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HOUSE

Thursday, March 14, 1929.

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

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Milligan
of Randolph.

Journal of the previous session
read and approved.

From the Senate: The following
order:

Ordered, the Senate concurring,
ythat bill an act to establish a
Park Commission for the city of
South Portland, H. P. 321. H. D.
96 be recalled from the files of the
Senate and returned to the House;
which was read and passed in the
House March 8th.

Comes from the Senate in-
definitely postponed in non-con-
currence.

In the House:

On motion by Mr. Burkett of

Portland, a viva voce vote being
taken, the House voted tc recede
and concur with the Senatz in the
indefinite postponement of this or-
der,

Mr. ROUNDS of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, I move that we reconsider
the vote just taken on this order.
It shows discourtesy to the whole
House of Representatives tor the
Senate not to concur in recalling
this bill from the files; and if it
would be in order I woald move
that we insist and ask for a com-
mittee of conference. The gentle-
man who was going to do this did
not understand that the order had
gone through.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Portland, Mr. Rounds, moves
that the House reconsider its vote
just taken whereby it receded and
concurred with the Senate in the
indefinite postponement of the or-
der. As many as are in favor of
such reconsideration will say aye,
those opposed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion to reconsider prevailed.

Mr. ROUNDS: Mr. Speaker, T
now yield to the gentleman from
South Portland, Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Mr. Speaker,
this is something entirely concern-
ing South Portland and this bill
was introduced and before the new
draft was presented to the commit-
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tee that committee reporied ought
not to pass. Then there was a new
order made for the Senate to return
to the House our bills which they
voted to indefinitely postpone, That
is the reason for this inction at
the present time. I believe that a
committee of conference should be
appointed.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from South Portland, Mr. Richard-
son, moves that the House insist
and that a committee of conference
be appointed. Is the House ready
for the question?

The question being called for, a
viva voce vote was taken, and the
motion to insist and ask for a
committee of conference prevailed,
and the Speaker appointed as such
committee, Messrs. Boynton, An-
derson and Richardson, all of South
Portland.

Papers from the Senate disposed
of in concurrence.

Senate Bills In First Reading

S. P. 547, 8. D. 224: An act to
amend Section 38 of Chapter 16 of
the Revised Statutes relating to
duties of superintending school
committees.

S. P. 666, S. D. 332: An act re-
lating to the Jjurisdiction of the
Supreme Judicial and Superior
Courts.

S. P. 688, S. D. 330: An act to in-
corporate The Maine Foundation.

S. P. 669, 8. D. 331: An act to
license and regulate private hospi-
tals and private houses for the
treatment of patients mentally de-
ranged.

From the Senate: Report of the
committee on Legal Affairs, re-
porting ought not to pass on bill
an act relating to the Department
of Public Welfare, H. P. 1157, H. D.
371, which was recominitted on
Legal Affairs in the House March
6th.

Comes from the Senate the report
accepted in non-concurrence.

In the House:

Mr. CHASE of Cape Rhzabeth:
Mr. Speaker, if in some idle
moment the members ¢f this

House will read the Statute in re-
gard to the Department of Public
Welfare, which was the old State
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Board of Charities and Correc-
tions, I think many of you will be
amazed at the authority svhich the
Legislature has granted to that De-
partment. You will not have to read
more than the last sentence in the
first section to see that this De-
partment of Public Welfare in-
directly has authority over the ad-
ministration of every State institu-
tion in this State which couid be ex-
ercised in a manner so that that De-
partment could control the admin-
istration of the Insane Wospitals,
Normal Schools or anything else.
This bill was put in to correct that
situation., I do not claim that any
harm has been done so far; but I
say that there is a section in the
law there which is very ilangerous.

Since it appears that there is a
difference of opinion between the
House and the Senate as to the de-
sirability of doing anything now, I
will move to recede and concur;
but I think you will all be interest-
ed in investigating to the extent of
reading in the first section the last
sentence of the Public Welfare
law.

Thereupon it was voted tn recede
and concur with the Senate in the
acceptance of the ought not to pass
report.

From the Senate: Bill an act
relative to canning of short lob-
sters, H. P. 1085, H. D. 248, which
was passed to be engrossed in the
House March 1st.

Comes from the Senate passed
to be engrossed as amended by Sen-
ate Amendment A in non-concur-
rence.

In the House:

Mr. McCART of Eastport: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House
concur with the Senate in the adop-
tion of Senate Amendment A.

(Senate Amendment A read.)

On motion by Mr. McCart the
House voted to reconsider its action
whereby this bill was passed to be
engrossed, and on further motion by
the same gentleman, the House
voted to concur with the Senate in
the adoption of Senate Amendment
A:; and on further motion by the
same gentleman, the bill as amend-
ed by Senate Amendment A was
passed to be engrossed in concur-
rence.
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Orders

On motion by Mr. Rogers of Yar-
mouth, it was

Ordered, that the Rev. A. Francis
Walch of Yarmouth be invited to
act as House Chaplain at the ses-
sion of Tuesday, March 19.

Reports of Committees

Mr. Holman from the Committee
on Judiciary on bill an act relat-
ing to deportation of criminals,
paupers and insane (H. P. 1543)
(H. D. 561) reported that legisla-
tion thereon is inexpedient.

Mr Bishop from the Committee
on Public Utilities and Mr. Morse
from the Committee on Labor re-
ported same on bill an act relat-
ing to provisions for safety. (H.
P. 1573) (H. D. 609)

Mr. Jackson from the Committee
on Taxation reported same on bill
an act to provide revenue to sup-
port the Sea and Shore Fisheries
Department. (H. P, 1191) (H. D.
397)

Same gentleman from same Com-
mittee reported same on bill an act
to provide revenue to support the
Sea and Shore Fisheries Depart-
ment. (H. P. 1586) (H. D. 589)

Mr. McCart from the Committee
on Judiciary on House Papers
1048, 1049, 1050 and 1051, remon-
strances against the enactment
of the Basic Science Law reported
that same be placed on file.

Mr. Farris from same Committee
reported ought not to pass on bill
an act relating to the Police Com-
mission of Lewiston requiring the
Commissioners to be appointed by
the Mayor, and providing a refer-
endum to the electors of Lewiston.
(H. P. 850) (H. D. 276

(Tabled by Mr. Roy of Lewiston
pending acceptance)

Mr. McCart from same Commit-
tee reported same on bill an act
to amend the absent voting law.
(H. P. 1544) (H. D. 562)

Mr. Farris from same Committee
reported same on resolve author-
izing Ralph Williams, Michael J.
Williams, and Frank Sorrento to
bring suit at law or in equity
against the State of Maine. (H.
P. 846) (H. D. 272)

(Mr. PERHAM of West Paris:
Mr. Speaker, I would like to say
that I presented this resolve as a
matter of courtesy to several of my
constituents in Paris. At this
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time I would move the acceptance
of the ought not to pass report)

Mr. Gagne from the Committee on
Labor reported same on bill an act
to amend Section 12 of Chapter 49,
relating to the dquties of Commis-
sioner of Labor and Industry in
factory inspection. (H. P. 1408) (H.
D. 470)

Mr. Blaisdell from the Committee
on Legal Affairs reported same on
bill an act in relation to athletic
exhibitions, creating a commission
prescribing its powers and duties,
providing penalties for violations of
the provisions thereof and repeal-
ing sections of An act therein
named. (H. P. 858) (H. D. 282)

(Mr. ROBIE of Westbrook: Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House
substitute the bill for the ought not
to pass report

On motion by Mr. Blaisdell of
Franklin, tabled and specially as-
signed for Tuesday, March 19.)

Mr. Burkett from same Commit-
tee reported same on bill an act re-
lating to lien claims on real estate.
(H. P. 1253) (H. D. 425)

Mr. Lombard from the Committee
on Public Health reported same on
bill an act relating to vaccination
of persons employed in any mill,
factory, workshop or other manu-
facturing establishment. (H. P.
1437) (H. D. 501)

Mr. Small from same Committee
reported same on bill an act relat-
ing to vaccination of teachers, em-
ployees and pupils in schools. (H.
P, 1438) (H. D. 502)

Mr. Morse from the Committee
on Taxation reported same on bill
an act relating to the taxation of
shares of stock of trust companies
organized under the laws of this
State and banking institutions
formed under the Laws of the
United States. (H. P. 1585) (H. D.
588)

Mr. Kitchen from the Committee
on Ways and Bridges reported
same on bill an act relating to con-
tinuous roads through three or
more towns. (H. P. 1446) (H. D.
493)

Same gentleman from same com-
mittee reported same on bill an act
relating to the acquisition of the
Eliot Bridge, so-called. (H. P. 1596)
(H. D. 594)

Reports read and accepted and
sent up for concurrence.

Mr. Robie from the Committee on
Manufactures on bill an act relat-
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ing to fusible plugs in steam boil-
ers (H. P. 1023) (H. D. 314) report-
ed same in a new draft (H. P.
1637) under same title and that it
ought to pass.

Mr. Wright from the Committee
on Public Health on bill an act for
the control and suppression of
mosquitoes (H. P. 878) (H. D. 291)
reported same in a new draft (H.
P. 1638) under title of an act rel-
ative to the extermination of mos-
quitoes and that it ought to pass.

Reports read and accepted and
the new drafts ordered printed un-
der the Joint Rules.

Mr. Boynton from the Committee
on Sea and Shore Fisheries on bill
an act to insure the quality of sar-
dines packed in Maine (H. P. 1090)
(H. D. 352) reported same in a
new draft (H. P. 1630) under same
title and that it ought to pass.

(Tabled by Mr. Carleton of Port-
land pending acceptance of the re-
port, and tomorrow specially as-
signed.)

Mr. Holman from the Committee
on Judiciary reported ought to pass
on bill an act to amend Sections 44,
45 and 48 of the Revised Statutes,
relating to procedure before Pub-
lic TUtilities Commission (H. P.
1214) (H. D. 405)

Mr. Wing from same committee
reported same on bill an act relat-
ing to the establishment of the
Lewiston Municipal Court. (H. P.
842) (H. D. 268)

Mr. White from the Committee
on Labor reported same on bill an
act to amend Section 15 of Chap-
ter 49, relating to certain reports
to the Commissioner of Labor and
Industry. (H. P. 1407) (H. D. 469)

Mr. Jackson from the Committee
on Pownal State School reported
same on bill an act providing for
committee of visitors to Pownal
State School. (H. P. 1406) (H. D.
468)

Mr. Kitchen from the Committee
on Ways and Bridges reported
same on bill an act regarding dis-
position of motor vehicle fees. (R.
P. 1595) (. D. 593)

Reports read and accepted, and
the bills having already been print-
ed, were read twice under suspen-
sion of the rules and tomorrow as-
signed
First Reading of Printed Bills and

Resolves

(H. P. 1634) (. D. 660) An act
relating to the removal of snow
from highways and town ways.
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(H. P. 1365) (H. D. 659) An actto
set off certain land frcm the town
of Hudson to be annexed to the
city of Old Town.

(H. P. 1636) (H. D. 658) An act
to prohibit lobster fishing in cer-
tain waters of Winter Harbor and
Gouldsboro.

Passed to be Engrossed

(S. P. 67) (8. D. 87) An act re-
lating to suspension or revocation
of lobster license.

(Tabled by Mr, Blaisdell of
Franklin pending third reading
and specially assigned for Wednes-
day, March 20)

(S. P. 444) (S. D. 178) An act re-

lating to York County Law Li-
brary.
(S. P. 662) (S. D- 324) An act

relating to administration upon es-
tates of persons who have disap-
peared and not been heard from for
a period of at least seven years
from the date of disappearance.

(S. P. 663) (S. D. 328) An act re-
lating to the extradition of persons
charged with crime, and to make
uniform the law with reference
thereto.

(H. P. 510) (H. D. 650) An aet

relating to the Bucksport Semin-
ary.
3(’H. P. 1631) (H. D. 654) An act
relating to the compensation of
Judge of, Probate in Penobscot
County. .

(Tabled by Mr. Clifford of Gar-
land pending third reading.)

(S. P. 93) (8. D. 322) Resolve ap-
propriating money for the expenses
of the Electoral College.

(S. P. 154) (S. D. 311) Besolve
providing for State pension for
Mabel Paul Ferrow of Belfast.

(S. P. 192) (8. D. 320) Resolve
in favor of the Commissioners of
Pharmacy.

(Tabled by Mr. McCart of Hast-
port pending second reading)

(S. P. 564) (S. D. 319) Resolve
in favor of Newell Lewey, Repre-
sentative of the Passamaquoddy
tribe of Indians.

(S. P. 661) (S. D. 321) Resolve
appropriating money to restore the
early records in the office of the
Register of Deeds for York County.

(H. P. 1609) (H. D. 651) Resolve
for the purchase of 100 copies of
“Phe Beginnings of Education in
Maine.”

(H. P. 1614) (H. D. 653) Resolve
for the purchase of “Embden Town
of Yore”.

(H. P. 1610) (H. D. 652) Resolve
for the purchase of 100 copies of
“Sketches of Brooks History.”

Passed to be Enacted

An act to omit the word “Male”
from the qualification of voters. (S.
P. 653) (S. D. 308)

An act relating to a tax upon
gasoline. (H. P. 63) (H. D. 30)

An act making explicit certain
powers of the Park Commission of
the city of Portland. (H. P. 853)
(H. D. 215)

Finally Passed

Resolve in favor of the town of
Orono to assist in the support of
pauper. (H. P. 1203) (H. D. 396)

Resolve for the general distribu-
tion of data concerning the re-
sources of the State. (8. P. 651) (8.
D. 306)

(Tabled by Mr. Crawford of
Houlton pending final passage and
specially assigned for Tuesday,
March 19)

Orders of the Day

The SPEAKER: Under Orders
of the Day the Chair presents the
first matter tabled and today as-
signed, the majority report ought
to pass in new draft and the mi-
nority report ought not to pass
from the committee on Judiciary
on bill an act relating to the re-
licensing the registrations of under-
takers, the new draft being printed
as House Document 648, both hav-
ing been tabled on March 8 by the
gentleman from XKingfield, Mr.
‘Wing, the pending question being
acceptance of either report, and the
Chair recognizes the gentleman.

Mr. WING: Mr. Speaker, I move
the acceptance of the minority re-
port, and in support of that motion
would like to state some of the
facts in the case.

At the present time, under the
undertakers law, they have a board
of examiners whose duty it is to
examine all those applying who
wish to practice the profession of
undertaking in the State of Maine,
and this board is an examining
board, the same as practically all
other boards in the State of Maine.
There are four members. There
are 51 practicing undertakers in
the State of Maine, thirty of whom
were undertakers at the time this
bill was passed, the rest of them
paying one dollar a year for the
support of the Board. The thirty
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who were undertakers at the pass-
age of the bill are paying no fee
whatever. At the present time the
Board is doing all the legitimate
work which the law calls for, and
has some $2800 above eXpenses.
There is an association of under-
takers, I believe, with a member-
ship of some one hundred and
seventy, but this association has
dues of $10 a year beside the an-
nual renewal fee of one dollar.
This Board, its executive officers,
had a lawyer who drafted a new
bill for this incoming Legislature,
in which they set out the matter to
all the undertakers in the State of
Maine in this letter a part of which
I will read:

“Following up the explanatory
le'ter and copy of the amendment
to the law, would advise that at a
m ting of the Executive Board of
the Maine Funeral Directors’ As-
sociation, Incorporated, it was voted
that at the next meeting of our
Association, they would recommend
that our dues be placed back to $5.”
That, you see, is cutting the as-
sociation dues right in two.

“That would make your total
cost, if the new bill is passed, $5
association fees and $5 renewal
fees, a total of §10 to the association
members. At the present time you
are paying $10 dues and $1 renewal
fee, making a total expense of $11
to the association members. There-
fore, by the passage of this new
bill, it will cost you $1 less than
you are paying at the present time
for your association fees and re-
newal fee.” Now the next clause
is apparently what they had in
mind to copy when this proposed
amendment was started:

“The Texas law provides a $5
renewal fee and makes the at-
tendance at the lectures provided
by the law mandatory and unless
a certain percentage of attendance
is maintained, that is deemed suf-
ficient cause for the revocation of
the license. Several states et
cetera”

Now that law provides, in other
words, the Legislature of the State
of Texas passed a law saying that
all those who practice undertaking
in the State of Texas must pay a
$5 renewal fee for the purpose of
providing lectures, and, more than
that, they must attend those lect-
ures or lose their licenses. Now
that is the proposition which it

seems to me the Association is
trying to put upon the rest of the
undertakers in the State of Maine,
as close as they dare to. In the
first place, the bill which they
brought forth provided for the $5
?enewal fee for the purpose of giv-
ing lectures in the several places
in the State of Maine. You can
perhaps see from what I have read
the reason for this. They have an
assoclation of 170 or less out of 451
practicing licensed undertakers.
Their attendance, their membership,
is falling off. Their dues are so
high that the association is dis-
satisfied.

In order to carry on the )
of the association somethifllglrgr(x)iﬁ
be done so they come to the Legis-
latu 5s

re and ask us to make 1t com-
DUISOFS{ upon every licensed under-
taker in the State of Maine, that
they pay $5 each year for the re-
newa}, being for the purpose of, in
the first place, conducting iectures,
and that is their purpuse at the
bresent time, but in the new draft
they have changed it to ““for educa-~
tlol%al purposes.”

ow I want to just state this:
1 said they had 170 members, Th:y
sent out this questionnaire, and
there are bractically 170 answers
yes with thirty no.

_Now the opposition are at a great
disadvantage in this case. This as-
sociation is the only orsanization
they have, and anyone wino op-
poses it must go out individually
at their own expense to work
against it. Now there are two un-
dertakers in Lewiston vary much
opposed, and it was told me, al-
though I have never met either one
of them that they brought in a peti-
tion here signed by some thirty odd
members which they claimed that
the two of them, in about an hour
and a half, in two cities of this
State, obtained, remnustrating
against the passage of this act.
In that number there are ten who
have answergd yes. One «f them
made the statement that it he had
time to go among the undertakers
of the State of Maine he believed
that when they understood the sit-
uation that 400 out of the 451
would be opposed to this bill. The
only other feature about the bill—
I have tried to show you that to my
mind the bill is unfair—but there
is also the question of constitution-
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ality. I do not believe that any law
bassed by this Legislature impos-
ing upon every member o9f the pro-
fession dues for the purpose of
education would ever be declared
constitutional if brought before the
courts of this State.

Mr. JACOBS of Auburr: Mr.
Speaker, 1 realize that when we
mention undertakers and their

business, it rather casts a gloom
over most of us, but these men
and women who are actively en-
gaged in this profession I find are
human, and are rather abouve the
average Intelligence of mankind,
and they come here asking us, as
members of this House, the Legis-
lature, for an enlarged iicense fee
for their own business. The law
is already on the statute books in
regard to this group of individuals,
and they simply want to raise the
license fee a nominal raise in order
that they may become more en-
lightened in the field of their acti-
vity, and I feel, Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House, that it is a
laudable ambition for this zroup of
individuals in our State who have
to perform the last services that
can be rendered to the dead, that
they be enlightened, that tley may
be informed upon progress in their
line of activity.

The last speaker mentioned the
fact that these men from T.ewiston,
if they had the time to convince
these 400 members of this organiza-
tion, if they could meet them face
to face, that they would be op-
posed to this bill. It seerns they
went to this committee vn Judic-
jary and did not convince the
majority of those men of intelli-
gence as to their standing upon
this question.

Now coming down to the analysis
of the situation more closeiy, these
opponents have a personal feeling
in this matter, and I do not believe
that personal feelings and personal
ideas on the subject shouid have
weight with the majority of these
men and women who are anxious to
have this bill passed in order that
they may become more enlightened
in their field of service. It is plan-
ned by this group to have men
come into the State of Maine an-
nually and divide the State into
four sections, so that every under-
taker in the fleld may have an op-
portunity to know the advance-

ment that has been put in progress
in matters of this kind, and I think
it is up to them, as citizens of the
State of Maine, that they obtain
all the information necessary to
carry on their work successfully.

In these days of progress and
rush the automobile plays an im-
portant part in the affairs of the
community., More accidents and
more deaths accrue from the auto-
mobile than in any other field.
There has been called to my mind
just recently an accident in the
State of Maine involving the death
of three of our citizens. They
were injured and maimed beyond
recognition, and those funerals
were held in closed caskels, and I
am informed by men who have the
authority to inform me that had
those undertakers had the intorma-
tion obtainable by these confer-
ences which are proposed by this
group of individuals, had they had
the opportunity to know facial sur-
gery as they should know it, that
could not have happened. It is a
sad and tragic thing to have death,
and still more so for the friends
and relatives of the deceased not
to see them in the last service per-
formed.

Now I believe it is up to us, to
these men who are coming here
asking to tax themselves, not us—
the law being already on the
statute books for $1, and they ask
to raise it to $2—I hope the motion
of the gentleman who has Just
spoken will not prevail, and that
the majority report of the commit-
tee on Judiciary will prevail.

Mr. FARRIS of Augusta: Mr.
Speaker, I wish to speak briefly in
support of this bill because I in-
troduced the bill and signed the
majority report. This bill was
heard before the Judiciary commit-
tee, and it has been in that com-
mittee six weeks under considera-
tion. The only opponents of that
bill were two undertakers from
Lewiston, one of whom belongs to
the association. They were heard
and their opposition was met by a
new draft. They opposed the fee
of $5., which was in the old bill,
and finally we made a new draft,
and in that way eliminated what
we thought was the objectionable
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feature, where the members of the
association would be compelled to
attend the National Conference,

This is a very simple bill, and 1
believe it is constitutional, because
other states have it. I do not be-
lieve any fair-minded member of
this House will vote against this
bill because its legal effect does not
apply to their special line of busi-
ness. This is a bill for the benefit
of the undertakers of Maine. They
have asked for something from this
Legislature, and I do not believe
that their demands are unreason-
able—I believe they are very rea-
sonable—and this bill, as it is now
drafted, meets those demands. The
bill is House Document 648, and is
in a new draft. This proposed law
seeks to amend Sections 30 and 31
of the old law passed twenty years
ago, under which all of the practic-
ing undertakers and embalmers are
not annually licensed, so that all
may be licensed alike, and to in-
crease the annual license fee from
one to two dollars. This is for the
purpose that the well recognized
requirements of this profession
may be properly carried out and all
in accordance with requirements,
not only recognized as needed by
the State Association of Undertak-
ers, the National Undertakers’ As-
sociation, and the State Embalm-
ing Board, but as shown by laws
passed in most of the other States
of the TUnion. Now I will read
Section 31:

“The money thus received shall
constitute a permanent fund for
carrying on the work of the board
and the compensation of its imem-
bers, and for such expenses as
may be necessarily incurred from
time to time by said board on ac-
count of investigations which said
board may be required to make by
reason of this act; and for such
educational purposes as said board

may deem for the best interests
and advantage to the embalimers
and undertakers of the State of

Maine, provided always, that none
of the expenses designated here-
under shall reduce the fund here-
by created under the sum of one
thousand dollars.”

Now this fund is created by the
undertakers themselves; it is not
by taxation, it is their own money
paid into this association for their

examination, and this raises the
license fee from one to two dollars.
Now I will quote from the list of
states I have here which have a
similar law:

‘“Louisiana requires a renewal
fee of $5.; Mississippi, $2.; Colo-
rado, $2.; North Carolina, $2.; Ore-
gon, $6.; Virginia, $5.; Georgia,
$2.; North Dakota, $3.; Arkansas,
$2.; California, $2.; Arizona, $2.;
Missouri, $3.; New Mexico, §$2.;
Kansas, $2.; Massachusetts, $2.;
and New Jersey, $5.”

All of these are renewal fees for
the purpose of carrying on the ob-
jects of the Board.

Now the laws of the different
states vary as to the fund being
used for educational purposes, and
taking two states at random, I
quote the following provisions of
the statute of Virginia, Chapter 72,
Section 1719:

“The Board may conduct, or aid
in the conducting of, schools for
teaching embalming, and scientific
branches relating thereto, out of
its own funds; but shall not there-
by reduce the funds in the treas-
ury of said Board below the sum of
three hundred dollars.”

That is similar to the law we
here ask to be enacted, which pro-
vides that the sum shall not be re-
duced under one thousand dollars.
I cite from the Oregon laws of
1921, Chapter 102, Section 13:

“The remainder ot any such pay-
ments when so made shall consti-
tute and be considered as, and are
hereby made, an appropriation of
such sums, or amounts, from the
general fund for the purpose of
education of embalmers.”

I have not heard that any of
these laws have been declared un-
constitutional; they have been on
the Oregon statute books for eight
years, and I challenge the gentle-
man from Kingfield, Mr. Wing, to
produce any decision that this law
may be unconstitutional.

This goes for the purpose of the
education of these embalmers, so
that they may be better qualified to
perform their duties. We may not
be concerned here today but the
time will come when we may have
to be dealt with by undertakers,
and it will be much better to have
our friends, when they gather
around our bier for the last time,
say those familiar words “Doesn’t
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he look familiar!”
them say
ble!”

As the <entleman from Auburn
(Mr. Jacobs) has said, we have au-
tomobile accidents every day, and
these people want to educate them-
selves so they can prepare bodies
so they will look presentable. I say,
“Give them this bill.” I respect the
opinion of every member of this
House, and I believe we all should
have our own opinion, but I believe
that when you come to, 'vote lon
this proposition and after consider-
ing the fact that three Senators
and five Representatives signed
this majority report, that you will
accept the majority report.

Mr. ALDRICH of Topsham: Mr.
Speaker, as a member of the Judi-
ciary Committee who signed the
majority report I would simply like
to say as to the matter being dealt
with that the only question involv-
ed here, as I see it, is whether or
not the law already on the statute
books, and thereby the policy of
our State as has been determined,
shall be amended to the effect that
there shall be assessed an ad-
ditional sum of $1 for the pur-
poses of enabling this body of un-
dertakers, who undoubtedly are
engaged in a business which affects
the public welfare, to acquire edu-
cational advantages which the pro-
fession would seem to demand. And
it is solely upon that ground, that
it is something desirable from the
standpoint of public welfare, and
therefore from the standpoint of
all of us, that I, as a member of
the Judiciary Committee, signed
the majority report.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question? The gques-
tion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Kingfield, Mr. Wing, to
accept the minority report ought
not to pass on House Paper 316,
House Document 91 (New Draft H.
P. 1629, H. D. 648) an act relating
to the relicensing and registration
of undertakers. As many as are in
favor of the gentleman’s motion
will say aye; as many as are oD-
posed will say no.

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

On motion by Mr. Farris of Au-
gusta, a viva voce vote being taken,
majority report ought to pass in a
new draft, was accepted.

Mr. WING: Mr. Speaker, I wish
to state to the gentleman from Au-

than to have
“Doesn’t he look terri-

burn (Mr. Jacobs) that I absolute-
ly have no personal feeling in this
matter. There are several things
I would like to reply to, but I be-
lieve no one who knows the situa-
tion will think that I will be spe-
cially affected by this bill,

Mr. JACOBS: Mr. Speaker, I did
not refer to the gentleman person-
ally—it was somebody else—not
him. I want it clearly understood;
it was the man who appeared be-
fore the Judiciary Committee.

On further motion by Mr. Farris,
this being a printed bill, the rules
were suspended and the bill was
given its two several readings at
this time and tomorrow assigned.

The SPEAKER: The Chair pre-
sents to the House the second mat-
ter today assigned, majority re-
port, ought to pass, and minority
report, ought not to pass, from the
committee on Legal Affairs on bill
an act relating to pilots for the
Port of Portland, H. P. 862, H. D.
285, tabled by the member froim
Portland, Miss L.aughlin, March 12,
pending acceptance of either re-
port; and the Chair recognizes the
member from Portland.

Miss LAUGHLIN: Mr. Speaker,
I move that the minority report,
ought not to pass, be accepted. In
support of that motion I would like
to say, in the first place, that the
bill as it appears here, H. D. 285,
is a bill striking out the whole law
as it now exists and substituting
another for it. That, of course, in
itself, so far as the bill appears,
does mnot give us the information
of what is done. As a matier of
fact what this bill does is to strike
out of that law an amendment
which was put into it by the last
Legislature in 1927 so that if this
bill passes, the effect of it would
be to put the law back exactly
where it was before it was amend-
ed two years ago; in other words,
to repeal what the Righty-third
Legislature did in respect te pilot-
ing.

Now that provision which it pro-
poses to strike out, and which was
passed in 1927-—and this is in the
laws of the State—provided that
“Hvery inward bound vessel, draw-
ing nine feet of water and up-
wards, except coasting and fishing
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vessels, shall be held to pay such
pilots the regular fees for pilotage,
whether their services are accepted
or not, provided a pilot boat is on
her station and prepared to furnish
a pilot to such vessel.” This was
adopted by- the Legislature two
Vears ago as a measure of safety
for the ships and crews conmung in-
to the port of Portland, a measure
which prevails in every purt in the
United States and in Canada. I say
‘“port”. 'The TUnited States recog-
nizes a port as a port only those
places where vessels gome in where
there are licensed pilots, and every
port in the United States and Can-
ada has this provision, it thereby
being the consensus of opinion of
all persons in touch with matters
pertaining to the sea that this is a
necessary provision for the safety
of ships and crews sailing into a
port.

There has been some criticism of
the fact that the ship does not take
a pilot but still has to pay the pil-
otage fees; but any law is oull and
void unless there is some provision
in it by which the person piloting
the ship gets some sort of advan-
tage from it. That is what we did
in all our laws. When we say that
one cannot steal, it would not
amount to anything if we did not
have a penalty for it, so when we
say that they must have pilots,
there must bhe something that puts
them at a disadvantage. Instead of
making penalties, it simply says
that if they do not observe this
rule of safety, they shall not get
any benefit from it because they
have to pay the pilotage fees just
the same. Of course that makes it
obligatory on the part of the pilots
that they should be on the station
in storm as well as in ecalm.

Now you will note froin the sec-
tion that I read that this doves not
apply to fishing vessels and does
not apply to coastwise wvessels. By
coastwise vessels we mean Ameri-
can vessels sailing from an Ameri-
can port to an American pert. The
reason that these classes of vessels
are not included is because the
captains of those vessels have to
pass an examination and they get
a United States inspector’z license,
practically a pilot license, so they

are competent to bring the vessels
into port. Therefore those vessels
are excepted. The vessels that are
obliged to pay a pilotage fee are
vessels coming into the Port of
Portland from a foreign port, and
foreign vessels coming info the port
of Portland even though they come
from an American port.

Now the opposition to this meas-
ure which was adopted two years
ago after their discussivn and
hearing, so far as we may judge,
comes solely from the importers of
pulpwood from the foreign ports of
Canada, because, coming from a
foreign port, they have to pay the
pilotage fee. Now if we shculd cut
pulpwood in Maine and send it to
Canada, there is not a port in Can-
ada in which we would not have to
pay that pilotage fee. How much
does this fee amount to in propor-
tion to the value of the cargo? Well
the average amount of the Dpilot-
age fee on pulpwood brought in
was about four cents a cord or
one-third of one per cent of the
value. The pulpwood comes free in-
to this State in competition with
the pulpwood of this State. The
imposition of four cents a cord
would be,—if we take it ourely on
a business basis, and forget the
safety part of it—_would be in the
nature of a little protection to the
pulpwood of Maine to the extent of
four cents a cord which certainly
is not very much nor a gveat bur-
den on these importers of pulp-
wood. Some of these importers
who appeared before the commit-
tee do not have their stock listed
on the Exchange and we do not
know its value; but one of these
companies does have its stock list-
ed, not on the New York Exchange
but reported by brokers, and in the
last two years it has gone up from
seventy-five to two hundred dol-
lars per share, and this since this
law has been in force. So appar-
ently this terrible burden of four
cents a cord did not very seriously
affect the business of that paper
company, but it is of great im-
portance on the matter of safety
and therefore the standing of the
port of Portland which, as I said, is
only in line with all the otlier ports
of the United States and Canada
in requiring this pilotage fee.

There is another side to be con-
sidered on the business side apart
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from safety. Before this law was
passed it sometimes happened that
a foreign ship coming to the port
of Portland would bring its coast-
wise pilot from Boston to pilot the
ship into Portland Harbor. Now no
Portland pilot would have been
permitted to take any ship into the
port of Boston because Boston has
accepted the same provision which
we put into the law here two years
ago for the port of Portland; but
in that way they could take away
from the business of our licensed
pilots in Portland by bringing, as
I have said, some coastwise pilot
down with them.

As I have said, on tne business
side there is every reasonl to leave
the matter as it is; but, as I also
have said, the really important fea-
ture is the matter of safety. I hap-
pened to speak with the wife of a
sea captain last evening, and she
said to me “I wish those opposed
to it could know how the Captain
feels when he comes in on a dark
and stormy night with no rilot out
there.” The answer is, of course,
that we cannot have a pilot there
on a dark and stormy night and

not on other nights and &t other
times. Every port in the TUnited
States and Canada has the same

law. It is endorsed by the under-
writers, the shipping agents and
the captains. I talked with a good
many of them two years ago and
I have talked with some of them
this year, and I find them exactly
of the same opinion; and it is the
most natural thing in the world
that the captains should want this
law, because, if repealed, :t would
put on them the burden and re-
sponsibility of determininy when
they must take on a pilot, —putting
on them the burden and responsi-
bility of deciding whether the storm
is bad enough or the fog thick
enough to justify them in so tak-
ing on a pilot. So they sometimes
take a chance. A good illustration
of this is the loss of the steamer
Vestris not so very long ago. I
read an interview with a man who
was in touch with the situation. He
said he thought the radio had been
a curse to shipping because he said
by reason of the radio the owners
of the Vestris got in touch with the
captain and told him not to risk
the salvage expense untii the last
moment. By the owners being in
touch with the captain that made
him delay so long that :t became
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too late to get aid and the vessel
went down with more than 120 per-
sons who lost their lives.

There have been vessels lost even
in Portland Harbor. Of course car-
go owners get their insurance so
they are all right. The United
States Government has to clear the
channe! and so they do not have
that expense. As to the lives that
are lost, what can we Jdo about
those? They are just simply gone.
So I come back to this, that by the
consensus of opinion in every port
in the world of persons Iin touch
with maritime affairs, that this is
a measure necessary for the safety
of ship and crew, and the mere
saving of four cents a cord on pulp-
wood should hardly be balanced
against that principle of safety.

It seems to me, on this business
matter, that the Legislature of
1927 believed that Maine had been
long enocugh an easy mark for the
ports of Boston and Canada, let-
ting their pilots come in here when
our pilots could not go there. We
believed, also, that the time had
come when the port of Portland
should give to crew and stup the
same guaranty of safety that every
other port in the country and in
the world gives to ships uand crews
by putting this amendment into the
bill two years ago; and I believe
that this Legislature will agree
with the Legislature of 1927 that
this guaranty of safety should be
continued to ships and crews and
vote against the repeal of that
provision, and therefore against the
enactment of this bill. (Applause)

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

Mr. FOSTER of Ellsworth: Mr.
Speaker, I believe that this com-
pulsory pilotage act for ihe port of

‘Portland is one which should have

the most serious consideration of
thig Legislature for it affects pri-
marily one of the few remaining
large industries in our State.

We are expending a great deal
of money yearly in advertising
Maine and trying to attract new
business. There is a bill before this
House now carrying an appropria-
tion of $75,000 yearly for this pur-
pose. The pulp and paper industries
must stand no small portion of
this tax, and I have never heard a
protest from them; but it does
seem to me that they should have
some consideration at least in the
way of legislation that would not
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add to the already very high cost
of production.

The .nember from Portland, Miss
Laughlin, quoted to you the act of
1927 partially, but she did not go
through with it. I would like to
read it. ‘“Every inward bound ves-
sel drawing nine feet of water and
upwards, except coasting and fish-
ing vesscls, shall be held to pay
such pilots, the regular fees for
pilotage, whether their services are
accepted or not, provided a pilot
boat is on her station and prepared
to furnish a pilot to such vessel; a
pilot boat shall not be obliged to
remain on her station at all times;
every outward bound vessel,” and
this is what she left out, “every
outward bound vessel, except as
above provided, shall, whether their
services are accepted or not, be
held to pay the regular fees to the
pilot who brought her in, or if no
such pilot then to the »nilot first
offering his services; a vilot shall
have a lien for his pilotage fees
on all vessels liable therefor”.

If there is no pilot boat on the
pilot ground, and if the captain
elects to run his vessel into the
anchorage to where a tow boat
picks him up to dock, and when
cargoes are discharged to take him
out, we do not feel that it will be
necessary to license a pilot to go
alongside and offer services which
have not been performed nor nec-
essary te he performed, hecause we
do not believe it is necessary for
a captain to have the services of a
tow boat and also a pilot to get him
out of the harbor safely.

Here is a telegram from Ralph P.
Bell, Halifax, Nova Scotia, one of
the most responsible shipping
agents I know of, in response to a
wire from S. D. Warren and Com-
pany, the former telegram reading
as follows: “Please wire informa-
tion regarding pilotage at Yar-
mouth, Nova Scotia,” (a good sized
port) “What is rate? 1Is pilotage
compulsory? How based?”

Here is the reply: “Pilotage Yar-
mouth not compulsory. On boat
similar Susanna averages about
twelve dollars per trip when used
if on contract basis for say two or
more trips. A single trip without
any arrangement in advance would
cost approximately twelve dollars
in and twelve dollars out.”

1 have here a statement from the
Hollingsworth & Whitney Com-
pany of Waterville showing that

the steamer Dagfin made eleven
trips into Portland harbor last
yealy, the steamer Hansen made
eleven trips, the steamer Ada five
trips, a total of pilotage of $2,230,
which was an average of about $80
a boat. 1 have a statement from
the 8. D. Warren Company show-
ing that their total pilotage last
yvear averaged 11.9 cents per cord
for pilotage alone. This may seem
a small amount but the aggregate
is considerable.

Now just a word as to how these
pilots are appointed. The Commis-
sioners of the Harbor of Portland
feel that four pilots are about all
that can get a comfortable living,
and so far no other men, no mat-
ter how -well qualified, have b<en
able to get a license. You may call
this class legislation, you may call
it discrimination or good judg-
ment; but to my mind it is a fine
privilege to enjoy. You might as
well give Aroostook county the
privilege of raising all the potatoes
in Maine, or appoint some attorney
in Portland or Cumberland county
to make all the deeds to be exe-
cuted in that county. To be sure,
the business in Portlard is falling
off. You do not see the ship chan-
dlers down here asking the Legis-
lature to subsidize them. There
were approximately 190 ships that
entered Portland Harbor last year
and 83 of these were pulp wood
boats. The pilots acknowledge
more than $15,000 as their income
and nearly $5,600 of this came from
the pulp woo” carriers alone, anad
these pulp wood boats operate only
four or five months in the summer.

The statement has been made
that if this act is repealed Portland
harbor would be without pilots. I
helieve this most absurd and un-
fair, There are dozens of men in
ortland and South Portland today
who would jump at the opportunity
to get a pilot’s license and they
would take a chance of getting a
living the same as we do to sell
our goods in a competitive market.
Portland Harbor has had no trou-
ble in getting good pilots; but two
vears ago some one saw an oppor-
tunity to levy a little more tax on
the paper industry. That was in
1927 and we have not heard of any
casualties in Portland harbor.

Reference has been made to the
fact that this is the only port in
the States or Canada that is not
licensed. That is not so; but if we
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have any natural advantages in
Portland, why not take advantage
of them.

There has been a statement made
by Albert P. Hall, who is one of
the Harbor Commissioners, that if
this bill were repealed there would
be plenty of pilots in Portland.
There always had been.

In no way that I can see does the
act of 1927 protect the hrrbor of
Portland. This bill was very care-
fully drawn and designed to pro-
tect the pilots of the harbor of
Portland. It does not say that they
are compelled to take a pilot, but
if Portland is on the pilot ground
they must take one. If the pilot is
not there the captain can go in if
he cares to- In no way that I can
see does this protect property or
lives entering the port of Portland.

If the paper mills in the central
and western part of the State are
to continue operations, they have
got to go outside of the State of
Maine for their wood supply. The
nearby wood for all of these wes'-
ern and central mills is practically
exhausted. All pulp wood from Ca-
nadian shipping points carries an
almost prohibitive freight rate. The
logical place and the places that
the most of these mills are now
turning to are Newfoundland and
Nova Scotia. Portland harbor has
the best facilities that we know of
for discharging this wood. If the
pilots will be a little patient and
give this business an opportunity
to become stable, I believe they will
soon find their income increased
materially in this territory.

There is just one ore matter I
would like to draw your attention
to. Miss Laughlin has mentioned
that the pilots must go out in
storms and stay upon the station,
and so forth. I just want to tell
vou this to correct that—that boats
coming from abroad, foreign bot-
toms coming from Nova Scotia or
wherever it may be, are almost all
equipped with wireless. The pilots
come down to the steamship offices
and this is about the conversation

that occurs: “What time 1is the
‘Fram’ coming in tonight?”’ “She
will be here at four o’clock.” *“All

right.”” The pilot gets into the pilot
boat and runs down the five or six
miles in a few minutes, gets on the
ground and picks up the Fram and
gets his fee. Now there is not very
much of a hazard to that.

I want to correct a statement
that 'vou will find on the slip on
vour desks this morning: “The
principal steamship owners and
managers doing business in Port-
land, are in favor of the present
law and have so publicly expressed
themselves.” The reason of this
is that for every port charge, every
towing charge, every pilot charge
to be paid, they are entitled to a

five per cent commission. Why
wouldn’t they be in favor of it?
Again: “Captains are always

glad to have a pilot come on board
and relieve them of responsibility
and many owners, especially own-
ers of regular transatlantic liners,
which use the same port year af-
ter year, require their captains to
take pilots.” If that is so, it does
not seem necessary to subsidize
this pilots’ association.

This slip further says:

“The importers of pulp wood
from the provinces, who charter

the vessels by the mmonth, have
agreed to pay the port charges
themselves.” They do in some

cases, four cases out of five.

The member from Portland at-
taches little importance to the
price per cord of wood. There is a
concern that has been trading with
a New York Steamship outfit the
last week or ten days; in fact they
sent a captain down to Nova
Scotia to take the depth of water.
After his return they got these fig-
ures: On boats carrying from 1800
to 2,000 cords, $2.25; 1500 to 1600
cords, $2.30; making a difference of
five cents per cord. By this vou
can see that every five cents a
cord of wood makes a difference in
the price of paper. That is a pret-
ty small amount but it might mean
the business going somewhere else.

I will not take any more of your
time, but I hope that the motion of

the member trom Portland (Miss
Laughlin) will not prevail.
Mr. BUTLER of Bath: Mr.

Speaker and Members of the Legis-
lature: Now I know a little some-
thing about pilots. I had thirty-
six years as master of a vessel, and
I have seen the time when I have
been pretty glad to get a pilot.
Now the gentleman from Ellsworth
(Mr. Foster) thinks piloting is all
fun. Well, he wants to go out off
Cape Elizabeth light ship in a good
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gale of wind and board a ship that
is rolling at forty-five degrees and
bring that ship into Portland Har-
bor. He wants to go out some
morning when the thermometer is
down to zero and the vapor is so
thick that you couldn’t see across
this room, and see a pilot climb up
the side of that ship. I tell you,
that iy a picnic, isn’t it? You do
not know anything about it, and I
do. (Laughter and applause.)

T have heen in a good many for-
eign ports, 1 have been from Port-
land to Galveston, Texas, and down
to Tampico, Mexico, and I never
got clear of a pilot. The pilots are
almost as thick down there as mos-
quitoes here, but you never heard
a man say “Repeal the pilot law.”
We want them, and that is what
we want in Portland, and that is
what we are going to have.
(Laughter and applause.)

1 never made a speech in my life
before, and I do not think I am
going to make much of a one now,
but T will tell you the facts. Now
the whole sum and substance of
this bill is to take dollars and
cents from the poor fellow and give
them to the big corporations in the
State here. If you want to save
money, cut down some of the sal-
aries of their big high salaried
men. That is what I claim.
(Laughter and applause.)

The poor pilot is making $2300 a

year. How much is that? T can-
not live on $2300 a year and 1
have only got one wife. (Laughter

and applause.)

T am going to tell you gentlemen,
don’'t repeal the pilot bill This is
a bill of safety. Itis all right to say,
as this man over here sayvs., a man
can go two or three times out of
Portland Harbor and take a ship
in. Can he take the shin in when
the fog is so thick you caniot see
one hundred feet? That is where
you want your pilot. Dozs he know
the tide? Does he know hcw the
current runs? No, Sir he
doesn’t, and he is not com-
petent to be a pilot into Port-
iand Harbor, That is what 1
believe in—1I1 believe in compulsory
piloting. T have had it all the days
of my life. T have been in different
parts of the world, and 1 always
took a pilot, was glad to take a
pilot. Don’t you suppose 4 man that
comes on this coast in the winter
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time, the Captain of a <hip, don't
vou suppose he is glad ‘o get the
pilot when he has been out days
and days in bad weather and sees
a storm coming on and wants to
get into Portland before 'e gets
caught? Wouldn’'t he take a pilot?

The gentleman from Ellsworth
(Mr. Toster) says the pilof isn’t on
the grounds. I have been in Port-
land Harbor more times than any
other man in this House, hundreds
of times,; I sailed out of there for
twenty vears in coastwise trade,
making trips,—sometimes two trips
in twenty-seven days. I nave got
A summer place, and I can take my
classes and see the piloc just as
plain as if T were in Portiaud, and
then the gentleman says =ne pilots
are not out there. I know they are.
1 know they have been, and I don’t
believe they have changed since 1
have been going to sea, and that is
only eleven vyears ago. {Laughter)
Now, gentlemen, I hope you will
vote right on this hill. (Applause)

Mr. VARNUM of Westbrook:
AMr. Speaker, we have all had a
good laugh. Now I have enjoyed

the remarks of the gentleman from
Bath, (Mr. Butler) and the infor-
mation, but I just simply want to
supplement a little what Mr. Fos-
ter has said in regard to the paper
bhusiness As you know, business is
dull in the State of Maine---I sup-

pose it is in other parts of the
country—bhut we in Maine know
more about our own business than

that of other states. The fire book
paper business, as many of you
that have bought fine book paper
know, meets with sharp competi-
tion, An addition of approximately
twelve cents a cord upon the cost
of the wood to the mill—with this
fact in mind that it tukes two
cords of that wood to make a ton
of paper__youarrive at very nearly
twenty-five cents a ton increase in
the cost of your paper. Now twen-
ty-five cents a ton may nof mean
much to the average man, huf when
vou get into sharp competition, as
Mr. Foster stated, in other lines,
vou figure down closer thayn that,
@and that twenty-five cents a ton
may mean the losing or the vaining
of a bhig order for the mills «nd we
are in need of all the business in
Maine we can get.

Now the mills importing torough
the Port of Portland this pulpwood
are employing approximateiy eight
thousand people, and this ‘ouches
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not only the people employed in the
mills, but it touches their families.
I am figuring it conservatively at
two and a half members. That is a
very conservative statement. The
United States census takes about
four to a family. You see that with
two and a half members to a fam-
ily, you are affecting about twenty
thousand people, and it may have
a great deal to do with those eight
thousand employees in i1egard to
the adjustment of wages. The mills
are not all unionized. This may
nave a more tar-reaching effect
than they think of. I sincevely trust
the majority report will he accep-
ted.

Mr. JACOBS of Auburn: Mr.
Speaker, I will be very brief in this
matter. I just simply want to call
your attention to the fact that many
of the agencies that are employed
in the operation of steainships
throughout the country are in favor
of retaining this law as passed in
1927. I hold in my hand twelve
communications representing forty-
two steamships and shippers who
operate on the Atlantic coast, and
every one of them are in favor of
retaining this law.

I quote one of the prominent cit-
izens of Portland, Two yelrs ago
he worked against this law think-
ing that it would drive ai' the
shipping out of Portland. The re-
sult has been an increase, not per-
haps on acecount of this law, but
shipping has increased in thc past
two years over the previous two
vears. I would like to own some
stock in these companies that are
paying large dividends. 1 don’'t
think it would affect one person in
the State of Maine if this law was
retained on the statute books.

Mr. JACKSON of Portland: Mr.
Speaker, when ] want my watch
repaired 1 go to a repairer of
watches; when I want a question of
law talked of by an intelligent man,
I go to a lawyer; and when I want
to know regarding matters of the
sea, I would rather take the splen-
did statement of Captain Butler,
who has been to sea all his life, re-
garding the expediency of Keeping
the present law than I would the
statement of a few pulp dealers and
a few paper manufacturers whose
sole purpose in coming tc +his Leg-
islature and asking for the repeal
of the present law seems to be that
they may add to their pockets a
few more dollars in the shape of a

few cents saved on a cord of pulp-
wood. I do not believe that T need
to say any more. I am in favor of
the motion of the Representative,
Miss Laughlin, for the acceptance
of the minority report.

Mr. STURGIS of Auburn: Mr.
Speaker, as you know, I am a
landsman, but I sometimes, as you
all realize, get to sea before I
know it. I followed the remarks
of Captain Butler who has given
his whole life to seafaring as a
Captain, and I am willing to stake
my reputation and vote with Cap-
tain Butler.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

Mr. JACK of Lisbon TFalls: Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman from Port-
land, Mr. Jackson, stated that
when he wanted to find out some-
thing, he went to an authority. I
think that is the proper procedure.
The gentleman from Bath, Cap-
tain Butler, has stated that he can-
not keep one wife on $2300, but he
did not say how much it would cost
to keep two. I wish that informa-
tion had been brought to the sur-
face, assuming, perhaps, he is an
authority on the subject.

Now as a member of the Legal
Affairs Committee, having signed
the majority report ought to pass,
we were brought to that conclusion
after a careful analysis of the evi-
dence presented to us. Now there
is a principle at stake in this prop-
osition which had to do with caus-
ing a majority of that committee to
come to the decision that it did.
Now the proposition of safety was
not argued. Portland is a very
easy port to come in to. There has
never heen any complaint about the
number of pilots on hand under the
cold system prior to 1927. One
speaker alluded to the fact that
there had been one vessel lost, and
I might say that was a coastwise
vessel, and did not need to have a
pilot under the law.

Now I happen to come from a
town that has a pulp mill in it—
I happen to come from a town
where that pulp mill is down about
one-third of the time because it
cannot compete with the Canadian
markets with the result of a great
loss in wages to the town of Lis-
bon. Now anything that adds to
the cost of newspaper is re-
flected in a company’s ability to
manufacture or not to manufacture.
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I hope you get that clearly. It is
not all profit in the paper mill busi-
ness in the State of Maine. I speak
advisedly. The principle involved,
however, is, are we in favor of
creating a monopoly? Now there
is a proposition that is going to
confront us and is confronting the
membership of this House today.
Are we in favor of creating a
monopoly, whether it is in the in-
terests of capital or labor? Pers-
onally, I am not in favor of creat-
ing a monopoly on either side of
that proposition, Now if a man
wants a pilot, he can get one in
the Port of Portland, whether this
law goes through or does not go
through—there is no question about
that—but it has been so phrased
that it limits the number of pilots
there to four, and no more.

Now I assume that there are
business men here, I assume that
there are doctors here and lawyers.
As far as I am concerned in my
practice, and as far as the phy-

sicians are concerned, we face
the field with no monopoly. Ten
thousand lawyers can come into

my town and practice law and I
cannot help it, and I am not asking
for help. When I cannot fuction
properly in my department, so that
I can get business enough to live
and pay my bills, I shall assume
some other vocation. I thank you.

The SPEAKER: Is the House
ready for the question?

Mr. VARNUM: Mr. Speaker, I
would ask for a division of the
House.

Mr. PEACOCK of Readfield: _Ir.
Speaker and members of the Legis-
lature: As I am a member of that
same Legal Affairs Committee, I
desire to take just a few minutes
and inform the House how I analyze
the same facts directly opposite to
my friend who has just spoken. 1
come from a country place which
has neither port nor mill, and I ap-
proach this subject in a fair open-
minded way. The evidence that
was presented to the committee for
a change in the present law, going
back to the old law, was this: Only
one man beside an attorney, as I

recall it, appeared Dbefore that
committee, the gentleman from
Ellsworth. There was no fault

found that a pilot boat was not on
this station when it should have
been, and therefore that cannot be
considered. The only objection

found was that these boats were
charging a small pilot fee, and in
that committee hearing, if my
memory serves me correctly. those
who were in favor of the repeal of
the present law stated that the in-
creased cost per cord for pilotage
was approximately four cents a

cord. Now it has jumped since the
time of that hearing to eleven
cents.

Now that hearing was advertised
for a long time before it was held,
and I assume that all people inter-
ested had an opportunity to present
all the evidence in the case at that
meeting, if they desired to do so,
but they did not do so, as I have
said.

It was also stated at the hearing
that this was a monopoly, because
there were only four pilots, and
one of the gentlemen cited the
fact that Captain McGuire, I think
it was, in Portland, had applied
for a license and been refused. I
do not doubt but what that was
true, but as a matter of fact in two
or three days, this same Captain
who had been refused a license to
go upon this boat as a pilot wrote
a letter to the committee, or some
member of it, in which he stated
that he was in favor of the present
pilot law; so it seems to me that
that objection must fail.

Now 1 cannot see why this is
creating a monopoly. I am ab-
solutely against monopoly. When
the Iegislature, the Legal Affairs
Committee, was put on wheels and
shipped down to Portland to inter-
view those regarding the city
charter, I went, and not only did 1
take opportunity to listen to that
evidence but 1 took opportunity to
investigate something about this
pilot bill, because I wanted to know
about it. I had an idea that the pilots
had a magnificent boat down there,
that they were living in the lap of
luxury, and when I saw that pilot
boat in which those pilots go out

to sea in all kinds of weather I
was simply astonished. It is not
worth more than $1500. Now those

pilots do not have pink teas all the
time, as some of the gentlemen
have inferred. It is far from it;
and when they take their lives in
their hands and go out there to
meet those boats in those storms,
I believe that they should be rea-
sonably paid for their services.
Now what does it cost, then, to
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operate those boats? And what
large salaries are they getting from
these monopolies? They submitted
to our committee a statement
showing the cost of the boat and
the income received, and it aver-
ages for those four men about
$2400 or $2500 a year. Now is that
a large sum of money for the ser-
vices which they perform? The only
people interested in this are the
paper mills which desire a few
cents r-ore to put into their pock-
ets. Go out and try to buy any
shares in these mills that have al-
ready been spoken of, and see if
you can buy them, and if you can
buy them, how much you have got
to pay for them.

Now I am not going to inflict a
long speech on you, but I am go-
ing to say this: I hold in my hand
a tabulation of the pilot law
throughout all the «¢oasts of the
United States, and =avery one of
these has a law very similar to
this, which confirms the statement
made to you by the gentleman
from Bath, Mr. Butler.

It seems to me, Members of this
House, that the ground has been
well covered, and the evidence sus-
tains the fact that the minority re-
port should be accepted by this
House, and those pilots who offer
themselves there in times of storm
should be reasonably bprotected.
Only two or three days before
that hearing was held, in a blind-
ing storm, a ship in distress, a man
sick on board, and that pilot went
out in that storm and brought the
sick man to the city of Portland
and placed him in a hospital. Gen-
tlemen and Members of this House,
shall we turn down this pilot bill

and go back to that old law. I do
not believe you will
Mr. HATHAWAY of Milo: Mr.

Speaker, I have an invitation for
lunch with Bob Hale at twelve
o’clock—

The SPEAKER: The gentleman’s
allusion to his social engagement is
out of order.

Mr. HATHAWAY: Then, Mr.
Speaker, I move that we proceed
with the question.

The SPEAKER: As many as are
in favor of the Chair entertaining
the previous question will rise and
stand in their places until counted.

A sufficient number arose.

The SPEAKER: The question is
shall the main question be now
put? As many as are in favor of

this motion will say aye; those op-
posed no.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion that the main question be
now put prevailed.

Mr. KITCHEN of Presque Isle:
Mr. Speaker, when the vote is tak-
en I move that it be taken by the
yveas and nays.

The SPEAKER: The gentleman
from Presque Isle, Mr., Kitchen,
moves that when the vote is taken
it be taken by the yeas and nays-
As many as are in favor of this
motion will rise and stand in their
places until counted, and the mon-
itors will return the count.

Mr. INGRAHAM of Bangor: Mr.
Speaker, we have a motion for =
division.

The SPEAKER: The motion for
the yeas and nays is in order. As
many as are in favor of taking the
vote by the yeas and nays will rise
and stand until counted, and the
monitors hdve returned the count,

A division being had, a sufficient
number arose, and the motion for
the yeas and nays prevailed.

The SPEAKER: The question
before the House is on the motion
of the member from Portland, Miss
Laughin, that the House accept the
minority report of the committee
on Legal Affairs ought not to pass
on H. P. 82, H. D. 285, an act
relating to pilots for the Port of
Portland. A vote of yes in in fa-
vor of the minority report against
the passage of the bill. A vote of
no is for the passage of the Dbill

The Clerk will call the roll.

YEA—Adams, Aldrich, Allen of
Camden, Anderson of New Sweden,
Anderson of South Portland, Angell,
Ashby, Bisbee, Bissett, Blaisdell,
Boynton, Briggs, Burr, Butler, Buz-
zell, Campbell, Carleton of Portland,
Comins, Crawford, Daigle, Fogg,
Gay, Hamel (George), Hatch, Hath-
away, Hawkes of Richmond, Heath,
Hubbard, Hunt, Hurd, Ingraham,
Jackson of Bath, Jackson of Port-
iand, Jacobs of Auburn, Jones of
Corinna, Laughlin, Leonard, Libby,
Lombard, Mansfield, McCart, Milli-
ken, Morin, O’'Connell, Palmer, Pat-
terson, Peacock, -Perham, Perkins,
Potter, Powers, Pratt, Quint, Rea,
Richardson, Roach, Rogers of Green-
ville, Roy, St. Clair, Sargent, Saucier,
Small of Freedom, Sterling of Kit-
tery, Stetson, Stone, Sturgis, Towne,
Ward, Webster of Buxton, William-
son., Wing-—71.

NAY—Allen of Sanford, Bachelder,
Bailey, Belleau, Blanchard, Blodgett,
Boston, Bove, Burkett of Portland,
Burkett of TUnion. Burns, Carleton
cf Winterport, Chase, Clark, Clifford,
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Day, Dudley, Eaton, Farris, Tolsom,
Ford, Foster, Gagne, Gillespie, Hamel
(Redolphe), Hammond, Harrington,
Hill, Holbrook, Holman, Hughes, Jack,
Jones of Windsor, Jones of Win-
throp, Kane, King, Kitchen, Lewis,
Littlefield of Farmingdale, Littlefield
of Moaroe, I.ocke, Lowell, MacKin-
non, McKnight, McLean, Melcher,
Morse of Oakland, Morse of Rum-
ford, Picher, Rohie, Rogers of Yar-
mouth, Rounds, Seavey, Sterling of
Caratunk Pl.,, Stuart, Sturtevant,
Taylor, Thatcher, Tucker, Varnum,
Vose, Webster of Auburn, White of
Dyer Brook, Wight of Newry,
Wright—65,

ABSENT-—Bishop, Couture, IFriend,
Hawlkes of Standish, Jacobs of
Wells, Jones of Waterville, Lenfest,
Merrill, Pike, Rackliff, Rumill, Small
of Hast Machias, Stanley-—13.

Seventy-one having voted in the
affirmative and 65 in the negative the
motion for the acceptance of the mi-
nority report, ought not to pass,
prevailed. (Applause)

The SPEAKER: The Chair pre-
sents the third matter tabled and
today assigned, 8. P. 368, 8. D. 218,

an act to incorporate the Big Black
River Dam Company, tabled on
March 13th by the gentleman from
Van Buren, Mr. Hammond, the pend-
ing question being passage to be
enacted; and the Chair recognizes
the gentleman.

On motion by Mr., Hammond it was
voted to retable this bill.

On motion by Mr. Farris of Au-
gusta, the House voted to reconsider
its action whereby it accepted the re-
port of the committee on Legal Af-
fairs on H. P. 1253, H. D. 425, an act
reclating to lien claims on real estate,
report having been an ought not to
pass report; and on further motion
by the same gentleman the bill and
report were tabled and specially as-
signed for Wednesday, March 20.

Mr. CHASE of Cape Elizabeth: Mr.
Speaker, I move that we adjourn un-
til tomorrow morning at ten o’clock.

A viva voce vote being taken, the
motion prevailed, and the House ad-
journed until ten o’clock tomorrow
morning.



