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House op Representatives, March 14,1862.

The Joint Standing Committee on Mercantile Affairs and
Insurance, to whom was referred the Petitions of W. F.
Weld and others, J. G. Rowley and others, Micajah Lunt and
others, John Dwyer and others, J. M. Leonard and others,
and Gideon Allen and others, for a change in the Pilot
Laws; and the Remonstrance of Nazro Brothers & Sweeney
and others against any change, having given to the petition-
ers a patient hearing, and having had before them the Pilot
Commissioners, who appeared as remonstrants against any
change of the present system, submit the following

That William F. Weld & Co., with 221 others, firms and
individuals, of Boston and the vicinity, ask for the abolishment
of the office of Pilot Commisioners, and that the regulation of
pilotage, and appointment of pilots be delegated to the Board
of Underwriters.

Francis 6. Low, and 143 others, merchants and ship masters
in Essex County, represent “ that the six per cent, tax, added
to the State pilotage fees, for • the special benefit of the State
Pilot Commissioners, is onerous, for the reason that the present
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Commission doesnot answer the requirements of the commercial
interests.” And further,

“ That the petitioners are more familiar with the difficulties
within their respective harbors, and the requisite qualifications
that men should possess to be commissioned to discharge the
responsible duties of a pilot, than strangers, who are unac-
quainted with the harbors, and with citizens who are familiar
with them, and who have no special interest in the mercantile
marine, excepting that which they derive from the emoluments
of their office.”

Wherefore the petitioners pray that the State Commisionbe
abolished, the pilot laws modified, and the appointment and
regulation of pilots delegated to the various boards of under-
writers in the Commonwealth.

Micajah Lunt, and 81 others, of Essex County, petition in
the same words, and ask for the same changes in the law.

John Dwyer and others, in Essex County, petition in the
same language.

Abraham Barker, and 49 others, of the counties of Bristol
and Dukes, offer the same petition.

Gideon Allen and others of the counties of Bxlstol and Dukes,
present the same petition.

J, M. Leonard, and 82 others, citizens of Somerset, in the
county of Bristol, represent that there are only three pilots
appointed for Taunton River, that the number is insufficient,
that the Pilot Commissioners though often apprized of the fact,
do not heed the request for more. Wherefore they ask to have
the office of Pilot Commissioners abolished, and that the
appointment and regulation of pilots be delegated to the board
of underwriters.

Another petition of Abraham Barker, and other ship owners,
of New Bedford, presented to the last legislature and referred
to this, asks for a repeal of the law establishing Pilot Commis-
sioners, on the ground that their pay is an unnecessary burden
upon the shipping interest, and prays for a return to the law
formerly existing, creating port wardens.

On the other side there is a remonstrance signed by Nazro
Brothers & Sweeney, with ten other mercantile firms, and by
the presidents of seven insurance companies in Boston, against
the abolishment of the Board of Pilot Commissioners, as they
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believe the commercial interest of the Commonwealth absolutely
requires the services of an efficient Board of Commissioners.

The existing laws on the subject of pilotage will be found in
chapter 52, section 1 to IT, of the General Statutes. '

In the Revised Statutes of 1836, chapter 32, will be found
the pre-existing legal requirements, touching the appointment
of pilots, the regulations of the service, and the power of
removal. Instead of constituting a harmonious system,
susceptible of general application, supervision, and improve-
ment, these requirements appear to have been a heterogeneous
mass of diverse and varying elements, exposing parties interested
to uncertainty, perplexity, and possibly to loss, utterly incon-
sistent with the importance of the pilot service, and the necessity
of a regular system of laws, powers, and responsibilities.

In several ports the pilots were appointed by the governor
and council, who were to determine their fees, and to hear all
complaints against them or among themselves, and to suspend
or remove them at pleasure; duties for which the extreme
probability is, that the governor and council would be, from
their places of residence, occupation, and habits of life, chiefly,
if not wholly unfitted.

In Boston, the governor and council were to appoint two
commissioners to hold office for three years, on condition that
they should be first recommended by the trustees of the
Boston Marine Society, and these commissioners were to have
the power of appointing such persons pilots, as might be ap-
proved by the same trustees, and with no power to revoke
commissions unless with the approbation of the trustees
nor to suspend a pilot longer than until their next meeting;
and, these commissioners were to hear complaints, and if they
should find a pilot guilty of misconduct, were to cause the
treasurer of the State to cause his bond to be put in suit.
They were also to make such regulations as they deemed
necessary, subject to the approval of the same trustees, and
twice in a year were to publish such regulations, and were to
receive five per cent, on the pilotage for their compensation.
Thus, in Boston, the ultimate power over the whole subject
of appointments and removals of pilots, and regulations of
pilotage was lodged in the shifting trustees of an eleemosynary
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society, who might be changed every year, and who, with their
constituent corporation were under no legal obligations what-
soever to the Commonwealth, nor to any person whomsoever,
for the careful, skilful, or even honest discharge of their highly
responsible dirties.

The Committee believe that the duty was performed in a
faithful and intelligent manner, but, their point is that, if the
fact had been otherwise, the law imposed no wholesome re-
sponsibility upon the Marine Society, or its trustees.

In Salem, the governor and council were to appoint the
pilots, on condition of their being recommended by the master
of the Marine Society and the president of the East India Com-
pany, and srrch pilots were to be removed by the governor when-
ever such master and president should report them unsuitable,
and the master and president were to make the regulations,
and alter and amend them at pleasure, subject to the approval
of the governor and council, so that here, all the important
power was lodged in the master of one voluntary association,
with another who might be annually changed, and who were
under no legal accountability whatsoever to undertake the
trust, or for the manner in which they should fulfil it.

In Newburyport, the governor and council appointed the
pilots, provided that they produced certificates from the Marine
Society, of their competency, and the governor was to remove
them upon a like certificate of incapacity—the pilot being sub-
ject to the regulations concerning the unenumerated harbors;
so that here a private society of uncertain continuance, under
no legal obligation to act, nor under any legal accountability,
had the substantial power of appointment and removal, whilst
the regulations were to be in hands possibly incompetent for
the task of making them.

In New Bedford and Fairhaven, the governor and council
were to appoint five wardens, whose duty it should be to appoint
pilots, with power to revoke their commissions, and make all
regulations for their government, without any supervision of
the governor and council, or any accountability to them, or any
one else, so that here the whole power was vested in five
voluntary agents, who might serve or resign at pleasure—who
received no pay, were under no bonds, and no other responsi-
bility than voluntary ministers in the service.
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It would seem impossible to imagine a more incongruous
and unsafe system, and the fact that it endured so long with
the constant aid and patching of the legislature, is a monu-
ment to the general intelligence, sense of public duty and
fidelity of the persons thus undertaking their tasks.

In the year 1853, the incongruous state of the laws regu-
lating pilotage, and the appointment and removal of pilots,
was suggested to the legislature by his excellency governor
Clifford, and the Committee understand that this was done at
the instance of the late chief justice Shaw, whose attention had
been called to the subject in cases coming before him for
judicial investigation.

Nothing appears to have been done by the legislature until
1855, when the Act providing for a board of commissioners,
having jurisdiction throughout the Commonwealth, was passed.
There were additional Acts in 1857 and 1858,and in 1860, the
whole system of laws on the subject was condensed in the 52d
chapter of the General Statutes.

The petitions referred to the Committee all concur in asking
for the abolishment of the board of pilot commissioners, but
on different grounds. W. F. Weld and others of Boston and
the vicinity, assign no reason for their request, unless one is
implied by the prayer, that the appointment and regulation of
pilots be delegated to the board of underwriters. As there is
no such body known to the law, a literal compliance with the
prayer of these petitioners is impracticable, and it is apparent
that the underwriters of Boston do not desire to assume the
duty in question, because seven presidents of the most active
Marine Insurance Companies are among the remonstrants
against abolishing the board of commissioners, and none of
them are petitioners.

In fact, the appointment and removal of pilots, and regu-
lation of pilotage, in Boston, has been in the hands of com-
missioners, for many years, as herein before stated. The only
practical changes in this particular are, that the governor and
council appoint the commissioners without the recommendation
of the trustees of the Marine Society, and six per cent, is
taxed upon pilotage for their compensation, in lieu of five per
cent.
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The petitioners do not complain of the extra tax, and the
Committee do not consider the other change to be of such
essential importance as to justify them in reporting in favor of
the abolishment of the board of commissioners.

The petitions of E. G. Low and others ; Micajah Hunt and
others; John Dwyer and others ; Abraham Barker and others ;

and Gideon Allen and others, are alike in form and substance.
They are signed by a large number of persons, many of them
known to your Committee, as highly respectable citizens, largely
interested in navigation from nearly all the seaports of the
Commonwealth, excepting Boston, and places within Boston
bay. These petitioners complain of the six per cent; tax, as
onerous, and this is not surprising, when it is considered that
prior to the appointment of the board of commissioners,
nothing was paid by the petitioners beyond the established
rates of pilotage, the services of the various persons who ex-
ercised power in the premises having been wholly gratuitous.
Nevertheless, for the purpose of showing how onerous this
burden has been, the Committee append to this Report a
tabular statement of the amount of the tax paid in the several
ports of the Commonwealth, each year since the commission
was established.

These petitioners further complain that the commissioners
have not that familiar knowledge of the respective harbors,
and that acquaintance with the qualifications of persons seek-
ing appointments as pilots, which they themselves possess,
whence they would have it inferred that the regulation of
pilotage, and the appointment of the pilots ought to be vested in
some local authority in each port, and they all pray that the
duty be assigned to the board of underwriters.

It has already been stated that there is no such body as
a board of underwriters known to the law, in this Common-
wealth. There is one or more insurance companies in most
of the seaports, but, even in the capital there is no legally con-
stituted board of underwriters acting or professing to act, as
an unit, upon any subject, although there is an office occupied
by the marine inspectors known as the underwriters’ room, the
rent of which is paid by some of the companies and meetings
are sometimes held there to agree upon rates of premium,
modify the form of policies, and attend to matters of common
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interest; doubtless an imperfect knowledge of this fact misled
the petitioners and induced them to ask the legislature to trans-
fer the appointment of pilots, and regulation of pilotage, to
hands likely to be interested in a wholesome exercise of that
authority.

The petitioners ask that the board of pilot commissioners
he abolished for two reasons, —

First, that the tax for their compensation may be saved.
Secondly, because they think that local knowledge of the

respective harbors, and personal acquaintance with applicants
for office, are essential to the proper exercise of the power,
and that commissioners in Boston cannot possess these qualifi-
cations.

The Committee believe that the tax of six per cent, is reason-
able, and that it yields no more than an adequate compensation
for the services of the commissioners. If then, there are no
more cogent reasons for abolishing the office, than its cost, the
Committee deem that consideration to be of little weight.

As to local knowledge of harbors, and personal acquaintance
with men, it may be said, that the coast, bays and harbors of
Massachusetts, at the present day, are too well known, and
their rocks, shoals, and quicksands too well defined, on charts
almost innumerable, to admit of any wide difference in the
degree of knowledge acquired by local observation by the
inhabitants of any given port, and that readily accessible to
any intelligent mind: and with regard to men, there is quite
as much danger that personal favorites may be put in office
by local authorities, without regard to qualifications, as that
improper persons should be appointed by disinterested commis-
sioners, who certainly can, if they will, ascertain the character,
habits and ability of every applicant.

The Committee are therefore of opinion that these petition-
ers have not in this particular, assigned a sufficient reason for
abolishing the commission.

J. M. Leonard and others, pray for the abolishment of the
board of pilot commissioners, on the ground that proper heed
has not been given to a request for more than three pilots for
Taunton I^iver.

This is in effect, nothing more nor less than a complaint
against the official conduct of the present incumbents of the
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office. The petitioners ask, indeed, like all the others, that the
control of pilots and regulation of pilotage may be delegated to
the “ board of underwriters,” but, as there are no underwriters
at Somerset or Taunton, the inference is, that they merely
conformed to the popular notion that there is somewhere such
a body, whose interest it will be to take proper care of the
matter, if it be placed in their hands. '

The gist of this petition is, that the present commissioners
be removed for neglect of duty. So considered, the petition
should be addressed to the governor and council, who have the
power to inquire into the facts and award such punishment, if
any, even to removal, as the case may demand.

This Committee limits its inquiry to the point, whether the
board of pilot commissioners as a board, should or should
not be abolished: they do not go into an investigation of
the merits or demerits of the past or present incumbents of
the office. These are matters for the executive branch of the
government, where the power of appointment is lodged, and
the responsibility as to qualifications, must rest.

The last year’s petition of Abraham Barker and others, ship
owners, of New Bedford, simply asks for the abolishment of the
board of commissioners, and a return to the system of wardens,
on the ground that the six per cent, tax is unnecessary, and
burdensome upon the shipping interest.

Considering that pilotage in and out of New Bedford is con-
fined almost wholly to whaling vessels, and that the former
system of wardens, probably placed the matter in the hands of
past ship masters, peculiarly well qualified to manage it wisely,
it is not surprising that any change should be discountenanced
by the good people of that thrifty city. They were the first to
petition for the restoration of the old system, and were it
practicable conveniently to absolve any one port from the opera-
tion of a system designed for the whole Commonwealth it is
certainly questionable whether the port of New Bedford and
Fairhaven might not be excluded from the jurisdiction of the
commissioners, and provision made for a proper and respon-
sible management of their own pilots and pilotage by local
authorities.

But the Committee believe that, however desirable such an
arrangement might be, it is not expedient to disturb the general
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system by' excepting any ports of the Commonwealth from the
jurisdiction of the commissioners.

If the appointment and removal of pilots and the regulation
of pilotage, are matters of such importance as to merit the care
of the legislature, there appears to he no other way to manage
the subject than through a Board of competent Commissioners,
whose jurisdiction shall extend along the whole coast from
Somerset to Salisbury. If New Bedford is allowed a local
control, Salem, Newburyport, Gloucester, and many other ports
may justly ask the same privileges. It would be impossible to
discriminate, by denying to one what is granted to another;
there is no half-way course. The system must be sustained
intact, or wholly abandoned.

The Committee heard much evidence touching the manner
in which the present commissioners have discharged their
duties. An expression of opinion as to the weight and import-
ance of this evidence, pro or con, would be out of place in this
Report. If any parties think themselves aggrieved by the acts
or omissions of the Board, the remedy is by petition to the
governor and council. The commissioners hold v their offices
under the safeguards of the constitution and laws. All of them
appeared before the Committee and submitted themselves to a
rigid examination by learned counsel employed by the petition-
ers. They answered readily all questions propounded, and
exhibited their records and whatever documentary evidence
was required from them, including their printed regulations
for the government of the pilots.

Much stress was laid upon the action of the board in relation
to the “ Bay Pilots,” so called, and there was evidence of a bad
state of feeling between some of the Boston pilots and the Bay
pilots, growing out of this matter.

The Committee are of opinion that the commissioners, in
appointing Bay pilots, have not exceeded the authority expressly
given them in the second, third, and fourth sections of the
fifty-second chapter of the General Statutes. There was some
conflict of testimony, chiefly in opinions, as to the expediency
of making these appointments, but the Committee deem it
beyond their province to consider whether a lawful act, per-
formed under official responsibility, was expedient or otherwise.
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A majority of the Committee, for the reasons suggested, are
of opinion that the public good does not require the abolish-
ment of the Board of Pilot Commissioners, and therefore
recommend that the several petitioners have leave to withdraw.

For the Committee,

JOHN S. TYLER.
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Statement of the Amount of Commissions on Pilotage paid since the
establishment of the Board of Pilot Commissioners.

PORTS. 18oG. j 1857. 1858. 1859. 1900. 1801. Total.

I
Salem . . .

$320 03 $214 03 'sl67 07 $159 50 $lBll7 $l3O 14 $1,171 94
Newburrport, . . 263 14 126 34 129 03 141 55 116 96 79 79 856 81
Gloucester, . . 51 77 45 37 25 22 23 48 19 17 470 169 71
Eockport, . . 18 05 10 08 613 875 489 285 50 75
Marblehead, . . 20 62 831 87 400 136 35 16
Taunton Hirer, . 93 69 61 10 36 78 63 20 88 80 36 07 377 64
Wareham, . • 107 63 67 09 48 98 63 i 1 49 98 32 83 370 22
Mattapoisett, . . 11 00 740 10 77 669 474 122 41 82
New Bedford, . . I 403 98 354 04 299 58 310 90 293 31 257 27 1,919 08
Dartmouth, . 520 - - -

- - 520
Edgartown, . .115 16 14 12 20 65 380 400 57 73
Nantucket, . .120 37 22 72 23 27 19 71 260 840 97 07
Nantucket Shoals & |

Harbor Limits, . ; 371 66 125 31 140 99 167 94 135 39 115 27 1,056 56
Provincetown,. . 1 48 65 17 11 18 30 684 522 938 105 50
Merrimac Kiver, . 16 40 19 20 14 93 23 66 790 10 17 92 26
Dorchester, . . 16 74 18 86 52 30 36 06 439 128 35
Charles Hirer,. . - 22 82 76 58 61 90 46 00 15 66 222 96
■Weymouth, Quincy,

&c., . . . - 24 77 48 73 29 49 34 30 36 62 173 91
Cohasset,... 1 08 - 4 98 6 06
Lynn, . . . - - 37 80 26 22 20 93 23 22 108 17
Mystic Hirer, . . 60 - 34 53 12 20 - 300 50 33
Danrers Hirer, .

- -
- - 15 66 15 11 30 77

Bererly, ... - - - - 4 12 2 77 6 89

Commissions paid at ports other than Boston for six years and six months, . $7,134 89

Commissions paid at Boston in 1856 $3,774 33
“ “ “ 1857 3,730 36
“ “ “ 1858, 2,952 33
“ “ “ 1859, 3,817 58
“ “ “ 1860, 3,663 66
“ “ “ 1861, to December 31, . . 3.871 27

■ 21,809 53

$28,944 42
Expenses paid by the Commissioners for six years and six months, . . 6,470 68

Net receipts, $22,473 74

Yielding for three Commissioners, on the arerage, per year, .... $3,437 48
Or for each, 1,145 83

*
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MINORITY REPORT.

House op Representatives, March 8, 1862.

The undersigned, not being able to agree with the majority
of the Committee on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance in the
matter of the several petitions concerning the abolition of the
State Board of Pilot Commissioners, respectfully submits the
following Bill, with his reasons therefor.

The Board of Pilot Commissioners, as now organized, was
the creature of the legislation of the year 1855. Such a com-
mission seems to have been unheard of and unthought of until
that year. Laws with reference to “ pilots and pilotage” are
cotemporaneous with the existence of the State, being an all-
important subject to those who navigate or travel on the sea,
and who have property of a marine nature, and to that hardy,
industrious and brave class of our fellow-citizens whose duty it
is to conduct the mariner and his vessel to and from the various
ports of the Commonwealth. Legislatures have always regarded
the subject with peculiar consideration, and have ever sought
to enact such laws as would most completely subserve the
numerous interests concerned. But amid the many proposi-
tions for the better regulation of the pilotage system, aiffong
the frequent endeavors to arrange the statutes to the satisfac-
tion of the public, there seems never to have been any intima-
tion or suggestion that a State Board of Pilot Commissioners
with a permanent organization would be advantageous or ser-
viceable to the public interest, until the year before mentioned.
Then, without a single petition, so far as we can learn, in favor
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of its creation—neither mariner, nor merchant, nor pilot, asking
for the adoption of the measure—the law was enacted which
authorizes this “ Board.”

To maintain this commission the commercial interest are
made to pay sis per cent, on the amount of pilot fees collected.
Prior to this law no port excepting Boston had been subject to
such taxation. Outside of that port, commissions had been
issued to pilots by the Governor, with the advice and consent
of the Council, without any expense to the maritime interest.
It was in evidence before the Committee, neither being denied
or disputed by any person coming before it, that no difficulty
occurred in the old, and no benefit had accrued from the new
system, so far as the control of the pilots and the enforcement
of the pilotage regulations were concerned. Indeed, the
number, standing and peculiar unanimity of the petitions for
the abolition of this office, proves beyond a question that the
present system is extremely unpopular and unsatisfactory.
It was also in evidence before the Committee that since the
action of the “ Board of Pilot Commissioners,” during the first
year of its operations, there had been scarcely any thing for the
commission to do outside of Boston, and according to the testi-
mony very little to do then—certainly not enough to keep three
men employed under pay of an average compensation of eleven
hundred dollars each per annum. The Committee were
informed by the statement of past Commissioners, who had
served years in the office, that all the alterations in the general
pilotage regulations since July Ist, 1858, had been the appoint-
ment, under statute law, of certain pilots, six in number, for
Boston Bay. This was the only change in a period of three and
a half years; and from this fact we infer and argue that the
laws and regulations throughout the State are settled and satis-
factory. The labors of the “ commission” are now confied to
the mere oversight of the pilots already commissioned, and the
enforcement of regulations already established; and this, we
believe, can be better performed by local than by State authority.
It seems to us that there is no more reason for having a State
board of commissioners to look after the “ pilots and pilotage ”

of our various harbors and ports, than there would be for
having a State board to look after the highways, the fire depart-
ments, or the police regulations of our several cities and towns.
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It is a local matter
,

and should be attended to as far as practi-
cable by local authority.

Believing, therefore, that the office of the “ Board of Pilot
Commissioners” was never a public exigency, and has now
become a sinecure ; believing that its maintenance is an obnox-
ious and unjust burden upon the commercial interest, especially
at this time, when the extraordinary taxation about to be levied
upon all property, makes universal economy a necessity; believ-
ing that to return to the old system of local jurisdiction over
this matter, will not only result in removing and reducing
a needless expense, but will also secure a more direct and
beneficial management of pilots and pilotage affairs, the under-
signed has reported the following Bill for the consideration of
the legislature.

NATH’L GILBERT.
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AN ACT
To abolish the Board of Pilot Commissioners and for the

regulation of Pilotage.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, in General Court assembled

,
and by the authority of

the same, as follows :

1 Sect. 1. All persons holding commissions to pilot
2 vessels in the ports, harbors and rivers in this state,
3 shall continue to hold the same; and the general
4 regulations for pilotage, and the regulations for each
5 port and place heretofore published by the “ Board of
6 Pilot Commissioners,” shall remain in force, unless
7 said commissions are suspended or revoked, and said
8 regulations are altered and amended in accordance
9 with the provisions of this act.

1 Sect. 2. There shall be two commissioners of
2 pilots for the port of Boston, and for the subordinate

of illasoadjuscttu.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Sixty-
Two.
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3 ports and rivers connected with Boston harbor, who
4 shall be appointed by the governor, with the advice
5 and consent of the council, who shall hold their office
6 during the term of three years, unless sooner removed
7 by the appointing power: provided, that said appoint-
-8 ments shall be first recommended by the trustees of
9 the Boston Marine Society; and the persons so recom-

-10 mended shall not be trustees of said society, but shall
11 be persons acquainted with maritime and nautical
12 affairs, and residents of the city of Boston; and the
13 said commissioners shall grant commissions to such
14 persons as pilots as they may deem competent to
15 receive them, and shall suspend and revoke the com-

-16 missions of pilots for reasons satisfactory to them-
-17 selves, for the port of Boston, and for the subordinate
18 ports, and rivers connected with Boston harbor; and
19 they shall see that the laws and regulations for pilot-

-20 age now existing within and for said jurisdiction are
21 duly observed and executed; and they shall receive
22 and hear complaints by, and against pilots, in the said
23 district, and examine into and decide the same; and
24 when any change or alteration in the pilot laws and
25 regulations for the harbor of Boston shall have been
26 recommended to the governor and council, and shall
27 be by them approved, and shall be made public one
28 week in a newspaper published in Boston, such
29 changes and alterations shall have the force and
30 authority of law.

1 Sect. 3. 1 here shall be appointed by the said
2 commissioners, a secretary, whose duty it shall be to
3 keep an office, and be in attendance during the day to
4 receive all complaints of, and against pilots in said
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5 district, and all notifications to the same; and said
6 secretary shall keep a fair record of the doings of said
7 office, to be opened at all times for examination and
8 inspection.

1 Sect. 4. Once in every three months each pilot
2 for the port of Boston shall render to the said com-
-3 missioners an accurate account of all vessels piloted
4 by him, and of all moneys received by him or of any
5 person for him, for pilotage; and he shall pay said
6 commissioners three per cent, on the amount thereof;
7 and the said pilots may add two per cent, to the rates
8 established by law at the time of rendering pilot
9 service, and may collect the same as they are author-

10 ized to collect pilotage fees; and if any pilot shall
11 make a false return of moneys received, he shall pay
12 a sum not exceeding fifty dollars; and from the sums
13 so collected and paid into said office, each commis-
-14 sioner shall receive the sum of three hundred dollars
15 per annum; and the secretary shall be paid the sum
16 of six hundred dollars per annum, which amounts
17 shall be in full for services of said officers; and there
18 shall be allowed the sum of three hundred dollars for
19 the expenses of said office, and in case any moneys
20 should remain after said sums are paid, shall be paid
21 into the treasury of the Commonwealth.

1 Sect. 5. The port wardens of the city of New
2 Bedford and the island of Martha’s Vineyard, are
3 hereby authorized to grant commissions, and to sus-
-4 pend and revoke the same, and to enforce pilotage
5 regulations for all ports bordering on Vineyard Sound
6 and Buzzard’s Bay.

3
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1 Sect. 6. The power to grant, suspend and revoke
2 pilot commissions, and to enforce pilotage regulations
3 for the harbors of Salem, Marblehead, and the rivers
4 leading thereto, is hereby conferred upon the Salem
5 East India Marine Society; and for the port of New-
-6 buryport and Merrimac River, the same power is con-
-7 ferred upon the Marine Society of Newburyport, and
8 for ports and places not mentioned in this act; and
9 in case of the refusal of the “ port wardens ” and

10 societies before mentioned to accept the authority
11 granted by this act, then the power to grant, suspend
12 and revoke pilot commissions shall be exercised by a
13 committee of the governor’s council, who shall be
14 appointed by the governor from the maritime districts
15 for that purpose.

1 Sect. 7. There shall be kept in the office of the
2 secretary of state, at all times, blank pilot commis-
-3 sions and bonds, which shall be furnished on demand
4 of the “ port wardens ” and marine societies men-
-5 tioned in this act; and each pilot receiving a commis-
-6 sion in this Commonwealth shall pay two dollars
7 therefor to the authority granting said commission.

1 Sect. 8. The “ Board of Pilot Commissioners ”

2 for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts is hereby
3 abolished.


