
heavy freight, nor shall it apply to any
form of vehicle whatsoever while upon
any bhridge or highway where street
ligchts are maintained at a distance of
500 feet apart or less.

Also by striking out all of Section 3
and putting in place thereof the follow-
ing:

Section 3. The Public Utilities Com-
mission shall prepare rules and reg-
ulations from time to time governing
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the use and operation of headlights on
electric cars and lights on motor ve-
hicles used on public highways, and
prescribe penalties for viclation there-
of and may from time to time alter, re-
scind or add to any rules and regula-
tions of the ccmmission and any
changes therein shall take effect when
approved by the Governor and Coun-
cil and published at least once in each
daily newspaper in the State.”

Mr. FULTON of Aroostook: Mr.
President, if in order I move that the
bill and amendment lie on the table
until Thursday morning. I have not had
an opportunity to examine carefully
the amendment, and I think that the
senator frem Washington and myself
can agree after we have had a little
longer time to look it over carefully.

T move that i1 be tabled until Thurs-
day morning, and I promise not to keep
back the work of the Senate by keep-
ing it any longer than that time.

The motion was agreed to.

On motion by Mr. Marshall of Cum-
berland, H. D. 464, Report of the com-
mittee on mercantile affairs and insur-
ance, ought not to pass, on An Act to
amend Section 6, Paragraph 4, Chap-
ter 50 of the Revised Statutes, relating
to compensation for personal injuries
for employees, was taken from the ta-
ble.

Mr. MARSHALL: I would inquire,
Mr. President, what action was taken
in the House and the present status of
the bill.

The PRESIDENT: In the House
the bill was substituted for the report
of the committee, ought not to pass.

Mr. MARSHAT.I.: Mr. President, T
move that we concur with the House
in substituting the bill for the report.

Tor the information of the Senate I
will read the bill: “Any town or city
may, in lieu of the compensation and
insurance provided by this act, con-
tinue any member of the fire depart-
ment in said town, who may have been
injured in the course of his duties, on
the payroll at full pay, if such full pay
exceeds the maximum compensation
provided for employees under this act.”
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It seems to me that it is an entirely
proper bhill, and I move that we ‘con-
cur with the House in substituting the
bill for the report.

The motion was agreed to and the
bill was read the first time.

On further motion by the same sen-
ator under suspension of the rules the
bill was read the second time and
passed to e engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Marshall of Cum-
berland, H. D. 574, An Act to amend
Section 6, of Chapter 126 in relation
to the appceintment of cruelty officers
was taken from the table.

On further motion by the same sen-
ator the hill was passed to be enact-
ed.

On motion by Mr. Bartlett of Ken-
nebec, H. T 694, An Act to amend
Chapter &2 Section 72, Revised Stat-
utes, relaling to appropriations of at-
torney genecral, was taken from the ta-
ble.

The saime genator then offered Scn-
ate Amendment A and moved its adop-
tion.

“Senate Amendment A to House Bill
No. 694.

Amend House Bill No. 694 by adding
at the end of Section 72 the follow-
ing:

“Phe attorney general shall, at the
request of any State department, make
or cause to bc made investigations in
hehalf of such department and he shall
also prosecute any case to such extent
as may reem advisable; and the ex-
pense of such investigation and pros-
ecution sh:ll be charged to this appro-
priation.”’” So that as amended said
Section 72 shall read as follows:

‘Section 72. For said purpose the
sum of $7500 shall be appropriated
each year, and so much thereof as may
be necessary, may be expended under
the direction of the attorney general.
The Governor and Council may draw
their warrants from time to time, for
the expenditure of said sum, upen the
presentation ot bills properly avouched
by the atlorney general. The attorney
general shall at the request of any
State departmment, make or “‘cause to be
made, iniestigations in behalt of such
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department and he shall also prosecute
any case to such extent as may seem
advisable; and the expense of such in-

vestigation and prosecution shall bhe
charvged to this appropriatin.”
Mr., DAVIES of Cumberland: Mr,

President, may 1 ask the senator from
Kennebec a question through the Chair?
‘Was it not the intention that the amend-
ment should provide that the attorney
general should make investigation upon
request of one of the departments?

Mr. BARTLETT: Mr. President, to
explain the reason for this amendment——

Mr. DAVIES: Just a moment,
please. Have you answered the
tion, Senator Bartlett?

Mr. BARTLETT: Mr. President, it 1s
the intention that he shall make an in-
vestigation at the request of the differ-
ent departments.

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. President, I ask
the senator if it would not be better to
give the attorney general some discretion
as to whether he shall investigate or not?

Mr. BARTLETT: Mr. President, the
money for this has been given to the at-
torney general’s office. This simply ciari-
fles an understanding which has been
entered into, as I understand tne situa-
tion, in regard to the attorney general’s
office, in regard to this work.

Mr. DAVIES: Do you not think it
would be better to give the attorney gen-
eral some discretion as to whether he
should make an investigation? The
amendment reads that “The attorney gen-
eral shall, at the request of any State de-
partment, make or cause to be made an
investigation in behalf of such depart-
ment, etc.”

Mr. BARTLETT: Mr. President, having
in mind some particular departments, T
feel in order that they may do anything
the attorney general must assist them.
He might make their work a dead letter
unless the law reads that he shall do this.

if vou
ques-

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. President, T move
that the amendment and the bill be ta-
bled.

The motion was agreed to.
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On motion by Mr. Gordon of York, H.
D. 667, An Act to amend Sections 1, 2 and
3 of Chapter 141 of the Revised Statutes,
to better define the duties and to in-
crease the number of medical examiners,
was taken from the table.

The same senator then offered Senate
Amendment A and moved its adoption.
‘“‘Senate Amendment ‘A’

ument 667.

“An Act to better define the duties and
to increase the number of medical exam-
iners.

Section 1 of said act is hereby amended
by inserting after the word “Penobscot”
in the 1ith line thereof the words ‘“‘three
each,” and by striking out in the 1itn
and 12th lines the words ‘“and York three
each” and inserting in place thereof the
words ‘“‘for the county of York four,” so
that said section when amended shall
read as follows:

“Sec. 1. The Governor, with the advice
and consent of the council, shall appoint
for a term of four years, medical exam-
iners for each county in the State, who
shall be able and discreet men, learned In
the science of medicine and anatomy, anil
bonafide residents of the county for which
they are appointed. The number of med-
ical examiners so to Dbe appointed shall
be as follows: For the counties of Knox,
Lincoln, Sagadahoc and Waldo, one each;
for the counties of Androscoggin, Frank-
lin, Flancock, Oxford, Piscataquis, Somer-
set and Washington, two each; for the
counties of Aroostook, Kennebee, Penob-
scot, three each; for the county of York,
four, and for the county of Cumberland,
five; and they shall be appointed with
reference to territorial distribution. 1In
addition to the number of medical exam-
iners in the several counties, as above
provided for, the governer may, however,
with the advice and consent of the coun-
cil, appointed as many more medical ex-
aminers in the several counties as he
deems necessary and proper.

They shall he liable to removal from
office by the Governor and council at
any time, for cause. TEach medical
examiner hefore entering upon the
duties of his office, shall be duly sworn
to the faithful performance of his
duty. They shall make examinations

to House Doc-
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as hereinafter provided upon the view
of the dead bodies of such persons
only as are supposed to have come to
their death by violence or unlawful
act of some person or persons, the
committing of which act is punishable
in accordance with Sectionsl, 2 and 3
of Chapter 20 of the Revised Statutes
of Maine.”

Senate Amendment A was adopted
and the bill as amended was passed
to be engrossed.

On motion by Mr. Davies of Cum-
berland, An Act to amend Chapter 337
of the Public Laws of 1915, relating to
the amount to be paid for clerk hire
in Knox County, was taken from the
table.

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. President, 1 de-
sire to say that at the time I made the
motion to table this bill the Senator
from Knox, Senator Butler, was not
here. 1 therefore yield to him.

Mr. BUTLER: The calendar shows
that the pending question is to recede
and concur.

The PRESIDENT: In the House the
bill was substituted for the report and
the bill was amended by the adoption
of House Amendment A. In the Sen-
ate the report of the committee on sal-
aries and fees, ought not to pass, was
accepted.

Mr. BUTLER: Mr. President, if in
order I move that we insist and ask
for a committee of conference.

Mr. GRANT of Cumberland: Mr,
President, I think the Senator knows
that we had a caucus of the whole
Senate a few days ago and took a
vote on the question of the reports
of the committee on salaries and fees,
and agreed at that time that we would
stand by the reports. The committee

reported in this case, ought not to
pass.
Mr. BUTLER: Mr. President, if it

be the understanding of the members
of the Senate who attended that meet-
ing and I was not present at the ses-
sion Monday afternoon, and so do not
know what action may have been tak-
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en -on siniilar matters. If it be the
understanding that the action of the
majority was binding on all, and all
have agrecd to live up to it, I will be
the last one to break from the caucus,
but I do desire, if that is not the un-
derstanding. to protect so far as I may
be able to. the interests of my county.

I cannot see how any earthly harm
could come by the appointment of a
committee of conference.

The PRESIDENT: The pending
question is on the motion to recede
and concur with the House. The Sen-
ate voted to accept the report, ought
not to pass, and the House substi-
tuted the Lill for the report.

Mr. DAVIES: Mr. President, that
motion was by Senator Butler of
Knox.

Mr. BUTLER: Mr. President, if I
understand the situation the House
substituted the bill for the adverse
report. I make this motion, if it be

not in violation of any understanding
the Senators have had.

Mr, DAVIES: Mr, President, I think
it is entirely in contravention of the
understanding we had at a meeting in
the judiciary committee room. In-
formally a notice was given that the
senators meet there immediately after
adjournment, and many of us met
there for the purpose of discussing
with the ccmmittee on salaries and
fees the reports of that committee.
After some little discussion in which
a number of the senators participated
it was votasd by a majority of those
present that we should vote to support
the reporis of the committee on sal-
aries and fees.

Under those circumstances T feel, Mr.
President, ¢ if Senator Butler of Knox
would desire to withdraw his motion,
he having been present at the meet-
ing.

Mr. BUTLER: Mr. President, I have
so stated.

The PRESIDENT: What does the
senator desire in regard to this mat-
ter? The House insisted on its former
action and asked for a committee of
conference.
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Mr. GRANT: Mr. President, I move
that we adhere to our former action.

The motion was agreed to.

On motion by Mr. Peacock of Wash-
ington unanimous consent was grant-
ed and that senator presented under
suspension of the rules, An Act to cre-
ate a commisgsion of sea and shore fish-
eries.

On further motion by the same sen-
ator the bill was tabled and 1000 cop-
ies ordered printed.

The PRESIDENT: The matter for
special consideration today is Report
A, ought not to pass and Report B,
ought to pass in new draft, of the com-
mittee on labor, on H. D. 551, An Act
relative to the hours of labor of con-
ductors and motormen.

On motion by Mr. Higgins of P’en-
obscot, tabled and assigned for next
Thursday.

Report A, cught to pass in new draft
and Report 13, ought not to pass of the
committee on judiciary on S. D. 241,
An Act to provide for the establish-
ment of district almshouses or infirm-
aries and to repeal Sections 15, 16 and
17 of Chapter 29, Revised Statutes,
was taken trom the table, and on mo-
tion by Mr. Higgins of Penobscot, was
tabled and assigned for next Thurs-
day.

On motion by Mr. Walker of Somer-
set, majority report, ought not to pass,
minority report, ought to pass, of the
committee on szlaries and fees on An

Act to amend Section 38 of Chapter 117
of the Revised Statutes, regarding the
compensation of the judge of probate
for Somerset county, was taken from
the table.

Mr. WALKER: Mr. President, I move
that we concur with the House in sub-
stituting the bill for the report of the
committee on salaries and fees.

Mr. GRANT of Cumberland: Mr.
President, it seems to me that is in the
came position as the other bill. I hope
the Senate will support the report of
the committee, as they voted in caucus
the other day. Mr. President, I move
that we adhere to our former action.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr. CHICK of Kennebec Mr. Pres-
ident, T ask that the rules be suspended
in order that I introduce a public act
at this time, and if the act is received
I shall then ask that it lay on the ta-
ble for printing. It is An Act to amend
Chapter 121 of the Public Laws of 1917,
entitled An Act to amend Section 17
of Chapter 12 of the Revised Statutes,
providing for notice by registers of
deeds to municipal officers of real es-
tate transfers,
The rules were suspended and the
bill was received and tabled for print-
ing.

Mr. BUTLER of Knox: Mr. Presi-
dent, if there is nothing further, I move
that we adjourn.

The motion was agreed to and an ad-
journment was taken until next Thurs-
day morning at 9.30 o’clock.



