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THE UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD

ORGANIZATION

On July 1, 1927, the United States Shipping Board was composed
of the following members: T. V. O’Connor, chairman; E. C. Plum-
mer, vice chairman; and Commissioners W. S. Benson, W. S. Hill,
Jefferson Myers, P. S. Teller, and R. K. Smith.

T. V. O’Connor (chairman), Great Lakes, was appointed a mem-
ber June 9, 1921, term five years; reappointed June 15, 1926, for a
term of six years from June 9, 1926; term expires June 8, 1932.
Edward C. Plummer (vice chairman), Atlantic coast, was appointed
June 9, 1921, term three years; reappointed May 23, 1924, term six
years from June 9, 1924 ; term expires June 8, 1980. W. S. Benson,
Atlantic coast, served under a recess appointment from December 1,
1920, to March 4, 1921; from March 4 to June 13, 1921, served as
personal representative of the President; June 9, 1921, appointed
commissioner, term one year; June 13, 1922, reappointed, term six
years; term expired June 8, 1928 ; succeeded by H. I. Cone. Admiral
Cone, Atlantic coast, was appointed June 9, 1928, for a term of six
years; term expires June 8, 1934. W. S. Hill, interior, was ap-
pointed January 28, 1924, to serve unexpired term of six years from
June 9, 1921, succeeding E. P. Farley, resigned; term expired June
8, 1927 ; received recess appointment June 7, 1927 ; resigned Decem-
ber 12, 1927; succeeded by Albert H. Denton. Mr. Denton, interior, -
was appointed January 4, 1928, to serve unexpired term of six years
from June 9, 1927; term expires June 8, 1933. Jefferson Myers,
Pacific coast, was appointed June 15, 1925, succeeding B. E. Haney,
resigned ; term expires June 8, 1931. P. S. Teller, Pacific coast, was
appointed January 14, 1926, to serve unexpired term of six years
from June 9, 1922, succeeding Meyer Lissner, resigned ; term expired
June 8, 1928; succeeded by S. S. Sandberg. Mr. Sandberg, Pacific
coast, was appointed June 9, 1928, for a term of six years; term
expires June 8, 1934. R. K. Smith, Gulf coast, was appointed Octo-
ber 14, 1926, under a recess appointment to succeed J. H. Walsh,
resigned ; recommissioned December 17, 1926; term expires June 8,
1929,

On June 30, 1928, the membership of the United States Shipping
Board was as follows: T. V. O’Connor, chairman, E. C. Plummer,
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vice chairman, and Commissioners Jefferson Myers, R. K. Smith,
Albert H. Denton, H. I. Cone, and S. S. Sandberg.

During the year the board held 109 meetings, in addition to which
there were held many special hearings conducted either by the board
or by committees thereof.

GENERAL

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928, the work of the
Shipping Board has been performed in the same bureaus and with
practically the same organization as during the previous fiscal year.
. These bureaus are seven in number, as follows: Bureau of Traffic,
Bureau of Regulation, Bureau of Operations, Bureau of Construc-
tion, Bureau of Law, Bureau of Finance, and Bureau of Research.
Each bureau is under the supervision of a member of the board, as
shown in the accompanying organization chart.

In addition to exercising its regulatory and promotional functions
through these seven bureaus, the board is charged by law with the
operation and maintenance of the Government’s fleet of merchant ves-
sels, acquired as a result of the war. This activity is carried on by the
board through a subsidiary organization formed for the purpose and
known as the Merchant Fleet Corporation.

Prior to October 13, 1927, the affairs of the Merchant Fleet Cor-
poration were administered by a board of trustees, made up of seven
officers of the corporation, these trustees reporting, through the cor-
poration’s president, to the Shipping Board, as to a board of
directors. ’

On October 18, 1927, in order to place its business operations on
a basis more nearly approximating standard commercial practice,
the Shipping Board decided that the positions of the seven trustees
of the Merchant Fleet Corporation should be filled by the seven
members of the Shipping Board. At the same time the chairman of
the board was made president of the Fleet Corporation, the imme-
diate administrative direction of the affairs of the corporation being
left in the hands of the vice president and general manager. As a
result of this close relationship between the two bodies, the conduct
of business, in so far as it relates to the operation of the Government
fleet, is considerably simplified and facilitated.

Originally formed as a regulatory and promotional body to stimu-
late the growth of American shipping, the Shipping Board became
as the result of the war the largest owner of commercial tonnage
in the world. All told, the board has owned and controlled since
1917 a grand total of 2,536 vessels of all types, aggregating 14,706,217
dead-weight tons. ‘

It is well to remember that commercial operations were undertaken
by the board in compliance with the will of Congress, as expressed
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in the merchant marine act of 1920, to the effect that so far as pos-
sible the Government’s war-built merchantmen should be used by
the board in the establishment of steamship services on trade routes
deemed essential to American commerce, these services in turn to
be disposed of ‘“ as soon as practicable, consistent with good business
methods,” to private American interests.

Since 1921 the board has sold to American citizens 1,164 ships,
representing 5,360,144 tons, for $90,620,576.47, including 15 estab-
lished ship-line services disposed of on the basis of guaranteed opera-
tion for a fixed number of years. During the past fiscal year all the
board’s remaining services on the Pacific Ocean were sold to private
American interests.

At this writing (June 30, 1928) the board still possesses 758 ships,
253 in active operation and 505 in the laid-up fleet. These ships,
active and inactive, are held for sale to American citizens under the
most favorable terms, with the proviso, however, that purchasers
of established lines shall, for a stipulated period after acquiring pos-
session, maintain the vessels in defined services, the end and aim of
all these transactions being the establishment of a permanent merchant
marine owned and operated by private citizens of the United States.

In view of the growing popular interest in American shipping,
and the possibility that this reawakened interest would eventually
lead to the enactment of further legislation designed to strengthen
our position on the sea, the board in January, 1928, called a conference
of private American steamship owners, operators, and builders in
order to ascertain their views and on the basis thereof formulate a
series of recommendations to Congress.

This conference, one of the most representative gatherings of
steamship men that has ever taken place in the National Capital, was
held on January 10 and 11, 1928. Suggestions as to improving the
status of the merchant marine were freely exchanged ; pending legis-
lation was analyzed from the viewpoint of the different interests
represented ; and as a result of the discussions a clearer understanding
was had of the position of the American shipping industry gener-
ally on the major problems confronting it. Resolutions adopted
by the conference pointed out that ‘ our overseas merchant fleet is
being rendered obsolete by the rapid march of science and inven-
tion, which has completely revolutionized the manner of vessel pro-
pulsion since our ships were built.” The resolutions further pointed
out that the future of the American merchant marine depended on
prompt constructive action by Congress. ¢ This action,” the reso-
lutions continued, “ should lock toward reconditioning some of the
_present fleet, and should otherwise provide inducements having in
view its early transfer to private ownership under conditions assur-
ing continuance of operation.”
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Following the conference the board, by unanimous vote, issued a
brief statement regarding the results attained and setting forth for
the benefit of Congress an outline of its views as to the principal
points that should receive consideration in any future legislation
affecting the merchant marine. It pointed out that if proper condi-
tions were provided, no difficulties should attend the ultimate trans-
fer of the Government’s steamship services to private American
ownership, as contemplated in the American merchant marine act of
1920.

In making its recommendations to facilitate the transfer of the
Government’s war-built fleet to private ownership, under condi-
tions assuring permanency of operation, the board stressed the point
that the recommendations were to be looked upon as carrying the
indorsement not only of the Shipping Board but of representatives
of the country’s private shipping interests as well.

The hopes of the steamship men and of the board were amply
justified by the subsequent action of Congress in passing the mer-
chant marine act of 1928, popularly known as the “ Jones-White
Act,” the outstanding event of the year so far as the American mer-
chant marine was concerned, and one of the most important legisla-
tive measures ever passed by Congress in the interest of American
shipping.

The merchant marine act of 1928 contains the following important
provisions:

1. Prohibits sale of vessels by the Shipping Board except when in its judg-
ment the building up and maintenance of an adequate merchant marine can be
best served thereby, and then only upon the affirmative vote of five members of
the board.

2. Authorizes the board to remodel and improve its vessels so as to equip
them adequately for competition in the foreign trade of the United States.

3. Recognizes the necessity for replacements and additions in the Government
- fleet, in order “to give the United States an adequate merchant marine,”” and
authorizes and directs the board to present to Congress, from time to time,
recommendations as to new construction. ’

4. Increases the construction loan fund to $250,000,000 and liberalizes the
terms under which loans may be made for new construction or for recondition-
ing, remodeling, or improving vessels already built. The loan period is extended
to 20 years; a lower interest rate is provided for vessels operated in foreign
trade; and loans are authorized for sums equal to three-fourths the cost of the
‘'vessel or vessels to be constructed, or for three-fourths the cost of the recondi-
‘tioning or remodeling work.

5. Provides increased compensation at a stipulated rate per nautical mile,
based on a graduated scale of speed and tonnage, for the carriage of ocean
mails in vessels registered under the laws of the United States. (For detailed
schedule of rates see report of Bureau of Traffic.) The Postmaster General is
authorized to enter into contracts with citizens of the United States whose bids
are accepted, for the carrying of mails, the term of such contract not to exceed
10 years.
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6. Permits naval officers of the United States to volunteer for service on mail-
carrying vessels of the merchant marine. When accepted by the owner or
master thereof they may be assigned to this duty by the Secretary of the Navy.
While in such employment naval officers shall receive from the Government half
pay and from the owner or master of the vessel such other compensation as may
be agreed upon.

7. Authorizes the board to create an insurance fund to be used in insuring
the legal or equitable interest of the United States (1) in any vessel constructed
or in process of construction, and (2) in any plants or property in the posses-
sion or under the authority of the board. )

8. Directs that officers and employees of the United States traveling on official
business overseas shall, when practicable, travel on ships registered under the
laws of the United States.

9. Provides that in national emergency the Federal Government may seize
and purchase or use for national defense (1) any vessel in respect of which a
loan is made from the construction loan fund, at any time during the life of the
loan; and (2) any vessel in respect of which an ocean-mail contract is made
under the provisions of the act, at any time during the life of the contract.

10. Reaffirms the policy and primary purpose set forth in section 7 of the
merchant marine act of 1920.

This important piece of legislation was approved by the President
on May 22, 1928. It is too soon to attempt to evaluate the actual
results of the working out of this measure, but already—dJune 30,
1928—there are indications that considerable new construction in
American yards will be undertaken at an early date, while other
signs point to a stimulated desire on the part of private American
citizens to acquire some of the steamship lines now being operated
by the board. The new measure may therefore be said to give every
reasonable indication of accomplishing the three main purposes for
which it was enacted, namely, to assist in the development of the
American merchant marine generally, to aid in increasing the foreign
commerce of the United States, and to facilitate the transfer of the
Government’s war-built fleet and established services to private
American ownership. With a full understanding of the magnitude
of its task and of the economic problems facing it, the board realizes
that these purposes can not be accomplished overnight. The enact-
ment of the merchant marine act of 1928, supplementing the legisla-
tion previously enacted, should be looked upon as aiding in the solu-
tion of current problems, but not as eliminating them altogether.

Due to constantly fluctuating conditions in the world’s ocean-
carrying trade, the shipping problem, far from being static and
fixed, is always changing. It follows that unless our plans for the
merchant marine are made flexible, in order to meet changing condi-
tions, we may find that the remedy which effectually disposes of the
problems of to-day will completely fail to solve those arising to-
morrow. Of one thing we may be sure—the American shipping in-
dustry can not stand still. If it does not keep abreast of the times, it
will be forced into a subordinate position by the activities of its
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foreign competitors. For example, the number of ships being built
at the present time in foreign yards indicates that in the matter of
new construction we are rapidly being outdistanced by some of the
other maritime nations, the latest figures showing that for every
ocean-going ship that we are building Great Britain is building 50,
Germany 10, France and Italy each 5, and Japan 4. How effective
the merchant marine act of 1928 will be in stimulating activity in
American shipyards remains to be seen.

The board has no warrant in law for disposing of its tonnage
except in such manner and under such conditions as will tend to
promote the healthy and permanent development of the American
merchant marine. Permanency of service under private American
ownership is, indeed, the chief consideration that influences the
board in all sales of ships, Congress having clearly indicated in
section 1 of the merchant marine act of 1920 that in these transac-
tions the primary end to be attained is the development of an ade-
quate American merchant marine on a permanent basis.

The merchant marine act, 1920, provides that the Shipping Board
shall in its annual report make such recommendations as it believes
would be of value to the American merchant marine. A number of
such recommendations have been made by the board in the past, many
having subsequently received the attention of Congress. Among
those which were formerly submitted but which still remain unacted
upon the following are again mentioned as being worthy of con-
sideration in connection with any further measures which may be
taken by Congress in the interests of American shipping:

The legal department of the board has spent several years in
codifying the navigation laws, and the resulting code, together with
a comprehensive bill amending and revising it, will again be pre-
sented to Congress at the opening of the next session. The enactment
of the code should no longer be delayed.

Changes should be made in the present laws relating to the divi-
sion of damages in cases of collisions of vessels at sea, to conform in
principle to the proposals of the International Marine Convention of
1910. These changes should be brought about by legislation rather
than by treaty. '

Recommendation is made that legislation looking to the adoption
of The Hague rules, substantially as provided for in H. R. 12208,
introduced at the last session of Congress, should be enacted at an
early date.

A load line bill should be enacted into law prior to the forthcoming
International Conference on Safety of Life at Sea, which is sched-
uled to be held in London in the spring of 1929. The United States
Load Line Committee (1928), formed during the period covered by
this report, is now making a comprehensive study of this subject,
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and at a later date will doubtless submit its recommendations to
Congress.

Provision should be made for tax exemption on American vessels
operating in foreign trade, including a provision whereby deductions
shall be allowed from taxable incomes derived from operating profits
to the extent that such profits are devoted to new ship construction in
American yards.

Legislation should be enacted looking to the transfer to privately
owned American shipping interests of the peace-time business now
handled by Army and Navy transports and by the vessels owned and
chartered by the Panama Railroad Steamship Line.

Funds should be provided to carry into effect the act of Congress
approved February 28, 1925, providing for the creation of a naval
reserve.

Congress might well give further consideration to the question of
marine insurance, to the end that there may be established an insur-
ance system which will place American vessels on an equality with
foreign vessels in this important respect.

BUREAU OF TRAFFIC

The bureau of traffic of the board is to be distinguished from the
traffic department of the Merchant Fleet Corporation. The work
of the latter appears in the division of this report relating to the
activities of the Fleet Corporation; it discharges the functions usual
to a traflfic department of a transportation company. The work of
the bureau of traffic of the board is very different; it concerns more
definitely the development of a privately owned and operated Ameri-
can merchant marine, wholly independent of the activities of the
vessels of the Government under the control of the board. Among
the activities of the bureau during the fiscal year 1928 have been the
following :

Ocean Mail Contracts.

It has long been the policy of Congress to have United States mails
transported, when practicable, in American vessels. In the earlier
history of our country this policy was reflected in provisions for very
substantial compensation in aid of the operation of vessels under the
American flag in foreign trade. The most marked instance of legisla-
tion to that end enacted since the Civil War was the ocean mail act
of 1891, under which specific compensation was provided on a mileage
basis for the transportation of United States mails. At the time
of the enactment of the merchant marine act, 1920, the compensation
under the ocean mail act had been made obsolete by the great change
in the cost of construction and of operation.

17753—28——2
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The policy of Government aid ‘through postal subventions was
continued by the merchant marine act, 1920, section 24 of which
authorized such contracts and empowered the board and the Post-
master General, in aid of the development of a merchant marine
adequate to provide for the maintenance and expansion of the foreign
or coastwise trade of the United States, and of a satisfactory postal
service in connection therewith, to determine from time to time the
just and reasonable rate of compensation to Le paid for such service,
and the compensation thus agreed upon became the compensation to
which the contractor was entitled, within the limits of appropriations
made therefor by Congress.

The merchant marine act, 1928, approved May 22, 1928, reverts to
the general plan of defining the rate of compensation to various
classes of vessels, grouped primarily with reference to the speed they
are capable of maintaining at sea in ordinary weather. The rate is
per nautical mile of 6,080 feet, and applies only to the number of
miles for the outward voyage, by the shortest practicable route.
When other requirements are met, the Postmaster General may enter
into contracts for periods not exceeding 10 years, and for compensa-
tion not exceeding the rates named below, varying according to class
of vessel (the size of the vessel has reference to its gross registered
tonnage) :

Class 7. Speed, 10 knots; size, not less.than 2,500 tons; rate $1.50.

Class 6. Speed, 10 knots; size, not less than 4,000 tons; rate, $2.50.

Class 5. Speed, 13 knots; size, not less than 8,000 tons: rate, $4.

Class 4. Speed, 16 knots: size, not less than 10,000 tons; rate, $6.

Class 3. Speed, 18 knots; size, not less than 12,000 tons; rate, $8.

Class 2. Speed, 20 knots; size, not less than 16,000 tons; rate, $10.

Class 1. Speed, 24 knots; size, not less than 20,000 tons; rate, $12.

The classification of a vessel may be based upon its speed without
regard to its tonnage if the Postmaster General is of opinion that
speed is especially important on the particular route on which the
vessel 1s to be employed, and that a suitable vessel documented under
the laws of the United States of a higher classification is not avail-
able on reasonable terms and conditions, or, on account of the char-
acter of the ports served or for other reasons, can not be safely or
economically employed on such route.

When the Postmaster General is of opinion that the interests of
the Postal Service will be served thereby he may, in the case of a
vessel of class 1 capable of maintaining a speed in excess of 24 knots
at sea in ordinary weather, contract for the payment of compensation
in excess of the maximum compensation authorized for this class;
but the compensation per nautical mile thus authorized shall not be
greater than an amount which bears the same ratio to $12 as the
speed which such vessel is capable of maintaining at sea in ordinary
weather bears to 24 knots,
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If the Postmaster General is of opinion that to expedite and
maintain satisfactory service under a contract made under this title
airplanes or airships are required to be used in conjunction with
vessels, he may allow additional compensation, in amounts to be de-
termined by him, on account of the use of such airplanes or airships.
Such airplanes or airships shall be American built, and owned,
officered, and manned by citizens of the United States.

In the appropriation bill passed by Congress at the second session
of the Sixty-ninth Congress (1927), and at the discussions incident
thereto, that body indicated a policy that postal contracts under
section 24 of the merchant marine act, 1920, should be for a period
not exceeding one year, and in conformity therewith those con-
tracts then in force, to the extent they ran beyond June 30, 1927,
were canceled by the Postmaster General. The policy of Congress
was not in antagonism to new contracts being entered into for the
periods of time, not exceeding one year, beyond June 30, 1927, and
upon the recommendations of the board the following contracts
were entered into for the year ended June 30, 1928:

Oceanic Steamship Co—For the transportation of mails from San
Francisco, Calif., to the port of Sydney, Australia, including serv-
ices to Honolulu and Pago Pago, the compensation being at the rate
of $3 per statute mile for each outward voyage, not exceeding, how-
ever, 14 voyages per annum: The contract is dated June 28, 1927,
for one year commencing July 1, 1927, the compensation being
$23,298 per outward voyage.

The Post Office Department had a contract with this company for
this service under the ocean mail act, 1891, that contract having been
for a period of 10 years. It expired June 30, 1922. While a re-
newal of the contract under the ocean mail act, 1891, was open to the
Oceanic Steamship Co., the compensation under that act was too
low to justify continuance of the service and steps had been taken
for the abandonment of that service, the one service under the Ameri-
can flag between the United States and Awustralia. Under these
circumstances the board investigated the matter and recommended a
new contract under section 24 of the merchant marine act, 1920,
substantially on the basis of the contract in force during the current
year. This recommendation was adopted by the Post Office Depart-
ment; in the first instance, however, only for a period of six months
beginning July 1, 1922, but afterwards extended to June 30, 1923.
Upon recommendation of the board it was renewed and extended for
one year commencing July 1, 1923. It was extended for two years
commencing July 1, 1924, therefore ending June 30, 1926, and there-
after further extended for two years ending June 30, 1928, by con-
tract dated May 13, 1926. Prior to June 30, 1927, however, this last-
mentioned contract was canceled as to the pericd of time beyond
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June 30, 1927, in conformity with the policy laid down by Congress
through its appropriations.

Munson Steamship Line.—For the transportation of mails from
New York to Rio de Janeiro, Montevideo, and Buenos Aires, includ-
ing any other South American east coast ports that might be agreed
upon, the compensation being at the rate of $3 per statute mile for
each outward voyage: The first contract, dated March 19, 1926, made
pursuant to the recommendation of the board by resolution dated
February 26, 1926, was for the period from April 1, 1926, to June
30, 1928. Prior to June 30, 1927, however, it was canceled as to the
period of time beyond June 30, 1927, in conformity with the policy
laid down by Congress through its appropriations, to which reference
has been made above. On recommendation of the board a new con-
tract was entered into by the Postmaster General for one year com-
mencing July 1, 1927, on the same terms.

The vessels involved in this service and to which the recommenda-
tion of the board related are four fine steamers, built by the Govern-
ment, with a possible speed of about 20 knots. They are the express
type of combination passenger and freight vessels, having a capacity
of about 275 first-class passengers and 150 third-class passengers, and
from 7,000 to 9,000 tons of cargo. They were sold to the Munson
Steamship Line by the board, with a guaranty of maintenance of
service by that company. They are the fastest vessels in the east
coast South American service irrespective of flag. The route.
however, is a highly competitive one.

Export Steamship Corporation.—For the transportation of mails
from New York to the Mediterranean and Black Sea ports: The
first contract, dated March 17, 1926, made pursuant to the recom-
mendation of the board by resolution dated February 26, 1926, was
for the period from April 1, 1926, to June 30, 1928. Prior to June
30, 1927, however, it was canceled as to the period of time beyond
June 30, 1927, in conformity with the policy laid down by Congress
through its appropriations, to which reference has been made above.
On recommendation of the board a new contract was entered into by
the Postmaster General for one year, commencing July 1, 1927.

The vessels of this line are primarily cargo vessels, and the char-
acter of the mail transported is chiefly parcel-post matter. The rate
of compensation, therefore, is not on a mileage basis, but a definite
total annual payment was fixed as just and reasonable compensation,
with the privilege of the Post Office Department using any and all
vessels of the line in the service mentioned, the compensation being
fixed in the first instance at $100,000 per annum. This new contract
provided for compensation at the rate of $200,000 per annum, pur-
suant to recommendation of the board by resolution dated June 28,
1927, the increase having been recommended because of the cost of
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the service and the severity of competition by foreign steamship
Iines.

American-South African Line—For the transportation of mails
from the port of New York to the ports in the Capetown-Beira range
of British and Portuguese south and east Africa: The first contract,
dated June 7, 1926, made pursuant to the recommendation of the
board by resolution dated May 21, 1926, was for a period of one year,
commencing July 1, 1926. The board, by resclution dated April 19,
1927, recommended its extension and a new contract was entered into,
dated June 28, 1927, for the period of one year commencing July 1,
1927, on the same terms. In this instance also the mileage basis of
compensation was not employed. The compensation was fixed at
$5,000 for each outgoing voyage for each vessel.

Dollar Steamship Line.—For the transportation of mails from any
port of the United States, including the Hawaiian and Philippine
Islands, at which the wvessel may stop, consigned to Singapore,
Straits Settlements, or consigned to any port between the west coast
of North America and Singapore at which the vessel may be sched-
uled to stop: The first contract, dated July 1, 1926, made pursuant
to a recommendation of the board by resolution dated June 16, 1926,
was for a period of one year. It provided for compensation at the
rate of $2 per statute mile for each outward voyage for the amount
of mileage between San Francisco and Singapore by the usual direct
route, notwithstanding the vessel in fact may make the voyage by a
more circuitous route. The compensation was limited to 24 voyages
per annum. By resolution dated April 19, 1927, the board recom-
mended the extension of the contract, and a contract w&s made
accordingly, dated July 6, 1927, for the period of one year, on the
same terms, excepting that the number of voyages was increased
from 24 to 26 per annum.

Grace Steamship Co.—For the transportation of mails from New
York to the ports of the Panama Canal Zone and ports on the west
coast of South America served by the vessels involved: The first
contract, dated October 13, 1926, made pursuant to the recommenda-
tion of the board by resolution dated October 5, 1926, was for the
period from October 14, 1926, to June 30, 1927, inclusive, the com-
pensation being $2.25 per statute mile for each outward voyage, not
exceeding 26 voyages per annum. By resolution dated April 19, 1927,
the board recommended an extension of the contract, and pursuant
thereto a new contract was executed, dated June 28, 1927, for the
period of one year, commencing July 1, 1927, on the same terms.

New York and Porto Rico Steamship Co.—X¥or the transportation
of mails from the port of San Juan, Porto Rico, to the port of Santo
Domingo, Dominican Republic: The first contract, dated June 28,
1927, made pursuant to a recommendation of the board by resolution
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dated June 14, 1927, was for a period of one year commencing July 1,
1927, the compensation being %2 per statute mile for each outward
voyage, the services to be performed by the steamships Coamo and
San Lorenzo, both having a speed of about 1514 knots, and being an
extension of their service from New York to Porto Rico.

It will be observed that all the postal contracts enumerated above
expired by their terms June 30, 1928. Under the provisions of sec-
tion 414 of the merchant marine act, 1928, section 24 of the merchant
marine act, 1920, is repealed to the extent of prohibiting new con-
tracts under that section, with an emergency provision, however, that
any contract expiring on June 30, 1928, may be extended for a period
of not more than one year from that date; this provision for an
extension having been provided, no doubt, because of the short period
of time between the enactment of the new law (May 22, 1928) and
the date of the expiration of the contracts.

The duties of the board in connection with contracts made under
the new act are prescribed by sections 402 and 403 of the merchant
marine act, 1928, under which it is made the duty of the Postmaster
General to certify to the board what ocean-mail routes should be es-
tablished and/or operated for the carrying of mails of the United
States between ports (exclusive of ports in the Dominion of Canada
other than ports in Nova Scotia) between which it is lawful under
the navigation laws for a vessel not documented under the laws of
the United States to carry merchandise, distributed so as equitably
to serve the Atlantic, Mexican Gulf, and Pacific coast ports; the
volume of mail then moving over such routes, and the estimated
volume ghereof during the next five years; the times deemed by him
advisable for departure of vessels carrying such mails, and other
requirements necessary to provide an adequate postal service between
such ports.

It is made the duty of the board to determine and certify to the
Postmaster General the type, size, speed, and other characteristics of
the vessels which should be employed on such route, the frequency
and regularity of their sailings, and all other facts which bear upon
the capacity of the vessels to meet the requirements of the service
stated by the Postmaster General. The board in making its determi-
nation is required to take into consideration the desirability of hav-
ing the mail service performed by vessels constructed in accordance
with the latest and most approved types, with modern improvements
and appliances.

The following certifications have been made to the Postmaster
General by the board pursuant to formal requests made by him under
the provisions of section 402, merchant marine act, 1928.

1. For service between San Francisco, Calif., and Sidney, Austra-
lia: On May 31, 1928, the board certified that the vessels primarily
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available for this service at the present time and the use of which
would be justified on this trade route for the present, are combina-
tion passenger and freight vessels of not less than 4,000 gross tons
and capable of maintaining 15 knots at sea in ordinary weather, but
that the permanent service should be provided by vessels of the fol-
lowing description: Type: Twin-screw, combination passenger and
freight vessels, equipped with appropriate refrigerating space for
perishable cargo. Size: Not less than 10,000 gross tons. Speed:
Capable of maintaining 18 knots at sea in ordinary weather. It was
recommended, therefore, that the contract should contain a manda-
tory provision requiring the substitution of new vessels of the type,
size, and speed menticned above in place of those temporarily ac-
cepted, such new vessels to be substituted as follows: One vessel with-
in three years, and a second vessel within four years; and (if the
parties to the contract hereafter mutually agree thereto) a third ves-
sel within five years.

2. For service between New York, N. Y., Cape Town, and South
A frican ports: On May 31, 1928, the board certified that the vessels
primarily available for this service at the present time and the use-of
which would be justified on this trade route for the present, are steam-
ships of not less than 5,500 gross tons and capable of maintaining a
speed of 10 knots at sea in ordinary weather. Subsequently, however,
on July 16, 1928, the board certified that the permanent service should
be provided by vessels of the following description: Type: Vessels
primarily for the transportation of cargo, but with reasonable pro-
vision for limited passenger service. Size: Not less than 6,000 gross
tons. Speed: Capable of maintaining 13 knots at sea in ordinary
weather. It was recommended, therefore, that the contract should
contain a mandatory provision requiring the substitution of new
vessels of the type, size, and speed mentioned above in place of those
temporarily accepted, such new vessels to be substituted as follows:
One new vessel within two years and a new vessel to be begun during
the fifth year.

3. For service between New York and Valparaiso, Chile: On May
31, 1928, the board certified that the vessels primarily available for
this service at the present time, with one exception, and the use of
which will be justified on this trade route for the present, are com-
bination passenger and freight vessels of not less than 4,000 gross
tons and capable of maintaining a speed of 13 knots at sea in ordinary
weather. The exception noted above has reference to a new vessel
recently installed in this service similar to the new vessels described
below. Tt was stated that the permanent service should be provided
by vessels of the following description: Type: Combination passen-
ger and freight vessels. Size: Not less than 8,000 gross tons. Speed:
Capable of maintaining 16 knots at sea in ordinary weather. It was
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recommended, therefore, that the contract should contain a mandatory
provision requiring the continued use of the new vessel now in serv-
ice, referred to above, and requiring the substitution of vessels of a
type, size, and speed mentioned above in place of those temporarily
accepted, such new vessels to be substituted as follows: One vessel
within one year and a second vessel within three years, provided
such second vessel is mutually agreed upon.

4. For service between New York, Rioc de Janeiro, and Buenos
Aires: On May 31, 1928, the board certified vessels for this service as
follows: Type: Twin-screw, combination passenger and freight ves-
sels, equipped with appropriate refrigerating space for perishable
cargo. Size: Not less than 12.000 gross tons. Speed: Capable of
maintaining a speed of 18 knots at sea in ordinary weather. This
certification was made from the point of view of vesszels under the
American flag immediately available for the service, with due recog-
nition, however, of the importance of substituting newer and faster
vessels from time to time as the trade may require.

5. For service from New York to Mediterranean ports, including
Genoa, Alexandria, Piraeus, Constantinople, and Constanza: On
May 29, 1928, the board certified that the only vessels available for
this service, and the use of which would be justified on this trade
route, are vessels which are capable of maintaining a speed of 10
knots; hence, such should be the speed of the vessels certified for
immediate use. The board further certified that the service should,
however, be conducted by vessels of 14 knots speed, and therefore it
was recommended that any contract made for this trade route should
require that during the third year of such contract a new vessel ca-
pable of maintaining a sea speed of 14 knots shall be put into such
service and one additional such vessel added each year thereafter
during the life of the contract. It was certified that the type and
size of the vessels to be immediately used should be cargo vessels
of not less than 4,800 gross tons each; that the new vessels should
be principally for cargo purposes, but with provision for reasonable
passenger service, and of not less than 8,000 gross tons.

6. For service between San Francisco and Singapore, via Hong
Kong and Manila: On May 81, 1928, the board certified that the
vessels primarily available for this service at the present time and
the use of which would be justified on this trade route for the pres-
ent are combination passenger and freight vessels of not less than
10,000 gross tons and capable of maintaining 14 knots at sea in
ordinary weather, and recommended that vessels of this type and
kind be temporariiy accepted for such service. It was stated that
the permanent service should be provided by vessels of the following
description: Type: Twin screw, combination passenger and freight
vessels, equipped with appropriate refrigerating space for perishable



TWELFTH ANNUAL REPORT UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD 17

cargo. Size: Not less than 12,000 gross tons. Speed: Capable of
maintaining 18 knots at sea in ordinary weather. It was further
recommended that the contract should contain a provision for the
substitution of new vessels of the type, size, and speed mentioned
above in place of those temporarily accepted, such vessels to be sub-
stituted from time to time as and when the parties to the contract
shall mutually agree; but in any event one such vessel to be’ sub-
stituted within three years, and one vessel to be substituted each two
years thereafter throughout the life of the contract.

Competitive Discrimination.

Awustralian tariff regulations—Reference was made at some length
in the annual report for the year ended June 30, 1927 (p. 13), to the
Australian customs regulation under which imports from the United
States are subject to a lower valuation, and therefore to a less customs
charge, if transported through Canada, and thence, say, from Van-
couver to Australia, than if transported direct to a port of the United
States, thence to Australia; and, as there mentioned, effort has been
made to eliminate this discrimination through the intervention of the
Department of State. As this effort had so far proved unsuccessful,
the subject was brought to the attention of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of the House of Repre-
sentatives, and a bill was introduced on March 13, 1928 (H. R.
12043), entitled “A bill to prevent discriminations against American
ships and ports, and for other purposes.” TUnder section 2 of the
bill it was provided that a special duty of 10 per cent should be
levied on articles imported into the United States from any foreign
country by whose laws, regulations, or practices imports from the
United States into such foreign country are subjected to official
charges, whether as customs duties or otherwise, which are greater
when ocean transportation of such goods begins at a port of the
United States than they are when the ocean transportation of like
goods begins at a port in foreign territory contiguous to the United
States. This special tax is the main provision of the bill and has 1n
view correction of the practice which tends to exclude the transporta-
tion of our foreign commerce by American railways and then by
vessels from American ports when imported into countries where the
discrimination complained of is given effect. The bill mentioned
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means of the House,
but no hearings have as yet been held by that committee. It is
expected that the item will receive attention during the session of
Congress commencing in December.

Canadian tariff discrimination.—Reference was also made in the
last annual report of the board (p. 13) to the Canadian customs law
which limits the application of certain preferential tariffs on imports
to the commodities entitled to the benefits thereof only when such
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commodities are imported through Canadian sea or river ports, with
the result that if imported via Seattle, Wash., or Portland, Me., thence
by rail into Canada, the imports, though, otherwise entitled to the
benefit of the preferential rate, would not receive it. This tariff
regulation is contrary to the spirit of the United States customs laws,
which apply no such distinction, with the result that a very large
volume of imports into the United States moves through Canadian
ports, thence by rail into the United States.

The bill referred to above (H. R. 12043) also contains a provi-
sion having in view the correction of this discrimination. It pro-
vides that on all articles imported through contiguous foreign coun-
try and there transshipped into the United States there shall be
levied a special duty of 10 per cent upon its value, with a provision
for the suspension of this special tax by proclamation of the President
in favor of any contiguous country whose customs duties are the
same 1f its imports arrive directly at one of its own ports or were
imported through an American port.

This provision will doubtless also be considered by the Committee
on Ways and Means of the House next winter and such amendments
made as are deemed wise by that committee.

In addition to discriminations which are thus prejudicial to
American transportation and ports competitive conditions between
Canadian ports and ports of the United States, especially in the
export of grain, have been the subject of inquiry during the current
year. As a result of all these competitive conditions the United
States Senate on May 25, 1928, passed a resolution (S. Res. 220)
reading as follows:

Whereas during the past 10 years there has been diversion of commerce
from. United. States ports. to Canadian ports, particularly in grain and other
farm products, so great as to threaten the foundation of the future commerce
and prosperity of the ports of the United States and to affect seriously the
agricultural and transportation interests of this country, including the develop-
ment of its merchant marine; and

Whereas this diversion of commerce is the result of (1) more favorable
railroad rates between points in the United States and Canadian ports than
between the same points and United States ports, (2) more stringent regula-
tions as to grading and inspection of grain at ports of the United States than
&t Canadian ports, especially the higher grain standards and the dockage rules
of the United States, (3) the preferential customs regulations of Canada,
giving lower tariffs on products imported into Canada directly through Canadian
ports than on those routed through ports of the United States, and (4) the
preferential schedules of other parts of the British Empire, imposing lower
duties or more favorable regulations on products of the United States routed
through Canadian ports than on those shipped from United States ports; and

Whereas the adoption by Congress of constructive legislation to meet these
conditions is imperative and depends on the solution of problems within the
respective provinces of the Department of State, the Department of Agriculture,
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the United States Shipping Board, and the Interstate Commerce Commission :
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of Agriculture, the
United States Shipping Board, and the Interstate Commerce Commission are
requested (1) to investigate, in cooperation with each other, the factors which
are contributing to the diversion of commerce from ports of the United States
to Canadian ports and practicable remedies for preventing such diversion, and
(2) to report thereon to the Senate at the beginning of the next regular session
of the Seventieth Congress.

Pursuant to the above-mentioned resolution, the several depart-
ments mentioned appointed representatives who in a conference
held June 20, 1928, at the Department of State, arranged proper
cooperation and inaugurated investigations having in view the col-
lection and presentation of the data requested by the Senate.

As an added factor bearing on the conditions involved in the com-
petitive relations between Canada and the United States, is the re-
sumption, during the fiscal year, of work on the railroad being built
by the Canadian Government from the wheat area of Canada (with
main-line connections also, of course, to the wheat area of the
United States) to Hudson Bay. This line will result in a much
shorter rail haul than that now involved in grain transportation,
even to American ports. In the zeal of the Canadian authorities to
transport grain, meat, and other exports through Canadian ports
of the Atlantic seaboard, rail differentials are quoted to Halifax
and St. Johns equalized with the rate to New York, notwithstand-
ing the mileage is very much greater.

In addition to the factors mentioned are the preferential tariff
arrangements and shipping subsidies with British colonies of the
West Indies, under which preferential arrangements exist in trade
between Canada and the West Indies Islands, to the prejudice of
trade between the United States and those islands. Reference is
made thereto as an existing fact, and not as challenging the right
of different members of the British Empire to have preferential
tariffs and commercial treaties relative to their inter-Empire com-
merce. Should such treaties, however, create preferences in favor
of exports of the United States when moving through Canadian
ports, not applied when shipped direct from the United States, new
factors would be introduced for the consideration of the commercial
interests of the United States.

The various items mentioned have been the subject of inquiry
during the year.

Other International Items.

In accord with the powers vested in the board under the provisions
of section 19 of the merchant marine act of 1920 the bureau has dur-
1ing the past year studied the commercial rules and practices of other
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nations, and in those instances believed to be prejudicial to the Amer-
ican merchant marine or foreign commerce of the United States
action has been taken through the cooperation of the Department
of State. In addition to the Australian and Canadian customs regu-
lations, to which reference has already been made, the following are
among other items which have received attention :

[talian items.—The activity of the Ttalian Government in its plan to
extend the ocean transportation facilities of Italy has been considered.
Complaint having been made to the board that regulations were in
effect permitting the visaing without charge of passports by Italian
officials when presented by persons traveling to Italy on Italian ves-
sels, the item was brought to the attention of the Department of State,
and the matter is under investigation by that department. In the
meantime, other steamship lines transporting passengers from the
United States to Italy have Voluntamly arranged to credit the cost of
such visa on the purchase price of the tickets.

Another item of Italian activity in promotion of its merchant ma-
rine is the reported announcement that Italians, including American
citizens of Italian origin, traveling to Italy on Italian ships will be
granted 50 per cent reduction on the fare of Italian railways.
This item also, at the instance of the board, is under investigation
by the Department of State as a pre]udlcml discrimination against
American- ﬁag vessels visiting Italian ports. Should it develop that
the concession in railroad rates applies to Italians, irrespective of the
vessel by which they travel to Italy, the fact that such concession is
made to that particular group of persons would not come within the
objection.

It has also been brought to the attention of the board by the
American Steamship Owners Association that a new subsidy has
been established by Italy in favor of its vessels, in the form of a
repayment by the Italian Government to owners of vessels operating
through the Suez or Panama Canal of the canal tolls paid. This
practice is far-reaching in its effects, involving an interpretation
of the rights of the United States to permit American vessels
to pass through the Panama Canal free of toll, notwithstanding the
provisions of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, under the terms of Whlcn
the United States extends to British vessels the same privileges and
tolls as those extended to the vessels of any other nation. It is ob-
vious that American shipping would be seriously prejudiced by
the practice of other nations repaying such tolls to vessels of its
nationals, and at the same time having the United States prohibited
from similar action by the provisions of that treaty. This item
also has been referred by the board to the Department of State for
consideration.
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Upon the initiative of the Italian Embassy, the United States has
under consideration with the Italian Government the mutual recog-
nition of the inspection laws of the two countries, respectively. This
negotiation has in view an arrangement under which American
vessels visiting Italian ports and Italian vessels visiting American
ports shall not be required to comply with the vessel inspection laws
of the other country, if the condition of the vessel is in compliance
with the inspection laws of the country to which it belongs. The
subject was referred to the board by the Department of State for
its views on the general policy involved, and the consummation of
such an agreement has been approved in principle by the board.

French items—Complaint having been made that French customs
regulations permitted the assessment of a tariff on lead imported into
that country from Mexico lower than upon lead imported from the
United States, and that the higher tariff was applied aiso to Mexican
lead if imported through an American port, the matter was brought
to the attention of the Department of State as an unfair discrimina-
tion, with the result that hereafter it is believed that such importa-
tion of Mexican lead into France will be given the benefit of any
special customs tax applicable thereto, even though such import be
through an American port, provided the French Consul at the
American port furnishes a certificate showing that the shipment
originated in Mexico.

Reference was made in the last annual report of the board to the
fact that negotiations were pending between the Governments of
France and the United States for a mutual recognition of the vessel
inspection laws of the two countries, to the end that their respective
vessels should not be subjected to a double set of requirements when
visiting ports of the other country. These negotiations are still
pending between the Department of State and officials of the French
Government. The movement originated out of an activity of the
board, through the Department of State, as the result of which the
French Government recognizes the classification certificates of the
American Bureau of Shipping. At the time action was initiated such
certificates were being officially ignored by that Government and
compliance with French inspection laws was about to be enforced.
In consenting to recognize such certificates, the mnecessity for an
international agreement relative to the inspection laws of the two
countries became apparent, and the pending negotiations are a result.
Reference is made above to the pendency of similar negotiations with
the Italian Government.

Spanish items.—The recognition by the Spanish Government of the
classification certificates of the American Bureau of Shipping came
up also during the fiscal year. Spanish officials declined to give such
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certificates the same recognition as given those of other classification
socleties, such, for instance, as British Lloyd’s. The matter was
brought to the attention of the Department of State by the board, and
that department is active in procuring the required recognition. The
cooperation of the Department of State in such matters is based upon
the recognition by Congress, through section 25 of the merchant ma-
rine act, 1920, of the American Bureau of Shipping as an important
factor in the development of an American merchant marine.

C hinese ttems.—In September, 1927, knowledge came to the board
that Chinese officials were attempting to impose a customs surtax on
certain imports in excess of the treaty rate of 5 per cent. Vessels in
competition with American vessels arranged with their respective gov-
ernments that such excess tax would not have to be paid into the hands
ot the Chinese custoras officials, but would be paid to their respective
consuls, pending diplomatic negotiations as to the validity of the tax.
No such arrangement existed in favor of cargo imported in American
vessels, with the result that shippers used other vessels in preference.
The matter was taken up with the Department of State, and, while
the suggestion that the consul should act as temporary banker in such
cases was entirely new from the point of view of the Government of
the United States, nevertheless the department made satisfactory
arrangements which assured to American vessels similar protection to
imports by American vessels as that enjoyed by imports in competing
vessels.

Canadian items.—Important American commercial interests having
factories adjacent to Ocean Falls, British Columbia, brought to the
attention of the board a report that the Canadian Government con-
templated closing Ocean Ialls as a customs port. Such action, if
taken, would have been most prejudicial to the business interests of
these American manufacturers at that point. The subject was taken
up by the board with the Department of State and it was ascertained
that such plan had been considered, but no definite decision had been
made. Assurances, however, were given by the Canadian Govern-
ment that if the step is taken, measures will also be taken to malke it
possible for United States vessels to continue shipments from that
point.

Other items.—Not all items brought to the attention of the board
suggesting unfair discrimination by foreign regulations can be given
the board’s cooperation, such, for instance, as a complaint practically
impeaching the coastwise laws of another country because prejudicial
to American shipping in the coastwise trade of that country. Any
complaint of that nature would, of course, be incongruous with the
well-established policy of the United States to maintain and enforce
with rigor the coastwise laws of the United States.
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Hague Rules.

In the last annual report of the board (p. 17), reference was made
to the signing of a proposed convention having in view the adoption
of the “ Hague Rules,” resulting from an international conference
held at Brussels in 1921, and a brief history is there given of at-
tempted legislation in the United States in this field. During the
year this proposed treaty was made public by the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the Senate, and hearings were held by that
committee in December, 1927. The board has uniformly favored, in
principle, the plan of having a uniform bill of lading for ocean trans-
portation in foreign trade, but its position has been that the item
should be treated as a matter of domestic legislation and not as an
international treaty, recognizing, however, that international con-
ferences were desirable as a preliminary step. A representative of
the board, therefore, appeared before the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations, in opposition to the convention, not only on the
general principle mentioned, but also because of basic defects in the
document itself. During the year the board granted hearings on the
subject, and through the Bureau of Traffic held various conferences
with interested parties, all which resulted in substantial agree-
ment on a form of bill for the carriage of goods by sea, based sub-
stantially upon provisions of the “ Hague Rules,” which bill. (H. R.
12208) was introduced on March 19, 1928, by Mr. Wallace White of
Maine, chairman of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries of the House; it was referred to that committee in due course.
It is expected that the bill will be considered by the session of Con-
gress convening in December, 1928.

Export BRill of Lading.

On October 21, 1921, the Interstate Commerce Commission, acting
under the provisions of section 25 of the interstate commerce act,
promulgated an export bill of lading intended especially for use
with shipments from interior points of the United States to foreign
countries. The bill of lading thus prescribed had primarily in view
the convenience of the shipper in having a single contract of trans-
portation covering the shipment to foreign destination, without the
shipper having to give the export further attention at the port of
transshipment in the United States. While the export bill of lading
is a single contract of transportation in the sense that the contract for
the rail haul and the contract for the ocean haul are on a single sheet
of paper, the obligations of the railroad and the steamship company
are substantially several in many important aspects. Printed among
the terms of the export bill of lading as promulgated in 1921 is a
provision that the ¢ York-Antwerp Rules, 1890,” shall apply. The
rules mentioned have reference to the rights of the parties in cases of
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general average. In 1924 a conference of the International Law As-
sociation was held at Stockholm and changes were made in the ¢ York-
Antwerp Rules, 1890.” As thus changed, the rules are commonly
referred to as the ¢ York-Antwerp Rules, 1924.” The conference
mentioned was not an official international conference; it was not
made up of delegates accredited by various governments. Not only
was the United States not represented by official delegates, but
American interests were in fact not represented by unofficial dele-
gates. Under these circumstances, the rules as amended by the Stock-
‘holm conference have never been approved by American interests.
They have been the subject of examination and report to the Chamber
of Commerce of the United States, by a special committee of that
body, and important changes, omissions, and amendments to the rules
adopted at the Stockholm convention are recommended by that report.

The suggestion having been made that the item of the export bill
of lading referring to “ York-Antwerp Rules, 1890,” be changed to
“York-Antwerp Rules, 1924,” with certain modifications, the sub-
ject was brought to the attention of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission by the chairman of the board and that commission has re-
opened the case for the purpose of considering and determining
whether the export bill of lading should have put in it a clause read-
ing: “(b) General average shall be payable according to York-Ant-
werp Rules, 1924, 1 to 15, inclusive, and 17 to 22, inclusive; and as
to matters not therein provided for, according to the laws and usages
of the port of New York.”

This question has been under consideration during the year and
when a hearing is held the board will present its recommendations
in the matter.

Collision Damages.

In the last annual report of the board (p. 20), reference was made
to the fact that an international maritime convention was negotiated
and proposed as far back as 1910, relative to the division of damages
in cases of collision of vessels at sea, the present and the proposed
law being there set forth. The proposed convention had never been
submitted to the Senate and the subject has been further considered
by the board during the past year. In December, 1927, the Depart-
ment of State requested the board to indicate its position in the
matter, and a resolution was passed approving in principle the
changes proposed, but advocating that the change be made through
an act of Congress, and instructing the committee on legislation of
the board to proceed with the preparation of a suitable bill to that
end, for submission to the next session of Congress.



TWELFTH ANNUAL REPORT UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD 25

Interests in Trade Routes.

In so far as the provisions of section 7 of the merchant marine act,
1920, are complied with by the operation of lines maintained by the
Government, such activities are set forth in that division of this
report relating to the Merchant Fleet Corporation, through which
agency such operation is accomplished.

The provisions of section 7 of the merchant marine act, however,
are not limited to such services as are operated by the Government
but contemplate investigations and compilations of data of value to
citizens in considering and determining whether particular trade
routes should be covered by American vessels, including vessels pri-
vately owned and operated. The section expressly mentions that the
Postmaster General is authorized to contract for the carrying of
mails over lines established by the board, as contemplated by that
section, the compensation therefor to be such price as may be agreed
upon by the board and the Postmaster General, thus indicating that
postal contracts under section 24 of the merchant marine act, 1920,
were intended. In accord with the policy thus prescribed, the board
has from time to time advocated the award of contracts under section
24 to purchasers of such lines.

On June 5, 1928, the board passed a resolution directing the bureau
of traffic to make the investigations contemplated by sections 7 and 8
of the merchant marine act, 1920, with special reference to the ocean
trade routes which may be properly maintained from one or more
of the South Atlantic ports; and also to investigate the extent to
which foreign commerce, including parcel post, should, in its natural
flow, move through our South Atlantic ports, including a study o#f
the availability for the postal contracts under the merchant marine
act, 1928, of any services operating from such ports. The investiga-
tion thus ordered was promptly inaugurated. Inquiry has been made
of conditions incident to the port of Savannah, one of the largest of
the South Atlantic ports. That port is an apt illustration of the
condition of ocean transportation in our foreign commerce. During
the year the total number of sailings from Savannah of vessels in
foreign trade was 362, and of this entire number only 65 were
American-flag sailings, leaving 297 as sailings under foreign flags.
To present the illustration in another form: The total amount of
cargo involved in all sailings for 12 months ended March 1, 1928,
was 383,011 tons, and of this total only 92,901 tons were carried in
American-flag vessels, leaving 290,110 tons which were carried in for-
eign-flag vessels. Of the total sailings only 18 per cent were Ameri-
can vessels. Of the total cargo carried less than 24 per cent was
carried in American vessels.

17753—28——3
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A marked instance of the importance of the study by the board of
foreign trade routes and of the extent to which they are covered by
American vessels occurred during the year in respect to trade be-
tween the United States and Calcutta, India. It developed that 69
voyages were made annually from Calcutta to the North Atlantic
ports of the United States, and of these only 4 voyages were by
vessels under the American flag. The four voyages by American
vessels were by vessels of the Isthmian Line, owned by the United
States Steel Corporation. Notwithstanding that line seemed con-
tent with the small number of voyages made by its vessels in the
service mentioned, the board investigated the situation and decided
that a greater proportion of the traffic should be by American ves-
sels. To that end it authorized one of its managing operators to
extend a service to cover the route and to enter into competition for a
fair share of the patronage, the commodities handled consisting
chiefly of jute, gunnies, and burlap. To avoid a rate war, if possible,
the board’s managing operator endeavored to negotiate a peaceful
division of the total voyages between foreign vessels and American
vessels, but an acceptable agreement was not made, and a rate war,
of necessity, has resulted. Further steps for the adjustment of the
matter were taken, but had not been consummated by the end of the
fiscal year.

In the study of ocean trade routes, with a view of having the serv-
ices covered by American vessels, at least to the extent of having
American vessels share in a reasonable portion of the transportation
involved, the question has arisen whether the existence of an Ameri-
can privately operated line in a particular service should bar the
board from putting additional tonnage in such service where there is
great preponderance of foreign-flag tonnage operating in such trade
route to and from the United States. An investigation during the
vear revealed that during the calendar year 1926 the amount of
cargo between Pacific ports and Australia was 684,568 tons, yet only
87,642 tons were transported in American vessels; in other words,
although the commerce was American commerce, only 12.8 per cent
was transported in American vessels. The board has shown on many
occasions that Government operation should yield to the interests of
private operation. This policy is contemplated by section 7 of the
merchant marine act, 1920.

The following sales and changes have occurred in accord with the
policy outlined in section 7 of the merchant marine act, 1920 :

Sales of lines.—On September 7, 1927, the board authorized the
sale of the American Scantic Line to the American Scantic Line
(Inc.), with a guaranty of service between New York, with privilege
of calling at other United States North Atlantic ports in the range
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north of and including Norfolk, and Scandinavian ports, and also
Baltic Sea ports, when navigation is open, the contract of sale being
dated October 4, 1927.

On February 16, 1928, the sale of the American Australian Orient
Line to the Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Co. was authorized, with
a guaranty of service between United States Pacific coast ports and
ports in New Zealand and Australia, and between California ports
and ports in Japan. China, and the Philippines.

On February 16, 1928, the sale of the Oregon Orienta! Line to the
State Steamship Co. was also authorized. The contract of sale was
dated March 5, 1928, and contained a guaranty of service between
Portland, Oreg., and ports in Japan, China, and the Philippines.

The board on February 16, 1928, also authorized the sale of the
American Oriental Mail Line to the Tacoma Oriental Steamship Co.,
the contract of sale containing a guaranty of service between Seattle
and Tacoma, and when cargo offerings warrant, from other Puget
Sound ports, and ports in Japan, China, and the Philippines. The
contract of sale was dated March 14, 1928.

The American West African ILine was authorized to be sold on
June 5, 1928, to the American West African Line (Inc.) ; the contract
of sale, however, was not executed until July 9, 1928.

Other changes in trade reutes—On August 7, 1927, the board
authorized the discontinuance of the American Dixie Line as then
operated between Gulf ports and United Kingdom ports, and in lieu
thereof established two services, to wit: The Dixie U. K. Line, oper-
ating from New Orleans, La., and Savannah, Ga., to United King-
dom ports; and the Dixie Mediterranean Line, from New Orleans and
Galveston to Mediterranean ports.

On the same date the discontinuance of the American Premier *
Line, operating from Gulf ports to Mediterranean ports, was author-
1zed, and in lieu thereof two separate services were established, to
wit: The Texas Ukay Line, operating from ports of Texas to the
United Kingdom, and the Texas Mediterranean I.ine, from Gulf
ports to Mediterranean ports.

On February 14, 1928, an additional service was established to the
east coast of South America, namely, the American Brazil Line,
operating from New York and Philadelphia to Brazil, in addition
to the two already existing services, namely, the American Republics
Line and the Gulf-Brazil-River Plate Line.

Congress has continued the policy of making a special appropria-
tion to enable the board, with the approval of the President, to oper-
ate ships or lines of ships which have been or may be taken back
from purchasers by reason of competition or other methods employed
by foreign shipowners or operators to destroy the service. No in-
stance has occurred during the year where the exercise of this power
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has been necessary, and the aid to American shipping resulting from
the merchant marine act, 1928, through mail pay granted under the
terms of that act will tend to make the use of this power unnecessary.
The appropriation for the current year was $10,000,000.

Panama Canal Tolls.

The great earning power of the Panama Canal brings into promi-
nence the question whether concessions can be made to American
vessels operating through the Panama Canal without violation of
treaty obligations. Irrespective of the general question involved as
to vessels operating in foreign trade, the question as applied to ves-
sels in coastwise or intercoastal trade has been receiving more definite
and careful consideration, with special reference to the relief of
vessels making frequent trips through the canal. The bearing on
this subject of the practice of other nations repaying to their nationals
the tolls paid for the passage of their vessels through the canal is
referred to at another point in this report. The subject has been
and is under investigation by the bureau.

Development of Ports.

Under the provisions of section 8 of the merchant marine act, 1920,
duties are imposed on the board to promote, encourage, and develop
ports and transportation facilities in connection with water com-
merce; to investigate territorial regions and zones tributary to such
ports, taking into consideration the economies of transportation by
rail, water, and highway, and the natural direction of the flow of
commerce.

Work pursuant to the resolution of the board dated June 5, 1928,
directing the bureau of traffic to make special investigations contem-
plated by sections 7 and 8 of the merchant marine act, 1920, has been
referred to in that part of this report relating to section 7. Investi-
gations under section 7 differ from those under section 8 in that sec-
tion 7 relates to ocean trade routes in the development of the foreign
commerce of the United States, whereas section 8 relates to rail move-
ments from interior points to the various ports of the United States,
to the end that such rail movements shall be in the natural flow of
commerece.

Section 8 contemplates the board’s submitting to the Interstate
Commerce Commission the results of investigations it may conduct
when these lead the board to the opinion that rates, or regulations,
of common carriers by rail are detrimental to the object of that sec-
tion; or that new rates or regulations, or affirmative action on the
part of such common carriers by rail, is necessary to promote the
objects of section 8. The board in practice has in some instances in-
tervened in cases pending before the Interstate Commerce Comimis-
sion when questions are involved similar to those arising under the



TWELFTH ANNUAL REPORT UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD 29

provisions of section 8 of the merchant marine act, 1920, having in
view presenting to the commission questions bearing upon the
development of the merchant marine or of American ports.

In the case of the American Hawaiian Steamship Co. and Lucken-
bach Steamship Co., complainants, ». Erie Railroad Co., et al., de-
fendants (I. and S. Docket 2909), the board intervened and requested,
jointly with others, the suspension of certain uniform rail rates on
canned goods, proposed to be put into effect from the Pacific coast
to points in a defined but large area in the middle of the United
States, notwithstanding the mileage from the point of origin of ship-
ment on the Pacific coast to such interior points varied greatly. The
interests of intercoastal water traffic were involved, and also the
rights and privileges of Atlantic coast ports under Article I, section
9, of the Constitution, because it was not proposed that a similar
system of rates be made effective from Atlantic coast ports to the
same area. The rates were suspended pending an investigation of
the matter on its merits. An investigation on its merits was made
under a fourth-section application to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission (No. 13102), and, on November 12, 1927, an order was en-
tered denying the fourth-section application, and requiring the can-
cellation of the rate schedules which had been suspended, without
prejudice, however, to the railroad filing a 98-cent rate.

During the year further hearings, in which the board participated,
were also held by the Interstate Commerce Commission In re Charges
for Wharfage, Handling, Storage, and other Accessorial Services
at South Atlantic and Gulf Ports (I. C. C. Docket 12681). Hear-
ings had been held during the previous year at North Atlantic ports.
In March, 1928, hearings were held at Charleston, S. C., Jacksonville,
Fla., and New Orleans, Lia., and June 1, 1928, fixed as the date for
the filing of briefs. The board is primarily interested in the pro-
posals involved in this case that charges by a railroad for terminal
services, particularly for terminal services rendered at water termai-
nals operated by it, shall not be absorbed in its line-haul rate; but
when requested by the shipper or consignee, the railroad shall quote
separately that part of the total rate which covers the water-terminal
services rendered, in order to facilitate the use of another water
terminal if the shipper or consignee prefers to do so. Requests have
been recently received by the board from commercial bodies on the
Pacific coast indicating a desire that the hearings be extended to that
coast; no action, however, has been taken by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission to that end. '

The board also intervened in the case of Baltimore Chamber of
Commerce v. Ann Arbor Railroad Co. et al (I. C. C. 18715). While
the issue primarily here involved was whether the differential rate
should be increased as to export and import rail rates to and from
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Baltimore and differential territory of the United States, this issue
involved some of the principles and policies underlying the case next
above referred to (I. C. C. 12681). While the board’s interest in the
case was therefore definite, it has not taken as active a part as in
I. C. C. 12681, but has laid the foundation for presenting at argument
the principles and policies involved which affect our water-borne
traffic. The examiner filed a proposed report on April 11, 1928.
Subsequently, however, new parties intervened and orders were
entered reopening the hearings and extending them to other parties.

The enumeration of these items does not purport to be an ex-
haustive statement of all the items of work which have received
attention under the provisions of section 8.

Coastwise Laws.

‘While the enforcement of the coastwise laws of the United States
is under the jurisdiction of the bureau of navigation of the Depart-
ment of Commerce and not of the Shipping Board, certain specific
duties incident to the coastwise laws are assigned to the board by
sections 21 and 27 of the merchant marine act, 1920, and under
other provisions of law. The board takes cognizance of any viola-
tions or threatened violations of the coastwise laws, because such
violations obviously prejudice the patronage of vessels under the
American flag. ,

An instance of threatened violation was the announcement that
the French steamship Za Salle was going to transport from New
York to Miami, Fla., a number of delegates to a large convention in
that State; also othier delegates from New Orleans to the same port.
Information received was that tickets would be sold from New York
or New Orleans to a port in the West Indies Islands, with Miami a
port of call, and with leave to passengers to stop off at that port.
Such an arrangement would be in substance a definite violation of
the coastwise laws. A protest was made to the bureau of navigation
of the Department of Commerce and the steps taken resulted in the
abandonment of the plan to have foreign steamships engage in the
transportation of such passengers.

A similar instance of protection to American vessels relates to the
transportation of gasoline from California ports to New Orleans, a
ruling having been made by the Attorney General (February 4, 1926)
in the case of Anglo-Mexican Petroleum Co. (Ltd.) that such trans-
portation was not a violation of the coastwise laws when the gasoline
was landed in New Orleans to be mixed with Mid-Continent gasoline
and the mixture then transported to England in the same vessel. The
board participated in conferences on this subject, and on October 8,
1927, the Attorney General notified the Secretary of Commerce that
a request for reconsideration of the opinion mentioned had been
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made and the conclusion had been reached that owing to doubt about
the matter it would be advisable to have the question settled in the
courts in a test case, and in order that there might be entire freedom
of action for such test case the opinion referred to was thereby
withdrawn.

The board has been advised that Canadian steamers operating on
Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River transport approximately
35,000 passengers who embark and disembark at the port of Roches-
ter, N. Y., and that no attempt has been made to prohibit such traffic
because American vessels are not operating in that trade and ap-
parently are not available for such transportation, with the result
that commercial bodies of Rochester, N. Y., have opposed any inter-
ference with this traffic handled by foreign steamers. The board
considered whether it could supply vessels for such service, but the
traffic is river traflic—the vessels of the Shipping Board fleet are not
suitable for such use. The item is recorded as evidence of a service
that remains to be covered by American vessels.

The recommendation of the board by resolution dated January
30, 1922, certifying the adequacy of tonnage available for service
in commerce between the United States and the Philippine Islands,
remains in force, but no proclamation has ever been issued by the
President declaring that adequate shipping service exists and fixing
a date for the coastwise laws to become effective with the Philippine
Islands; hence foreign-flag vessels share in the commerce between
the Philippine Islands and the United States.

From time to time the President, in accord with section 21 of the
merchant marine act, 1920, has postponed the extension of coastwise
laws to traffic with the Virgin Islands, the last extension remaining
in force to September 30, 1928. As adequate service has mnot yet
been provided between the Virgin Islands and the United States, a
further extension has been made by proclamation of the President.

The bureau of traffic has investigated and is continuing investi-
gations bearing on conditions relating to the Philippine Islands
and the Virgin Islands, to the end that at the proper time further
representations may be made to the President relative to the matter.
Pan-American Conference, Habana, 1928.

The Department of State requested the Shipping Board to com-
pile certain information relating to shipping lines operating between
points in North and South America for possible use at the Sixth
International Conference of ‘American States, held at Habana, Cuba,
in January, 1928, and inquiries to that end and in further develop-
ment of the whole subject were inaugurated, including the prepara-
tion of data relating to port formalities in force at the ports of
North and South America, with a view of considering what, if any,
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of such formalities can be further coordinated or simplified, or
possibly eliminated altogether.

BUREAU OF REGULATION

As described in detail in previous annual reports, the work of this
bureau of the board is the administration of the regulatory provi-
sions of the shipping act and merchant marine act of 1920, relating to
rates, fares, charges, and practices of common carriers by water en-
gaged in interstate and foreign commerce of the United States, and
in addition the administration of the several of such provisions hav-
ing application to persons carrying on the business of forwarding or
furnishing wharfage, dock, warehouse, or other terminal facilities in
connection with common carriers by water. During the period of
this report 170 carriers in interstate commerce, 219 carriers in for-
eign commerce, and 258 forwarders and others subject to one or more
of these regulatory provisions received the bureau’s attention to the
end that all requirements of such provisions should be complied with.
The bureau’s activities during the year were conducted under four
main divisions—formal complaints, informal complaints, section 15
agreements, and tariffs, as follows:

Formal Complaints.

Section 22 of the shipping act which accords to any person the
right of filing with the board a sworn complaint setting forth any
violation of the act by any carrier or other person subject thereto
was availed of during the year by 17 shippers and shippers’ organi-
zations. In accordance with the board’s rules of practice governing
procedure in formal docket cases, pleadings were recorded, hearings
conducted, and oral arguments and briefs received; and in connec-
tion with the complaints closed during the year, 11 orders and resolu-
tions were entered by the board upon the bureau’s recommendation.

The issues presented by the complaints handled were chiefly in
respect to the reasonableness of rates and whether rates charged were
in excess of those on file, in violation of section 18 of the shipping
act; and as to whether rates and practices were unduly prejudicial or
unjustly discriminatory in violation of sections 16 and 17, respec-
tively. On November 21 the first, and so far the only decision of the
board rendered on this docket in its quasi-judicial capacity to receive
court review, came before the Federal District Court for the Southern
District of New York. The board’s award of reparatiorn in the
amount of $54,030 with interest against the Compagnie Générale
Transatlantique for unjust discrimination on shipments from Havre
and Bordeaux to New York was sustained by directed verdict.
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Informal Complaints.

Forty-four informal cases filed by shippers and others under
authority of section 24 of the board’s rules of practice were brought
to conclusion by the bureau during the period of this report. As
developed through conference and correspondence conducted by the
bureau acting in an informal intermediary capacity, more than half
of such complaints were indicated by the facts educed to be without
merit and the complainants apprised accordingly. In regard to
others the respondent carriers acknowledged application of rates upon
erroneous classification bases, inadvertent charging of class rather than
commodity rates specified in their tariffs, and other irregularities
resulting chiefly from misinterpretation of tariff rules. At all times
the bureau endeavored to bring before the parties the principles gov-
erning the particular controversy involved and in a number of
instances made the filing of formal complaints unnecessary.

Section 15 Agreements.

All common carriers by water and other persons subject to the
jurisdiction of the board are required by section 15 of the shipping
act to file with the board true copies or complete memoranda of
agreements entered into with other carriers or persons subject to the
act—

fixing or regulating transportation rates or fares; giving or receiving special
rates, accommodations, or other special privileges or advantages; controlling,
regulating, preventing, or destroying competition ; pooling or apportioning earn-
ings, losses, or traffic; allotting ports, or restricting or otherwise regulating the
number and character of sailings between ports; limiting or regulating in any
way the volume or character of freight or passenger traffic to be carried; or
in any manner providing for an exclusive, preferential, or cooperative work-
ing arrangement. The term ‘ agreement’ in this section includes understand-
ings, conferences, and other arrangements.

Approval by the board of an agreement filed in compliance with
section 15 excepts it from the provisions of the Sherman Amntitrust
Act, the Wilson Tariff Act, and amendments and acts supplementary
thereto.

The new agreements and modifications of agreements submitted, as
evidenced by the copies and memoranda filed during the year, exceed
in number and scope of operation all agreements filed for attention
during any like period of time. As in the past, the major portion of
the bureau’s work under section 15 was in connection with agree-
ments between carriers in their varied ¢ conference” relations. Of
the 26 conference agreements analyzed, a number were returned to
the carriers for elimination of provisions objectionable under regu-
latory sections of the statute before submission to the board with
the bureau’s recommendation for approval, and in several instances
it was found necessary to recommend approval of agreements only
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upon prescribed condition. In large part the conference agreements
examined during the year were between carriers engaged in foreign
as distingiushed from interstate commerce of the United States
and involved many difficult considerations arising out of foreign
port and traffic practices not heretofore encountered in section 15
agreements.

Copies and memoranda of 144 formal and informal agreements
between carriers furnishing a joint through service were filed, and
after examination were, with few exceptions, recommended for board
approval. These “ tandem ” agreements differ from the conference
agreements in that generally they are not between carriers operating
In a parallel service. Their basic subject matter is ordinarily the
transportation of freight on through bills of lading, the apportion-
ment of the through rate as between the parties and the absorption
by the parties of transshipment expense, dockage, tolls, drayage, and
other charges. Generally such agreements are between two carriers
and involve but one transshipment, although several tripartite agree-
ments providing for through transportation over circuitous routes
were filed and given attention during the latter part of the year.

Tariffs.

The administration of the requirements of section 18 of the ship-
ping act and the tariff regulations of the board covering the publi-
cation, posting, and filing by interstate carriers of tariffs showing
maximum rates, fares, and charges, together with classifications and
rules in respect to services rendered by them, continued to be one of
the major activities of the bureau during the year. In all there
were filed with the bureau and approved as to form and prima facie
lawfulness 907 freight and 201 passenger tariffs. These tariffs
record extensive changes in rates and practices in many of the im-
portant interstate trade routes, and required close and rapid check by
the bureau before authority could be granted for their posting on the
docks and in the carriers’ public offices. The several thousand tariffs
of current rates, fares, and charges now in the bureau’s files, as well
as tariffs which have been superseded or canceled, were at all times
kept available to the public and were constantly made use of by
shippers’ organizations and carriers’ representatives. During the
year there were also examined and permitted to be filed with the
board 603 powers of attorney and concurrences.

General.

General or miscellaneous activities engaged in by the bureau dur-
ing the year included informal inquiries to elicit information respect-
ing unsupported claims of violations by carriers, and the circulariza-
tion of newly organized transportation, forwarding, and terminal
companies to ascertain their status under the regulatory provisions
of the shipping act.
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BUREAU OF OPERATIONS

The work of the Bureau of Operations has been carried on in three
divisions as follows: (1) Industrial relations division (including sea
service section), (2) investigations division, and (3) port facilities
division.

Industrial Relations Division.

Among the manifold activities of the board arising out of the obli-
gation imposed by the merchant marine act of 1920, and reiterated
in the merchant marine act of 1928, to do *“ whatever may be necessary
to develop and encourage the maintenance of an American merchant
marine,” is the preservation of amicable industrial relations between
marine and dock labor, on the one hand, and employer interests on
the other. This important work is handled by the industrial rela-
tions division of the Bureau of Operations.

The activities of the division may be summarized under the follow-
ing heads:

(@) Investigation and study of labor relations in the American
merchant marine.

(6) The readjustment of wages and working conditions upon
sound principles of economic justice and the peaceable settlement of
labor disputes.

(¢) Affirmative action in the promotion of better feeling between
maritime workers and employers.

(@) The collection, compilation, and classification of data for study
and comparison of American marine labor rates and foreign labor
rates and conditions.

(e) General improvement in personnel.

The division 1s concerned not only with the welfare and efficiency
of marine and dock labor generally, but is also directly interested in
maintaining a high standard among the personnel serving on the
Government’s merchant ships. To preserve a high morale among
crews and dock labor is obviously one of the most important re-
sponsibilities of those concerned with the operation of the ‘Govern-
ment’s war-built fleet.

During the past year conferences have been held with representa-
tives of the deck and engine-room officers’ organizations. The
friendly relations which have existed with these organizations and the
spirit of cooperation shown have resulted in satisfactory wage agree-
ments being reached promptly and without protracted negotiation.

Dock or longshore labor consummated agreements and understand-
ings, by renewal, during the past year, thereby maintaining with
associated employers the principle and spirit of collective bargaining.
These agreements have reduced to a minimum the possibility of mis-
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understandings and stoppage of work, not only with respect to the
board’s vessels, but also with respect to other associated owners
and employers who were parties to the agreements.

Such demands for changes in working conditions as arise upon
expiration of yearly agreements are in reality amicable requests, for,
as a result of the orderly procedure established and the excellent
spirit animating the labor personnel, these proposals are invariably
made in the most friendly spirit. In sharp contrast to the costly
experiences of the past, when requests frequently had the character
of ultimata, sometimes followed by cessation of work, the present
healthy conditions prevailing in the ranks of marine and dock labor
are extremely gratifying. The arbitrary stoppage of work in the
loading and discharging of vessels produces an inordinate loss to the
ships, disrupts the line’s service to commerce, and results in a multi-
plicity of increased costs and embarrassments.

With definite understandings between employers and employees
covering fixed periods of time, and with intelligent appreciation of
the inherent rights and privileges of each, progress in establishing
the merchant marine as a permanent commercial enterprise of the
Nation is not at the present time being hampered, as was sometimes
the case in the past, by a distrustful feeling of insecurity as to long-
shore relations.

In the conference held by the board in January, 1928, with repre-
sentatives of American shipping interests, owners and operators
agreed that no change was desired in the existing order that would
have the effect of reducing the standards of wages and living condi-
tions at present enjoyed by American seamen. This declaration,
coming as it did from private shipping concerns, illustrates the splen-
did spirit shown toward the labor element by those whose chief
concern is to put the American merchant marine on a sound and
permanent basis.

Sea Service Section.

The sea service section of the industrial relations division was
organized June 20, 1917. During the fiscal year 1928 it maintained
branch offices in 12 ports, as follows: Boston, New York, Philadel-
phia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Savannah, New Orleans, Mobile, Galveston,
San Francisco, Portland, and Seattle.

The main work of the sea service section is to man the American
merchant marine with American citizens, with a view not only to
making American ships more efficient in time of peace but also to
enhance their value as naval and military auxiliaries in time of
national peril. Prior to the World War the personnel on American
ships was composed largely of foreigners, the record showing that
before the establishment of the sea service section only about 10 per
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cent of these crews were citizens of the United States. Figures for
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928, show that 89 per cent of the sea-
men placed on American vessels through the activities of the sea
service section were American citizens.

The section maintains its own medical department in New York
City, Baltimore, and New Orleans, where seamen receive physical
examinations before being assigned to ships. Medical work at other
ports is performed for the sea service section by the United States
Public Health Service. These examinations not only serve to ac-
quaint the men with their exact physical condition but at the same
time assure a merchant marine personnel that is able-bodied and fit.
One of the gratifying results of the medical work has been the saving
on claims for personal injuries—a saving which has more than cov-
ered the expense involved in maintaining the medical staffs, as well
as the expense of all the other field and office force of the sea service
section.

The work of the section enables the Shipping Board to main-
tain an efficient personnel on its ships and obviates the necessity of
resorting to crimps, with all the abuses attendant upon that anti-
quated and discredited method of obtaining crews for merchant
ships. It also solves in advance the serious problems bound to arise
in time of emergency, as disclosed upon our entrance into the World
War, when a large number of the alien seamen employed on American
ships deserted or sought safety in the coasting trade rather than
embark on voyages through the war zone.

Thousands of applications are received annually in the sea service
section from interested American youths who desire to follow the
sea, and it is the aim of the section to encourage these young Ameri-
cans in every legitimate way. During the past fiscal year 1,481
inexperienced boys between the ages of 18 and 23 have been given an
opportunity to go to sea on ships flying the American flag. Rated
as “ deck boys” and paid $25 a month, these young Americans are
trained in seamanship and navigation under American officers, and
are advanced to higher ratings as they attain the required degree of
proficiency.

The following table shows the total number of men placed in the

various ratings by the sea service section from July 1, 1927, to June
30, 1928, inclusive:



Sea service section, record of placements, June 30, 1927, to June 30, 1928

i . . |

: New Phila- Balti- | Savan- ; Galves- | New l San

| Boston York | delphia Norfolk l more nah Mobile ton Orleans  Francisco Seattle | Portland| Total
Masters. - oo 3 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 11
First officers. ... ooooooeo 15 1 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 10 39
Second officers..._......._..._ . ______. 19 0 8 3 31 0 0 0 0 0 9 18 60
Third officers. ... 37 1 25 2 7! 2 0 0 0 1 21 19 115
Fourth officers.........oo . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cadet deck officers. ... _...._._____________ 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Carpenters. . . 16 146 29 5 36 0 22 | 6 28 6 18 22 334
Carpenters’ mates....._.....__.___________ 0 3 0 0 0 0 0i 0 0| 0 0 0 3
Boatswains.__ ... 26 169 68 24 ! 39 43 24 92 23 13 50 648
Boatswains’ mate...._.___.._______________ 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Quartermasters.________.._________________ 21 31 7 6 31 0 5 0 3 0 30 12 146
Ableseamen.....___..._____._____________. 792 5,911 1,775 637 1,594 517 1,579 912 2, 666 1,103 1,077 1,516 20,079
Ordinary seamen. ......._._.__._____ e 214 1,254 525 249 320 110 283 178 518 56 275 202 4,184
Deck apprentices......_.____.____________. 0 0 0 0 01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Radio operators. .. --..._.______._._._.___ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 9
Chief engineers. _.....____.__._____________ 6 0 1 0 0] 0 0, 0 0 0 0 0 7
First assistant engineers___________________ 26 0 13 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 56
Second assistant engineers_________________ 31 0 27 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 8 76
Third assistant engineers_.________________ 34 2 28 5 4 3 0 1 0 0 7 16 100
Fourth assistant engineers__________.______ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Cadet engineer officers.......______________ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Refrigerator engineers_.___________________ 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
ElectricianS...... ... _________ 0 36 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38
Deck engineers...._____._____._____ ... 1 14 5 1 1 0 6 4 17 3 15 13 80
Pumpmen......_._._____________________. 18 6 25 2 17 1 1 1 3 1 2 1 78
(01105 ¢ T 164 1,151 380 200 358 169 278 148 474 160 212 461 4,155
Water tenders.__________________ ... 19 259 41 8 55 134 83 29 190 5 20 62 905
Storekeepers........._._____ ... i 2 2 19 0 2 2 1 0 1 0 1 1 31
Firemen_ ... ... ! 199 2,610 604 433 | 855 162 467 237 734 133 300 408 7,142
WiDerS. o oo 260 1,089 371 130 351 128 416 273 733 197 245 355 4, 548
Coal passers. ... oo 33 1,095 m 210 303 4 2 0 0 0 0 1 1,785
Engineer apprentices______________________ 0 0 2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 6
Deck bOYS- oo . 29 155 73 23 364 93 164 127 217 146 1 89 1,481
Chief stewards. - ._________________________ 15 169 11 39 20 4 7 1 0 0 8 33 307
Second stewards.._________________________ 0 9 0 10 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 21
Chief cooks. ... 45 341 73 59 119 59 128 67 149 24 63 93 1,220
Second €00KS._ . ... .. 86 461 116 49 192 58 170 104 279 7 37 89 1,648
Third €00KkS. - - 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Bakers. .. ... 0 54 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57
Butehers_ ... 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 V1
Storekeepers.... o 1 1 6 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 13
Messmen.. ... 245 210 2 64 63 55 5 0 0 4 68 17 733
MesS DOYS- - - oo 91 1,680 604 292 532 129 506 386 927 67 65 319 5, 598
Pantrymen_________________ . 1 26 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 1 2 5 41
Miscellaneous. . .._________ .. ... 22 1,496 151 187 1,231 0 49 61 287 16 66 172 3,738

Total. . 2,472 18,416 5,077 2,717 6, 544 1,671 4,222 2, 559 7,323 1,953 2, 567 4,009 59, 530

Americans 89 per cent.
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Investigations Division.

The investigations division of the Bureau of Operations handles
miscellaneous matters that are not assigned to other divisions of the
bureau. Included in its work are many items relating to other
governmental establishments.

During the year the division undertook a special investigation into
the activities of the American merchant marine, with particular refer-
ence to the water-borne foreign-trade tonnage moving through the
principal ports of the United States. The final report, in two vol-
umes, showed, among other things, the phenomenal growth of foreign
cargo tonnage at many of the principal ports of the United States
since 1921, amounting to a net increase of 37.9 per cent for the entire
country, these figures, the latest available, being for the fiscal year
1926. It was evident that much of this increase was due to the opera-
tion of cargo lines under the board’s supervision.

Another activity of the investigations division had to do with
questions relating to safety at sea. Great Britain having invited
the maritime nations of the world to a conference on safety of life
at sea, to be held in London in the spring of 1929, the Shipping
Board joined with other interested departments of the Government
in studying the British proposals. The chairman of the board ap-
pointed a Shipping Board general committee on safety of life at sea,
which in turn was organized into subcommittees on (&) ship con-
struction, (&) navigation, and (¢) wireless telegraphy. The various
subjects assigned for study included subdivision of ships, life-saving
appliances, fire-extinguishing apparatus, ice patrol, rules of the road,
radio signals, and meteorological service to and from ships at sea.

Under the chairman of the Shipping Board’s general committee
the cooperation of private steamship owners and operators was en-
listed in helping to work out the American viewpoint. Accurate
data based on experience were secured from masters of Shipping
Board vessels as well as from privately owned American steamships.
Insurance and classification societies, naval architects, shipbuilders,
marine engineers, and other organizations and individuals also gave
valuable assistance to the board’s general committee in shaping its
recommendations. The limited time that could be devoted to ana-
lyzing the British proposals and formulating the American position
made it necessary to employ additional technical assistance in order
to expedite the work.

During the year there was a marked improvement in the situation
with respect to “land-grant” rates on rail shipments of property of
the Shipping Board and Merchant Fleet Corporation. As stated
in the previous annual report. several land-grant and “ land-grant
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equalization ” carriers had contended that shipments made by the
Shipping Board and by the board’s Fleet Corporation were not
entitled to land-grant rates. At the time the case of the Fleet
Corporation ». The Western Union Telegraph Co. was decided by
the Supreme Court (January 3, 1928), a number of these carriers
had suits pending in the Court of Claims and in the United States
district courts to recover the difference between land-grant rates,
which had been paid, and full commercial rates, which were claimed
by the carriers. Following the decision, which definitely fixed the
status of the Shipping Board’s Merchant Fleet Corporation as a
governmental agency and instrumentality, practically all such cases
were dismissed. Present prospects are that a satisfactory adjust-
ment of the whole matter will be reached in the near future.

The gratifying spirit of cooperation and agreement manifested at a
conference of steamship interests that was held under Shipping Board
auspices in Washington on January 10 and 11, 1928, gave rise to a
nope that the time might be opportune for the organization of these
interests into a single national body, formed for mutual aid and
support. In furtherance of the idea, the Shipping Board, on April
24, 1928, passed a resolution authorizing the chairman of the board
to inquire into the feasibility of bringing about an association of this
character, to include American shipowners, operators, builders, and
allied activities. The proposed association was to be self-organized
and self-governed, and was to have as its main objects the promotion
of the welfare of its members and the development of a strong
American merchant marine.

In line with the board’s resolution, preliminary steps were taken to
ascertain the attitude of the leading national associations of ship-
owners and shipbuilders toward a project of this sort. It is too early
at this writing to state definitely the result of these inquiries.

On July 20, 1927, the work formerly handled by the piers and
wharves division of the Bureau of Operations was transferred, by
resolution of the board, to the Merchant Fleet Corporation.

During the year the Chief Coordinator submitted to the board a
proposal to centralize the booking of all Government ocean-borne
passenger traffic in one agency under the Shipping Board. At this
writing the matter remains in a formative stage, with numerous
details still to be arranged, but sufficient progress has already been
made in the way of investigating the amount of traffic involved and
the best method of handling the work to indicate that definite plans
looking to the organization of a central passenger-booking agency
will probably be perfected in the near future.
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Port Facilities Division.

Since May, 1927, the port facilities division of the Bureau of Op-
erations has consisted of two sections, the domestic port section and
the foreign port section.

During the past fiscal year the domestic port section handled all
work of the port facilities division that pertained to the ports of the
United States and its possessions, carrying on its surveys in conjunc-
tion with the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, War De-
partment, as provided for in section 8 of the merchant marine act of
1920. Work was continued on the series of reports known as the
“ Port Series,” in 22 volumes, covering about 70 of the major ports
of the United States. Revision of the series was begun, some of the
early volumes now being out of print, while others are in need of
being brought up to date.

Progress was made during the year on the revised editions of the
veports on Portland (Me.), Boston, Mobile, Pensacola, Jacksonville,
Miami, Tampa, Galveston, Houston, and Texas City. It is planned
eventually to revise the entire series.

Two new volumes—one on The Panama Canal and Its Ports and
another on The Ports of Southern New England—were completed
during the year and sent to the Public Printer.

In addition to its work on the Port Series, the domestic port
section compiled a supplementary volume entitled ¢“Port and Ter-
minal Charges at United States Ports,” in order to fill a long-felt
want on the part of shippers and shipping men for current data on
port charges. This volume will be revised from time to time in order
to keep the data as nearly up to date as possible.

The volume just mentioned should not be confused with the do-
mestic port section’s investigation of consular charges that has been
carried on during the year and has been made the subject of a sepa-
rate work entitled “ Shipping Charges at United States and Foreign
Ports,” to be published in the near future.

The joint activities of the Shipping Board’s Bureau of Operations
and the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors of the War De-
partment also included, during the period covered by this report, a
survey of Transportation in the Ohio and Mississippi Valleys, and
another study of * free ports,” or “ foreign-trade zones,” the latter
based largely on data secured by means of questionnaires sent out to
consular officers through the State Department.

The following table shows the publications which were in prog-
ress at the close of the fiscal year, with the percentage of completion:

17753—28——4
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Serial Forcent-
No. of Subject com.-
volume pletion
Original volumes
18 | The Ports of Southern New England._ . ________ ________ 100
22 | The Panama Canal and its Ports_._.- . _ T 100
PRevised reports

1 | The Port of Portland, Me_____ o 100
2 | The Port of Boston, Mass__._______________________________________________________ 50
3 | The Ports of Mobile, Ala., and Pensacola, Fla_ ______________________________--—==~ 25

6 | The Po)rts of Galveston, Houston, Texas City, and Corpus Christi, Tex. (in 3 vol-
8 g 100
8 | The Ports of Jacksonville, Miami, and Tampa, Fla_ .. __________________________~ 15

Transportation series
Transportation in the Mississippi and Ohio Valleys, vol. 1_________________________ 75
Aiscellaneous series '

1 | Port and Terminal Charges at United States Ports___ oo ___ 100

2 | Shipping Charges at United States and Foreign Ports, Consular Services and
Charges. - . 100

F'ree ports

Study of Free Ports or Foreign Trade Zones_____ ____ o 60

There were received from the printer during the year the follow-
ing reports:

No. 12. The Ports of San Francisco, Oakland, Berkeley, Richmond, Upper
San Francisco Bay, Santa Cruz, and Monterey, Calif.

No. 15. The Ports of Norfolk, Portsmouth, and Newport News, Va.
No. 21. The Ports of Porto Rico.

At the close of the fiscal year the following reports were in the
printing office in various stages of publication:

No. 1. The Port of Portland, Me. (revised).

No. 6. The Ports of Galveston, Houston, Texas City, and Corpus Christi,
Tex. (in 3 volumes, revised).

No. 18. The Ports of Southern New England.

No. 22. The Panama Canal and Its Ports.

Miscellaneous Series No. 1. Port and Terminal Charges at United States
Ports.

Miscellaneous Series No. 2. Shipping Charges at United States and Foreign
Ports.

In connection with the Port Series reports and the Mississippi-
Ohio Rivers study, special field surveys were conducted by repre-
sentatives of the division at the following points: New Orleans,
Baton Rouge, Houston, Galveston, Texas City, Corpus Christi,
Boston, Portland (Me.), St. Louis, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Pittsburgh,
Huntington, Cairo and Rock Island (Ill.), Louisville, Dubuque, St.
Paul, and Minneapolis.

During the year special reports were prepared by the domestic
port section to comply with requests received from chambers of
commerce, universities, and shipping companies at Dallas, Brooklym,
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Portland (Oreg.), Buffalo, Seattle, Philadelphia, Pensacola, and
New York City on various phases of commercial shipping.

The foreign port section of the port facilities division, cooperating
with the Department of Commerce, has continued its program of
foreign port studies, the inauguration of which, in May, 1927, was
described in the last annual report.

The early part of the fiscal year was devoted by the foreign port
section to completing the organization of the work at home and
abroad, and to directing the collection of the latest available maps,
tariffs, and other data by the foreign offices of the Shipping Board
and Department of Commerce. Irom these sources was received a
quantity of authoritative material on the subject, and the joint organ-
ization is continuing to receive from abroad all available descriptive
data on the principal ports of the world. The entire work is expected
to cover about 60 of the major foreign ports and approximately 800
minor ports.

The publications treating of major ports will describe their har-
bors and channels; port organization, government, and finances ; local
and national regulations for shipping and cargoes; port services and
charges; port facilities and equipment; traffic arrangements for han-
dling goods to and from the quays; inetheds employed in handling
cargo; port customs and practices; hinterland and communications;
shipping and trade statistics. The reports will be illustrated with
photographs, line drawings, and graphic charts, and each will con-
tain a port map similar to those now published in the domestic “ Port
Series.”

The ports of Liverpool and Manchester, England, with their out-
ports, and Hamburg and Cuxhaven, Germany, were selected as sub-
jects for the initial volumes of the foreign port studies. Work had
progressed to within 20 per cent of completion at the close of the
fiscal year and will be brought to a conclusion upon the termination
of a field survey, when the reports will be ready for publication. Ion-
don, Rotterdam, and Amsterdam have been tentatively selected as
the next ports to receive treatment in the publications of the foreign
port series.

As above stated, the joint program of the foreign port section of
the port facilities division, acting in cooperation with the Depart-
ment of Commerce, also contemplates the issuance of a number of
publications descriptive of minor foreign ports, the first of which,
on the ports of the British Isles, was about 50 per cent completed on
June 30, 1928. This initial volume will include approximately 40
British and Irish outports, giving in each case a brief account of
their facilities, charges, and trade. Later volumes in this series
will cover north European and Mediterranean ports.
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The development of complete information on foreign coal and oil
bunkering stations is another project in the cooperative program.
During the year questionnaires were prepared and distributed through
the Department of State to its seaport consular coffices and agents.
At the cloce of the fiscal year responses had been received from 75
offices. The material contained in these responses is being prepared
for publication as soon as it is received, and it is expected that the
report will be completed and released during the fiscal year 1929.
The section on fuel-oil stations will give the name and nationality
of the owner of each station; code address; description of tankage;
amounts of various types of oil in stock; method and speed of deliv-
ery to ship; sources of supply, together with pertinent miscellaneous
remarks. The coal-bunkering station section will follow the above
pattern and will include the class of coal offered, notice required by
station, trimming charges, etc.

The special investigation of foreign warehouses mentioned in the
previous annual report has been in progress during the year. Data
now on hand give the most complete information available on ware-
houses at a number of foreign ports. These data will be used in the
foreign port reports, and the files will be held available to interested
persons on application.

The survey of American cargo-handling methods, mentioned in the
last annual report, has been held in abeyance during the fiscal year
pending the completion of certain investigations by the Department
of Labor.

The joint force has for revision the bulletin Stowage of Ship
Cargoes, published by the Department of Commerce in 1920. This
bulletin will be enlarged to give a’ more complete description of
operation and problems of cargo stowage. It will also contain rules
and regulations regarding the handling of inflammables, explosives,
and other hazardous cargo. Data received during the year show
the need of revision in the tabular matter, due to the changing
methods of packing, the use of fiber containers, etc. Further data
will have to be obtained from shippers and the steamship companies
before compilation of a new bulletin will be possible. An endeavor
will be made to publish results of this study during the fiscal year
1929.

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION

The activities of the Bureau of Construction during the past fiscal
year related very largely to the further development of the Diesel
conversion program authorized by the act of June 6, 1924, amending
section 12 of the merchant marine act, 1920, having in view the
installation, in vessels belonging to the Government, of internal-com-
bustion propulsive machinery, and the making of other changes nec-
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essary to convert them into modern motor ships. An investigation
was also made of the wisdom of reconditioning the steamships Mount
Vernon and Agamemmnon (Monticello), including the development
of plans and specifications for such work.

The Diesel conversion program has been developed in three stages:
(@) The initial program under the resolution of the board dated
December 2, 1924, involving the conversion of 12 vessels; (&) the
extended program under the resolution of the board dated September
15, 1927, involving the conversion of 8 additional vessels; and (¢)
the Diesel electric program relating to the conversion of 3 vessels.
The work incident to these three groups of vessels comes within the
expenditure of $25,000,000 authorized by the original act of June 6,
1924 ; it is expected that this amount will be practically exhausted
upon the completion of these groups. The work incident to the re-
conditioning of the steamships Mount Vernon and Agamemnon
(Monticello) does not come under this appropriation.

Initial program for 12 wessels—The initial program covered the
tollowing 12 vessels: Zampa, Unicoi, West Honaker, West Cusseta,
Crown City, Sawokla, City of Raywville, City of Dalhart, ¥ omachichz,
Seminole, West Grama, and Wilscox. Installations in the case of
five of these have been completed and the vessels placed in service
during the past fiscal year; this work, together with seven vessels
converted and placed in service during the previous year, completes
the initial program authorized by resolution of the board December
2,1924. Details relative to the program in the course of its develop-
ment will be found in the board’s ninth annual report, beginning on
page 71; in the tenth annual report, beginning on page 48; and in the
eleventh annual report, beginning on page 48.

The completion of 11 out of the 12 main propulsive engines was
reported in previous years. During the past year the twelfth main
engine of the group was completed by the New London Ship &
Engine Co. at Groton, Conn., being a 4-cylinder, 2-cycle, double-
acting engine of 3,300 brake horsepower, the contract price being
$246,857. After the 30-day test at the builder’s plant the engine was
accepted and installed in the steamship Wilscox, the installation
contract having been awarded to the Bethlehem Shipbuilding Cor-
poration (Ltd.) for the sum of $413,000, which amount included con-
siderable work on the vessel in addition to the installation of the
engine.

The work under five installation contracts was completed during
the year as follows, and after successful trial trips the vessels were
placed in commission on regular established routes:

The motor ship City of Dalkart, equipped with Busch-Sulzer main
propulsive engine, being a 6-cylinder, 2-cycle, single-acting engine



46 TWELFTH ANNUAL REPORT UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD

of 3,000 brake horsepower, was put in commission July 27, 1927,
and allotted to the Atlantic Australian Line operated by the Roose-
velt Steamship Co. on the route between North Atlantic and Aus-
tralian ports.

The motor ship Y omachichi, with equipment similar to that of the
motor ship City of Dalhart, was placed in commission October 11,
1927, and was allotted to the American Pioneer Line operated by the
Roosevelt. Steamshlp Co. on the route between North Atlantic ports
and the FFar East via the Panama Canal.

The motor ship Seminole, equlpped with Hooven, Owens, Rent-
schler Co. main propulsive engine, being a 4-cylinder, 2- cycle, double-
acting engine of 3,300 brake horsepower, was placed in commission
October 28, 1927, and thereafter allotted to the American India Line
operated by the Roosevelt Steamship Co. on the route between North
Atlantic, Gulf, and India ports.

The motor ship West G'rama, equipped with McIntosh and Sey-
mour main propulsive engine, being a 4-cylinder, 4-cycle, double-
acting engine of 2,700 brake horsepower, was placed in commission
December 7, 1927, and was allotted to the American Republics Line,
operated by C. H. Sprague & Co. on the route between New. York and
the east coast of South America.

The motor ship Wilscox, equipped with New London Ship & En-
gine Co. main propulsive engine, described above, was placed in
‘commission March 18, 1928, and was assigned to the American
Republics Line, operated by C. H. Sprague & Co. for a voyage from
New York to the east coast of South America.

In addition to the main propulsive engines to which reference has
been made, complete auxiliary equipment and outfit was installed in
these vessels, and at the same time all reconditioning work was done
that was necessary to make them first-class motor ships. In the case
of 8 of the 12 vessels, this work included providing accommodations
for a limited number of passengers. Final figures showing the total
cost of conversion are not available at present.

Extended program for eight wessels—The board, by resolution
dated September 15, 1927, authorized the conversion of eight addi-
tional vessels, and contracts for eight main propulsive engines were
awarded as follows:

1. McIntosh & Seymour Corporation, Auburn, N. Y.: Two 4-cycle, double-acting
engines of 3,900 brake horsepower, for the sum of $577,200.

2. Worthington Pump & Machinery Corporation, Buffalo, N. Y.: Two 2-cycle,
double-acting engines of 3,625 brake horsepower, for the sum of $536,500.

3. Hooven, Owens, Rentschler Co., Hamilton, Ohio: Two 2-cycle double-acting
engines of 4,000 brake horsepower, for the sum of $592.000.

4. Busch-Sulzer Bros. Diesel Engine Co., St. Louis, Mo.: Two 2-cycle, single-
acting engines of 3,950 brake horsepower, for the sum of $584,600.
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Contracts were also awarded for auxiliary engines, as follows:

(@) Nordberg Manutacturing Co., Milwaukee, Wis.: Twelve 3-cylinder, 2-
cycle air injection, single-acting auxiliary engines, of 340 kilowatt output, for
the sum of $426,840.

(b) Fulton Iron Works Co., St. Louis, Mo.: Four 3-cylinder, 4-cycle, air injec-
tion, single-acting auxiliary engines, of 150 kilowatt output, for the sum of
$107,232.07.

These engines and equipment will be installed in eight vessels of
approximately 9,500 tons dead-weight. The vessels selected are: New
Orleans, Wichita, Ward, City of Elwood, Potter, Jeff Davis, Oldham,
and Galveston. Contracts have not yet been placed for the work of
installation.

Diesel Electric Program.

The main propulsive equipment for the first two groups of vessels
referred to above is for direct drive operation. The Diesel electric
program involves the installation in each vessel of four large Diesel
engines as the power for driving the main electric motors. Prelimi-
nary to entering upon the Diesel electric program the board had
experts make exhaustive investigations, including estimates of the
cost of the program as applied to three vessels, and by resolution
dated October 13, 1927, approved the reconditioning and conversion
of the steamships Courageous, I'riumph, and Defiance, each having a
dead-weight capacity of approximately 11,800 tons. Engines built
by McIntosh & Seymour Corporation, of Auburn, N. Y., of the 8-
cylinder, single-acting, 4-cycle type, having 1,200 brake horsepower
each, were selected for all three vessels. The electric motors, etc., for
the vessels are being built as follows: For the Couwrageous, by the
General Electric Co.; for the steamships Deflance and 7riwmph, by
the Westinghouse Electric & Manufacturing Co.

A contract was made with the Federal Shipbuilding & Dry Dock
Co. for the conversion and reconditioning of the steamship Cowra-
geous, at a cost of $1,319,000. In obtaining bids for the work on
these vessels, estimates were also obtained from the United States
navy yards at Boston, Mass., and Norfolk, Va. The work on the
steamship 77iwmph was allotted to the Boston Navy Yard, which
submitted an estimate that the cost would not exceed $1,315,000. The
work on the steamship Defiance was allotted to the Norfolk Navy
Yard, which submitted an estimate that the cost would not exceed
$1,192.,000.

Under the contract with the Federal Shipbuilding & Dry Dock
Co., the Courageous is to be completed and delivered on or before
October 27, 1928. The Boston Navy Yard estimates that the 7%%-
wmph will be completed and delivered on or before December 1,
1928. The Norfolk Navy Yard estimates that the Deflance will be
completed and delivered on or before January 15, 1929.
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The total contract commitments entered into during the fiscal year
aggregate $7,084,372.07. The total contracts from the inception ot
the Diesel program to June 30, 1928, aggregate $16,743,597.38 . These
figures, however, do not include the cost of administrative overhead,
extras, incidentals, etc.

The Agamemnon and Mount Vernon: The board again took into
consideration during the year the reconditioning of the steamships
Agamemnon (Monticello) and Mownt Vernon, this subject having
been considered from time to time during previous years. These
vessels were German passenger ships, the :former name of the
Agamemmnon having been Kaiser Wilhelm II, and the former name
of the Mount Vernon having been Kronprinzessin Cecilie. They
were owned by the North German Lloyd Shipping Co. and operated
in the trans-Atlantic service, having been built in Germany as
follows:

. Year Gross Speed

Vessel built | tonnage | (knots)

Kaiser Wilhelm IT___ e e 1902 19, 361 2314
Kronprinzessin Cecilie___ e 1906 19, 503 23

At the beginning of the World War the vessels named, together
with other German and Austrian vessels, sought refuge in ports of
the United States; upon our entry into the war their title and posses-
sion were taken over by this country.

At a meeting held November 22, 1927, the Shipping Board author-
ized the change of the name of the steamship A gamemnon to Monti-
cello, the name of the home of Thomas Jefferson.

The present action was inaugurated March 3, 1927, when the board
directed that the vessels should be drydocked and cleaned and a care-
ful survey made to determine their condition; also that the measure-
ments should be taken from which to prepare plans and specifications
for their conversion and reconditioning. The president of the Mer-
chant Fleet Corporation having submitted a report proposing alter-
native plans for reconditioning the vessels, the matter was then
referred to a special committee of three commissioners of the board,
and a report dated August 13, 1927, was submitted by them recom-
mending the preparation of plans and specifications and that bids be
obtained; also that special experts be employed for that purpose.
The board, by resolution dated August 16, 1927, authorized such pre-
liminary work, and it has been in progress under the supervision
of this bureau.

In anticipation of the vessels being reconditioned, should the board
in its discretion decide that such work be done, provision is made in
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the independent offices appropriation act for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1929, approved May 16, 1928, as follows:

For the reconditioning of the steamships Mount Vernon and Monticello at
a total cost not in excess of $12,000,000, not to exceed $10,000,000 is made avail-
able from the Construction Loan Fund and shall be reimbursed to such fund
with interest at such rate and within such period as the board may determine,
but not exceeding ten years after the date of commission of such reconditioned
vessels : Provided, That after such reconditioning neither of said steamships
shall be sold for less than the cost of reconditioning, less a deduction of 5 per
centum per annum for depreciation from the date of completion of such
reconditioning to the date of sale.

By resolution dated June 26, 1928, the board authorized the Bureau
of Construction to place the matter in the hands of the maintenance
and repair division of the Merchant Fleet Corporation, with instrnec-
tions to procure bids on the various plans under consideration.
Construction Loan Fund.

The construction loan fund was authorized in the first instance by
the merchant marine act, 1920. The use to which the fund can be
put was extended by the provisions of the act of June 6, 1924, amend-
ing section 11 of the merchant marine act, 1920. By the act of March
4, 1927, amending section 11 of the merchant marine act, 1920, the
time limit of five years named in the original act was eliminated and
provision otherwise made for the completion of the fund to the origi-

nal amount contemplated, namely, $125,000,000. The merchant ma-
rine act, 1928, approved May 22, 1928, further increased the fund and
substantially modified the provisions of section 11, as previously
amended. The construction loan fund may be used by the board to
the extent it thinks proper and upon such terms as it may prescribe
in making loans to aid citizens in the construction of vessels of the
best and most efficient type, fitted and equipped with the most mod-
ern, most efficient, and most economical engines, machinery, and com-
mercial appliances. The fund may also be used by the board, in its
discretion, in making loans to aid citizens in the outfitting and equip-
ment of vessels already built with engines, machinery, and commer-
cial appliances of the type and kind mentioned, or in otherwise
reconditioning vessels already built.

No loans shall be for a greater sum than three-fourths the cost of
the new vessel proposed to be constructed, or three-fourths the
cost of the reconditioning, etc., of a vessel already built. Nor shall
the loan be made for a longer time than 20 years. It shall be
repaid in equal annual installments, but may be repaid by the bor-
rower at any time on 30 days’ written notice to the board with
interest computed to date of payment. Interest payable on such loans
shall be as follows: During the period in which the vessel is operated
exclusively in coastwise trade or is inactive the rate of interest shall



50 TWELFTH ANNUAL REPORT UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD

be as fixed by the board and not less than 514 per cent per annum.
During any period in which the vessel is operated in foreign trade
the rate shall be the lowest rate of yield (to the nearest one-eighth
of 1 per cent) of any Government obligation bearing a date of issue
subsequent to April 6, 1917 (except postal-savings bonds), and out-
standing at the time the loan is made by the board, as certified by
the Secretary of the Treasury to the board upon its request.

Adequate security is, of course, required, including a first mortgage
on the vessel to which the loan relates. Proper insurance is also
required, to be placed in such companies, for such amounts, and under
such forms of policies as the board may prescribe.

Provision is made for the increase of the construction loan fund
by the authorization of appropriations of such amounts as will, when
added to the amounts credited to such fund by the board under au-
thority of law, make the aggregate of the amounts credited to such
fund equal to $250,000,000.

In the last annual report (pp. 45—46) certain commitments entered
into during the fiscal year 1926 were listed, with the advances, if any,
made on account thereof during the fiscal year 1927. The vessels
mvolved have all been completed and the loans were fully made
during the fiscal year 1928, as follows:

New York and Miami Steamship Corporation: Total amount of
loan, $2,396,000, in aid of the construction of the steamships /roquois
and Shawnee, which vessels were documented at the port of New
York. The notes taken for the repayment of this loan are the joint
and several obligations of the New York and Miami Steamship
Corporation and the Clyde Steamship Co., and are secured by first
preferred mortgages on the vessels named.

American ILine Steamship Corporation: Total amount of loan,
$2,866,500, in aid of the construction of the steamship California,
which vessel was documented at the port of New York. The notes
taken for the repayment of this loan are the joint and several obli-
gations of the American Line Steamship Corporation and The Atlan-
tic Transport Co. of West Virginia, and are secured by a first-
preferred mortgage on the vessel named.

Nova Scotia Steamship Corporation: Total amount of loan,
$1,800,000, in aid of the construction of the steamships Y armouth
and Evangeline, which vessels were documented at the port of Bos-
ton. The notes taken for the repayment of this loan are the joint
and several obligations of the Nova Scotia Steamship Corporation
and the Eastern Steamship Lines (Inc.), and are secured by first-
preferred mortgages on the vessels named.

American Line Steamship Corporation, second loan: The only
commitment made for a new loan during the year was for a second
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loan to the American Line Steamship Corporation of an amount
equivalent to one-half the cost of the vessel, but in no event to exceed
$3,500,000, to be applied to the construction of the steamship Vir-
ginia, now being built by that company at the shipyards of the
Newport News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co. at Newport News, Va.
It is estimated that the total cost of this vessel will be not less than
$7,000,000. Advances in the sum of $617,500 were made on account
of this loan during the year. The notes taken are the joint and
several notes of the American Line Steamship Corporation and The
Atlantic Transport Co. of West Virginia, both of which companies
are controlled, through stock ownership, by the International Mer-
cantile Marine Co. The notes referred to are secured during the con-
struction period by a deed of trust under the laws of the State of
Virginia. The amount remaining to be advanced under this commit-
ment is therefore $2,882,500.

The total amount heretofore loaned on vessels which have been
completed is $15,320,500, representing 9 loans made to 7 different
companies in aid of the construction of 14 vessels. The total amount
thus far advanced on loans not yet completed is $617,500, thus mak-
ing the total amount of all payments thus far made from the con-
struction-loan fund on account of loans $15,938,000.

The amount at present credited to the construction-loan fund is
$71,350,587.40, including repayments on account of the principal of
outstanding loans, which repayments amount in the aggregate to
$1,882,230.01. |

During the fiscal year the sum of $2,000,000 was transferred from
the construction-loan fund to the special Dieselization fund to meet
further disbursements incident to the Diesel conversion program of
the board. ’

During the fiscal year repayments on account of outstanding loans
amounted to $965,531.67, and deposits were made to the credit of the
fund in the aggregate sum of $5,302,903.47, thus making a total in-
crease of the fund during the fiscal year of $6,268,435.14.

Section 23 Construction Bounty.

The provisions of section 23 of the merchant marine act, 1920, are
in substance a construction bounty, in that taxes are waived in certain
cases when the citizen invests certain amounts in the construction of
new vessels. The act covers two groups of cases, namely, (a) taxes
on earnings of vessels operating in foreign trade, when the taxpayer
invests in new ship construction an amount equivalent to three times
the amount of the tax involved; or (&) taxes on profits arising from
the sales of vessels, when the taxpayer invests in new ship construc-
tion an amount equivalent to the total proceeds from the sale of the
vessel involved. Although by the terms of the act this policy was
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to continue in force for 10 years from the date of the enactment of
the merchant marine act, 1920, nevertheless its provisions in substance
became obsolete. This resulted from a ruling of the Treasury Depart-
ment that as the taxes involved were referred to as taxes imposed by
the revenue act of 1918, the act could not apply on the repeal of that
revenue act, although similar taxes were enforced under the new
revenue act. Apart from this technical ruling, the taxes applicable
to the first group, namely, war-profits and excess-profits taxes, were
entirely repealed by the revenue act of 1922, hence the provisions
under group (a), mentioned above, became wholly obsolete.

The taxes involved under group (b), above, included not only the
war-profits and excess-profits taxes under the revenue act ot 1918, but
also ordinary income taxes under that act and therefore this item did
not become fundamentally obsolete as in the case of taxes involved
under group (@) above, as ordinary income taxes have been continu-
ously in force. This group therefore remained inoperative orly by
virtue of the technical ruling of the Treasury Department, to which
reference has been made. Under these circumstances, Congress by
section 707 of the revenue act of 1928, revived the provisions of sec-
tion 28 of the merchant marine act, 1920, so far as they related to
taxes on profits arising from the sales of certain vessels, by expressly
providing that the exemption would extend to the taxes inveolved,
whether payable under the revenue act of 1918 or under any subse-
quent revenue act in force during the 10-year period originzlly des-
ignated, namely, 10 years from the enactment of the merchant marine
act, 1920. The period therefore expires on June 5, 1930.

Although the tax exemptions applicable to earnings from certain
vessels operating in foreign trade have not been revived as in the
case of taxes on profits accruing from the sales of vessels, a number of
cases remain for adjustment with respect to which rights accrued
during the period prior to the repeal of the revenue act of 1918.

Benefits are claimed by the American Hawaiian Steamship Co.,
under this section, in aid of the building of the steamship Malolo.
The vessel was built at the yards of the Wm. Cramp & Sons Ship &
Engine Building Co., Philadelphia. It is 582 feet long, its gross
tonnage is 17,231, and it has a speed of 21 knots.

In October, 1927, the M alolo was completed and documented under
the laws of the United States, and sailed from New York to San
Francisco, there to enter upon her regular route between that port
and the Hawaiian Islands. The amount claimed by the owner to be
the total cost of the vessel was $8,095.490.29, including, among other
items, interest on the investment during the construction period. The
amount determined on, however, as the cost of the vessel for purposes
of the Government’s contribution thereto under section 23 of the
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merchant marine act, 1920, was fixed at $7,506,762.96, hence the total
contribution of the Government to the construction of the steamship
Malolo, by reason of the provisions of section 23, was $2,502,254.32.
In determining the amount of the Government’s contribution, in-
terest upon the investment during the construction period was tenta-
tively excluded. Without ruling on the propriety of including such
interest, the board referred the question of interest to the Treasury
Department for decision and adjustment.

In addition to the case of the steamship Malolo mentioned above,
the following cases were certified by the board to the Treasury De-
partment, approving the vessels involved as to their type, kind, etc.,
as contemplated by section 23 of the merchant marine act, 1920.

The United States Steel Products Co., with respect to the steam-
ships Steel Scientist, Anniston City, and Fairfield City.

The Standard Oil Co. of California, with respect to the tank steam-
ships Charlie Watson, W. S. Miller, K. R. Kingsbury, H. 17'. Harper,
R. J. Hanna, F. J. Hillman, H. M. Storey, W. S. Rheem, Standard
Service, and Alaska Standard.

The Vacuum Oil Co., with respect to the tank steamships Birken-
head and Gargoyle.

The Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, with respect to the tankers
Joseph Seep, W. J. Hanna, S. O. T'. Dodd, M. F. Elliott, T"homas H.
W heeler, John Worthington, W. H. Libby, Livingston FRoe, T. J.
Williams, Walter Jennings, E. T. Bedford, J. A. Moffett, jr., and
John D. Archbold.

The Pioneer Steamship Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, with reference to
the steamship Prilep D. Block.

The ¥Franklin Steamship Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, with reference to
the steamship Edward J. Berwind.

Transfers to Foreign Registry, Etec.

Under the provisions of section 9 of the shipping act, 1916, it 1s
made unlawful to sell, transfer, or mortgage, or, except under regula-
tions prescribed by the board, to charter any vessel purchased from
the board, or any vessel documented under the laws of the United
States, to any person not a citizen of the United States, or to put any
such vessel under a foreign registry or flag, without first obtaining
the approval of the Shipping Board. The part of this provision
which relates to chartering a vessel has been covered by a general
resolution of the board which authorizes the charter of any such
vessel to any person not a citizen of the United States for any term
not exceeding one year; hence, if the vessel is chartered for a period
not exceeding one year, the general resolution of the board mentioned
constitutes sufficient approval of the transaction.

In all cases where it is proposed to sell or mortgage any vessel
purchased from the board, or documented under the laws of the
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United States, to any person not a citizen of the United States, such
sale or mortgage must first be approved by the Shipping Board; and
when it is proposed to put any such vessel under a foreign registry
or flag, notwithstanding the ownership of the vessel may remain in a
person who is a citizen of the United States, the approval of the board
must be first obtained.

The policy underlying the requirements of section 9 of the shipping
act, 1916, is primarily to prevent the loss from the American mer-
chant marine of vessels of a type, kind, and size deemed by the board
reasonably necessary to be retained under the American flag for the
upbuilding of an adequate merchant marine; or, though retained
under the American flag, to prevent any conflict in times of national
emergency arising from their ownership by persons not citizens of the
United States.

It is recognized by the shipping act of 1916 that instances might
arise where the vessel was not of a type, size, and kind essential to the
American merchant marine, yet its transfer to an alien or to foreign
registry should not be permitted for collateral reasons of national
interest and, therefore, it is provided by section 41 of the shipping
act, 1916, that the board may impose conditions incident to its ap--
proval under section 9, and when conditions are thus imposed their
violation constitutes a misdemeanor and shall be punishable in the.
same manner and shall subject the vessel to forfeiture in the same
manner as though the act, conditionally approved, had been done
without the approval of the board.

Among instances where conditions have thus been imposed are the
following: (a) Citizens having industrial interests in foreign coun-
tries and requiring vessels for transportation in the coastwise trade
of those countries have been permitted to transfer American vessels
to such registry, with condition that they must be restored to Ameri-
can registry on the demand of the United States Government; (2)
approval has been given with an express condition that the citizen
would, within a limited time, build new vessels and place them under
American registry to offset the tonnage transferred to foreign reg-
istry; (c¢) instances where the sale of vessels to aliens and/or their
transfer to foreign registry have been approved, but with condition
annexed that such vessels could not thereafter operate in the foreign
trade of the United States, this condition having been imposed be-
cayse American operators would be prejudiced by the competitive
operation of such vessels.

The most frequent use of the power to impose conditions incident
to its approvals results from requests from the Department of Justice,.
and from the Prohibition Unit of the Treasury Department to-.
cooperate in the enforcement of the prohibition laws by imposing
conditions on such approvals, that the vessels thus transferred should.
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not be used in the transportation to or from ports of the United
States of any alcoholic liquors. As the smaller type of vessel is
the type usually used for illicit transportation of liquors, the board
frequently permits the issue of approvals of transfers without condi-
tion, when the approval is otherwise proper, provided the wvessel
exceeds 2,500 dead-weilght tons.

During the current year the right of the board to impose condi-
tions was challenged by a foreign government on the ground that one
country can not control or limit the freedom of operation of vessels
documented under the laws of another country. The position thus
taken should be contrasted with the position taken by the Canadian
Government in concrete cases, viz: That when conditions are thus
imposed it will not permit the documentation under Canadian law
of the vessels affected. Notwithstanding the protest mentioned, the
practice of affixing such conditions, in proper cases, has been con-
tinued under the assumption that other countries would apply the
Canadian practice when they are unwilling to accept a vessel under
their registry subject to the conditions imposed. Rather than release
the vessel from American registry free of conditions controlling its
operation in foreign trade, the United States may prefer to with-
hold its approval entirely; or, as an alternate, other measures may
be taken to secure adequate protection, in lieu of inserting the con-
dition in the certificate of approval.

Persons wanting the approval of the board under section 9 of the
shipping act, 1916, must file a formal application containing all data
necessary for the board’s action in the premises, including (a) the
name of the proposed vendee; (&) the registry to which it is proposed
to transfer the vessel; (¢) description of the vessel; (&) identity of
vessel’s home port and description of its documents, together with the
name and address of the owner of record; and (¢) information show-
ing what liens or mortgages, if any, are on the vessel. Forms for
such applications are available on request.

The following is a statement of the action of the board on applica-
tions under section 9 of the shipping act, 1916, from July 1, 1927, to
June 30, 1928:



Approvals by the United States Shipping Board under section 9 of the shipping act, 1916, of transfers of vessels to foreign registry and/or o
sale to aliens July 1, 1927, to June 30 1928 o

) H
Name of vessel Ogt\irg{al Type ¢ gﬁ’:ge Last Am;;;(éan home N a%%ggigglter or Name of purchaser Foreign registry | Date of order Oﬁ((l)sr 5
2
Maid Marian. ......... 211133 | Ga. y-.... 30 | Detroit, Mich_._.... C. C. Winningham....... George Allen Green.._...... (No char)lge of | July 7,1927 | 2004 E
. registry.
Dulein0. e ceoecemeeeeooe 145947 | St.tnk_...| 2,951 | New York, N. Y._.. Argerican t.Sugar Transit | Gaetano Barbagelato........ Ttalian. . _.........|..... do....... 2005 .
orporation.
Chillicoth®. . ceeoceeeoon 215218 | Seh..._... 1,862 | Astoria, Oreg....... Al(lftrayan Despatch Line | Société Deshauts Torneaux .| Foreign. - oooooo|-oo-- do....... 2006 i
ne.).
Sagami____._..._..._... 226285 | Dsl. mtr..| 4,453 | New York, N. Y.... Sa(glami) Navigation Co. | Vincent Barnett....____.... British. ... July 8,1927 | 2007 a
ne.). o>
Hazel R. Hines.______.. 200668 | Sch....... 121 | Bangor, Me._._..... Nicholson Fish Co........ John C. Ford............... Newfoundland....|..... do....... 2008 -
Lizzie D. Peabody..... 215883 | Sch....... 129 | Cambridge, Md..... W.B.Vane__..._......... M. P. Martinez._.__..__.... Colombian........ July 13,1927 | 2009 b
IniS o 222491 | Sch._____. 16 | San Juan, P. R..... Manuel Ferrera Davilla_._| James Peterson. _..__..__._. Dutch_..._..._... July 14 1927 | 2010 =
Maria Belen_...._...... 216011 | Sch.._.... 33 |-ooe- (o1 S Antonio Perez Burmudez.| Camilo Correa......_._...__|...._ 41 R I do....... 2011 H
Silver Gate___...____. 216242 | Dsl. mtr.. 40 | Los Angeles, Calif_..| Coast Fishing Co......... J.H. Foullere.___.________.. (No change of |._... do....._. 2012 8
registry.)
Philip Publicker....._. 220607 | S.S..---_.| 2,398 | Philadelphia, Pa__..| Adelphia Steamship Cor- | Thorvildsen & Co......_.... Norwegian........ July 28,1927 | 2013 !
poration.
Chamblee...._._....._. 217804 | S. 5. ... 2,323 | New York, N. Y____| Hammond Lumber Co..... Shl(%w_aléisen Kabushiki | Japanese.......... July 29,1927 | 2014 g
aisha.
Coalinga - e ceee . 212911 | St.tnk_...| 7,387 | Los Angeles, Calif___| Union Steamship Co._.... Ditta Luigi Pittaluga Vapori.| Italian._____.._... Aug. 10,1927 | 2016 ﬁ
080 e e 223207 | Ga.sC..... 15 |--eo- A0 K. Kodama.....___...___. S. Fujinami..______________. (No chal)lge of | Aug. 17,1927 | 2017 tg
registry. : wj
Star No.8.........._._. 58017 | Scow..._.. 24 | Seattle, Wash._.___. A. J. McCallum and | Coast Packing Co_...._..... Canadian._......_|._... do....... 2018 )
Gregory Legaz. =
Ruby. ... 210550 | S.S.._._. 2,561 | Ogdensburg, N. Y__! George Hall Corporation..| Smith’s Dock Co. (Ltd.)..__| British___._....._. Oct 12 1927 | 2019A >
Robert W. Thompson__| 210287 | S.s....._.I 2,561 |.___. A0 6 I R Q0o 0o JERN F o [ S, 2019A. H
W.J. Oleott._.__..___. 208425 | Tug...._. 76 | Duluth, Minn...__. Great Lakes Dredge & | Compaiiia de Obras Mariti- | Cuban._.......... Aug 17 1927 | 2020 =
Dock Co. mas. n
Secow No. 19.___________ 164030 | Scow_.___. 382 .. (0 (0 O I 0 [« Y [0 (L N 0 [ R N do....... 2020 m
Mollie Eagan._......___. 169329 | Cnl. bt.___| 148 | Buffalo, N. Y_.____. James E. Conlon._......... Dominion Sugar Co...._.... Canadian......... Aug. 23,1927 | 2021 |
Hon. Thomas Murphy.| 169328 | Cnl. bt____ 142 ... doo | 0 (0 TR A Ao {4 (0 R, IO do....... 2021 =
Paraguay....._..._____. 150880 | St. tnk_.__| 2,627 | Philadelphia, Pa____| Sun Oil Co..__..._.._____. Michel Xydia, Peter Para- | Greek._..._..._._..|--... do_...... 2022 IS
mythiotis, and George —
Vouyoucles. Z
Palatka.....___________ 216037 | S.S_____. 2,038 | New York, N. Y____| New England, New York | Robert Babcock & Co...... British____.__..... Aug. 27,1927 | 2023 Qo
& Texas Steamship Co.
Trages. ... __.._._. 218747 | Ga.s...__. 436 | d0o o B.A. Guinan____..______. J o(sie Ignacios Diaz Qrana- | Colombian___..... Aug. 30,1927 | 2024 g
08, ST.
Lillie. .o ... 15937 | Seh.______ 43 | Tampa, Fla________. Costas Peperis_.____..._.. Antonijo Seijido......_...._. Cuban.___......... Sept. 2,1927 | 2025 .;p;
Seabird (V-16030) ... .. M | Ga.s.oo._. ceeenn--| Key West, Fla_____. Jonathan Cates........_. Juan O’Naghten_.....______|[..... 10 11 SR Sept. 7,1927 | 2026 =
H.A.Rocko...._.______ 77457 | S.s_..._. 3, 300 | Cleveland, Ohio..__| Forest City Steamship Co.| Lake Erie Coal Co. (Ltd.)...| British.___._....... Sept. 13,1927 | 2027
New Daphne__________. 221437 | Dsl. mtr. - 172 | Mobile, Ala_____..__. All America Products Co.| La Compaifiia Choco-Atrato.| Colombian_.......|..... do....... 2028
Tonawanda...._..__._. 215603 | Seh...___. 1,745 | Astoria, Oreg........ Australian Despatch Line | Société des Hautes Four- | French............ Sept. 17,1927, 2029
(Ine.). neaux de Noumea.
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Pauline........________. 54581 | Cnl. bt....| 119 [ New York, N. Y....| William Wood.._._.____.. Registe Jolly_...._____...... Canadian....___.. Sept. 21,1927 | 2030
Gladiator_......._______ 86134 | Seh_.._... 112 | Bangor, Me.___..... Nicholson Fish Co._...... E. C. Blackwood........... Newfoundland....| Sept. 23,1927 | 2031
Fannie Belle Atwood.._| 121271 | Sch...__.. 128 | New Bedford, Mass.| Ernesto Montrond__._____ Manuel Ferreira..._._____.. Portuguese........ Sept. 28,1927 | 2032
Blizzard No. 7._.__.___. (" | Dredge....|---ee--. New York, N. Y....| James Stewart & Co._._.. Compaiia de Obras Mariti- | Cuban._._________|..___ do...... 2033
mas.
AdaMay_ ... 201157 | Ga.s...... 14 | Eastport, Me______. Frank T. Wadsworth_____ E.L.Conley........___._... Canadian.-........ Oct. 51927 | 2034
Cerro Gardo-......._.__ 217803 | S.s.....__ 2,347 | New York, N. Y_.._| Hammond Lumber Co....| Munakata Tameharu.___._. Japanese..__...... Oct. 6,1927 | 2035
Mizpah________________ 219576 | Seh.__.._. 18 StI ’ll‘ht(almas Virgin | Christian F. W, Moller...| C. H. H. Magras.._________. French..______.... Oct. 21,1927 | 2036
slands
Cornell_ ... 208766 | Ga. S...... 12 | San Diego, Calif_...| Neptune Sea Food Co... .| Salvatore Ingrande and Sal- | Italian. _._...____. Oct. 25,1927 | 2037
vatore Giacaloni.
Buffalo....._.....______ (O T T T (U. 8. Navy vessel).| U. S. Navy Department_.| Madrigal & Co_.._____.__._. Philippine..._.___|._... do....... 2038
Viking. oo 221520 | Ga.s...._. 78 | New York, N. Y____| Karl Berg.________________ Viking Boat Co.____._____.. Panaman...____._ Nov. 1,1927 | 2039
Comeb.. ..o 211398 | St.tnk._..| 2,486 | Los Angeles, Calif_.. Pa&? Tz}merlcax% getroleum C%mgaﬁia Petrolera Ulises, | Mexican._._.___.. Nov. 26,1927 | 2040A
ransport Co. A,
Arab_ ... 202276 | Ga.s_..._. 18 | New York, N. Y____| H. L. Mortensen_._.._____ Francisco de Franchi Alfaro_! Cuban____________ Nov. 9,1927 | 2041
Sunlight__...___________ 220213 | Ga.s...... 46 | Los Angeles, Calif___| Coast Fishing Co...._____ M. Nonoshita____________._. Japanese._____.__. Nov. 25,1927 | 2042
M-970 . (" | Ga.s...... 5 | Seattle, Wash_______ Fred Erickson_ .. ________. (Nosale)....___............. Canadian. _____.__ Dec. 7,1927 | 2043
Laura S ... 209714 | Ga.s...... 12 | Bath, Me.______.__. Pejepscot Paper Co______. George W. Wallace_ ________|-..._ (o [/ T Dec. 17,1927 | 2044
Nome.. ... 223441 | Ga.s...... 23 | Nome, Alaska.____.. Olaf Swenson...__._______ P.Kavelin._.____..._..___.. Russian_______.__. Dec. 19,1927 | 2045
Brunhilde._.____....__. 3323 | Sch..__... 127 | New Bedford, Mass.| Joseph R. Andrade_______ Louis R. Silva____._.______. Portuguese...._... Dec. 20,1927 | 2046
James B. Eads___..___. 86307 | S.5...._.. 2,704 | Chicago, Ill._______. Nassau Ship & Dredge Co.| James Playfair_____._.______ Canadian..__..__. Dec. 27,1927 | 2047
Barge No. 137 _.______. 53284 | Barge__... 2,480 |-.... (011 Y P d0o el 0 (1 A0 do...___. 2048
Governor Shea.....___. 225217 | Ga.s...._. 82 | Miami, Fla_________ Ross C. Parker_...._____. William Brown Jobnson..._| British_______.____ Dec. 28,1927 | 2049
Cinderella._..__._____.__ 224410 | Ga.s.._._. 26 | New York, N. Y____| Herman Lee Meader______ Luis N. Menocal ..______.__. Cuban.____________|..._. do-...._. 2050
Arizonan..______.__.___ 107823 | S.s...._.. 8,511 |.._. oL Hammond Lumber Co....| Kabushiki Kaisha Sakagu- | (To be scrapped)..| Jan. 3,1928 | 2051
chi Sadakichi Shoten.
Louise (M-1499) . ______ (" | Ga.s...... 4 | Seattle, Wash_______ Adolph Peterson_.__.___._ (Nosale)._.___._.oocoo.._. Canadian_._______ Jan. 4,1928 | 2052
LaSalle. oo 141050 | S.8...._.. 1,935 | Duluth, Minn_.____| Atlas Steamship Co._.___. Ja&et% )Richardson & Sons | British____________ Jan. 7,1928 | 2053
45-M_ . M | Ga.s..... 5 | Seattle, Wash_______ John Goforth...._________ (N0Sale) oo Canadian_._..____ Jan. 10,1928 | 2054
Zero (M-866)..__.._.__. () |Gas..... 3 P [+ Andrew Twarozek__._____|..._. (L T SO A0 ... Jan. 16,1928 | 2055
ElAbeto_ ... 217898 | S. 5. 2,512 | San Pedro, Calif....| Coastwise Steamship & | Coastwise Steamship & |--... A0cee . Jan. 18,1928 | 2056
: Barge Co. Barge Co. (Ltd.)
White Wing.......____. 81176 ' Seh._.__.. 20 ' Tampa, Fla__.______ Lorenzo R. Yates..____.__ C. G. Farrington..__.____.__. British..__________l____ A0aeeeoo| 2057
. Grace Dollar._......__. 222697 | S.s....... 6,622 | San Francisco, Calif.| Robert Dollar Co_..______ Asakichi Kitagawa__________ (To be scrapped)..| Feb. 2,1928 | 2058
E.R. Sterling......_.__ 212613 | Bark._.._. 2,677 | Seattle, Wash_______ Sterling Ship Co.._.._.__. (Not stated).._____.._......|.... A0 Feb. 20,1928 | 2059
Charles Brower._______. 216074 | Ga.s...... 569 | San Francisco, Calif.| H. Liebes & Co._.._______ Kamechatka Co. (Itd.)...... Russian________.__ Feb. 23,1928 | 2060
1310 W 213730 | S, Seeeeo| 1,414 NeW York N Y.... Clyde Steamship Co....__ O.T.Olsen...____...____... Norwegian..._____ Feb. 28,1928 | 2061
Yaque.........._. e 213693 | S.s___._.. 1,414 | ___doo |- A0 . SN [+ IO (0 (0 N do....__. 2061
Chase. . oooooo_.. 219158 | S.s....._. 2,674 Seattle, Wash______. International Packing Co. Kamehatka Co. (Ltd.)..-_. Foreign________._. Mar. 51928 | 2062
C. A. Snider..._..__.._. 215362 | S.s_...___ 2,784 | New York, N. Y____| Union Sulphur Co....__.. Sun Shipping Co. (Ltd.)..__| British._________.. Mar. 6,1928 | 2063
QUINCY .o 222706 | S. 8. ... 3,789 |..... do.._ ... Quincy Steamship Co..__. M. G. Chrussachi___._______ Greek._._.._______|_____ o[+ I 2064
Apex. .. 216146 | Ga.s._____ 785 | Seattle, Wash_._____ Wilson Fisheries Co.___._. Kamchatka Co. (Ltd.)..__.. Foreign_______.__. Mar. 7,1928 | 2065
Josephine._._______.___. 212974 | St y..__.. 426 | New York, N. Y____| Morris Douw Ferris.______ Svaﬁmh H(limter(L&d ‘;’Vlgham British..__________ May 29 1928 | 2066A
ichardson (Lt
NOCA- - oo 224249 | Ga.s...._. 73 | Tampa, Fla._______. W. T. Overstreet_____.___ T. W, Farrington._.._.____.. S [ SO Mar. 7,1928 | 2067
Finland...___..__..__.. 121238 | S.8..-.... 11,941 | New York, N. Y_.._| International Mercantile | Hughes Bolckow  Ship- | (To be scrapped)..| Mar. 9,1928 | 2068
Marine Co. breaking Co.
Venetia.....oocoeeeoo. 220741 | St. y.--... 576 | San Francisco, Calif. EsState . ?f John D. | Thomas Edward Thirlaway.| British..__________ Mar. 13,1928 | 2069
preckels.

.~ 1Undocumented vessels.
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Approvals by the United States Shipping

Board under section 9 of the shipping act, 1916, of transfers of vessels to foreign registry andfor

sale to aliens July 1, 1927, to June 30, 1928—Continued

Name of vessel Oﬁg{al Type tglrri)gze Last Am;;;%an home Nan;e;)g{itgﬁer or Name of purchaser Foreign registry | Date of order OIG%?I
William F. Herrin..._.. 208373 | St. tnk..._| 4,938 | San Francisco, Calif.| Associated Oil Co......... Porseveranza Societa Ano- | Italian..._........ Mar. 15,1928 | 2070
nima de Navigazione,
Barcelona. .. ........... (® |S.s.......| 5574 | Baltimore, Md...... Boston Iron & Metal Co..| J. Adler, jr__._.........__._. German........... Mar. 20,1928 | 2071
Arethusa............... 1 St. tnk....| 3,367 | (U. S. Navy)........ Marshall B. Hall_._....... Cuba Distilling CO..oce-.- Cuban....co..... Mar, 27,1928 | 2072
C. H. Lawrence, jr..... 216437 | S.S..-.-..] 2,121 | Los Angeles, Calif_..! Charles Steamship Co..... Salvgay%ma Kisen Kabushiki | Japanese.-......__ Apr, 10,1928 | 2073
aisha.
Transmotor. ........... 107520 | S. S-un--- 1,968 | Baltimore, Md...-..| Boston Iron & Metal Co..| Robert M. J. Farrington....| British...._.__.__.l..._. o (1 — 2074
M-685. . ® | Ga.Seeee- 4 | Seattle, Wash._____. J.A.Hanson........ SN (N0 Sale)omnememceeocemceeee Canadign......... Apr. 17,1928 | 2075
Gold Shell .__.__....... 213873 | St. tnk.._.| 5,614 | Wilmington, Del.___| Gold Shell Steamship Co..| Nederlandsch Indische Tank Duteh. . oeemeee oo d0ceeae o 2076
Stoomboot Maatschappij.
Silver Shell._______._...| 213752 | St.tnk....| 5,605 |._... 01 Silver Shell Steamship Co.|.... 4 () T R [0 (4 O I o1\ 2076
Pear]l Shell ... ________.. 214490 | St tnk....| 5614 |..o. A0cccacceaacaaan Pearl Shell Steamship Co.|-.... o[0T I [0 () O I, (0 [V 2076
Commercial Pilot_._.__.| 215066 | S. S.-cue-- 3,564 |-.-.- 10 (1 JO Moore & McCormack Co. | R, W. James y Cfa Soc. | Chilean........... Apr. 24,1928 | 2077A
(Inc.). Maritima y Comercial.
Commercial Pathfinder.| 215368 | S.s.....-. 4,789 ... o N S 0o Eric Moller. ... British........|-.o_. o[ T 2078A
Providence..........._. 223763 | Sloop....- 6 Sti ’ll‘h%mas, Virgin | Eliezer Benjamin......_.. Auguste George. .. ocaeocooo|oo-- 0 (¢ TR I d0eene---- 2079
slands.
Munwood.............. 212924 | S.S.u---- 3,383 | New York, N. Y..._| Munwood Steamship Co.. Brlgdarsko 0 Ackionarsko | Yugoslavian..... May 23,1928 | 2080A
rustvo Oceania.
Coneho...._............ 126719 | S.S.......| 3,725 | Baltimore, Md......| Boston Iron & Metal Co..} Schweitzer & Oppler A. G._| German........... May 1,1928 | 2081
Texas. ..oocecceeeae 219971 | Ga. s...... 44 | Los Angeles, Calif...| Everett N. Peterson...... L?VI chionasl (jiXe Productos | Mexican..........|-.... do........ 2082
arinos, S. A.
Gaskill Bros........_.__ 221971 | Ga. S...... 29 | Charleston, S. C.._. lef .’I5 Hamburger Co. | Bosfield Johnson. ........... Britisho...o...... May 8,1928 | 2083
ne.).
Charlie R0SS. .ceeeeeo.. 125588 | Ga. s-----. 17 | Eastport, Me_...._. H?r(})lld (I)l ](a}ardner and | William Doran........._.... Canadian........|..... (0 (T 2084
ohn C. Benner.
Three Sisters_.......... 167991 | Barge..... 535 | New York, N. Y.___| S. Budd Mandell._._____. Victor Valee. ....o.......... (To be scrapped)..| May 9,1928 | 2085
Grit e 86517 | Ga.S...... 7 | Eastport, Me_...._. John R. Holmes....._..._. Milton Black - c-oooooooo__. Canadian...._.... May 16,1928 | 2086
Peerless. .. ooooooooooo. 217371 | Ga. S....-. 32 | San Diego, Calif....| Westgate Sea Products Co.| A. Takehara....... Japanese.......... May 21,1928 | 2087
1OWa- o ooaaes 215375 | S.5......_| 2,039 | New York, N. Y._.__| Clyde Steamship Co..._.. Duke W. Haydon Latvian.._____._.. May 29,1928 | 2088
‘Whechaseo. caoooeoeooe 126180 | Ga. S..._.. 10 | San Diego, Calif_...| E. P. Harker...________..__ S. 1&avitn, C. Savin, ard J. | Mexican.......... June 6,1928 | 2089
i uet.
Chief Pontiac......_... " |Gay..... 4 | Seattle, Wash..___.. George W, O'Brien....... (NOSal8) o ee oo eeeeeaee Canadian....__... June §,1928 | 2090

1 Undocumerited vessels.

2 Provisional registry.

o
o

aavod YNIJJIIHS SELVIS AALINAQ T30ddY TVANNY HLATHML



RECAPITULATION

1. Number of vessels whose sale to aliens was approved, but for which transfer to foreign registry was not TOQUOS O o o o o oo
2. Number of vessels whose transfer to foreign registry was approved, but which did not involve sales to aliens. ...
3. Number of vessels involving both sales to aliens and transfers to foreign registry....______________________.______________
4, Ngmbber of ‘vess?ils approved subject to certain conditions to be met prior to issuance of formal certificate, and through failure of parties to meet such conditions, no certificate

A DD LSS O e e e e e e

Nore.—Of the total number of vessels acted on, 40 were vessels of over 1,000 gross tons, aggregating 144,697 gross tons.
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The transfers to foreign registry were distributed among 20
countries, as follows:

Steam Motor Sail Unrigged Total

num- | Total

Registry ! ! ber Zross

Num-| Gross |[Num-{ Gross Num- Gross Num-| Gross of tons

ber tons ber tons ber @ tons ber tons | vessels

1 12 . _____ [ 4 15, 288
1 785 1 3 5, 321
4 4, 637 2 16 27, 601
_______________ 2 i 2 233
2| 608 1 3 737
______________ 2 5 16, 882
SRS RSN AU NSO A NI 3 5, 226
| 2 78 | | 5 6, 869
10 T | . 5 2,913 17 8, 206
3 44 1 43 2 382 8 3,912
__________________________________________ 2 6,416
________________ L. 2 1,763 |- 2 1,763
Portuguese___ - - oo |l (R 2! 255 || < 2 255
Philippine_ - - ___________._ D A S B [, JUU [N PPN PR 1.
Panaman - - - oo cee oo ! 1 78 - [N PUSERE P, 1 78
Mexican.. - - --————_____ 1 2,486 | 2 54 |____Z S R IS 3 2, 540
Russian._ .o i 2 | 592 |_____. SRS UESUPRPEPR JUSEp . 2 592
German . cco-o oo 2 9,299 |_____._ PP PP, PPN PIPIRIRENIPE PP 2 9, 299
Chilean _ . ________.___ 1 3,564 '\ ______________ [P [P FEPEPIUIRIU PP 1 3, 564
Yugoslavian_ - - . _________ 1 3,383 i oio____ N SRR U PRI 1 3, 383
Latvian___________________ 1 2,089 |______i_._______ SRR DRI [ P 1 2, 039
Total. oo __ 36 | 105, 584 E 28 i 6, 965 13 | 4,360 7| 8,295 84 | 120, 204

BUREAU OF LAW

The Bureau of Law, consisting of the consolidated legal depart-
ments of the Shipping Board and Merchant Fleet Corporation, re-
ports to the Shipping Board through the commissioner in charge.
The general counsel acts as chief of the legal department and all
divisions thereof are under his supervision and control and report
to him.

There are four principal divisions, as follows:

Litigation and claims division.

Contracts and opinions division.

Admiralty division.

Navigation laws divisien.

All these divisions are represented at the Washington office, but
their chief activities are carried on in the field, which is divided into
districts, such as the New York district and, up to June 30, 1928, the
Philadelphia district, the Portland district, and the Seattle district.

Since litigation against the Shipping Board and Merchant Fleet
Corporation covers not only the city of Washington, but practically -
every large port in the United States, a great deal of it is handled
through the Department of Justice, but in all cases where litigation
is so handled the responsibility for the proper handling of it remains
with the attorneys of the Bureau of Law, they receiving such assist-
ance from the United States district attorneys as the circumstances
of each case may require.
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This is also true of all litigation in the Court of Claims, of which
there are a large number of cases involving very large sums of
money. These cases are handled in cooperation with the Department
of Justice.

Litigation and Claims Division.

- The number of cases in litigation on June 30, 1927, was 1,415, and
the amount involved in these cases was $343,724,462.39. On June 30,
1928, the number of cases in litigation was 1,163, and the amount
involved was $333,624,828.79. These figures include all litigation
other than that handled by the admiralty division.

The number of cases disposed of during the fiscal year was 662.
Of these, 291 were settled, 330 were dismissed, and 80 were tried.
In 41 cases the Government was entirely successful. There were also
410 cases added during the fiscal year. The statistics as to the
admiralty cases will be given in a later portion of this report.

The litigation in the Court of Claims was very active during the
fiscal year, and the cases handled there were very important. The
most important were the so-called Brooks Scanlon cases, where the
amount recovered by the claimants was $4,359,926.16, for the requisi-
tion of 14 ships under construction during the war period. The com-
missioner for the Court of Claims gave a recommendation of a lia-
bility of more than $15,000,000, but the Court of Claims reduced it to
the amount above stated. The active assistance of the bureau of law
was required by the Department of Justice and was rendered.

Another most important case was that of the Atlantic Gulf Oil
Corporation ». The United States, involving a claim for damages on
account of breach of a fuel-oil contract. The amount claimed was
$5,000,000. The amount actually recovered was $1,700,000.

Besides rendering services in these two cases the Bureau of Law is
assisting the Department of Justice in 111 other Court of Claims
cases, in many of which the evidence has been taken and preparations
are now being made for argument. Others are now being litigated.

During the year the controversy between the Virginia Shipbuild-
ing Corporation and the United States was settled by the decision
of the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. This case
originated in the District Court of the United States for the District
of Virginia, and the controversy covered a spread of over $20,000,000.
Judgment had been rendered in favor of the Government for about
$11,589,533.53. An appeal was taken by the Virginia Shipbuilding
Corporation to the court of appeals, and that court affirmed the
judgment. Petition for certiorari to the Supreme Court was denied.

In the same way the suit of the Groton Iron Works Co., in the
District Court for the State of Connecticut, was determined in favor
of the Government. This involved a claim by the plaintiff of nearly
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$11,000,000, and the decision of the district judge virtually wiped out
this clalm

The suit of United States wv. Sklnner & Eddy Corporation was
prosecuted to a successful conclusion in the United States District
Court for the Western District of Washington. The claims on both
sides aggregate something like $20,000,000, involving claims and
counterclaims. The taking of testimony occupied over 100 days, and
the record is enormous. The auditor appointed by the court found
in favor of the Government for about $1,410,000, leaving the question
of interest to be determined by the judge. The judge’s determina-
tion, with the interest, will bring the judgment up to the neighbor-
hood of $1,600,000. While the decision was favorable to the Govern-
ment, neither the auditor nor the judge gave favorable consideration
to the Government’s contention that a claim of $1,685,000 should not
be allowed, and in consequence there will be an appeal by the Gov-
ernment.

All three of these cases were handled entirely by the legal repre-
sentatives of the Shipping Board.

Besides the above, two other cases of great importance were suc-
cessfully prosecuted by the Shipping Board. The suit by the West-
ern Union Telegraph Co., claiming that the Merchant Fleet Corpo-
ration was not entitled to the Government rate on telegrams, as re-
quired by the post roads act, had been determined against the Govern-
ment by the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia and by the
Court of Appeals of the District. Certiorari was granted by the
Supreme Court of the United States and the Supreme Court reversed
the judgment below in an opinion which settles for all times the
status of the Merchant Fleet Corporation as a Government agency.
As a result of this decision some 10 suits brought by various railroad
companies for recovery of the difference between the land-grant rate
and the ordinary commercial rate on shipments of Merchant Fleet
Corporation property were voluntarily dismissed.

The other important case decided by the Supreme Court was the
West Aletaw case. There were three admiralty suits tried originally
in the United States District Court for the Northern District of
California. The amount involved was approximately $1,000,000. As
the cases had been affirmed by the Circuit Court of Appeals for the
Ninth Circuit, the Supreme Court granted certiorari and reversed
the judgments on the ground that the suits were barred because not
brought within the time required by the suits in admiralty act.

In both of these cases in the Supreme Court the Bureau of Law
prepared the material for the briefs for the Department of Justice,
and in the West Aleta case wrote the brief and argued the case.

Another important litigation is the suit of the United States
against the city of Hoboken, in the United States District Court for
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the District of New Jersey, brought for injunction against the
efforts on the part of the city of Hoboken to sell the board’s Hoboken
piers for the payment of taxes for the year 1920. This case was
prepared and tried by the Bureau of Law and has resulted in a favor-
able opinion.

The very important Bethlehem litigation will shortly be tried.
There are six of these cases which will all be tried together at Phila-
delphia. As the amount involved covers a spread of about $27,000,000
and the questions of fact are extremely complicated, and as many
questions of law have not yet been determined, elaborate prepara-
tions have been made during the past fiscal year for the trial of this
case in the fall of 1928. The proper preparation of these cases has
required a large personnel and great activity. '

Under the special appropriation for claims made by the independ-
ent offices appropriation act approved February 11, 1927, making
available until June 30, 1928, for the same purposes and under the
same conditions, the portion of the special claims appropriation for
the fiscal year 1923, the Shipping Board has disposed of five claims
during the fiscal year.

Contracts and Opinions Division.

There has been marked activity in the sale of ships during the
fiscal year ended June 30, 1928. IFour separate lines comprising 45
vessels were sold and a great many individual vessels were also sold
for unrestricted use. This division is responsible not only for the
preparation of proposals for sale and notices to bidders, but in addi-
tion thereto must prepare all conditions of sale, contracts with bid-
ders, bills of sale, preferred mortgages, bonds, and notes, and actually
oversee all details with reference to the proper transfer of title of
the various vessels to the buyers, as well as the proper authentication
of all mortgages and other documents required by law to accompany
a preferred mortgage for the deferred purchase price on the vessel
or vessels so sold. While many of these documents are to a large
extent in standard form, the contracts and other papers have to be
varied to suit the conditions of the particular case. All of the con-
tracts are very complicated and involve minute and detailed scrutiny
and care. Moreover, this division prepares all contracts for supplies
and stevedoring; all managing-agent contracts; all leases; all service
contracts; all powers of attorney to foreign representatives; and all
other formal papers. This division also prepares all opinions that
may be required either by the Shipping Board or by the executive
departments of the Merchant Fleet Corporation. During the fiscal
year there were 193 of these opinions, all of which had to be reviewed
and passed upon by the general counsel. All contracts are likewise
approved by the general counsel. The number of contracts and other
instruments prepared during the fiscal year was 1,053.
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Admiralty Division.

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928, the admiralty division
disposed of 478 cases, involving $10,156,821.24. In 150 cases in favor
of the board, involving $2,789,733.07, there was collected either by
way of settlements or judgments $1,250,558.44. In 328 cases against
the board, involving $7,367,088.47, there was paid either by way of
settlements or judgments the sum of $1,520,051.46. This includes 168
United States Protection and Indemnity Agency cases, involving
claims against the board amounting to $2,588,348.14, in which there
was paid by the board $262,323.50. The division received during the
year 288 new cases, involving $5,003,454.15. This includes 120 new
United States Protection and Indemnity Agency cases, involving
$2,185,183.58. There was a net reduction during the year of 190 in
the number of cases pending in the division and of $5,153,367.39 in
the amount involved.

There were pending in the admiralty division on June 30, 1928, 870
cases in litigation in courts of the United States, involving $33,246,-
331.76; and in courts of foreign countries 132 cases, involving $2,450,-
048.57. These figures include 260 United States Protection and In-
demnity Agency cases in litigation in this country, involving $5,948,-
261.77; and 60 United States Protection and Indemnity Agency cases
in litigation in courts of foreign countries, involving $288,069.32.
The foreign litigation is scattered over 21 different countries. There
were also pending in the division 246 cases, involving $6,815,785.59,
which were not in litigation. In addition, the division, through its
New York office, is handling 439 public vessel cases, involving $15.-
972,137.45, for other Government departments.

Navigation Laws Division.

This division during the past fiscal year has been occupied in the
further development and improvement of the proposed codification
of the navigation laws through conferences with bureaus and offices
of the Government concerned with the administration of these laws,
as well as with legislative committees of organizations of steamship
owners, marine underwriters, shipbuilders, admiralty attorneys, and
licensed officers, and with the marine departments of chambers of
commerce in various parts of the United States. The director of
this division, in September and October of 1927, visited the ports
of the Pacific coast to ascertain directly from those connected with
the shipping interests in that section their views as to the changes
in the shipping laws thought desirable by the different interests on
that coast.

The Maritime Law Association of the United States, through its
president, the Hon. Augustus F. Hand, presiding judge of the
TTnited States Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, has ap-
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pointed a special committee of eight members of that association,
representing the eight circuits having maritime questions before them,
to collaborate in the draft of the amending bill and to appear before
the committees in Congress to further the enactment of the revised
code. In addition, most of the leading associations above referred to
have passed resolutions indorsing the codification and urging its
speedy enactment. These resolutions will be presented to the appro-
priate committees when the codification and the revising bill are
offered for the consideration of Congress.

All governmental bureaus concerned have also collaborated in the
codification, and are examin<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>